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Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am not disputing at all that | route. He was willing, as IT understand his protest. by 


is . I ? 

Mr. Haupt, after having signed this report which came to the | the danger that no canal at all might | eos structed. to for 
Senate as the unanimous action of that Commission, had tran- | his fears, when he signed the report to make it unanimous, and 
scribed into the minutes of the Commission his dissent. at the same time he put his fears and his beliefs unon record. 

Mr. MORGAN. No. Asa matter of fact, I say that he signed Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President. the last sen 
his dissent at the time he signed the report. transmitted by the Commission to the Presid 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly, but he did not make it on the paper | the Congress, as required by law, signed by Admira 
which was to be given to the world and which was to be acted Samuel Pasco, Alfred Neble, George $8. Morison, P ( 
upon by Congress. I never knew that Mr. Haupt had not signed | William H. Burr, O. H. Ernst, Lewis MW. Haupt 3 
unqualifiedly that report until, during the debate on the canal | Johnson, is this: 
bill, the Senator from Alabama called my attention to Mr. Haupt’s After considering the changed cor 
dissent on the minutes of the Commission, which were not trans- | and circumstances upon which its pres 
mitted to Congress. mission 1s of the opinion that “*the most practical l 

Mr. MORGAN. But that is not Mr. Haupt’s fault. He did Using the language of the Canal Commission 
all he could to protect himself. fo cn inten canal. to hettumiionsh Be es 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I dislike extremely to com- of the United States,” is that known as the Panama 
ment—and I will not with anything like severity—upon the act Mr. CULLOM. Who signed that report? 
of one not here to defend himself; but I am bound to say that it Mr. SPOONER. It is signed by every me1 r of the ¢ is- 
was the plain, manly duty of Mr. Haupt, who had been placed | gion. ! . 
upon that Commission, to give to Congress the benefit of his honest Mr. President. it isa fact which seems to be. but oug 


judgment, to have refrained from signing that report if his con- | forgotten by some 
victions as an engineer were against it. I do not look upon it as | to the passage bv the House with onlv 2 gative vote 
altogether worthy of the position which he held for him to have | pill for the Nicaragua Canal, and to the passage by the Set 
signed that report, making it to appear as a unanimous report, | as an amendment to it of ‘the alternative bill. by whi 


< 


Senators, who refer with so m 


x a whicha i 
to be followed later by a declaration on the minutes of the Com- | by the Panama route was preferred and that by the N Lola 
mission that he did not believe in the report. route made secondarv. that between the passage of the bill l 
Mr. MORGAN. It was not later; it was at the same time. House and the passage of the canal bill by the Senate t ] 
Mr. SPOONER. It was not later that he had placed upon the | been transmitted to Congress tl } f the ¢ ( 
minutes of the Commission his dissent, but it was later that we | signed by all of its members, based up ' 
knew of his dissent. nation. by which ri port a canal by the Panui rut 


However, that is a matter for Mr. Haupt to settle with himself. | », ended. 
He says that he was informed that certain political considerations 
would defeat a canal altogether unless that report was unanimous, 


7 


| have supposed that if the Canal Commission i 





. ¢ é stance had reported in this way for the Panama Canal 
and, although he did not believe at all in the Panama route—no | recommendation would have been followed by the H 
language could be-stronger than he has used—he signed the re- | have never had any doubt that if the Canal Commission 
port. Ido not know where he became advised of political exi- | ypon the receipt of the French company’s offer changed am 
gencies or schemes which would defeat the canal; but I do know | port so as to recommend the Panama route; the Senate would 


that he had been trusted with the discharge ofa great duty to the 
people of the United States, and that the straightforward, manly 
method of discharging it would have been for him to have entered 
upon that report his dissent from it. But I care nothing for that. 

Mr. PATTERSON, Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit a 


with great unanimity have passed the House bill providir 

canal by the Nicaragua route. 
I felt—I suppose the same thing is true of my colleagu 

whom I voted to sustain the report—that I,a layman,1 


; skilled in engineering science, unfamiliat sity, W 
question? ; details surrounding the question, could 1 1d 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pettus in the chair). Does against the unanimous report of this great expert Com 

the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Colorado? | which with almost limitless funds at its dis tion had 1 

Mr. SPOONER. | Yes, sir. exhaustive an examination of the whole question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Do I understand the Senator from Wis- Asit was. Mr. President. this Commission had 1 rted al 
consin to say that the failure to give publicity to Mr. Haupt’s | tively. It had re ported that the Nicaragua route \ 2 
protest was Mr. Haupt’s fault? ticable route. It had reported that the P 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. practicable route, and if the title to the property the N 

Mr. PATTERSON. Very well. Then whyshould the Senator Panama Canal Comnanv could be acquired for & 
censure Mr. Haupt if at the time he signed with the rest of the the necessarv concessions from Colombia « 1 ] 
Commission the approval of the Panama route he gave his reasons y»yblic interest of the United Stat ired 
for so signing and at the same time put upon record the objec- * constructed on that route. ; 
tions he had tothe Panama route? If the fault is elsewhere, then 
certainly Mr. Haupt is not subject to the criticism the Senator en Eee ae ee ee ee ee ee 
from Wisconsin is making upon him. It was in that situation that I drafted the canal act 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido notcareanything about that. The fault , tion of it which I offered as an amendment to the H 
was in signing a report that he did not believe in. That was the | It was drawn to meet the alternative presented by ( 
fault. And that is so obvious that I will not spend any time sion. It was drawn with the main purpose o tt 
on it. ute books legislation under which. without 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Haupt gave his reasons for signing delay, a cand! would be constructed by the two routes. 1 
the report, and at the same time he putupon record his objections was the governing purpose of the an lment. 
to the Panama Canal. That was a fair, frank, manly way of do- Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator fr \W 
ing it. Good and sufficient reasons for signing the report oper- | ask him a question? 
ated upon his mind, and he stated those reasons to the public; Mr. SPOONER. Certain 
and I imagine that if the objections that he put upon record were Mr. MORGAN. Does he 
not given to the public in connection with his signature of the re- | call the Spooner law 
port, somebody is to blame other than Mr. Haupt, because cer- Mr. SPOONER, I neve1 lit that. 
tainly he desired, as a man of honor, that the public should be Mr. MORGAN. I know 1do not. I do,! 1 I 
familiar with what was in hismind and that which gave color to | is an honor to the man who drew it. D 
his act. Now, whether it is the fault of the friends of the Pan- | bill contained every provision necessary to build 
ama Canal or somebody else’s fault I do not know, but certainly | of the alternative rout 
it is not traceable to Mr. Haupt. Mr. SPOONER. It was so intended 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam only stating a fact. Ithink the Senator Mr. MORGAN. Does he not thir 
from Colorado, had he been on the Commission and disagreed Mr. SPOONER. Ido. 
entirely with the report, would have entered on the report his Mr. MORGAN. Was admirably adapted | 3 
dissent. I may be mistaken. Mr. SPOONER. It was so intended 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido not understand that Mr. Haupt dis- Mr. MORGAN, Yes. 
agreed altogether with his colleagues on the Commission. As I Mr. SPOONER. It was not intended to 1 to the Ex 
understand Mr. Haupt’s protest, he had grave doubts with refer- | the selection of a route. The Senator, early in the observa 
ence to some of the features of construction in connection with | which I had the honor then to submit in support of the ai 
the Panama route. Several matters that were simply experi- | ment which I had offered, put to me that question, and J 
mental, that had not been solved with sufficient definiteness to | glad of it, for it had been misrepresented in the news} 
satisfy him as an engineer, existed in connection with the Panama | told him that the bill was so drawn as to exclude from Ex 
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option the rout hat I did not think i+ was a proper duty and 
f evolve upon the President. I have not at all 

( na. 
1. first, that if the President: could obtain for | - 
sati ‘tory title to the property of the New Punanan 
( Company, of every name and nature, on the Isthmus, and 
in Paris, with the concessions, and could obtain by 
sions fromthe Republic of Colombia 
yy nts « which were indicated in the act, th 
f the canal aC istructed at Panama. 
vithit ) te time he could not obtain the Panama 
erty ¥ 1 good title th to and e requisite concessions 
( had to be obtained before any act could 
be ] rela to the Panama Canal—he was to go to 

. 


phe Fl lent has not exercised or attem} 


ted to exercise the 























r t f ta | route. That was done by Congress, and 
1 ht not, in the imputations ‘which are cast upon th 
» } 4 y + ; ofl °2 PP Ur 
i | be We put upon hit den of carry- 
i it, 1 sible, t] lection whi hi 
I never have uttered a word here in debate practica 
e Nicaragua ( ) ‘ pt so far ivolved i 
m to show briefly t yrounds wpon Panama 
( t be pret d But the point v sh to make 
} hose e Pa na route o1 ind upon 
1 e Commission as the rout i subservé 
L Su ¢ e United ¢ 
I rE Ur RITY OF AM ROUTE 
Now, Mr. President, I int very briefiy t a eet rom 
1 whv | tl Pr: na route ce Sean ttoam 
t 5 I nt N te. I take this 
irom tT! mino! port, 1 ly based, so fa is I have been 
able to di ( the rep s of the ¢ nmission. I want to 
put in tne i rounds for that conclusion 
It is 71 - I n e Nica from sea to sea, being 49.09 
I ar le Nicaragua. 
I r . y 7 ¥ > 1 ‘ ‘ se : ve 
it has always seemed to me too plain for debate that a practical 
route through which ships could so fr m sunrise to sunset must 
in the nature of things be preferable to one which would require 
tv ind one nigh r transit 
2. It has less curvature, both in degrees and miles, being but 22.85 miles of 
i Lins Nicaragua; and Vi degrees tor a 
; re r Nicaragua 
4 7 
j t1S @ great deal 
Lhe actual ti L transit is les being t t twe urs of Vv 
P im of ree h s min rt 
> y I i geht ra tt aay 
| add 
I [ must t a gate l b i x yat firs and, to 1great 
€ t, a \ pe by larg s, wl fiv will us Th 
pI de fa , a og mm bv ioht 
t il \ 1 num be i 2 ito 1 Panama to8 on the Nica 
r . 
ul etter, those at the ter li of the Panama being good 
‘ sed by the mmerce of the world, w at the termini of the 
x hat y 
! S 11 ten trac “ation. having bee 
1? I i W af r four ¢ l while the Nicarag l 
I al ( I s 
I + Pat a i Pp rf 
r mal sely ng tl 
ca i 4 y I n T can 
fu a nd incl n th of tl 
( 
8 é ’ st of maintenance and ration of the Panama Canal 
y $1,300,000 less than f the } 1 
| ra n the « iction ¢ 
t Pat y 1] t tl] YD al cond 
‘ y l risks of c truction 
al ; 
| 4 rl} ° . ¥) xr £ > + 
iv t read remainder, inere are oniy a lew sentence 
a 
rl lerations all seemed to me, as they seemed to the 
C ul am ity of ( e.to be entitled to 
9 it. There was another thing about og eet ident, 
which—] vi d it } re, but a ee it, I] ope for the 
] { had { ht with many S$ i ihe 1oOW, and very 
, 1 ncurrent testimony was that thi 
} ] -} rs 
Pa » ¢ i ema 1 sea-level canal while the Nicara 
cua Canal never can be a sea-level canal. 
Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator refer to the report of th« 
( ss f 
| | INER. Ye 
i IORGAN. The Commission re 1 against that view 
and so did the French commission. 
Mr. SPOONER. Tama little surprised to hear the Senator 
from Alabama say that 
» \ 4 <¢ } > 
\i [ORGAN It is the record. 
Mr.SPOONER. My friend fro ym Alabama, for whom he knows 
T hay he profoundest respect, interrupted with that state- 








ras under asserting then ' 
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just what he asserts now and what he 


asserted the other day in one 
of his speeches on this subject. 


Rather brusquely, I Paine re- 
[ denied the Senator’s assertion, although I find I apo logized 
to him for the manne r of my speech in that regard. But I asked 
the Senator then, as I ask him now, to turn to page 88 of the re- 
port of the Commission, as I turn now to page 88 of the report 
of the Commission, and this is what they say: 





Ifa level canal be constructed, either the canal itself must he made of 
ich dimensions that ma . modified to some extent by a reser- 
it Upper Chagre wn its channel without injury. or 
l hannels mu to carry off these floods. As the 
tl t pa ley, the construction of such channels 
1 he mat [ ‘Y ind tl si Iplest SOLUTION ¥V ould be to 
©) n Yr ce the full discharge itself 
I the of furnishing a very large canal, in 
wil i I umsitat s, would be « ally 
It w involve a cross section from Obispo to the Atl i wing 
vrea of least 15,000 square feet below the water line, which would give 
a bottom width of about 400 feet. 


What a magnificent canal that would be! 





untity of excavation required for such a canal has been roughly 
( and is found t e about 266.228.000 eubie vards. The cost of such 
nal, including a dam at Alaj i and a tide lock at Miraflores, near the 

Pax end - ted at not k s than $240,000,000. 


nd like 
level canal at Panama? 
Mr. MORGAN. Its feasibility. if the 


» a repudiation of the practicability of a sea- 


permit me. 





Mr. SPOONER. It is only a question of money. Because of 
the vast « nse of it, and the number of years—twenty years— 
whick"waale’™ ’ required to construct it, for present purposes the 

‘ : ‘ 93 ‘ 1 } ay ] aa “Mame ] ] 
ommission reported against a@ Sea-level Canal and for @ l1OcK 
canal; but I will have more to say about that as I go along 

I I tion i 1 probably take at least nty % rs This Com- 

( rs with the various French co ns wl ! prec l 

ce the ft) in reject , un. While 
L i a ) \ ( I ici t t fn + r 
‘ v} t ilties all kit and es} lly those of 

I ind « Lbes ata canal with a summit level reached by 

ks is to be preferred. 


a 
But. 


atest 


red that this is the 
that it is to be con- 


when it is remembe 
history oL the world: 
0 it is to meet not only the commercial 
for the safety of 80,000,000 people, but the 
‘om the standpoint of national life is not 
i be obviously nex that it should be 
demands 200.0 10.000 or 300.000.000 people and 
rce of their own and of the world, what 
mey to do with it? What has the ques tion 


Mr. President. 
work 


‘ucted for a 


or 
lemands and provide 
time is to come, an 
‘away, when it 
idequate for the 
ly expands 


Wuest 


d fi 
°F 
i essary 
of 
a comm 


as thy on of m« 





of time to do with it? Is it worth anything in a work Hike this, 
constructing it first as a lock canal, that in truth it can be made, 
as the whole testimony shows, when our safety demands it. when 


demands it, a canal without a single lock, exe 
Pacific—no dam to be blown up or wa 
al through which our war ships can quickly s 
easy to ke lways in repair? 

I suppose if we could to-day have a sea-level canal connecting 
the Atlantic and the Pacific Panama, to be built in ten or in 
twelve years, that would cost $400.000,000, no or 
Chamb = uld hesitate a moment about adopting it. 

Mr. MORG AN. Now, Mr. President, I think I must 


our commerce 
tide lock atthe 


pta 
shed out—a 
cal team; one vu 


Lore 


pa 
i 


penat In this 
ae 
WO 


jini 
ask } 


mission of the Senator to say a word. 
The PRE SIDING O FFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin vield to the Senator from Alabama? 
tai 


would not vote for of the kind. 
: lock that the penator mentions has To resist a tide of 21 
ich comes in every day and times twice a day. Itis 


» struggle to keep that tide out of the canal, to 


anythi 


ing 





some 


OTe das yee 
1 mo! pe ra 


keep it from destroying it, than it is now with the Chagres River, 
and you can not get more than one ship an hour through a tide 
lock in the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have always admir “1 the al- 


ining, and the great ability of theS 
wyer and statesman, but I hope that 
will not consider me wanting in deference to him when I say that 
[ feel a little safer at least in following upon engineering questions 
opinion of pee nt « ‘rs who have over the gr 

ed with a great professional public duty, than in following 
the distineuished S\ nator from Alabama. 
MORGAN. The Senator does himself and me more than 


enator 


the Senator 


neinee gone und, 








‘ull justice, for I do not profess to ki now anyt ing about it except 
what I have learned from th: e most eminent engineers in the world; 
it least we call them so. 

Now, as soon as I can have an opportunity I will furnish to the 


his own satisfaction a a 


Mr. Morison 
Panama Canal 


1ator for iper written 
after he had signed this recommendation of ‘the 
shows the absolute impossibility of digging a cana 
that would be permanent at Panama with any reference at all t 
cost or with any reference to commercial advantages. In this 
irticle, which he submitted for the consideration of his brethren, 
an the debate and discussion of it just before he died, he demon- 


by 


~~ rete 
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strates the impossibility or impracticability, v rithin any reason- 
able cost at all, even of cutting the canal at sea level at Panama. | 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not seen that article by Mr. Morison. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave them and will produce them to-morrow. 

Mr. SPOONER. I inquired about it of some one who read it, 
and I was told that Mr. Morison had doubts as to whether the 
Bohio dam can be constructed upon the plan which the Commis- 
sion had considered. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is not what I am referring to. I refer 
to a sea-level canal at Panama. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iwill read from Mr. Morison in a moment. I 
prefer to await the article which the Senator promises to hand me. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a 
question. The Senator has stated that it would require three 
days for a ship to pass through the Nicaragua Canal. He stated 
that it would require only one day for a ship to pass through the 
PanamaCanal. That I understand to be the fact. Now, it is also 
a fact chat the entrance to the Panama route is several hundred 
miles down the coast from either ocean farther than the entrance 
to the Nicaragua route. 

I wish to ask the Senator a question, not for my own benefit, 
but because I find there is some confusion as to the fact, especially 
in my State. If a ship should start from some port upon the At- 
lantic seaboard, destined for some port upon the Pacific seaboard, 
would it require longer for that ship to accomplish its journey by | 
the Panama route than by the Nicaragua route? 

Mr. SPOONER. Taking into account steamships? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Taking into account the fact that it takes 
three times as long to pass through one as the other, and that the 
Panama route is several hundred miles farther down the coast 
than the Nicaragua route. 

Mr. SPOONER. The testimony is almost overwhelming that, 
taking into account the difference in time which would be re- 
quired to go through the Nicaragua Canal and that required to 
pass through the Panama Canal, in the time for the voyage there 
would be little if any appreciable difference. 

If the Senator will turn to the great speech of our dead Senator 
from Ohio |[Mr. Hanna]—one of the most exhaustive and illumi- 
nating speeches ever contributed to a public debate in the Sen- 
ate—he will find abundant evidence to sustain what I simply state 
in answer to his question. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I understood and remember that the late 
Senator Hanna did discuss that matter and make it perfectly 
clear; but I desired a statement from the Senator because, as I 
said, there is some confusion among citizens of my own State as 
to the length of time required for a ship to make the trip between 
Atlantic and Pacific ports by the Nicaragua and Panama routes. 

Mr. SPOONER. The great Senator from Ohio brought to the 
investigation of this subject his power of concentration, which 
was wonderful, his great business judgment, which within my 
knowledge has not been excelled, and an industry which, em- 
ployed in the public interest, was absolutely unflagging and 
tireless, and his speech will forever be an infinite credit to him- 
self and a great honor to the Commonwealth which loved him and 
which he ably represented in this body. 

But Iask the attention of the Senate to what I find in Mr. 
Hanna’s speech upon the question whether the Panama Canal can 
be made a sea-level canal, and also as to whether the Nicaragua 
Canal can be made a sea-level canal, although I have never heard 
it asserted that that is a possibility. 

Senator Hanna put this question: 

Is it practicable to make the Panama Canal a sea-level canal? 

Answer of Admiral Walker. I believe it to be practicable to make the 
Panama Canal a sea-level canal. 





The same question was put to ex-Senator Pasco, who replied: 





I do not claim to speak with authority upon engineering problems, but I 
have long been interested in questions relating to canal construction, both 
before and since my connection with the Commission, and have given them 

ich thought and study. My opinion is that a sea-level canal can be con- 


structed at Panama, but not at Nicaragua. 


The same question was put to Mr. Noble, concededly one of the 
ablest engineers in the country. His answer was: 
It is practicable to make the Panama Canal a sea-level route either befors 
or after opening navigation through it, while a sea-level canal is practically 
npossible by the Nicaragua route. 5 : 
_ I stop to call attention to that answer, Mr. President, becaus¢ 
it is supported by the testimony of others. that we may make of 
this canal a lock canal, use it as a lock canal, and while using it 
as a lock canal can traasform it into a sea-level canal. Is it 
worth nothing in the long reach of time that the canal which we 
build first as alock canal our people, when public safety or public 
interest commercially demands it, can transform into a sea-level 
canal? The question answers itself. Whatever predilection a 
man may have for this route or that, that question answers itself, 










The question was put to Mr. Morison, who repli 
In my judgment ] nd a} 
ama Canal a sea-level canal w 
nstruct the Nicaragua Cana 
ing the Panama Canal nov 
nty totwenty-five . M 

Twenty-five years! a long, long tin 
an hour or a minute in the : . 

Colonel Hains, also one of the ablest engir 
man of large experience, answers the ques 

It is practicable to make the P: 

Professor Burr, also a great 

It is entirely practicable 
level canal, 

Lieutenant-Colonel Ernst, 
swered the question by saying, ‘‘It is.’ 

Senator Hanna’s questi 

Can this be done afte 

To which Admiral 

I believe that a sea-level 
lock canal. 

Ex-Senator Pasco gave the same 
and while he has studied the subjec 
would not be willing to base legislative : 
alone, although I greatly respect 

Mr. Noble said: 


n No. 4 was this: 


Walker ri 


opinion, but he 


wr after opening navigat 
Mr. Morison said: 


can be made asea-l 


Colonel Hains said: 





Professor Burr said: 





That is, they would build the canal 
ence to afterwards transforming it, in 
sea-level canal. 








I will not read al 
as to whether the 
into a lock canal. 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
it claimed t 

Mr. MORGAN, 
SPOONER. 
tors, but I had a feeling mys 
pleted a short cana 
so much greater in lenegt 
United States, controlled 
United States, 
solely the United Stat 
that short al is complet 
day in a national exigency o 
canal while our enemy’s O 
short canal. 

Upon exhaustive deba 
sion in favor of the Pa 
tive bill, which was intende« 
it is not explicit. 
accurately or truthfully sai 

Mr. President, I will put in tl 
the Senate, the vote 
my frien 
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NAYS { 
Mallory, Platt, N.Y. 
( i, Mar Quay, 
Mitchell Simmons, 
Du Morgan, Stewart, 
I ’ Nelso1 Taliaferro, 
( I Patterson, Turner, 
: Pel , Vest. 
( He Perkin 
( M ‘ 1, Miss Pe l 
N 1 VOT IN(¢ » 
I McEr Rawlins, 
1) G McLauw S.C Simo 
K Money Tillman 
1 nt was agreed to 
I ( ruisN AR AC A AND COSTA RICA, 
M nt, now a word about the protocols to which the 
Senator from Alabama has so often and with so 
t 1—the protocols which were signed by 
f State and the ministers of Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica igh not particularly pertinent to any point I wish 
t I want to preserve, when this Congress adjourns, 
| force and vigor the alternat — of the canal 
The § tor from Alabama treats the protocols as bind- 
vetween the United States and Costa Rica and 
Vicaragua, and he has indicated very clearly the opinion that 
} t] Pi lent did not turn, when, on August 12, the 
He as rejected by Colombia, to Nicaragua and 
( Rica a had been perpetrated upon those Govern- 
1 s. I donot understand these protocols—and I will refer to 
t I v1 t mstitute any compact between this 
( nm nd tl Governments. 
£ were never nt to the Senate by the Pres ident. Thev 
i their way into this Chamber thr vagh the Senator from 
a been transmitted to him by the Secretary of 
stat ir his ormation. : 

Mr. MORGAN. And for the purpose of being laid before the 

Mr. SPOONER. Very likely; but they were never sent to the 
C That is a new way to transmit for the oe of ( ae 

ndations of the President. But suppose they h: 
! t here by the President; they have never been Sick aens 
SS | pt contingently in the Nicaragua clauses of the 
Cc The Sen vainly sought, as he will remember, to 
re the passage of an act by which he thought they would con- 
S { cts bet en the t vee flow ernments. 

M Mi tAN at act does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. SPO! ONER a recollection is that the Senator sought 
alor ard the close of the session to have the protocols ac 
( 1 and adopted by resolution. 

I IRGAN. Ithink no 

Mr. SPOONER. If Iam mistaken—— 

\ MORGA I thi an 

Mr. SI NER. Ido not think Iam, but I defer, of course, to 
t 3 Now, ti s the protocol: 

It bh 5 Gove , 

I t know whe rthe other G rnments ever acted tpon 
it or n 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; if th tor W allow me, at the time 
‘ n identical term “‘hotweent Gh Governments of Costa Rica 
and Nic: cua and the United State Th y were separate pa- 
pers, but the terms we1 identica 

Mr. SPOONER How did they act 1 n them? 

Mr. MORGAN. Separately, each of 

Mr. SPOONER. Leg atiy el ? 

ir. MORGAN. No; betwee » President and Mr. Hay and 
t f Costa Rica an Ni aragua. 

) R. Well, Mr. P lent, I do not 
MORGAN. They were signed, sealed, and interchanged. 

Mr. SPO ER That will not do. 

\i MoO} \ N. Tl . fact is so. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not dispute the fact, but I have not un- 
d | that the Secretary of State can make a compact with 
al ( TT nt whi h binds this Government. I have 
d a distinction between an exercise of the treaty-making 
power and a legislative omnmet between this Government and 
an r Gove nt, and certainly no treaty or agreement bind 
ing upon this Government can be made by the Secretary of Stat 

Mr. MOI .. - 2. a her ore referred to the historical 
fact—I su he Sei merely omitted to notice it—that all 

our gr trai ; in China were by protocol, and that in 

we ¢ dan invading army into Peking; we put our army 

r »command of a foreign general; entered not only 
nto military operation as we levied a fine upon China which 
amounted to $25,000,000, if I recollect arigat, and we are collect 
ing that money now. Ana not only were those portocols the only 
authority we had, but they were never sent to the Senate except 
through the report of the Commission sitting upon these affairs, 
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authorized by Congress, I believe. There were some of the most 
important events in American hist ry that we are now standing 
upon as settled facts for which there is no sho wing in the world 
but a protocol signed by Mr. Hay or by our minister in China and 
the other four or five European powers that were concerned in it, 
I suppose that was authority enough. 

Mr.SPOONER. Well, Mr. President 

all the while, and I know of no one who needs more to learn. 
3ut I had not supposed before that we required any protocol to 
a us in protecting with cannon and troops the flag of the 
United States which floated over the American legation in China. 

Mr. MORGAN, Tne Senator cannot impute that to me. | 
mentioned it as one of the incidents. How about the levying of 
a fine upo: 1 China of $25,000,000? How about requiring China to 
execute her princes? How about -_ itecting the missionaries and 
requiring indemnity to be paid t he m? How about arranging 
so that China should settle - mn he basis of her tariff law under 
the protocols? 

Of course I know that we can protect our people in any coun- 
try in the world under the statutes of the United States. The 
statutes have made provision by which we can do that whenever 
we are assailed in any part of the world. The President need not 
come to Congress for authority to doit. But the President, if he 
oes not find it in his must come here for authority to 
‘a fine of $25,000,000 on China or to cut the heads of Chinese 
es off or to put our general in China under the ical of 
a foreign general. Matters of that kind I should think of suffi- 
cient importance to require them to be laid before the Senate if it 


,l am learning something 


powers, 


isnecessary. It appears not to have been necessary. 
Mr. SPOONE! Those were things which are current mat- 


> 
g 
ters in vlministration, which it 


+o ly +} P 
take the f 


never occurred to me shi 
rm of ’ un ordinary administ \ 
and need not be laid befor ‘e the Senate at all. I up- 
pose if Am ~— n citizens are despoiled in any country, and l 
covers all the indicates, the President can negotiat r 
payment, and t the amount being agreed upon it can be made with- 
out ents ring into an y treaty on the subje Ci 

But lam talking now about this protoco 
bind the Unit ed States and Costa Rica as 
ship and transfer of territory. 








agreement, 


nator 


. Which is all ged to 
to &@ matter of Owl 

















It is agreed between the two Governments that when the President of th: 
United States is a rized by law toacg » control of such portion of 
‘itory now belong 4 Nic: us may be desirable and necessary o1 
W ! construct and protect a canal of dep ind capacity suffici fé 
t passage of vess of the greatest t re and dri t now in use, fr 
D ar San Juan del Norte, on the ¢ ean Sea ibs Micamaaten t 
I t on the Pacif Ucean, they mutually ¢ ra 
W hat— 
to enter into negot s with each other to settle the plan and the ag 
in detail, found necessary to accom} h the construction, ar to pi 
or the ownership and control of the proposed ca 


They agree, when the President is authorized to 
at Nicaragua, to negotiate an agreement unt 
baits, it is nothing which gives us any property right. It i 
} [ think is binding upon eiths r Nicaras gua or C 
Ric *&, althou: rh I have not the lightest doubt both will enter into 
an adequate treaty when the time comes, if it shall come: 
they would charge more for it, probably, if there were no com- 
petitor. 

Sut how would th 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator would read a little further } 
will see. > 

Mr. SPOONER. It continues: 


As prelin 


build a canal 
ler which it may be 


is be enforced? 








linary to such further negotiations it is forthwith agreed 





; 
‘ I f sa ‘anal and the terminals thereof shall be the same 
{inatreaty signed by the plenipotentiaries of the United | 
t Britain , ‘uary 5, 1000, and now pending in the Senate of 
I nfirmation, and that the provisions of the same shall 





to by the I nited States and Nicaragua. 


Mr. MORGAN. Now, if the Senator will allow me one sec- 
ond —_ 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. The language is, ‘it is forthwith agreed ”’— 
that means immediately—as to what the terminals shall bi ; and 
the future rights that we are to acquire under that protocol are 
lefined in the British treaty, which was then pending before thx 
Senate—defined simply by reference. It shows exactly what the 
rights were. It is a perfectly completed contract, forthwith to 


take effect. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
the President is authorized to cx ‘ 
dicated and defined generally in this paper, they will enter into 
an agreement under which we may doit. What of control 
they would give us is not indicated, how much they would charge 
is not indicated; nothing is indicated. 

Mr. MORGAN. The control is indic 
Hay-Pauncefote treaty, in which it is ¢ 
clusive and perpetual. 


This is an agreem 


, as I read it, that when 


mstructa carnal along the line i 


sort 


ated in the recitals of the 
aid the control shall be ex- 


if 
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. SPOONER. 


Say wi 


fF +h, 
i i 


oO 


COM 





it himself agair 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Well, Mr 





. President, this is all I inted t 
in I began. 

Me IRGAN. I should not interpose, but I do not wisha man 
distinction and ability of the Senator from Wisconsin to 

ist the rights of the United Stat 


; merely 


the heat of debate, because those rights stand h and we 
are not going to break them down by anything we do, even by 
the ratification of this treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. MORGAN. Weare going to preserve them, and I think 


we sh 
build i 
Mr. 
the Tel 
pl LOC 
doubt 
be delig 
creas y. 
Mr 


an \ Wi 


other « 
Mr. 
Mr. 

bu id 

i 1? Ol 
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iT, 


But 


- SPOONER 


ill find that we can build two canals cheaper th in we can 

1 sea-level canal, and one of them will be built at Nicaragua. 

SPOONER. That may be, but, Mr. President r 

notest « loubt that never will anything be done m 

ols. I have an abiding faith—it is not open to dispute or 
that Nicaragua and Costa Rica, when th: aneoum s, Will 
shted to enter into negotiations ‘with us for a satisfactory 








- MORGAN. 
ill b ; oblis red 


I doubt if they will be delighted, but I know 
to do it. 

TER. How would you enforce it? 

MORGAN. I would enforce it in the same 
‘compact between governments is enforced. 
SPOt ae With guns? 

MORGAN. Well, we can e..force it as e: sily 

a republic down upon the Isthmus by guns without the fir- 
them. 

SPOONER. We shall get to that; the 


this is true, Ww hatever construction the Senator may plac 


as we can 


° ° 
a+ ant: , ‘ 
wenator anticipates. 


upon this—and I do not wish to spend more time upon it—the 


Presid 


canal 


we shall ! 
name d 


lieve 


THE PR 


Mr 


routes. 
one thing 
lic rheti 


abie t 


differs 


a Governm ent whose relations wi 


ent is contingently authorized in the canal act to builda 

at Nicaragua, and if that time shall come—and I believe 

ave two canals some day—then the conditions precedent 

in this protocol—if it is of any force, which I do not be- 

will have been performed. 

ESIDENT HAS OBEYED IN SPIRIT AND LETTER THE CANAL ACT 
“REASONABLE TIME. 


President, I have said aJl I wish to say about these two 

I have said all I wish to say about this canal act, except 
It has been argued here with some bitterness and 
ric that the Pre sid ent violated this act in not turn- 
after the rejection of t] 


Lit 


Nicaragua 


1e Hay-Herran treaty 
is not, in my judgment, the slightest shadow of founda 
r that contention in the act itself. The words “‘ reason- 








ime ’’—and he was given a reasonable tim ire words of 
‘nt definition in different cases. What is a ‘‘ reasonabl 
in one set of circumstances is not “‘ a reasonable time ’”’ in 
r set of circumstances, As the Supreme Court of the 
1 States says: 
nstitut reasonal ime na particular cas st be ar 
P r ] elen 3; W L A t 
I kk ( Cx , 91 U. S., 591 
t hy] owhere ) deter 1 ‘ rt } ‘ 
yall cases. tion is to be answ p 
ce ac 3 oe im kK, I rR | » , 
Canal ¢ 109 U. S., 404; 18 Central L J a ‘ 
Law Jou 1, 376 0, 1888; 10 Wa 129 
= 7" } 44 
ress, using this phrase ‘‘ reasona time ’’ in this I 


sident was obliged to carry on negotiations 
; , : 
A 


y certain that it was a Government difficu 1egvotis 
t cont mplated not only the negotiation of a treaty, 





th itification of a treaty; and, so far as the Senate is concerned, 
it doub les ss contemplated the fact that the debate on t treaty 
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is impossible to spell out of this language any lim 
‘cept that limitation which sensible men, wise m 
ill the circumstances, would say was adeq to accon 


‘ongress had declared the 
aired should be accomplished. 

n it is shown that until the 31st day of October last—eight 
efore the meeting of this Congress in extraordi 
was not only pending in the Colombian Cons 
rize the President of that Republic to enter in 
1S On certain lines with the United State 
from our minister notified this Government that a new en- 
ould be sent to negotiate a treaty, it became perfectly appar- 
. President, that the President has acted entirely within 
nguage as well as within the s spirit of the law. 

‘ily, at least—what was or 
was not* ( mie. Ze So long as the Cx lombian 
ess Was in auiee there remained noon it 1 mene this sul :) ta 
penitentice. The Presider t could not have abandone l pr 
tely this preferential route—so established by act. of Con- 
—without violating the law I believe if he had abandoned 
ie had turned away from Panama, if, when the Hay-Herran 
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| 
voted for a limitation of eighteen months are utterly estopped | 


from consistently charging the President with violation of the 
act cf Congress by transcending the limit of reasonable time, for 
it has happened that within the eighteen months for which they 
voted the President has negotiated and sent to this body the treaty 
which on the 23d instant we are to act upon, obtaining from the 


Republic of Panama, the successor in sovereignty of the Republic | 


of Colombia, requisite and generous concessions to enable the 
United States to build the canal at Panama. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
tion he gives of the statement in the President’s message that, 
under the surrounding circumstances, the question of ‘* reason- 
able time’’ did not enter into the case? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not the language of the President in 
mind, but I suppose the President meant what I think unprejudiced 
men ‘generally think, that, having reference to our past transac- 
tions with the Government with which we had to deal and with 
vhich we had had large experience in negotiation, considering 
the distance between this capital and Bogota, and the thousand 
other elements entering into it,no man could claim that the ques- 
tion of ‘* reasonable time’’ had ever arisen with. this Government 
for consideration even, and in that I agree with him. 

Congress put this mandate as to a preferential route upon the 
President. In making every effort to acquire that route he was 
obeying the command of Congress. 

Senators may say that Congress ought not to have passed the 
act; that it ought not to have preferred the Panamaroute. That 
is a matter about which men may differ; but having passed it, I 
can not for the life of me see upon what basis that is kind or broad 
or just any man can accuse the President of having violated this 





act for not having gone pre cipitately to Nicaragua. 
Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me a moment—— 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
Mr. MORGAN. I have accused the President of the United 
States with willfully and openly violating this act. I believe it. 


[ therefore fall under the denunciation of the Senator—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not mean to denounce anyone. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say, not the denunciation, but the criti- 
cism of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. President, I voted for that act. Ididitin good faith. I 
did it expecting that every part of it would be executed when the 
time came to execute it, and I have felt very deeply aggrieved, as 


one of the Senators of this body, in having faith broken with me, | 


that when the President had the opportunity to do so he refused 
to do it, and said that the question of time did not enter into con- 
sideration at all. That only aggravated what I considered to be 
an unwarranted breach of faith on the part of the President of 
the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ithink the Senator from Alabama voted with 
his colleagues in favor of the proposition to strike out the words 
‘‘ reasonable time’’ and insert *‘ eighteen months.”’ 

Mr. MORGAN. IpresumelI did. I wanted to put some limit 
upon this matter, particularly as the President was not expected, 
as the Senator has admitted to-day, to make a selection of these 
routes. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. And made alternatively. The Senator has 
said to-day that the President had not anything to do with the 
selection of the route. I wanted, therefore, that the time should 
be limited in order that, having submitted this matter to Con- 
gress for determination, he might be compelled, according to the 


Certainly not. 
That selection was made by Congress 





May I inquire of the Senator what explana- | 
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Mr. SPOONER. Thatis another thing. That has nothing to 
do with the question of whether the President violated the canal 
act or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think it has. 

Mr. SPOONER. That has to do with the question whether 
he violated the Constitution and international law. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say that if there ever was a way of 
complying with that canal act it was in the mind of the honora- 
ble Senator from Wisconsin when he prepared it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course I had no thought when the canal 
bill was prepared that this situation would confront the United 
States. None of us had, I suppose. The President had not; but 
it came. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Inanyevent the President would 
have been expected to obtain the Panama route. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; as the Senator from Connecticut sug- 
gests, if we had anticipated it I suppose it would have been ex- 
pected that the President would use every honorable and lawful 
effort to obtain the Panama route, if not from Colombia from the 
Republic of Panama. 

But what I have been discussing, Mr. President, is simply the 
question of whether it has been just or in any degree fair, taking 
the act itself and the history of it upon that particular phase of 
the case, to make this charge against the President. It is so 
utterly baseless and without foundation that it should have and 
will have no more weight in public estimation than the snowflake 
which falls upon one’s coat sleeve. 

HAY-HERRAN TREATY AND TREATMENT IT RECEIVED AT BOGOTA. 

"he Hay-Herran treaty was negotiated with Colombia. That 
was in obedience to the mandate of the act. It took a long while 
to negotiate it. I think Secretary Hay would be willing to say 
that never, in all his splendid career as a diplomat, has he encoun- 
tered a negotiation so irritating, such a tax upon his patience, 
and so full of variableness, with demands upon demands, always 
increasing. The hest he could obtain he secured. 

I do not think there was a man on either side of the Chamber 
who liked that treaty. I'did not conceive it possible that Colom- 
bia could object to it; bert I want to say now, Mr. President, that 
I think no government ever was more shabbily treated than was 
this Government by the manner in which that treaty was handled 
at Bogota. 

Colombia sought that treaty. Colombia twice had lodged a 
protest against our going to Nicaragua because of the immense 
superiority of the Panama route, and because of the detriment it 
would be to the interests of Colombia. 

In 1902 Colombia, in the treaty with Herrera, a man who had 
fought valiantly during three years for reforms in government 
and for civil liberty, agreed to take up and submit promptly to 
the Colombian Congress the canal negotiation—this treaty signed, 
not by President Marroquin, but signed by his command by 
Doctor Herran, avery able lawyer. What happened the moment 
the treaty reached Bogota? 

Before the Colombian Congress had been convened to consider 
the treaty the Government issued notice, December 24, 1902, to 
the New Panama Canal Company in Paris, asking them, both on 
behalf of the New Panama Canal Company and of the Panama 


? 


| Railroad Company, to appoint an agent at that capital— 


judgment of Congress, to act upon the subject within a limited | 


date. I did not suggest the proposition. I voted for it, however, 
preferring that course to leaving the discretion entirely at the 
option of the President, who now says that the question of reason- 
able time did not enter into the case. 

Mr. SPOONER. He had not reached the point where the ques- 
tion of *‘ reasonable time ’’ could enter into the case. 

I did not intend to animadvert in any harsh way upon any Sen- 
ator here; and if, in the heat of discussion, I did so I withdraw 
it; but I can not see how the Senator from Alabama or any other 


Senator finds warrant for attack upon the President when he | 


has carried out fully the mandate of Congress within a time 
to which the Senator voted to limit him. 

Mr. MORGAN. But he did not act in obedience to the act at 
all. He acted contrary to it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, I do not know what there is in the act 
that he disobeyed. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no war with Panama; there isno in- 
dependence—— 

Mr. SPOONER. That is another thing. 

Mr. MORGAN. ' There is no independent republic down there 
or anything of the sort. 
disposing of the negotiations. 


It is asimple question of going on and | road concessions. 


| 
| 
| 


who should be present at the time when the sessions of thet high body take 
place, provided with ample and sufficient authority and power to deal with 
all the points which are to besettled with the company concerning the rights 
and obligations existing between it and this Republic. 

Adding: 

It will not be superfluous to inform you, in order that you may so notify 
the Panama Railroad Company 

The same language was addressed to the cana] company— 
if yor think fit, that the Government will not in any way oppose and, 
on the contrary, will second and support the granting of the permission 
for the transfer of the concession, but it will demand and re quire, if there 
shall be occasion for it, a sum of money which shall be previously agreed upon, 
and the cancellation, on the part of the same company, of every (accion) un- 
dertaking and obligation which the Government of Colombia has contracted 
by virtue of the concession for the construction of the Panama Railroad— 

Also canal— 
up to date on which it passes to the new concern. 

Secretary Hay justly resented this, because, while the treaty 
would not be binding on that country any more than on ours until 
ratified, upon the exchange of ratifications it relates back to the 
time of its signing; and it is settled in international law that pend- 
ing the signing of a treaty and its ratification or rejection nothing 
shall be done by either government in violation of its terms as a 
tentative agreement. If Senators will think for a moment they 


will see that such an understanding is a necessity to treaty nego- 
tiation and obligation. 

By the very first article of the Hay-Herran treaty Colombia as- 
sented to the transfer to this Government of the canal and rail- 
Those concessions, with the property which 
had been acquired ursmr them, were what we were to buy and 
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av $40,000,000 for from the New Panama Canal Company, and 
Colombia had insisted upon incorporating in the treaty a provi- 
sion that she should be paid at least par for her res in the 
cavital of the New Panama Canal Company, no obligation under 
the provision, however, to be imposed upon or assumed by the 
United States. This meant a payment to her by the canal com- 
I 





yany for her consent tot tsa transfer of at least 5 000,000 francs. 

I remember the Se nator from Alabama inveighed somewhat 
bitterly against the attitude in which that c Met aced this Gov- | 
ernment. It was unusual. The Senator from Alabama was not | 
the only Senator here to whom it was not a welcome provision in 
that treaty. It was regretted, and justly regretted, by all that 
any corporation could intervene between this country and another 
in a great negotiation. But the ee knew that when on 
act passed; thi eo ion had reported fully upon that; every 


¥ 


enator knew that pr limin: Ty to al 1y work on the I thmus, no 


matter what grants Col mnibis mig! it be willing ry to make, was the 
elimi: nation by — » by >» United States, with the assent of 
Colombia, of the ‘anal concessions and the railw ay company stock, 


wit! h the property whic - had beer acquired under them. 

W hy was that put the No one else was to get par for stock. 
Colombia had caer exacted this stock for an extension of 
time. She had the power, and the time was expiring, to forfeit 
the franchise and take to herself the entire property. Of courss 
it would be a piece of national —— and shame; but the 


company issued 5,000,000 frances of sto and it was nominated 
in this treaty thai it should be taken aed least atpar. Although 


it was not said who was to do it, it was said that we were not to 
do it. 

What did that mean? It meant that Colombia could refuse to 
ratify the treaty or could refuse to exchange the ratification with 
us without offense to us until after the c anal company or its rep- 
resentatives had taken up at par that stocl IK, 

But think of a treaty, signed by the dipk matic representatrive 


of both countries, the first part of which assented to the transfe1 

to the United States of the canal concessions and property, the rail- 

v i rty, with : & pl ovisi n as to payment fos 
moment, aye, I think 
, th ) Ww 





ia canceling these cor LU 
. such conditions as Colombia might pre- 
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to make the agreements, and proposed to amend the constitution 
80 that he would have the power. 


Mr. SPOONE R. But th it was after the Congress met. O1 
December 24, 1 — this notice was gi' r ] 








AX 
been elected at that time, I do not It did not m fol 
some months. 
Then, before Congress ass mb ed the minister of finance, Gen 
eral Fernandez, issued a circular, by direction of the President of 
Olombia, saying that ‘‘ the Governt rent has no preconceived 


wishes for or against the measure”’’ and inviting public discussion 
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authorization, and he had contracted i away without previous 
ing it. But there isa separate provishem in their constitution, 


tictions and compacts. 


our Constitution confers wpon our President to con- 





ident, no ground can be found, and I have heard none 
suggested, upon which can be predicated @ contention that Colom- 
bia was not absolutely free, h: ad she so desired, to grant this ease- 
ment. And the ceaicaeig « of it all is found in the two cable- 
gram offers after trouble came in Panama, that if the United 
States would resume the old réle of aiding to fasten the manacles 
of slavery and tyranny upon the people of Panama they would 
give us the treaty just as it had been signed. Marroquin would 
roclaim martial law, and under authority of the constitution; 
yy decree, ratify the treaty. 


So, Mr. President, and I do not mean to speak too harshly of 
any government, I am only discussing the —— as it is, we 
have had from the beginning trouble with Colombia. I will show 
And the 


itasI goalong. I wish’ hurry through this branch. 


other - int up n which they found se miu ch difficulty was that 


the treaty provi ded for a court to be created by the » United States, 
under antho rity of the treaty, to sit in the canal strip and decide 
cases between citizens of the United States and between citizens 
of countries other than Colombia and citizens of the United 
States. They alleged it to be an invasion of their sovereignty. 
We had expressly recognized the sovereignty of Colombia. Every 
line in that treaty, some of them going almost too far for our own 


self-respect, safeguart ed the sovereignty of Colombia. 
But if there is any 
in the inter 





ary of another to execute there between its citizens its laws. 


The treaty-making power vested in our Government extends to all proper 
subjects of ae ation with foreign governm It can, equally with any 
of the forme r pr nt governments of Europe, ce treaties providing 
for tial authority in other countries by its officers ap 

(Ross v. McIntire, 140 U. S., 453.) 

‘tion as have been made in 1 

nent of special courts 
tween foreigners not domiciled (transeuntes), or be 
and the subjects of the country in which they reside 











iventions entered int 
rnational Public Law, sec. 353 


at Britain and Portu- 





And the utter 
that is shown by the fact that in the act 
authorizing a treaty with us, they provided as follows: 


folly and insincerity of their 








va, For the judging of all causes or litigations, whether the interested par- 
ties are foreigners or Colombians and foreigners, the Colombian Government 
shall agree with the foreign contr vcting government 1pon the establishment, 
in the constituted zone, of m™ xe ed ti “ib nals with civil, criminal, and admi- 
ralty jur tien. which tri tals shall be composed of jurists named in 





equal number by eacl 


which they may agree upon shall be in force. 


My friend the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] will see in 
a moment that that might be called a concession of sovereignty. 
The treaty left the enforcement of the criminal laws for other 


tribunals, not to the tribunal provided for by the treaty. 


They raised the price, some demanding $15,000,000 from the 
und $10, 000,000 from the canal company, and Lo- 
quin, a senator and the son of the President, insisted 
After they had rejected the treaty 
committee to which the subject had been re- 
ferred introduced a bill ratifying the disapproval and prescrib- 
ing the terms upon which the Government was authorized to 
negotiate with governments and private parties for an interoce- 
anic canal (8S. Doc. No. 51, 2d sess. 58th Cong.), in which they 
provided that Colombia would permit the New Panama Canal 
Company to transfer its rights and engagements to any other 
government, provided the said company fulfills certain conditions, 


United States < 
renzo Marr 
upon a total $35,000,060. 


on August 12 the 


i 
( 


PT Xt 
as follows 


First. When the transfer is made, the payment to Colombia of 
50,000,000 francs, surrender of 500,000 hectares of public land, 
( ‘olombia herself to grant a zone 10 miles wide for the sole end 
of constructing, maintaining, and operating a canal, etc., wor 


duration of this right to be for one hundred years, renewable a 


1 


option of concessioner for equal periods, w ith an annual re tal 
of $150,000 gold up to the year 1967, and $400,000 from 1968 and 
thereafter for periods of equal duration, provided the concessioner 
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ion, the legislative body coulé make it valid by ratify- | 


stinct, containing provisionsas to international nego- | 
. . . i 
It confers upon the President the same | 


n relations and to negotiate treaties, which are to be 
the Congress. Under that elause it was perfectly | 
ial. 


thing settled by our Supreme Court, settled 
1ational law books all over the world, it is that it is 
entirely competent to agree by treaty for judicial tribunals es- 
tablished by one of the treaty-making powers within the bound- 


.odern times generally | 
for the settlement of such 


» of jurisdic ti m over the same classes of persons by consuls 
rents. Special courts of the type referred to exi: ited at an 


contention about 
which they proposed, 


the re -o Governments, and the laws and regulations 
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as a minimum the sum of $20,000,000 in American gold upon the 
ratifications of the treaty.’’ 
| ULTIMATE PURPOSE OF DELAYS AND REJECTION. 

3ut the ultimate and real strategy of the Colombian Congress 
is indicated by the following quotation from Minister Beaupré’s 
letter of September 30, 1903, to Mr. Hay: 


It is said, and generally believed in this city, that there is a project on foot 
among certain Senators toannul the arrangement entered into by the Colom- 
bian Government and the French Canel Company in 1, extending the fran- 
c — and privileges of that co mpany. Even men goode nough to be candidates 

r president are advoc ating tl 1is action with allseriousnessand solemnity. It 
. urged that Congress has full power to either annul or ratify the action of 
the Government in this matter, and that if the arr: ingement made extending 
the contract is declared nuli and void, the French company’s rights and in- 
terests on the Isthmus cease to exist, and Colombia could then arrange with 
the United States to receive not only the $10,000,000 offered her, but the 
$40,000,000 offered the company. 


And this scheme found its way into a formal report on the bill 
to authorize the President to negotiate a new treaty. We could 
not have been a party, of course, to such a scheme of robbery. I 
desire to call the attention of the Senate to this report. and then 
I will be through with this branch of the subject. This record 
is a painful one: 

» Hay-Herran treaty has ceased to exist, both be cause of its unanimous 
rejection by the Senate and because the time for the bange of its ratifica- 
tions , the 22d of Septe mber, has already expired, with it any extension hay- 
ing been pr vided or asked for. Consequently the sts ite of the case is the 
same that it was before the conclusion of the treaty. 

This is it: 

The treaty concluded April 4, 1893, which amended those of ares 23, 
1878, and December 10, 1890, granted to the New Panama Canal Company an 
extension of ten years—that is tosay, until December 31,1904. ¢ ‘ons seque ntly, 
even without a new extension, the company will be in the full enjoyment of 
its ri gl hts and priy rileges until October of the coming year. But there is 

| another consideration: The legislative decree No. 1 of 1900 granted to the 
con !pany t anew e xtension of six years, which begins to be reckoned next year 
and will end Octobe wr 81, 1910. 

One point now remains to be examined, which has sooften been discusses 
by the press, a point which, now that the matter is under discussion, should 
be defined 

Is the extension granted by that legislative decree valid or not? 


They had had for some years the million dollars paid for it. 

In the first case—that is to say, if it is considered valid—seven years must 
elapse before the extension expires, and therefore any law c ncer ning au- 
thorizati« ns seems pre mati ure, as three sessions might still be held which 
would be able to examir smatter and to legislate concerning it with bet 
t 
‘ 


























r data and evidence th: an : the present Congress has; and i the extension is 
cot valid, the aspect of the question changes entirely, and the bas is of discussion 
ll be quite different. By the 31st of October of next year—that is to say, wh: 
the next Congress shall have met in ordin ry session—the extension will have 

| expired and every privilege with it. In that case— 


Now they quote from the concession— 


* the Republic will become the possessor and owner, without any need of a 
previous judicial decision and without any indemnity, of the canal itself and 
of the adjuncts that belong to it. according to the contracts of 1878 and 1 

Vhen that time arrives the Republic, without any tmpediment, will be able 
to contract 

‘**The Republic, without any impediment, will be able to con- 
tract ’’— 
and will be in more clear, more definite, and more advantageous positi 
both legally and material ly. The authorizations which would then be giv 
by the next Congress would be very different from those that can be given 
by the pre ont one. 

It is seen, therefore, that it is the duty of Congress to decide, as a previ 
question that can not be shirked, concerning the validity of the extension 
granted in 1900. We venture nothing on the subject, and we respect, in ad- 
vance, the decision of Congress in so delicate a matter. Supposing that i 
does not ratify said extension, it is well to observe now that it would be nec- 
essary to include in the budget the appropriation that would be necessary to 
repay to the company the sum of 5,000,000 francs with interest. 

jut of the $40,000,000 or the $50.000,000, which—having become 
the owner of the whole property by forfeiture and declaration of 
the invalidity of the extension Colombia expected to take—she 
would pay back to the company the 5,000,000 francs. 

Mr. TELLER. Had there been any other extension? 

Mr. SPOONER. There had been extensions, but they had all 
been paid for and all had been made by the legislature except this 
one made by the President while the constitution was suspended 
during revolution. 

It is no wonder—and Senators ought not to forget this—that Pre- 
mier Delcasse, speaking upon this subject in France—and France 
knows, as every government is bound to know, what transpires 
in the different nations affecting its international interests or 
affecting the interests of its subjects or its citizens—said that they 
could not tolerate that proposed action. It could not be accepted. 

By the way, I observe, going over these papers, notwithstanding 
the power of the United States, notwithstanding our guaranty un- 
der the treaty of 1846, that on more than one of the many occa- 
sions when there has been strife on that Isthmas—revolution there 
against the tyranny of Colombia—and our war ships were there to 
look after the interests of our people and the lives of our people, 











agrees ‘to increase in the proportion of 25 to 100 above the maxi- French war ships have been there, too. On one of the last oeca- 


mum ba 





in addition 
right,’’ etc., ‘ 


ses of the preceding period the annual rental sum,”’ and 
an initial compensation for the granting of the | there. 
‘the contracting government shall pay to Colombia ' of their officers requested of our commanding officer permission to 


sions the Suchet and the Protet, two French war ships, were 
They were not far away when the trouble came, and one 
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land his marines to protect the men at work on the canal owned 


by the French company. Our officer declined, and he was informed 

by the French officer that if he were not permitted to go ashore for 

that purpose fault would be found with him by his Government 
and our commander permitted him to do so. 

And it is not the first time. either, that the French have landed 
men there to look after French interests. With this record of pro- 
posed spoliation, with the whole history of Colombia’s treatment 
of this canal and of the concession—the proposition to forfeit it. 
to invalidate the extension, to cut off the French ownership and 
take it to Colombia as if she had created it—you may find faul 
with Mr. Loomis for saying it; you may ask the Senate to reject 
the treaty to rebuke what you deem an indiscretion in a sub-Sec- 
retary of State, but I have no doubt that if on the 12th day of Au- 
gust the President had abandoned the Isthmus of Panama and 
had gone to Nicaragua, had kept our ships away from there, there 
would have been ships at Colon and at Panama, and they would 
not have been our ships. 

Mr. MORGAN. What would they have done? 

Mr. SPOONER. They would have looked after the interests of 
Frenchmen on that Isthmus. Every government worthy of the 
name looks after the interests of its people anywhere in the world 
when threatened with outrage. We could not permit France 
any other government to take our place on that Isthmus. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is what they did when they made that 
compact with Panama. 

Mr. SPOONER. What who did? 

Mr. MORGAN, France. 

Mr. SPOONER. What compact? 

Mr. MORGAN. Deleasse. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh. Mr. President. what Franc did was just 
What any other government would do. She deferred recogeni- 
tion until adequately assured that the new government wou 

do justice and keep faith as to French interests on the Isth- 
mus, That is only an assurance. It is an assurance which 
france believed would be kept. But notwithstanding our guar- 
aniy of sovereignty and neutrality there, France has a right. 
if we fail, to protect the interests of her people. What would 
have been said about the President of the United States if 
he had negotiated a ‘treaty with Nicaragua in hot haste, with 
that impulsive speed which is imputed to him here so glibly, 
which he did not happen to possess? There would have b 
french fleet down there looking after French intey ‘sts, and the 
President would have been denounced here for his sacrifice of 
American interests. 
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TREATY OF 1846, ARTICLE 35. 


At last I come to article 35 of the treaty of 1846. I do not look 
upon it exactly as some of the Senators do. Article 35 was er atly 
desired by New Granada. The minister of the United States ob 
jected very strongly to the insertion of article 35 in a treaty o 
commerce and amity. He says: 

With these hasty obs« 
presented by Mr. Mallar 


tion to including this qn 






refer you to the “ exposition of mot 
3EC1 iry of state,in answer t 
commercial treaty. 

I turn for a moment to the exposition of Mr. Mallarino. wl 
was the foreign minister. It is a very interesting side licht on 
this obligation. It contains one sentence that has been strane ly 
ignored, perhaps compulsorily ignored, as to ‘‘a subsequent and 
complementary convention in which the transit of 


passage should be arranged and its permanent neutrality strenet} 

ened.’” It has come at last. He speaks of the grasping policy of 
Great Britain, how she is attempting to seize the mouth of thi 
Orinoco, how she is gradually enlarging and strengthening her 
hold upon different portions of South America. how she i ‘Tal- 
ing, if I may use that word, commercial spots here and th re, 


which threaten the permanent interest of the United States, 
which, in this minister’s judgment, bode no good in the lon; 
to the South American republics, 


And continues— 


From these facts and general c: siderations may be inferred the urgent 
necessity In which the United States are 








That is urged from New Granada— 
f interposing their moral influence, and ev n their material strength, be 
tween the weakness of the new republics and the ambitious views of 
mmercial nations of Europe, and particularly of Great Brita Th 
tec ting inediation must have an entirely peaceful and conven tt o ‘ 
as its effects would necessarily touch upon, or be referent to, the liberty of 
the American seas, and the mercantile interest of this hemisphere, as \ 
the exportations of its productions. to be freely exchanged in a free comp: 


tion with foreign effects, as for the receipt of these very foreign effe« 
Which ought to be only lawfully made with equal advantages for all it iport 

On account of these reasons, and for the convenience of not ¢ wakening in 
ternational jealousies by extraordinary and special treaties, the guaranty of 
t rritorial possession, to be given by the United States, ought to he in 
tally introduced in treati« Sof « ymmmerce. asa part f and subordinate to th 


ject of which it should be, he felt that their interest and ours 


oot he will see tha 
Afraid to do it singly, afraid to put it ina treaty the sole ob- | that. 
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4 I think that refers to the admission of our 
goods » Colombia, not to transit. 

} POONER. Butif they had refer ed to that they would | 
ha t the numbers in here, just as they put in fourth, fifth, 
’ xth. No man can read this and believe for a moment that 
this momentous contract on the part of the United States, which 
nvolved, when the contingency arose, war to protect that Isth- 
n ) mai in its neut vernments, the 
€ litu f x oO ed States, and the 
spilling of the blood of « 8, was placed in 
th Article XXXV for n fic vant th it in his 
elaborat exposition of rino confines his 
argument « ly to arti n nticn of the com- 
n il ph the treaty except as a pretext or cover for arti- 

( ). 








Mr. SPOONE 
I 





Mr. President, if the Senator will allow 
I was not answering the Senator, 
Allow me to say 


» 





Mm 
me 





rR. I di id not int nd—— 
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Mr. SPOONER. No; I do not doubt the Senator's position. 
Mr. TELLER. I think we had the right of transit across that 
Isthmus by virtue of this treaty, a right that will last just as long 


| as = treaty lasts. If the French company had built the Panama 
| Canal, which they contracted with Colombia to build, and if we 


had | alt the Nicaragua Canal, as we attempted todo at one a 
and the two routes had been open, and the Government of the 
United States saw fit and wanted to use the Panama route, or if 
our citizens did, Colombia’s guaranty would have lasted, even if 
we had built another canal. 

So I think our right under this French canal company was just 
as great as it would have been if we had built it, except that we 





| 





| carry out her guaranty, but if Colombia failed to do that, it pre- 


would not have got a profit perhaps. I mean the right of transit 
would have been thesame. Idid not know that anyone seriously 
contended that that was not the fact. I certainly did not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not understood that the Senator did 
( — end anything contrary to what I am contending. 

. TELLER. No; Ican not say that 1 aia on that proposition. 

Mr .SPOONER. But it has been suggested n Lore than once that 
we can only maintain ourselves in that right of way and freedom 
of transit on the request of Colombia. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say again that I was o1 
those who contended — it was the first duty of Colombi: 


yaa 





z 
sents a very different que sstion as to what we might do then. 
ow, I should like to suppose this case. eee we built a 
al on the Nicaragua route onal the French people had a canal 
on th e Panama route. I still contend that Colombia could not 
shut us out because we had another way of ge —— across the 
Isthmrs; and if she did, what our relations would be and wh: 


2 


Ca 


| our rights would be would be an entirely different question, which 


[ do not think it is now wor th while to go int . 

De es the Senator wish to finish to-night 

r. SPOONER. I ava mortified to have goneonsolong. Iam 

willl 12”, if it is the desire of the Senate, to continue for a while 
lon e) 
Mr. cu LLOM. Iam inclined to think that the Senator would 
hardly desire to speak to-morrow—— 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I do not. 

Mr. CULLOM. And that we should adjourn until Saturday 
morning 


Mr. § SP JONER. I think the Senate ought not to be in sessioz 





Nir. Ct TLLOM. Unless it may be in session for a little while. 
r,. SPOONER. But it ought not to be in session for busi 


ir. CITLLOM. Not very long. I am glad the Senator from 
land {Mr. GORMAN] has come into the Chamber. The 8 











m Wisconsin can not conclude his speech to-night, and 
lest may be crowded on Monday and Tuesday, as we | 
a » vote on Tuesday, I am inclined to think that we « 
| to adjourn until Saturday morning. I think we had better m 
on Saturday at noon so that the Senator's speech may be con- 
| 1,ard so that an y other Senator who then desires to be heard 
may have the opportunity to speak. 
; TELLER. I suppose iti t+ intended to ] ny 
m re th n a formal session to-morrow 
MM ILI“ yM. L< do no t think we onght to sit to-morrow. 
Mr. TE LUER. I think it is proper that we s! ld not sit to- 
\orrow under the circumstances which surround us. 
Mr. GORMAN. I think we should adjourn over to-morrow. 
M CUL LO} MI. lt seems to me we ( nga LO adj urn ver i 
morrow and sit on Saturday on account of f the ches to | 
made in open session, which perhaps coul iw t be concluded with- 


- YT TP aid . +} . > — -at5 + hac 
Mr. TELLER. I said there were other considerations beside 
the transit 

" ‘ \/ 7 |e) 7 < ’ a > + 1" * 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not controverting what the Senator 

uid. I hope the Senator will do me the favor. because I turn to 

7 nth NANT > [7 I > 7 
him in rather : nest manner sometimes—I can not help it 
1 to suppose 1 I am controverting something he said or 
cl} nving h to controvert something I said. I do not mean 

Ai rder to secure to themselves the tranquil and constant enjoyment 
oO t 1d for the favors 1 icquired by the fourt 
{ : les th aty, the | t 4 es, positively 
‘ , New G ia by t ) tipulation the perfect neu 
tr: f the enti l Isthmus 

That is the whole Isthmus. It is described here in the begin- 
ning of article, extending from the southernmost boundary to 
th ) of Costa Rica, Itis not simply the railroad transit 
or 2 — 

W vi 

He is SD a 7 ola ed the obi et of this 
2 t contrat n n at any time untold 

} and V 

t ¢ h t ynol 

lor y futwi s ity and 
c 

( irse WwW LC yuence— 
th ‘ ++ +h } a 
( pro} hit anew Granada er t la te 
oi 

RIGHTS AND OBLIGATE UNDER ARTICLE 35, TREATY 1845. 

N Mr. Pre lwe get by that grant, and what 
w we to doin consideration of it? We received for the Gov- 
( and our people as well-defined a right of pass » for the 
( m and the « ce of its sS the Isthmus 
} 1 hick . all” 1 
D I ) nig Ly or Ca ia ( t Nacer ihn a 
il I 

ha id that itis a secondar ligation. I thi 
( it | ‘ ee] ow "act ] Tie sePCONGAT’Y it 
the Se r ‘ es my conti nda The pri- 
n T { ) iS on Him 
V 1 1 » ¢ il 
Tl : iti X word **guara S 
A A grat 1 way or tr r 
1 4 \r . 4 
t] nus. é l ci Wt n iditl 
to t ‘ani t like t indivi Ww } 1 grant } 
TW man and man in a nse i t! o r’s 
as 
pl to make good the 2g tand to ( lt rested with 
no 1er Ve iment tO make Lo Color LS grant ol the right 
of v for which we were to pay war, millions, and blood for her 
pr‘ 1 l. 

Mr. TEL R. Mr lent. I should to say to the Sena- 
tor that I hay + heard anyone dispute the proposition he has 

st laid down, that we had the right of transit, and that Colom- 
| » he 1 bo 1? Yr ] + Nrote t 


note eum i 
Mr. TELLE] I did not challenge it, certainly. 
Mr.SPOONER. And he willnotchallengeit. But this propo- 
sit has been laid down, that assuming the grant and the sover- | 


¢ 

this treaty to m 
request of Col 
Mr. ' 


rELLER. aut ; 
Mr. SP OONER. Iam willing. I have no right to refuse the 
Senator when he 


%. That has been challenged, The Senator did 


‘n guaranty to make it and keep it good, we had no right under 


ake it good in any event ourselves except on the 
mbia. 


May I state what I think 


wishes to interrupt me, because I interrupted 


him so much the other day. 


Mr. TELLER. 


The Senator is aware that I do not wish to in- 


terrupt him unduly. I took some time in the presentation of 


this case, and ] 


the Senator thinks 


do not like to be misunderstood on it because 


mebody hen took some other view, 





| 





ut crowding Senators who desire to  apenke if we should adjou 
rom to-day until Monday. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I was ready to speak som 
q 


days ago, but was prevented from doing so for three 


we 


*- four days 


by reason of trouble with my throat, and of course calamity 
which has since befallen us has disarranged everything. I will. 
however, ¢o on and nis h this ~ rnoon if it is desired. 


Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator had better not 
4 


Mr. SPOONER. I will do so, if it is desired by S 


| other side, because I do not want to occupy time. 


Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Wisconsin [M 
SPOONER] will adopt the suggestion of the Senator from [Illinois 
{Mr. CULLOoM] that we anjourn until Saturday. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Wi isconsin will yield t 
ne, I will move that when the Senate adjourn to-day t 
meet on Saturday next. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 


ADJOURNMENT TO SATURDAY. 

Mr. CULLOM. I now move that when the 
to-day it be to meet on Saturday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 


Senate adjourn 
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years’ service in his present grade. 
Elijah H. Cope, a citizen of Tennessee, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 13th day of February, 1904, to filla 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ALASKA, } 
Gustav Spongberg to be postmaster at Valdez, Alaska. 








Chickasaw and State of Mississippi. 

Thomas F. Logan to be postmaster at Friar Point, in 
of Coahoma and State of Mississippi. 

John R. Matthews to be postmaster at Wesson, in tl] 
of Copiah and State of Mississippi. 

Wade H. Phyfer to be postmaster at New Albany 
of Union and State of Missi 


l 
ississippi 


Office 
became Presidential January 1, 1904. Thomas Richardson to be postmaster at P ( 
ILLINOTS. county of Claiborne and State of Mississip} 
William T. Thorp to be postmaster at Litchfield, in the county RASKA 
of Montgomery and State of Illinois, in place of William T. Thorp. James L. Lashbrook to be postmaster at Oxford, in t 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. of Furnas and State of Nebraska 


INDIANA, 

Edwin S. Gilbert to be postmaster at Indiana Harbor, in the 
county of Lake and State of Indiana. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

James E. Zook to be postmaster at Lima, in the county of La- 
grange and State of Indiana. Office became Presidential January 
1, 1904, ; 

INDIAN TERRITORY 


William Noble to be postmaster at South McAlester, in the | 


Choctaw Nation, Ind. T., in place of William Noble. 
bent’s commission expires March 6, 1904. 
KENTUCKY. 

Charles G. Robinson to be postmaster at Earlington, in the 
county of Hopkins and State of Kentucky, in place of Charles G. 
Robinson. Incumbent’s commission expires February 19, 1904. 

MINNESOTA. 

John Atz to be postmaster at Hancock, in the county of Stevens 
and State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential January 1, 
1904, 


Incum- 


MISSOURI. 
Benjamin C. Klusmeier to be postmaster at Lagrange, in the 
county of Lewis and State of Missouri, in place of Benjamin 


NORTH DAKOTA 
Edmund K. Cavileer to be 
county of Pembina and State of North Dal be 
Emil O. Ellison to be postmaster at La M e, in 
of La Moure and State of North Dakota 
Arthur H. Johnson to be postmaster at Drayton 


- * 


of Pembina and State of North Dakota. 


postmaster at Pembina 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVE 
THURSDAY, February 18, 


The House met at 12 « 


PL 


clock noon 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENry N. Covupen, D. D 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read a1 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enroll 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrol 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the san 

H. R. 10954. An act making appropriations 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fi 
30, 1904, and for prior years, and for other pu 





: question is on the motion of the Senator from Illinois that when J. Sanford Patterson to be postmaster at Spray. in t1 
a the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Saturday next. | of Rockingham and State of North Carolina. Offic c 
; The motion was agreed to. Presidential July 1, 1902. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, UTAH 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- Stephen W. Ross to be postmaster at Lehi, late Lehi oo 
eration of executive business. county of Utah and State of Utah, in pla rs 
$ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- | To change name of office. 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in a ey Rs 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and CONFIRMATIONS. 
50 minutes p. m.)the Senate adjourned until Saturday, February | Executive nominations confirmed by the Senat 
2 29), 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. MARSHAL. 
eh 4 ‘ _ r stehard Warth Carnhiy { — 7 
NOMINATIONS. FB. ty gunna ul a separ fay seg date anal 
j Executive nominations received by the Senate February 18, 19 a : . A wei . 7 ae 
' CONSULS TRANSFERRED, ae ee 
: William Ross Davis, of Ohio, now consulat Alexandretta, Tur- ae TS neces tin Nase eel M 
} key, to be consul of the United States at Martinique, West Indies, | 2020 “- ee 1 a 
‘ vice John F. Jewell, nominated to be consul at Alexandretta. S See one ee ee 
John F. Jewell, of Illinois, now consul at Martinique, West eee - 
Indies, to be consul of the United States at Alexandretta, Turkey, Albert H. Bassett to be postznaster at Kentw 
vice William Ross Davis, nominated to be consul at Martinique. | of Tangipahoa and State of Louisiana : 
MEMBER OF PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. Levi P. Carter Pron - PORLEIAEIOR & 
W. Cameron Forbes, of Massachusetts, to be a member of the | 4 1 y‘ cee ss fe ot SE ila ae 
Philippine Commission and to be secretary of the department of || ".") = Laf eae pate ed nf t, a 
commerce and police in the government of the Philippine Islands, en ' . Ties SN ee = HH, 
to succeed as member of the Commission William H. Taft, ap- T cone re ad Sta ; e] ter oo eee 
pointed Secretary of War, and to succeed as secretary of the de- ‘Ed ie nd E Fitecer 3 as 3 aie eis Min dos 
partment of commerce and police Luke E. Wright, appointed _, Wahsts ina ae ae Sane : oe es 
civil governor. ; Tae 7 1: 1, na aot eee oa ee ¢ laxrandri 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. ce oe eee ee <a eas ae 
Commander James K. Cogswell to be acaptain in the Navy from | ~ ‘Takin Woswen bn the noatmaatar ot Wow Roads. in t] 
the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Capt. Charles C. Cornwell, de- Pointe Coupee and Siete of Louisions. 
ceased. S. F. Steere to be postmaster at Shreve} 
Commander William H. Everett to be a captain in the Navy | Caddo and State of Louisiana. 
from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Capt. Caspar F. Good- Jessie B. Wells to be postmaster at Leesvill 
rich, promoted. Vernon and State of Louisiana. 
Ensign James b. Gilmer to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the aeneeuen 
1 Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904, having completed three iia i NI le iB alee ah iB te | 


; , 
£ Klusmeier. Incumbent’s commission expired December 15, 1903. The SPEAKER announced his signatur 
a NEW JERSEY. following titles: 
: 2 Charles F. Hopkins to be postmaster at Boonton, in the county 5. 3400. An act toamend the act entitled *‘An act grantit 
4:4 of Morris and State of New Jersey, in place of Charles F. Hop- | sion to Flora Stanton Kalk,”’ appr 290, 1599 
¥ kins. Incumbent’s commission expires February 19, 1904. S. 2947. An act granting an increase of pet 1 to Thomas 
Andrew Mercer to be postmaster at Lodi, in the county of Ber- | ton; 
fc gen and State of New Jersey. Office became Presidential January S. 2924. An act granting an increase of pension to Sar 








1, 1904, 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
Roy C. Flanagan to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Pitt and State of North Carolina, in place of James J. Perkins. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 19, 1904. 





Cormany; 
S. 3166. 
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Stuart; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Levi B 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joh 
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S. 2561. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias 8, 
5S 


‘ranting an increase of pension to Edward A. | Friend; 


S. 2559. An act granting a pension to James Graham; 
ranting an increase of pension to Harriet Bil- | 2558, An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie H. Kin- 


ing an increase of pension to Alpheus Faw- | 
grant in use Of pension to Anna Pritch- 
an increase of pension to Daniel Fritz; | 





granting a 


granting an increase of pension 











, : & 
S. 2128. An act 
Seebold; 
S. 2126. An act granting an Increase of pens 
liams, alias Thomas W. Lennox; 


S. 2103. An : 


ac 


act 


t granting an increase of p 


7 
+ 


nsion ve 


++ granting an increase of pension to David M. 


ing an increase of pension to James Reed; | 
se of pension t 


to Matilda C, 


to Richard A. | 
ct granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 


‘a pension to Sallie H. Hoffecke1 


an increase of pension to George A. 


ion to Thomas Wil- 


» John L. Mc- 


‘t granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 


granting an increase of pension to Victoria M. 


Q 
S. 2557. An act granting a pe nsion to Johniken L. Mynatt; 
S. 2549. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 


S. 2548. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma Mc- 
8. 2044, An act granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 
peverance; 
~ An act granting an increase of pension to Ella B. Green; 
An act granting an increase of pension to James E, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Rob- 
An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah Farr; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Abner B. 





S. 2496. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 


| 

| Wing; 

S. 2441. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee; 
|} §. 2440. Anact granting an increase of pension to George Olsen; 
| S. 2418. An act granting a pension to Marit Johnson; 

S. 2416. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Joanna 


S. = An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 


steel ; . S. 2378, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Cum- 
S. 2061. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. | mings 

Barlow ; : ., | 8. 2874, Anact granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Moses; 
S. 1947, An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick S. 2298. An act granting a pension to Patrick J. Conway; 

Ju de ; ; | .S. 846. An act granting an increase of pension to C ‘atharine W. 
S. 1956. An act granting an increase of pension to Seth H. Craig; | Collins: 
S. 1954. An act granting an increase of pension to Benton D. S. 880. Anact granting an increase of pension to Allen W. (alias 


pS. LYd6. 
a {Hoe"% 
, . A Phe 
Richards; 
Cc 1 19 
». LZ. 
Booker; 
5. 1911 
. 
Severance 
». 199 
Decl] I 
S. 1802 





An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Davis; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Hamlet F. 
S. 1239. An act granting an increase of pensi 
S. 962, An act granting an increase of pension to Jennet Thoits; 
S. 897. An a ra 
Fr ‘ 
S. 895. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Dis- 
brov 
S. 891. An act granting an increase of pension to Erwin R. Cole; 
S. 889. An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine A. 
Brown; 
S, 2965. An act granting an increase of pension to John Her- 
zinget! 
S. 2643. An act granting an increase of pen 


Chapman; 


SS. Oe be 
shall; 
S. 2576. 


shaw; 
S. 2642 
Freeman; 
S. 2612. 


An 


A 
7 
siti 


An 


An 
An 
An 
An 


act granting a pension to Susan Fenno; 
nsion to Samus 


ac 


a 
t granting an increase of p 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 


act 


ac 


at 


cif 


ct granting an increase of pel 


‘t granting an increase of 


‘+t granting an increase of pension to Ambrose W. | 


+t granting an increase of pension Charles E 


eranting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 


gran ting an increas« f pensl 


t granting an increase of pensior 


43) 


NS} 
Moisi 


Y 
& 


t granting an increase of pension 


granting an increase of pe 


+t granting an incre of pensi 


mn 


ct granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
on to Frederick | | 
‘t granting a pension to Rosa D. Mayhew; 

n to Electa Allen; 
sion to Eleanor H., | 
i to George Pen- 
ion to William W. 


: vy Bahart Wallac: 
granting a pe nsit n to » Robert Kelley; 


to John Adam- | 


ting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 


ion to Malinda H. 
to Albe rt Mar- 


ision to James Red- 


Albert) Hail; 
S. 797. An act granting a pension to Mary H. Allen; 
S. 782. An act granting a pension to Mary D. Duval; 
594. An act granting an increase of pension to Finley T. 
| Johnson; 
S. 593. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Horn; 
S. 265. Anact granting an increase of pension to F Tanc es Gray; 
S. 191. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis Roy; 
S. 189. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin H., 


os 


1 
| 
| 
‘ 
| 


S. 167. An act granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson 


S. 142. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Nichols; 
| §. 186. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary T. 
Strickland; 

S. 980. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary yon 


Kusserow; 

S. 70. An act granting anincrease of pension to John G. Brown; 
and 

S. 38. An act granting an increase of pension to Miriam R. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. LITTAUER,. Mr. Speaker, { move that the Houce now re- 
solve itself into ¢ ‘ommitte e of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12446) making 
appropriations for fortifications, and for other purposes. 

7 he motion was agreed to, 
| Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
| Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. SHermMan in 
| the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of House 
| bill 12446, the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12446) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
| ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the formal first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
| Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, in presenting the fortifica- 





t granting an increase of pension to Leonard G. | tion bill to the committee, I desire, in the beginning, to call at- 


‘+t granting a pension to Sarah J. Bellamy; 


| tention to the moderate expenditure proposed in comparison with 
the estimates submitted. The annual estimates submitted by 
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the Secretarv of War amounted to $12,099,297; but, immediately | fire armament. To 1 I 
on the assembling of Congress, additional estimate upon estimate | Engineers estimates t he will 
was received, aggregating $9,473.900. A worse example of the | dition to the $27.99 a \ 
abuse of the additional estimate I do not believe can be found in | his work. The Chief O 
Congressional experie The aggregate of these estimates is | he will uit 12, ) 
$91.573,197. Your committee have, after diligent investigation, | ex] led. The Quartet : 
reported to the Hous 1, carrying appropriations of $5,038,- | ad to t} ) 
000 for continuing the coast-defense work in the United States ; Chief Signal Of 
and $1.138.000 for the heginning of the fortification of the har- | tion to t half m 
bors of our insula tT essions aud $955,000 for the newly adopted | of ( trol. W 
type of field and mountain gun to be issued to the army in the 100. 
field. The able chairman of the Committee on Appropriations | ticn to t 
in presenting the urgent deficiency bill called the attention of th: br 
House.in his forcible and efficient manner, to ‘‘ where we are at rs, for 
in the comparison of estimated expenditure with estimated in b r ’ 
come and surplus C 
The imperative conclusion following his plain statement of 
facts and figures has been steadily borne in mind by your com : 
mittee in framing this bill. Each item of ex iditure has been And 1 f ] I V 
thoroughly examined with the purpose of allowing everythi s 
that was necessary and eliminating everything that was super- | r ire 
flnou P oS I 
An essential consideration in connection with this bill is the | n i pr 
vast amount now being expended annually for nat a ** ds ( 1 I 
The increasing expendituresof the Navy now an nt i 
1.000.000. Few of us believe and yet fewer desire that tl t 
shall be less in the near future. Weare expending for the An 
n the present basis of establishment, a like sum; and yet th 
country seems satisfied with these vast expenditures; for the | « 
people look upon them as upon the expenditure for coast forti 
cations, as items of our national insurance, guaranties of pe shall 
uaranties for the protection of our interests and our settled pol- | 1 
icies, and precaution against any eventuality. : 
Our investigations have led to an examination of the subject of ir. ¢ 
coast defenses, based upon the conditions, methods, and me: ! 
emploved in the progress of this work to date and its st. as 1 | 1 é ( 
as a further examination of uncompleted projects, with thei1 -. l 
mated cost for battery placements, for armaments, and for the | t} 
men who will be required to man the guns when the wo 
( pleted. 1} 
[t is now about twenty years since the country realized that its | « ! 
ce fortifications, like its Navy at that time, were practically | ] 
worthless, utterly inadequate te our needs, and required } 
up from the very bottom, for ad expended for coast f I ! 2 
cati between 1875 and 1886 but $540,750 annually. In 7 at And ( 
1888 no appropriations were made, in view of the proj then | 1 s 
under consideration. The fortification acts of 1888 and 1889 i r ds 
augurated the new policy to carry into effect the recommendations | is 1 u ie 
of the Endicott board for the fortification of the twenty-seven | m { r & 
chief harbors of our country and led to appropriations between | p Ny 
1s89 and 1896, in eight appropriation acts, of $22,489,224, or an 1 i 
average of $2,811,153 annually. cs 
This brought us up to the time of the war with Spain, with its 
a dant, thongh utterly uncalled for, fear of attack along « 4] 
eastern coast. Congress, in response,. began greatly increas: 5 
expenditures, and the eight fortification bills from 1897 a 
carried $60,800,000; and, in addition, $8.674.898 was carried d We le | 0 
ing this period in deficiency bills, and $12,865,840 was allotted 1 and pl 
( fortifications out of $50,000,000 appropriated in March, 189s, t \ 
for national defense. 1 
We therefore have an aggregate expenditure during these eight | 1 
years of $82,340,000, or an average each year of $10,292,000, in 
comparison with $2,800,000 during the previous eight years, a S 
163,500 during the fourteen years prior to th 
In addition to the sums carried in the fortification appropria ; 
tion acts, the Quartermaster-General has already expended for | of Wa t | 
quarters and barracks at seacoast forts $9,806,849; and he « a L mn 
mates that to provide barracks for the number of men needed his 
the Chief of Artillery to man the guns already in place will require | for no 
707,000 additional. Sothat we have a total aggregate expen tent ( 
ture for coast-defense work in the United States, wp to da will 
989,599,621, or a round sum of $90,000,000. ut 
And now as to the cost for the completion of the scheme of the | n se 1 
Endicott board as originally laid down and as it has been ] 
‘ressively modified to include thirty-one harbors. During th ved for : 
fifteen years that have elapsed since the Endicott sch« was  H ilu in t 
adopted great advance has taken pl in ordnance and in s! Manila and S$ 
truction. At that time the rapid-fire gun was in its infan In f ' 
and ships were built to carry guns of the largest caliber and with | not ‘ un n 
extremely heavy armor. The development of the rapid-fire guns | the s a t \ 
and the increase in the resisting power of armor bave brought | fied ld 
about changes in ship construction and necessitated correspond- | pat I I ( 
ing changes in coast fortifications. The tendency at this time is | p fort s. Wit 
toward the installation of guns of more moderate caliber on dis- | squa ld ent 1 
appearing gun carriages, with a large reenforcement of the rapid- | the city st lid Mar : 
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Your committee have proposed an appropriation of $1,138,000 
for the beginning of these insular fortifications, which, according 
to the estimates, will cost for the engineers’ work alone $9,992,100, 
and in all probability a round $25,000,000 for their completion. 

[ would ask the gentleman from Arkansas whether he wishes 
to take any time now? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Before the gentleman resumes 
his seat, I would like to have an explanation of an item of this 
bil. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
man from Indiana? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Iseethe gentleman reporting the 
bill from the committee having it in charge has carried in this 
bill, on page 9, the same general language, I understand, as has 
appeared in bills heretofore on the subject of the Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification an appropriation of $100,000 for purposes 
stated in the acts. 
done with the $100,000 appropriated in the last bill? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I would answer the gentleman by referring 
him to the report of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, 
which gives the defail of a large amount of examinations of all 
sorts of projectiles and guns and such matters as generally come 
before this Board. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. As the 
tioned it, I will ask him specifically—— 

Mr. LITTAUER. You mean in regard to the air ship. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Iwas going toask the gentleman 
how much of that $100,000 that the last bill carried was used in 
making the Langley air-ship experiment? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Iam advised that during the last two years 
$25,000 each year was allotted for that purpose. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman be able to 
inform us how much was allowed for several years prior to those 
two years for the purpose of the Langley air-ship experiment? 
Mr. LITTAUER. [I have not any information on that point. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Is the gentleman informed how 
much of the $25,000 was used in the payment of salaries? 

Mr. LITTAUER. That matter was not gone into in our hear- 
ings. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, 
quiry upon that point? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The committee has made inquiry upon the 


Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 


gentleman has not men- 


The committee has made no in- 


| 


appropriated in this bill, in the same language as formerly, what 
information has the gentleman as to whether that appropriation, 
or any portion of it, is to be used for the further projection or ex- 
perimentation of this device of the Langley air ship? 

Mr. LITTAUER. That was a consideration taken up by the 
conunittee,an‘1 it was determined to place no limitations on this 
bill, for the committee felt that perhaps experiments even in air 
ships might in the future lead to some good result and provide 
some more efficient means of defense. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Is it the purpose of the gentle- 
man or the commuttee reporting the bill, then, to continue appro- 
priations for the Langley aerial experiments? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The committee has never reported any ap- 
propriation for that purpose. The committee has sought to ap- 


| propriate each year for many years past $100,000 to carry out the 


i would like to ask the gentleman what was | 


purposes for which the Board of Ordnance and Fortification was 
established, and every allotment must have the approval of the 
Secretary of War before it can become available. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I assume from the gentleman's 
statement that Congress at no time has authorized any expendi- 
ture for the Langley air-ship experimentation except in the gen- 
eral language set out in this bill following the language of former 
bills? 

Mr. LITTAUER. That is all as far as I am informed. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Iask the gentlemanif itis the 
purpose of himself andthe members of his committee to continue 


| experiments for the Langley air ship by the appropriation made 


in this bill, and in connection with that if he wovld not think 
that a proviso to this $100,000 appropriation, designing to cut off 


| further loss of money by experimentations in the line of the Lang- 
| ley air ship, should not be presented in the form of an amend- 
| ment to the bill limiting the use to which the appropriation could 


be made? 
Mr. LITTAUER. I think that amendment would be subject 
to the point of order. Moreover, I believe that Congress should 


| have confidence in its board of experts, who of course are better 


advised than ourselves as regards such matters. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentieman then stands sanc- 
tioning the expenditure of money for the Langley air ship, as I 


| understand? 


point, as it appears in the report of the hearing of the representa- | 


tives of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications. 
read you what he states in that regard. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. if the information is not specific 
and the gentleman will state that specific information is contained 
in the hearings, [ can avail myself of it there. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Just general information. That the Board 
of Ordnance and Fortifications believe that if an air ship could be 
invented such as was proposed by Mr. Langley it would be of 
great service in time of war. They therefore allowed for that 
purpose $25,000 for each of the last two years. 

Mr. ROBINSQN of Indiana. Any sum prior to that time? 

Mr. LITTAUER. We did not ask that question. I do not 
know whether there was any or not. We were informed that 
any number of similar projects for aerial navigation have been 
presented to the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, and they 
made an allotment for this one project. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Can the gentleman say whether 
any portion of that allotment was used for the payment of sal- 
ariest 

Mr. LITTAUER. I can not state that. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Can the gentleman state as to 
whether any sum, in addition to the $25,000 which were given, 


I will just 


Mr. LITTAUER. I believe it was expended with the best of 
intention. Unfortunately, I suppose for the time being it looks 
as though it was wasted. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman say it was 
wasted or not, and in his judgment would it not be well for us to 
expressly put a limitation in this act that no more money should 
be used for these experimentations? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I am not prepared to give any opinion on 
that subject, nor does the report of the Board of Ordnance and 
Fortification state whether or not they mean to continue the fur- 
ther approval of this project. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, before the gentle- 
man takes his seat I would like to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I understand from the gentleman’s 
statement that this bill, if passed, commits us to a policy of per- 
manently fortifying our insular possessions. Did I understand 
the gentleman correctly? 

Mr. LITTAUER. This bill, if passed, would make a begin- 
ning in the fortification of the harbors of our island possessions. 
So far there has been no specific authorization for that purpose. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. How much does the bill carry for 


| that purpose? 


came out of the private funds of the Smithsonian Institution for | 


that purpose? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Again Iam obliged tosay that did not come 
before the Subcommittee on Fortifications, and we have no in- 
formation on that subject. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 

Mr. LITTAUER. No, sir. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
Mr. Samuel P. Langley draws a salary from this $25,000? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I can not give you any information as to 
that. From what I know in a general manner of the allotment 
by the Board of Ordnance and Fortification a lump sum was 
given Mr. Langley to continue his experiments for the last two 
years in the way of endeavoring to achieve his purpose. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Can the gentleman say upon what 
salary list Mr. Langley appears in the Government service? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Ihave not examined the Government salary 
list to find whether he drew any salary or not. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, 


Noinformation from the Bureau? 


May Lask the gentleman whether | 


Mr. LITTAUER,. 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. How much does the gentleman say 
is the estimated cost of fortifying these insular possessions? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The project covers six harbors, and the 
Chief of Engineers states that to carry out the approved projects, 
as far as the emplacement of the guas goes, will cost in the neigh- 
borhood of $10,000,000, and from that I infer that the total cost 
will probably amount to $20,000,000 or $25;000,000. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
New York, before he takes his seat, what arrangement was made 
as to debate. I was not in the House at the time. 

Mr. LITTAUER. There were no arrangements made as to 


One million one hundred and thirty-eight 


general debate. 


Mr. BRUNDIDGE. About what time does the gentleman 
think debate should continue before a vote should be taken on 


the bill? 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York re- 
sérve the balance of his time? 


Mr. LITTAUER. Ireserve the balanceof mytime. I will say 


With reference to the $100,000 ' to the gentleman that I trust debate will not extend more than 
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; an hour on each side; in fact, if there is no desire to debate the , low each year of 
i pill further, I would ask that it be read by paragraphs. e pment, we W nd .in 
Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to | expending for co 
nterp »an objection or oppose any net dful and nece ssary meas vear. Adc to ti “4 
ure that has for its purpose the proper armament of our coast d Siol md we 
mses or of this country. But in view of the testimony taken | we re « d uj 
before the committee reporting this bill and which has been | 56 ).000 for t 
inted in the hearings upon the same, from all of which. without Mr. SMITH 
n, it appears that we are better prepared now than ever | tion: 
» successfully resist any attack that may be made up Mr. BRUNDIDGE. W 
try from any source, our seacoast fortifications all being N SM 
ll equi, pe l: and in view of the furth r fact that we az t 
nfronted with any danger of a possibie attack the nea é ( 
ture. it seems to me that there are some items in this bill that ar Mr. BRI 
extremely extravagant and subject to a just criticism and 
e materially reduced before acted upon and passed by the | each. | 
I ( Nh at j . 
It is true the bill appropriates only $7,131,192, or about or ‘ 
hird of the amount estimated and called for by the War Depat ly { 
meut. The committee has done well so far in cutting it down to 
its present size, and yet, in my candid judgment, it is subject to | an app 
| further meritorious and just reductions. defer 
We appropriate, for instance, in the one it installa- | belie 
tion « fire controi the sum OF S0V00,U00U. el i 
munication connected with the use of ery ; “ 
must be attached to each gun. This item, it seems to me, is ou : 
of all proportion, especially so since this contrivance is solely a | they t i 


md untried experiment—one that has never been thoroug 
tested or investigated. There is not to-day in operation in tl Mr. 


I 
United States one single fire-control machine that has been i: Mr. RIXEY. 





stalled in any fortification, and if they have ever been install f t ries 
anywhere else we have no knowledge of it C; r 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to | ies are to | | 
me for a suggestion? Mr. BRUNDIDGE. N sir: ] 


Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Certainly. lo nis. as lu tan left ent 
Mr. LITTAUER. I would like to advise my colleague that | ment to say where s 


since our hearings have ended the Chief Signal Officer has ad ceptiol ; 

me that two of these systems have been installed, one at Pensa- Mr. RIXEY. I s e t 
P cola and the other at Portlan‘. whether his commit the ( 
. Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Iam glad to know that they have at last | any inves na s 
F en in two of them, but their rapid installation just at this Mr. BRUNDIDG 


must have been hastened by the anticipation of the appro- | stood that the i Lv fort 
priation of this half million dollars, for only last week it was Mr. RLAEY. L 
I 


ively stated that not one was in operation. posed to be the ultimate cos 
it, be that as it may, it makes no difference. I have stated land 











at pine | c 
that this was an untried experiment, and so it is. Abundant * Mr. BRUNDIDGI I . 
evidence of this fact will be found in the estimates of their cost | the ultimat 
submitted with the first request for their purchase. The first | one before our 
estimate made for the fire-control system was that they would | for $10.000,00 
cost $2,100 apiece to install and put them in operation. me? ent. 
Che next estimate brought before the co e was that it Mr. RIXEY. 1 
would cost $4,200 each to put them in operation, or an increased | nish coast de 
cost of double the original amount. Evidently both the machine Mr. BRUNDIDGE 
and its cost are but little understood. understanding is that M 
i protested against this item in the und I still think | i ind ea 
that $500,000 is a most extravagant sum to be propriated | his | are. n 
House for an experiment yet wholly untried and one that 1 r? ~ \ b 
knows what it will cost to complete, or that it will not b ‘th- | fenses alone, ar 
les hen it is ¢ uplet a At the proper tin I shall « ra ( r I 
ameudiment to the bill reducing this appropriation, and sincere] Navy. 7 y i ( 
hope for its adoption. 000, and the nay will ninet 
fhen, again, we appropriate by this bill for armament and forti- Nor is this all ir fro i 


tions $3,445,000, and for guns and mortar batteries $655,000, | which Cor has alr a a 
making more than $4,000,000 for that purpose. th ll now pe i ss 









i l concede that under or ‘y conditions this would not be an | will nod ( tos 
extravagan m to spend rtifying the forts of the countr juipment. Lask, i Es 
the ins on of new guns and mortars, but when we co1 rapid rate along t A 4 
r present conditions this sum is worse than extravagance, for ave built the |} 
it is not needed. The testimony of General Story, of the United 


States Artillery, is to the effect 


-~ 


» eXNe! litnre wear 
another cent we already 
. 1 . 





j command can possibly use. If this 
: sit or this appropriation at this t 
i 





been given for it, and I predict 1 
? 4 
, 






a lam not unmindful of the fact that General Story has 
- 2 for an increase of the artillery force from 12,000 men, wh am 
4 how has, to 28,000 men, and this estimate does not include about me ! 
; 1,000 officers. In other words, we are given to understand that | hind the mask 
; x it will take 29.000 men to properly man the fortifications of this | ous work. 
¢ country and protect our cities along the seacoast from possibl Against 
% bombardment. a solemn } P 
4 J irman, if we are t » the 28,000 men asked for by the | governments | 
: War Department for coast itions alone, together with 1,000 | found that e 


Oilicers, and then add to that the expense that will necessarily fol- 
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And if we shall continue to lay the heavy hand of taxation 
upon every industry and upon every producer to raise these large 
sums annually, and that too at a time when we are at peace with 
all the world, we may expect to hear—and ought to hear—the 
murmurings and complaints of a justly indignant people, demand- 
ing economy in governmental affairs. Other gentlemen may do 
as they please, but I can not give my support to these measures. 
{Loud applause. | 

Mr. LITTAUER. Ican answer that question. It is designed 
to fortify the harbor of Manila and the harbor of Subig Bay, and 
no other projects are now approved for the defense of the Philip- 
pine Islands. 

Mr. RIXEY. Those are the only two points now approved? If 
it is important to fortify those two points, is it not equally impor- 
tant to fortify other points in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. LITTAUER. My personal opinion would be that it is not. 
One object of the appropriation is to protect the city of Manila, 
the most considerable city of the Philippine Islands, and the 
other is designed to fortify Subig Bay, where it is expected that a 
naval depot will be established. 

Mr. RIXEY. Now, will the gentleman let me ask him whether 
the War Department has outlined what it expects in the Philip- 
pine Islands in the matter of defense? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I can give you that with quite an amount of 
detail in connection with these two points. I have the approved 
scheme here. The projected emplacements are all matters of 
confidential information. I could show the gentleman, if he 
would care to examine it, a paper stating the exact number of 
guns meant to be emplaced at specific points about the harbor of 
Manila and the harbor of Subig Bay, the only ones selected in the 
Philippine Islands. 

Mr. RIXEY. While,as a matter of fact, that detail may be, as 
you say, in the nature of confidential information, you can cer- 
tainly give us what is estimated to be the ultimate cost. 

Mr. LITTAUER. As far as the ultimate cost goes, I would 
state that at this time the engineers alone have made an estimate 
of the cost of their work in connection with the fortifications of 
these insular harbors. The artillery and Quartermaster-General 
have not yet made any specific estimates for their part of the 
work. If you would like to know the amount of the engineers’ 
estimate for the Philippine Islands, I can give that. 

Mr. RIXEY. You can not give us the total amount now? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I can not give the total amount. It can 
only be inferred from what the engineers estimate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. About $10,000,000 was the 
amount recommended for this year for Subig Bay and Manila, 
was it not? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
laces? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The total recommendation for this year for 
the emplacement of mortars and batteries was $2,000,000. That 


was the estimate submitted. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. At Subig Bay and Manila? 
Mr. LITTAUER. No; for the entire six harbors of the insu- 
lar possessions. There is no specific amount. 
What six harbors? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
Mr. LITTAUER. San Juan in Porto Rico, Pearl Harbor 


How much for those two 


and 


Honoialu in Hawaii, San Luis d’Apra in Guam, and Manila and 
Subig Bay in the Philippines. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. How much was the total rec- 


ommended for this year for Guam and the Philippines? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Specific recommendations are not made in 
the estimates for any particular purpose. We deal in lump sums 
in this bill, that are available until expended. The estimates call 
for $2,000,000 for the emplacement of batteriesand mortars. Your 
committee allowed $500,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
lars allowed here. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes; but that consists of the cost of emplace- 
ment, which the engineers expend; the cost for guns, which the 
Ordnance Department expends, and ammunition for the guns. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What I should like to get at 
is, including all of these items, how much was estimated and how 
much is appropriated in the bill for the Philippines and Guam by 
themselves, leaving out Porto Rico and Hawaii. 

Mr. LITTAUER. We have made no figures in that connection. 
If this appropriation should be allowed it would apply to the en- 
tire insular possessions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 

lace. 

Mr. LITTAUER. They could put them all at any one place, 
or do as they please. In fact your committee has believed that 
they have the right to employ whatever part they might desire of 
any of these regular appropriations for the fortification of the in- 


I see there was a million dol- 


They could put them allatany 





sular possessions, but no such use has so far been made of any of 
the appropriations, and consequently in this bill we desired to sepa- 
rate the amounts designed for insular protection from the rest of 
the bill, and if you will notice the way the bill is made up, as it 
is now presented to the House, it is entirely different from the 
submission of estimates, where the amounts for insular possessions 
were interlocked with the other work. We seek to keep the cost 
for insular fortification entirely separate from the cost of the com- 
pletion of the Endicott scheme. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I agree with you, that if you 

are going to give general lump sums fo seacoast fortifications, 
there is no use in making a distinct mention of any particular 
part of the United States under the same flag and possibly under 
the same Constitution; but as you have made the distinction, I 
would like to get an idea of the general lump sum that goes to 
the Philippines and to Guam, because nobody on your side has 
admitted that they were a part >f the United States. 
Mr. LITTAUER. On page 27 of the hearings before the com- 
mittee the Chief of Engineers states the sem that would be re- 
quired to carry out the projects for the fortifications of the vari- 
ous harbors. This is only for the engineer work. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that. 

Mr. LITTAUER. For San Juan, Porto Rico, $1,525,000; Hon- 
olulu and Pearl Harbors, Hawaii (including $526,100 for the ac- 
quisition of land), $3,324,100; San Luis d’Apra, Guam, $395,000; 
Manila, $3,651,000; Subig Bay, $997,000; a total of $9,992,100 for 
the engineer work in connection with these insular fortifications. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is, for Subig Bay, Ma- 
nila, and Guam, $5,043,000? 

The CHAIRMAN, Has the gentleman from Arkansas surren- 
dered the floor? 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. No, sir; I desire to reserve the balance of 
my time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas reserves the 
balance of his time. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I yield an hour to the gentle- 
man from Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I propose to take so 
much of the hour as is necessary to consider the subject of ‘‘What 
Democracy now stands for,’’ and I should like to be permitted to 
proceed without interruption until I have finished the remarks 
which I have prepared, and then I will with pleasure answer any 
question that may be asked. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not one of the pleasant features of Congres- 
sional life to be compelled to listen from day to day, as we have 
done for the past few weeks, to bitter denunciations of the Repub- 
lican party and its policies, even though uttered by the gifted 
leader of a reformed and expectant Democracy. 

It was not a delight to know upon the assurance of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs}, given ‘‘ in ail kindness,”’ as 
he says, that the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana upon 
the Kentucky situation were ‘‘a disgrace to American civilization 
and to American politics.”’ 

It is a not a positive satisfaction to have it driven into our dull 
minds over and over again that a fiscal policy adopted by every 
civilized nation but one, and a very live subject of debate just 
now by that one, is ‘‘a system of robbery of the many for the 
hothousing of the few.”’ 

We are glad, however, to realize, even at this late day, that the 
teachings of Lincoln, McKinley, and Blaine have been ruinous to 
the nation’s welfare, and that the wonderful development of this 
country, which a Salisbury and a Bismarck attributed to the Re- 
publican system of protection, has been hindered instead of helped 
by that policy. 

And we rejoice to learn, even upon Democratic authority, that 
in some mysterious way unknown to His coworkers on this sub- 
lunary sphere God Himself, by His distinct interposition, has 
providentially saved us from the natural results of our own 
f¢ lly. 1 

Richard Cobden said years ago that ‘‘if free trade was adopted 
by England the United States would dig, delve, and plow for 
them.”’ 

Joseph Chamberlain says now that ‘‘ the Americans themselves 
have not so conceived their national destiny.”’ 

But Cobden spoke before steam had won its complete victories 
and when electricity was unknown. He prophesied when men 
were slaves and to work was a disgrace. 

Chamberlain answers him in the blazing light of the twentieth 
century, when time and distance are blotted out, when oceans 
are mere dividing lines, and all nations touch elbows in their 
onward niarch, and labor is an equal partner in the enterprises of 
mankind. 

It remains for the gentleman from Mississippi, himself the fin- 
ished product of heredity and environment, to attempt to turn 
this nation back a century and again make it an exporter of 















































































1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. > 


ww 
~w 














s 
natural products only, “‘to dig, delve, and plow’’.for Europe. | Reciprocity is based upon the san 
It is we ll for the country to know and to know clearly and defi- | PPOtecUon, Is a sham ar “9 ; 
i ly ‘* what Democracy now stands for.”’ But first let me say it nasal iy 
to him that when he talks of the men of Massachusetts and Con-| Reading these two declarations and 
necticut coming before Congress " crawling upon their stomachs, | statement oe the individual against th 
with their tonges hanging out, licking up the dust’’ and begging | of the committee, l ask again, What d 
for favors, he not only shows himself an injudicious party | leader, | for? 
but he forgets the history of his country. | But there is one subject upon which t 
Forgetful, because from 1039. when Connecticut gave to the | according to the chosen leader of the par 
world the first written constitution ever made, till now. not even | and explicit, and that is the tariff qne 
omitting recent years, Connecticut men have aaa to none but I quote: 
God and will not in the future. | As to the tariff, the Democratic party 
Injudici ious, because the industrial center of this nation has | tionism isa system of taxation, whereby 1 
long since left New England and is now in central Ohio, and 58 | ee siaiuies te tamil dem roredean 
of his party followers in this House hail from Republican States, | protecti niem is wrong, morally wrc 
and their constituents. like mine, without regard to party, wilt ! vate ends, should never be f rgott 
resent his bitter words, and the constituents of those 58 Demo-| ‘There is no uncertainty about 
crats in the last election cast 1,976,936 votes, or 189,817 more than | gyestion ; 
vere cast for the entire 120 Democratic Members from the Demo-! © t+ :, jike the man who uttered it 
cratic States, that aggregate vote being 1,787,119. | 3¢ leaves no chance for misundersta 
Gentlemen of the minority, what does Democracy now stand Tariffs are admitted to be necessat 
for and on what issues will you make your fight for the control | Government. but in hate here tl 
of this House in the next campaign? dustry must be eliminated ; ot 
Four years ago your nationa! convention 1 ra d the Chicago | << donteuctively revolutionize existiz 
platform of 1896 and reiterated its demand for the free coinage of | honest and nonmonopolistic enterpr 
silver at 16 to 1, and declared for the reti coenit of bank notes as | cautiously enough. s0 that the refor1 
fast 2s Government paper—or silver certificates—could be substi- | may not be hurled out of place and a 
tuted forthem. In either case, it meant fiat money | cemtialnas}? tech 44 thd aia Se momew 4 
Eighteen months ago the Democratic Congressional committee,| javen the detailsof procedure are s 
through its secretary, Mr. Charles A. Edwards, authorized the | trat on of tl ed siren Ho ‘at aes einen 
statement that— | and recklessly by bl rm i ig it up W ith 
The Democratic C ong sl committee is stand re K | ing off the roof and so proceeding gt 
sas City platform. That y Democracy ! anything abou . | removing it while still continuing in 
and it will Se the only mocri there is until another nat ial convention | 4 oe thy . , p : a4 
shall be held Lit $ me say to the gentleman from M 
The Hon. Jamrs M. Griaas, of Georgia, is chairman of that | lingering death by a 
committee, and among its members are Messrs. ZeNor of Indiana, | — Wish: tick Aaitadan baetetahan cf thn ond 
Goocu of Kentucky, Denny of Maryland, THayer of Massachu- | tro] we would prefer to have the n 
setts, WILLIAMS of Mississippi, and Ricnarpson of Tennessee—all | sharp, and de isive. ae are 
standing high in the party conncils. | We atte vou fair notice now that if t! 
To-day the Representative from the Eighth district of Missis- that tie meriienahe ll cal oak ati 
sippi—distinctly stating that he speaks only for hiinself—rek thi ire Aigeetonn 7~ plagsiga an ‘ a r riff a 
gates the —t rq 1estion to the rear, but still holds to the front | it is better to have the dvnan n 
the far more dangerous heresy of fiat Government paper in lieu | northern climate, when the roof nie 
of national ban note issnes. | the walle taken down end the floors 
I commend to the gentleman the words of Grover Cleveland, | le t but a foundation wl ich serves 2 
just uttered: | mo ument to : lark 2 h ale in th . 
_ This is no time for cunning finesse nor for the use rds that || kind co ory to our p 
pee . a - ae : sth no We repudiate the charge of m ] 
Over against the gentl =~ trom Missies I put William J. | vem, | a nd d nounce it as ; inder uj 
. 5 : , : t PUL W MUA o rence of the ¢ lized nations of t ir 
Bryan, with 6.598.133 Democratic votes for the Presidency behind | fun Sain ntal f, ane f their fis 1 
him, and in view of his recent statement t! We adn it neither th | 1p rior hones 
The Kansas Cit rand in every ] the | the free trader, either individually or : 
next Democratic convention should be to reafiirm it ts entire l ically or asa ittey 2 . 
we have a right to ask again, Wha es Democracy now stand| We acknowledge that he is ne 
for? for the protection of the nonprodu 
But there is an r point on which we need enlightenment. | articles of consumption, bu we claim 
A few days ago the gentl n fron M sippi, ina razine | Class, from the tiller of the soil to tl 
article, said: | ¢ product of imman skill, | : 
There is also a aril rey Ion by } eT y Ss n t or the 5c uy th gh ut rt : 
other system. This is 1 F re i ipt ui trad rie ts with | & dof all, demands that tl MN i 
other nation Much « ih é S] “1 yf 4 * i | those who by their labor and ¢f 
under a Democratic or approxim ely Demoecr \ me t rs alot ented <8 ad 
this line can be lone even under th iiey la ith ‘ but I | ” a Sa 4 - 17 1 
20 per cent margin of elasticity given in t i | We understand as wt 3 Khe 
: er eee nan 
Permit me to say that so far as the latter part of this statement = : leceaiaaks ‘dee. Y oo. i ; 
is concerned I heartily agree with him. and I hope to see the time | 5. “2 Ve ne as ae 
in the near future when every one of the treaties which were ne- | zs oe chains 1 
gotiated by the McKinley Administration. sent to the Senate with | , 7 oan —— : — 
President McKinley's approval, and reported favorably by a Re- | bp ee er es 
publican Senate Committee on Foreign Affairs, will become the | ;+ st agen on se 4 
law of the land. ee bec A srg “ee : 
I believe in reciprocity in competitive products as the full frui nade . 1 : bee: : 
tion of the protective system, but the conditions must be pri ai tnahksstion! . 
scribed by those who would preserve the system and not by t ose | P} “ 
3 who would de stroy it. : le ont , h 
4 But when [ turn to the Democratic text-book, issued by the | ae = Se ee 
A committee of which the gentleman from Mississippi is a member, le 
I find under the heading, ‘‘The Reciprocity Humbug,” on page | ooh iar a sks 
277, these statements: : | ditics sai - cenit shew Sa 
Reciprocity looks like free trade, but tastes like protection. In practice | submit a statement f articl 
ecipro x < rse t ’ etion ‘von tradea w Ney OVI?) ye ta + . 1 . 
be ation epson gh Pe Seer aes Some ops cur marsete to | ing on the frve list and 
Reciprocity cares nothing for the consumer and hunts foreign markets | {TO™ July, 1896, a year | 
witha club law, and down to Ja 
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Fifty-seventh Congress 25,0 i's were introd 





only 2,732 received the President's signature. What became of 
the other 22,273? Thrown into cong waste-paper baskets in the 
committee rooms. Were they ever considered by the House or 
Senate, in open session, on adverse re ports eo is the custom in 
our State legislatures? So far as I can lea 1, not in a single case, 
xcept pe rhaps in one or two election ceaitentss 

Asa matter of fact, the thing would be an impossibility, for if 
every minute of b tL. sessions of the Fift y- seventh Congress had 
bai n ann for that pu irpose, the time would not have been suffi- 
cient for their first reading. It follows, therefore, as a necessity, 
that the power of selection should rest somewhere, and under our 
system itis f found in thec ommittee, u sually of st vent een members. 

The committee therefore becomes, in fact, the ] legislative body, 
while the House of 386 Members is sin ply a huge machine to reg- 
iste r the decision which has previously been reached by the smaller 
body, and with rare excey tions this is the course pursue vd. 

re roe all important, therefore, not only that a safe m: rj\ rity of 
the membership of each committee should be of the dominant 
party, but that the views and votes of that majority should be in 
accord and harmony with the general policy of the party and 
the Administration, which is responsible to the country for legis- 
lation and good government. 

Individual views and opinions are of no account unless they can 
be so impressed upon the minds of others as to secure the ma 
jority of the :aajority vote. 

It follows, therefore, that all legislation must be the result of 
compromise even within the party itself. 

The most cursory glance at our parliamentary system shows 
conclusively the vital importance of the committees of Congress 
standing for what the party stands for and representing what the 
party represe nts. 

To pursue any other policy in their appointment would be party 
suicide, and the resulting legislation would be political chaos 

In the light of this explanation to the sae of Connecticut, 
acknowledged to be the most thoroughly industrial State in the 
Union, I desire to call attention to what the Ways and Means 
Committee represents, in population, agricultural and manufac- 
turing products, for it is this committee which originates all rev- 
enue legislation, and it is there that the policy of protection or 
free trade is primarily considered. 

Mr. Chairman, I feel the more free to do this because a few days 
| ago, after an incidental reference to this subject. I found myself 

subjected in the Recorp to this exquisitely beautiful criticism on 
the part of the distinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Ham- 
LIN]. He said: 

Has it come to this, that a man’s eligibility to men bership on the gre a 

| Waysand Means Committee depends entirely on the number of protected 
tries which happen to be located in his district? Ye gods, what br: zen 
| effrontery! Isuspected that these governmental! parasites thought that the 
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ji about owned this country, but I did not expect to hear the claim of own 
ership a1 nounced from this floor. 
I ne am not ready to admit their ownership of anything except the 
Re — ican party and a right they have throug rh that party to pluz nder and 
i I “An 1erican peop le. 


l n der ordinary circumstances I might feel hurt by the distin- 
‘uished gentleman’s criticism, but the sting is all taken away and 
my casual allusion is fully justified by his own analysis ‘‘ in ex- 
nso’ of the »membership of the committee, by which he attempts 
} | to show that the Democratic members represent more population 

1an a like number of Republicans, and that the States of Missis- 
i, Louisiana, Virginia, Texas, Missouri, and one-half of New 
York have, all told, more products of manufacturing than the little 
State of Connecticut. 

He honors Connecticut too much. That subject was not referred 
| to by me. WhatI did claim incidentally was that the manufac- 
| tured products of the single district represented by me aggregated 
e than the entire product of the five districts of the five pres- 
ent Democratic me mb ers of the Committee, and I now supple- 
| ment that statement with the census figures showing it to be 





not 
only in excess, but nearly double—the manufactured products 
from the Fourth district of Connecticut being $ eee t, and 
from the five Democratic districts represented by Mr. WILLIAMS 
of Mississippi, Mr. Roserrson of Louisiana, Mr. Swanson = 
Virginia, Mr. Coorer of Texas, and Mr. CLARK of Missour 
altogether amounting to $47,050,923. 

In view, therefore, of the claim made by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HaMLin] that my “ entire basis of reasoning is 
radically wrong,’’ and in the interest of statistical accuracy, for 
the benefit of my own constituents [ will put in the Recorp two 
tables showing by States and districts what the Ways and Means 
| Comm ittee represents, as appointed ut the beginning of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress, again ¢ alling attention to the fact tant the Re- 
publican m« smbers were named by the Speaker, the Hon. Josep 
G. Cannon, and the Democratic members by the Hon. Joun 8. 
WILLIAMS, the leader of the ng mae a , and that all of the figures 
are taken from the Twelfth Census and the Congressional Direct- 
ory. 
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John S. Williams -.........-.- 1,551,270 | Eight tl 6 , 
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Statistical information concerning W und Means ¢ 
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Cis CP Occ a octcednaineeianee Piret Raneas............. daca 37,8 18, 789, 582 2, 
ae ke 83.4 127, 541.614 WwW 

DEMOCRATIC MEMBERS 
SOmm: B. WiiAtns.. .. 0. <.0.<0<2 0000 Eighth Mississippi -.............. 1,4 10, 999, 1¢ 5.565 
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Republican average-.........-.-- i I 34,857 11.594 ry 
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aTown of Belmont not included i 

I will not detain the House by reading the details of these ta- | is$47,086.644; th 
bles, for I have no desire to make any personal comparisons. by districts is $21 

What I am trying to do is to find ont what the Democrat But the real sign 
party now stands for on the tariff question. so far as any conclu- comparing the repres 
sion can be reached from their own appointments on the cominit- in a consideratior 
tee which has initial action on that subject. it constitu Six 1 

The averages are, however, quite instructive. Tammany Hall 

The Republican average population by States is 3,232,392; the Ido not speak of 
Democratic average popul lation by States is 3,035,225. none, 

— Republican average of agric ultural produc ts by States is Furthermore m 
$180,514, 202: the Democratic average of agricultural products by | shadow of Tan Ly 
States is $16 1.016.491, often fe 1+ 3; power: 

The Republican average of manufacturing products by States | Southern States I have 
is $815,209,841; the Democratic average of manufacturing prod- | men, all. 
ucts by States is $495,736, 774. I kn t one p 

The Republican average of votes cast in the districts in 1902 is under t] of th 
" Fe 5 . . . 7 
34,857; the Democratic average of votes cast in the districts in | gray-headed old brake 
1902 is 15, 669. in g¢ throug h the splen 1 

The Republican average of agricultural products by districts is | jokingly asked him ho 
$11,594,692; the Democratic ave rage of agricultural pn cai ts by eyes flashed, and then, 
districts is 39,050,905. answered: Not a rod 
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gether forming a political trust, a com bination in restraint of 
protection, so to speak—and ask in all sincerity if it does not in- | 
dicate in some degree ‘‘ what Democracy now stands for?’’ 

Caesar divided all Gaul into three parts; but what shall I say 
of this division of committee appointments in this House between | 
the solid South and Tammany Hall, with fifty-seven Democrats 

m Republican Sta left out in tl 1? 
‘it could not m lack of d material, for among 
t thern Dem ure found one Presidential candidate | 
from New York City and another from ee na tw ee 
vho have been strongly recommended for » Vice-Presidency, | 
coming from M ‘husetts ndiat ai: tingui ‘h d gentle- 
1e Empire State has in the } .ored as speaker of 
.an honored goyerner and old-time Member of Con- 
T ta, and scores of bh rs who would have made | 
b of wisdom and knowledge to the delibera- 





air conclusion, in view of the fact that while fifty- 
3° . 1 





northern Democratic districts are unrepresented on the 
( mittee, for two long months a vacancy has been kept open, 
p ly waiting for a new political child to’ be born again to 
Tammany Hall, and her the great States of 
Tennessee and Alaba ’ the nanbyy or gre nof iron 
and steel and coa r f con ration, that the decision 





was made in the beginning that no man ie uld be put on the 
skirmish line for the campaign of 1904 except Stes aod helieved, 





in t] sof the gentleman from Mississippi, that ‘* protecti n- 
ism i ong, morally wrong,’’ and that ‘‘the ultimate goal 
tariff f venue only is never to be lost sight of?’ 

Thot t bearing directly upon the subject I am discussing, 
and y is a sort of aside light on the whole situation, let me call 


the attention of the House to the committee assignments of Dem- 
cratic Member rs 3 fr ym Republican States as compared with com- 


tee assignm s of the Democratic Members from Democratic 
States. keeping in mind that there are 58 in one group and 120 in 
the other, or, as near as may be, a proportion of 1 to 2. 


Il take twenty io of the active working committees of the 
House: Committee on Ways and Means, 1 out of 6; Committe: 
on Appr Ng rage ;,none out of 6; Committee on the Judiciary, 
none out of 6; Committee on Banking and Currency, 1 out of \ 
Committee on ‘c oini ee, Veigh ts, and Measures, 2 out of 7; Com- 


mi on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 1 out of 6: Commit- 
tee on acess ail Hi; arbors, no ne out of 6; Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 3 out of 6; Committee on Agriculture, 1 | 
out of 6; Commi tea on Foreign Affairs, 1 out of 6; Committee | 


on Military Affairs, 3 out of 6; Committee on Naval Affairs, 1 out 
of 6: Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 1 out of 6; 
Committee on the Public Lands, 3 out of 6; Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 3 ont of 6; Committee on the Territories, 2 out of 6; ¢ ‘om- 
mittee on Insular Affairs, 2 out of 6; Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 1 ont of 6; Committee on Invalid Pensions, 5 
out of 6: Committee on Pensions, 1 out of 5; C omm ittee on Claims, 
3 out of 7; Committee on War Claims, 1 out of 5; Committee on 
the District of Columbia, 1 out of 6; cases: on the Census, 1 
out of 5; Committee on Rules, none ont of 2 


This analysis does not, however, particularly interest us in Con- | * 


4 


necticut, for under the present Democratic régime, and in view 
of ‘* what Democracy now stands for,’’ there would seem to be no 
doubt whatever but that Connecticut will give its electoral vote 
to Theodore Rox sevelt, send a solid Republican delegation to the 
Fifty-ninth Congress, and declare again emphatically for the gold 
standard and the general policy of protection in any action which 
may be taken in tariff matters in the future. 

It has been a source of some amusement to the members of the 
Connecticut delegation to hear from time to time in the House 
and to read in the daily press the forecasts of the next election, in 
which Connecticut has been put in the column of doubtful States. 

From the organization of the Republican party in 1856, through 
five Presidential elections, her average Republican majority was 
5.306. 

In 1876, Tilden defeated Hayes by 2.901. 

In 1880, Garfield def eats d Hancock by 2,656. 

In i884 Cleveland defeated Blaine by 1,284, but lacked 2,893 of | 
having am vic a over all. 

In i888 Cleveland defeated Harrison by 336, but lacked 4,139 of 
a majority. 

In 1892 Cleveland defeated Harrison by 5,363 and had a major- 
ity over allof 195. This was the high-water mark for Democracy 
in Connecticut. 

William H. Barnum, of Connecticut, as chairman of the na- 
tional Democratic committee, was in command, and New York, | 
New Jersey, and Connecticut was the battle ground of the con- 
tending forces. 

The Wilson-Gorman tariff act became a law on August 27, 1894, 
and three months afterwards O. Vincent Coffin was chosen Re- 
publican governor by 17,688 plurality over Cady, Democrat, and 

2,969 majority over all. The only question under discussion in | 





| from death. When hostilities ceased, the English 


| breastwork, and marks of shot and shell, and ben: ath it all 





that campaign was the tariff, and “the perfidy and dishonor” 
brand was buried out of sight. 

Two years later D: mocracy stood for free silver and a “‘ perfid 
and dishonor brand” of currency. With 461,387 depos it rs in 
our savings banks, equaling one-half of our population—men, 
women, and children included—and with an average deposit of 
$160 each, they would have none of it, and Democracy as an or- 
ganization disappeared, 

McKinley carried the State by 53,545 over Bryan and had 
majority over all of 46,176 

From 1894 to 1902, inclusive, through two Presidential and 
three State elections, the Republic “9 pluralities have averaged 
26,517 and the majorities over all 21,312 

Connecticut can not be see cajoled, or coaxed into the 
approval of fiat money of any form or kind. Her people are 
ready to discuss protection on the broad ground of nati nal wel- 
fare as shown by. the Republican ots itform of 1902, but absolutely 
have no use for **the ultimate goal’’ in tarift reform with all 
protection eliminated, as now pr Opo sed by a reorganized but un- 
repentant Democracy. 

Let me read our declaration of faith in 1902: 


a 








x — sppr ve and applaud President Roosevelt's vigilant care of 





h try’s interests, don 1estic and foreign Ve share his pride in the 
n i cont work of the American soldier ar ad sail or and the American ad- 
m ‘ation in the country’s new de pe ndencies and his resentment against 
thei itriotic 1 traduee rs; we favor sis nomination for the Presidency by 
the na ul Re publican convention of 1904. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What isthe gentleman quoting 
from? 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. From the Republican platform of 
e State of Connecticut, the last one that was made. 
Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I just want to say that you 


+ 


itlemen have a Republican Congress now, and they have looked 
thus far in vain. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I can not yield. 


We believe, like Lincoln, Garfield, Blaine, McKinley, and Roosevelt, in a 
protective tai riff that wis: ‘ly fosters Ameri a industries and s ruards 
American wages. We oppose revision of the tariff at this time as both inop- 

une and unnecessary. If,in any snoiel e, import « duties are found that 
ve been perverted from their true purpose to the advantage of corpora- 
ns, monopolistic in fact or in tendency, we look to a Republican Congress 
to apply, in its wisdom, the needed corrective without impairing the prin- 
ciple of protection. 

We beli Ww inley and Theodore Roosevelt, in the policy 
of trade reciprocity as the natural supplement of tariff protection and the 


? s 
key with which to unlock the world’s markets for the surplus products of 


th 


ore 
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| American fields and American oaifia. 


Everything now indicates that that platform will be reaffirmed 
at the c ming convention and that a solid delegation will go to 
Chicago to help put Theodore Roosevelt in nomination for the 
Presidency, with full assurance that when election day comes 
Connecticut will roll up for him a majority far in excess of the 
average of the past ten years. No other result is possible, for 
the memories of 1894 have not yet passed away. 

The soup houses, the relief committees, the idle mills, and all of 

1e horrible experiences of that time are vivid realities to us stil 

Mr. Chairman, two years ago I was in the city of Peking, China 
and visited the scene of the wickedest crime in all hist ry. 
Within the compound of the British legation, and protec te d by 
a brick and plaster wall perhaps 10 or 12 feet high and 2 feet 
thick, were huddled the legations of the civilized aaa dilickaee 
hundred men, women, and children—all of them in that city under 
treaty pledges of safety and protection. A few hundred feet away 
was the wall of the Forbidden ¢ ‘ity, 50 feet high and 60 feet thick, 
a fortress of stone. Behind that wall, and in perfect safety, the 
Boxer mob and Imperial troops had mounted two Krupp guns, 
and from their vantage point poured at point-blank range thon- 
sands of shot and shell down upon that devoted band. Their only 
weapon of defense was an old smoothb re fieldpiece, which they 
mounted on a platform at the corner of the compound wall near- 
est to the Boxer guns, and around it laid bags of earth, the sand- 
bags made from the women’s and children’s clothing. 

Through long and weary weeks the missionaries of the Cro 
and the re presentatives of the civilized powers of earth faci ‘d 


| wounds, starvation, and disease until, as hope was almost gone, 


Adna R. Chaffee and the old Ninth Infantry, bearing the Stars 
and Stripes, came marching up Legation street and rescued them 
Government 
ordered Sir Clande McDonald to restore the buildings and repair 
the wall. He did it except at this one spot, and that he left just 
as it was when the struggle ceased. The broken wall, the ruined 
he 
painted in large letters these words: ‘‘ Lest we forget 

Gentleman of the minority. in m: any a home in New England 
to-day are those who look back over wrecked fortunes and ruined 
lives, the result of the political folly of ten years ago, but across 
those lives and in those homes is written still. ** Lest we forget,” 
and knowing as we do that Democracy stands now for what it 
stood in 1894, we say to you in all sincerity that 190! can bring 
to you no hope of victory in any New England State. {| Applause. ] 
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e pet tae eed 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I feel a little | In 1895 the export price of wire nails was $1 a 
tired this morning, but I expect I will have to make myself more | $2.70. € 


so. I went down tothe keeper of the restaurant the other day | December 3, 1896, the Iron Age said: 
and I hi ud a special sauce fixed up. I had some pepper and salt — = 
and paprika and olive oil all mixed and conveniently located. : large quantity ex lands ' : 


had heard from so many sources that I was going o be eaten uy é re 
so many times that I thoug! it, in ordinary amiabili ty, I ought to Now, my friends, I do not want to 
season the taste of me so “I would not prove indigestible to the | Speeches in detail, but some few things in them 


eater. I thought I had been fully devoured and masticated ur nti ij] | Cropping out between the lines, and being ther 


to-day, but I find there must be some little fragments of n eft | anoteof. For example, my friend from Nebraska 
to deserve further mastication from the intellectual t th of the | Said that ‘‘ in 1894, if the boll weevil L come dor 
gentleman from Connecticut. The gentleman from Nebraska | Would not have sold at a good price, because 
| Mr. BURKETT] was first turned loose upon me with his earne sheen been any money in the country to buy it with. 
and eloque ence, the n the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHAaRLEs B. | 2©COF ling to the gentleman from Nebraska, the 1 
Lanpis), then the gentlen an fron n Minnesota [Mr. Bepe]—awalk- | ©” did not sell at a good price in 1894 was becar 
ing joke. I must have said something somewhere alo ng the line | Ctough money in the country to purcha 
that hurt somehow or other, ols all of these gentlemen would not | Purchasing power of money, which is the pric mone 
have sharpened their lances, drawn their swords, and gotten ready great; and yet, at the time when all this w 
for ane. “ | itself, yon gentlemen told us on this side of 
The gentleman from Nebraska first came, with all his zeal and volume of money had not inaer s t 
earnestness, and I found the main gravamen of his argument was You told us at that time, when we wer 
th at the South was solid, and he did not understand how that | Cotto? and wheat and cattle below the pr 
money had nothing in the world to do the s 


could be; not how so very few people voted down there in the worl 
I ions—a thing, by the way, not requiring a very large | [OW the SeaUCMAR ITC Nebraska tells us that tl 





general ele 





measure of understanding t devia iy s+hend, if a man would look at | COtton could not in 1894 was | use there wv 

i 8 . : } D , 7 

it in a no npartisan way. Now, by the way, about the compiai nt | money’ inthe country. But itgo. Ii you 
. > . = wae! ne fmetalh vy NX 7 | 
if the South being solid. I never hear that c ymplaint made, Mr. the volume of metallic money, y serve t red 


rece 


( 

Chairman, without being reminded of a story about old Bishoy eceive It. it 
Wilmer, of Louisiana, told at a banquet in New York once the credit. It is a question of fact. ‘*‘ Render unto | 
when he was asked why the South was politically solid. He said | “ss that are God’s, and to Cesar the things that are ¢ 
in answer to that: ‘* Excuse me for being a Yankee for just a mo- he se nth man from Nebraska | Mr. Burkert] ren led 
ment while I ask you a question: Why are our ponds and lakes | 0R¢ OF his outbursts very much of the celebrated pl 





in the South in the wint er time now and then solid?’’ ‘‘ Why,” | ‘ ily Gammon, the manager of Tittlebat Titmouse, in Ten 1 
sa 1an said, ‘** from cold, « f course.”” ‘Yes.’ replied the | 5 la Year, wanted to send him to Parliament upon | 
Bishoy “but what produced the cold if not the unpleasant and | 'oTm stat -d as a reason why Tittlebat Titmouse ght 
commenting breezes from the North.” So, my friends, congealing | &° Parliament that, if .elected, he would introduce and pr 
breezes from the North have made their own conditions down | t#e passage of a bill * to give everybody everything.” 


1 os . What <« > } yt } ++ : 
there, and whenever you are ready to unmake them you will find What a compliment the gentleman unwittingly paid to 
1 


there is no solid South. I notice that you never mention the solid Democratic party. 





negro South from 1865 to 1875, with its saturnalia of insult, crime, The gentleman sai ithat the Democratic party 
and ignorance. You made it solid. It was not the white people | MOUPt Issue every four yea s,’’ and therefore we a in **a 
of the South who raised the race issue. It was the negro: an m- -—* O14 fo ols! Why? Because we recognize changing cond n i 
selves, and you, through your men there, made them raise it. , he said the Republican party h no i 
But I do not want to discuss things which are past and gone. mld just sv myself up and s . i 
My quarrel with you, my brethren on the Republican side, is that, } and say this just as he said t | 
as a rule, you will not discuss anything else at this session of this , ad this one platform-—** to do all things 


Congress except things that are either dead or ghostly. Then there will afford the greatest good to the greatest number 3 


came my eloquent friend CHarLtey Lanpis, of Indiana, as elo- bringing prosperity to the State and happiness to 
quent as can be, and CHARLEY turned himself loose upon the old | Laughter Go into the next campaign on that 7 


j 

. “hoose 3 fu how — : 1 . 
answer tha uC HAMP CLARK received, ‘*‘ Beeves are worth 6 cents | S700°°; but specify how you propose to do it, for G 
in Missouri,’ and he spent the entire time in dwelling upon the that we can know jnst hew to meet you and that th 
‘* great prosperity ”’ w ‘hich this great country, with its free trade know how to take you. 





between the 45 States and 80,000,000 of people. enjoys to-day. Then a little bit further on the gentleman said that I 
Except spasmodically, that amount of free trade guarantees pros- | 2W1VH#Y mistaken if I thought the increase of gold in t 
perity. States had come solely from the discovery of 1 

Now, I fear my friend Lanpis had no great opportunity to be | He IVention of The cya ide process of treating 
fair when he came along to quote figures as to the wire nails, and I never said that. He added very properly that a 
I asked him if he would not continue those figures, and he sai id he our gold (because v rot More than our sl Le 1 
did not have the time but would put them in the RECORI Ihave | Crease of gold) came from our exports 1 ‘eign coun 
never seen ther ni inthe Recorp yet. He stopped at a aesiuaiaans he forgot to tell you what those exports mainly wer 
place for the plausibility of bis argument. wheat, and corn. and cotton, and meat. 1 \ 

I have them here, and I will insert the figures in the Recorn, | ©“! “i or could be protected withra tariff of 17 pel 
including those from the place that my friend Lanpts left off, We got from the discoveries of the world and the 
with this remark, that hele they start where he left off the , Of vention a part of our gold. and wi 
prices at first ‘fell at the time of the formation of the trusts. '!® Proaucts of ti rmor of tl untry—corte 
J ley fell becau the trust wanted to crowd out its competitors. hi y, cneese, butter Is vou mavf I fens ia 
and as soon as it had crowded them out the prices b van to rise | OWN Staiwart hepul hean t ; rv of A nitnre) 1 
ag: in and have continued to rise ever since. with the insignifi- | © lance of t gold that cz to the Ur Sta 
cal duction of 25 cents and 5 cents during 1892 and 1893, respec- Phen. a little later on, 1 entlema a} 
ti br. all-round-prosperit ! nY 1 

LANDIS stopped at 1889, $2.10 a keg. in-Missourl = argument ROMCE 
oe a are aS ; ars ; ee ines ”’ re fi ) i \ t narket Ff ting x r 1 

‘ 








QO3E 


Now. as well as 


I can remember, those three little things, none 
of which amounts to much, were the only things worth replying 
to in the ch of the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Then my friet d from Indiana |Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIs], elo- 
quent. courteous, social, and all that, ‘‘ came to the bat,’’ and he 
said that 2 there were more people owning their homes, 





S} e 


‘in 189: 


their carp . their pik unos. and pict ures. and gett ing go xd wages’ 
than had ever been owning those things or getting those wages 


in the history of the United States. 

Now, my friends, I want to go over that once more. 
absolutely incorrect as a matter of fact. 
from Kansas, Republican or Democrat 


That is | 
There is not a man here | 
; there is not a man from 


Nebraska or Ore a Re public in or Democrat; there is not aman 
here from the farming districts anywhere in the United States 
who does not know that in 1890 and 1891 and 1892 the condition | 
of the farming classes with regard to home comforts and with | 





regard to mortgage 
most 


indebtedness was worse than it had been al- 
at any time in the history of the United States except at 
two periods prior to the war not worth mentioning now. They 
were so bad that drowning men were catching at straws over that 
country. The subtreasury scheme was being advocated; State 
socialism of every sort was being advocated. The blame was laid 
upon the party in power, and the fusion of Populists and Demo- 
crats in some places, Populists by themselves in others, and Demo- 
crats by themselves in o th rs swept the entire West like a wildfire. 
They swept Oregon, Kansas bras Iowa, and they swept 
nearly all of the country where the people mainly depended upon 
agricultural pursuits for a living. 

Cotton was lower than it ever was except at two subsequent | 
periods—once under Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, when it was 
somewhat lower, a fraction of a cent, and once again when it 
reached its very lowest point, under Mr. McKinley’s Administra- 
tion, subsequently, in the year 1897 

Now, my friends, let us be fair with one another. I do not | 
care whether the newspaper that quoted President Harrison as 
saying that he attributed his defeat to ‘‘the hard times”’ in the 
country quoted him correctly or not, but the statement of the 
fact was correct, and if it had come from the mouth of President 
Harrison it would have been true. It is none the less true if it | 
did not from his lips. And when the gentleman quotes a 
subsequent message from President Harrison saying that the | 
country was, during that period, in the highest condition of pros- | 
perity that it ever had known, he only proves this, if he proves 


yy on 
iN Ka, 





come 


anything, that when Mr. Harrison made that statement in that 
message, in the spring of 1893, or I believe it was December, 1894, 
he made an inaccurate and an erroneous statement of facts. I | 
do not ee ‘+k President Harrison. The gentleman from Indiana 
has made the attack himself. 

Now, I know the then condition of things. Why, Mississippi, 
rock ribbed in her Democracy; Alabama, rock ribbed and bour- 
bon in her Democracy, were swept off their feet and almost car- 
ried by the ere on the ground that ‘‘*the two old parties | 
were in partnership,’ both plutocratic, giving the people legisla- 
tion in favor of the rich and against the farmer, that right leg- 
islation ought to be had, and that no relief for the farmer was 
possible except with a ‘‘ third party.”” Idonotcare who makes the | 
statement, or how high his office, that in 1892 the farming classes 
of Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, Oregon, Washington, Mississippi, 
Alabama, Georgia, Louisiana, all that country were prosperous— 
I do notcare who makes the statement, he simply has forgotten 
hi: ony or else misstated it, that is all. Now,Ibelieve the news- 
paper state — nt attributed to President Harrison, which I never 
saw denied at the time, and I do not believe the unfounded asser- 
tions in the message. 

Now, my friends , one other thing. I have notic ed it several 
times. One of the gentlemen—I think it was the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Cu Anu s B. LAND nie lls you that immediately upon 
the election of Mr. McKinley times became better; that they began 
to grow better jus n as the news of his election spread ove r 

‘‘ wheat went up.’? Well, wheat was worth | 


t as so 
the country; that 
forty-odd cents a bushel in the beginning of that campaign, and it 
went up to seventy before it ended; but if wheat had not been 
away down how could it have been such a flush of prosperity for 
it to have gone up toa point below what it is to-day? But the 
argument was based upon the idea that ‘‘ wheat went up be- 
cause McKinley was elected.’’ Iwas at that time upon the stump 
in the State of Kentucky. I remember just when wheat started 
to go up, and I know and you know that McKinley was elected 
because wheat went up, and that wheat did not go up because | 
McKinley was elected. It went up beforehand. What followed? 
The farmer began to get money with which to pay the shoemaker, 
and the butcher, and the grocer, and the dry-goods man. They in 
turn began to get money with which to order from the jobber, 
and he began to get money with which to order from the manu- | 
facturer, and then the manufacturer beg gan to get money and get | 
busy, and then ‘‘ the wheels went ’r yand.’ 
Prosperity always starts from the earth, There 


can be no such | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| thing from Rudyard Kiplin 


FEBRUARY 18, 





thing as a or long-seated depression in any community 
unless the farming classes are in a bad condition. There can be 
no such thing as a revival of industry unless the revival starts 
upon the farm. 

Cotton did not go up quite as soon, because of what reason? 

3ecause people in an impoverished condition can do without cot- 
ton for a period to a large extent, while they can not do without 
wheat and without meat. They can ‘‘make the old coat do.” 
- oe can’t make the eaten biscuit or the already devoured 
steak do. 

So that the wheat and the meat farmer began to get more money 

and the cotton farmer later began to get more money, and then 
more and more it flowed from them to the different classes. Now, 
one of the curious facts about this matter is that the very parts 
of this country which are now enjoying the highest state of pros- 
perity are the parts of the country that a protective tariff neither 
does nor can help. Mississippi never in her history, excepting 
during a few halcyon days of the last decade, was in such a pros- 
perous condition as she is to-day, and Mississippi raises her cotton 
in competition with the fellaheen of Egypt and the peasant labor 
of India. Everybody knows the reason of the prosperity among 
these people, and it is absolutely inexcusable to try to cover it up. 
It is 13-cent cotton and dollar wheat. Others are prosperous to a 
less degree, but still prosperous because these can buy. 
Well, a gentleman had some few remarks to make about the 
shotguns’’ in elections down in Mississippi. Such a thing 
hasn't been heard of as a fact in Mississippi for twenty-five years. 
There were more men killed in one election in the district of Mr. 
LOUDENSLAGER of New Jersey than in all the South in all the 
political troubles of the last ten years. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I understand the gentleman has corrected 
his statement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I meant New Jersey. Of 
course I understand, however, that it was very largely aifected 
by imported Pennsylvania neighbors, [Laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side. | 

Mr. OLMSTED. I desire to say that the gentleman’s under- 
standing in that is as deficient as it is on some other s ubjects. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am glad that it is no more 

‘tient. Iam always glad to be reproved by the gentleman from 


“ec 


defi 


| Pennsy lvania, especially when it is done in so courteous a way. 


{ Laughter. ] 

Now, to speak of when the South’s prosperity in industrial life 
began. Go back to 1870 and 1880 and you will find her more and 
more impoverished all the time up to 1875, when a great revolu- 
tion took place in the South, and, by the way, no revolution of 
such stupendous magnitude and significance ever took place in 
any country with as little bloodshed ‘and so much of gentleness as 
was shown when the white man of the South ‘‘ came into his own 
again.’’ Afterwards everything was peaceable and quiet. The 
people began to work instead of keeping armed all the time for a 
race fight that might come up at any moment. With the white 
man’s sway came the sway of law and order and the disappear- 
ance of social and industrial anarchy—inseparable from negro 
rule. The South began to grow rich by labor, as must all people 
if they grow rich at all. 

The gentleman from Connecticut quoted a moment ago some- 
g’s poem *‘ Lest we forget.’? Can not 
you, all of you, remember the condition that we were in down in 
that country so long, and can not you understand that we are 
careful to-day “lest we forget’’ the dose that you gave us before 
and the dose that a great many of you frankly confe ss that you 
would give us to-day if you had the power? 

My friends, it is a strong observation to make, and I make it not 
from any quasi-official standpoint, but I make it simply myse 
and Isay it is true that any man who can look all over that 
beautiful southland, now happy, now industrious where all its 
prosperity has come from its own labor, its own moderation, its 
own conservatism, and its own gentleness of heart under great 
provocation and temptation, and after studying and understand- 
ing its condition, tell us that there ought to be unlimited, unre- 
stricted, and unmodified manhood suffrage, is either a fool. be- 
cause he does not understand the condition of things « 
there after seeing them, or else he is an irreconcilable b 
because he does not wish to understand them, or * els Ya 
because, understandirg them, and knowing what would follow i 
the wake of his abstraction or hatred, he does not care. | 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

So much for that. Now, my friends, I will come to the remarks 

t 


which I arose to make in answer to my friend from Connecticu 
[Mr. ae 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 


lf, 





xistin 


7 1 
muroso0n, 


If the gentleman will pardon me a 


suggestion, not a question, because I want to make a correction, 
| and I know the gentleman kindly refrained from interrupting me. 
|The gentleman does not want to be understood as referring to 
me—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


I was not referring to the gen- 






























tleman in that; of course not. His opinions on this subject are | tariff upon the statute books of the U1 St 
well known to me. ul ation became sufficiently dense and re 
HILL of Connecticut. We have an intelligence qualifica- | ciently unprofitable there would not 
tion in Connecticut, and we believe that other people have the | springing into ex n 
same right. I remember when tton W s 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I was not referring to the gen- | would som etimes com me and 
tleman nor personally to other gentlemen who have Spoken to | cotton factory.”’ I would - ween 
whom I am replying; nor would I make a personal application of | ** Because we must di ur indi 
a thing of that sort toanybody. I amscoringasystem. I under- | make money.” ‘That ist r] 
stand it is possible for a man to be very wise and yet to be very | I would reply. ‘* Now, let 
{ h about a particular thing, because he does not eal as cotton gro ‘ 
that particular thing. Nor would I have the gentleman to think | plenty of cotton I \ } 
that when I speak of a protective tariff as a robbery that I | per cent growing « } 1 
meant that he or anyb dy who advocated it was a robber. money > w fi I ma 5 l 
r ‘eat many protectionists who would be as far, phys- | d i 
i 1] rsonally, from robbing me as | woul ying ( Wel to whet an 
{ it nevertheless the system is one of | Vv ni, nor at a later _ 4 I 
TI 3 the result and that is the effect. It is rT cent a 1. 
rr n that it prostitutes the Government ve do what the Gov- Li n lal I ae 
ernm nt has no ri ght » do—viz, ee hothouse one man’s | cron 
industry, one man’s capital, or one man’s labor by laying a tax At t low ; 
upon the labor and the capital of all men. at } . fi 
Now. as to the strictures of the*gentleman from Connecticnt L fi 
about my assignment of people on this side to committee assign- \ t was t i? 
ments. I feel like telline the story that John Allen told in th Wi! I » t ‘ 
Patterson-Carmack contested-election case: ‘* Let us manage our | con I t ‘ 
little troubles to suit oursele s; don’t you come a pickin’ and a | gia and t 
choosin’ among our gals.’? [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, 
it is not my habit to defend myself from any ons!aught that ap- | W! 
plies to nobody but me, killed 
If there have been made any mistakes about assignment to com- r ’ 
mittee places on this side, the Democratic party did not ma d , 
them; Joun S. WILLIAMS made them. His shoulders are narrow y 
and somewhat stooped, but th y have always been br ug) r 
to carry dens without asking anybody re 
to bear t pplause.| If there has been any 1 it is | d I : 
notan 1e Democracy in any way. I am to } I \ aS 
( if only the Democracy may be gl But | ext 
{ ells very freely, however, upon hat | n 
j the North are not given these i aces | for “ n 
t 3, and 1 may perhaps be ex ing a| a pe s \ ! 
few words upon that subject. First, to be ad n V Care | « { t to 
the im in this House filled upon the majority side | and 
in the various committees by the Republicans who hail from | and mor i 
south of Mason and Dixon’s line? [Laughter.] What are the | har to r 
rtant places filled in this House by the Republicans who hail | and 1 ‘ 
from Democratic States anywhere? ; | try. Not 
Now, as to the Ways and Means Committee itis a well-known | Thi 
fact that, with the exception of 1 fandthe Hon. Coamp CLARK, | In the de I 
( iri, whom I placed uy that commi +, I did not place | em id Mr. I 
any body else ti [ had to go on because I had been putin this nl 
position of quasi leadership or whatever it is. All the minority | i iv r 
{ r lea ters had been there. Iam notso fond of my dignity, b the ‘ i 
I was afraid pe 1 le would think I did not have a due regard f Now, t c 
it ; 1 went on the Ways and Means Committee. I could not | which he did n 
help ha ving | been born forty-nine years beforehand down in Ten- | the n M 
nessee, nor my mother having been born down in Mississippi—in | I was talking a t 
fact, if I could have helped it I more than doubt if I would. S » be] Lin 
I went on the committee. The gentleman from Missouri [M ay t 
CLARK] is from the West, and rybody who knows his Why, I 
in this House knows he deserved to go on that committee n 1e | dor I 
had been from Washington, or Oregon, or Louisiana, or Florida, 1 t 
or n from Porto Rico or from the Philippines, provided only unty, i 
he had the status ee se Which he has now and ha I 3 t 
mar irs had. Now.the gentleman from Connecticut und 
stands, of course—nobody bolton -that one of the reasons why | | it. § 
rn Repr entalives have better co mimittee assign rents on | sapped r old ( 
( eis because there are n ore of them [la ehter],and another | meant that t J 
reason is because they stay here a longer time. | icut were it ely 
There are a great a north rn constituencies that male a/ than the people of Mis und A 
senseless business of letting Representatives stay two and four | from Connecticut 3 t 
years and then turn them out. The gentleman knows as well as | tion of the int 
[ do that if I had dared defy the seniority traditions of this body, | is opposed to R 
even if I had wanted to do so, [ would not have been inthis quasi- | There is nothing curi 
official position forty-eight hours. But, as I stated a moment | country that have had their 1 
ago, I do not care to reply to things that are criticisms of me and | value by laws that h 
not of the Democratic party. Iam willing to ‘‘ count myself as | the parts of the country that | 
nothing ’’ in order that the Democratic party may be “‘ glorified.”’ ress and wealth have been R 
Now, the gentleman says I want to go back to the position of | legislation. They are1 
having this country solely an exporter of natural os ducts. Does | tionists. Theyare the p 
the gentleman not know as well as I do that thi yuntry has | staples for export wl I r] 
hever been an exporter solely of natural products? “Doe s the gen- | It is equally natural that t den 
tleman not know as well as I do that even in colonial times | ters, where there is a greater pro vho | 


Great Britain found it necessary to pass certain laws in order to 
prevent the American colonies from exporting manufactured 
goods, because they were already beginning to do so? Does the 
gentleman in his heart believe if there had never been a protective 
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indirect or direct bounty from the Governn t, sh | R 
publicans and protectionists, b se their inter 

It is also natural th t { 
come from that par 
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tensely has been impoverished by protectionism, or has been 
handicapped in the race and kept from attaining a yet greater 
prosperity than they now enjoy. 

Now a little, not much, in comment on what the gentleman 
said about ** fiat’? money. I never believed in “‘ fiat’? money. I 
do not believe init now. If I had thought that anything I ever 
advocated was ‘‘ fiat’? money—and the gentleman from Connect- 
icut tried to convince me once that silver was such money—I 
would have quit advocating it in very short order. But I want 
to propound a question to the gentleman and I want him to go to 
work on it during the balance of the session. I want him to tell 
me how it is that a greenback note issued by the Federal Govern- 
ment, having behind it the entire taxing power of the Federal 
Government, and all its credit, is any more “‘ fiat’’ money than a 
national-bank note issued upon the faith of another obligation, 
an interest-bearing obligation, of the Federal Government. The 
national-bank note owes its value to the bond which is deposited 
in the United States Treasury, to protect its value from deprecia- 
tion, and it owes its value to the credit of the Government. That 
bond is an interest-bearing obligation of the Federal Government 
and makes the note perfectly good. But is the note bottomed on 
it any better than any other note of the Federal Government, so 
far—I am not speaking from the standpoint of banking theories— 
but isit from the ‘“‘ fiat’? money standpoint any less ‘‘ fiat’? money 
than the direct noninterest-bearing obligation of the Government? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
will answer him now; I do not think I need take the rest of the 
session to doso. One of the obligations that the gentleman speaks 
of isa promise to pay, secured by collateral, and notalegal tender; 
the other is a direct command of the Government that I shall 
accept such note as full legal tender in satisfaction of a debt. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, let us follow that up a 
little and see whether we can understand it. Iwish I hada legal- 
tender note about me that I might produce it by way of illustra- 
tion; but I very seldom have any money about me. [Laughter.] 
Virtually the legal-tender note does what? By it the Government 
of the United States promises to pay $10 to bearer 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And makes it a legal tender. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, and makes it a legal 
tender. Now, the gentleman will not surely add that by making 
it a legal tender the Government deprives it of any of its value. 
Will the gentleman make that statement? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. No; but I make the statement that 
I do not think it makes a great deal of difference as to the ques- 
tion of value. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not think so either. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut But it makes a great deal of differ- 
ence as to the justice of iss:ing such a note. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now a word about this term 
‘‘fiat money.’’ Men love to roll this term under their tongues, 
and they do so often without knowing exactly what “‘ fiat’’ means. 
‘Fiat’? money means, wrongly translated into perhaps bad Eng- 
lish, ‘‘ faith’? money. The obligation called ‘‘ fiat currency’? is, 
in popular apprehension, a currency founded upon faith. Now, let 
us see. The Government issues a promissory note—virtually it 
says, ‘‘ We, the Government, promise to pay $10 to bearer.’’ This 
note does not bear any interest. It may be good or it may be bad, 
just like my note. 

Yor a little while during the war this legal-tender note of the 
Government was bad, and when it was bad, by the way, the bonds 
of the Government were bad, too—they were below par at the same 
time. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Ido not like to interrupt the gen- 
tleman, because I asked that I should not be interrupted; but I 
do not like to see him start off on a wrong basis. I think, if he 
will go back to the meaning of ‘‘ fiat,’’ he will find that it does 
not mean “* faith,’’ but means “‘ let it be;’”’ it is in the nature of a 
command. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am considering what the 
term really means in the popular apprehension, not its etymo- 
logical meaning. What we mean in popular apprehension by the 
word “‘ fiat ’’ is that this money is in the nature of a promise, de- 
pendent upon faith as to whether it is good or bad. What John 
Allen said the old ‘‘ Confed.’’ under his blanket prescribed as a 
cure for all the ills of the Confederacy was that Jeff Davis should 
stamp on the back of every Confederate note, ‘‘ Thisis legal tender, 
and, confound you, you have got to take it.’’ This is fiat money, 
or would be if you really had to take it. [Laughter.] 

Here is a note of the Government bearing no interest. 
sued by the same party that issues the bond. This note has be- 
hind it the same credit as has the bond. It has behind it the 
solvency, the taxing power, the taxable resources of the Federal 
Government. When is it good? Whenever the people believe it 
will be paid. When is it bad? Whenever the people get shaky 
in their faith as to whether it will be paid. The only difference 
between my note and the note of the Federal Government is that 





It is is- 


the Federal Government is richer and that the people have very 
much more faith in its ability to pay than they have in mine. 
But within a certain limit my promissory note is as good as the 
promissory note of the Government. 

Now, then, the legal-tender note is as good as the solvency and 
credit of the Government—no better; no worse. Is the bond of 
the United States upon any different basis? It is also good when 
the people believe it is going to be met; it is bad when the people 
believe that it will not be paid, or when they doubt whether it 
will be paid. What is behind it? The solvency and resources of 
the Federal Government. Anything else? No. What is behind 
both? The limit up to which the people are thought to be wil- 
ling to be taxed to pay them both. Thatisall. Yet gentlemen 
will come in here every day and speak of the greenbacks as “‘ fiat,’’ 
and of the national-bank note, one degree removed from the green- 
back—a nonlegal-tender note founded altogether upon an obliga- 
tion no higher than its direct obligation of the Federal Govern- 
ment—as not “‘ fiat.’’ 

I do not see for the life of me the difference in dignity, grade, 
or resource for redemption, and as the gentleman has not yet, to 
my impression, made the distinction, or shown that one is any 
better than the other, I am going to insist upon giving him the 
balance of the session to work it out and explain. [Laughter.] 

Now, the gentleman quotes what I said in a magazine. Now, 
if the House will excuse me, you know even the Bible—a good 
book—even the authors of the Bible may be put in a very bad 
attitude now and then by reading just a part of what they say. 
So Iam going to insert in the RECORD, because I do not want to 
take time to read it, what I did say upon that subject. All of it 
taken together will be self-explanatory and will answer what the 
gentleman said in that connection. 

You will find it and much more answering the gentleman's 
question, ‘‘What does the Democracy now stand for?’’ in the 
February number of Everybody’s Magazine, 


The ultimate goal of Democratic striving is “tariff for revenue only,” but 
in the striving toward this goal common sense, good judgment, and conserva- 
tism will prevail and time will enter as a factor. Perhaps it might be said 
that an ideal ‘“‘ Democratic tariff for revenue only’ would consist in levying 
import duties upon all, or nearly all, imports, dividing them, however, into 
three classes: First, necessaries of life and necessaries of industries; second, 
comforts; and, third, luxuries, 


THE REFORMER MUST GO SLOW. 


The general principle that protectionism is wrong—morally wrong—a pros 
titution of government to private ends—should never be forgotten; the goa 
ought not to be lost sightof. At the same time friends of tariff reform would 
not strike down in a revolutionary way—‘ over night,”’ as the Germans say— 
all the scaffolding which the false system haserected. Evenin Great Britain, 
where free trade was and is possible, free trade was not reached in that way. 
Duties were reduced amidst the dismal predictions of the advocates of pro- 
tectionism that ‘destruction and ruin,” “starvation and poverty” would 
follow. Destruction, ruin, starvation, and poverty did not follow after duty 
was removed. Object lesson after object lesson was thus furnished to the 
people of the falsity of the claims of the advocates of the old system. 

In this country, owing to the decision of the Supreme Court in the income- 
tax case, founded on the provision in the Constitution of the United States 
about direct taxes, the goal can not be,as it was in Great Britain, free trade. 
“A tariff for revenue to carry on a government economically and effectively 
administered”’ becomes the American tariff reformer’s goal. It must be 
kept in mind until it is reached, but it must be reached by the exercise of 
wisdom and good sense. The tariff reformer who would dothings recklessly 
or too suddenly would run the risk of destroying the very end which he had in 
contemplation by furnishing object lessons which would not help but would 
hurt him, and in consequence of which he and those of his opinion might be 
hurled out of place and deprived of the power of doing anything. 

There is also a tariff revision by piecemeal, which isa handmaiden of the 
other system. It is very important in its place, although it ought never to 


be permitted to handicap the larger movement by general legislation. This 
is tariff revision by reciprocal trade agreements with other nations. I have 


always thought that there ought to be about every tariff law some degree of 
elasticity—a maximum and a minimum—a margin within which, by inter- 
national trading and bartering, the friends of untrammeled, or compara- 
tively untrammeled, commerce could be rewarded for the admission of our 
farm and mining products free, or nearly free--encouraged to continue in 
their course, and others encouraged to imitate it; and whereby also, inci- 
dent to the rewarding of these, peoples pursuing an inimical course toward 
our commerce could be punished. They could not complain, because they 
would not be punished directly; indeed, punishment would not be the end in 
view. They would be punished by their own act, and their punishment 
could be remitted by their own act. 

Much can be done along this piecemeal line of tariff revision under a 
Democratic, or approximately Democratic, law. Somethings along this line 
can be done even under the Dingley law, with nothing but the small 20 per 
cent margain of elasticity given in that act. Chamberlainism in England 
and in her colonies can be killed aborning by a wisely executed policy of that 
sort, and with an advantage incalculable to American producers, whether 
on the farm, in the mine, or in the factory, while at the same time benefit- 
ing American consumers of British products to the extent of 20 per cent. 
The framers of the Dingley bill themselves confessed that they had placed 
the duties on a level 20 per cent higher than was necessary, even in their own 
opinions and from their standpoint of high protectionism. They made this 
confession when they inserted in the bill section 4, which authorizes a re- 
duction of 20 per cent to be made upon all articles and commodities upon 
the dutiable fist by international agreement in certain international con- 
tingencies. 

Were we to pass a law to-morrow giving this differential advantage of 20 
per cent to all such countries as do now, or may hereafter, admit duty free 
the growth and product of our farms and mines—so-called ‘natural prod- 
ucts’’—the selfish appeal which Mr. Chamberlain is now making in Great 
Britain, with a view of placing import duties upon natural products ad- 
mitted into the British market, except when such natural products are sent 
from British colonies, would receive its counter blast and countercheck. It 
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is needless here to say that over half of the entire exports of the natural prod- 
ucts of the American aoe are to the British market. Other countries 
maintaining a free-trade, or an approximately free-trade, system in regard 
to natural products would likewise be eucouraged to continue their present 
policy and not diverge from it into the pathway of commercial warfare. 
Still others would be encouraged to inaugurate sucha policy. The Ameri- 
can farmer would find a guaranty of the retention of his present markets 
and the opening up of new markets. The price of his product in the foreign 
market being lower than now, owing to the removal of international tolls, he 
would find himself enabled thereby to sell a very much larger quantity of 


goods than formerly at the same profit heretofore obtained by him. 


* * * * * * - 

A Democratic tariff law would not, even from the beginning, contain rates 
of duty above a mere revenue point in cases where it is so self-evident that 
the existing duty serves only the purpose of home extortion, as it is in those 
cases where the manufacturer here, still receiving the benefit in the home 
market of the tariff tax,is actually selling abroad in competition with so 
called “pauper labor.” The fact that he can do so makes self-evid 
lack of need for the tax for any other purpose than a revenue purpose, even 
from a protectionist’s standpoint. 








nt the 


And now, upon this general subject lam going also, with the 
permission of the House, to read something here from David A. 
Wells. This is a little book entitled ‘‘ Our Merchant Marine,’’ 
but it happens to have this magnificent economical gospel in it on 
the subject of the tariff at large: 


From the review of the subject under consideration which has now been 
made, it would seem as if everything possible had been done to discourage 
and prevent the ownership and use of ships for the purposes of ocean trade 
and transport by citizens of the United States. But there is something wo 
and more singular than anything that has been heretofore related. Th 
a large and most influential class of persons in the United States who do n 
want ships, do not believe in their utility, or in the trade and commerce of 
which they are the necessary adjuncts and instrumentalities, and, though 
restrained through fear of public opinion, in a great degree, from working 
openly, yet never fail, while professing to the contrary, to do allin their power 
to make the resuscitation of American shipping impossible. And thus far 
their efforts have been eminently successful. 

To some, perhaps a majority of readers, these averments will seem utterly 
preposterous and destitute of all foundation, fit only to be characterized as 
the mere utterances of a theorist and one-idea enthusiast. But let us see what 
evidence there is on this subject. 

And first may be cited the views of the late Henry C. Carey, of Philadel 
phia, who stands in relation to_the modern doctrine of * n”’ very 
much the same as the prophet Mahomet does to the religion of Islam. Mr 
Carey expressed the opinion over and over again that the interests of the 
United States, material and moral, would be greatly benefited if the Atlantic 
could be converted into an impassable ocean of fire, and also that a prolonged 
war between Great Britain and the United States would be one of the best 
possible things which could happen to promote the i strial independence 
and development of the lattercountry. Of course this was only another way 
of saying that ships engaged in the ocean transport of passengers and mer- 
chandise are curses and nuisances, and that the sooner they a! 
which gives them occupation are done away with. the better for this country 
It was a reindorsement and reaffirmation of the Chinese policy of hostility to 
foreigners and all things foreign, when the Chinese themselves, after centu- 
ries of experience, are proposing to do away with it. 

Horace Greeley also taught substantially the same doctrine to the day of 
his death. Thus to all who have rejoiced at the great domestic prosperity 
which during the years 1878-1881 resulted primarily from the large foreign de- 
mand at good prices for our agricultural products the following quotation 
from the New York Semiweekly Tribune of April 8, 1870, is commended for 
consideration: 

“When a railroad brings artisans 
When it takes the wheat, the fies 
manufacturing center, alocom 
and its whistle is the scream of 





protection * 


























to the door of the farmer itisa blessin 
h, the corn, and the cotton to a distan 
tive is an exhauster, its smoke is a black flag, 


1 evil genius.” 















Now, if this doctrine is correct then the country has no worse enen 
than its great railroad constructors and administrators. The men who ar 
stretching Mr. Greeley’s black flag over every landscape, and filling the ear 
of the whole nation with the screams of demons, who have made it possil 
for the most ordinary mechanic in New England to transp: it the cost of 


one day’s wages, a year’s subsistence in bread and meat a thousand miles, 
from Chicago to Boston, ought forthwith to be hunted down and subjec 
to speedy and exemplary punishment. According to this doctrine, fur 
more, the country needs no ships for ocean transport, and to seek to prot ) 
their construction and employment by subsidies is certainly akin toa crime. 











This morning when I heard the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Hi] I thought of something the great Carlyle said—not the 
Kentucky Carlisle, but the English Carlyle, when he said, ‘I 
thank God mankind are not logical.’? And I frequently thank 
God that protectionists are not logical, because if they carried 
their protectionist theory to its ultimate end, followed it logically 
to the end, they would want, of course, to do away with the ocean 
carrying business entirely, because what can the ocean carrying 
business do except bring to our shores ‘‘the pauper product of 
pauper labor ’’ from all parts of the world? And the more expen- 
sive the freight is, the greater the tariff against the foreign pro- 
ducer-and the greater ‘‘ protection”? accorded to the American 
manutacturer. 

Why not pass a general, all-around, and perpetual noninter- 
course act, at least for things ‘‘ coming our way,” always except- 
ing free Huns, free Slavs, free Italians, and free labor generally? 
This exception is necessary lest labor might, to some temporary 
ae at any rate, get the benefit of ‘‘ protection,” with 
a big P. 


According to this doctrine, furthermore— 


Says Mr. Wells— | 


the country needs no ships for ocean transport, and to seek to promote their 
construction and employment by subsidies is certainly akin to a crime. 

We ought, also, to grow no more wheat, corn, and cotton, raise no more 
cattle, pack no more pork, and barrel no more petroleum than are needed 
for our absolute domestic necessities. 
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| the foreigners have got to sell 
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Why? Because if these things go abroad the foreigners | 
got to buy them, and if the foreigners have got to buy them, tl 
something whereby to get 
money to buy them, and most of them would export somet! 


| us for the purpose of getting the money with which to buy 


Again, in an interview with the late Mr. Gr y,in the su 
mer of 1872, when he was a candidate for the Presid 

If I coul 1 bave my way, I w 
iron imported into the United 
twenty years. That, sir, is my 


mld impose a duty of $10 
States and make t 





idea of what our tariffs 

Here Greeley, as usual with him, was at least logica 
if it be right in order to protect the home manufactur 
should exclude the products of the foreign manufacturer, th« 


ought to make your laws so that they absolutely will exclude t 
Meet them with a custom-house service incorruy le, imp 


and meet them with a rate of duty that wil 
the product of the labor of any ** pauper’’ anywhere int 
from coming into the American market. 
thank God that you are not logical, or the country ld | 
| been totally ruined by this policy instead of merely having ha 
growing wealth greatly decreased in its annual growth by 
policy. 

Listen again to Mr. 





Vells, a Connecticut pr 









But the plain meaning of this was (if Mr. Gr 
that he would by law prevent shi ved ‘ 
ng any profitable employment w é 
But, barbarous and repulsive as are these d 
»S< LW re there is « 
“ter ty of Penns, 2, W 
‘ v ‘ T 
a seaferin V ibeq 
better to hang a man thana 5 











Now, that is the statement of Wells. But hear him prove 

In « firmation of these seem rly ineredible state 2 
asked 1 the following quotations from Tl s § 
National Economy, the text-1 eA ins 
present used in the university referred to. In it 
29) “the amount of a natior foreign I 
its general prosperity,”’ and (page 222) tl 
points isan undesirable thing, as open to the « 
by traders and their combinati _ 

That is a new way to kill trusts, is it not I 
method—the Pennsylvaniaidea. Who is this aj 
anyhow? 

And that (p. 228) ‘‘if there were no other r 

t < the } mat a 
lez al St al 
a ¢ l n 





Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not at this poi 


and luscious a morsel to be dissected until J 


sywee 


Bentham thought 


, 


Continues our author— 


‘the worst poss ble u oe i ise 
worse still is to make a 
whose foreign trade, exports and 
$1,675,024.318, and wl hy 
service of a force of 5.000 seamen as essential 

Nowl yield to the gentleman’s auesti | 
with Pennsylvania University nonintercours 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. You 1 

the University of Pennsylvania t 

protection. lwish to protest against 

to its students both sides of the question. W ! 

that university I was 

trine of free trade. j 

world and found what t] 

tions and 

I would ] 
Mr. WI 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iam 
( a ther 


gentlemen now. I did not expect : 
Mr. ADAMSof Pennsylvania. I wisht 

he explains 
factures since 


doctr 
1 


in our rts in 
the passage of the McKin! 
we must have trade with « 


the increa 





1 that 
ll? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 1 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. TI 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississi he 

| me how I explained the increase in our export 
decade, or during the de« 
just preceding that, or the decade preceding that, on ba 





‘ade lust pre eding that 
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isship itin bond at Be ind such a 
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lonial times, I would have made the same answer to all the | for Liverpool and trar 











\ u nt development, an lligent people, working with 
¢ p ul 3in a fair field in an area of free trade never 
‘ excelled either in wealth or in magnitude, with inventive 
genius, with a fertile soil, a people who or whose ancestors have 
been culled from all the world as the bravest and most enterpris- 
ing and adventurous of all the world, and who, because brave 
agg ve, and 1 to new fields, 
lea f h and plein sucha 
land have natura tlament of thi 
count » increa vade during the life of 
th nhepu bir I until the Ri 
p mes obstructions. 
es é 7 7 
ir. A Ms ) loes not go far 
€ I wo 1 stat Hat e excess of exports since the 
p of the McKinley bill is more than it has been in a hun- 











’ T rr 4 af = i. , . 
Mr. WILLIA ppi. That n be true, too, though 
T don’t know it and doubt; but I dare say if the gentleman will 
live or oh he will find that exports four d les f n now 
will } f ‘than have ever existed any four decades 
I \ DA > Pen Sy \ ° U ii S tne De >CTatle party 
Cc ‘ T T yw 7 
ir. WILLIAMS of h I 1 not st for mutual ¢ 
bate o 3 1s country dk 0 as 
> ) mnt it x ] ‘Ont ; them ad that ity nla 
5 ‘ ris ana ivy il j i A I 1G tha ’ l 
inc! »its exports st more if tl I le who in the mair 
I hia or export—t raisers i and of wheat and of 
c nd hay—were left still more untrammeled and still lk 
ta 
Te ( ‘ 
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a © ft s 
HOW Y RADE ¥ rH AM iCcA, 
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In proo this, let us illustrations that are avail 
al At 1 t Eu e with South America com- 
prises britis I ( ith more than 100s mers, 
I I ach way. Iuls?6an¢ I 
1 ! nB ping business and desirous o 
I ry in this 1 trade, established a line of 
st 3 n regul 1 Valparaiso. The ships wei 
I I tine p vas American; but th 
ist ] ion i ag, and were command 
by : Ly} n. Aft I ence the line was discontinued; 
and ited Stat has now (1882) no regular steam communication with 
Sout 1er ching any of its ports 
r Lin of the Boston line was as follows: 
Th I outgoing cargoes, as there was, and 
still 1 der American farm products, cotton fab 
z hir d s, to be profitable, must earn freights 
} roing toand returning froma market. Now, the chief commodities that 
Chile has to pay for or givein return for our products are copper and cop- | 





But the tariff on the importation of copper is wholly pro- | 
1d on wool nearly so, only $125 worth of unmanufactured copper 
having been imported from all countries in 1879, and about twoanda half tons 
ofore. The consequence was that these Boston steamers, in order to obtain 
a return cargo from Chile, were obliged to take freight of wool and copper 


er ores and wool. 
ulbitory, a on 
] ur 


business proved to be unprofitable. Added to this, the vessels empl 




















found, after experience, to be not so well suited t the req rement of the 
trade as was at first expected. Com: g on this venture, one of the part- 
ners to it, in a recent letter, writes as follows: 

“The copper product of Chile now n y ali goes to England, where it is 
manufactured and distributed all over th ri i ! » doubt in r 
minds that the United States wou { tin ‘ ) sed 1 all 
this copper trade had it not been f ity imposed about fifteen years 
ago. ich | had the eff t to enormor rich W copper pI ‘s 

I Hu pe rati I> { the { wl hee 3 
t mau TY ‘ t expo! 

( t rT ) ‘ ] i i 3 
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that would still allow the Lake Superior s profit would 
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\s further illustrating how the p t tariff 7 ' +} 1 
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Vv 1G for ifwea I in 
t proclaims that the I ed States al 1 the 1 
th 3,and intends to be as far as possible, independent of al ! 
trade, what do we want with ship t is also popular with th rf 
economists to ridicule our export busi sas of little ac t \ i 
one of their representatives at ston Shipping Con ion in “we 
only export one-tenth of our a; ral product but he o1 me 
ion that this one-tenth amounted in that same year to $655,000. value, 
on which an ocean freight reck d at per cent would haye amounted to 
over $32,000,000. Why was not {ul ion asked him, ** How far would this 
sum have supplied the place of subsidies?’ 
But, in place of that, the declaration of t iker was received with great 
applause, as if it was a maiter of congratulation that t ted so littl No 
one, furthermore, pointed out to the convention that an ability to find an 





ket abroad for this one-tenth of the product 
be any profit realized on the other nine-te Y 
also whether there shall be for the whole country prosp 
What can consuls accomplish so long as our tariff } 

mercial intercourse? Suppose we establish a weekly direct mail wit! 
America, and this mail brings increased orders for United States 

In what manner are the South Americans to pay for such orders a 
The Boston experience with Chile shows that they can not do it with t 
end of what South America produces and has to sell. With drafts on Eng- 
and? And, if by drafts, then those drafts have got to be represented by 
South American exports to England and not of the United States. Can such 
a trade as this attain any magnitude? Can it warrant the subsidizing of any 
steamship company? 
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Now. my friend from Connecticut quotes the census to show | lic—constituting nine-tenths of the peopl 
how one district in Connecticut had more manufactures than all | age fellow’’ or the general public did not 
Mississippi, and he has practically stated the truth. The census, You have accentuated the movement which has en: 

I believe, never misstates anything, but the gentleman has not | gigantic combinations of capital to be formed, 1 

stopped to explain how that cameabout. If Mississippi had been | necessitated upon the other hand the formatior 

as rock ribbed, as infertile, as Connecticut; if her sons had found | binations of labor, and each one is thinkir 

themselves unable to earn a living except by going into factories | isthe conservatism of the future to save the R l 

as factory hands, Iexpect Mississippi would have been besprinkled | Do you imagine it is coming from the large cities? | 

to-day with the factories which now exist in the State of the gen- | the only place where American self-government | d 

ag tleman*from Connecticut. It is a tribute to the American that | has been in the large cities. The American has demonstrated 
wherever he has found the gift that God has given to him too | that he is capable of self-government every where e] ] 





































. small for prosperity he has wrung prosperity for himself anyhow | on trial there. Whether the great city be Democratic or R 
out of his hard environment; and it is quite a tribute to the peo- | lican, you are having the same trouble, and all 
ple of Connecticut and the people of a part of Massachusetts that | economists and all of your great publicists are working 
they have manufactures and manufacturing wealth, and Missis- | working anxiously, strenuously, ail the time to solve the 1 
sippians ought to thank God that they have never been compelled | pal problems of this country—made so much harder by your 
to have them; and they will thank God also in time; when the cies. If you had not accentuated and hastened t] 
time comes when they are compelled to have them and when it is | tion it would have come gradually and, like all: \ 
advisable to have them they will have them, because they are | found by slow process of natural selection a sol f « 
blood of your blood and bone of your bone, and can do work equally | ing conditions and issues growing out of them. 
brave. steady, and intelligent. | That will be the test of your power for self-government 
I call the attention of the House. however, to the fact that the | long run. I do not believe with Macaulay that 1 
comparison instituted by the gentleman from Connecticut be- | army to break down our present civilization will 
tween manufacturing wealth alone has the emphasis and the vice | large cities. I do not so believe, because I believe t] Ay 
of redemonstrating the truth of the old adage that ‘‘ the farmer | common sense, American foresight—the 
is the forgotten man.’? Now, I am going to hazard a remark to- | speaking race—which has thus far met every new prol 
day which I expect the gentleman will pick a flaw with. I say | some delay and much suffering, will meet this, and tl 
that Mississippi is to-day in a much more prosperous condition | or other there will be evolved—God only knows how; 
than is Connecticut. I say that Mississippi, ina right sense, is see that far—some means whereby capital and labor n 
more prosperous, her people are more prosperous than they are together under your present factory syste1 xist ] 
in the State of Connecticut. The aggregate wealth of Connecti- | out being in a state of constant and cl ward and 
cut is ten times as much as that of Mississippi, suppose; perhaps | implacable mutual hatred. And yetit is true that al 
more. You have, I don’t know how many millionaires, where | strike, lasting five or six days or two weeks a 
Mississippi has not one. But the man does not live that ever saw | starve the largest city in America to-day. You have 
a native Mississippian begging his bread. [Applause on the | the evil conditions of city life; give the country and t 
Democratic side. and the ‘‘ average fellow’’ achance. [Loud applause. | 
During the hard times of 1893, when the panic was on the coun- ioe jatediaias 
try, there was not a time when a man in Mississippi could not get ccnp nicemetanalnas teats 
work. In other words, wealth is equally distributed in Missis- The committee informally rose; and Mr. GrRosvENoR 
sippi. We have no millionaires, but we have no paupers either. | taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message fron 
We have no men gathering around about mill doors begging for | ate, by Mr. PLATT, one of itsclerks. announced that the S 
work as if they were begging for bread. We. have, also, mark | passed bills and joint resolutions of th i] 
you, no men, already fat with Federal legislative lard, gathering the concurrence of the House of Represer \ 
around the committee rooms in Washington begging the Govern- S. R. 41. Joint resolution to provide for the printing 
ment to prop them up be@ause they can not by themselves stand | of the decisions of the Court of Clai 
up. Ihazard the remark that, black and white, taken together, | practice of and the statutes relating to tha 
there is no section of Connecticut where the people are as uni- S. 2134. An act to connect Euclid place wit! 
formly and equally prosperous as they are in the State of Missis- 5S. R. 5. Joint resolution to enlarge t a 
sippi. In Mississippi none of them are very rich and there are | ‘‘An act to provide a permanent system of highwa t pa 
none of them sufferingly poor, and that is a comfortable sort of | of the District of Columbia lying outsid cities ipproved 
condition to be in. March 2, 1893; 
Now, I want to call attention to one other effect of your pro- 5. 2878. An act authorizing the laying 
tectiva system. What has it resulted in? The gentleman for- | ice sewers in the District of Columbia, th: yi a 3} 
eets that in Mississippi we live under the same law which they | therefor, and for other pur} : 
do in Connecticut. If the protective tariff was sufficient to make S. 2324. An act for the « ion of \ ( 
you, as an aggregate, rich it would have made us, asan aggregate, | Florida avenue to Howard University; 
rich like it did you. <Also,ifit was as much to the interest of the S. 3199. An act for the reli f A. Si 
farmer as to that of the manufacturer and miner there would S. 721. An act for the r f of Darwin S. Hall 
have been some millionaire farmers on the rich soil of Missis- S. 735. An act for the relief of Jean Louis Le 
sippi. This proves that it is a class question between carital- | minion of Canada; 
i.ts—the protected versus the unprotected. What has been thi S. 13827. An act authorizing the retary} 
eifect on the country at large—socially andindustrially? Theeffect | adjust and settle the account of James M. W 
has been to accentuate a natural movement that ‘oiling onevery- | States, and to pay said Willbur such sum of m 
3 where of dragging from the country, from the farzn and the pur- | justly and equitably entitled to; 
suits of agriculture, the population into the great cities into a S. 964. An act to grant jurisdiction and authority to 
‘actory life. So that you have built up a great t ing popula- | of Claims in the case of Southern Railway Lig N 
| tion concentrated in your great metropoles of Bos! ww York, | cargoes, etc.; 
‘ Chicago, and all the balance of them; and what sort of a thing S. 2579. An act for the relief of the estate of Brig. Gen. W r 
have you there now? You are sitting on a volcano in every great | Swayne, in charge of the Bureau of Ref es, Freed 
: city of this land. Abandoned Lands: 
‘the city would have grown in comparison with the country S. 1407. An act for the relief of John W. Gumm 
naturally, but you have accentuated it; you have hastened it, S. 2516. An act for the relief of the Ny Schr 
inade if worse; you have made it by legislation more profitable S. 114. An act toextend the provisions of thea f M 
to the farmer in the poor agricultural sections of this country to | relative to officers and enlisted men of the U1 
move into the city and become a factory hand by burdening farm 5. 5424. An act to authorize the remoya . 
life with taxes and putting a part of those taxes into the pockets | dian allotments in Minnesota; 
Z of city people engaged in manufacturing. You draw daily more S$. 582. An act to ratify an agreement with the Low B 
& and more men and poverty into these overcrowded and unhealthy | band of the Sioux tribe of Indians in South D 
a centers. So,as I say, you are sitting, in your metropoles and fac- | appropriations to carry the same into eff 
rs tory towns, on a volcano, and their whole population, nearly, is S. 3720. An act to authorize the St. J 1 ¢ i Is l 
4 Givided into two great armed camps, potentially if not actuall Railway Company, in the reconstruction 
ae armed, with their hands ready to go at the throat each of the | Missouri River at or near St. Joseph, M: “ 
az other—the camps of combined capital and combined labor 1 | and to shorten the draw span thereof; 
neither one of them paying any more attention to the interest and S. 3430. An act to authorize the Bucl non and N 


telfar . 77 pce : ” ee « ' —, : : 
weliare or the wishes of ‘‘ the average fellow,’ the general pub- | Railroad Company, a corporation under the laws of the State 
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West Virginia, to build a bridge across the Monongahela River, 
near the town of Rivesville, in the State of West Virginia; 
3607. An act making appropriations for the removal of the 
untine station at San Diego, Cal., and to acquire a new site, 
and for other purposes; 
An act for the relief of Jewett W. Adams; 

579. An act to regulate the use by the public of reservoir 

sites located upon the public lands of the United States; 


». 


quai 


S. 176. 


S. 483. An act for the relief of the owners and officers of the 
brig Olive Frances and others on board said brig; and 
S. 580. An act to extend the provisions of section 2455 of the 


Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by act of Feb- 
ruary 26, 1895, relating to public lands. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed without | 


amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 9640. An act to amend an act granting to the Keokuk and 
Hamilton Water Power Comp: iny right to construct and maintain 
a dam, and so forth, approved February 8, 1901. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate on this bill close at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ihave been myselfunwittingly 
the cause of being now compelled to ask a modification of this 
request for unanimous consent. Because my friend from Con- 
necticut [Mr. H1Lu] ‘let into”’ me and I had to come to the front 
in my own defense, Ihave been the means of postponing the re- 
marks of the gentleman who was to speak next on this side, and 
he wants an hour. 

Mr. LITTAUER. This arrangement will give him an hour. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well, then; I will ask 
that Mr. Wanvr, of Iowa, be allowed an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Lrr- 
TAUER] asks unanimous consent that general debate on this bill be 
closed at 4 o’clock this afternoon. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And that the gentleman from 
Iowa {Mr. WaDE] have one hour. That is a part of the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
for the privilege of extending in the RECORD the remarks sub- 
mitted by me on this bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE, Inowyield one hour to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WaDE] 

Mr. WADE. Mr. Chairman, I have pesented to-day a bill pro- 
viding for reciprocal relations with the Dominion of Canada. I 
have not introduced this bill upon the assumption that it contains 
all of the details which may be necessary in order to carry out those 
relations which so many hope may be established, but I have pre- 
sented it 
ment of the people of my State upon this great problem, and in 
the hope that some relief may come through this bill or some 
other. My apology for taking up this subject, which has been 
so well andso eloquently and so powerfully presented by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] and the gentleman 
from Minnesota {Mr. Linp] and other gentlemen on this floor, is 
that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] a few days ago, in 
discussing this question, tried to leave the impression with this 
House that the farmers of Iowa are protectionists, ‘‘stand-patters,”’ 
and opposed to the proposed reciprocal relations with Canada. 
Now, if this were true it would bean important consideration, be- 
cause the farmers of Iowa are a very imaportant part of this great 
conservative force so eloquently referred to in the closing re- 
marks of the last speaker [Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi], upon 
which this country must some day rely for defense against radical 
legislation and protection against sentiments which are stirred by 
passion and whic h are not controlled by patriotism. 

The people of my State—the farmers of my State—have the 


largest number df cultivated acres of any State in the Union. 
The farm products of that State exceed those of any other State in 
the Union. amounting in 1899 to $365,411,588. The live stock of 


Iowa exceeds that of any other State, amounting to 
the next in order being Illinois, with $197,758,037, 
Now, I say if those people, representing these vast interests, 
were in favor of protection as it is now construed by the Admin- 
istration and by the party in control 
fact to be considered by this body in determining whether we 
should continue the existing conditions or not. But I deny the 
assertion, I deny that the farmers of Iowa are in favor of pro- 
tection as it is now construed, I deny that they are ‘ stand- 
patters’’ or that they are willing to let existing conditions con- 
= 
Now. Chairman, I am not going to enter into a general 
tariff m. I have listened with profit and pleasure to 
many speeches on this floor during this session of Congress, and 


5278,830,096, 


Mr. 


disc ussik 


, it would be an important | 





| opment and at the 


| fact may be, there has been some progress in this country; 


for the purpose of indicating to some extent the senti- | 


| been in evidence in this country for the past few years. 
| have spoken in joy 


those speeches have taken up every possible phase of this subject. 
I am not going to discuss the history of the Democratic party nor 
the history of the Republican party. The trouble is that both 
parties had better be a little careful perhaps about tracing back 
their ancestry. As sometimes happens to individuals engaged in 
a similar research, they may find somebody hanging on the family 
tree somewhere along ‘the line. 

Nor am I going to ‘spend any time in discussing ‘‘ the crime of 
1873’ or the election of 1896 or the nomination of 1904. Gentle- 


| men on the other side have drawn for us vivid pictures of the 


awful conditions that existed in our country a few years ago. 
They have told us of the shadowy, gaunt forms that tramped 
their weary way to the soup houses; they have held up to our 
view the mountainous surplus that was in the Treasury of the 
United States when Mr. Cleveland was inducted into office, and 
they have pointed out to us with fiendish glee the awful vacuum 
that was there the next day. 

lam not going to talk about those things. Iam not going to 
discuss history nor biography. Iam simply going to talk upon 
the present situation as it now exists, with the two great parties 
here made up of men on both sides who I assume and believe to 
be earnest and conscientious in their convictions of duty. Iam 
going to take these two parties standing here in 1904 facing a 
great future, because, after all, Mr. Chairman, it does not make 
so much difference whether the Republican party was right from 
the time it was brought into being down to the present cay, if 
it is wrong to-day, then it is not entitled to the support of the 
people of this country. And after all, it does not make so much 
difference if the Democratic party was wrong from the beginning, 


| if it is right to-day upon the great problems before the country, 


great problems which must be solved, then I say the Democratic 
party is entitled to the support of the American people. 

We have heard wonderous tales of the prosperity which has 
Men 
and thanksgiving, and have even opened their 
eves in wonder and astonishment at the great growth and devel- 
existence of prosperous times. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I seme that there has been some pros- 
perity in this country. Strange as it may seem, startling as the 
but I 
feel about that a good deal as a visitor from across the sea felt 
about Niagara Falls. In traveling around the country he visited 
this great natural wonder, and after being shown about _by the 
guide, and after viewing it from every standpoint , he said to the 
guide, ‘‘ Well, is that all there is of ,it?”’ Ww hy,’ > the guide 
said, ‘I guess I have shown you all the points of interast.”’ 

‘* Well,” he said, “‘I don’t see what they do be making so much 
noise about it for, people coming here from all over the c ountry 
to seeit.”” The guide, stirred by the apparent lack of appreciation 
of his visitor, said, **My God, sir, don’t you see that magnificent 


body of water tumbling over that mighty precipice?’ He said, 
‘*T do; but what the divil is there to hinder it from tumbling 


over?’ [Laughter. } 

And so I say, what is there in this country to hinder prosperity? 
It would be a mighty strange thing if the Falls of Niagara were 
going up hill, and it would be mighty strange if in this nation of 


| ours, With all its wonderous natural advantages, with all its won- 





| perous? 


derous people, just in the morning of nationhood, just at the break 
of national day, it would indeed be “* passing strange ’’ if we should 
not make some progress. 

They tell us that the manufacturers of the East are prosperous. 
Why should they not be prosperous? Why should they not pros- 
per when for years they have received at the hands of this Gov- 
ernment favorable legislation, which has enabled them to force 
from the farmers of the West profits which the laws of nature, 
the laws of economics, the laws of supply and demand would 
never give them. 


They tell us that the people of the West are prosperous. Why 
should they not be prosperous? They are a great people, made 


up of the best of all the best races inthe world. They have a 
magnificent stretch of rich territory which is equaled nowhere 
else on earth. They are the pioneers who went out there a few 


| years ago and turned that virgin prairie into a garden. ao y 
worked long hours, they lived cheaply, the *y economized in every 
way so that their children might have school advantages aah 

| social advantages which they themselves never possessed. Why 


should not a people like that be prosperous, regardless of any 
legislation on the part of any party? 

They tell us that the South is prosperous, and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL] spoke here the other da y at great 
length, reading extracts from newspapers showing the wonderous 
development of the South. W hy should not the South b 
They are a people whoa few ye 
great war. Instead of their habita‘ a = i firesides they 
heaps of ashes. Instead of blooming 
waste. But they made a firm pre rel to save 
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from that ruin, and the mothers and sisters, who had prayed for | ing ‘‘ numb,”’ and they will not listen any longer. I ax 
them while they were out on the battlefield, made over their old | of the tramp that went into a saloon and watched the lig 
ray unifo rms into clo thing for the children. | pour d out to the patrons, and as he watched thet rved 
eth y turned their faces to the future, and they have not only thirst height ne od, and he sang this old i 
established a gre at commercial empire, but they have done that |, bod ly knows how dry I am, h rlam.” A 
whicl no other people in the W orld ever aid bef ore, Th ey have oe vide ¢ 6 of appr ] 1 ¢ tna n, 1 ] \" 
taught their aioe to honor and love the flag that waved over | se eems to give—a Ea r.] Now, 
= ranks of the enemy on many a battlefield in those dark days | State is to-day saying upon t subject N 
wl sh bi ought d solation to the m. [Applauseon the Democratic | tired I am, how tired I a ind : 
side io] Why should not ¢ ople like that prosper? Youmay = | at this present Cong1 th acti 
on your ommercial Sealine you may ae > your tariff obstruct ‘tion | not to yield t nds 
in the way of natural tr de, put all of the most vicious legislation | he is repeating th 1 se SO As 
that could be conceived by the most adverse enemy of our com- | inental. ' 
mercial life could not keep a people of that kind incommercial| Mr. Chairman, t! nal f t 
bo nt “ [Applause on the Democratic side. ] economic truth t 
_Chairman, of course we have to admit that for many years | manufactu untry ( t , 
the f farmers of this country have been the mainstay behind the | agricultur 3 Will be lat y 1] 
polic an protection, but I wan t to say that in these modern day tifa ired prod 37 st ] : 1 No 
there has been a mighty revolution of thought, there has been a | farmers of t ry have been send 
mighty change of sentiment, and that this change of sentim nt is | abroad, last rr 1g Up rly § ) 
making itself heard above the tumult and thecries f< oT pe arty th T, p ps, I ireds 1] 
mony, and for adherence to the old polici ies of protection. They act 1 goods e3 lv W ] 
have got tired of this thing. The farmers of this ‘country, Wwe | suc es as cotton ¢ 
conteud, never received any bene fit from this great policy of pro- | has been a surpl 2 
tection. Everyone must concede that they were compelled by | mar f the wi : 
very force of the law to pay higher prices for the things they | country reacl 
used ., in order ‘r, let us assume, that a patriotic purpose mi be urplus ’ ( 
‘arried out, that the great manufacturing interests of 1 coun- rr tha unt 
try might be built up. How is it that for m: ny years th » men Tha he 
stood behind the policy of protection and marched to the polls at | kets, 1 » mal l I 
every election ain their voice in its support? Well, the gen- | war cry of the p 
tle man from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL] a few days ago entertained We must face 1 +t | 
h an eloquent dissertation upon the astrologers and the | us to-day, and it a 
ayers and thu idols which the Democratic party had re suddenly cal to hold 
midst, and which that party had worshiped. vhich we now h: yb] 
r,L am Kong r to say something about the astrologers and | next year or 
soothsayers and idols, and something about suggestive therapeu- | day will be closed I 
tics. Llowdid these men cometo supportthis policy? They were | farm products wil of 
intelligent. Out in our State we have almost the lowest percent- | cause no one abr 
age of illiteracy there is in the United State s, and it is not the We have be | ] rld 
same kind they have down in Kentucky eithe A friend of mine, | been sending our s » the 1 h 
traveling in the State of Kentucky last year, spoke to an old js iny duty 1 we ha 
farmer as he leaned on the fence, and asked him the question: ' tariff wall upon th ducts of those « 
There is a great deal of illiteracy in this State, is there not?’’ | our s1 —_ But other men are thinki \ 
The old man replied: ‘‘ No; there used to be, ed those darned | Humanity is guided all ‘rt the world 
deputy marshals have closed them all up.’’ [Laughter.] iples, and self-int ; the guiding st 
Now, in Iowa we have almost the least percentage of illiteracy | cases; and the result of this has been 1 so far as 
of any State in the Union. How did it come about, then, that | concerned, so far as 'rance is concerned they have } 
the people for years supported a policy which has been opposed | closed their markets to our f nd that our grea 
to their interests? Well, these great teachers of the Republican | for the past several years, : lhy 
party, these great leaders, would come down here to W ashington re es Britain 
and spend eight or ten months of the year here. They would hit ch ha i a r, 
the protection pipe from the beginning of that period to the close, kx $108 I 
and the ‘‘old men would see visions and the young men would 1 o1 ry 
dream dreams,’’ and then they would come out among our farmers took § 
and tell them of the wonderful fruits of a protective t olicy: and len, and all ot 
the first principle that they taught was that the foreigner paid the i Ww oe 
tax, and that was actually believed by a great many of our peopl te ye 1; Germ: a I 
for many years. I tried to make somebody on the other side of | took about $1,200,000 worth. Tho United Kingdom 
the Chamber believe that the other day when they were trying to | took nearly $19,000,000 worth of hams, while G a 
get their mileage. But I could not convince them. The man | $90,000 worth and France $10,000 worth. O Great ] 
who goes out now and talks about the foreigner paying the tax | took $7,000,000 worth and France and Germany less than 
finds a very unappreciative audience. million dollars’ worth. Of flour Great Britain took $34 “4 
The —_ principle they laid down was that the farmer received | worth, Germany less than $3,000,000 worth, and F a ] 
the | benefits of protection because wheat and oats and corn were | over $12,000 wi rth. And so on clear down th 
am ms ‘the protected articles. Well, that worked very well for ¢ Why, of all our ¢ ts last ye t Britair d} 
while. But the people of our State and the people of the great | sions took over $700,000,000, near t 
Northwest have at last learned that great truth that so long as | ing the last fise: ly ar,and this was rely mad 
wear eeianiaia surpli1sin these lines which must besoldabroad | ucts. And now mensit calmly d Land wit 
in competition with every nation on earth the ma itter of pro- which has be n our principal customer, und 
tection has very little to do with the price which they receive ill just as s r Close those mar! , us 
for their products. These men have been thinking, and they have | iff upon our products and g ga pref to | 
become tired of existing conditions. They are worse than ti red. | that the sun will follow the darkness 1 
They are as bad as the young man out in the western part of my | men sit calmly by with asmile upon their liy 
State was who went to see his girl on Saturday night. The girl | the efforts of Chamberlain, without e1 5 
was very large, weighing about 180 pounds, and the young man | ing to happen to the farmers of t! 
was rather frail. In some way during the evening—on account | if Chamberlain suc ls. Why, re is \ 
ot the scarcity of the furniture in the room, I suppos se—the young | all the European nations to-day—a standing t 
lady was sitting on the yi yung man’s lap, and after this po sition | been developed be se of our an tu 
had bee n maintained for about an hour she turned around and productior to cl hose markets a 
said, ‘John, aren’t you tired?” He says, ‘‘ No, I am not tired | take cotton, which is the product t 
now. I was tired about an hour ago, but now I am uxumb.”’ | south of us, which i ing to bri Ith 
[L 1 ehter. | I ople. In th consul rey tof J ur ) a 
S » farmers of Iowa were tired four or five years ago listen- | from Consul-General Mason, of B 1, in which 
ing to the tales—the fairy tales—about high tariffs protecting ies » 4} i - 
them and building up their business, but to- day they are becom- | serious u g t A 1 
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detective, if some deputy marshal, would just 
take a steer down to the Chicago market that he had fed with 
hundred, and then go down to 
including a sirloin steak at the rate 


cents a pound, he would begin to suspect something 


a restaurant to buy a meal, 
of 18 to 22 


~~ 


| at oo 


| bec 


neou rt of Great Britain, France, and G 
tile industries from dependence upon American cotton. The causes of this 
vement, W i has been gathering force and inspiration for several years, 
are oby 3to anyone familiar with the cotton rade and have been brought 
nto es inl prominer by the event 1¢ past season. This will be ap- 
rent from a brief résume of the present situation. 
Germany imported in 1902 348,302 metric tons of raw cotton, of which 267,000 
ns i6 per cent, valued at $76,488,600, came from the United States. The 
total imports from January 1 to Octob 1, 1903, were 306,427 tons, of which 
205.101 tons, or 67 per cer 7 : n. Add to this the impor- 
tation of tton wast ns from Great Britain, Switzer- 
lar 1 Bel m untries fre mm American fiber, and 
it upparen t ries of this country are prs 
t \ ye! it wnen ch ranks first in val in Y 
I I ig all ¢ u » United States. The same | 
re pend e Uj AY " OF lous Trae of te cotton 
I ( Brit 1, rl rland the Nether! 
e rter feature of m is that there is, not only in Ger 
! ughout Europe x feelir 3 of resentment agi this 
i terminat ir spinning and we aving industries 
V be emancipated fi ich yas saan by the d lovelopment of 
V V w sources of supply. und this moveme ~" has ir ispired the 
i m < tish Cot Growing Associat which after two 
rs I successful experiments in Blerre Laces has within the 
I fe re ved from the Province of Lagos, West Africa, a samp 
§ ment %) tons from this season’s crop, which is pronounced equal to the 


best America pland in both length and quality of fiber. 





I will not read further, Dut to add to the impressiveness of this 
I find in the address of King Edward to Parliament, a few days 


ago when Parliament assembled, the following: 








The insufiiciency of the supply of raw material, upon which the great cot- 
ton industry of this country depends ane inspired me with deep concern. I | 
trust the efforts being made in various par ts of my Empire to increase the 
area of cultivation may be attended w vith a large measure of success 


What are we going to do down here in the South, 
fields are const: untly increasing, 
developed over in Africa and in other places great cotton fields to 
replace those from which they now draw their supplies? 

Now, I think, Mr. Chairman, that not only every man who 
studies the market, but every man who has ever bought a load of 
coal, must realize that the price which our farm products have 
commanded during the two or three years preceding this one was 
largely due to the demand abroad, Shortage in crops, and wars, 
aggravated that demand and increased it. What is the reason 
that we have not had this year the high pric es for cattle and hogs 


where the | 
when the European nations have | 


that we haltwo or three years ago? Lack of foreign demand is one | 


thing. Of course, thereis the beef trust, which is another thing that 
comes in and strangles competition and forces the farmer of the 


West to sell his cattle at prices which they fix in the recesses of | 


their own offices, and then compels him to buy the products of | 


those cattle at prices which suit its greed. I noticed a few 
days ago in the New York Herald, in connection with a few 


interview which I g 
itement: 


words of 
cant st 


rave upon the beef trust, this signifi- 


ici 


The of 





ls of the Department of Justice, when asked about the beef 
trust, said e had been no specific complaint of the violation of the beef- 
trust injunction, and all that was necessary was for a formal complaint to be 


entered and it would be attended to. 

Now, this is startling news. The Department of Justice wait- 
ing for formal complaint to be made, after this body last year 
appropriating $500,000 to enable those in control of that Depart- 
ment to go and find out the truth themselves. I have always 
iced that if there be floating around a 


+ 
noi 


| for the last two or three years been payin 


A friend cf mine went into a restaurant of Chicago a few days 
ago and recklessly ordered a sirloin steak. The waiter said to 
him: ‘* Won’t you have some onions with your steak?’’ He said: 
“! Os i am going, to the theater to-night with some ladies, and I 
do not want my breath to smell of onions.’’ The waiter says: 

‘*T beg to assure you, sir, that when you see the bill for that 
steak it will take your breath away.’’ [Laughter.] The truth 
is, that if the farmers of the country are going to get any prices 
for their products they have got to have the markets. 

They have not only got to keep the markets they now have, but 
‘ause more acres are brought under the plow every year, and 
ause farms are managed better and there are better forms of 
cultivation, they produce more and more every year, and we have 
got to have constantly increasing markets. But how are we going 
to get the markets? We must not only find some one who wants 
to buy, but we must find somebody who wants what we want to 
sell. We have got to make some kind of a bargain with him 
which will be satisfactory to him. We can not ex pect men in 
Germany, in France, in England, to take their stulf over into 
some foreign land and sell it for cash and bring the cash to this 
country and buy our wheat for cash, or our pork for cash, or our 
corn for cash. 

That is contrary to the way things are done in this world. It 
might be an ideal situation; but we might just as well begin to 
learn the great truth that we can not continue to sell to Great 
Britain and her possessions $700,000,000 worth of farm products 
and at the same time buy $2,000,000 of what she produces or any- 
thing like it. 

Now, in this connection, in looking for markets, we turn our 
eyes toward the north. We find therea great stretch of country, 
watered by the same clouds and warmed by the same sun as our 
own. Go up to that country, and you know not when you pass 
the dividing line, unless you are trying to carry through in your 
grip something upon which duty has beenimposed. It is a coun- 
try which, as aman welle xpressed it a few years ago when I was 
in Canada—‘‘it is a country that has just been discovered; 
has just acquired a knowlec ige of its greatness: it has just Sena 


bee 


something of its fruitful acres, of its wondrous mineral resources, 
and its boundless area. It is larger by far than all the glorious 


States and Territories of these United States. It has, compara- 

tively speaking, only a few millions of people: “and yet those peo- 

ple upon the north, with their limited powers of production, have 

ying an average of some- 

thing over 40 per cent in order to get their dutiable goods to our 
markets. 

And how does she treat us? 


Our goods go in there for some- 
thing like 24 per cent. 


We have given her the opportunity t 


| send her goods in here upon a dutiable basis nearly twice as higit 


and fugitive bottle of that amber liquid which makes Milwaukee | 


famous there were always half a doze n special agents, deputy 
marshals, or secret-service men to trace out the man who failed 
to pay the tax upon it, and to see that he was prosecuted. 

| have always noticed that if some poor cuss who tried to get a 
pension, exaggerated the facts, perhaps put something in the 


record which was erroneous because of the long time that had | 


elapsed and perhaps interfered with his recollection of things—I 
have noticed that whenever anything of that kind of a serious 
nature occurs there is always somebody wearing the star of the 
United States, upon the spot to have him indicted for perjury. 

[ have noticed, too, that when some mountaineer down in Ken- 


tucky undertakes to gather the fragrance of the flowers, and the 
rays of the sunshine, and the music of the birds, and the glories 
of the heavens and blend them all into a little moonshine whisky 


there is always somebody there thé 


the Cominissioner and prosecuted under 


to see 


it he is brought before 
the law. 


And yet a great organization which defies public sentiment, 
which ignores the plainest principles of justice, which is stirring 
the farmers of my State to the center is doing business every 


day at the same old stand, and the Department of Justice is going 
to wait until somebody files an information. [Laughter on 
Democratic side. | 

I would like to have them go out beyond the Mississippi River, 
and if they do not find all the complaint that they want there I 
won't say any more on the subject. Why, the question out there 
is becoming so important that they are now organizing a great 
Corn Belt Meat Producers’ Association; and I hold in my handa 
letter from the secretary,in which he says that within thirty days 
every county in Iowa will be organized, and when they get organ- 
ized they are guing to make some complaints. 


the 


weutatné ani Geditaeiet 1 that she places upon our goods. 
rwhere ; attached | 


Now, at this time—I can not go into details—Canada is awaken- 
ing to a realization of her power. Canada bas been bound in the 
commercial restraints which this country has placed and main- 
tained upon her. Public sentiment there is being stirred to the 
center—not alone by reason of self-interest, but with something 
of the spirit of revenge and retaliation for our conduct. I find 
here a statement of Consul-General Foster, of Ottawa, in the con 
sular report dated January 30, that the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion on the 17th of that month passed resolutions that ther 
should be an early revision of the tariff, for the following reasons: 


In order that manufacturing in Canada may keep up with changed 
ditions. 

In orde T that capital and labor in Canada may be properly protecte 
the specialized and heavily protected industries of foreign countries, whi 
use the Canadian markets as their eae z grou nd. 

In order that Canadian resources may be developed and Canadian indus 


fro 


| tries built up. 


|} me 


| Frenc h, 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi; Will the gentleman pardon 
a moment? I have here a letter which I have received from 
an old schoolmate of mine who is now secretary of the Tri-C 
Reciprocity League, composed of manufacturers of the cities 
Moline, Il., Rock Island, Ill., and Davenport, Iowa; number 
employees, 6,600; aggregate capital and surplus of memb 
$17,076,000; value of annual product, $18,645.00 , 

The letter is dated Davenport, Iowa, and is sig med by N 
who, by the way, is an old schoolmate of mine, and w! 
is the secretary of the association. I should like to have the ¢ 
tleman either allow me to read this or have him insert it in h 
remarks. 

Mr. WADE. I should like to have it inserted in my remarks. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the letter be inserted in the gentleman's ™ 
marks, 
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. AN. If the gentleman desires it, it can be done | the great truth — his the important fact known ¢ 
16 I 
wit a ‘un :nimous consent. who reads oa I papers, that the small manufactu i 5 
WADE. I will make it a part of my remarks, handicapped by th: » limitation upon our market with Ca 
The letter is as follows: while the large manufacturer, the large | nac] 
Tri-Crry Recrprociry LEAGUE ~slin hen cletuined the benefit 1 ective prin 
. se «(ite v7 10, 1901 » o as + 
Davenport, Iowa, February 10, 190k. | country for the past twenty-five years, and o ha . for- 
DFARS Permit me tocall your attention to the fact that manufacturers tune. instead of staving here n daw +} ' a * 5 
of this section of the country are deeply interested in the quest fon o i reci- eee eee - = : an I 
pr ‘ th foreign countries. We fear that our foreign trade in farm | I 4 line, so th t , a 
prod d manufactured goods can not be extended or even ntained } ) IT n pital 
A aur * I 1 lines are 3 establis} hed wi tk . e . 
un rocal trade relations on broad, libera , t h ith | jn manufacturing pla ase What nsf 
other untries. The Dingley tariff law and the refusal of the Senate to | as vcturi } mpi : ; “ 
ratiiy the treaties negotiated by the McKinley Administra un i r the this? W hy , Amer T ( 
prov of that law have aroused a growing feeling of an tagonista and re- | labor and Canadiaz ; ; 
talintion, which must in time, if not checked, prove a real i ry to our for- | n are making in this aa a ier 
eientrade. The movement in England unde iat leadership of Chamberlain a ae ae oe UALS * aaSUE Ys W aur 
is ominous. | and Rock Island and Moline are e1 \ ie t i 
While some of the members of a = interest : in forei 1: » concerns are getting th -_ ile tl , 
tra vet they are mu *h more Interestec in the domestic trade, whic! . harap. rr Pr ecanntry ara } to ; 
ma times greater than the foreign. They view with apprehension any te ae ot my untry are I Ca: 
mo nt abroad which may leat i to the curtailment of our export of | PO d Dy reason Of our excessive exa Why 
lucts. as it would i njure their est customers, the farmers at home facturer of bugg in t] \ W 0.in! } 
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u mously adopted resolutions favoring more liberal reciprocal trade re 
lati with foreign countries, a nd e specially with Canada. Canada has1 | 
cei special at m not only because it is our next-door neighbor with 
‘ the same blo ion: language, and customs as our n, | 
ise of t st territ wry it is rapidly developing in the) Northwest, } 
u r libera le relations will consume great quantities of our 
ts, and, finally, because this country and ¢ ‘anada have reacheda point 
they must soon »much more friendly or much more host! | 
I reié al matters. Hit » party in Canada favorable to more friendh 
relations with _— ountry and thelowering of tariff walls through mutual 
col ns ‘will } evail, greatly increasing the trade between the two coun- |} 
tries ) hovel. aby retaliation and exclusion, the party clamoring for a 
higher t riff I our | roducts and friendly tothe policy of Chamberlain 
Ww win, in which case there must be a great falling « in our export 
Ca ia, and ater on of ouragricultural exports to England if Chamberla 
pol V ‘The surest way to defeat Chamberlain's policy is by making 
ar city treaty with Canada. While absolute free trade w ith i 1da 
ufactured as well as natural products is, perhaps, o1 ut of th tion | 
owing, among other things, to the Canadian policy of g 
a acturit lustries of th at country, yet there could bea | 
stan in uties by both countries on manuf red prod s | 
wells ade inn 1y if not all of the nataral I ucts of both coun- | 

























































t , to the mutual benefit of both. 

We are aware that the attempt has been made to array the farmer of this 
country against reciprocity vith Canada on the plea that the wi atof Can 
ada would come into this country and compete with our own wheat and beat 
down its pr ete. If this free entry of Canadian wheat to our markets 
would bea ul injury to our farmers, the members of this association 
v i hesitat time before advocating it,astheir welfar lependent 
upon the farmers. As a matter of fact, the price of wheat 
markets a where the wheat from all over the world me« 
tion, and so as the price to our farmers is concerned it 1 

e whether the Canadian wheat passes through this country ) 
Euroy r whether it is transformed into flour here. It does n 
ence, however, to the transportation companies and millers o f | 
a employees, as free entry of Canadian wheat would | 
v eT a lea that to the extent we buy the products of Canada 
wi in home we regard as uns vind. 

peri been that the development of the new States in t! 
‘ ] qurte® sae sreneee: , the old Stat 1s, but that 
t ary, its effect Was to it rease it. Ma S are rreat st 
p! m, and reciprocal trade relations with t wer 1 rictions in t 
1 ealways: tended to increase the sum total of production of the 
] ‘ erned, 

rhe question of tl proce cts of pauper labor does not enter int i 

T the Canadian labor iss imil = to our own and receiving s res 
: pi nt Ei h goods e1 a preferential « ra n ( id 
t ‘ hat the pr fe derence mag b inc ed in th ar futur 

ul ar reaty is made with Cana 

Wel 1@ is ripe for such a treaty, and thatit can be negotiat 
on li give to our products as great a preferei as is given t 
] > matter isof great importance to us, 1 ‘spe 
‘ t ethe1 ter full consideration, so that you may 1} epared 
to he same should me before Congress. ; ; 

Yours, tru 
Tri-Crry Reciprociry LEAGUE, 
By NATH. FRENCH, 
q rre li y © ) y 

Mr. WADE. That is right in my rict The tri-cities are 
upon the two sides of the great F ather Waters, and constitut 
I dare say, the greatest manufacturi center, considering the 
number of the population, in the United States oe nport in 
iowa, Bentondorf in Iowa, ind and Moline in Illinois 


Rock Isl; 


onstituting one gr 











| turn just a moment to the mannufacturer’s side of 1 

q m, because we are not onlyan agricultural State out there, 
but we are becoming a mannfacturing State. Ev i ir 
miate of any consequence has its factories send i 

ke into the heavens to-day, and the boys fr tl ire 
going into those factories, and they are carryirg into them the 
fa "Sy rs th the determination and the genius that enabled their 
ik rs > aoe or forty years ago to overcome the obstacles of 


Hi 
turers’ 


- life there, and they are making manufacturing an im- 


tay t element in our Commonwealth. 
‘e is this letter from the secretary of this Tri-( ‘ity Manufac- | 


Association, pleading for reciprocity, because they realize 


in order to ¢ t a carioas 





way of avoiding i should he 

the whole labor cost in the mai tured ar 

Now, 1 must hurry along. I have said tl he ¢ 
our people upon this great question has l. Isa 
men out there were tired of thes ndi WwW) 
interchange with Canada and what a t 1 of 
some people seem to think that there is in it a 
aga American eggs, when, 1 mat f t y 
dian ¢ xport of eggs last year W 
of our population. [Applause on l \W 
are we afraid of? Are w fra r W 
ping our wheat now into the markets « 
side Canadian wheat; it is s to 
the same pric 

Somebody on this floor has been talking 7 
of oats from Canada in « VATIS« , 
5,500; of barley, 1 to 2,400; potatoes, 1 t ‘ t 
Why, take the exports of ¢ liat t 
them into the stock yards « i l 
come out after breakfast and ve 4 
W hat are we afraid of? Do we rg N 
to be forgotten by some men, that ¢ : 
manufa ‘tured produ ts, but that C la is taki 
ucts as well? Where is Canada goi1 O 2 


cotton for the farmers out on tl 


on the Yukon in the 
c, their bacon, ther c: 
~ beans, and everything « 
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ifteen years while that country 
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Now, I said that they wert 
state I want »> say at I 
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any moditication of the tariff 
prevent them from | m 

It was strong enough in t S 
lican friends and ! 
of this House to appeal to h 
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Why, the poor deluded fellows believed, as they say, “tl 
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system.’’ Believing—still believing. They have a wonderful | lican for the stand he has taken. Moreover, it is well to recognize that Goy- 


faith. They possess a faith such as was described by one man, 
who said, ‘* Faith is a virtue which enables a man to believe 
that which he knows is not trne.’? That was the kind of faith 
they had at thattime. [Applause.] This was signed, Mr. Chair- 
man, not by Democrats, not by revolutionists, not by anarchists, 
but by every Republican officeholder in that county, by every 
judge of a court, by every banker of any prominence, by every 
wholesale man, and no Democrat nor a man whose Republican- 
ism was ever suspected is found among them. 

That was an expression of sentiment then, and the sentiment 
is strong enough this year to induce the governor of my State to 
say in his inaugural address: 


Contemporaneously with our advent into the wider sphere of influence 
the commercial nations seemed to awal 


| 


| 
| 


ernor Cummins voices a sentiment that is held by a very large and very 
respectable elementin ¢he Republican party, an element that is bound to 
make itself heard and felt. This element will not be rash nor unreasonable, 
but it does not intend to be bottled up. There can be harmony on a basis of 
mutual consideration and mutual respect. 


Why, they are thinking out there—the people are thinking, 


/and there are a lot of officers out there and politicians who are 


| thinking, too. 


| came along. 
| The man replied: ‘* I am just thinkin’.”’ 


en toa consciousness of what we are | 


doing in the way of trade, and they were amazed to find that we had taken | 


first place in the business of the world. They perceived for the first time, 
apparently, that while we were making mighty inroads on their markets 
they were practically shut out of ours. Day by day 
situation grew more complete, and the consequence has been an intelligent 
and continuous effort on the part of each nation to so adjust its laws and 
treaties as to give the maximum of work to its own people. 

Is not that new? 

Free trade, or any semblance of it, both in laws and the mindsof men, dis- 
appeared, and there is now but one nation of importance upon the face of the 
earth that harbors the delusion, and mark my word that the moment that 
Joseph Chamberlain is able to take the sense of the Engiish people it will dis- 
appear there also. So long as we were abie to exclude competitive commod- 
ities from our markets and enter other ds practically without hindrance 





st 





y the appreciation of the | 


we occupied an ideal position, one which, if it could itinne, would make 
us the absolute masters of the eommercial world. But itcould notcontinue, | 
it has not continued, and henceforth we must fight for even a fair chance 


abroad. 

Then he discusses this matter of open markets with Canada, 
which I will not take the time to read, except a few words. He 
says: 

It is obvious that the farmers’ principal desire 
to feed as many people as possible. They sell breadstuits and meats in their 
various forms, both at home and abroad, and therefore they ought to be in 
favor of the policy which wili maintain and multiply their markets in their 
own country, and protect and incre: their 1 un othercountries. To 
put it in another form: It is plain the 





and paramount interest is 





la AKU 1 








hould advocate the proposition which 
will add to the number of men at work in fields of industry other than agri- | 
culture at home, and which will remove burdensome restrictions and impo- | 
sitions which prevent a fair entry into markets al 1. Letusnot becontent 


with mere abstractions. It has been po 
it is still possible to make, a treaty with Ca 


come, make us practically masters of the i 


ke, and in my judgment 
rhich would, for years to 
into that Dominion 








In the last ten years American manufactur have expended $100,000,000 
in the establishment of plants in Can hich would have been kept at 
home, with ail the labor which that imp if there had been a fair and per- 


manent relation existing between the tw 
student of affairs knows that the char 


countries 


Not only so, but every 


ioW have across the border will 


be completely destroyed unless we tre vith ouri uobors upon a fairr 
‘iprocal basis. The farmers of Iowa have lost something in the foreclosure 
ot the opportunity to feed the men who are operat the plants to which I 





have referred,and they will lose more when Canada raise: 
England, France, and Germany w supply the n ‘Tial 
upon which she is ju : 


the barrier so that 


for the wonderful 
) 


SSeS 


development A h we are so well pre- 
pared to supply. It has been said t in order bain these changes it 
will be necessary for us to let into our markets Canada’s agricultural prod- 


ucts or some of them. I believe t t ye partially true, t 
farn of Iowa whether they think they wenuld 
Which would you rather do, lose t market wh 
vast imports into Canada or meet Canada in c 
you produce? 


tlet me ask the 

lose in exchange? 
ch would be created by our 
petition in the things which 





11 
u 


the 





assert confidently that in the rp struggle with Illinois, W 
Minnesota, the Dakotas, Nebraska, k , and Missouri you 
be able to discern the influence of Cai in corn, oats, barley, hay, cattle, 


horses, hogs, butter, and eggs 









I go further. Wecan make treaties with C uth America, with 
France, Germany, Spain, and Italy that will i ncrease our exports 
( f ires to those countr.es t ed of em 
ploy me ere We can put to work e to feed 
these added nine men, and why is 
inertia which seems to prohibit the pi D 


red precincts of the tariif sche 





the sac 









\nd how is it with your market In England ther 
open door, but you know that a mig is winging it in your 
face id it may not be long before on t an there will n« ven be 
the ‘ jar. 

D yt think you ought to b2 alert and make s provision, if you 
can, f ass the bolt slips int ck 

In France you are under sore discrimit .a discrimination which could 
be removed without any substantial injury to a manufacturer in the United 
ptates, 

Germany is making it harder for you all the while, and yet we rest su- 


pinely, watching with apparent satisfaction the gradual exclusion of the 





fowa farmer from the markets of the German Enipire 

I might continue this journey around the world, but it would serve no use- 
ful purpos If wha lave said will not ar ! men who till the soil, 
who raise the cattle, horses, hogs, and hens, and produce the cheese, butter, 


and ezgs of Iowa, Il am mistaken in their intell 


their loyalty. 


igence and have overrated 


Talk about idolatry, when the great power of this House is par- 
alized now in the face of an impending Presidential election be- 
cause of its stolid adherence toa policy which the best and noblest 
and most conservative supporters of that doctrine in the past are 
beginning to repudiate. Let me now quote a few words from the 


They are thinking like the fellow who sat ona 
doorstep at 2 o’clock a. m. one winter night, when a policeman 
The policeman said: ‘*What are you doing there?” 
‘*Well,’’ said the police- 
man, ‘‘ get in or you will freeze to death. What are you think- 
ing about?” ‘‘I was just thinkin’ whether I would goin and get 
killed, or whether I would stay out here and freeze to death.” 
[Laughter and applause.] They are thinking out there. They 
have realized out there the great truth expressed by a man in an 
asylum. A man was sent to an asylum and an inmate in ther 
said: **What did you come here for?’ He said: ‘* They sent me 
here because I am a tariff reformer and I voted the Republican 
ticket.’’ ‘‘Oh!’’ he said, ‘‘that isashame. You should not be 
sent here. This is a place for the insane and you are nothing but 
a damn fool.’’ [Great laughter and applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WADE. I would like to have a few minutes more. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Iowa be ex- 
tended for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate has been lim- 
ited to4o0’clock. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent to extend the time for general debate until ten 


| minutes past 4 o’clock and that the gentleman from Iowa hay: 


at 


that time. 
hears none. 
Mr. WADE. Some of the men in our State say these things 
are treason, but I want to call attention to the Republican plat 
form adopted eight years ago, in which it is said: 
We believe the repeal of the reciprocity arrangements negotiated by t! 


last Republican Administration was a national calamity, and we demand thei: 
renewal and extension on such terms as will equalize our trade with othe: 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 


| nations, remove the restrictions which are now obstructing the sale of Amer 


ican products in the pat of other countries, ete. Protection and reciprocit; 
are twin measures of Republican policy and go hand in hand. 

All I have got to say is if the arm of reciprocity is not pulled 
out of the socket by this time, it is a mighty long arm, becaus 
protection has got so far ahead that ‘* sister reciprocity ’’ can’t se 

‘sister protection’’ in thedim distance. Acalamity! Iask what 
has been done to remedy this calamity? I ask the gentleman from 
Connecticut now, What does the Republican party stand for 
And I ask this not in the sense he asks as to Democracy, but mor 
gvrammatically speaking in the sense which I ask it. What ist! 
reason the Republican party is standing? Whatisittied to? Why) 
does it stand absolutely defiant of all this growing sentiment? | 
it because a little modification of some tariff schedule would | 
an injury to the country, or is it because it would be an injury ¢ 

he Republican party? Is it because it would actually bring «a: 


injury to some legitimate business interest. or is it because the 
giant trusts have issued their commands, which must be obeye: 


Men upon this floor have told us timeand again of the awfu 
terrors which stand in front of even a suggestion of Democrat 
success. They have told us timeand again that if ever it becam 
apparent that Democracy had a chance to win that at that u 
ment industry would be paralyzed, the doors of the factory would 
be closed, and a general scene of desolation would meet the ey: 
of the people. They have painted for us in eloquent words th 
vreat picture that appeared before their minds as they looked « 
upon the great sea of national life. They have told us that th 
could see there the boat of Democracy, the old ship of Democrac 
rocking and tumbling upon the waves, its masts all swept off, 
sides smashed in, going to pieces upon the rocks of political a 
versity. - 

It suggests to me the story of the old fellow down in Missou 
who started for New Orleans with his carpetbag in one hand a 
his umbrella in the other. It was in the olden days, and he w 
going down to the steamboat to take a trip down the Mississip) 
He walked leisurely along until he came to the brow of the h 
overlocking the landing, and as he locked down he heard 1 
whistle blow and the bell ring, and there was the boat, whi 
was going to take him on his journey, just pulling out inthe M 





sissippi away from thelanding. He hesitated fora moment. IH 
spit on his hands and said, ‘*I will make it or die.’? He star 


| down that hill at a speed which would make the recognition 


| the Panama Republic look like 30cents. [Laughter.] 


leading Republican paper in Iowa, the Des Moines Register and | 


Leader: 
Republicans may differ from Governor Cummins. But itis fully time that 
all should recognize that Governor Cummins has ample warrant as a Repub- 


As he 
down to the little plank landing, the boat was out abont 10 o1 
feet, and he gave one leap, landing oa the deck, his umbrella go 
one way and his carpetbag the other. He struck a large, po 


' gentleman amidship, and went sprawling on the other side of t 
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vessel. He got up and, brushing the dust off, said, ‘‘ When I say | oped system, the Chief Signal Officer, in a letter 


I will make it or die, I'll make it or die.’’ The other fellow, who | 17, 1904, states: 
had been knocked down, got up, looked around, and said, ** You | = { have to report that the system appr 





yved July 


damned fool, this boat is comingin.’’ (Laughter. ] | at Fort Barrancas, Fla., and in the Poi Han lart 
Thy vou— ‘ ‘racy is c ing i | pleted systems in the Narragansett anc ew Li 
Why, you—gentlemen, the boat of Democracy is coming in. | Soke dhe anaereens qncdal tor a chienae trea Gh 


[Laughter.] She is coming in, her sails swelling full, and she system of range finding. 

is laden down, not with desolation, not with poverty, not with PPR eae Mer Ee 
products to make soup houses, but laden down with good for the ee sy - 5 
whole people; laden down with demands for honesty and integ- 
rity in the administration of governmental affairs; laden down 
with the assurance that the restrictions which are now placed 
upon American commerce by the legislation which we now have 
shall be swept away, not by some radical upheaval, not by some 
mighty stroke that will disturb business conditions, not by one 
of those efforts which would have no regard for the business 
interests of this country, but by careful, conscientious, honest 
effort to aid in the adjustment of our commercial relations in 


of cost made by the Chief Signal ¢ 
single emplacement. 


$4.275 per emplacement. In oth 
ture amounts to $17,100 to render 
of our best experts, a battery of g 


were—ayes 49, noes 53 


million of dollars. I trust that the 
The question being taken on agreeing to th 


ve a reasol 


It appears that for four installations the co 
l 


‘r words, t 
doubly effe 
uns that has 


im, & 


such a way as to bring to the producer of the farm products of Mr. BRUNDID¢( ee | oe 


this land something of a wider market and better prices; some-!| 5, eee ea oe 
c ng . 3 | Tellers were ordered; and Mr. 
thing that will bring more returns for the men who labor in the 
shop, that toil in the factories, by giving them a broader field 
for their products, because their labor and the demands for their 
labor must depend on the demand for the products of their | 
hands; something that will bring to the manufacturers of this y ae ere 

. + > ee : +3 > © Mr. RANDE 4L of Texas. I 1 
country not the promise of desolation and destruction of the busi- | ,, Gen? ell lebertinn “tee.” tn 3 
ness interests, but an honest effort to try and adjust business con- | : ee tesa 


were appointed. 
The committee again divided; a 
noes 76. 


ditions so that their field of operation may be enlarged, so that | The nals helen cos toc 
they may get a fair return on their capital, so that their work- | The CH AIRMAN. . a it 
men will get a fair return for their labor, and so that the fields | Mr 1 \ MES. a il fc tan = 
of the great Northwest, bearing their burdens of crops every year, T a eee a le a 1: ws d Mr 
may feed the mouths of the millions where they now feed the | T ne ee ee 
thousands. ys piece: tongeteions ee 
And then those who man the great boat of Democracy are go- ie ae divided; 
ing to raise the question as to whether or not all of the toil, all of | ‘7,,D0O®3 >: 
the industry, all of the effort, and the results of individual effort | | omg Ang 4] A Gn the ; 
of this country must be subjected to the greed of the few men oT he ‘ ‘lerk eee i] So the ; 
who, regardless of honesty and justice, crush out with mighty | 1e Clerk read as follows: 
blows every industry which they can not control. | FORTIFICATIONS IN IN 
We are going to insist upon knowing whether on the one hand | For construction of seacoast | rie 
we must have an army of industrial pirates and on the other maar Mo 
hand an army of industrial slaves. ; 
Gentlemen, the ship of Democracy is coming in, and it will be | jn ee pe 
tied up to the dock here about the 4th of March, 1905. There is | 5™*° 0"! all of this bill beginnin 
no occasion for any man in any line of employment in this great one ane — Bae 
land to feel that there is any danger to any legitimate enterprise. | ,, 2° CHAIRMAN. The vote 
But I tell you that the flag that ficats at its masthead is notice to 


att 





Ls. S200.000), 






all the rascals in high places, to all the rascals in low places, to all | *#¢ Whole should be willing to treat all as on 
the men who seek to subject individual effort to their passion for Mr. 5M [TH of Kentucky. Task unan 
greed that they had better be getting under cover, because they | YOC® Ye taken on the one proposition t 
are not going to find any friends aboard. [Great applause onthe | ™Stea¢ of on each paragraph, 
Democratic side. ] oo HAIR} [AN. Is ther ee 
The CHAIRMAN. General debate being now closed, the Clerk | Chair hears none, Tho Clerk will read the 1 
will proceed to read the bill by paragraphs for amendment and | T°feTred to in the proposition Of the g 
debate under the five-minute rule. The Clerk read as follows: a aie 
The Clerk read as follows: a ee eat eee ee 
FIRE-CONTROL INSTALLATIONS. ie tan ees eee ed eee 
For the purchase, installation, operation, and maintenance of the necess: rf n irs, W 
lines and means of electrical communication, including telephones, dial an nents tl Lach ry n ssa t l 
other telegraphs, wiring and all special instruments, apparatus, and mate- | 95.1. | 
rials, and salaries of electrical experts, engineers, and other necessary em For the purchase, i icture, t 
ployees, connected with the use of coast artillery, $500,000. bod x ; a a n iar alge P a 
Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strik- | the arsenals, $162,000. 
ing out in line 13, page 8, the word “‘ five’’ and inserting in lieu Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. ¢ 
thereof the word “* one,” making the appropriation $100,000. This | change the form of my m nand } 
is the item appropriating $500,000 for fire-control installations. | language: 
As I stated in my previous remarks, the apparatus contemplated Provided, 'That nor f 
by this provision has not been sufficiently tested. I believe the | fortify the Philippine Islands. 
gentleman from New York stated that since the hearings before I see that a part of the text of the bill 
the committee that there are two of these arrangements now in | and Porto Rico. I do not wish to stri 
full operation—only two in the United States—and it seems to me | to those islands; but I do wish to lin 
that $100,000 is a sufficient sum with which to conduct these fur- | those. Honce I offer an amendment in tl 
ther experiments. Therefore I have proposed this amendment At the end of line 8 add: “P’ I 
and hope that the same may be adopted. priated shall be used for t ition of the } 
Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I trust that this amendment The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks t] 
will not prevail. I believe that the expenditure here proposed is | apply to that paragraph only and not to the 
as important as any item in this bill. This system of fire control Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Then, Mr. ( 
was not only invented and inaugurated by our own officers—its | 25 an independent claus 
efficiency has been demonstrated by actual practice, and in con- | , That no money appropriated in th 
sequence was adopted by the Board of Ordnance and Fortifica- | ®°@%0ns’™ the Philippine Islay 
tion, who recommended its installation, I mov that amendment to the bill. 
The Chief of Artillery states that— e | = A ; os IRMAN. The le rk will re 
} tered Dy the gentieman fro ,ent 
It can safely be said that the money thus spent would more than double | — Mr. RAN N. , Mr. ae ' n. what ha 


the value of every coast-defense gun. the bill 
- . . . 1 u ‘ Y x ° 1 ° 
Now, as to the experience we have had with this newly devel- The CHAIRMAN. The items 


XXX VIII——129 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. 


LITTAUER a 
nd the telle1 


So the amendment was rejected. 
nove to amer 


> 
ne 13. page 


| appropriation $200,000 instead of $500,000. 


reeling tot 
S appear Tf 
LITTAUER a1 


and the 1 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair votes in tl 


1rendment is not 
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Ae Ew 


Mr. MANN. There is no amendment as to those. 


The CHAIRMAN. No amendment has been agreed to. The 
Clerk will report the amendment. 


Clerk read as follows: 





After line 8, page 9, insert as an independent paragraph the following: 
») money appropriated by act shall be us aoe the 
» Philip; 16 Islands.”’ 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chi 


ne the ngress is war- 


i 
y that Ido not believe that at this tims 
i ter upon a come of forti- 


ranted in undertaking to fortify or en 
I 
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the American people shall retain permanent possession of the 
Philippine Islands or not. 

Its essentially an appropriation which would be vain and 
senseless except in view of the intention of retaining the Philip- 
pine Islands permanently. That is a great question that has not 


| been settled; it has to be settled in the future, and the dominant 


fications in the Philippine Islands. As everyone knows, there 
is avery large numb r of those islands, and to fortify them prop- | 
erly willinvolve an expenditure mounting up in to the millions. I 


; 
not believe that it would be the part of wisdom in Congress now 
! 1 1 ast, I think we cai 1 well afford 


{ 
t nthatsvstem. At k 
: 1 . , ; nea * 
to postpone any action along this line until some future Congress, 
v I 
‘ 








| party in this country, ruling in the White House and reigning 
irman, I a desire to 


here, have never yet dared say whether they proposed ultimately 
to keep the Philippine Islands or turn them loose. Here lately I 
see that Professor Schurmann says that his understanding from 
a private conversation he had with the late lamen ted McKinley 
was that it was the policy, the Republican policy, to hold the: se 
islands in a state of tutelage or apprent iceshi p, to train them for 
fitness for independence, and then to make them indepen \ nt. 


| Whatever may be the policy of the governing party of the coun- 


| try, it has not announced that policy. 


we understand more thoroughly what is to be done, what 

fu Tr between the United States proper and these | 

nds shall ail time tocome. I do not understand that at | 

I nt there has been any det jesensocage ah The party in control | 

of 1 \dministration as to the > th vill pursue. 

So faz the courts of the U nited Riakeid are concerned it has 
been held that these islands—or that Porto Rico at least, and the 
Philippines are in the same relation to us—are domestic territory 


t that means Iam not prepared to say. 


y whether any ailer gentlem: 








a in the exact ange eco of t expression or not. 
But so urt decisions go, these Territories are territory ap- 
I it to the United Sti tes, an na the citizens of that territory 
ar iliens. Whether thee are ci ns of the United States is 
ar lifferent proposition, but. it has been determined by 
the Supreme (¢ t of the United States that they at least are not 
alier 


U i and a ve ry 


», looking at this subject—and it is a very serious 











complicated one—I believe, gentlemen, it is the intelligent thing 
for us to do to postpone action upon any proposition looking to 
th penditure of large sums of money 1 ent ring upon new 

t f improvements in those isla before we know defi- 
nitely what we are to do with them in the future 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, the f rtifications at 3 
and Subig Bay, as appropriated for, would mean a very slight 
expenditure in comparison to the large « expendit ures that have 
already been made in th » Philippine Islan s for barracks, store- 
hou warehouses, and the like in connection with the army 
esta S if e 

Whether or not the Philippine Islands are absolutely the oe 
erty of the United States according to the law that t the ger itlem: 
( I hardly think need be taken into con ration at this 
ti question is, shall we leave Manila and Subig Bay 
v ut any fortifi atl ns, so that if any trouble should arise any 
ship could sail in the pe hold the city at its mercy? We must 
provide at some early date for a naval | base in those waters. Un- 
less we do so we can not maintain our Navy. I trust the amend- 
I will not prevail. 


an upon the floor is | 


It has never given us an 
opportunity to join forces against their policy 

Now, I am opposed to every appropriation that 
question, that assumes the permanent retention of the Philippine 
Islands. I have given my reasons in that behalf before, and it is 
not necessary even briefly to run over them again, except just one 
reason—that they contain a population of between seven and ten 
millions of people that can not possibly be as aa sted in the 
body politic with the balance of the people of the Unit ; 
There is no opportunity of extending to them equal privileges and 
to lay upon them only equal burdens. There is, therefore 
possible view point as a Democrat from which a man can agree to 
their permanent retention and the permanent and indefinite hold- 
ing them in colonialism, which is all that the Republican party 
has thus far announced to be its policy for all its acts, deeds. and 
conducts. I therefore hope the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky will prevail. 

Mr. LITTAUER. May I ask the gentleman a qu restior 
no mat ter what may occur as to our retention of the P 
Islands, does not the gentleman also believe that it will 


t prejudges that 





| sary to maintain a naval station in those islands? 


Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not know about that. I 


| hope the United States always will maintain a nayal station 
| somewhere in —_ Orient; but I am waiting for you to say that 


| for the fortification of our insular possessions 


Mr. BOWIE. I want to ask the gentleman a question. The | 


nds retain the revenues which are collected there 
iff duties, do they not? 

rAUER. Certainly. 

1 








SOWIE. Then, why can not the Philippine government 
fortify Subig Bay and Manila Bay out of their own revenues, as 
they keep the tariff revenues that are collected there? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The matter of coast fortifications is a mat- 





ter of our own national defense. It is a constitutional provision 
which is enjoined on us, and it would seem to be eminently proper 
that it should be the work of the United States. 

Mr. BOWIE. In all the other Territories of this country the | 
tariff duties that are collected in those Territories go into our Na- | 
tional Treasury, and by this system you nu nak e a ous a different case. 

Mr. LITTAUER, How about Porto Ric 


Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact that the seis government 
would not be permitted to make fortifications, just as a State gov- 
iid not be permitted to make fortifications? 

AUER. Certainly. 


@® 
we 
a 
| 


Mr _M. I They can not do it. 

Mr. LITTAUER. It is no part of mals power or privilege, 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIR MAN. Debate Se diene amendment is exhausted. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I move to strike out the last 


word of this amendment 

The gentleman from New York has just pleaded by analogy 
the argument that we have spent a great deal of money in the 
Philippine Islands for barracks and things of that sort. These 
expenses already made were necessary even in view of the fact 
that our occupation there was to be temporary. This particular 
expenditure, if it should carry, amounts, in so far as the provi- 
sion in the bill goes, to prejudging the great question as to whether 


| the rest of our people,’’ 


these people are independent, and you are holding it as a naval 
tation, : and alanine they are not a part of the common domain in 
a constitutional and true sense, so long as they are trea ited as mere 
tg tenances and mere app end: ages and belongings I say when 

m have a certain amount of money and that c ertain amount of 
sateohae is put into fortifications, and that money had better be 
put into fortifications for the purpose of protecting the ports 


wil 


against destruction by naval attacks if an attack should take 
place at Subig Bay and Manila. [Applause on the Democratic 


side. | 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, there is nothing in this 
bill that provides for the expenditure of any of this money in the 
Philippine Islands. It does provide for the expenditure of money 
The Philip in 
Islands are the most remote from the a ont ul part of the 
United States of any of our possessions and the most difficult of 
defense by the Army or by the Navy. Po bly + they require 
sea-coast fortifications, the same as others of our insular PC 
sions. But this bill leaves to the War Department to determin 
whether it is necessary to put this money into the P hilippine Is- 
lands or into Guam, or Porto Rico, or inte any of the insular 
OSSessions. 

The people of the Philippine Islands are more subject to att ack 
than any other people under the American flag, are less capable 
of defending themselves, and we are less capab le of def: nding y 





| them by reason of their remote situatio n, and it does seem to m 


this Congress ought not to say to them, ‘‘You are not entitled to 
the protection that we furnish the people here at home and to the 


| people of all our otherisland possessions.’’ If wesay tothem ‘‘ You 


are not entitled to the same care for your welfare we accord all 
we will be subject to criticism on their 
part. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

It is proposed to write into this bill that these people, who are 
now obedient to our laws and living under our flag, shall not have 
the same protection given to the people everywhere else who obey 
our laws and support our flag, although they are in more danger 
than any others of our people, although we are less capable of de- 
fending them than any of our other people. I protest again: 
putting this insult upon the people of the Philippine Islands an d 
announcing from this House that we are not willing to give to 
them the same protection we are willing to give everyone els 
who owes allegiance to our constitution and our laws. [Ap- 
plause.] I trust this distinction is not to be made here to-day. 

When the Philippine people were in insurrection against the 
authority of the United States, I was in favor of imposing that 











lips 


authority upon them; but when they are obedient to our laws I 
am in favor of giving to them every protection that we give to 
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anv other man in this country, and I protest against this proposi- 
tion that we are to inject right into our laws that we will fortify 
Hawaii, and we will fortify Guam, and fortify Porto Rico, and 


children under our tutelage are to go unprotected against the 
aggression of foreign powers, and I hope the amendment will not 
be adopted. [Applause. ] 7 : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. M 
amend the former amendment by striking out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi offers a 
substitute, to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, in the first 
place, these people are not obedient to our law, because you have 
refused to extend our laws to them. They are not obedient to 
any law, because you have refused to extend any law to them. 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. They are obedient to our laws that per- 
tain to them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ah! Ah! They are obedient 
to a government of absolut ism, armed with the largest discretion- 
ary powers of any colonial government under the sun to-day. 
The gentleman need not worry himself about the Filipinos being 
hurt when we decline to do something which looks like we were 
going to hold them in perpetual tutelage. They will rather be 
hurt at the reassertion of indefiniteness about our occupation and 
about our colonial sway. The gentleman says they are obedient 
to our laws and our Constitution. How can they be obedient to 
our Constitution when he himself says, or his party colleagues, 
that our Constitution does not apply to them? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. We have never claimed that all our 
laws — 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand, Mr. Chairman, 

he gentleman claims what King George claimed—that one law 
applies to men under the flag at home and another to men under 
the flag in the colonies. [Applause on the Democratic side. |] 

The British constitution did not apply to us, and he says that 
the American Constitution does not apply to them. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I have another objection to this. Where is it going io 
stop? Is the gentleman aware of the fact that it will take more 
money to fortify the Philippines than it would to fortify conti- 
nental America? Is he aware of the fact that the coast line of 
that immense archipelago, extending all the way up to the north- 
ern part of Luzon down to the southern point of Mindanao, will 
require more money to fortify than all the Pacific and Atlantic 
ind Gulf coasts of the United States? Is he not perfectly aware 
f the fact that the fortification at Manila and Subig Bay is not 
i sufficient one, that it is absolutely insufficient and ineffectual 
is a fortification of the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The War Department says that it would 
take a third or less to fortify it than it would to fortify continen- 
tal America. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Any man who has common 
sense who can look at amap knows better. Take those isiands 
and all those straits and all those harbors, twelve hundred islands, 
one island of which might be captured without disturbing another. 
Some people say 600, some 400, but I believe there are twelve hun- 
dred in all. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. How many of the harbors which the gen- 
tleman has mentioned can a war vessel get into? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That I do not know. If the 
gentleman will take—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. ‘ That is the reason the gentleman does not 
know what he is discussing. There are only a few harbors which 
need a coast defense. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I beg the gentleman's pardon, 
I may not have sufficient information, but I know more than that. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. ‘There are very few 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There is one below Iloilo 
somewhere—I do not know how to pronounce it—as well as one up 
by Luzon and one at Mindanao; so I happen to know more than 


Fi 
( 
5 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 





the gentleman imagines, althongh I may know very little about it. | 


Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman has only mentioned two 
or three; why doesn’t he mention more? The water is shallow 
on that coast. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I can not mention any more 
because of my insufficient information as an engineer as to the 
depth of the water on the coast of the Philippine Islands. I 
do know it is absolutely impossible to fortify that coast without 
great expense. , 
points you have got to defend are the harbors that a man-of-war 
can get into. That is not the fact. 
at other places. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman base his opposition to | New York 
cific 


this item on the cost alone? 
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| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No: Ido not. I base m 
| position on the fact that I do not int 
| shall hold the Philippine Islands. | 
we will fortify and defend our people here at home; but these | 


Mr. Chairman, I move to | 


| remain in the 


The gentleman seems to think that the only | 


Smaller ships can land men | 





i 
nd, if I can hel 
do not intend to D son T ; 
citizen body of the United States with the infiltration of 


al 
unfriendly, and unruly blood. [Applausé Democrat 
side.] Nor doI propose that my children shall be 1 d with ¢ 
idea that one people of one community has a 1 
another community with the indefinite colonia ‘ ) 
government. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, my friend from M ; 
| great on assertion, and he is still stronger in a iV 
has to confess that he does not have the facts on which t} 
| tion is founded. He states that it will cost mor 
Philippine Islands than it would to fortify the whole coast 
United States. His attention is directed to t fact 
Board of Ordnance of the War Department. that has that 
lar thing under their supervision, states that it will « ‘ 
fraction of the amount, and still my friend vociferat 
loudly that, from his own knowledge of it, it will cost m 
Then he is asked how many harbors there are in the Ph 
Islands. He doesn’t know; he knows very little about it: } : 
fesses that he knows nothing about the fortification of th 
coast. He does not even know whether it is nec 
the ports that will admit of letting a boat in, and 
asserts more loudly that it will cost re tof fy the ] 
Islands than it will to fou ify the e! I is eT 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is not th } - 
pines longer than the coast of the United State: 
Mr. PAYNE. Oh, that does not cut much « figure. I] } 
some confidence in the Ordnance Board 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will t t ul 


a question: 
Mr. PAYNE.’ My t 
utes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS 
that I always permit an iz 
Mr. PAYNE. 4 Hl; 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Missis 








ll yield for a short 








I wanted to read the gentl 
man a question and an answer. It is a question that was as] 
Admiral Dewey, but I will not read itall. In the answer hesays 
that if the Navy were out of the bay at Manilan 
there six weeks—they possibly might stay two1 s, and ) 
says that they could not be fortified anyhow 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know what 
miral Dewey says. but I do know what the Ordna1 Boa 
tis their business to know whether coast fortifications w 
tect that harbor or not. They state up t reputati 
they will, and theyrecommed this appropriatio1 | 
ing on the question whether we shall stay in the Philip; 
lands or not, or whether in some future day, when they 
cated up to it, we will give them a flag, autonomy, and a - 
ment and letthem gofree. If we ever do it, it is« 
under our care, while we are their guardians and é 
wards, to provide suitable fortifications in case th ! 4 
power that they may protect themselves so far as y are able. 
But further than that. We never will leave the Ph } 
Islands unless we have some naval station there, « ri 
We might as well look this matter in the face, a Lu 
stand it, the Appropriation Committee is looking ou t 
In case we leave the islands, we shall still h a nava 
and we must provide a naval fortification. Now,if we areg 
to work, then this vear will not be any too soon to provi ay 
station in the East, in the Orient, which is now the ter 


war. I say, Mr. Chairman, that this language ought t 


in the bill. This Board ought to be permitted to use this 
priation for the purpose of building fortifications in the P 
pine Islands according to the design of the Boar 

Mr. FITZGERALD. D the gen an belies t t 
propriation for fortifications in the Philipp I f 1 


bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly I do. ; 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me inform the gentleman that 
is no such appropriation in the bill. 
Mr. PAYNE. There is an appropriation which it 


Sead 


4 
edged may be used for this pur] his ar 
that it shall not be so used. I suppose my « 
| that. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. If such an approp1 L nee 
why did not the committee rep it spt rm 
done in other cases? 
Mr. PAYNE. It might have been 1 ap 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no. 

Mr. PAYNE. If it were liable to a point of order, no d 
would be raised. 

Mr. LITTAUER. 


ct 


I will say in reply to the gentleman from 
[Mr. FirzGERALD] that this bill never carries any spe- 
appropriation for particular objects of this character. 














































































. ATLD i ¢ 1 ti < t I Or mv couea ue +¢ 
t f Haw i 1 
7 it 17 ++ lar Sa) 
Z \LD. Thatis a sp prov n for defenses 
; ’ 
| I Bu ( T rticula land 
! 1 til ( is expire ] Without 
z Ww awh, 
i ‘ : ‘ Li x 7 ymendment 
1 il) l M ! 
i | entucky j on we m ‘ 
j CHA \N. J Fe] n Kentucky * rec 
3 e ordered; and Mr. L : and Mr. SmirH of 
y were app ed. 
( e divided; and the teller reported—ayes 60 
= 7 y ? is I } 
Mi NSON Indiana. Mr airman, I offer the amen: 
t I send to the « x. 
The Cle read as fol rs 
ated ia i < St 1 
tT I 
LITTAUER I mak LT it ‘ arzainst t t nd 
| fthe B ot ¢ ! id Fort tion are 
ed } ting law 
I lof O iF ny eedful pur 
1 th } 1 
pt 
The duties of this board are thus provided for by statute 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs to cali the attention of the 
rentleman from New Yoek to te fa that the House of Rep 
ives is not compelled to appropriate for every lawful pur- 
p [t may appropriate or not as it and it may in ma 
ing any appropriation place a limitation upon the expenditure of 
that ap priation. In the opinion of the Chair, the amendment 
of t man from Indiana | Mr. Ropinson] is purely a limni- 
t n upon this appropriation, and in the opinion of the Chair is 
in order. The Chair overrules the point of ord 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
is pr sed as a limitation on the use of the fund of $100,009 ap- 
propriated in this section to the Board of Orduance and Fortiti- 
ation. It is aimed at the expenditure of money that has been 
roing on, as ti chairman of the subcommittee has told us, for 
two years at the rate of $25,000 per annum for experim: niation 
in connection with the Langley air-ship venture. We are ail 
fai ul th the lessof money in those experiments. The ch nir- 
ma { subcommittee tells us that the money thus far ex- 
pended has been practically a loss, and he declines to say whether 
another $25,000 should be embraced in the ap pp pr ation here 
made for the purpose of being sunk in that venture 
| have presented the amendment in this form, n it to affect th 
general appropriation of $100,000 for tests of devices, but to strike 
( Y at toe use O01 als fu } rinoney in ¢ p rin ntation with the 
Langley air ip. Thatis the only purpose of the amendment. 
h LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, the Board of Ordnance and 
Fy ion ¢ . board of experts selected from the chief officers 
the Arn t ve advice in the ad ption oj proj cts in connec 
tior 1 war mat rials. In the testimuony given before the sub- 
committee it was ed that Prof rJ ng ley submitt this de- 
is i ¢ boar 1 of army and navy officers, who went over 
it very y, and were of the opinion that his design gave 
promi fb successful. He had constructed a small model, 
and witnessed tests of this model, which were stic- 
cess j j t board of army and navy officers so reported 
to the Secretary of War, and that report was sent to the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortification, before whom Professor Langley ap- 
} ad. The ment first of $25.00) was made November 9, 
1898, and subs iently in Decemb«e 25.000 additional was 
allotted. The experiment was unsucc¢ l, The report goes on 
te that— 
<8 is, 1 be e, thinking th ro nds to com 
Bo s futur s I erin Y was 
tha 1 ‘ ii n 
i vould f lu ily } I ry valu 
CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


, de 


noes 70, 


estior ren on the amendment, on a division 
manded by Mr. Rogtnson of Indiana, there were—ayes 41 
Accordit gly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Mr. Chaimas, on line 6, page 19, 
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> to strike out the words one hundred 

















word **seveut ve 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 

J hs ( | ra 1 id a lo 

Page 10, line 6, strike out “‘one hundred” and insert in lieu thereof ‘ seventy- 

Th WHeT ment wa rej 1 

The C] resumed ana con f l the re ing of the bill 

M UUDd M LN, air. Upairi 1, 1 oft Tue ol] Wings an nd- 
’ 

T) ) LALA The leman from Washington offers an 
é lin which the Clerk will report. 

he Clerk read as folloy 

ry ad paragraph at the end of the bill, on pag he 
i tt re the Trea t , it s hereby, antho1 i 1 
lin to} h € Dr. } p tle <q 
\ e sun ¢ amve! for his 1 i 
p ) ! f V i which high « y 

{ tates Go id payment whict v 

! rabie Secret 1 letter a Lap i 
ted in CONG RES RECORD, V me 55 44 n- 
‘ d r 9 J That the said f said 
pirpo tot } mth yr ls ) vy act 
j { l for the p - se Of Set z the hi P ve 

thor 1 high-explosive sheil.” 

Mr. Cl LAN T do not feel at this Ja te hour in the s on, 
it being now past our usual hour of adjournment, that i: var- 
ranted in going very fully into the circumstances of this t1 ac- 
I i TI efore I will do no more than to bri ily outline one or 
two facts that bear upon this amendment which 1 have proposed. 

i not the first time that this matter has been before Con- 

ress for consideration. JTlowever, I dare say that the facts sur- 
rounding this matter have long since passed from the memory of 

‘{ the Members of ae be ~ This is my excuse for briefly 
reciting a few of the main po : 

In the first place, Dr. Hiram Pp Tuttle was a physician and sur- 

eon who resided in hermyec in the State of Washington, from 

rm 5 until the date of his death, which was, if I remember 
cor , in the year 1901. 

Doctor Tuitile vy an unusually scholarly and able man, He 
Was a student getregieen Shey his death. The Doctor had been for 
some years experimenting with and p erfecting a pr rextel explo- 
sive substance which he called “ thorite, > and Whi bh has become 
known since in oe scientific world and in official Government 


reports as ** Tuttle’s thorite.”’ Wiis angloaive proved so extreinely 
satis ry that during the Spanish-American war the ange 
came from his home on the Pat ‘ific coast to Washington City for 


fa 


the 7 urpose of showing his explosive to the officials of the War 
Department in the hope that they might adopt it as one of the 
types of high explosive for the nse of the United States Govern- 
ment. It was, as 1 remember, about the year 1898 when Doctor 


Tuttle caine first to Wa: 
During the latter 


shington City on this mission. 

part of the year 1898 and during the year of 

with the Doctor’s aid and assistance, ex- 
perimented with by the officers of the W ar De 

ment. They at that time proneunced it the } vest high osive 

that had up to that time D en discovered, These officers of the 

War Department recommended that the secret of the composition 

and the right to its use and manufacture be sed of Doct 

Tuttle by the United States Government. 

It is properat this point to say that underthe War D 
and as a part of it, there are two boards, or bureaus, who have to 
deal with ordnance and with explosives. One of these is the 
Ordnance Bureau, which was created first, and the other is the 
Board of Ordnance and Fortification, which was created later. 

When this high ex ‘** thorite,’’ was first examin and 
ited with, both of these boards, or bureaus, reported 


. ea 
ISvY this explosive was, 


amite d and CS 


exp! ( 


purcha 


epartment, 


losive, 


experime! 





I 
favorably upon it and recommended its adoption and purchase. 
Subse a there was a disagreement between them over the 
mat » th Board of Ordnance and Fortification still maiutain- 


7 + 


ng ti ‘‘thorite’’? was a complete suc a high explosive 
and the Ordnance Bureau claiming that some faults developed in 
it under further tests. I do not propose to enter in this argument 
upon the differences between these two boards. I mer ly state 
ference existed between them in order to fairly present 
in = matter to you. 


ess Le 


THat a ai 


all the facts 


At any rate, after the whole matter of ‘‘thorite,’’ its advan- 
| tages and dis ad antages, had been thoroughly discussed and 
thra l over, the Appropriations Committee o f this Housein the 


placed in the fortification appropriation bill for that 


year a provision and an appropriation for the purchase of ‘* tho- 
rite.”’ It seems that in the meantime a certain high- € spl sive 
shell, known as the “Isham shell,’’ was also under consideration 


by our Government with a view to the pur ie the same. 
The Isham shell and Tuttle thorite had been offered to the Gov- 
ernment jointly , and the Appropriations Committee of the House 
placed in the fortifications bill for 1901 an appropriation to pur- 


o of 


chase both of these, the shell and the explosive, for $100,000, 
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This prov ision, which was passed by the House of Representatives 
in the year 1901, re ad as follows: 
ISHAM SHELL AND TUTTLE “TIORITE.” 

To enable the Secretary of War to purchase the United States Letters 
Pi tent No. 622479, issued April 4, 1899, covering the Isham high explosive shell, 
desig ed for firing high exp! osives and carrying the same through armor 
plate, invented and now ow nedand controlled by Willard S. Isham, and also 
to pure hase the entire and exc lusive right for the Unite: 1 States 






facture and use the high e xp! osive *“‘thorite,” invented and now owned and 
contr 1 iby Dr. Hiram P. Tuttle, $100,000: Provided, That all formule, data, 
and facts re ated to said process and necessary to the successful manufacture 


of said * thorite 1all be placed in the possession of the Secretary of War, 
and to! ts aatiafac tic mn, before any payment for the same shall be made 
; Tt t all material purchased under the foregoing provisions of this act 
shall be of American manufacture, except in cases when, in the judgment of 
the Secret: ry of War, it is to the manifest interest of the United States to 
e purchases in limited quantities abroad, which material shall be ad- 
witted free of duty. 


When that bill went from the House over to the United States 
Senate. the Senate inserted after the words ‘‘ Secretary of War” 
the following words: 
in his discretion and if in his judgment it will be for the best interests of the 
Government. 
ie Senate also added a further clause to the bill, as follows: 


led further, That before any money shall be exy 
id pate vat the Secreté ry of War shall be satisfi 
t the Government of the U nited States shall 1 





Tl 





nded in the pur 1ase 
aft r full ins vesticati n, 
» a lawful right to use 





t | patent, Without the use of sai ne b lng an ini ment upon any prior 
( n, patent, or } vendir I lication for pacent Ve ring said hvention 


or any material part th meat 






So that this entire clause or section as it finally passed the Sen- 
ate read as follow 
ISHAM SHELL AND TUTTLE “ THORITE.” 
To enable the Secretary of War, in his discretion, and if in his judgment 





it will be for the best interests of the Government, to purchase the United 
States Letters Patent No. 622479, issued April 4, 1880, covering the Isham high 
*xplosive shell, designed for firing high explosives and carrying the same 
througk armor plate, invented and now owned and controlled by WillardS 
Isham, and also to = irchase the entire and exclusive right for the United 
Stat to manufacture and use the th explosive “ thorite,’’ invented and 
d and cont rolled by Dr. Hiram P. Tuttle, $100,000: Provided, That 
ita, and facts related to said process and necessary to the suc- 
ufacture of said “thorite”’ shall be placed in the possession of t] 
ry of Ww ar, and to his satisfaction, before any payment for the same 
made, 





now owne 
aii l 





cess 
pecretf 


l 
shall bo 


Provided further, That beforeany money shall be exps 


of sa 


nded in the purchase 
itents the Secretary of War shall be sat after full investiga- 
the Government of the United States shall have a lawful right to 
‘ patent, without the use of same being an infringement upon any prior 
invention, patent, or pending application for patent covering said invention 
or any material part thereof. 

That all material purchased under the foregoing provisions of this act 
shall be of American manufacture, except in cases when, in the judgment of 
t 5 tary of War, it is to the manifest interest of the United States to 

ke rchases in limited quantities abroad, which material shall be ad- 
| free of duty. 





isfied, 















bill as thus amended 


a law 


is first proviso which the Senate added to the bill made it 
ary for the Secretary of War to recommend the purchase 
efore the hundred thousand dollars could be expended in the 
purchase of the shell and the explosive. 

The Secretary of War declined to make this recommendation; 
and his reasons for declining will be shown by his letter, which I 
will read to you: 


yas approved March 1, 1901, and be- 





WAR DEPARTMENT, Washi 


ugton, April 15, 1902. 





DEAR Str: In response to your inquiry in regard to the a n 
under the clause of the fortifications act of M: uch 1, 1901, regarding m 
igh-ex plosive shell and reas igh-explosive ‘tl horite,” I have to say r 
I passage of the act which pro ided for the ‘chase of thoss ns 
’ the Secretary of War “in his discretion an a if in his judgmen be 








inance Department and the Beard of Ordnance and Fortification to aid 
meé in forming a judgment as to whether the purchase would be for the best 
nterests of the Government. 

The Ordnance Department advised against the purchase a: 
ul rd of Ordnance and Fortification advised against the pur: 
han ll by a vote of 4 to 2, and di en y—3 to 3—up 
of th e. Under these circumstances, I have not considere 
in making the purchase of either. 


} 

T 

by 

for the best interests of the Government,” I asked the advice of both the 
( 

I 

i 


to both. 
‘hase of the Is 





) 
im} 











: 16 Board of Ordnance and Fortification also adopted the following reso- 
“As thorite is the safest and most effective high explosive that has been 
resented to and te 1 under the dire tion of th 3 








3 Board, it is the opinio 
d that Doctor Tuttle is entitled to a reas ina ble » col 
n, and it is recommended that he be so compensatec 
commendation was approved by me, with the following annota- 
iis is understood to relate, not to any power ¢ f the Secretary of 

)an appeal to powers resting in Congress . 





. 
i 

} Lon nanasti » } 
this ft l pensation for his 
i ‘ ” 


















I fecl : berty to purchase the invention t uctof March 1 
1% e I considered myself bound to act S business basis, 
g ‘ t to no consideration except the business interests of the United 
wl 3 executing that statute. 

I » the recommendati m for compensation to Do ebor Tuttle be 

x his ] thful labors, in conjunction w 1inany oilicer 
of the [ ted States, 1g to develop a prac eed tie cea sive merited 
reward, and were prot ably of material use in the development of the art to 
whi hey related, and I think that a just exercise of the powers which Con- 
gr } ‘sses, but the Sex retary of War does not possess, should lead toa 


Bray t of reasonable and even liberal compensation to Doc 

The Board of Ordnance and Fortification, since its act 
has recommended a further test of the Isham shell 
tion has been approved. 
Very respectfully, 





or Tuttle’ 
1rabove mentioned- 
, and that recommenda 












Exumvu Root, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. J. A. Hemenway, House of Representatives. 
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to Manu- | 


| the lk 








You will notice that the Secretary of War is most hearty in | 


recommendation that Doctor Tuttle should be npens for 
his long and faithful labors in conjunction with man 
the United States in seeking to develop a practical ] 

From the language of the letter of the Secret: f War I 
justified in making the statement that the § ‘ Wa 


would have paid Doct tor Tuttle this compensatio1 mself had 
gal authority been vested in him. As he did1 



















authority, he makes the recommendation that 
does have the authority, make the payment of t] 

It is proper in this connection for me to 
up this same m atter in the first session of the Fift, 
gress, on the 19th of April, 1902 (see CONGRESSION 
4457); Lat that time offer umendment to th 
appropriation bill By the p 
Government of ‘ tho f tl 
and the exclusiv ise 1 

‘hat amendment at t 
the vote of this il hi 
adopted by this Hon 000 to pu 
explosive, and t i t, reached 
end of the Capi ( l unatel | 
the United States Senate [laughter|—at least ] 
what happened, because when the bill came | 
amendment providing $50,000 for the put 
was not on the bill. 

Ple ase bear in mind now that twice heretofore this H 
affirmative vote, has passed a provision as a part of the f 
tion approp tion bill similar to this provision w! I 
amendment to-day 

The amendment which I have offered to-da not rt 
chase of this expl sive but to reimburse the t 
Doctor Tuttle for his labors in connection with the inven 
pe rfection of that ex plo sive. 

My reason for making this chang ler that 1 
posed amendment would be in perf with t! 
mendation of the Secretary of Wa You w bse 
while this House on a similar provision once before voted $ 
in my amendment offered to-day I only ask fo1 
to ye. $25,000. 

If the hour were not so late and this H had time t 
I cou ia detail at length the labors of the D rir n 
the discovery and perfection of this explosive and its 
Government. Gen. Nelson A. Miles, one of the great n ! 
men of our nation, pro.eunced it the best high explosive 
to man. The | Gove rnment ordered 


5,000 pounds of this exp losive, which 


Philippine Islands. The Doctor put in the best years of hi 








in the invention and perfection of thisexplosive. He wass 
working on it to make it a suecess that he did not think of 

ing his pay forit at tl i and while in the midst that \ 
he died. This bill h assed this House twice } I 
tically the same bill—once with the sum of $50,0 [ think t 
House might we ll now give its assent by late ac 

the heirs of Dox Tuttle in the sum of $25,000,as propos 


my ame? Pa ent 
diy chiall sail 


Mr. LITTAU te. Mr. Chairman, 


for the reason that the point of crder w 





ment. I reserved it, also, because I did no i 
the committee i snouida ike a ] l n ¢ I ) 
ommendations Board of Ordnaz id Fortificat \ 
had recommended that a fair compensation be given to D 
ry ‘ 1 jaaeal wae f ag. i +} 
Tuttle And, again, the Secretary of War recommend 
iven to his heirs. The Board O 
at r 
under a of April 15 
rr 
whi 
‘ , 
v dj the 2 
Ts th SO aTayv } < fT t Ti I 
iit ¢ tor fi ire Or is it 
wi 
It 3 T ( Oy \ 
8 m ‘ \ 





Department d lot care to use te, be 


at this time it has no value 

Mr. CUSHMAN. You will remember tha Si 
War stated in his official letter 

I think that a just exercise { nowers whic] nercas 
which the Secretary of Wat €S NOT poss : iid 1a ft i iu 


sonable and even liberal compensation to Dr. Tuttle’s heir 





Sa Tee 


QPO5A 


STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ioe him 2 sty westion? 

Mr. Cl [AN. Certainly. 

Mr. STE p HEN Sof Texas. If this isa valuable invention, why 
‘an not it be paid for in the same manner that the work on the 
sangley a ship was paid for? They claim that was an inven- 
ion, and Mr. Langley has been paid out of the fund given to the 
Secretary of War. Now, the question was, can not this be paid 
for in the same way—out of the same fund? 

M Ihardly think payment could be made from 


Mr. CUSH MAN ; 
iat fund, and I also think that the Secretary of War would not in 
s judgment feel inclined to use a part of that fund for this pur- 
». I certainly would be both pleased and satisfied if the Secre- 
tary of War should decide to pay this just claim out of any fund. 
You will remember there was an appropriation, an item attached 
to the fortification appropriation bill, and passed by the House in 
1901, providing for the payment for this high explosive ‘‘ thorite,’’ 
and also for the Isham shell. When that bill went from the 
House over to the Senate an additional clause was added by the 
Senate to that portion of the bill leaving the expenditure of 
the money thus appropriated in the discretion of the Secretary 
of War. The Secretary of War states in his letter, which I have 


+ 
hi 
] 
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| for the purchase of this explosive was a part of this fortification 


appropriation bill. Andthe amendment which I now offer seeks 
to utilize a portion of that same appropriation in payment of this 
claim, a claim relating to the very same subject. That is all I 
care to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is perfectly clear to the Chair by no pos- 
sible reasoning can this be made a part of the appropriation for 
carrying on this branch of the service during the fiscal year be- 
ginning the ist of July next, and, therefore, the Chair is con- 
strained to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairm: in, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12446, the for- 


| tifications appropriation bill, and directed him to report the same 


heretofore read, the reasons why he did not feel warranted in | 


using that discretion and making the purchase. I presume the 
same reasons would impel him to decline payment of this claim 
from this other fund. 

The Secretary of War states in his letter that he believed the 
invention was a good one when it was first brought forward, and 

hat Doctor Tuttle, the inventor, by his labors aided materially in 
perfecting the high explosive. 
3ut, in the meantime, after ‘‘ thorite ’’ had been experimented 
with and used but before the Doctor had been paid therefor, 
other explosives had been brought forward, which, in the judg- 
ment of the War Department, were superior to ‘‘ thorite.”’ 
Therefore the Secretary of War did not feel warranted, at the 
date when this matter was presented to him, in recommending 
the purchase of ‘* thorite,’’ as other explosives were claimed to be 
superior; but, nevertheless, the Secretary of War did recognize 
that the labors of Doctor Tuttle in this particular field had in all 
probability aided in the discovery and perfection of these other 
explosives, and therefore, with manifest propriety, the Secretary 
in his official letter warmly recommends that Doctor Tuttle's 
heirs be compensated for his labor, and that is what my amend- 
ment is offered for. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did I understand the gentleman to say that 
there were other inventors? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Doctor Tuttle was the sole inventor of this 
particular explosive, ‘‘thorite.’’ There were other inventors 
who brought forward other explosives. 

Mr. PERKINS. And they may also have claims. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. That may be, but I do not know of any. 
My judgment is that others having claims anywhere near as just 
as this claim have been paid long ago. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I feel that I must make the 


back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the bill, with the recommendation that it do pass. 
The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and accordingly was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr, LITTAUER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
CONSTITUTING UTICA, N. ¥., A PORT OF DELIVERY. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following bill. Jt is very brief. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous ccn:sent for the present consideration of the following bill, 
which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 4074) constituting Utica, N. Y., a port of delivery. 
Be it enacted, etc., That Utica, in the State of New York, be, and is hereby, 


| constituted a port of delivery, in the customs-collection district of Oswego, 
| N. Y.,and that the privileges of immediate transportation of dutiable m« - 


point of order, as this would open the door to a large number of | 


claims. ‘ 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will ask the gentleman if they 
have refused to pay this out of this fund because there were other 
inventors? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PrEr- 
KINS] made the point of order against the amendment, and the 
Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard for 
a moment on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair dislikes to decline to hear any 
gentleman on a point of order, but this amendment is so palpably 
out of order . 

Mr. CUSHMAN, I trust the Chairman will hear me for a 
moment. There is no one more familiar than I am with the 
proposition that a private claim bill is not ordinarily in order as 
an amendment to a general appropriation bill. I am not here to 
combat that proposition. But the original appropriation which 
was found in this bill in 1901 appropriated $100,000 for the pur- 
chase of these two explosives. That was a part of this bill in 


chandise conferred by the seventh section of the act of June 10, 1880, entitle 
“Ar act toamend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation 7 
dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” be, and the same are hereby, ex- 
tended to said port; and there shall be appointed a deputy collector of cus- 
oms, to be nominated by the collector of customs at Oswego, oe ae 

Amend the title soas to read: “A bill constituting Utica, N. Y., a port of 
delivery, and for other purposes.” 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
accordingly was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title of the bill will 
be amended. 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and 


| referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 


S. R. 41. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of a digest 
of the decisions of the Court of Claims, together with the rules 
of practice of and the statutes relating to that court—to the Com- 


| mittee on Printing. 


S. 21384. An act to connect Euclid place with Erie street—to the 


| Committee on the District of Columbia 


1901. M y ame! idm< nt to-day seeks to ap ply t to the } aym nt of | 


this claim a portion of that appropriation which ana ‘a part of 


this bill in 1901. F urthe r than that, all appropriations that have | 
ever been made for the purchase of types of explosives or engines | 


of war have always been brought ft rward and paid for on this 
bill 

Therefore I think “hat a matter of this character relating to an 
explo sive, and for compensation for labors performed in connec- 
tion with the perfection of an explosive, is properly the subject 
of an ame noua to this particular bill. 

And I think there is added especial force to my argument in 
this particular when we consider that the original appropriation 


| 
| 
i 
| 


8S. R.5. Joint resolution to enlarge the scope of an act entitled 
**An act to provide a permanent system of highways in that par 
of the District of Columbia lying outside of cities.’’ approve 
March 2, 18983—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 2878. An act authorizing the laying of water mains and serv- 
ice sewers in the District of Columbia, the levying of assessment 
therefor, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Dist rict 
of Columbia. 

S. 2324. An act for the extension of Vermont avenue from 
Florida avenue to Howard University—to the Committee on th 
District of Columbia. 

S. 3199. An act for the relief of A. M. Short—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

S. 721. An act for the relief of Darwin S. Hall—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 735. An act for the relief of Jean Louis Legare, of the Domin- 
ion of Canada—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 1327. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury t 
adjust and settle ‘theac count “of James M. Wilbur with the Unite 
States, and to pay said Wilbur such sum of money as he may be 
—_ and equitably entitled to—to the Committee on Claims. 

. 964. An act to grant jurisdiction and authority to the Cour 
of C ‘aims in the case of Southern Railway Lighter No. 10, he 
—— etc.—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 2579. An act for the relief of the estate of Brig. Gen. Wager 


] 
‘ 








Aap tule eane 


THY, 
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Swayne, in charge of the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, and 
Abandoned Lands—to the Committee on Claims. 


@ 1407, An act for the relief of John W. Gummo—io the Com- } 


mittee on War Claims. 
pany—to the Committee on Claims. 

3°114, An act to extend the provisions of the act of March 3, 
1885. re \ itive to officers and enlisted men of-the United States 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 704. An act to authorize the removal of structures ym Tn 
dian allotmentsin Minnesota—to the Commitee on odie J Affairs, 








cs 2516. An act for the relief of the Nye & Schneider Com- 


Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, the following ¢ ‘4 
nications were taken from the dS; rs ta and 1 as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Cor of Claims ins- 

| mitting a copy of the findings filed by f 
Argalus B. Bratton against The United f t ! ee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


g 582. Anacttoratify an agreement with the Lower Brulé band | 
of the Sioux tribe of Indians in South Dakota and making appro 
priations to carry the same into effect—to the Commiitee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

430. An act to authorize the Buckhannon and Northern Rail- 
‘ompany,. a corporation under the laws of thes f West 





ia, to build a bridge across the Monongahela River near the 
town of Rivesville, in the State of West Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

he relief of Jewett W. Adams—to the Com- 








: 
‘ 
S. 176. An act for t 


mittee on Claims. 


A 4 ‘ 7 1 2 ee a : i, 
5.979. Anactto! rulate th: us WY the publi of reservol l 
located upon the public lands of the United States—to the Com- 


mittee on the Public Lands. 

S. 483. An act f r the relief of the ow ners and officers of the 

brig Olive Franc s and others on board said brig—to the Com 

mittee on Claims. 
\ 


S. 580 n act to extend the provisions of section 2455 of t) 
Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by act o 
February 26, 1895, relating to public lands—to the Cominittee o1 
the Public Lands. 

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. reported 
that this day they had presented to the President of the United 
States, for his approval, the following bill: 

R. 10954. An act making appropriations to supply urget 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending Jun 


30, 1904, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 
HOMESTEADS. 


Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the rede nt consideration of the bill H. R. 8 
Th EAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 


mous ¢ cali for the present consideration of the following bill, 


w! the Clerk will report. 
Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 8485) to amend the act of Congr of May 11, 1922, r 
hon ids 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, is this by unanimous consent? 
rhe SPEAKER. Yes. 


ir. PAY NE. I think I may as well object now as at any other 
oan v4 a‘ } ‘ , , eee £43 IP ‘<< Doni aaenal 
Lilli¢ it seems to be an amie ndmen Ot tne Nhevis a i i 
I think the He wse should have more time toc ider it than t 
night. I move tl at the House do now adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects to the 





pr t consideration of the bill and moves that the House do row 
adjoarn. 
\MAR of Missouri. It only changes exi vil é 


Dp icular. 
Mr. PAYNE. Ithink that the bill ought to be considered when 
we have more time than now. It is quite an intricate pro 


in the bill, and the House should have more time to consider it. 

Mr. LAM AR of Missouri. I hope the gentleman will not object. 
There is only : t one word where there is a c] » made in 
é g law, a nd it can be explained in a moment or two. 


Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman can call it up some other d 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE 


The SPEAKER. Pt ndir g¢ the motion to adjourn, the Chaiz 
lays before the House the f ollowing change of referer 

iY wUnanimons consent, the ommittee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1257) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of George 


i’. Harter, and it was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions was also discharged from 
e further consideration of the bill (S. 2817) to remove the t 
of desertion against George W. Px sey, and it was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


+3 


ADJOURNMENT. 


The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 


O’cloc *k and 30 minute s) the House adjourne “l to meet to-morrow 
at 12 o’clock noon, 


| 
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referred to the. Private Calendar. 
Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9392) granting a 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1011) 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOW AY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 742) granting an 


increase of pension to George W. Darrah, reported the same with | 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1012); 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10516) for the relief of 
Edward J. Farrell, reported the same with amendment. accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1013); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6984) for the relief of 
Kate R. Sharretts and Edward A. Sharretts, administrators of 
George E. W. Sharretts, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1014); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred " e bill of the House (H. R. 11178) for the re- 
lief of Miss Lelia G. Casey, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a ae (No. 1015); 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2010) for the relief of the 
heirs of John A. Dolan, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1016); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to 


which said bill 


lief of G. H. Dearen, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1017); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the C 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10891) for the 
relief of Julius A. Kaiser, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1018): which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ommittee on Claims, 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9571) granting a pension to John Devine—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12322) for the re ee of John A. Harbour—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 12366) for the relief of - :ptha B. Harrington— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on ¢ ‘laims. 


which said bill and report | 





A bill (H. R. 12429) granting an increase of pension to Westley | 


McCleary—Cominittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 12475) granting a pension to Christian Lederer— 


Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensious. 


A bill (H. R. 12500) for the relief of Edward J. Krueger— 


Committee on Pensions diseharged, and referred to the Commit- | 


tee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 11616) granting a pension to August Bockerman— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1291) authorizing the issuance of patents to 
Amanda C. Hines, Minnie A. Hines, and Harriet A. Hines for 
lands allot a to them in South Dakota—Committee on the Public 
cans discharged, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 12531) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Secre cine of War and the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to make certain disposition of condemned ord- 
nance, guns, and cannon balls in their respective Departments,”’ 
approved May 22, 1896—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. L AM. AR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 12532) providing for 
the erection of a public building at Lebanon, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 12533) to authorize the Para- 


| of Claims—to the Committee 





| (H. R. 
| relating to the time of paying pensions—to the Committee on 


| free trade with Canada—to the Committee on Ways and } 


| the St. Francis River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
pension to Margaret J. Robbins, reported the same with amend- | 


: which said bill and | 


Commerce. 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: A bill (H. R. 12534) to prevent dangers 
to navigation from rafts on the Pacific Ocean—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12535) for the establishment 
of aids to navigation for lighting Ambrose channel, New York 
Harbor—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign oe prema 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 12536) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 4472 of the Revised Statutes so 
as to permit the transportation by steam vessels of gasoline and 
other products of petroleum when carried by motor vehicles 
(commonly known as automobiles) when used as source of mo- 
tive power ’’—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A Dill (H. R. 12537) to authorize the 
Southern Railway Company to construct a railroad bridge across 
the Wabash River in Vigo County, Ind.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts (by request): A bill 
12538) providing for certain changes in the pension laws 


Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 12539) in relation to con- 
tracts with the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 12540) to establish en 
:eans. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 12541) providing for a sur- 
vey and subdivision of a portion of the Coeur d’Alene Indian 


| Reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11337) for the re- | 


By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 12542) to further promote the effi- 


| ciency of the militia, and for other purposes—to the Committee 


on Militia. 
By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 12543) to provide for cele- 
brating the first permanent settlement of English-speaking people 


by holding an international exhibition of arts, industries, manu- 
| P, 5 . 


factures, and the products of the soil, mines, forests, and the sea, 
in the vicinity of Jamestown, and on and near the waters of Hamp- 
ton Roads, in the State of Virginia, and to authorize an appropria- 
tion in aid thereof—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts 
and Expositions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 12574) to increase pensiens in 
certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 12642) permitting the 
building of a bridge across the Red Lake River at the city of 
Thief River Falls, in the county of Red Lake and State of Min- 
nesota—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT (by request): A bill (H. R. 12643) to 
fix fees and costs in the probate court of the District of Columbia 
and to provide for the collection and payment of the same, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 112) 
directing the Secretary of War to make a preliminary examination 
of Petaluma Creek, in the State of California—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURTON: A resolution (H. Res. 218) authorizing the 
Rivers and Harbors Committee to employ an assistant clerk—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A resolution (H. Res. 219) referring H. R. 
12200 to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 220) to refer H. R. 12283 to the Court 
eon WwW ar C lai ms 


By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 221) di- 


| recting the Secretary of the Interior to make certain reports to 


the House of Representatives—to the Committee on Indian A fairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol 
lows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 12544) gi ranting an increase of 
pension to Edward Hayford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 12545) for the relief of Charles M. 
Peirce—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12546) to correct the military record ot! 
Alonzo Vining—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 12547 ) granting a pension to 
Ida Arthur—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 12548) granting ani n- 
crease of pension to James A. Hale—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12549) for the relief of the heirs of M. H. 
Wells, deceased, late of Yankee Hill, Butte County, State of Cali- 


gould and Memphis Railroad Company to construct a bridge across | fornia—to the Committee on Claims, 


es 


sees 
ry Pare oa eae TQ we 


iy 


——————— EX CU 


ea - 


ie tee 


SARL SMe CARAS 


RE a mr 


is laine, < ncn eae 


1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 9057 





l —_—____.. 
By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 12550) granting an increase | ment of Missouri Enroiled Militia—to the Committee on Inyalig 
of pension to Emma R. Lamb—to the Committee on Invalid | Pensions. dis 


Pensions. | By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. Q 
By Mr. BOWERSOCE: A bill (H. R. 12551) granting an in- | of pension to Royal fiends a eaaa ( 
crease of pension to Stanley H. Polley—to the Committee on In- | sions. 
yalid Pensions. By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 12589) granting an increase of 
By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 12552) for the relief of Ed- | pension to William K. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
win S. Hall—to the Committee on Claims. i 


granting an increase 


Saaeeaaiins e on invali l Pen- 


sions. 


By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 12553) granting an increase | By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 12590) granting -a p ’ 
of pension to Amaziah Havey—to the Committee on [Invalid Pen- | M. J. Lowry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 
sions. By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 12591) granting an 
By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 12554) granting a pension | crease of pension to Thomas Haydock—to the Committee on Inya- 
to Unity yore ann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. lid Pensions. 


By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 12555) for the relief of Capt. 


Py Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 12592) granting 


an ince! 

E. St. Sea Greble and other officers and enlisted men of the | of pension to Mary A. Nash—to the Committee on Invalid |} 
United States ara oe the Committee on War Claims. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12556) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 12593) granting a pension to Susan 
Walter Arnold—to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. Weilsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12557) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 1259 
George W. Gardiner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ranting a pension to Josephine Toliver—to the Committee on J 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 12558) granting an valid Pensions. 
increase of pension to George Van Horn—to the Committee on Also, a bill (H. R. 12595) for the relief of A. T. Mitchell and 
Invalid Pensions. | others <tc the Connmelttes on Claims. 


By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12559) grant- A'so, a bill (H. 


ing an increase of pension to Jane E. Fuller—to the Committee | Alexander— 
on Invalid Pensions. 


R. 12596) for the relief of estate of P. M. M. 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12597) for the relief of the estate of Wil 


l m 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 12560) granting an in- | F. Strather, deceased, Holmes County, Miss.—to the Committee 
crease of pension to Phillip Schnepp—to the Committee on Invalid | on War Claims. 

Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 12598) for the relief of the heirs of R. H. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 12561) for the relief of Van | Montgomery, of Holmes County, Miss.—to the Committee on 


— man—to the Committee on War Claims. | War Claims. 
By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 12562) granting an increase of | 3v Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 12599) for the relief of T. B. 
pension to George Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Stackhouse, a deputy collector of internal revenue for the dist: 
oa Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 12563) granting an increase | of South Carolina during the fiscal year 1894 and 1895—+to t! 

f pe nsion to F. 8. May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 12564) granting anincreaseof| By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. I 


t. 12600) granting a 

pension to Florence Bacon—to the Committee-on Invalid Pensions. | of pension to George E. Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12565) granting an increase of pension to | Pe ee ns 
Al: “pn F. Worden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 12601) grariting an 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12566) for the relief of Ezra J. Baney—to | pension to Francis M. Priil—to the Committee on Invalid P 

the Committee on Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 12602) granting an increase of 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12567) for the relief of James H. Nuss—to | Henry Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
the Committee on Claims. | Also,a bill (H. R. 12603) granting an increa 


By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 12568) referring to the Court | Frank V. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pe el 
f Claims the claim of the legal heirs of John Harper, deceased, By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 1260. 


to certain lands in the State of V irginia—to the Committee on | pension to Edward M. Fowler—to the Committ 


Claims. |} Also, a bill (H. R. 12605) granting a pension to N. H. Di 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12569) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | to the Committee on Pensions. 
liam L. Alley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 12606) to correct the military r 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12570) granting an increase of pension to Al- | Marler—to the Committee on Military Affairs 
bert Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 12571) for the relief of John Nay. of Shinns- | increase of pension to John M. Savoree—to the Comiunit 


ton, Harrison County, W. Va.—to the Committee on Pensions. Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12572) granting a pension to John Sutton—to By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12 c 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | a a to George W. Kelly—to the Committee on Pr 


By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 12573) granting an increase of By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 12609) for the relief of 


Ae 


pension to John Klinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Fenton — ) the Co gre on ee Affairs. 


By Mr. GIBSON: <A bill (H. R. 12575) granting an increase of Also, a bil! (H. R. 10) granting an increase 
pension to Joseph D, Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | George Ww. Chapman a » the C a e on Invalid Pens 
sions. | By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. O61 granting an inc? 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12576) granting an increase of pension to | of pension to Chauncey bones ‘a the Committee on Invalid 
William M. Kitts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12577) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 12612) granting an increase < n 
James Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Thomas Eberly—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12578) for the relief of William Spears—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 12613) granting an increase 1 t 
Committee on War Claims. Edward L. Haney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 12579) for the relief of B. N.C. Also, a bill (H. R. 12614) granting an increase of pens 
= n—to the Committee on War Claims. Alexander T. Steen—to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 


By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12580) to Also, a bill (HL. R. 12615) granting 


1201 an increase of pension to 


. .4 t 
correct the mnilitary record of Hiram A. Keith—to the Committee | James P. Freen an—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 


LILY al it i , 
_ Military Affairs. By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 12616) grat 
By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 12581) for the relief of the Pull- | an increase of pension to Matthias J. Sontag—to the Commi 
man Company—to the Committee on Claims. on Invalid Pens - 


By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 12582) for the relief of George Also, a bill (H. R. 12617) granting a1 


1 increase 
F.P hillips, of Galveston, Tex., late chief machinist, United States | Ezra V. Felton- to the Committee on Invalid Per 
Na iy, one of the crew of the Merrimae—to the Committee on By Mr. McDERMOTT: A bill (H. R. 126 granti ncrease 
Naval Affairs. of pension to William Kennelly—to the Committee on Invalid 
sy Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 12583) granting an increase of | Pensions, 
pension to Isaac F. Moore—to the Committee on Pensions. By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 12619) for the relief of G. G, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12584) granting a pension to 8S. M. Carr—to | Butler—to the Committee on Claims. 
the Committee on Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 12620) forthe relief of Girard G. Butler 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12585) for the relief of Perry C. Hawkins— | to the Committee on Claims. 
to the Committee on Claims. By Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 12621) granting a pension to Cor- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12586) for the relief of Perry C. Hawkins— | nelius Springsieel—to the Committee on Invalid Pet ns 
to the Committee on Claims. 3y Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee:. A bill (H. R. 12622) for 
By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 12587) to extend the provisions | the relief of the trustees of the Pr 


esbyterian Church of Smyrna, 
of the pension act of June 27, 1890, to the Seventy-second Regi- 


Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. RODEY: (H. R. 12 
pension to Liberty B W ices ms the 
sions. 


By Mr. ROBERTS: A bil I (H. R. 12624) granting an increase 
f pension to Eva H. Win: al . ; 
Ol! | mn ty vy int o t} l¢ 


CONGRE 








§23) grant _ an increase of | 


Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


L Committee on Pensions. 
B ERTSON « of a sill (H. R. 12625) for the 
} s leral repres tatives of Daniel Turnb 
to the Gomr ittee on Ww ir ( ‘Nai 
Aliso, a bill (H. R. 12626 fo 
of East Baton Rouge 


isiana: Ab 


- the relief of James Goodwin, 
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ull, deceased— 


the Dubuque Club, of Dubuque, lowa, favoring legislation to 
prevent unjust discrimination in "railroad freights—to the Com- 
mittee on Interst: ite and Foreign Commerce 

Also, resolution of the Iowa State V eterinary Medical Associa- 
tion, favoring passage of Brownlow good- roads bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 


Also, petitions of D. Sheffer and 51 other voters of Cedar Falls, 


| Towa, and Rev. H. B. Salisbury and 11 other voters of Winthrop, 


| mitte 


Parish, hatte the Committee on War 
Cli 3. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 12627) for the relief of the estate of Jacob H. 
Mi on, deceased, late of Pointe Coupee Parish, La.—to the | 
10 mn ¥ ar ¢ a 
By Mr. SN‘ .: A bill (H. R. 12628) granting an increase of 
T 1 to Andrew P. Me Ce eas to the Ci mimittee on Invalid 
< Se 
Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 12629) granting a pension 
to Miamond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12630) for 
the relief of James A. Chai aber n—to the Committ ee on Claims. 
> 17 


Mr. THOMAS of Ni wrolina: 


\ A bill H. ] 2651) i r 
the relief of the heirsof L. TO: lesby- 


to the Com1 nitt ee on War 


& Ss. 

y Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. ) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin F. Rea, of Chambers County, Al: a.—to the Committee on 
W Claims. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 12633) granting an increase of 


pensic 1 to Oliver Av 


r. WILI 


rs—to a » Comii tee on Invalid Pensions. 
JAMS of Illin s: A bil i. R. 12634) granting 
msion eins W. Cheek—to the 


an increase of ] Committee on 
Inva Pensions. 

sy Mr. WILLIAMSON: A -_ (H. R. 12635) granting a pen- 
sion to Cullom E. Cline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

v Mr. WILLIAMS of Ilir i A bill (H. R. 12636) to amend 


the military rec 
Military Affairs. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS of Missi 


issippi: 
nsion to Julius Galle- 


rd of Martin Schubert—to the Committee on 


A bill (H. R. 12637) grant- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


A bill (H. R. 1 
Brummett—to the Committee 


ing a] 
l 


By Mr. WILLIAMSON: 


sion to Wesley 


2638) 


on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 12639) for the relief 
cey Pudney—to the ¢ ‘oomanll e on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12640) to correct the military record 
Lawrence W. Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. STEVENS of Minn bill (H. R. 12641) for the 
relief of Susanne P. Thorne » Committee on Pensions, 


ef Chan- 


esota: A 


—to the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were li ald on tl i » Cle T's desk and referred as follows: 
he SPEAKEI Petition of citizens of Onarga, Ill., favoring 
a » passa nal the Hey yburn-Elkins bill, the Hepburn-Dolliver bill, 

the McCumber ill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

mal 0, memorial of the assembly of the State of New York, pray- 
ing for legislation to: re additional post-office accommodations 
in New York City—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


J . memorial of the Chicago Board of Trade, 
en ment ai leg 
state Comm 


Foreign Ce 


Also, me¢ 


praying for the 
‘islation to further define the duties of the Inter- 
erce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
mmerce, 
morial of 


tion, favoring further legislation in aid of agricultural experi- 
ment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petition of E. J. Davis and 20 other 
voters, of Portland, Me., favoring passage of the Hepburn-Doliver 
bill—to the Committee on the rey 


Also, resi lution of Bosworth Past, 2, Grand Army of the 


Bepublic, Department of Maine, fav« ring passa, ge of the service- 
pension ‘bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. AM 
vale, Mass., 


favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
_—— 


tee on the Judiciary. 
, petition of William S. Bentley and others, of Lawrence, 


| of Mount Des 


lowa, favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
>on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of M. T. Arey and 68 other voters of Cedar Falls, 
komm, favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. BOWERSOCKE: Petitions of Mission Post, No. 871, 








Grand Army of the Republic, also Ladies’ Mission Ridge C — le, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring passage of bill H. R. 7873, 
ent wn as oe ‘Curtis pension bill’’—to the Committee on om 


a 1¢ . 

By Mr. BRANDEG : Petition of the pastor of Methodist 
Epis ‘opal Chi urch at 7 -y iin voters of Stonington, Conn., fa- 
voring pi ussage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on th *e Ud! 


ici 
By Mr. BU 


lk 


ary 
RL E IGH: Petition of the - stor and congregation 
sert Congregational Church, of Trement, Me., in fa- 


vor of the Seodunetedlives bill—to ‘he Committee on the Ju- 
1; ars 
aiciary. 

By Mr. BURLESON: ition of patrons of rural free-delivery 
route No. 7, Travis County, Tex., favoring passage of the parcels- 


post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Ofice and Post-Roads. 

Also, pre of Frank Hanbelt and others, of the Ninth Con- 
eressional district of Texas, opposing passage of the parcels-post 
bill—to the C comin on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of citizens in o pposition to the 
anti-injunction bill—to the C ommittee on the Judiciary. 

cae resolutions of Pope Post, No. 411, of Pana, il., Grand 
Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 


| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


granting a pen- | 


| Lititz, Pa. 


By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of Rev. Martin D. Kneeland, favor- 
ing Sunday closing of Lewis and Clark Exposition—to the Select 
Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, petition of the Bliss Manufacturing Company 
tucket, R. Lf ‘avoring passage of bill H. R. 9302 


tee on Ways and Means. 
3 Christian Temperance Union of 





, of Paw- 


to the Commit- 


Also, petition of the Woman’s 
Providence, R. I.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to George W. Gardiner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Providence, 
R. L., in favor of the further improvement of Point Judith harbor 
of refuge—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Edmonds Prohibition Alliance, favoring 
passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Petition of Levi Hoover and 39 other voters 
of New Holland, Pa., and H. N. Miksch and 16 other voters of 
, favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to th 
Committe e on the Judici lary 

3y Mr. CLARK: Petition of R. G. White 


& Co. and 11 other 
merchants of Montgome ry, Mo., 


opposing the passage of th 


| parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Pos‘ 


Roads. 
Also, petition of citizens of Clarksville, Mo.. 
of the parcels-post bill—to the 


opposing passag 
Committee on the Post- fice and 


| Post-Roads. 


the Wisconsin Live Stock Breeders’ Associa- | 


ES: Petition of Herbert Clark and others, of Ballard- | 


ee ass... favoring passage of the Hepburn-Do liver bill—to the C Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. BABCOCK: Resolutions of the Wisconsin Live Stock 


Committee on Ag 
By Mr. BELL of California: 


‘Tic ulture. 
Petition of C. M. Powell and 34 
other voters of Chico, Cal., favoring passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judici: ury. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Resolution of the railroad committee of 


Also, petition of wine growers of St. Charles County, Mo., op 
posing the passage of bill H. R. 6779, introduced by Mr. Bex « 

California—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the Wisconsin 
Live Stock Breeders’ Association, favoring the passage of 
H. R. 8678, for increased appropriation for agricultural experi- 
ment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Lodge No. 146, Independent Order of G 
Templars, of Caldwell, Wis., favoring passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Resolution of the Jaffrey Grange, of Jaf 
frey, N. H., favoring passage of the Brownlow good- roads bill 
to the Committee on n Agricul ture. 

Also, petition of Rev. James Thompson and 8 other vot rs 0 
Ashland, N. H., fav: ring passage of the Hepburn- Dolliver bilii— 


' | to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Breeders’ Association, favoring passage of bill H. R. 8678—to the | 


By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg. 
Pa., in favor of prisoners-of-war pension bill—to the Committe: 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of New England Botanical Club, relative to the 


preservation of the big trees of California—to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 


mx 
eae A sy 
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Also, petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., protesting 
against passage of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
Labor. 
> ‘Alas resolution of Grand Army of the Republic Post No. 230, 
Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2v Mr. DEEMER: Resolutions of George W. Moyer Post, No. 
879. and Corporal C. W. Deming Post, No. 476, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi ms. ' 

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of James H. Nuss— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief Ezra J. 
Baney—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11382, 
for the relief of Mary Petermann—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers toaccompany bill H. R. 12038, for the relief of Eliza 
Peel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Papers to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of Chauncey Pudney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESC: Resolutions of the Wisconsin Live Stock 

3reeders’ Association, urging passage of bill H. R. 8678, to ad- 
vance the agricultural interests of the country—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the legislature of the 
State of New York, favoring the passage of the Brownlow good- 
roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Maritime Association of New York City, 
favoring the completion of harbor of refuge at Point Judith, 
R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Robert Gair Company and other firms, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, favoring pas- 
sage of bill H. R. 8460, providing for the transfer of forest re- 
serves from the Department of the Interior to the Department of 
Agriculture—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of James B. Galloway, of Chicago, I11., 
in favor of a harbor of refuge at Waukegan—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Resolutions of G. A. Hobart Post, No. 27, of 
Nampa, Idaho, in favor of a service-pension law—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: Petition of R. E. Theosher 
and 20 other voters of Savanah. W. Va., favoring passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of M. T. Lathsays, Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Knoxville, for the passage of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany claim of Sterling N. Rose—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, statement to accompany claim of Amanda Fugate and 
paper to accompany claim of Samuel H. Kidd—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILBERT: Petition of Rev. C.S. Young and 17 others, 
of Point Lick, Ky., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 12514, 
granting a pension to William A. Olmsted—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Resolutions of James C. Cowens Post, No. 
~19,of Pinkneyville; Lemon Post, No. 211, of Farmer City; Cerro 
Gordo Post, No. 210, of Cerro Gordo; Nauvoo Post, No. 207, of 
Nauvoo; Kyger Post, No. 204, of Georgetown; Hesse Post, No. 
203, of Winchester; Holm Post, No. 195, of Wheeler; Jacob Fry 
Post, No. 193, of Roodhouse; L. B. Brown Post, No. 151, of Shel- 
don; E. C. Camp Post, No. 149, of Bement; W. T. Sherman Post, 
No. 146, of Bloomington; Julius A. Pratt Post, No. 143, of Ke- 
wanee; Geddes Post, No. 142, of La Harpe; Gillman Post, No. 
186, of Gillman; Chenoa Post, No. 185, of Chenoa; Charles A. 
Clarke Post, No. 184, of Ridgefarm; George W. Meyers Post, No. 
182, of Lincoln; Royal Douglas Post, No. 179, of Prairie City; 
Carter Van Veleek Post, No. 174, of Bushnell; H. W. Wood Post, 
No. 173, of McLean; Harley Wayne Post, No. 169, of Marengo: 
John Hunter Post, No. 168, of Minier; Hurlburt Post, No. 164, of 
Belvedere: L. G. Keady Post, No. 160, of Minonk; Ed. Kitchell 
Post, No. 159, of Ellistown; W. J. Wylie Post, No. 377, of Illinois 
City; Dick Johnson Post, No. 381, of Tallula; Matt Starr Post, 
No. 378, of Jacksonville; Waukegan Post, No. 374, of Waukegan; 
Grayville Post, No. 378, of Grayville; Wauconda Post, No. 368, 
0° Wauconda; John Mussee Post, No. 365, of Orangeville; Steel- 
ville Post, No. 358, of Steeiville; Lovington Post, No. 354, of Lov- 


ington; Tom Smith Post, No. 345, of Metropolis; Arthur W. Marsh | 


Post, No. 343, of Warren; Benton Post. No. 341, of Benton; Al- 
bion Post, No. 338, of Albion; Hazel Dell Post, No. 336, of Hazel 
Dell; Darveau Post, No. 329, of Morris; Atlanta Post, No. 326, of 


Atlanta; Sodams Post, No. 322, of Sodams; Downing Post, No. | pension bill—to the Committe: 


321, of Virginia; R. H. Graham Post, No. 312, of M 
liam H. Thompson Post, No. 308, of Paw Paw; Col 


A. Mulligan Post, No. 306, of Chicago: Edgwick Px 
Gardner; Frank Sampson Post, No. 298, of Way1 
Post, No. 296, of Carmi: Edwin D. Lowe Post, N : 
ville; Fred. R. Spooner Post, No. 294, of Arger Ru 
No. 292, of Rutland; Martin Post, No. 291. of G 


Post, No. 290. of Annowan; W. F. Brym Post, No. 284 
set; Joseph Woodruff Post, No. 281, of Marseill 


Post, No. 277, of Rossville; Kilpatrick Post, No. 27¢ 
Melivaine Post. No. 273, of Vand: : Charleston P 
of Charleston; Dan Miles Post, No. 270, of Eureka; Ky 


No. 266, of Irving: Homer Post, No. 263, of Homer: W 
Post. N ). 262 of Al do: Coult I ville P i N . 20 I, OL © 


Franklin Post, No. 256. of Monticello: Seward N 
251, of Vap llo; W. J. Stephenson Post, No. 249 


Francis M. Lane Post, No. 247, of Ransom; W. N. But 


No. 246, of Piasa;: Martin Baker Post, No. 245, of J 
G. W. Grafton Post: No. 239, of 


Post, No. 238, of Ingraham: Joseph Shaw Post, \ 


1apolis: Wenona Post, No. 232, of Wenona;. Her 
231, of Hennepin; Thomas Riddle Post, No. 230 i 
West Salem P N 


patrick Post, No. 225, of Loda; 


i 
\ : INO. . 
Salem, and St. Joseph Post, No. 220, of St. Joseph, all i 


Grand Army of the Republic, urging the passa 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
3y Mr. GUDGER: Memorial for relief 


James A. Sams, and petition for relief of Perry C. Haw] 


i 


the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, papers to accompany claim of John T, O. Wilb: 


Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of citizens of Marcellus, } 


and merchants of Watervleit, Mich., opposing pass 


parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Ofti 
Roads. 


Also, petition of ladies of Sturgis, Mich., favoring pass 


bill to create a national forest reserve in the White Mount 


New Hampshire—to the Committee on the Public Laz 

By Mr. HASKINS: Resolutions of Colonel H. A. |} 
No. 38, and Sedgwick Post, No. 8. Grand Army of thi 
Department of Vermont, in favor of a service-pension 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolutions of the farmers’ institute 


ing, Nashua, Iowa, for the enactment of pure-food 
laws—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


3y Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of William T. Fergu 


: on 


other citizens of Lake, Spencer County, Ind., favoring 


the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Ag 
By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of J. H. Smoke and 


voters of Beaconsfield, lowa,and G. L. Wilson and 51 


of Larimore, Iowa, for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliy 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HERMANN: Petitions of 
Association and Roseburg Board of Trade. favorirz 


} 
it 


the Pendleton C 


for Lewis and Clark Exposition—to the Select Committ 


A il 


dustrial Arts and Expositions 


Also, petition of governor and State officers of Oregor 


Club, of Albany, Oreg., asking appropriation for Lew 


= VV 


il 


Exposition—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and E 


positions. 
3y Mr. HILDEBRANT (by request): Petit 


Wilmington, Ohio, andthe Woman's Christian Tempe 


of Waynesville, Ohio, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliv: 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. HILL of Connecticué: Petition of the Germa 


dist Episcopal Church, of Bridg n., favorin 
Cumber canteen bill—tothe Committee on AlcoholicLig 

Also, petition of the German Methodsst Episcoy 
Bridgeport, Conn., favoring passage of 1 to pr 
tion of State temperance laws—to the Committee on the 

Also, resolution of the Connecticut Lumbermen’s 
favoring a national White Mountain forest reserve 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Mrs. A. K. Rhoades and other lad 
Conn., favoring forest reserve in the White M 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Stamford Lodge, No. 452 


| appropriation bill—to the Committee on M 


_ By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Petition of G. W. Od 
Greencastle, Ind., for the passage of the Hepburn-D 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of resident 


bury, N. J.,in favor of the Brown] 
mittee on Agriculture. 


Also, resolution of William C. Berry Post, No. 85. Grar 


a GS 


of the Republic, Department of New Jersey. in favor of 


» on Invalid Pensions, 











CONGRESSIONAL 


y Mr. HUFF: Paper to accompany bill granting a pension to 
Susan Welsh—to the ¢ erm er aay on Invalid Pensions. 
tition of the Christian Civic Union of Greensburg, Pa., 


in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the | 


Aleg resolutions of C 


aptain W. Hewart Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of a service- 
to 4 ‘on mitts e on Invalid Pensions. 

é al Rural Letter Carriers’ Associs 
ru al carriers—to the cmambins 4 a 





158, Grand Army of the Republic, 


Inval id Pe nsions. 
By Mr. HUMPHREY of Ww ashington: : Petitions of 


E. D. Weage 


an 1 i { the Yr yorers of Col nb vir A. Wa a Jt Se ph Utter and 14 
other voters of Prescott, Vash .,and J. Cairns and 30 other vo 2rs 
of Seattle, Wash., favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 


to the Committee on the Judiciary 
By Mr. KLINE: Petition of the Woman's Christia n Temperanc' 
Union f Boyerstown, Pa., favoring bill to romans nullification 


of State x mag laws -to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor | 
Trafii 
Also, resolution of Yeager Post, No. 13, Grand Army of the | 


mblic, of Allentown, Pa., favoring r passage of a service-pension 
ll—to the Committe: > on Invalid Pe msions. 
By Mr. LACEY = : ve ‘solut 
San Fr: mMCcisc 0, C: 1. ‘ 


‘ 


the Cor 


relative to the salmon fisheries of Alaska—to 
ttee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


Als 7 i tte ‘rs relating to bill H. R. 1291—to the Committee on | 


Indian Affairs. 
By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: Petition of Luke Marler, for cor- 
rection of war record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10302, granting a pension 
to George W. McCuiston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Als Pp apers to accompany bill H. R. 10062, granting an increase 
of pe nsion to Oscar Murt ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
yn 


“Al , papers to meg ae | bill H. R. 103038, for the relief of | 


Ab r am Floyd and $S 
Also, pa 

{. F aa “to 1 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R.5576, granting a pension 

to P. B. ally—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


. H. Floyd—to the Committee on War Claims. 


bw 


Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10061, granting a pension 
to 7 yjamin F’. Deenivin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


~~ 


Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5578, granting a pension 
to T omas G. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FRE “DERICK LANDIS: Petition of N. Hill and 30 
other voters of Marion, Ind., favoring passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANNID Petition of the congregation of Trinity 


Methodist Episcopal Church, of Trenton, N. J., for the passage | 


of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the members of State Street Methodist Epis- 
copal Church and of Rev. Charles H. Elder 
Trenton, N. J., for the passage of the Hesbenn: ‘Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of A. H. Pierce and 39 others, Thomas Tyack and 
27 oth CTS, al nd C. B. Fisher and 28 others, all of Hightstown, 
N. J., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, = of the Presbyterian Church, George H. Large 
and 25 ea 103 members of Grand View Grange, Baptist 
Church, J. Wesle y Britton and 49 others, and 25 members of the 
Methodi st Episcopal Church, all of Flemington, N. J., for the 
ann of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary 





By -M r. ti IL LEY: Resolution of the Lumber Dealers’ Associa- 
tion of Connecticut, favoring passage of the Gallinger bill fora 


White Mountain forest reserve—to the Committee on Agriculture. | 
3v Mr. LITTLE: Petition oi L. J. Wilson and 15 other voters | 


of Crawford, Ark., favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: Resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, favoring bill H. R. 2527, relative to 
Alaskan fisheries—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, favoring est2>lishment of public rifle ranges throughout 
the United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- | 


cisco, favoring an appropriation for building an immigrant sta- 
tion at San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the Pioneers of Los Angeles County, Cal., 
favoring the bill for the protection of the Calaveras big trees, and 
resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, in 





ension bill—to the Committee on | 


ions of the Chamber of Commerce of | 


‘rs to accompany bill granting a pension to Edward | 


and 20 others, of | 
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favor of Government purchase of the Calaveras big-tree grove, in 
California—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Sacramento, 
Cal., and the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, in favor 
of Federal aid for the Lewis and Clark Exposition at Portland, 
Oreg.—to the select Committee on Indusirial Arts and Exposi- 
tions. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
- | cisco, in favor of an appropriation for erecting at Monterey, Cal., 
a monument to Commodore John D. Sloat—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
for legislation to encourage the building of American ships for 
the fore ‘ign carrying trade—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of a mass meeting in San Francisco, favoring 
an amendment of the postal laws to prevent the exclusion of cer- 
tain publications from the priv ileges of second-class mail, and 
resolutions of the commercial organizations of San Francisco, 
urging the adention of a pneum: atic -tube service for mail de- 
| livery in San Francisco—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post- “Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Sacramento, 
| Cal., favoring certain legislation to insure improvement of Sacra- 
| mento River, California; resolutions of the Pomona Board of 
| Trade, of California, relative to improvement of the inner harbor 
at San Pedro; resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of Sacra- 
| mento, Cal., favoring appropriations for improvement of Missis- 
sippi River and of the Sacramento and San Joaquin rivers, Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

| Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Santa Ana, 
| Cal., favoring the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee 
| on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. McLAIN; Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
| of G. G. Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petition of W. A. Gill and 38 other voters of Magnolia, 
| 

' 

| 

| 





Miss., favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of G. G. 
| Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: Papers to accompany House bill granting an 
increase of pension to David T. Corbin—to the Committee on Pen- 
s10ns. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
11493, for the relief of Sarah Crabtree and the estate of Eli Crab- 
tree—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany Houss bill for the relief of Francis 
Mee, and bill H. R. 1083, for the relief of Shiloh Presbyterian 
Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolution of the Sacramento Chamber 
| of Commerce, favoring passage of House bill providing for stamp 
| certificates—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
| Also, resolution of Phelps Squadron, No. 12, of the Port of San 
| Francisco, Cal., favoring passage of bill S. 3014, to equalize the 
rank and pay of retired officers—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerceof San Francisco, 
favoring passage of bill S. 907, relating to the fisheries—to the 
| Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco 


’ 


asking Government aid for the construction of road from Ram- 

| part to Glen Gulch, Alaska—to the Committee on Appropria- 

| tions. 

| Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
asking that Congress restore the 4 per cent allowance on naval 

| construction work —to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
| asking an appropriation for the improvement of the ground 
within the Presidio Military Reservation at San Francisco—to th 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
favoring passage of bill H. R. 2527, relating to the fisheries—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
favoring passage of bill H. R. 100, relative to rifle ranges—to th 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the C hamber of Commerce of San Francisco 
favoring the passage of bill S. 1278, for an immigrant station at Sa 
Francisco—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francis 
| favoring passage of bill H. R. 8457, for the erection of a statue 
Commodore John D. Sloat, United States Navy, at Montere) 
| Cal.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. OTIS: Petition of citizens of Mount Vernon and Put 
chase, N. Y., favoring the passage of the McCumber bill—to t! 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Petition of Samuel Edmondson, praying 
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aim to Court of Claims—to the 


reference of c 
Claims. 


Committee 


on War 


PINCKNEY: pg nel of Alexander Wade and 20 
Brookshire, Tex., favo ; passage of the Hepburn- 
to the Committ sonia J Faiticlaa’y. 





} , Poti tion of Patrick A. Ricards, of Pittsburg, 
a..] ‘the ercction of a monument tothe memory 
f ’ licen. to the Committee on the Library. 
“By Petition of citizens of Woodston, Kans.. fa- 
orin Hl pburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ae 
Also aac of Asherville Baptist Church and Ashervill 
Woman’s Christian ‘Temperance Union, of Kansas, for the p re 
of the epee Delliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petiti of citizens of Lincoln County, Kans., favori 
donation to the Beech Island Memorial Association of 


ie? Ss 
. = hia ++! = -+ 
ite of the Beecher Island battle—to the Comuni 
— 

. - 
ooks and 


», petiti ion of B. D. Br 






for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committ 
( a Judiciary 
“By Mr. RIXEY: rs, of Wat 


Petition of E.C Ji ymes and 
l. Va., in favor of the ie pburn-! olhiver bi 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolution of James A 
156, Grand Army of the Republic, Departme: 
peusion bill—to the C 


erkins Post, No. 
f Massachusetts, 
in favor of a servic Nmmittee on Invalid 
ensions, 
By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Resolutions of 
ers’ Exchange of New Orleans, in opposition to the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judic iary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Louisiana, requesting impr 
ment of Bayou Lacomb, and citizens of Mississippi and Lonisiana 
asking for an appropriation to improve the Ate hafalaya River 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of A. C. 
21 other citizens of Dekalb ———— Ind. 
internal-revenue tax on liquors— 
Means. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 
pension to C. C. Fisher—to the 


the Brew- 









Wi idner and 
, favoring reduction of 
» the Committee on Ww ays and 


11939, granting an in 
crease of Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
establishment of aids to navigation for lighting Ambrose channel, 
New York.Harbor—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
“— merce. 

sy Mr. SHULL: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 12494. gr: 

- ¢ an increase of pension to Joseph Nell— to the eueiittens on 
ivalid Per aan 

ge Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 245, 

of Fort Worth, Tex., against the g iving away of prizes and pre- 

miums with cigars and tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 

Means. . 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Sparta, I11., 
O} pee passage of the parce reln-post I ill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr.SNOOK: Papers to accompany bill granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew P. McConkey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr 
+} of C 


SPERRY: Resolution of the Lumber Dealers’ Associa- 


mnecticut, favoring the establishment « 


fa Government 

forest reserve in the White Mountains—to the Committee on 
é uiture, 

Al ‘solution of the Connecticut Society, Sons of the Ameri- 


can R tevol uti: m, favoring printing of certain Revolutionary in- 
formation—to the Con rmitt .e on Printing. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Connectient, opposing pas- 
6a s : of the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

vy Mr. STEVENS of f Minnesota: Petiti ion of S. M. Prach and 

others chaaiaanee Hills, Minn., f ing passage of the 
Doiliver bill—to the Committee - aia Judic a 

Also, petition of citizens of St. Paul, Minn., fay 
of the Nepburn-Dolliver ‘pill—to the Committe eon the Ju 
\] tional, Arlington Hil Is 


pburn- 


roring 






ae 
L 


0, petitions of Pacific Congreg re 
byterian, Swedish Baptist, and Grace Methodist churches, of St. 
Paul, Minn.—to the Committee on the Judici - y: 

Alko, petition of H. G. Schram and L. P. Furber, of Cottage 
Grove, Minn., opposing passage of the parcels- post bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of building trades of St. Paul, opposing bill 
H. R. 89—to the Committee on the Judi: iary. 
Also, petition of St. Paul Board of Trade, opposing bill H. R. 

89—to the Committee on the Judiciar y: 

Also, petition of Implement Dealers’ Association of ‘rookston, | 
Minn., fer repeal of bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the | 
Judiciary, 


Also, petition of District Council, Carpenters 


—_ 


and Joiners, of | 
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LY, 
The House met at 12 o’clock 1 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Co xy, D. D 
r . > } . — ° x } | 
The Journal of y ‘rday roceedings Was rea 
Li ’ i il i t 
Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I have n 
Committee on Merchant M i J 
n the bill (H. R. 4570) to provide an 
steamer / which Ih 1 t 
nt T vb vLiit li 10T1 Il i Li 
\ 
fhe SPEAKER. T nt I " 
mm ) the ? } ‘ , 
may hay ntil M y tof Y I > 
bos0 Is re ob} 4 I ] I ( 
none, 
SSAGI I 
A m “( # > he : } \ * ‘ 
cler] 1 u t t t] 5 
the fol : ] ie ; 
resentatives was { l 
ct R 7 | , ? { " + 
the Wales Is! Packing Con 
S oO I 
Und ] > Rule XXIV\ ’ : 
lowing tith n ! le a 
its appropriate c Littee a d , 
a5 R : Jor tion < 
the Wales Is d Pa rt 
RN , 5 
Mr. WACHTER, f ( ’ 
NO Lt 1a f ( i ? a2 
the following I w hy 1 
H. R. 9640. Ax yin ‘ 1 
Hamilton Wa Z r ¢ ? 
tain @dam,.ands rth 
H. R. 3584. An aet 1 
blocks in the District of | m 
> Q5 a ‘ 4 4 
H. R. 118238. An act to au ‘tor of the ) 
cooperate With the secretary state 1e Stat i i 
“5 sera) , we Clée : + } o +) 
with officials of other States in taking the census of ures. 
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The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 
joint resolution of the following titles: 
S. 4125. An act toauthorize the Little Rock and Monroe Rail- 


’ Col npany to construct, maintain, and use a bridge across 
a achi ta River, in cy State of Louisiana, 


Ouachita City and { » mouth of B , u Loutre; 


S. 2323. An act relating to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian 
Reserv: ition : 
S. R.37. Joint resolution providing for the editions to be printed 


of the annual and s 


asthe 


special reports of the Lib 
190. An act to authori 
Red Lake Indian Reser 


rarian of Congress; 


and 


vation in the State of Minnesota: 


a a An act providing for the holding of an additional term 
of court in the northern district of West Virginia at Martins- 


burg, W. Va. 
PROOF, ETC. 
Mr. Lz AMAR 
ent for the eon 
the act of Congr 


, UPON FINAL ENTRY OF PUBLIC LANDS, 
Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
it consideration of the bill (H. R. 8435) to amend 
0 


1 { io . ac j50e 
ss of March 2. 1$02, Tel lating t ian. 




















The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Bei icted, etc., That an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 2204 of 
the R d Statutes of the U tat yved March 11, 1902, be, and 
the same is here nded 

That “ 1e Key f the United States be, and the 
same is h is 

‘Sc. 22 hereafte vits, and oaths of any kind 
whatsoever d to be athe de ‘by and entrymen under the 
homes i mption, timber-cu land, and timber and stone 
act r,inad to those noy to take such affidavits, proofs 
and oaths, be m efore Vv tates comniissi mmissi I 
of the court exe ¢ Feder: ‘tion in the Ter? Ty before the 
judge or clerk of any-court of record in the county, paris sh, or land district 
in which tl eee »( “ovide in case the affidavits » pr ots, 
and oaths i ‘reinbefore mentioned a tof the county in w! i the 
land is locé dt the applicant must show by affidavit, satisfactory to th eC om- 








at a point between | 


ze the sale of a part of what is known | 





Mr. LACEY. The bill says ‘‘ homestead, preemption, timber- 
culture, desert-land, and timber and stone act.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LAMAR of Missouri, a 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

RIGHT OF WAY FOR PIPE LINES THROUGH INDIAN LAND. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 3317) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to grant right of way for pipe lines through 
Indian land. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 


motion to reconsider 


} and empowered to grai it a right of way in the nature of an easement for the 


missioner of the General Land Office, that it was taken before the nearest or 
most access ible — er qualified to tak e said affid i tvits, proofs, and oaths in 
the land di: in which the lands applied for are located; but such show- | 
ing by affi avi’ need not be made in making z fina pr oof if the proof be taken 
in the town orcity where the newspaper is publish 1ed in whic h the final proof 
notice is pr nted. Phe proof, affidavit, doath, when so mad e and duly sub- 
scribed, shall ha ime force and effect as if made before the register 
and receiver, whe en 1 transmitted to them with the fees and commissions 
allowed ‘and required by law. 


‘That if any witness making #008 pe roof,” « 
uvit or oath, shall knowin willfully 
any > mate rial m: itter contains ad in said q 
dee med guilty of perjury, and shall b« 
as if he had sworn falsely before the r¢ 


r any applicant making such 
‘ corruptly swear falsely to 
affidavits, or oaths he shall be 
same pains and penalties 
s for entries and 





riy, 










plea the fee 

















struction, operation, and maintenance of pipe lin 
oil und gas through any Indian reservation, throu; 
Indi: vn tribe or nation in the Indian Territory, thr: ugh any lands reserved 
for an Indian agency or Indian school, or for other purpose in connection 
with the Indian service, or through any lands which have been ‘allotted in 
severalty to any individual Indian under any law or treaty, but which hay 
not been conveyed to the allottee with full power of aliena tion, upon tl 
terms and conditions herein expressed. No such lines shall be construct d 
across Indian lands, as above mentioned, until authority therefor has first 
been obtained from, and the maps of definite location of said line Ss approve 
by, the Secretary of the Interior. The cx mpe nsation to be paid the tribes in 
their tribale apac ity and the individual allottees for such right of way tl 
their lands shall be de termined in such manner as the Secretary ot the Inte 
rior may direct, and shall be subject to his final approval. And where such 
lines not are subject to State or Territorial taxation the company or owner 
of the line shall pay to the Secretary of the Interior, for the use and benefit 
of the Indians, such annual tax as he may designate, not exe eeding $5 for each 
i) miles of line so constructed and maintained under such rules and regula 
tions as said Secretary may prescribe. But nothing herein contain< d sha 
be so construed as to exempt the owners of such lines from the payment of 
any tax that may bo lawfully assessed against them by either State, T ri 
torial, or municipal authority. 
Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is expressly reserve 


The following amendments recommended by the committe 
were read: 


s for the conveyance of 
h any lands held by an 











irougu 


a3 


ter the word “Interior,” on page 2, line t, add: 


ided, That the construction of lateral lines from the main pipe lin 





establishing connection with oil and gas wel lls on the individual allotments 
citizens may be constructed without securing authority from the Secreta 
of the Interior and without filing maps of definite location, when the. consent 


of the allottee upon whose lands oil or gas wells may be located has been 
tained by the pipe-line company: Provided further, That in case it is Gestre 
to runa pipe line under the line of any railroad and satisfactory arrar ig 
ments can not be made with the rs tilroad ec ompany, then the question shall b 
referred to the Secretary of the Interior, who shall prescribe the t« rms anc 
conditions under which the pipe-line company shall be permitted to lay it 


| lines under said railroad.” 


for final proofs, when made before any other officer than the register and re- 
cei iver’, sha il be as f% llow 
** For ¢ auc h affidavit, 25 cents. 
‘‘* For each deposition of claimant or witness, when not prepared by the 
officer, 25 conta. 
“* For +h deposition of claimant or witness, prepared by the officer, $1. | 
er demanding or receiving a greater sum for such service shall 






and uy 


eding y $100 


1ent recommended by the committee, 


uilty ® rals demeanor, a 
off € a fine not exc 
The ( “le rk oui the amendn 
as follows: 
Amend by adding after line 16, page 2,‘‘or which may have heretofore 


nm conviction shall be punished for each 


been so made and duly subscribed.’ 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 


Mr. SPALDING. Iwould like to ask t 
souri if f this changes existing law? 

Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. The only change is by the addition 
of the words ‘‘county’’ and “‘ parish.’’ As the law now is, proof 
can only be made in the land district. It frequently happens 
that the line runs between the county seat and the place where 
the land is situated, so that a man may have to go 45 or 50 miles, 
whereas under this law it might only be a short distance. 


1e gentleman from Mis- 


Mr. SPALDING. Then this changes the law back to the way 
it was a short time ago? 


Mr. LA MAR of Missouri. I donot understand that it changes 
the law back. The bill has been approved by the Land Office and 
by the Sec retary of the Interior. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I will say that while the bill ap- 
pears complicated on its face, because it reenacts the entire sec- 
tion, yet the changes are very slight, and in fact conforms to the 
practice that has prevailed since the change in the law to which 
the gentleman from North Dakota {[Mr. SpaLpin@] has referred. 
A number of proofs have gone in where the county was divided, 
where a part of the land was in one district and part in another, 
and proof was made at the county seat for both districts. These 
Pp roots we accepted at the local office and rejected at the General 
Land-Office. Thislaw permits the proof to be made at the county 
seat, notwiths standing the land is located in tw® districts. 

Mr. SPALDING. We passed an act two or three days ago 
remedying- 

Mr. LACEY. 
as in Missouri. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Iowa if this bill covers proof taken under 
the timber-culture law, under similar circumstances? 





This will cover cases in North Dakota as well 


|} some explanation. 


Pago 2, line 9, after the word “lines,” add the word “are,” and same li! 
and page strike ont the word “‘are” after the word * not.” 

On page 2, line 18, after the word “ authority,” add the following 

“And incorporated cities and towns into and th rough which such pip ; 
lines may be constructed shall have the power to regulate the mann« 
construction therein, and nothing herein contained shall be so construed 
to deny the right of municipal taxation in such towns and cities s,and nothi 
herein shall authorize the use of such right of way except for pipe lin: >) al 1 
then only so far as may be necessary for its construction, maintenance 

care.” 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tien f« 
Was this bill reported from a committee of 


Is there objection to the 


present considera- 


the Senate? 

Mr. CURTIS. The bill was considered by a subcommittee 
five, consisting of three from the majority side and two from t! 
minority side. The report of the subcommittee was unanim: 
and was unanimously agreed to by the Committee on Indi 
Affairs. It has the indorsement of the Secretary of the Inter: 
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Was it reported in the Senate by 
a committee? 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes, sir; and passed the Senate some time ag 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It provides for pipe lines, for 
and gas lines? 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What does it provide as to p: 
ment of damages where it goes through public land? 

Mr. CURTIS. The damages are paid to the allottees or 1 
Secretary for use of the tribe in such manner as the Secretary 
the Interior may direct. I might state to the gentleman fr 
Indiana that the Secretary of the Interior has made a number 
leases to oil and gas companies in the Indian Territory; but w! 
application was made for the right to build pipe lines, he . 
that under the existing law he had no right to grant any 

right of way. There are a hundred wells of gas and oil near B ° 
tlesville, Ind. T., only about forty of which are being operated, 211 
there are forty-six near Chelsea, Ind. T., of which only twenty- 
five are being worked, because they have no pipe-line faciliti 
The Government has made leases requiring them to develop tie 
wells, and yet no way has been provided for the operators to » t 
their oil to the refineries, and this bill simply gives the Secretary 
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the right » grant the right of way so their products may be | ss of July 1, 1902 d d mu 0- 
taken to the market Ur ited States and the State of \ 
Mr. WILI [AMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speak * IT would like to | o read. as fe 
ma ke i suggestion to the gentleman from ee [Mr. Curt it . et f 
in the way of an amendment to the bill. We are, at least I ho; ste of Vermont t 
we are, on the eve of admitting Indian Territory and Oklaho of ' 
into the Union as States. It does not seem to me wise to bring 
in manacled with corporation gra I i have no ob- 
n to this bill. if the gentleman 16 time of it , 
n. Ldonot much Ca ‘e how is to me that 1 
ought to be a provision in the 1 yperation to = : 























r. CURTIS. I would ‘to the gentlem yl Ona 
uld not be neces ary, for the reasor Aa : eer, ' 
l Indian Territory are admitted—and I h ; 9 ae ; 
ons will still be under the jurisdic . rH 
the Interior. There is nothing in this 1 Mr. COCHRAN. I ask S 
wav interfere with the rights of the Stat ~U) nNoW on 5 L l 
tips, the counties, or the cities to k 
WILLIAMS of Mis issippi. 3 underst i LW 1, 
n to the life oi thi ment. 
GC TIS. Lamp fectly willing, if th centleman insists, geet ra 
WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; ot en ty yy 
Ir. CURTIS Mr. Speaker, I will offer t 1d 
li x ¢ I 
SPEA ER Th qu ion is first « t mM 4 
1 
» commi umendments were agreed to. 
E SER. The gentleman will please indicate his amend 
I 
r URTIS At the end of s tion 1 add the l r 
n shall not i 
+ - r | 
Ee ort th f o 
as folloy i 
rt } r y , 
Mr. BRAN - 
PEA n the amendment offered 1 that 
aa I + 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I wanted to call to the attention of UU, 
th tleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] what seems to The bill w 
I the effect of this amendment in assessing the damage | A} 
rht of way. Of course the temporary character of the 
will be taken ~ ) consideration and the compensation | ;, 
I L accordingly, while, as a matter of fact, the oil or gas 
to be exhausted in ten or fourteen y and the result 
that in making this change you w simply redu 
th pensation that the Indian allottee would get without 
I lly doing him or anybody else any good. The easement being 
i $s nature is temporary only, and my friend will accomplish tio thi 
what he does not w odo. ; the third tim 
VILLIAM lississippi. I consider the question of th On m 
pensation to be paid as a secondary matter. by { 
ir. LACEY. The point to which I want to call my friend’s; ~ 
attention is this: In the very nature of things, whilst this e: Me TONES i 
ment on its face is perpetual, it is in fact temporary, because the eal = Ht 


prod on of oil and gas is temporary; consequently there is no 
danger of the perpetuity of the grant interfering with anybody. | nortions of the G ee gd 
y Mr. W IL, LIAMS of Mississippi. That may or may not be, SO eel eee i a ~~ ote com 
Mr. LACEY. [t is always so as to gas or oil. ee ee a 









Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississ ippi. It may be true or it may not | ,-4 4 
be. I do not know as a matter of the science of oil whether it is | | 1 
* true in this case or not. But this is true—that you ought not to i, 1 : 
3 start this prec dent: you ou ght not to give anybody a perpetui ~ “9 ¥ 
a easement of any sort. In all cases of this kind there ought to } g for 
a a limitation prescribed by law. 7 t 
ae tru 1¢ that you always reserve in these grants the right to| TT! } 


‘i amend or repeal; but it is also true that the right is never exer- | were read, as follows: 
cised, ie l when you attempt to exercise it people immediately Strike « 
zin to cry out about ‘* vested rights,’’ the violation of the o} bli- | in¢ own veg ed 
3 gation of contracts, and all that. Gon «nid nae 
4 ; Nov v, if the point of the gentleman be correct as a matter of in line 10 strike out tl 
4 ta t, nobody is going to be damaged by limiting the period, be- | OUY SBS Wores ; 
cause by the end of the period nobody will have need to exercise | gitaog” —— 
3 the right granted by the easement. So I hope the ‘amendment After the word “pur ’ in line dd 
The question Kelty taben, the cmendinent was ag d to. da| TheSPEAKER. Is there objectio 
a € r ea to be engrossed and read a Mr. PAYNE iineied tha * 4 ae 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, |, “4; *+\ 2% Aveserving the right 
Un motion of Mr. Curtis, a motion to reconsider the vote by ees a ee eee 
a Vhich a hj ra ’ waa 193 » +< * JTOPOSse ere to de granted? 
A Which the bill was passed was laid on the table ‘ I Mr. Je INES of W ashing on. About 1 LerTes, 
4 MUTUAL CLAIMS—UNITED STATES AND VERMONT. Mr. PAYNE. How much of a piace is Port Angeles? 
Mr. HASKINS. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate Mr. JONES of Washington. There are abont fifteen hundred 
consideration of the bill (S. 113 ) to enable the Secretary of the | or two thousand inhabitants. This land was an original town 
reasury to pay the State of Vermont money appropriated by the ' site laid out by the Government, consisting of thr 
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sand lots; and no provision was made at that time for the dedica- 
tion of any part of the land to park purposes. <A part of this land 
was laid out in 1863. These are suburban lots, outside of the busi- 
ness part of the city and outside of the land which was platted 
into small business and residence lots. Those lots have been on 
the market since 1895, and only one of the blocks has been sold 
since that time. The land is of very little value for any other 
purpose than as a park. A portion of it has been reserved for 
military purposes; but the remainder, as I have just stated, has 


been on the market for sale since 1895, and only one block has 
been sold. 


Mr. PAYNE. 
‘mand there? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. No; not at that point. The pres- 
ent grant comprises only about 100 acres, and the use of the land 
is restricted to park purposes. 

Mr.MONDELL. Willthe gentleman yield tome fora question? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. It is true, is it not, that the Government has 
already received from the sale of lands in this town site something 
like $80,009? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
original town site. 

Mr. MONDELL. So that the Government isin to the extent 
of about $100,000 now on this town site? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; to the good. 

Mr. MONDELL. And this is simply transferring some of the 
poorer outlying lots to the t town for a park? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. The policy is, I suppose, that the Government 
should never in any one be allowed to make a dollar. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Government has already 
made a hundred thousand dollars out of it and can not make any- 

, and this is simply to let the people have a little bene- 


In other words, town lots are not in great de- 


Something over $100,000—the 


thing ry more 

fit in the way of a park for recreation purposes, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, may we have the bill 
read as amended? 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill and amendments 
will be again reported. 

The bill as proposed to be amended was read, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the committeewere agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Jones of Washington, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

RESIGNATION AND A 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is notified by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. CALDERHEAD] that he will be unavoidably absent 
for several days to come, and he asks to be excused from service 
upon conference committees on sundry pension bills, Is there 
objection? 

‘There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. SuLLOWAyY] in place of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas | Mr. CALDERHEAD], excused, 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a reprint 
of the Tep rt on the naval appropriation bill, with permission to 
correct a few clerical mistakes. 

The SPE AKER. The gentleman from Mlinois asks unanimous 
consent for a reprint of the report on the naval appropriation biil, 
with permission to correct c¢ rtain clerical errors. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. F OSS. Mr. ‘Sper iker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the naval appropriation bill, and pending 
that motion, I desire to ask my colle ague [Mr. Meyer of Loui- 
siana], representing the minority, what time he wishes on that 
side for general debate? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Five hours on a side. 

Mr. FOSS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that general debate be 
agreed upon at five hours on each side, making ten hours in all, 
one half to be controlled by my colleague, the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. MEYER], and the other half to be controlled by the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that general debate on the naval appropriation bill be 
closed after ten hours, one-half of the time to be controlled by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] and one-half to be controlled 
by the gentleman from Louisiana |Mr. Meyer]. Is there objec- 
tion? 


PPOINTMENT OF CONFEREE, 


There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. Foss was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into the Committee 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considerati 
| of the bill (H. R. 12220) making appropriations for the nay 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for oth 
purposes, with Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to dispe: 
with the first reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks una: 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed wii 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. ° 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state for the informati 
of the committee that I have prepared, or tried to prepare, a yi 
careful report, giving, as far as I could, an explanation for the 


creases in this bill. 
| 


7 —-- ee 


The bill as now before the committee carries an appropriati 
of $96,338,038.94. The estimates sent to the committee, made uj 
in the Navy Department, amounted in all, original and supl le- 
mental estimates, to the sum of $105,962,8 14.34. This bill sh 
a reduction from those estimates of $9.6: 24,805.40. 

I recall the fact that the chairman of the Committee on App 
priations [Mr. Hemenway], in the earlier Gays of this session of 
Congress, said that if we appropriated for all the estimates as! 
for by the different departments of the Government there wou 
be a deficiency of nearly $40,000,000. 

Up to the time that this bill was reported from the commit! 
there had been reported to the House six great appropriation bill 
the pension, the legislative, executive, and judicial, the army. t 
urgent deficiency, the diplomatic and consular, and the agricu!- 
tural appropriation bills. The reduction from the estimates 
these bills amounted in round numbers to about $5,600 000. iL 
reductions from the estimates in this bill amount to$ $9,624,805.40. 
So I think this bill will afford some comfort to the ( ommnit e | 
Appropriations—that school of economists who exercise a wat 

| ful care over the appropriation bills of other committees as \ 
of course, as their own. And while it will afford comfort to | 
economists, at the same time it affords inspiration to those w 
believe in the policy of building up the American Navy, beca 
while this bill reduces the estimates by an amount of ne: 
$10,000,000, it is also an increase over the appropriation bill 
last year of more than $14,000,000. 
That is made necessary by the fact that we are increasing t 
number of men and also providing for the continued construct 
of our ships already authorized. Take, for instance, the matt 
the increase of men. We provide in this bill for an increas 
3,000 men. We ought really to provide for more men; but 
have not the facilities for training them at the present ti 
The increase in the pay of the Navy from this fact, and from 
increase in the number of officers and the increase in the num! 
of midshipmen in the Naval Academy, amounts to more tha 
million and a half dollars. 

There is another increase in this bill over that of last year w! 
I desire to call your attention to, and that is the fact that we 
rebuilding the Naval Academy at Annapolis, Last year we m 
no appropriation, because no appropriation was required. Th 
was enough money on hand to provide for the expenditure: 
the present fiscal year, but in this bill we make an appropriat 
of $3,000,000. Then, too, we provide for an increase of ne 
$5,000,000 for construction and repair. That applies to the cv 
struction of ships which have already been authorized. We 
provide an increase over that of last year of $2,000,000 for ar 
In this bill we are making an appropriation for our naval sta 
down at Guantanamo of $385,000; ther we are mz king an a] 
priation for our naval station over in Subig Bay, in the Ph 
pine Islands, to the amount of $862,395, 

These are the large increases in this bill, and go to make 
that increase over last year in the appropriation bill of more + 
$14,000,000. 

Now, there are some other matters to which I desire to call 
attention of the committee. The committee recommends for 
naval programme for this year the authorization of one first-« 
battle ship, carrying the heaviest armor and the most pow: 
ordnance for a vessel of this class, on a trial displacement o! 
more than 16,000 tons, to have the highest practicable spec 
great radius’ of action. This battle ship will cost $7,775.00) 
The committee also recommend two first-class armored cru 
of not more than 14,500 tons trial displacement, carrying 
heaviest armor and most powerful armament for vessels of 1 
class, to have the highest practicable speed and great radi 
action. 

Each one of these armored cruisers will cost $6,500.000. 
committee also recommends the authorization of three 
cruisers of not more than 3,750 tons of trial displacement, « 
ing the most powerful armament for vessels of their class, to L 
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the highest practicable speed compatible with good cruising quali- | every man, woman, and child in the country. 


ties and great radius of action. Each one of these vessels or 
cruisers Will cost $2,200,000. And in addition thereto two col- 
liera, to be capable of accompanying the battle fleet, carrying 
5.000 tons of cargo coal loaded, and having a trial speed of not 
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less than 16 knots, each costing $1,250,000. The total cost of the | 


battle ship, two armored cruisers, three scout cruisers, and two 


colliers will be $29,885,000. In this appropriation bill we make 
no appropriation for this programme authorized this year, be- 
cause it is not necessary to doso. The appropriation for the cost 
of these vessels will extend over a series of years, beginning next 
year, and covering possibly five or six years. 

” This naval programme which the committee recommends this 
year is, in its judgment, a modest and reasonable programme, 
when you come to take into consideration what other countries 
are doing, and I may say to the committee that I have prepared 
here in this report a statement showing the naval programme for 
this year of some of the leading countries of the world. England, 
for instance, is building three battle ships, four armored cruisers, 
three protected cruisers of the third class, four scouts, fifteen tor- 
pedo-boat destroyers,and ten submarines. Germany has author- 
ized for it naval programme this year two battle ships of 13,000 
tons each, one armored cruiser of 9,500 tons, three cruisers of 3,000 
tons, one gunboat, six high-sea torpedo-boats. Russia has a large 
naval programme this year of two battle ships of 16,500 tons, two 
battle ships also of 12,000 tons, two armored cruisers of 6,500 
tons; and Italy has a large programme. 


| day. 


In view of that, I think that this programme which we recom- | 


mend this year is nothing more than a fair and reasonable pro- 
gramme, and I believe that it will be heartily approved through- 
out the country. If the committee desires to know the strength 
of foreign navies as they stand to-day, they will find it upon the 


last pages of this report, in which, by the aid of the Bureau of | 


Naval Intelligence, I have placed here an illustrative diagram, 
showing the war-ship tonnage of the principal naval powers. 


| as the insurer of American wealth 


Great Britain has a tonnage of a little over a million and a half— | 


I mean to-day in commission; France, nearly 600,000 tons; Rus- 
sia, a little over 400.000 tons; Germany, a little less than 400,000 
tons; the United States, a little less than 300,000 tons; Italy, a lit- 
tle less than ours; Japan, a little less than Italy, and Austria last. 
Iam speaking of the Navy as it stands to-day, the Navy service- 
able. This diagram also shows how much the foreign countries 
are building. As the Navy stands to-day, based upon the ships 
already built, we rank fifth. Great Britain ranks first, France 
second, Russia third, Germany fourth. 


Mr. Chairman, it has been said in some quarters that we ought to | 


stop building up the American Navy,that the Navy is large enough, 
that we have too many ships already. That voice has come to us, 
but Ido not believe that it is the voice of the American people. 
It has been said that we ought to spend more money on internal 
improvements, that we ought to deepen our rivers and harbors, 
that we ought to erect post-office buildings, that we ought to pro- 
mote expositions; that that was a wiser expenditure of public 
money; but, Mr. Chairman, I do not agree with that position. 
There is no necessity for ever drawing the issue between building 
up the American Navy and providing proper and needful expendi- 
tures for internal improvements. I recall the fact that during 
the last six or seven years, as every Member of this House will 


recall the fact, that we have been building up the American Navy | 


faster than ever before, but at the same time we have also been ex- 
pending more money upon internal improvementsthan ever before. 

W hy, since the Government began we have expended $450,000,- 
000 for the deepening of our rivers and harbors, and yet since the 
4th of March, 1897—and I take that simply as a convenient time— 
we have appropriated $150,000,000 of that $450,000,000. - Not only 
that, but we have made greater appropriations for building post- 
offices during that period than ever before, we have promoted 
more expositions than ever before, and yet I say during all this 


time we have been making greater progress in the construction of | 


th> American Navy than ever before. 


There is no necessity of | 


drawing the line between the Navy and internal improvements. | 


This country is rich enough and great enough to make proper ap- 
propriations for necessary needs at home and abroad, but, sir, if 
the issue shall be drawn between building up the American Navy 
as it stands to-day and putting our money into deepening rivers 
and harbors and building post-offices and promoting exposi- 
tions—I say if that issue should ever be drawn, though there is 
no necessity for it, I have no question as to where the American 
people will stand. Foremost and above all must stand consider- 
ations of national defense, tue maintenance of our foreign policy, 
and the protection of American citizens all over the globe. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this Navy of ours is not costing so very 
much when you come to take into consideration our population, our 
Wealth, and our expenditures of public money. Last year our ap- 
propriation amounted to about $82,000,000, about $1 per capita for 
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that there should be a certain proportion existing betw the 
number of battle ships and the number of armored crui 

Mr. FOSS. Thereisan opinion, and the opi Lis this: That we 
ought to have about half as many armored cruisers as battle s} 

| To-day we have twenty-four battle ships built or under 
tion, and we have to-day ten armored cruisers. With the ) 
armored cruisers authorized in this bill, it will give us 
and we will have just about one-half as many armored 
we have battle ships. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will my colleague allow me to make a state? 
in reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will address the Cl 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to interrupt t l 
man from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ilinoi ld 
the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. FOSS. I will vield for a question. 

Mr. RIXEY. I only wanted tosuggest the fact brought 
the question by the gentleman from Massachusetts, w! l is 
to the recommendation of the Navy Department. As I 
stand it, it was for one battle ship, one armored crui i] 
protected cruisers. The bill carries one battle ship, two armored 
cruisers, and no protected cruisers. 

Mr. FOSS. We left off the protect d ¢ s 1 in their 
place put one armored cruiser. Admiral Dewey rf t I 
ion that we ought to build more fighting ships than the g ‘al 
board recommended, and for that reason the commit made that 
change and substituted in place of the three protected cruisers 
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On the basis 
per capita itis notlarge. Take it, for instance, on the basis of 
foreign trade. Our foreign trade last year, if I remember rig 
amounted to two and one-half billion dollars. On 
instance, of appropriating one hundred millions for 
would mean only 4 per cent of our foreign trad 
Take it on the basis of expenditures. Our expenditures for all 





the different Departments of the Government will amount, in 
round numbers, to $700,000,000; perhaps, to be a little more ac- 
curate, $660,000,000. Placing it on the basis of spending ) 
000,000 on the Navy, that would be about 14 per cent of our total 
expenditures. This is not as large a proportion as we expended 
on the Navy in 1800. In that year the naval expenditures were 
29 per cent of the total expenditures, according to a statement 
prepared forme. In 1820 we expended 20 per « the total 
7 
‘ 


ent ot 
expenditures on the Navy. In 1840, 21 In 1870 only 
per cent. That was when our Navy had been allowed to go to 
pieces after the civil war. In 1880 we expended, I believe, even 
less than that, because then we had for a Navy only thirty-two old 
hulks left over from the civil war. 

Then we stood twentieth among the navies of the world. 
had a smaller navy even than little Chile,in South J rica. But 
it was then that the country awoke to the fact that it was neces- 
sary to build up the American Navy,and then started the onward 
march of its growth and development. It began under the Ad 
ministration of President Arthur and has continued to the 
Our naval expenditures in 1900 amounted to about 8 per 
cent of our total expenditures. 

To-day, even if we should increase this bill to one hundred mil- 
lions, the percentage would be about 14 per cent of our total 
expenditures, less than our forefathers appropriated, in percent- 
age, one hundred years ago. 

Now, take it, for instance, on a larger and broader scale—on the 
wealth of the country. Treat, if you please, the American Na 
and where do we stand? It 
has been estimated that the total wealth of this country is more 
than $100,000,000,000. If we should appropriate l] 
$100,000,000 for the American Navy, what perce 
be of the total wealth of our count -tenth of 1 per cent 
The Secretary of the Navy in a very able report has set forth how 
cheaply we have insured ourselves during the past century with 
the American Navy. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. 
to an interruption? 

Mr. FOSS. No. 


per cent. 


+e 


in this | 


tove would that 
amo \ \ 





? One 


Would the gentleman from Illinois object 





Mr. LAWRENCE. It would be interesting to know why the 
Committee on Naval Affairs recommended the construction of 1 


one battle ship and two armored cruisers. Is that inaccord with 
the recommendation of the Navy Department? 

Mr. FOSS. The recommendation of tl 
along that line, of more cruisers this yearthan battleships. T} 
gentleman will recollect that last year we authorized five large 
battle ships and no cruisers, but the sentiment of the 
thorities seemed to be that this year we should authorize a larger 
number of cruisers. 


Mr. LAWRENCE. 


the general bosrd was 


Is it the opinion of the Navy Department 


one armored cruiser. 
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T! me thing that we ought always to keep in mind—you 
can build anayy in time of war. When war comes you must 
fig) at would Ru give to-day if she could have her 
su 3? Butitis no time now for her to build navies. The 
v e of peace you must build for the time of national 
eI mCy é f national crisis. It has been said that ‘‘ eternal 
vi ice is the price of liberty.”? It might also be said, and I 
tl | have read it somewhere, that eternal preparation for war 
is t! ice of peace. 

There is another thing that we ought to take into consideration, 
t] is, the great difference between the Army and the Navy. 


You can callinto being 
Ul time. Men willcome from 
the field and farm and the “office, and in afew months, under 
- training and discipline, you will have a well-organized 
army ready for the march to th e front. That is because anarmy 
d og »f personn And after the war is over these 
men will go back and bi lost in the citize nship of the land. 

But with a navy it is different. You must realize that there 
are two things which constitute a navy—not only/personnel, but 
It costs five or six years to build these great bat- 

They can be built only in time of peace. It takes 
train seamen than to train soldiers. Someone has said, 
eis a great element of truth in the remark, that youcan 
make a major-general by the stroke of your pen, but it takes forty 
years to make an admiral. 

By reason of this difference between an army and a navy it 
behooves the American people to continue this splendid policy of 
building up its Navy, so that wemay be prepared for war when- 
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The Army consists lar an & of personne 1. 
agreat army in comparat 








is ma e up lar sely 


also matériel. 
tle Si 
long 
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ever that hour shall come. God forbid that it ever shall come, 
but it will come—until we reach that stage of civilization when— 
The drur shall beat no longer 
Al t] 3 be furled 
In t! ament of man, 
The federation of the world, 
But that time has not come now. 
There is another thing to which I want to call your attention, 


and that is the fact that we are largely getting the men for the 
Navy away out in the western country. They are coming from 


@ll the States 
larger nun 
year we e! 


of the American Union, but they are coming in 
tbers to-day from the great West. For instance, last 
isted from the State of Colorado, 390 men: from Tlli- 
101s, 733; from Indiana, 417; from Iowa, 150; from Kansas, 112; 
from Kentucky, 94; frcen Michigan, 285; from Minnesota, 113; 

issouri, 904: from Nebraska, 101; from Ohio, 572: from 
Wisconsin, 187. And from the farther West they come. That is 
where we are getting the men for the Navy to-day. 











are making the best seamen. What we need more than anything 
else, perchance, to-day are facilities for the proper training of our 
men. We have a training station in the East, on the Atlantic 
coast, and one | ir n the We st, on the Pacific, but we need a training 


eat L for the training of these men, because 
reat Middle West they come; and according to naval 
ley bring r with them 

t trained scamen and gunners end machinists on 
ard our great ships t day. 

1 déo not know that it is net 
committee as to the nece 

i 





essary for me to say much to this 
ssity of building up the American Navy 
Congress has been liberal in the past, and I take it that the policy 
is pretty well settled that th he growth of our Navy shall continue. 
We have interests which necessitate a good-sized navy. We have 
a creat coast line to pri tec ct. You may say that we are isolated 
on this hemisphere and do not needanavy. That was the argu- 
ment of years ago, but it is not an argum ent of to- da y- Itisan 
obsol to argume ent, because science is annihilating space every 








And they | 


the best bone and sinew and | 


| 





| 





necessity of building up a strong 
Monroe doctrine. Says he: 

If we are not prepared to back up words by deeds, it is far better to omit 
the words. I believe in the Monroe doctrine with ail my heart. I believe in 
asserting it, because I believe the Amer ican people are willing to back it u 
But it can never be backed up by wordsalone. If it became the intere st ( t 
some great power to violate it, most assuredly that great power would do so 
if it was thought that we would only bluster and threaten, or if it was be 
lieved our force was too weak to be formidable ina fight. A good navy is 
absolutely essential if we intend to treat the Monroe doc trine as we sh 
treat it that is, as the cardinal feature of our foreign policy. The fl ot i 1 
a peculiar sense the property of the nation as a‘ vhole. E very Am 


whe ther inland or on the seacoast, if he is both farsighted and pat 
should be peculiarly jealous of the efficiency of the Navy. It wi uid | bé 


right arm of the country in the event of foreign trouble. Disaster to 
would senda thrill of mortalanguish tbrough the heart of every good citizen; 
and the triumphs won by it would in the future, as they have in the pas 
rake every American hold his head higher with pride and joy. The Navy 
must be built up, and it must be continually exercised and trained, so the 
the officers and men may attain the highest degree of excellence in hand lin; Z 
the great war engines intrusted to their care. 

And I may say upon this point that the American Navy was 
never as efficient as it is to-day. Themen were never as efficient. 
We have at the head of the Bureau of Navigation Admiral Tay- 
lor, who has given a great deal of time and attention toward the 
training of our men. Our marksmanship is better than ever be- 
fore, and I say this because I know the distinguished Chairman of 
this Committee of the Whole [Mr. Heppurn]} has always been i 
favor of good marksmanship. On previous naval ¢ 2ppropriatio: yn 
bills he has called the matter tothe attention of thecommittee. Be- 
ing a good shot himself, he wants our gunners to be good marksmen. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have called your attention to the neces- 
sity for continuing this policy of building up our Navy—some of 
the great necessities which we have here at home on this hemi- 
sphere, where we are supreme. 

But we have also interests in the Far East. This country is no 
longer an isolated country. We have the Philippines over the 
in the other hemisphere, which we must protect. Weare char; 
with them. I care not whether gentlemen — the other side 
may | have been opposed to that polic y or not, but the American 
people have set their approval upon it, and it is not nec essary tor 


navy for the maintenance of the 








| us to go back and consider the question whet her it was wise that 


we should hold the Philippines or not. We are there; they are 
ours, ours to protect. 

We appropriate in this bill $862,000 for a naval base over in 
a Bay, with no other purpose than that in view, to protect 

the Philippine Islands, and also at the samo time to protect our 
other large interests in that hemisphere. 

Our commerce with the Orient to-day is growing with every hour. 
We are selling more goods to China than we have ever sold her 
before. In that far-off hemisphere lie the great markets of t 
future, the markets for our South, the markets for our North 
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| the markets for our East, and the markets for our West. We 


need a navy over there to protect our commerce and our trade. 

Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but we need a navy as well to 
back up our diplomacy. And I may say to you that Americ n 
diplomacy never stood so high as it stands to-day under John Ha 
{Applause on the Republican side.| There is no nation in ail 
the world whose influence and power are felt so much in tha 
far-off hemisphere as ours. 

Why, you recall the tronble in China two or three years ag 
when the forei sign countries would have dismembered the Chinese 
Empire if they could have done so. It was a note from this 
country that preserved its integrity. And only recently our & 


| retary of State sent a note to the foreign powers suggesting th 
| localization of the theater of war. 


That means, first, the ne 
trality of China in the war which is now going 7 and second] 
the integrity of China; and though to-day we are 7,000 miles aw: 


| from China, yet we are nearer to the heart of China than a: 


day. he. crossing of the Atlantic or the Pacific is no longer a 
questi f weeks, but isa question of days. Theships are moving 
fast r across the bosom of theocean. Notonly that, but 
for have established coaling stations near our coas 

So tl m ent that we are isol: ited on this hemisphere a ‘d 
therefore need only a small navy is fast being relegated tothe rear. | 


w, there is another thing. There are some interests on this 
hemisphere that we are bound to protect. 
recently down here in Santo Domingo. 
one of our ships was shot by the insurgents wi thout provocation. 
I do not know how soon, but the time may come when we a all 
have to step in and say to S santo Domingo and Haiti, ‘If you can 
not preserve law and order wit hin your own territorial confines, 
then the Unite - States w “ill step in and do it for you.” 

And then, to e are building here upon this hemisphere the 
Panaina Canal— ~amighty work which will bring two great oceans 
into 
canal. We have es d here in this bill for appropriations to 
the extent of $350,000 for a naval base down at Guantanamo, 
right on the road to Panama. So we have that interest to look 
after. Andthen we have the larger interest of the maintenance of | 
the Monroe doctrine. I desire to call your attention to a speech | 
which the President made, I think, in my city, relative to the 


An ens gineer on be aT ad of 


ver oe fellowship—and we will need a defense for that | 


We had a little trouble 


country in the world. 

Gentlemen, I am not in favor of buildiag up the Navy spa 
modically, with a great naval programme this year and n 
next. I am not in favor of a policy that will waft us one \ 
to-day and to-morrow another. Iam in favor of a policy pio 
reasonable and statesmanlike lines, a policy of grax lual develop 
ment and construction. Ido not want a navy to brag about or 
to bluster with. 

I do not want a navy for any of those purposes, but I want to 


| see our country strong enough upon the sea to ever maintai 


| 


| struck at Manila—for the flag and victory! 


that calmness and that poise which becometh a great nation and 
great people; alittle slow to anger, a little plenteous in mercy, | 
when she strikes may she ever have the power to strike as Dew: 
{Loud applause. } 
APPENDIX. 
[House Report No. 905, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session.) 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
February 11, 1904, committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Foss, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, submitted the following 
report (to accompany H. R. 12220): 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred so much of t! 
President’s annual message as relates to the naval establishment, together 
with the annual estimates of the Navy Department. submit herewith a bil! 
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(TH. R. 12220) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1905, with the following statement: 

The amount carried by this bill is $96,538,038.94. 

The original estimates of the Department amounted to $102,866 ,449 34, to 
which were added supplemental estimates to the amount of $3,096,395. 
ing in all complete estimates to the amount of $105,%2,844.34. 

The committee, after a careful consideration of these estimates, made de- 
ductions to the amount of $9,624,805.40, leaving a balance of $96,338,038.94, 
which sum is hereby appropriated in this bill. i : ee 

The appropriation act of last year carried $81,876,791.43, while this bill car- 
ries, as above stated, an increase of $14,461.247.51. "eo 

The following table gives the comparative statement of the appropriations 
for 1904, the estimates for 1905, and the amounts rec mn ended 1n this bill for 
the several bureaus and divisions of the naval establishment: 


, mak- 

















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





| 
| 


= s |Appropriated,| Estimates, | Carried by 
Naval establishment. PI 1904. | 1905. te bill, y 
' i 
ciliata . Sa a ai 
Pay of the Navy. .....--.-......- $17, 706,099.00 | $19, 824,093.00 | $19,224,093. 00 
Pay, miscellaneous ---.-...-.-..---- | 600, 000. 00 600, 000. 00 600. 000. 00 
Comin TOUS. cnncsccnaccsnn 15, 000. 00 | 15, 000. 00 65. 000. 00 
Emergency fund -....-....------| (eo COO. OO 1), 000.00 }.-...-... 
fureau of Navigation..-.....---- | 1,320,723 5, 886.00 1, 360, 028. 00 
Bureau of Ordnance -.....------ 3, 016, 00 06. 75 8. 676, 706. 7D 
Bureau of Equipment.....------]| 5,418, 60: 98,00} 6,498, 028. 00 
Bureau of Yards and Docks -.--| 748, 903 , 884. 57 213, 790. 92 
Public works, Bureau of Yards | . a 
i a a eli } 4,336,440.00 | 8, 164,874.00 ,571.00 
Chun . odd aecanncacens cok SE iii tiie di ieedunna Nh anwenatien ac 
Public works, Bureau of Navi- | 
gation: 7 { 
tepairs, Naval Academy -.--- 60, 000.00 |.....-.. a Se 
ademy _...--- = S00. 00 | 3B, VOI 0.00 | 3, 000, OU 








training station, Cali 


























| Ss Ee BT 4, 250. 00 19. 000.00 | 19. 000. 00 
Naval training station, 

Rhode Island .........-..... 232, 000. 00 14,000, 00 14.900. 00 
Wee Wee Ce a nisin db ucaledenewedescweces 8,125.00 | 8.125. 90 
Naval training station, | 

CCU TIRUON oo ci crncdaccnunlecrcerbenkananis 250, 600. 00 | 250,000, 00 

Public works, Bureau of Ord- 
I a a a a ie | 82, 800.00 | 248, 900.00 | 818, 900 
Public works, Bureau of Equip- 
I na cat a a ke Bt 5, 000. 00 7,800. | 7. 800. 00 
Public works, Bureau of Medi- | 
cine and Surge il ae a 245, 000. 00 20,000.00 | 2» 000.00 
Bureau of Medi > and Sur- } 
OOF. cchunaas le ea | 265, 000. 00 860,000. 00 | 875. 000.00 
Bureau of Supplies and Ac- 
COWIE nh cnrcearenne aia aaed 308, 978. 34 5, 203, 932. 28 | 5, 203, 982. 28 
Bureau of Construction and Re- 
OO ae anon eee } 
Bureau of Steam Engineering..| 38,907,900.00 | 
Naval ACRGGIRY . ..cccsccsccccccs | 270, 397. 34 | 
Marine Corps: | 
oy ae 2,097, 778.08 | 
Quartermaster? ....<<.<.<<«.- 1, 672, 756. 50 | 
Increase of the Navy: | | 
ea ae | EG GP Vieenccncene +) Berea é 
Construction and machinery} 15, 025,632.00 | 28,826,860.00 | 19,826, 860.14 
Armor and armament -...... 1 10,000,000.00 | 12,000,000, 00 12, G00, COO. 00 
IIR nek cha cdcwenndae 400, 090, 00 | 400, 000. OO 
Grand total 81, 876,791.43 | 102,866, 449. 34 06, 388, 058. 94 























‘The first general heading in the bill is that for“ Pay of the Navy,’ andthe 
following table isa comparative statement showing the amount appropriated 
last year, the estimates for the fiscal year 1905, and the amounts! mmended 
in this bill: 

|Appropriated, E Carried by 

| 1904. bill 
Pay of the Navy -.... — | $17, 706,090.00 | $19, 824,093.00 | $19, 824,093.00 
Pay, miscellaneous............--| 600, 000. 60 600, 000. 00 600. 000. O 
Contingent, Navy ............... | 15, 000. 00 15, 000. 00 65 i 
Emergency fund ...............- | 25, 000. 00 50, 000.0% |}......... 















_ ‘The first paragraph calls for an appropriation of $19,324,093 for the p d 
allowances of officers and men. This is made up from the following tablk 
Pay of 2,437 officers on the active list now allowed by law ~-........ $5,545.4 
Commutation of quarters for officers _.................-..--.-.--.--- GOW 
Pay of 983 midshipmen under instruction 4 
Pay of 615 officers on the retired list 1,4 i4 
Extra pay of 104 retired officers performing active duty_-.....-..-- iS, OF 
Pay of 168 clerks now allowed by law (Rev. Stat., sec. 1556) __...-- 3 208, 900 
Pay of 31,500 petty officers, seamen, and other enlisted men -. 11, 020, 320 


Pi 








y of 2,500 apprentice boys at training stations and on board train- 
TN a cee 
Pay of enlisted men on the retired list...............------------- ; 
Extra pay of petty officers and seamen reenlisting under honorable 
CEI et Te 
Allowances to graduates of gun captains’, seamen-gunners’, an 
vetty officers’ schools 22,148 

















All »wances to men holding good-conduct medals..........- 83,589 
P ) pay interest on deposits by enlisted men, act Febr 9, 20.000 
Extra pay for gun pointers and gun captains _............-._--.---- 147 624 
a 19. 894.093 
While the estimate as submitted by the Department called for $500,000 


more than the appropriation recommended in this bill, yet 
telt that the deduction might safely be made, as from experience in the past 
it has been found that the quota of men has seldom, if ever, been full. Tl 
iS an increase of $1,617,994 over that appropriated Jast year, which i 
the increased number of officers, midshipmen, and mien, there being 
additional men provided for in this bill, 

The appropriation for ‘* Pay, miscellaneous” is the same as that of last 
year, $600,000. 

The contingent fund is increased from $15,000 to $85,000 by reason of the 
fact that the emergency fund has been consolidated with it, for the reason 
that it is more properly a contingent fund. 

The emergency fund arose out of the Spanish-American war, and the high- 





3,000 





the committee | 





Sanne 


est amounts appropriated under it wer 

responsibility for its expenditure was pl 
but now that the fund has be 
penditures under it necessaril 


$300,900 in a ngle vear. and the 
iced entirely uy 
sn reduced to $50.04 at 
y havin; 






































































no reason for charging the expendi | t 
that it ought to be left to the Secr ind a 
merges into the contingent fund, with this limita \ t 
“Provided, That the accounting office f Ir r ) 
ized and directed to allow, in the settlement of the 1 fd ! 
ofticersinvolved, payments made under the appropriat ( 
to civilian employees appointed by the Navy y Depar t f 
serving at naval stations maintained in the island pos ms 
cal year 1905, and until such time as Congress shall make sp I 
tion for the pay of such employees.” 
BUREAU OF NAVIGATION 
This Bureau has general jurisdiction over the officersand 
their training and assignm« sot no nt of 5 N 
their complement of officers : [t } har f 
the Naval Register an pe ? und enfo1 t 1 
drill books, signal codes, « er ‘ t] ri gulat 
l general supervisi e } it a 
ce! é t tl Ww | t I l 
| + J in ta rl Vv + + Y + ?4y ye 
for 1904 mat f r ! 
} Appi r I t Ca 
| at 14 1% 
Bureau of N tior 1 
Trans} $99) 499 0 GO57 8 : 
R r . > “) : 1 ’ 
Cc ’ nt ' } (i 
Gu ( 
Outiit rT 


Maint 4 { 
Na I Ca 4 4 ¥ | ‘ 
Na L ‘ i nh 
T } 5 7. 
T } tay 
4 A 
N } aa 
auva 
xf 
I 
f RO . ¥ 
Or 1 . ¥ 
| 
d 
l 1, 000. 1. 000. 0 
Se l 6 (in 
t - j \ 4 
t i 
Unit ce LH j 77,34 qi ) "7 























& 19% RO Me co ae Bn 
On ev 
He} 
Total... na 1, 320, 723.00 | 1 S 
i u t prop 
same \ » be 
a 
ww) } 
of i 
3 ¢ : 
r I i 
( 1eT n t i 
fiscal } i t ! 
in the y 
The app 
vtlo1 1 ¢ b t 
i pprop! I , 
tT } 3 ¥ ar + + Y ’ 
I tt und s t rt re! 
i pl 1rec i ifor ’ W Col ! 
the , eg { V 
The propriation for the } Philad Lz 
ithe san 
BUREAU O} INANCT 
This Bureau has g al rd ‘ f the Navy t 
and ar! nent of t I ind magazines 
n rey te a ¢ 1 ¢ 
; ‘ ra 
iv < 
r i { rT) 
, 
1) ind 1 t} } - 
} AD! ypr Est S ( 
at WO Lo 
snaiialdinele paniiabaslbakliicaebstdtsbiii |—_____ int ms 
3ureau of Ordnance: | 
Ordnance and ordnance stor | | 
Procuring, producing, preserv- | 
$1. 500.000.00 £2. 0% M). (¥ ¢ 
} 4 ay ») yh ¥ x x 
“a 
000.00 
| nw ¥ h 
Be oy) 
it JOIS 1 "rh “yard, i! 
SOM ance ; ; oD 
Machine tools for navy- yar | 
Portsmouth, N. A i 4,000.00 ] 4 
Machine tools for torpedo station, 
Newport, R.I__.- , bei crimie 5,00 
Machine tools fornayval uM 
Lake Denmark, N.J--..-. eos : saabenamdeiaon 2.000. 00 2 000. 
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\ppropri- | Estimates, | Carried by 
ated, 1904. 1905. | bill. 
} 
Bu i ( ' 
( I st j 
\ in Fi Washing 
4 y) i 
I r it nd a 3 | | 
er r J | I RS he ea ee os 
; . aamee oes 
Ns > tir I t t t { 2, 000. OO al as tan a le 
eam to el I 25.000. 00 _ ® Same 
y $7,500.00 
la i I 90), OUO. OO 0 100, 000. 00 
‘ to} I 3, 000, 00 8, OOU. 
Rey t ines, machinery ! 
] mot etc ; Brea 10, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 
etinee tes aon of a beanae | 
1 Cr | ok : 
I i, M Island, Cal i | 
I] al nst t fl | 
b ) l | 13, 200. 00 13, 200. 00 
ra ru | 
" | 125.000 0 125. 000.00 
R gr for of tl | 
| 25, 000. O 125, 000. 00 
N \ 1k hs See ee aa 
r i 
i | i 
; ' 
I te ana routine | | | 
‘ I a Sigs tine a than tp ite } 65, 000. 00 65, 000 0 | 65, 000. 00 
tia ae 60. 000, UO 60, 008. 00 | 60, 000, 00 
j j 
y bn rs ma. | 
OSES { 30, 000. 00 80, 000.00 | 30, 000. 00 
I} ansportation, etc - | 75, 000. 00 75, 000. 00 75,000. 00 
( ablishment ........... 46, 006.75 47,006.75 47,006.75 
j pay of as it | | 
‘ t, naval i 
i" 1. $1.60 to ! } 
a ¢ fers eS a. Sa ee ee ood oe . 
I npay of f n 
: LG 4 xo l - U | | 
r . Se Se NNN inp phate in Es pinned tt dia to cash iad a eed tim hia cb Mi 
TOGNL. ccccwicumbadecknemanes 3, 1 108.75 | 3,778, 706. 75 3, 676, T06. 75 
| 
Th f t } Lu ¢ r last year is $580,700. 
TY} l 5 é of $500,000, ap aoc 
new 7. naller items for tools 
t : ve guns for auxiliary cruis- 
ers, ¢ i2 Navy rhese last tw = ms 
] ia] i ppropriation bills until last year, 
n they there s already suffic 
I “vy heret r for the present fisca 
yea ut n p l -Tuem pp 
’ rea ms for 1 ance stores can be ex- 
pla 1 by the fact that we are p 0 } o commissio m, which 
neces ites a larger expenditure than previ large part of this ap- 
prop! nis used f tar pract Targ ct or a first-class battle 
ship ts int eig 1 lof ? ANI TOS AU pe If we have but 
two} tices a w, th st e r ! $1,366,000. When 
| th a ; y are in commissior t 0,000. This may 
vem t iF 6, and yet e can | sssential, for, to put it 
{ ls of the Pi nt, “Ti »ts that count are the 
i is und¢ r this Bureau, for tor ) station at Newport; 
il I he N aval Mili u; repairs, Bureau of ¢ e€; misc 
t ! the same as those of year, 
t in the ; 6 two foremen at the 
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salary of the assistant 
y recommended by the 














Bure au co g the coal and general « 


Ai aa ju ip- 
ment of manufac ture of rope, anchors, 
’ I ils, and a p« rtion of the elec: 
ty tory, ! LAL aX 
7 14 

Y yr)? »* Y 
pria 

for 1 i pill: 


Carried by 
| bill. 




















} 0.00 |$3,000,000.00 | $3, 000, 000. 00 
1 tré t n 2, OUU, OF 00 | 2, 7% 000.00 | 2,750,000. 00 
it equ 000. 00 | 35, 000. 00 
i jak 75, 000. 00 75, 000. 00 
] yr a1 z GO 37 903. 00 | 600, 000, 00 
ablish1 37, 903. U0 | 38, 028. 00 
9 ‘ 
I 
One « 
Naval statio1 
I er 
pa | 
AE oe 8 8 a 5,418, 602.52 | 6,497, 903. 00 6, 498, 028. 00 

As ¥ seen by t 6 tabl here is an increase in the above appro 
priations recommended cver those of last year of $1,079,425.48, which can be 8 
exTD i 

i t. I 1c se of $250,000in the equipment of vessels made necessary 
b3 m e new ships. 

Ss i. the insertion of an appropriation for $600,000 for depots for 
coal. This appropriation has always been carriedin the bill, but was left out 
last year on account - the large unexpended balance in the Treasury for 
this object. The Secretary is authorized under existing law to use this ap- 


propriation for the es nbiiehane nt of conling depots at such places as he may 


UO | 


| 


| 
| 
=| 





deem nec 


Guants 


Chird 


ssary. 


U1 
iamo, Cuba, durin 


ler this provision a depot for coal will be esta 
s the present fiscal year. 

An increase of },000 in the appropriation f ase of coal 
and other fuel, made necessary by the increased number of new ships, and 
also because we are using oil for fuel ¢ ll as coal 
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The appropriation recommendec contingent fund of this Bureaui 
the same as that of last ye 

The appropriation for rd 

There is an increase of erintt 





walk at Boston (Mass.) N - . > two new 
vided for—one a civil st Ipe srintendent shop, $2,! 
supe onde nt of the anchor sh P, W t 3a 
mended in consequence of the inat ri it to detail 1 





officers for this purpose. 












BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS. 

This is the civil engineering bureau of the Department, and has charg 
the construction of builc lings and their maintenance in the several 1 
yards, also of all docks and shore structures of ¢ il kinds, such as « | 
wharves, etc., for which it estimates. It also has charg ’ all to} | 
improvements in such yards: Newport, R. I., Annapoli ,and 
home, Philadelphia, the magazines and hospitals outside of = n 





the buildi igs 
diction. The 
nated f 
foll 


for which it does not estin 
part of the naval approj 
r by this Bureau. 
wing table gives the comparative 


> bein ig excepie m 
ution bill under publ ic 
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for 1904, estimates for 1905, and the amounts recommended in this bill: 
| Appropri- | Estimates, | i by 
| ated, 1904. 1905. il. 
| 
Bureau of Yards and Docks: | | 
Maintenance, yar eae tek Oe. .-| $600,000.00 | $665,000.00 | 000.00 
Pay of men on le: 0), 000. 00 | 
Contingent, Burea Li sot Yardsand | 
I Fass Beas eh as 40,000. 00 40. O00. OO 40 0D 
Yivil establishment | 
Navy-y rd, Boston, Mass ..-.-. ial 9,831.25 12, 042. 89 12, 042.89 
One nographer and ty pe- 
RIGA, Ce I GO nite en cdnw ace pccchened dkaces eeiiecdcnd 
On “es kkeeper. Bie lei eee Mee Fs 1 ai ee a Sse 
station, Cavite, P. I_..__--- | 2,460. 00 3,350.00 | 8, 360 
‘lerk, commandant’s office.|_............. | nhpiiaintine male Pee eee 
lessenger, commandant’s | | 
; d, De ainbei anes 
One clerk Xe seme sidiiass 
One writ all cezed ae 
One drafts ae eid 
One stenovr pher ar 7 e 
write t $2.50 per dien in atin ane 
One n enger, at | 
die ROtMINS BURGEGD. «col cen cc cnncdssclonseccdscccus eR ees 
One nger and janitor, ‘at | 
$1.7 6p or diem, including Sun- } 
days pracien ded abiitainiiait o pee lodscwtaweneess — 
One rod i inspector, at | 
S.a) OO GIOU oo scdns ccascc cees Isak hehe elet ual tas acti ERE 
pune RE eM se ciidd beac bobs twain edaeeemoan eer aaa 
One messenger to commandant, | | 
Na 8, 800. 00 
One c ‘ bd Stands looseaneueewaue S- Seetia ° ee 
One foreman mac! EEO, EE SOR cilia: uicealt eae 
One messenger and janitor iacall tat saat cain ghia oc tare al acacia tes ie 
Naval station, ~ See Pas 1,749. 25 1,747.25 1,747. 25 
Naval station, Key West, Fla -...| 600 00 2, 642. 40 2, 642. 40 
One clerk sasielbeciatinad dekeasaids Guid cena cia dither o ge ceaupescetel buéeadescaece 
One messe Ji I t | 
$1.76 per I ; | i oe actin ih 
Navy-yard, Lea Island, Pa | 9, 986. 00 | 12, 425. Ol 12, 425 
One foreman joiner, at $4 per | | 
dic 
One nographer and ty i in ae ea. i. 
writer, civil engine OM1Ce.}....... : | Bien 6 dts aeiiow tem 
One electrician, ir » Of $200 | | 
pe ri vnnwm tror i iihtinihinneks . as ak aan 
Navy-3 ird, Mare Island, C: | 14, 32 .00 | 15, 201. 67 15, 291 
n ck rk, civilengineer’s adnan nics Ratandbiatipdien at eC 
ition, New ¢ Pitan: tae } 2, 691.00 | 7, 796. 80 | 7,796. 5 
‘stenographer and type- 4 | 
writer, civil engine pers off , | 















One 7 rn d 
il fic 

One fi nan labore 

One draft man 


One messenger, commandant’s 
fice, at - per diem, includ- 
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ins Pr > und Vv eee - = 
Navy yard, New York, Se rae 23, 16 
Onen aster of tu; gS - ae Se ee ee 
Or 
Navy yard, Norfo ‘ 16,616 
One foreman me Sena i $4.24 
Pp a oscesce - 
One I at 
per diem aioe . bbeeeeenesee 
One messenger a nitor,civil 
engines f. -_ at, oR yer 
diem, in aon s eeeee ceccce 
One stone rT "ion. 
writer, « i iain lice . a 
One electrician, increase of $200 
per annum from $1,200 ........ 
Navy-yar rd, Pensacola, Fla........ 
On I nn eee te 
One a aftsman, at $4 per diem 
One foreman laborer, at $3.52 


SP SEM pease «dena cudceennes 
One stenographer, typew 
and telegraph operator, 
$3.04 per diem __.- real aches 
One writer, at $2.80 per diem 
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( 
Naval station, Sacket Harbor, | | 
N ¥ o-- www ec ecee ecw eessseccsoes 865.00 
Naval station San Juan, | 3 680.00 
i) ’TOTOEMAN. ..ccocn cocceccccece- --- 
Navy-yard igtor l, 6, O95. 25 
One Nme¢ < cue eeence cnesee --- 
a nutcase 5 j 913, 700. 92 
| } 
The increase in this appropriation, as will be seen from the al ta 
ints to $164,887.22 over that appropriated last} 

r 5 ACK { for by an increase in the mainte and docks 
reco l by the Bureau. Last year thers sa of $100.00 
ind t ear the Bureau is a king fora d f$ 00, in viev the 

it nount of work done at the dif vards and stat 

As will be seen upon an examination of the bill, there are a num > of 

’ the differs ds and stations employed out of the f ifor publ 

30 are now placed upon the perm t ind this nec y make 
n increase in the appropriation for the civil establishment. 
PUBLIC WORKS 
The following table gives the comparative statement of the appropriations 
for 1904, estimates for 1905, and the amounts recommended by this bill: 
| Appropri- | Estimates, | Carried by 
ated, 1904. 1905. bill. 
seeninietmcttenitieteaesiaiitciieiaets Acasa _ —— 
? rd | $290,500.00 | $361,860.00 en 00 
“dd 300, 000, 00 951, 500. UO 
320), 000. OD », UU. OU | Of 
10, 000. 00 sas 4 eee ay 
( 165, 000, 00 ? 090,00 ? OOO. 00 
B09, 209, OO 605. 470.00 2’ 970.00 
188, 000. 09 ‘ 260, 0UO. 00 
9 5 Oo 
} 111,890.00 ea 271, 500. OF 
298 000. 00 2 OLD | va ,m 
am 198,000.00 | 500.00 | 00 
Pe ‘ Fla sea oe Soe 143. 000.00 | 97,000.00 | 00 
Port geek. 4. ......<.. | 917. 000.00 | 150, 000.00 } 100. 00 
3 Puget Sound, Wash -.-..- | 295, 200. 00 | 299, i nd 000). OO 
ation, Tutuila, Samoan 

Se rE aise | 39,000.00 | 5,000.00 | 5,000, 00 

M , Was 1, D.C_.....-.-| 224,240.00 | 657,744.00] 575,906.00 
rl ‘s for enlisted men (to | | 
31.900, a Pd a hs SRO OP Boe kdenewone 
J 1d specifications for public | 
’ Ne eae } 80, 000. 00 85,000.00 |........ 
stimates req 1 by sec- | 
Re di Statut Pia eee Dd 150, 000. 00 45. 000.00 
R ly rvation,navy-yards | 
: \ t ee - _ . 500.000. 00 500. 000. 0 
f N ition, Gu nt anamo, Cut 1,015, 000. 00 885.000. 00 
val station, Oloneapo. P.1 | 862, 395.00 | 862. 895 
nsolidation power ae va bg 600, 000. 00 } 800, 000. 00 
Dt cilugeitiies iimnianniaiatiteiciiia 
l, public works, Bureau of | 
Yards and Docks ~.............. 4,336, 440.00 |10, 642, 269.00 | 571. 00 
| { 

Che total estimates for public works amount to $10,986,769. Your commit- 
te f most careful considera ation, reduced these estimates by $4,421,198, 
making the total amount recomm end ed $6,505,571. 

1 oriant provisions are th : 
r the purchase of land, $400,000, Norfolk Navy-Yard. 
a previous act of Congress condemnation procesdings were authorized 
i ind to extend the N vorfolk Navy-Yard. The firstaward was m: at 
$2,000. This was regarded by the Department as too high, and another 
commissioners was appointed and they awarded the value at $475, 
rhis was als ) Teg rded by the Ds partment as too high, but the it 
t property ha agreed to ) take $400,000 £ * the sam e, and this pr 4 
tory to the Depa rtm ent and rec commended by the Secretary of the 
. The area of the id is about 272 acres 
nd. The following estimates were submitted for the naval station at 
( namo, Cuba, the Department: 


amo, 


Cube 


S200, 000 
$ ; 





Sr 40,000 

lat Tor J : 130, 000 

rvoir and water syst« 50, 000 

Naval hospital _............ 40, 000 

\ Jearing and grading "RR eee eee a i o 40. O00 

a Coal depot at Hos I a or 870.000 
= Electric NNN NR a eet ey ee ree 45, 000 
eee i ta a a Hil aa Ee 000 


| = ated 
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PUBLIC WORKS, BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 


m #11 





The following table gives the comparative statement of the appropriations 
for 1904, the estimates for 1905, and the amounts recommended in this bill: 





Carried by 
bill. 





ated, 1904. | 1905. 





| Appropri- | Estimates, 


Public works under Bureau of Navi- 
gation: 














TEATS A OAOIA YT TRIS 6 iii cence teamieecccumane $3, 000, 000.00 | $3,000, 000. 00 
Repairs, Naval Academy .-.-..-- | RD CI he cvicks ocanntaclstedauxamcaene 
Tablets on historic places, Na- 

VR BORGO nna sn6dciseawmenkan WOU scars ceca es |J--se2-2------ 
he a a 60,500.00 | 3,000,000.00 | 38,000,000. 00 
aiecicegee laine 3 : 

Naval training station, Califor- 

I d 
Salt-water fire-protection sys- 

SOUR. 5 cic owsassuenen Se aepimed (ease enmm me hiieea DOD Faved centenmiieine 
Ventilation and sanitary im- 

provements of barracks ......}....-.---.-.-. 5,000.00 }_.... iowa eae 
Extension of wharf ........-...- | 





19,000.00 


19, 000. 00 


Naval training station, Rhode 








sland 
Continuing sea wall and com- 
Disting MFCR WRLCP. «occas cosclecccccencasos- 10,000.00 ]..... iaaciebaaa 
Moving and rebuilding stables 
‘armer’s house to clear 
site f fficers’ quarters...) ccccocncaues- ROO Biviciiceditiniceces 
Extending and completing 
stone quay and coaling pier -- PO OO h innctcninenacus s sihgdabeiec eae 
Filling two stagnant basins. -.... IT ROR 5 asc Scat ta Bieta ames tae s 
Additional barracks ............ | 217,500. 00 |-onsusannaonee Peseta: 





14,000.00 | 14,000.00 





} 


| 232, 000. 00 
Naval War College, Rhode Is- | 


iand— 

Alterations to commandant’s 
quarters, naval training sta- 
tion, Rhode Island, to fit it for 
officers’ quarters for Naval 












War College.-.....- silietaeeencaemiers cee eciiatieasabee 6,500.00 }..... Bias cacdsaiiaicn 
Furniture for extension of Na- 
val War College..... a cialatid ane a dieichaeoale aisaiet 1, 625. 00 bucnecwste 
| RS | 8,125.00] 8, 125.00 
Naval training station, Great 
Lakes— 
Purchase of land and establish- 
mentofnavaltrainingstation | 
on shore of Lake Michigan hoc iseeeoueea saan’ 250, 000. 00 250, 000. 00 


The principal recommendation under this heading is that for the establish- 
ment of a training station on the Great Lakes. <A board of naval officers was 
appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, in accordance with the act of Con- 
rress, to investigate the lakes and recommend a site for the naval training 
tation. Last year they presented a preliminary report to Congress, in which 
hey recommended that the site of the naval training station on the Great 





kes be fixed on the shore of Lake Michigan below latitude 43° 30’. 
The reasons for selecting Lake Michigan are made plain in their report, 
which is known as * Document No. 45, Fifty-seventh Congress, second ses- 
sien,’ but may be briefly stated as follows: 

Che southernend of Lake Michigan is nearer the center of the popu- 


First. Th 
lation of the Middle West, from which we draw a great part of our enlisted 
men. 

Second. From considerations of strategy a naval base at the southern end 


of Lake Michigan, 490 miles from foreign territory, was considered prefer- 
able to a location on any other of the Great Lakes, which would have been 
‘ 


‘directly in the face of and almost in sight of the ports ofa foreign country.” 
Third. Because of the fact that “ only on Lake Michigan does navigation 

continue throughout the year,” whereas on the other of the Great Lakes 

navigation is closed anywhere from ninety-three days at Sandusky, Ohio 

(Lake Erie), which is the average record of twenty-five years, to one hun- 

dred and fifty-six days at Marquette, Mich. (Lake Superior), which is the 
rerage record of twenty-five years. 

‘ourth. “It is in the geographical center of the district of the Great 
‘3, and is thus better adapted to the purpose than either the eastern sub- 
division, which is not now inas much need of a station as the subdivisions far- 
ther west on account of its nearness to the Atlantic seaboard, or the western 
or northern subdivisions, which would not only draw their recruits largely 
from points farther east and south, only to ship them back on their way to 
the coast, but which do not offer as good a field from which to draw re- 


’ 





cruits.’ 

The conclusions of this board are unanswerable. Too often in the past 
naval stations have been located at the behest of local and political influ- 
ence. The time has come when naval stations should be located for the best 
interests of the American Navy by men whose business it is to know what 
the naval service demands. 

The board have made a further report this year to Congress, known as 
Document No. 6, Fifty-eighth Congress, first session, which was transmitted 
to the Speaker of the House of Representatives with the following letter by 
the Secretary of the Navy: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
: Washington, November 11, 1903. 

Srr: The act making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1903, contains the following clause: 

* Naval training station, Great Lakes: The Secretary of the Navy is 
hereby directed to appoint a board composed of naval officers, whose duty it 
shall be to select on the Great Lakes a suitable site for an additional naval 
training station, and having selected such site, if upon private lands, to esti- 
fate its value and ascertain, as nearly as practicable, the cost for which it 
can be purchased or acquired, and of their proceedings and actions to make 
full and detailed report to the Secretary, who shall transmit such report, 
‘with his recommendations thereon, to Congress for its action; and to defray 
the expenses of said board the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be 


SS 





necessary, to be immediately available, is hereby appropriated out of any 


moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

On December 13, 1902, 
at that time made in obedience to the provisions of this act. I then submit 
ted to Congress the preliminary report of the board appointed under th 


provisions of the act, and stated that when the final report of the board was 


made it would be submitted to Congress. The preliminary report reco: 
mended that the naval training station on the Great Lakes should be fix; 
on the shores of Lake Michigan below latitude 48° 30’. 

I have the honor now to transmit a copy of the final report of the board 
in which Lake Bluff, which is 82 miles north of Chicago, is recommended ; 


the most suitable site for a naval training station. In view of the large pri 


Lhad the honor to inform Congress of the progress 


at which land at that point is held by the owners, the board suggests fou: 


other sites as suitable, which, in the order of their desirability, are as follow 
Racine, Muskegon, Milwaukee, and Michigan City. 

At the present time a large number of recruits for the naval service ar 
obtained from the States of which Lake Michigan is the center. These me 
are of high quality in every respect and after one term of enlistment beco 
excellent seamen for service either in the Navv or the merchant marine 
in many cases becomes well fitted for responsible positions in private life. 

I respectfully recommend to Congress the earnest consideration of the r 
port of this board and the establishment of a naval training station on th 
Great Lakes in accordance with its recommendations. 

Very respectfully, 
WILLIAM H. Moopy, Secretary. 

The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. C. 

The great problem to-day is the training of men and getting them in sh 
for the ships as fast as they are completed. Admiral Taylor, in his hea: 
before the committee, stated that the Department was only asking for 3, 
additional men because they had not at present adequate facilities for tra 
ing more, and the establishment of this station on the Great Lakes is ea: 
nestly recommended. 

PUBLIC WORKS, BUREAU OF ORDNANCE. 

The following table gives the comparative statement oi the appropriation 

for 1904, estimates for 1905, and amounts recommended in this DA 


. 
ae 





Appropri- | Estimate 8, 
ated, 1904. 








Public works, Bureau of Ordnance: 
Naval magazine, New England -.!.............-} $250,000.00 





Additional improvements at 
magazine, Iona Island--......-.. RD bo xictoekawinctacgincnenes. 
Improvements at magazine, Lake 
PONE, Bs Sak dis cchadinmeccs 19, 600. 00 10, 000. 00 | 10, 000, 0 
Improvements at magazine, St. 
Juliens Creek..........--...---.- 11,000.00} 11,100.00] 11, 100 
New buildings and improve- 
mentsat naval proving grounds 10, 500. 00 121,500.00 121,500. 
Improvémentsat torpedo station- 25, 000. 00 84, 100. 00 34, 100. 0 
Water system, etc., at Fort Nor- 
SH 2: <nnceeicadheen dene ead aee: B, DOO OG linseniwneducae)s scnsadnse- 
Expense of board on site for 
i magazine on New England | 
COODD ccccndaiscnndnnmis ankcansae Bg IE Bede ditinicdinbgisiad a= mctinieies 
New magazine, etc., Fort Mifflin, 
Mibons Aiud ste danke ibid tadsonhh wuawnenbaika 20, 000. 00 20, 000. Ur 
Observation magazine and filling 
house, Mare Island, Cal .....-...}..... Gadhiimaunins 2, 200. 00 2, 20x 
Magazine, shell, and filling house, | 
etc., Philippine Islands. -... wetee|eneeeeeeee eee 50, 000.00 | 50, 00 
Total. .... sessseeenneseseaseee| 82, 800. 00 408, 900.00 | 318,99 


The followin in ogee for a naval magazine on the coast of New Engla: 
is coonuamanal yy the committee: 

* Naval magazine, New England.—For the purchase of land for a site for 
naval magazine on or near the New England coast, north of Cape Cod, a 
toward the erection thereon of the necessary buildings, of inclosing : 
grounds, of grading and filling in, of building roads and walks, of the 
provement of the water front, of the necessary wharves and cranes, of r 
road tracks and roliing stock for local service, of fire and water service, «! 
of the equipment of the establishment, $70,000, or as much thereof as may 
necessary; and the Secretary of the Navy may employ, and pay out ot 
appropriation hereby authorized, such additional expert aids, survey: 
architects, superintendents of construction, or draftsmen as may be nec 
sary for the preparation of the plans and specifications and prosecution 
the work authorized, to an amount not to exceed $15,000: Provided, T! 
the total cost of the establishment, complete in all respects, shall not exc: 
the sum of $500,000: And provided further, That should the Secretary of t! 
Navy be unable to purchase the land for the site from the owners ther 
at a fair and reasonable valuation he is hereby authorized and direct 
to institute proceedings for the condemnation of such part or parts ther 
as may be necessary: And provided further, That the Secretary of the Nav 
is hereby authorized and directed to discontinue the magazine now in t! 
city of Chelsea not later than the time when the new magazine for the Ni 
England coast is ready to be occupied, and to sell at public auctionor priva 
sale, at a price to be approved by him, all the land now appurtenant to a: 
within the inclosure of the present magazine in said city of Chelsea.” 

As will be seen, the committee recommends improvements to the nay 
powder depot at Lake Denmark to the amount of $10,000. 

Also the naval magazine at Norfolk, $11,108. 

Also improvements to the naval torpedo station at Newport, $34,000. 

Also to the naval station at Indian Head, $121,500. 

Also to the naval magazine at Fort Mifflin, $20,000. 

Also naval magazine at Mare Island, $1,700. 

Also naval magazine in the Philippine Islands, $50,000. 


PUBLIC WORKS (BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT)—NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 

The small appropriation of $5,000 is made for the Naval Observatory, a! 
also provision is made for inclosing the grounds by a fence to cost $2,8W. 

BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 

The duties of this Bureau are implied in its title and comprise all that 
lates to laboratories, naval hospitals, and dispensaries. It designs var 
buildings erected within the navy-yards for its own purposes, so far as th 
internal arrangements are concerned, and has controlof the same after c 
pletion. It designs, builds, and maintains all buildings erected for its ov 





purposes outside of navy-yards, and generally estimates for and controls a 
the details of its own organization, 
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le gives the compzrative statement of oe “pr ation 








r 1905, and the amounts recommended in this bill: 
saaeinatena cnakaiemntsingginenioisgigarscabhonsisit ——— 
| Approepri- | Estimates, | Carried by 
| ated, 1v04d. | 1905 





ee 


and Surg 
marty ent wiabrjatiartianp aad 
tal fi 


ine 





$150, 000.00 | 25 000. 00 $225, 000. 00 





‘bill. by 




































































































ind eens a 40 (he) UO | 40,000.00 40, 000. 00 
medic ineandsurg rery 85. 000. 00 | 60,000.00 | 50. 000. & 
on of remains a : } 15, 000. 00 15, 060. 00 
= Repairs, medicine and surgery-.- 000. 00 | 45, 000. 00 45.000. 00 
DOME. oadecd asda ncaa pitied 265, 000. U0 75. 000. 00 | 875. 000. 00 
Public work, Bureau of Medicine | 
Surgery: | | 
Naval h Norfolk. Va 20), 000. 00 20,000.00 | 1) O00. OK 
x lab > New York, N.Y_|} \ i A eee ee 
Nav il ashington, D.C_} OPTI Bar ectvteiaicinasaicdarcsigis ees _ 
Naval los; ‘ital Yoko! ama, Japan-| , 000, 00 dae - : 
Ss sieaniiaiicgiataneadieici Randa pilates 
Total Sa ae ae Seek ee } 245, 000. 00 2 0.00} 20. G00. 00 
| 
\s | be seen from the above tabie, there is an iz ise in the appropria- 
t wr this Bureau of $110,000 : 
is ma le up of an increase of $75,000 in the first items under the Bur 
f ‘veon’s necessaries for vessels in niss navy na 
tions, Marine Corps, and for the civil es wbLshment at th al nay 
pits na -yards, naval laboratory, museum of hygiene ¢ part! 
iY .and Naval Academy. 
This year the Medical Burcan asked for a deficiency of $50,000 for tl 
opnject 
I appropriation for the naval hospital fund is tl tof la 
ve 
“ The appr tion for contingent is increased from $35,000 to $50,000. The 
Bure: ( year for a deficien tf $15,000 for this object. 
1 tee 1 ls the insertion of the followir rovisi 
‘ the yof the Navy 5 
tr ‘ ¢ t he he remains i ! I 
N ind Marine ) die in the ser t 
or t and also to enable the Secretar: - 
: ca to be transported to their homes the é 
die outside of t tal limits of the 
pro] i is also in 
‘ 7 + nds alsc yet re ta 
wards for et and buiiding na S 
I it Norfol 
BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUN’ 3. 
G rally ing, this is the fina » Departme: Its 
dutic r it relates toreqi ng provisions 
ing. s store i ; the pu 
I 41 2G su "4 ri ij 
ind it rps, and the } ng 
C , r syst otner pureau it esti 
I o 
j l f the approp ns 
f 1ended in this | 
Appropri- Estimat 
ated, 1904. 1905. 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts: 
Provi eR edhe nacew ones $4, 000,000.00 $4, 850,000. 00 $4, 850, G00. 
( t] ¢ and small stores_.... Sik EAE Ri ekitiest martina bale 
Contingent, Bureau of Supplies 
ane Ac ee 250, 000. 00 250, 000. 00 Onn (ny 
Civil establishment, Bureau of 
Su pli sand Accounts..........} 108,978.34 | 108,932.28 103, 932. 28 
EO tiateadei ie eS alia 3, 978. 84 5, 208,952.28 | 5,208, 932. 28 
4 I pproy ion for provisions has been increased $850,000 
Z j » fact that we are increasing t n. 
The appropriation for contingent is the satme as cate ar 
: T appropriations for civil establishment are practically the sam 
% BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AN 
; duties of this Bureau comprise all that ale esigning i- 
4 *, fitting, and repairing the hulls of ships, tl pars, Caps 3 
Indl 3, steering gear, and ventilating appar: njur i 
t au of Ordnance g the constr mn 
t ft mac hinery, at ‘ten . . 1 lc } no y > 
1! ecuring on b urd y armaine! fu ssor r 
I iré d supplied by th wu of Ordnance. It has charg the car 
i preservation of ships in res rve, t the docking of ships, the d f 
ships, and the int rnal ‘angement of the various buildings and shops 
ler it ntrol, and imat rand controls its own administr ; 
Amn following table give tater tof the a} 
I 4, estimates for 1905 lin t! b 
Appropri- Estimates, | Carried by 


A a - ated, 1904. 1S 


iu of Construction and Repair: 
1 and repair of ves- | 
| $8, 000. 000. 00 





plant 





yara, 


Boston, Mass -__- 
r York, N. Y- 
i, League Island, 


- lavy-y 


; Navy-yard, New 


50, 000. 00 50. 000. 00 50. 000. 00 
Navy-ya 
Pa - 









c 80, 000. 00 
80, 000. 00 


20,009.00 
15, 000, 00 


90,000.00 
rd, Norf lk, f 
Navy- -Yi ard. Pensacoia. Fla.. 
(avy-yard, Mare Island, Cal. 


15.000. 00 
20,000. 00 
20, 000, 00 


20, 000. 00 


| 

| 
eee 8 | 20. 000. 00 0. 000). OF 
BO, 000. 00 80,000, 00 80.000. 00 

| 

| 

| 

| 20, 000. 00 


30, 000 ). 00 
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| Appropri- | Estimates, Carried by 
ated, 1904. | 1905. bill. 
Naval Academy—Continued. 
Pay of professors and others, Na- 
y—Contin 
ani¢ ie] 
yk ( EDR deena keen | 
Pay of watchme hanics,and | 
others, Naval Academy -| $50,000.00 | $50, 000. 00 $50, 000. 00 
Pay of steam employees, | 
OORT Sino seca raseees 11, 154. 82 5, 285. 94 15, 285. 94 
Two mac! 3, at $2 | 
diem each | con -eteun anaenssn]éendnbanbandnsl eabeneeskanans 
Three lab , at $1 r 
qaliem eacnu (new) ‘i © 20S8 Cece nces)| eaeees Ceseeesol seen Seeeeeceseo 
ieee el. nna nnn 
wen te ee ee mene e--- jo eeeen enna nl ewocce n= ~~ = 
8, 000. 00 8,000.00 | 3, 000. 00 
81,000. 00 81, 000. 00 81, 000. 00 
o ...-| 25,000.00 30, 000. 00 80, 000. 00 
Purs s for library 2,000. 00 2,000.00 2, 000. ( 
Ss uti nery k books, mod- } 
e laps, and t« xt-books | 
for use of instructors ....... | 2,000.00} —- 8,000.00 | 8,000. 00 
Exp: snses of Bi ard of Visitors. 3, 000. 00 3, 000. 00 | 3, 000. 00 
Purchase of chemicals, appa- 
ratt "s, and truments in |} 
the department of physics | 
ind for repair of same ...... | 2,000. 00 2,000. 00 | 2,000. 00 
Purchase of gas and steam 
machinery, ste: un pipe sand 
fittings, re nt of f building for 
use of academy, freight, 
cartage, water, music, mu- 
sical instruments, astro- 
nomical instruments, uni- 
forms of bandsmen, tele- 
graphing, feed and main- 
tenance of teams, current 
expenses and repairs of all 
kinds, and for incidentai 
labor and expenses not ap- | 
ble to any other appro- 
BO oer a apie 50,000. 00 | 60,000. 00 60, 000. 00 
Sto in department of | | 
steam engineering 800.00 | 1,000.00 | 1,000.00 
Materials for repair. si | | 
machinery -| 1,000. 00 1, 500. 00 1,500. 00 
Tor tingencies for the Su- | 
perintendent of the Naval | 
DIET ona Stones coe 1,000. 00 1,000.00 1,000. 00 
Apparatus fortheinstruction | | 
of midshipmen in the de- | | 
partment of marine engi- | 
neering and naval construc- 
tion Se gee Beaman us) oe. ES 10,000. 00 30,000. 00 80,900.00 | 
Repairs of sextants -.........- GA Faeveeinndtacnlsmadedasdncoe 
ON a 270, 397. 34 | 314.! 588. 46 311, 708. 46 
There is very little change in the appropriations for the Natal Ac ade my. 
There is an 11 3 1) for compensation of additional force in the 
dey n of steam engineering and also an increase of $5,000 in the appro- 
pr n Tt 
ere at ) iation for tant instructor in the gymnasium, 
$1, ‘ clerk to superint ne assistant baker, $540; one me- 
chanic in depsrtment of phys ok, $u00, and an increase of two 
attendants at $500 per annum 





sed number of students. 


NE 


This is demanded by the increa 
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a ivk CORPS 
The Marine Corps is the military branch of the naval service and consists 
of 
S igth 
Rank January Allowed 
1. 1904. | PY law. 
Bri lier-General, Commandant .........ccoccnccccceccsse 1 1 
Col , adjutant and inspec tor . SS ac Pe hk ae NS l 1 
Lieutenant-colonel, assist: unt adju tant, and inspector --.--. | 1 1 
Ma ijutant and inspector. ...... ............ | 3 3 
Col WPS 2a: Suecia canbtoneiaeaginua aaenaues 1 1 
Li nel, assistant quartermaster ...........---. 1 1 
MM: 1G CURE TOPIIRIOPR . oo occe ns civccccenaweecovnnn 2 2 
ta ins, assistant quartermasters..................0-....- 7 8 
Colonel, — Oe <setenedeece iste in dine pabies Snianignes nana cidade ae 1 ] 
Liew int-colonel, assistant paymaster 1 1 
Mz NI: RIMINI gs ide aig aan naa didemmnenia 1 1 
Cap i OUI ELEN Gs (SPUR ONIN anes inn iotpw cers secs cn ts 1 1 
Te eee 21 » 
Colonel | 5 6 
L ier 1 6 | 6 
BIOS 5 bis nici td hbicbd ode ementinivgh hake ckaasmhinawadindine 15 15 
Cc ap NS se ctaic te tibbeiade ena ne bee ontiionindceudda 66 72 
First PINON 5675s < calbiGnendeeknkesiccsiacnnedegeeinell 59 85 
Second lieutenants ..........-...-.- énmensewecessnceanessenel a4s 72 
iii ices tee el ate ceaaaeatalee | 499 | 256 
Taam - 
ORIEN RIO... ic ccc tate dbnnekdiidnandinamsodadiada | 6 6 
Quartermaster MOT BORO < ondinsnccces cncssn a sesecssasoweuen 60 60 


a One since retired and 14 appointed. 






























7 Strength! ,7 : 
Rank. January — _ 
1, 1904. y aw. 
Drum-major .....-... 1 ] 
First sergeants -.-..... 7 72 
Gunnery-sergeants 79 § 
BORGIR « cnacecccnes 361 B45 
oo |) 620 095 
Pu uINNNN Seo 9a te a ala) cask einen! 76 Li 
Trumpeters ..... Ecce saaiced Midscteke Deaneciphuenaeean apcbawee 81 1k 
I ns dns i ee ea | 6,057 6, O84 
Boys learning music ............ 44 
TAINO WE IIIs oon Se ka hota eee haan cuewcains | l 
Second leader of band | 1 
ee a ee 29 
Second-class musicians ......... Ss ianescateiaie ucinlateuamceen | 30 | 
On goss ee Sr ee ae Oe ee 7,523 | 7 
Ie as oc cic cae landba ek Ade ened se nneees 7, 743 | 7,3] 
I 





The following table shows the appropriations for 1904, estimates for LW 
and amounts recommended in this bill: 





























Appropri- | Estimates, | Carried by 
ated, 1904. | 1905. bill. 
| 
Marine Corps: 
Pay, Marine Corps ...............-/$2, 097, 778.03 |$2, 118, 875.53 | $2,120, 476.7 
INCrense OF OTCGTS OF Potired Vs6 |. on. ons cec cscs leg ce cccccenncs 'sacenesasman 
Pay of enlisted men; for addi- 
tional compensation for en- | 
listed men ot the Marine Corps 
regularly detailed as gun point- | | 
ONG se sess i ceseusdabine ns meneneres le sharpianee Lapa eee tami ebiin eso 
Decrease, pay of officers on the | 
active list... wae tee enceee eneeen nenafe nents enee eens Antica temic a inte tama bias 
is centcomnnioed iin deaawel 2,097, 778 8 08 2,118, 875.53 | 2,120,476.7 
— - : 
Provisions, Marine Corps ........- | 492,087.50 | 492,087.50 | >, 087 
Clothing, Marine Corps ..........- | 422,370.00 422, 870.00 | 422, 370.00 
Fuel, Marine Corps......-...-.--.- | 50,000.00 60,000.00 | 60, 000.00) 
Military stowen, Macine Corps ~---| 110,895.00 | 110,895.00 | 110, 895. 
Toreimburse U.S. Army for 2,000 
rhe 2 i I sn ale 28,540. 00 | 28, 540. | 
sa : =m 
Jransportation and sata tint | ! | 
TIS MON so sein Sie cccadne need } 121,620.00 121, 620.00 | 21 , 620. 0 
Repairs of barrack | 
RI 6 gh ee thw ch eine ak va 66, 336.00 | 66, 336. 00 66, 336 
Repairs of barracks, Marine | 
Eee ee 6,009.00 00 | 6,000 
Forage, Marine C ae ie eine ie 17, 700. 00 OO | 17,700 
Hire of quarters, Marine Corps --| 30, 748. 00 00 | 35, 748. 
Contingent, Marine C orps --| 136,000.00 ! 160, 000.00 | 160, 000. 0 
Site and depot of supplies, P hila- 
deinhia. Pa .............- SONS ts dead seldeute en rnee asec. 
Norfolk, Va., officers’ ae ters GP fe nultadbbbiatalas cuesdendean 
San Fra isco, Cal., oflicers 
4 ee IB, GOD: GD. bs sbicsedcuwas ia a 
Mare Island, Cal., power house | | 
and steam nent cena SL DORUD U. ccassiecareeticcaitacescs 
Portsmouth, N. H., boiler hozse | 
and bakery... snd wines 5, 000.00 5, 000. 0 
ae ston, Mass.. elec tric lights idiln pebniawe tates 2, 500.00 2, 500 
Vashington, D. C., addition to | | 
NR ii 150, 000. 00 | 150, 000 
New Orleans, La., addition to ap- | 
propriation for barracks and | 
NII ot ag Te ee oe ace pe } 6, 500. 00 6,50 
Olongapo, P. L., cold-storage and | 
RT AU dace dae sca deen senha ana fn korn deh icahc sida eg 5,000.00 | 5,000 
po Res ee ae 1,672, 756.50 | 1, 6 90, 296 5. 50 | 1, 690, 296 





From the ab " e it will be seen that the total appropriations are about 
same as last yes 

The most tnportant provision is that of 
marine barracks at Washington, includi erection and furnishing o 
band room, mess hall, men’s kitchen, and men’s gymnasium. The old bu 
ing was constructed about 1812 and has already been condemned by tw 
boards of medical officers. 

Appr »priation of $5,000 is recommended for improvements at the mari: 
yarracks and quarters at navy-ys ard, Portsmouth, N.H.; $2,500 at navy-yai 
Boston, Mass.; $6,500 at naval station, New Orleans, and $5,000 at nay al st 
tion, Olongapo, P. I. 

The committee desires to call attention to a provision inserted in the | } 
providing for additional compensation for enlisted men of the Marine C 
regularly te as gun pointers. This is strongly recommended } 








P $1! 50, 000 for an addition to t] 








| Secretary of the Navy, and under this provision it is proposed to give the e 


listed men in the Marine Corps who excel mn gunnery the same additions 
their pay as are given enlisted men in the Navy. 
INCREASE OF THE NAYY. 


The following table shows thean ounts aj ppropriated for 1904, the estim: 
for 1905, and the amounts recommended by this bill: 





lAppr ypriated, | Estimates, Carried by 
1904. || (1905. bill. 








Increase of the Nav = 
Constructionand machinery} $15, 025,632.00 | $23, 826,860.00 $19, 826, 860 











Armor and armament ...... 10, 000, 000. 00 12, 000, 000. 00 2, 000, 000 

PASUIORIIOIRD so cnendncdicddecucd 400, 000. 00 | 400, 000.00 |..... inneee 

Submarines ................. 500,000.00 |... -...e-eeeee Leapl-tenene 
TOU cscs within eden Wwriewes 25, 925, 632. 00 | 36, 226, 860. 00 81, 826, 860. 0 
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The following table shows the degree of completion of ourships now under 


construction: 


oo» 








Gunboats | 
17 | D 12 | GasEngineand PowerCo.| 2 25 
18 | Pa OE cetera _ ET REN SE EE 16 22.2 
| Training ships. 
Cumberland ..... | Sails. | Navy-yard, Boston ........ 12 23.5 
Intiened «.ccacecs | Sails. | Navy-yard, Mare Island 5 i 
| 
| Training brig. | 
, aa 
ne | Sails. | Navy-yard, Portsmouth -. 6 10 
| 
19 80 | Harlan & Hollingsworth--| 93 93 
2 80 | Wolff & Zwicker _........- 99 99 
7 26 | George Lawley & Son - 99 oy 
26 | Lewis Nixon.............. 99 99 
a ON sie iad aw aod eae 98 98 
26 | Columbian Lron Works -. | Navanedacin 
Steel tugs. } 
8 | Pentucket....... 12 | Navy-yard, Boston........| 100 /|-.....-... 
9 | Sotoyomo........ 12 | Navy-yard, Mare Island 98 | 99 
To complete all the ships authorized up to the present time, including their 
construction and machinery, armor and armament, and equi will cost 
$2,718,659, which may be divided as follows: 
Re oa ads  cindne wen ena encsss wevens sansa $46, 532, 450 
Ea RU SO i a te eens bemeenceeseneaandaase 35, 786, 209 
ISU CUE Ic ec sc eawecn ae $00, 000 
Of this sum _we appropriate in this bill $19,826,860 for construction and 


id to cost, exclusi 
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Vessels under construct ic 
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Name. Speed. 


Battle ships. 


Knots. 
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18 
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19 
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Rhode Island -... 19 
Connecticut. ....- 18 
Louisiana 18 
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Where building. 


Newport News Co 


Union Iron Works ----.-.-.-- 
Newport News Co ....-...- | 
Moran Bros. Co ........---- | 


Bath Iron Works..-.-..- -- _| 
Fore River Ship and En- | 
vine Co. 
Rete se ke | 
Navy-yard, New York, | 
me. 3s | 
Newport News Co - a 
Fore River Ship and En- 
gine Co. 
New York Shipbuilding; 
Co. 
Newport News Co 





Villiam Cramp & Sons 
Newport News Co 
Union Iron Works -...---- 
William Cramp & Sons 
Newport News Co 
Union Iron Works -..-.....- 
William Cramp & Sons 
New York Shipbuilding 

Co. 


Neafie & Levy 
Fore I 

gin 
I 


iver Ship and En- 
Co. } 
‘ OS 
William R. Trigg Co-...... | 
Union Iron Works .....-.-.- 
Neaflie & Levy............. 
Union Iron Works 
Newport News Co......-- 
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achinery and $12,000,000 for armor and armament, 
$51,526,860, which leaves a balance of $59,891,699 to be appropriated h: 


NAVAL PROGRAMME. 


For the purpose of further increasing the naval 
d States, the President is hereby authorized to have cons 


t or in navy-yards as hereinafter provided— 


2) 


ie first-class battle ship, carrying the heaviest armor and m 
iment for a vessel of its class upon a trial displacement of not more t 
‘) tons; to have the highest practicable speed and great radius of action 
i to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceeding $4,400,000. 
wofirst-class armored cruisers, of not more than 14,500 tons trial displace- 
t, carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful armament for a vessel 


yn, United States Navy. 


making ¢ 


establishment 


Degree of comple- 
tion. 


Jan. 1, 
1904. 1904, 





ont.| Percent. 


99.9 99.95 
84.5 85.5 
52.5 53.8 
35 37.7 
42.5 45.4 
49, 43 50.3 


50.61 51.7 
26.7 28.5 
34.5 37.55 
2.76 3.6 


no 
oO 
© 


64.9 | 66.8 
70.5 | 73. 32 
51 54 

69 | 71.8 
65.4 | 69.15 
47 } ry) 

15.1 | 16.6 


98 98 
97 ow 
72 | 72 
70.5 | 72 
a } 100 
36, 2 37.9 
41 2.5 
56.9 60 





ga total of 
ir 


alter. 


, 





ts class; to have the highest practicable speed and great radius of action, 


a ve of armor and armament, not exceeding $4,400,000 ea 
‘hree scout cruisers, of not more than 3,750 tons trial displacement, « 
ing the most powerful ordnance of vessels of their class; to hs 


‘aril 
>the h 





ed compatible with good cruising qualities «nd great radius of action, and 
cost, exclusive of armament, not exceeding $1,800,000 each. 
lo colliers, to be capable of accompanying the battle fleet; to carry 5,000 


ns of cargo coal, loaded, and to have a trial speed of not less than 16 knots, 
) cost Not exceeding $1,250,000 each. 


‘The complete cost of constructing the ships above recommended will be as 


lows: 


One first-class battle ship, carrying the heaviest armor and most power- 


st powerful 
han 







ful 


than 16,000 tons, to have the 


| act 


Hull and machinery (includes mi 


armament for a vessel of its class, upon a trial displacemen 
lest practicable speed and 


ion. Cost: 


hig] 


scellaneons outfit and 


Armament (includes ammunition and miscella iS 


er 


juipment) - 





Equipment outfit not included in the contract 
Total Swed abba CHOKE baeeed WHORES RES Se 
Two first-class armored ise! f not? et 1 500 
ment, carrying the heavie t a I 
»f their class, to have the highest p able speed ! 
Cost (each 
Hull and machinery (includes 1: s outfit ar 
| wa dire e a _ 
Ar Ps ak 
4 ' mrnit l y ' 
A! ime imMunit 1 ant m Ss 
equip 
Equipa uded in th ntract w 
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Pp W l I S 
Lim ‘ ris ther 
Limy I 
veal t 
A l T 1 i Y 
\I i i y y *¢ 
nor f t rests ( 
I EIGN NAVAL I ( A) 2 
( { Fro. : ie 
S T T the navies iI t p ) 
in 1 r ti al ir zy \ l 
m V S are r 
: . } Tr 
‘ aa > > ‘ 4 ce 
} le sh i ‘Chile } 
he | g progi 3a vs: 7 
nounced ) s ; 4a I x 
t 550 ; 3 prote i cru ~ 1 < 
eacl is its 9UU tons eac! ) l z 
tons eac] l ur 3 
As a part re I andis , 
nd rea y wal s,s é 
ord pt ip to the 1 modern sta 
I r re ’ 
It i Ss to keep ) 
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the programme of 1900 by laying down 5 add 
service 
The budget for 1904 provides for 4 Wofficers 
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Russia 


battle ships of 16,500 
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tons each, 2 battle ships of 
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2 ar 6,750 tons each, anda large number of torpedo boats | ment of four years, goes into the first reserve for five years and then intot 
(1 second reserve for another three years. 
t ruisers have t ni | _ 1 al 
+} , ley of 1903-4 are 38 battle Number of o ers and men of the ai nave pou lb 
ittie ships | 6 been | 1 it is unce vhether or not | 3 . | 
tl ~ n i 41> { ne 
l nr 7 ] x be ¢ Tanane — + " j ! B id ‘ Af; 
: ae \ ry Lpanese sari I Country. d ! jack- : 
Ju } an 4 ye unde ha O 1 ets.d | ¢ 
pr é battl UK iver gun bos f 1501 lrepair | 
ship 3 | Ce | 
: | 
p has been placed i p | ee 
lar t ] | 3 1 
Y t 9 red } } E ane aan 8,546 1). 14 474 
: } vy} T 2 al e crus 1st CO pl 1 ir F : eee 9 ORS 1 : ‘ 
S i 1. 965 | te 
= . v r s oe ca . G Wate 5 ol L. RA | 
ie United States...... | 41 4 t 22) f 
in I i t p was to I 7 1.057 wt 
ia h 3] > a woceeces } ’ . 
NI ae a oak ee G 2 é 
L RESEX VUES < ri I ‘ Al, NAVAI OWERS PC. ea 5e ) 
re j a 1 t} . 
ce d at “ nt includ ! Ss, paymast nd 
of str ts i ‘ Russia n vy ce i Q rinead by line of rs. hh 
as Oo i j jap lta h »ct , 
& \ ‘ nut f ! ! udes, besides mid at 
t . ii ul liven Db 1 CA t ; i ¢ ved ri ‘ 3 of I! t. 
8u | i a no era eq vients Lor the wa t olicel i in 
i of 72.00 O - 3 he I i i I n } i f euc 
m s { f« p Ww I n p th 
e! ¢ ‘ ‘ e ofl ; r enilis ’ 
lw I iv ‘ j i ich i h { r Lho-e 
] r} there are present auth 31,000 blue j ets 
, 7 g , ? 
( l here v ls i 19.0 < 3 as t and the T 1 States are the only nations among th 
1 i 1 maintain a se stablishment of soldiers (off 
2 t , re r bine L ete mie t ler B& v p n t I ot marin 
‘ t i I al le? W tra « urtment for c 
sg f re ¢ ¢ 128 S \ { "? y in I ‘ . 
i 3 in rz \ a in 1902 she unde h V partment it the Ss ‘ 
b von I ‘rs turned over f1 
i 5 re I i 1 er eers 7 rut rity | I ‘ers ‘ 
es rese f blu A biue jacket, atier an enlist- | mand cetacoments re 
SEA STRENGTH OF THE PRINCIPAL NAVAL POWERS. 
N é l i t of 1? uilt and building, of 1,000 or more tons d is} lacement, 
é r France. Russia. Germany. 
Type oo ee oo ke rage Sar Pe St 
Built.| T | Tons. | Built.| Tons Tons. | Built.| Tons. |) | Tons. | Built.) Tons. |S 77 Ton 
ing } |} ing. | ing. 
a ed deeiiceeionimncs a . a a hai ae 
Ba t classa 7 50 369, 000 9 142.600 20 |223, 621 6 | 87,800 17 (201, 129 | 8 — 14 (152,581 6 77 
Ot} defens | 
ir : 6 49.900 |. 20 | 94,615 |.....- 5 et RO hii Bec 16 | 00,778 |...... oe 
Ari ? 27 | 262,800 | 14 166,000 15 Sik | ee ee | 3 | 28,144 | B| B@ 
Pi first class (a | | 
( ‘ es 6 | 39,546 Dy ee nthe ee ee 
Pr re © la ax | | | | | 
to 6,0 ; 53 235, 880 7 | 21,000 5 | 19,450 | 8} 9,445 © | Ghar 1. «csse- > 
Or 3 and ts i } 7” | | | j 
1,00 bid tm aetna eee 44 96, 510 8 | 21,610 Se) BOOS Pistccs Aaccdsied 81 | 69,427 | 4/ 11,7 
kia ee de 201 516, 040 88 1351, 210 96 (576, 108 14 |179, 649 | 59 (416, 158 14 |142,274 73 (387, 874 | B17 
Com bir a BS 239. of 1,867,250 ton 110, of 755,757 tons. 73, of 558,482 tons. | 86, of 505,619 tons. 
= = — = = — = = — — 
United States Italy Japan. Austria. 
Type se acetals ic. l 31,4 | B85 oes. at 0060 Ue)” ee 
Built.| Tons. | Build- Tons. | Built.| Tons. |“ uild- Tons. | Built Tons guild Tons. | Built.!| Tons. Build- T 
| ing. | ing ing. ing. 
paths ete a ae - z Vii se | . eae ss ; , — 
is, first class@_ 11 {135,129 b11 1166, 700 | 14 |173, 276 5 | 68,125 Ot SaaS | ccuseckcekedscalianeatclasdeeun 8 l 
le s 1pe and + | | } 
12 | £7,945 |...... ee BT PRE Lo acaces 2 t 62,480 | 2 | 
t z 2 | 17,415 | 8 {111,800 | 5 | 31,891 l 8 | 11, 520 | aa i 
t ] 1h } | | | 
me ae 2 | 14,750 | © FOO Bescsieiheccddee Feces enc a cca ena eee ee Se Pee ; 
nd class (3,00 | . 
{ Bee ee se 15 | 56,393 4 | 12,400 St 27000 tc secns EE | 10 | 41,226 | B | 10,095 
ul a scouts (above 1,000 | | | | 
oc di a a ee la et 23 | 82,773 | 2/ 2,170 EL PR Fide cece he cckenet Te COO Vintec Dn dethna 
iis sich is jcleseiiamcaeialbdabaiecied indicts tnivagiens 65 |294, 405 28 1321, 870 88 (258,838 | 6 | 70,419 44 243,586 | 3 10, 095 
{ le a ae raed 98, of 616,275 tons. 44, of 329,257 tons. 47, of 253.681 tons. 27, of 149,833 to 
I le ships, f 10,000 tons or more displacement, and are not more than 20 years old. (The few except:.ons as toazge } 
i 2 J L 
bee S : Y 27 amer 
Con horized 
B.—Gunboats a her vessels of less than 1,000 tons are not given in the table, nor are transports, dispatch vessels, converted merchant ve 
ya I te cI a + begun are not included in the table. 
Number of torpedo vessels and submarines, built and building. 
| Ga t] Fran | Russia. | United States Italy. Japan. | Austria 
an = a _ SS ee _ - _ ee 
4) R } 2nild Build Build Build Build Br 
. | p33, | Bu 2314 | E l- | Buil Build- Buil vil +14 uild- . suile i suild- | ' 3 
uilt uil Bu rilt. | Built. Built. ui suilt. 
Bui ing Bui aut —. eA ing. | ing. | b ing. Buil 
- ——— a = | | ——____— — Se —_ - a _ _——EE 
si . = | = | y | 
Torped at destroyers.......- } 125 | 2] 25 18 | 49 | 9 | 82 | 12 ME iscctahes 2 a is 7 | 
Tor} NOURI cacti accion ood 90 |. oy 80] 165] 5 | OO losassace B0 | 4 | 8 | 67 18 | 61 
NINO veinccctarcsmnscdistttainncanetatabaiiaiines 9 J oD 10 | i encima | 3 | 8 — DP dca sin l 
| 
[—— — — - ee) | _— _ —_ —_— 
OE ois sciain accnnipeecanhicadioall | 22 él 815 53 | 215 14 125 15 54 | 4 2 86 18 69 |. 
Combined total........--.- 255 368 | 229 | 140 | ; 104 69 
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At present. 


Nation. 


Tonnage. 


jaca TOS. ee Mi dale Mma Sk ya a oe dee 1,516,040 
Got ee EOE - OA A TEATS | 576, 108 
Ricieietie. Stl aa eee Rete Ode nthe seitnn naa si wench apa mreane 416,158 
Fe eae oe er Oe ee a id Se ae ig comes | 887,874 
S.C nwwudbeeede eee eens O5eens SHecen sence coccennees 294, 405 
elie Re as Re Fee a a Se 258, S338 
1 ag morc ee ccc e nena mecca cece cess ceesecce cscs sccecsces } 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, what we have to- 
day before us is a brief business bill of appropriations for the 
yeval service for the coming fiscal year, carrying the sum of 
243 338.034.94. The scope of the bill and its objects have been 
fnilv and clearly stated in the report of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs through its chairman [Mr. Foss] and in his opening ad- 
" With that recommendation and the able arguments by which 
it was supported I agree. 

Mr. Chairman, in the remarks that I shall submit upon this 
bill [do not propose to make a merely technical speech or one of 
detail. or even to discuss generally the history and value of our 
Navy to us in the past, or of an adequate navy to any state aspir- 
ing to a place among the nations. Asa member of the Naval 
Committee I have more than once presented this branch of the 
subject. There is hardly any occasion for it now. Public opin- 
ion. which was once much divided, is now practically unanimous 
for a navy which shall be effective for our wants and needs as a 
leading power of the globe, with large and extensive interests to 
defend. The increase and maintenance of the Navy is not a sec- 
tional question. The West is as much interested as the Atlantic 
seaboard. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems that some sentiment is sought to be 
created against the steady growth of the Navy, it being urged 
that we already have too many ships, too many men, too many 
that the Navy is top-heavy, and that the money needed to 
enlarge it or to maintain it should be devoted to the improvement 
of our rivers and harbors, public buildings, etc. Sir, as a repre- 
sentative of one of the States bordering on the Gulf of Mexico, 
interested in the improvement of its waterways and seashore, I 
would not sacrifice the great commercial interests of that section 
for mere pride of power or the glory of possessing a great navy. 
| regard such work of improvement as second to none in its bene- 
fits to the people, to the farmers and producing classes, and to 
our commercial interests. 

Commerce is the great adjunct of civilization, industry, and 
progress, and our lakes, rivers, and harbors, provided by nature 
for its facilities, are arteries that may not be neglected in scien- 
tific improvements to meet the expanding needs of navigation; 
but all these and other requisites can be provided without en- 
croaching upon the means for national defense. 

The great Mississippi Valley can not permit the mouth of the 
Mississippi River, its natural outlet fer commerce, to be blocked 
by a hostile fleet any more than by those natural obstructions to 
commerce Which science is now removing. 

The denizens of the Atlantic and Pacific coasts are keenly alive 
to the protection of their cities and the development of trade to 
Australia, South America, the Orient, and, in truth, to all the 
world. Noris the question in any sense a party question. Since 
1883 both the political parties have been friendly to this policy, 


guns; 


and all the Secretaries of each party have urged a liberal @xpendi- | 


ture. I have a right to point to the energetic efforts, zeal, and 
intelligence of Secretary Whitney and Secretary Herbert in this 
grand work, 

The Democratic party has been in all its history jealous of a 
large standing army, knowing that in other lands it had been often 
used by bad rulers to deprive the people of their rights and to 
commit them to bloody, expensive, and ruinous wars; but it has 

ad no such dread of the Navy. With our party the Navy has 
always been the favorite arm of national defense, and it will con- 
tinne tobe so. Fortunately, in this country we do not need a 
large standingarmy. We have a large arms-bearing population, 

sily converted into good soldiers, and we have a large volunteer 
oldie ry. We have more than one excellent military school be- 
ides West Point for the training of our officers. We have no 
werful or dangerous neighbor to guard against. We have 
iceful relations with Great Britain, and I hope and believe they 
wil continue to be friendiy; but if it were unfortunately other- 
Wise no Invasion from Canada is even a possible peril. 


[ can not forget, sir, that we havea population of near 80,060,000. | 


It is rapidly increasing. 


Our lands are fertile and we have every 
variety of production, 


There is probably no large area of terri- 
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Relative order of war-ship strength. 


| Alaska to defend, both by sea and by land. 
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ours With general comfort and happiness. With this 

of soil, and every year developing some new method « uu 
sustenance and advancement, no man can fix a lit 

growth. In agriculture we are easily the first of 


‘ 
Our manufactures are already being shi} 
world; but this grand movement which has so seriously ala 
the industrial centers of Europe has barely begun. Our « 

mercial marine, I admit. is not what it should be nor what it wi 


be at no distant day. Other nations have 


; grown in wealt 
population, but we have outgrown them all in wealth. Inp 
lation we are second, indeed, to Russia, but we are immeasura 


superior to that country in wealth and resources. C 


vast population, but the great mass are paupers. She is 
go PRE aS pS i ce I ace ake iia } : roe a 

ously deficient in the arts of war and peace, has no capital, and 

can not now be regarded as a rival to any country. Neither 


army nor her navy deserve any consideration. 
With a rapidly growing nation and a developing comm: 
with all the world, we 
NEED THE FOR OUR TRADE, 
as far as itis possible to have it, and we need also the abil 
protect our commerce and our markets. How can we do this 
even attempt to do it, without a strong and efticient navy? 
This is not all. Let us remember, sir, that we havea ( 
seacoast on the Atlantic, the Gulf, and the Pacific to defend whi 
can not be less than six or eight thousand miles; it is far greater 
than that of any European nation. In addition to ] 


“OPEN DOOR” 





resent the new-fledged policy of greed and foreign conquest. We 
bought her from Russia many years ago, and she proves to h: 
great Then there is Hawaii, which we secured 
cies which some regard as more questionable, but it is an 
nportant outpost on the Pacific, and that people have certainly 
been greatly blessed by our rule. I did not favor its annexati 
but I do favor its defense, if necessary. 


resources, 





cUBAN POLICY. 

I come now toa yet more vital point. I m: 1d 
West Indies. I think it would be very unwise to annex Cul 
either as a State ora Territory, even if she came tous voluntarily. 
We have had trouble enough already with incongruous elements 
of population. Let Cuba carve out her own destinies in 
She has a wonderfully fertile soil, 


1 and the pr in two 
years she recovered from the ravages of along and dé 
and all her people are now employed. No laborer st 3 in 
of work. But we have dislodgedSpanish power. W iV 
Cuba free and independent, and we can not and will 1 


any European government to establish dominion there. h 

to make good our position there and properly guard our interes 
in respect to Cuba, we must maintain and develop our 
The same is true in respect to Porto Rico. 

[ think the truth of these observations can not be denied by any 


streneth. 











intelligent man; but there is another and a fixed p 

United States handed down to us by oura { 3to which we 
have tolook. I refer to the well-known Monroe doctrine. Ido 
not need to recite its history to this House. The country is 
miliar with it since the time it was formally ant iby P 
dent Monroe in the early days of the last 
substance, as embodied in his message of 1823, that whil 

not propose to disturb the possessions then held by 3 
Europe in North and South America, we w 1 


friendly and hostile act the attempt by any one or more of t 
to extend their dominions in this part of the globe. Th 
of South America were especially in the views of this anz 

ment, for it was these countries that were supp l to be 
aced by the Holy Alliance. But Cuba,the West Indies,and M 









were objects of even greater concern to us—< ’ ill 
There has never been a day that our people 1 ! hav 
| mitted Cuba to be held by any other power of E 
| Since that memorable declaration of President Monrose we have 
witnessed -the unscrupulous partition of the ,vast itinent of 
Africa by the powers of Europe and the occupation of large parts 


| of Asia by this or that European power. 























































) PARTITION OF CHINA 
proposed partition of China not long ago, 
’ ( ‘ nst but I fear the scheme was ar- 
t sof the great powers than by our 
it led for the pr and, I fear, for 
J e to Chin: ete vn inter 
| t t. with t adk p za pr ] of 
al 1 a na us is in 
r varied 1 and ma n our just 
I } | We hay S where tod 
ony v2 ‘ [ have said1 a th 
T At Vy da ( u n oi 
: ‘ | } A iG Yr it 1 } 1men } 
for « of our own T to be u American 
‘ : und to | ted, 1 ar \ i by us 
I S *¢ b S ] t : 1er1car 
}ust th 3 Canaiis subdstani aliy and eu vely a 
i j 
i t b pW Cali SU rd a d 
I CT OUR CA 
if itis to be at the n vy of any one of t r four Euror 
I ( Ww hn hi to have a sup rnavy? Wel 
& 1 vith G Bi n, which gy » re ble a 
in i uar it we have nor on t s qu 
t with ¢ many, France, Russia, or Italy, to say nothing o 
b, the South American powers. Yetitis pro 
1 t 1$2 100,000 and more on this canal, which could 
yed in for ight hours by yr country having a su- 
t to our own. I favor the canal, but I favor also a 
n ca le of defending it. [Appl] ( 

Mr. Chaiz it is unwise to regard the Navy in its as anit 
ce ve to foreign wars or to an aggres policy. Ont! n 
trary, Iregard a strong navy, built and armed on modern lin 
a 

i 3c the shores 
0 ne lozen na 
ti Pp I think that 
W 1 t th, com- 

r more 
ipt S tl ] ‘+ or 
t er. 
j wl ’ 








i¢ h 

v al 3 a uable to 

us as an adjunct and lna The shij 
it Sea, OT t 

if we 1 a sti fort bly not 

ha ( to fir of a il not 

‘ eno S here juar 

1 the globe, wi re ti on na 

s, however unfri ndly or jealous or hostil tate t 

i Thev will not eeeen ced to wal that it 

will an easy job to inflict on usa great hun linjury. 

They will be careful t avoid cinemas demands or an : age "eSsive 


EXPANSION OF COMMER 


n of our foreign commerce is 


» great expansi 








going O1 We are exporting not only cotton, cereals, 
wheat, « ybacco, naval stores, petroleum, coal, pig iron, 
copper, and roducts of our s oe and mines, but also our 
manuf ires iron and steel, and many otherarticles. Weare 
begini to compete with our manufactures in the markets of 
the world, aud we are selling our manufactured goods in the very 
countries that for a century and more have been supplying u 

with those very articles we now export. With a commerce so 


SSITY 


~ 
~— 
C 


aiready SO Vast 


rapidly expai 

















navy can not be denied. 
SEA POWER IMPORTANT. 

Onc of the ablest of modern writ on naval t I Vv 
Captain Mahan, has shov the t im] nce of sea pi 
to a} Sea power gave pi inet! to Athens, Carthage 
and R i¢ pea povws than y one ¢ enavd i gland 
to carry on her long str with Napoleon : even ly to tri- 
umph over the man of destiny Sea power made our war with 
Mexico vasth r by the safe transportation 1 1, material, 
food, and every « ent of military supply 

‘ power, as I have asserted, d the scale in the civil war. 
- 1 7 er I ia ed Cl ai t} init Vv of J inan a few ye‘ S ago. 
Sea power—naval superiority—the victory of our ral forces at 
Ss » practically ended the late Spanish war. The Spanish 
navy was wiped out. Spain Tea that she could not reen- 
; or her army of occupation in Cuba by a man or a gun, and 

e ) ew that with the c 


mmand of the sea the United States 


mber of men to Cuba that might become neces- 
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ary in order to surround and capture the Spanish fi s. It 
no lo an equal combat. This proud and gallant nation 
i\ l toy ld. Andso it has 1 na S » } 
y and urity of apeople. The nation I 
in anghnt with a great and manifest advyaz 

I shoul h regret if anyone were to infer from * 

1 that I favor a policy of war and conquest. I d 
with ail my heart. LIappreciate profoundly the n 
und ny circumstances. War ts a calamity, h . 
} ry. The late Spanish war carried evils in i 

} ire b ¢ to b e will far out. 12 
i NT ( re tos } { 

Ly ad tas di any 
to the ne Ve engaged a po which 
n or a tenth pa Ww 

3 av r b t 
( d, ba d who wer r 
rom Ti ir own soil. That ari vy wa ound to | 
i id, unless Spain could maintain her command of 
and supply it from time to time wth reenforce 
i l.ar nitions, and all that is neces ¥ to eqt 
in army in war. Hence,in order to keep her h ‘ 
: npelled to send her flect to the West Indies 
eht she could. Wedid not have a large: 
it \ perfect vay. 

It v immensely superior to that of Spain. Spain 
been ng navai power for centuries. In the early d: 

‘ were the easy prey of the English buccaneers and 

1 rers. ible Spanish armada,’’ prepa 
30 h oste -xpense to overwhelm England 
d of Queen 1, was easily baffled, defeated, a 

d by oO ne-half their number of British v 
ned 1 own stock and race. From that « 
Spain ine dasa ee ap I do not mea 
tupon §] ror chara , but as a nation sh 
not exhibited 1 ptitude like th it of the northern nati 
Europe. So when the Spanish war cameon, Spain had a 
it is true, bat a navy on pap brave and spler d heroes |] 
Cervera and his ciate captains, but it was no match f 
few efficient and well-handled ships. 

The ] les of Manila Bay and Santiago were very ‘ 
ries. If you doubt this laine nt, look at the li ts of th 
and wounded on each side, a few only on our side and thi 

nthe other. Compare these suggestive fic ures With the 
battles of tl war oi 1812, such as the Consti ionand G 
the Chesapeake and the S hannon and all the others of 
tory, including that battle which is painted on our w: 

j it his sree the ship to fight in another, « 
by sheer endeavor — with his decks 1 


. >of our arn is till the enemy 
1eedless to refer to the blood Vy battle s of the 
rafalgar, in the days when a ship would k 
still fight on till victory coven enduran 


o 





SPAIN A WEAK MARITIME POWER. 


st Spain folly has gone wild 


Ove r r this 


easy a 
it as a pr of that we are alread 

t the world is half afraid of us. For’ 
s battle was not fo ame 4 with a great 1 


bs 








] r, bi ith a very weak one, and we have no right to: 
that a British, French, or a German ship is like a Spanish 
’ notequaltoourown. The shi; ps of Great Britain, 
} j 





France ha ive all the of modern naval sci 
f ained skill, hi sh courage, with good crews, a! 
r we shc vald sa to meet one of them it will be a ver: 
ent c¢ bat from that at Santiago or Manila. Our offi 


aids nce; 


cers ¢ 








men will do all that we have a right to ask, but it will be 
hoiaay task, 


CONSIDER OUR NAVAL STRENGTH. 


rman, it is imp sider, first, w! 
val strength tk 


powers. I say 


rtant for us +0 con 
-day, and also tt iat of the leading Eur 
to-day, secondly, it is well to ask what ar 
» way of an incr and what are we doing’ 

[t would be trif swith a gn it qu 


ase, 


stion and with thi 





to speak on this point with a lack of candor. I shall not d 
he building of a navy or even of a single vessel of war is 


The effective str 
is a matter of publicits 
We know the present strength of England, R 
France.andGermany. All these powers, save Russia, have t 
before the legislative bodies to pr cure the means and aut 
to increase their armaments, just as our own Executive co! 
Congress for the necessary supplies and authority. Iventu 


a | 
di ld. 


thing that can be hidden from the wi 
vies of the great powers 


~~ 





assertion that there is not a government in Europe that a es 0 
| know exactly our strength and our weakness, how many fighti 


4 
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aoa st Ae 3 >. o ’ 
, ships we have, how many we are building, and how long 
. 1 . ae 1.4: ° 1 ata ie - 1 > 
have to wait for theircompletion. Let us, therefore, look s 
th fairly in the face. 
APPENDIX. 
illy compiled by Mr. F. B. Whitney, cl of the Commi mn 
Naval Affairs, fr ! J 
SHIPS AND MEN INS 
nting sea stronet ns are 
red, as well as tr ls r 
1 ‘3 and battle s I d 
yment 
order of war aaa 
Countr 1 and ( 
) licer 
eo, iss 
BIN .ccces ceccces eocces cocese eecee cocesecsse ‘ 1,516, O4¢ | 13] i 
| 576, 108 | 53. 087 
416, 158 | ie 
351.87 | ‘7 
204, 405 | 
258, 838 | 
243, 586 j td 
93,913 | 10, 84 . 
| 
GREAT 
itain has 50 first-class ba tons or more each), with | “““" Re ae 
f 69.000, built, and is buildin h tonnage of 142,600. Other ; #i’" - : . : 
and coast-defense ir ads number 6, built, with tonnage of ee ee : 
ert 5,18 per ? i 
rt ‘ r “71 I »eet "IT 7 , r 
<d cruisers built ar rnage of 262,800, while in the ee ee a 
n are 14, Protected cruiser Se ; - B cruiser, <1 
000 tons), rum 1,950. She is not cruiser nd < as : 
‘ted cr d cl 0 ; is a notew y i is ] 
ed cr $ 3. 1 ON 1 4 Ae Trt, ‘ — 4 . 
‘ ] vith tonnage of 235,860, and | | ; ere ; s 
wi Britain’s other cruisers and scouts | PE&*°s. eae a ; : ; : - eS 
nt mnage of 96,510, while on the stocks | BTSs. ! oan ies ae Sere ee ee 
v and 27 of 144,53 pective 
, With tonnage of 1,516,040; building ( I D ES 
ngth, built and building, is 239 ship Ifa n navi . nt ‘ 
lt—torpedo-boat destroyers, 12 Thole, Sa one 7 ’ ; 7 WL, 
> } + + > + y . A A 5 Une, ‘ t 
{ ; building—torped it destr 3, : ie a ae ¢ ; . + 
l totals, 255 t rpedo v¢ ls ap SsuD i = i a } ‘ ' + \ . Dp 
tan 1 ° . cl} a 1 ton Pi bf 3 
GREAT BRITAIN’S NAVAL PROGRAMM! of 17 6 more than ] x 
fiscal year ending March 31, es | ¢ ror is | a b i 
+ton battle ships, four 13,55 , | L 1S S nas 10 4 ( : 
iisers, 4 scouts of 2,900 tons i tussia | 4 é 
tructing and rearming her armored war ships, some eve fas | great figh r u 
‘ s 1890 aur i l x ’ 
KINDS OF SHIPS. 
tain’ I liey. ¢ 3 displayed by perce taces. showst} { f her s! ps u y _ : 
= this co fn a 
y 4+ oC - - 
4 y . ¥ 
| 
= t Britain 59 f 4 21 } 5 
{ aH 2% 4 | 
! lb 
J+ 12 ] } ) 
, - iv , 44 
i L 4 
rine w), ma 315 in all She is buil r | lestr T 
boats, and 10 submarines, a total of 53 building and a grand a ob awit 47 Te : 
IG LHALIRAAWN. no er 2 } 
ub er. Se y ER of 1 » 
uss battle | 1 from New Yo1 { 
imber Mr. FITZGE I ) Ni { i r l 
v ‘ its 7 al 
l r Ame! peo 
- Lent i 1 a i I i 
‘ a“ L ial i ng 
’ : n ( ‘ I . 
+ ’ ¥ OD « A eli ‘ > | 
; The pending 1] 
Her time of pro nat ; S 
hoate 1 | 1Ce WHICD aggre te > ‘ 
: tha Afariy thaw 
A ¥ Aa : 
, * , 1 
. ae lew Siuructi a na 
t Go boats. Rus Wn aoe a ance 15 10T Tepalrs, the 1 reau Ps 
I rs to the practical excl n | equipments, ordnance, and public W a { 
’ > ere . 
- and ior ti Naval 4 emy. 
8, and with more than $3,4€9 tons, | Mie Wil} P44 ANY OFF 4 seabid 127) 
14 hi 3: 16 second-class t ps ‘ This bill carri Spit $61,247.51 m : Coe 
t nS; 3 armored cruiser ; 9 protect dd eruiser nd iscal yes 
Of 46,949 tons, and 81 other cruisers and scouts, of 69,427 tons, making a | Since 1880 the naval expenditures hav , ; 7 4 . 
s shins of 887 one ; : fe hintidine 6 Aratclace hu } come _ ee ee “— a . . 
se ship of 357,814 tons built. She is building 6 first-class battle ships, $644 523.789.98 Vith the amount ann rated Si anaes . 
“- tons; 3 armored cruisers, of 28,048 tons; 4 other cruisers and scouts, | ?? a = eee ee 7" rene : pois > 
ae . - . a ° . > a - + POG a j Or qeVroracra vs + 
‘ () tons; making a total building of 13 ships, with tonnage of 117,745. bill the expenditures will have aggregated at i 1 t ( 
" y has s rpedo-boat destroy rs, ee en and ne ing fiscal year $740,861,837.92. T oO? ssels al i 
yyers and 3 submarines, making a total built and building of 5 . 2 . “= { 1 . ; 
nave : ‘ > : rize require $50.891.699. and } i? ~ ; 
, ue new construction of Germany is pursuant to a plan adopted in 1900, thorized will require $50,891,699, and se ee — . 


which provides for ships to be built by 1917, as follows: 38 battle ships, 14 | by this bill $29,885,000 more; in all, § 














ow 
five some idea oO the enormous € xpe nditures Te- 


These f 
quired for the Navy. From June 30, 1898, to June 30, 1905, pro- 
ided that the amount carried by this bill is expended, the ex- 
penditures for the Navy will regate $500,512,654.43. I have 

here a st 
for each yi June 30, from 1890. This statement is pre- 
pare sasury Department. In 1890 the appropriation 
374.98. Increases have been made from year to year 


was $21,675.37 
until the present appropriation of $96,338,038.94 is submitted for 


igure 8 


so” 
a5 


ar ending ov 
d by the Tre 











tement showing the annual appropriations for the Navy | 
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| of any other power. 


consi1ceration. 

It is legitimate to inquire at this time, What is meant by a big 
navy? To what extent is our naval force to be increased? What 
oject is in view, and what is to be accomplished by the additions 
cont ] I realize, Mr. Chairman, that there may he some 

vho W his as an opportunity to charge me with that new 

f ’ lovaltvy becoming so rife in tl CET To suggest | 

that re can be something better. to intimate that the admin- 

i f public affairs may possibly be cae ved, or to inquire 

for reasons that prompt certain actions by the Ex xecutive, or by 
domi party, is looked upon in some quarters as disloy- 

‘ of treason to th e country, or, at all events, to the 
ministration. At the risk of having this charge made, I shall 
ss the inquiry already suggested. 

10t so long since it was usual to intimate that the new con- 
~ ) horized each year for the Navy should be sufficient 
1 hipyards of the country busy. The unfortunate dis- | 
( n the recent investigation of the shipbuil ung trust ef- 
fecti hes thatargument. Congress has not made a definite 
declaration of v hat would constitute an adequate sea force. I 
h been unable to find in the reports from the Navy Depart- 
ment any recomme! “tation as to what the naval force should ulti- 
} msist. Shonld not some consideration be given to that 











question now that the annual appropriation has reached the 
1 OUU VOU ma ? 

To whoever can read the signs of the times the pros gramme of 
this Government is plain. Iam aware that official denial will be 
quickly forthcoming; nevertheless, I assert that the action of this 
Government in its naval programme is unmi stakably to procure 

naval force that will exceed that of Germany. At present this 
‘ try 3 eleven first-class battle ships of 125,129 tons, and is 
I ling eleven more of 166,700 tons; twelve other battle ships and 
( defense ironclads of 47,945 tons; two armored cruisers of 
17.415 tons, and in the course of construction eight of 111,800 
tons; two protected cruisers, first class (above 6,000), of 14,750, 
three } ling of 28,800 tons; fifteen protected cruisers, second 
class (3,000 to 6,000 tons), 56,395 tons; four building, 12, 400 tons; 
twenty-three other cruisers and scouts (above 1,000), 32,773; two 
building, 2,170; or, when all the vessels now under construction 
are completed, the United States will have ninety-three of 616,275 
ton: 


(Jermany has fourteen first-class battle ships of 152,581 tons; six 


+ O29 to 


ling, 77, ns; sixteen other battle ships and coast-defense 
of 90,778 tons; three armored cruisers, 28,144; three 
building, 28,048; nine protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to 


tons; thirty-one other cruisers and scouts 





ons) of 69,427; four building of 11,715 tons; in all, 
, eighty-six vessels of 505,619 tons. 
i 1900 naval programme of Germany calls for 


thirty-eight battle ships, fourteen large cruisers, and thirty-eight 
small cruisers. At the time the programme was adopted she had 
twenty-seven battle ships, twelve large cruisers, twenty-seven 


small ernisers. The law then enacted provided for the gradual 
ement by new construction of seventeen battle ships, ten 

ge crul and twenty-nine small cruisers. It is the opinion 

naval experts who have analyzed this programme, however, 
hat by the year 1917, up to which time the programme extends, 
nany w ill then have a greater force than that laid down on 
This will be due to the fact that the ships replaced will 
all entirely ob and to the further 


5ers, 


be at 


wolete, 


ional authorizations are expects d from time to time, it now being 
inderstood that “five additional battle ships will this year be 
tuthorized for fort ign service. 


{in a hearing before the Committee on Naval Affairs on the 4th 

h sent month Admiral Dewey, speaking of the proper size 
of our sea force, says that it should consist of forty-eight battle 
ships and half as many armored cruisers. This is the opinion of 
the general board which has been considering the scheme for 
thre The Admiral in his statement uses this significant 


ruage: 





ny 


venrs 
ylald. 


Ll think we ought to be a little ee ad of any country that is likely to attack 
us. I think if we were to have forty-cight battle ships in twenty years they 
would let us alone 


This stateme nt, Mr. Chairman. confirms my asserti m that our 
naval programme, so far as it has been formulated at all, is based 
upon the theory that our naval force should be greater than that 
of Germany. And that apparently is the only consideration given 


| commission undergoing trials; twelve 


which should not be shirked because contrary 


| the policy of 


can 


fact that addi- | 
, hemisphere nor forsake 


| strangely to the American people, 


| present Executive? 
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any serious thought, for this programme will leave us 
slightly behind France and somewhat ahead of Germany. 

lf this country is to aim at such a navy as the Admiral has 
mind, should it not be given careful consideration at this tir 
Who is prepared to say that the policies of our Government, 0; 
even its necessities, require that at the end of twenty years this 
country shall have a navy practically equal in power to that now 
possessed by Great Britain? It means the expenditure of at ] 
$350,.000,000 additional for construction outside of the $80,7 ~ 9 
required for the vessels under construction and authorized by 
bill, and an enlisted force of at least 100,000 men. 

Great Britain has to-day fifty first-class battle ships and nin 
the course of construction, with a total tonnage of 811,600 1 
She has twenty-seven armored cruisers and fourteen build 
with a total tonnage of 428,800 tons. Her policy is easily un 
stood, for it has been definitely admitted and pursued for m 
ye: It is her policy to have a navy equal to that of the 
bined navies of any other two powers that can possibly be arra 
against her. Yet last spring a protest was made in the Hou 
Commons against the tremendous burdens that were | 
posed upon the people by reason of her enormous naval 
gramme. From the report of the Committee on Naval Affa 
appears that France has reached the limit of her expendit: 
there can be no decrease, but there must be, for various 
sons, a continued increase in her naval expenditures. 

This country has undertaken a naval programme which, 
though never formulated by authority, yet is as definite as 
Is it fear that prevents a declaration by 
naval authorities or by Congress that our Navy must ultima 
be as great as that which Great Britain now has, with the « 
quent burdens upon the people? Is it fear that such a de 
tion would meet with instant Cisapproval by the country? W 
would be done with such a navy after it were built? I h 
searched carefully for some declaration on this subject. Th 
formation o] Paineble is of the most meager character. On J: 
ary 25, 1904, the only statement on the subject which I have | 
able to find was made by Captain Pillsbury to the Naval ( 
mittee. In reply toa question as to what he woul ido with 
eight battle shins. and how that number was determined, he 


That is a great question. We are thinking we ought to have a squa 
on the Pad ific as Well as on the Atlantic. Sixteen vessels of the battl 
kind will form a fleet, and of course there will always be more or less 
actually under repair all the time. By the time we get these forty 
some of the first built will have gone into the reserve squ — the Ind 
and vessels of that class, for example, they would be in reserve. Thes>f 
eight battle ships after construction would be in the first an d second li: 





irs. 


eC ing 


yet 


fo 


This statement confirms my assertion that eventually our N; 
will equal Great Britain’s present force. At present Great BP: 
ain has fifty first-class battle ships of above 10,000 tons disp] 
ment and not more than twenty years old. Of these thirty) 
are in commission, attached to mobile squadrons; four a1 
> out of commission 


ar 
at 


dergoing repairs. 

Is it unreasonable. then, to ask more definite information 
that now obtainable for our naval programme? It may b 
popular to raise a question to the propriety of our naval « 
penditures; but to me it appears a maiter of greatest mome) 
to what 


as 


1s 
posed to be a popular fancy. 

It is time to call a halt upon much talk of an inflammat 
character that is heard throu shout thisland. Public oftici al 
the chief offenders by } loose, inde! finite, and bomb istic state 
The Naval Committee, in its report, is not entirely f 
disease. It says: 

If we judg 


from 


it is in favor of the continvan 
If we stop now, we would be k 


ra public sentiment aright, 
building up our Navy. 
hind the leading countries of the world. 
The American people will not indorse the policy of sacri 
Navy for internal improvements, nor is there any suc 
Foremost and above all must stand considerations of national def 
maintenance of our foreign policy, and protection of American citizen 
where. The American people are not willing to lessen their influcnee 
their interests on the other. 


ficing the A 


CeSSily 






This language in no wise justifics the programme which has 1 
doubtedly been formulated by those whose opinions will cont 
to dominate the action of the committee. More significant is | 
language of another part of the report: 

The rapidly So complications of the whole eastern 
mand that our Navy shall be made as effective as possible. 


Why? 


situatior 


What have we to fear except the impetuosity of 
The Secretary of the Navy, in aspeech be 
the New England Rubber Club on February 17, 1904, 

We are at peace with all countries; 
in that happy relation if honest di 
every nation will maintain peace, but we must provide a Navy 


vide for war. If we are strong enough to enforce the Monros doctrine 
shall never have to do it. 


said: 
we wish to continue, and will 
iploms acy and just regard for » tho 3 ri 


This is another of those newly discovered doctrines which s» 
It is quite recent in its orig 
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ks peculiar to hear it asserted, as it was recently in this ) nate of every clime; it has been the ] ect f the v ld- 
by the gentleman from Minnesota {[Mr. Brpr], that *‘ the | ing them from the cupidity o nger nations 1 I 
( ine i i the American Navy, and no bigger.’’ ference was justifiable. Brave men fr hed theiz 
pe which a Democratic Administration there might be established here a ¢ ment that i 
d would never have written his | beacon of liberty, whose rays would j I 
zuelan message, whicl h compelled Great gloomiest corners of the univers id bring hoy; 
2 al power in the world, to accede to the | to those made despondent by the tyrant’s rule. 
ir people in the Venezuelan controversy if he had } shelters countless thousands made happy and ]{ 
) mé asure the relative strength of the navies of the two lai d of plenty because of the beneficent charac - of 3 
3. Thereis a greater power than mere brute force. It| tions. Our way is the way of pe: In our pa 
3 the actions of nations as well as of individuals. Jus- scattered the bl of a gover it of I 
‘ 1 right have rot been entirely eliminated from the codes should not carry t r with it, 1 ] 
r gulate nations in their dealings with one another. Thej| tions. It should be emblema liberty securit} 
‘a nation, no more than of the individual, is 8 not assure d| peace for all men. [Loud ap] “4 
1 .it swaggers about as a veritable perambulating arsenal. | * 
foody, in his speech just referred to, strikes the dominant ; ; 
3 advocates of a great navy when he says: | APPI c 
3a great country and can afford a great Navy, and the world must | ;, ; : 0. : a ~ t, ; ~ " ce . : : 
} at we are at all times ready for war. | i i 
| 1890 a $2 i ; ¥ Ba Oe e . i 
isa great country, Mr. Chairman. It _ afford to pay eee ’ kien 3 
it navy. Itcan not afford tobe the swashbuckler of the | 15%*---------------- > | Le... nnn ennn a - 
I It can not afford to mares a gre at nav y mere ly because a. ae~ - & y a renner 
tions have them. It must have whatever naval force is | isv5..........-..-- a 
for the defense of the country, without consi ideration fj 186.----------- -- : - ‘ 
ght be useful in wars of aggrandizement and of conquest. a 5 - San 4 
‘er and influence among the nations of the world to de- | iss Sie kccona~ Re 
rely ufon and to be « “ninous with our naval force? | ‘ 
hat, and what excuse shall there be to omit to providean | _ M1 iE I. na. Tyiel leman fr North 
like of which the world has never seen? It followslog- | Carolina |Mr. Gup 
t the effectiveness of the Navy would be greatly en- | Mr. GUDGER. Mr. C man, for the last half tury the 
| i Lic to follow up its work. ‘ | raborin ea ople of this na ion have toil l lun ) 
3 eling of unrest in this « untry. There is | burden of Leavy tax lirect I nd t i 
t lief even among its friends t] 6 the p1 | is that 1 ions of a have been and aren 
tration is dominated by an unsafe man. In all sections | National Treas money 1s t for deft 
intry the conviction, rightly or wrongly, is firm that the | current expenses of the Government or for apj 
! upant of the White House is apt to involve us in war | public pur — Appr tl} er a \ i] ; 


: = . 24 3 1 ee s hné +} - ta eae ly a a es a - 
other nation. The same belief has been had with re- | Jects, out there Is one, however, which aiways Carries mull 





. , ° ° 7 7 sf . 7 . , ? x ? 
1¢ head of another great nation, which may account for | GOUars—it 1s Lor rivers and hal 
. . * 3 ‘ } n rv HH in | in } } j : 
that at a dinner on Lincoln’s Msthden, ot Grand Rapids, | this country. Hand na with this shouwid Y , 
} t highest compliment that Baron Von Sternburg, the | tion for the Improvement of the pubic highways Ul l 


( 1 ambassador, thought he could pay to Preside ant Roose- | as UR GS Seneiie : 
s to declare that he very greatly resembled the Emperor in the name of the farmers of this 1, Lask 
| . 












0 ‘many. annual appropriation be ma in x l 

pre ailing beli ef is justified, and if the President is to be | ing public highways for the use and benefit of l 
f four years of power in his own right, now that the great | and every other class of our populati 
1 nta waa the conservative force cies tien ee ublican par I have the honor of representing > 1 t 

respected and beloved Senator from Ohio, Mr. Hanna, is | most, beautiful and picturesque mountain 

» his reward, it may be wise for us to outdo even Great | untry Our streams burst trom the: l ) 

i nin our nzval pr na me. Is it the part of wisdom to en- | into the sylvan valleys; they unite and, finally, ! 
( 6 anunsafe end im; etuous and adventus ing Executive }, Prench Bread, gee, 4 > 
| > talk ar id Dig appropriations? L ] ‘ wu Ip! i 
I ) feel tl the seniimel it of this cour try r peace, not ; ational G in Tact, é L 
fox fe? aes been so, and it alw: :¥s shoul i be. | the handiwork of nature. Mine is : L inland rict , - 
; the Spanish-American war, it is true, the people seem to | tains lift he ir gigantic heads to such altitude tl Mit 3 


een Carried away with the glamour of military achieve- | 





I The spirit of the ‘‘ man on horseback,”’ for so many years Miy peopie are ah agricuitural } , 
6 1 , 7 1 oa la ur} : _ e+ 
in affliction to the people of France, apparently stalks un- | Class wo > evel > Well i \ 





r ned throughout the land. A shrewdly conducted move-| murmur. They have witn <d the 
y 


lu¢nt was initiated about two years ago to cultivate a public senti- | pa | by them as taxes for any purpose 

: in favor of a mighty navy. Many prominent men whose | gress might d » to appropriate the same for, I 
business interests were closely identified with the shipbuilding | have they prot il Myd ict | be Y tical « 

l then banded together for the avowed purpose of popu- | @ geographic part of this country since” lays Of ) 
l ug vast expenditures for the naval service. So stupendous | origin 1 colonies. Her quota of men in am were at 


4] . } “7: taht: 4 wntain Cnawneane Naw Orlaane and in WM : Tr) 
ha ie expenditures for the naval and military establishments | M untain, VOwpens, NOW UI » ana . 











| ine that important and needed public improvements have | Civil wat e had more men under | Joh 

L ndefinitely deferred. | Pettigrew than she had vote t 3 
th significant frequ ney it is asked: Is it wise that we should | try’s history s »has bled for the 1 God ) 

e1 ite the overburdet ned and sorely "te d nations of the Uld | see hod ae at 

M i with lavish and unnecessary expenditures? Germany y, | r all this time my district has not had, as I 

, Russia, and Italy, great camps of armed men, are impov- | one single d i it as an appropriation f y pu 

erisue 1 by their enormous mi litary and naval estal ishim nts; : a cept « ne small ivem for erecting & Federal court L pos 

y hey continue to heap heavy burdens upon their people . a} bt uildi ng at As} »N. C., and this same bu 3 \ 

: fort to outdo one another in their naval pr: \rammes. re | need of rey airs, al nd [ ai asking of the present | an 

1s no logic in the statement or in the belief that it is necessary prop riation to cover the expense of same. 

for us to keep abreast of Germany’s naval force. Why should Mr. Chairman, I repeat that in the name of 30,000 farmers of 

t untry enter the mad scramble to be equipped for universal | stern ae Carolina I urge and 1 st tl 

W There is no nation so rash to seek conilict with us. Are | funds to aid in the construction of ] 

we to have a great navy merely to furnish summer holidays that | ier need of the farmers of this country. 

high officials may play at war? Or is this nation to become the The farming class, composing as they do o1 
gart, cowering and es See ig the weak and defiantly | zenship, and ie product of whose labor annually re] ; ) 

t ting the strong from confli than the combined coal and iron industries, 1 » fought i 
his not the mission of this Republic. Since its establish- | tles of life heroi ally under adverse conditions, and | 

ment it has been the asylum of the oppressed, the downtrodden, | times been the protecting wall of this nation. 

and of the persecuted; it has been an inspiration for the unfortu- | At present we have un he niin ation the vast appropriation 
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of our Government for opening up the isthmian canal. This will | which from fifty to one hundred and fifty millions of dollars 


unite the two great oceans, opening up a waterway which will so 
ae 


levelop our resources that we will rank first in commercial im- 
rtance among the nations of the world. This gigantic scheme 


c 


— 


is estimated to cost $500,000,000, money to be spent in a tropical | 


country, Which will benefit us but little except in the commercial | 


results obtained. This canal, when completed, will open up a 


tidal wave of trade in the South that will, in my judgment, change | 


the business centers of this nation. 
Admitting the urgent necessity of this canal and the expediency 


of its early completion, still an equal sum of money if spent upon | 
the public roads of this country would give to each county or | 


parish in the United States at least 50 miles of macadam road, 
and this money so expended would pass through the channels of 
trade, benefiting the class who have paid more money and received 


less in return than any other class of our citizenship, and would | 


ultimately return to our Treasury. If the wish of the substan- 


tial farmer could be realized and a first-class macadam road could | 


be built from each county seat in four different directions—east, 


worli of industry, energy, and internal development would be 
opened up to the tiller of the soil. 

The total sum for transportation of farm products, lumber, etc., 
to the railroads is $1,000,000,000 annually. <A careful investiga- 
tion discloses the fact that the average cost of transporting a ton 
over a mile of ordinary country road is 25 cents, while a conserv- 
ative estimate shows that over a good macadam road the cost is 
but 10 cents per ton, thus saving to the farmer $600,000,000 an- 
nually. This enormous saving would amply repay the appropri- 
ations made by the Government. This estimate is based npon 
the idea of a complete system of roadways all over the United 
States... Congress has recently appropriated to the St. Louis ex- 
position nearly $10,000,000; for rivers and harbors there has 


been expended more than $500,000,000, and the appropriation at | 


this session of Congress will in all probability be something like 
$60,000,000. While these appropriations are greatly needed and 
have combined to make this country the leading commercial na- 
tion of the world, it is now an opportune time to begin a system 
of road building by national aid that will make us the greatest 
agricultural nation of the world. 

The sarplus in the National Treasury is more than $225,000,000, 
money which has been collected from the people of the United 
States, and which should be turned back into the channels of 
trade by making needed improvements rather than have this 
enormous sum of money idle in the Treasury or used by rich bank- 
ing corporations without their paying any interest to the Govern- 
ment. The banks now have of this surplus sum $140,000,000. 

No farmer ever objects to the payment of taxes when he gets 
value received; but conditions are such that it matters not who 
much tax he pays he can not build these roads without assistance 
from the National Government. This building of highways is no 
fanciful scheme, it is no speculation, it is no dream, but itis a 
substantial necessity. It is impossible to estimate the advantages 
ot good roads; it makes distances unimportant; it enables the 
farmers to market their products at a minimum cost, thus doing 
for them what we have done for every other class of our citizen- 
ship, and preventing the exodus of our best young men from the 
farms to seek aclerkship in a city and dwarf the greatest vocation 
open to development, for we should remember ‘* that the farmer 
is the man that feeds them all.’”’ Good roads are an educational 
as well as a commercial necessity. Count the weary miles of 
muddy roads that the farm boy and girl may walk to reach the 
rural schoolhouse and compare this with the few blocks of paved 
streets that the city boy and girl walk to reach the magnificent 
graded school system, and remember that a mile of macadam road 
in the country will make this trip to the schoolhouse a pleasure; 
it will make the farmer’s load to market lighter: it will lift 
him out of the mud and mire. It will do for him what the 
great Jefferson inaugurated in the beginning of our country’s 
history. 

The public highways do not belong to the farmer; they are the 
property of the public and are used by the pleasure seeker, the 
rich, the poor, the producer, and the nonproducer alike, and yet 
the farmer has had and still has the burden of building and keep- 
ing them in repair. This is wrong, and there should be no dis- 
crimination, but every citizen, through the Government, should 
aid in building the public roads, and the burden should not longer 
be borne by the farmer alone. 

It is useless to contend that actual progress will ever be made 
in the building and maintenance of a permanent extended system 
of macadam roads without the aid of the National Government. 
True, it may in some States be done, but in others it can not. 
The farmers of this country, with their present burden of direct 
and indirect taxation, are unable to bear this expense, and I am 
forced to believe that if a great national system is organized by 





would annually be available for road purposes for ten years t] 
construction of good roads will have reached that point where th, 
income from the increased price in farm lands and the saving « 
pense in marketing farm products will enable the farmer to carry 
this work to completion. 

The city resident has his mails delivered at hisdoor many tim 
a day, but the farmer in most cases must travel miles to get his 
mail even once a day and in some cases thrice a week. This wm 
equal advantage is caused by the inability to have a network 
rural mail routes as the direct result of bad roads. 

We have entered the threshold of a new century and should 
create not only for ourselves but millions yet unborn a system | 
public highways to be left asa heritage for the whole peop] 
We now have an opportunity to assist the producer, the man who 
lives by the sweat of his brow, by giving hima well-regulated 
system of good roads, and this can only be done by national aid. 
This proposition is a practical and not a theoretical one. Money 


| spent to improve the public roads of this country will bene 
west, north, and south—the effect would be magical and a new | 


more people and promote internal development in a greater meas 
ure than for any other purpose. Education, civilization, ar 
progress go hand in hand with good roads, and it is our plain duty 
to build them. 

We have reached a point in our national history when under 
the present system of taxation millions of dollars will lie idle i 
the Treasury or be used free of charge by gigantic banking cor- 
porations or be expended for the benefit of those who paid the 
major portion of the same into the Treasury. In reviewing thie 
history of large appropriations of money for various purposes, 
aggregating millions, we find that more than 60 per cent of it i 
contributed by the farmers of the United States; yet less than 10) 
per cent of it goes back into improvements designed for their 
benefit. 

Of our export trade of $1,400,000,000 the farmers of the country 
furnish nine hundred millions; in fact, the farmers form the bor 
and sinew of our country; they are the producers of the wealth of 
the nation and are entitled to recognition. 

In all the bloody conflicts, both domestic and foreign, in which 
our people have engaged, the farmers have stood in the forefro 
of the firing line; they have responded at all times to their coun 
try’s call, and have demonstrated their courage and patriotis: : 
every battlefield, when to the battlefield was but to the grave; and 
it is the duty of this Congress to look upon this measure with | 
vor, and by the inauguration of this system mark this as an epo 
in the history of this country unparalleled in the development 
industrial resources. 

Large sums of money are constantly being raised and used for 
public purposes, and I do not wish to be understood as opposed | 
appropriations for rivers and harbors and other beneficial impro 
ments which will promote progress and prosperity, but [ inte: 
to agitate the principal aid for roads and the just recognition 
the farmers of this land alongside of and four square with an; 
other appropriation for a public purpose. 

The amount asked for of $24,000,000, in my humble judgment 
is insufficient as compared with the important work mapped out 
to be performed. Instead of $24,000,000 annually, as provided {vr 
in the various bills now pending before Congress, we ought 
make it $50,000,000. Thisamount of money may seem extravaga 
but when compared with appropriations of the last decade it sin 
into insignificance. 

The prime object of all legislation along this line and the reas 
for public appropriations are to aid the greatest number of peo))! 
thereby doing the most good, and it must be conceded that t! 
proposition will give relief to more people than the same amo 
of money appropriated for any other public purpose. The hui 
ing of hundreds of miles of first-class roads in each of the Sta 
of this Union would enhance the value of real estate, would « 
able the farmer to market his surplus with but little expense, ani 
prove a blessing as well to the agricultural life. It would be 4 
just recognition of those who have had so little in the past a: 
yet have contributed their all to our nation’s greatness, and I trus' 
and believe that this all-important question will receive that ¢ 
sideration that its importance demands. We can have, we W 
have, we must have, better highways by national aid. 

The intelligence, advancement, and prosperity of our country 
is demonstrated by the typical commodious country farmhous 
the rural school buildings, and the neat and magnificent churc! 
found in every section of our land, evidences of a great Christ) 
nation. Itis left for this generation to inaugurate a system 
road building by national aid that will ring around the world | 
the one essential work to make this the greatest country on t 
face of the globe—‘‘ man’s paradise.’’ [Prolonged applause.} _ 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I now yield thirty minutes to t 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, on December | 





1904. 





).-+ T addressed the honorable Committee of the Whole House on 
1 (H. R. 4482) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of tobacco 
s of the United States.’’ 

} laws were so vexatious in their operation on the tobacco 

r and those who purchased his leaf tobacco, ane the right 
hacco grower to stem and twist his own growth for sale or 

| to sell his growing crop, that the grower was abandoning 

ijustry to avoid bankruptcy, which means that if the pres- 

ws remain intact millions of revenue will be lost to the Goy- 


relief which we ask is given to the tobacco growers and 
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I demonstrated then that our | 


| months, the revenue this law 


on who deals or wants to deal in leaf tobacco, the tobacco | 


’ prosperity will be restored and the revenues remain in 
10, or practically so. 
- read some history and law, and studied both, but I say 
{ andidly that of all of the laws regulating the agriculturist 
products of the farm none are so oppressive, obnoxious, 
ious to the farmer as those which control the tobacco 


and his tobacco crop, both in his hands and the hands of | 


Indeed, gentlemen, they are brutal. This word 

inapt, but I use that word because it gives you the prac- 

ration and effect of these laws in a word. 

discuss these laws. The bankrupt condition of the to- 
wer being confessed and undisputed, I shall show the 

{ people lurking behind them are destroying this great 
1 shall shock you gentlemen, Iam sure, when I read 
sto youand demonstrate their practical operation, unless 


rchaser. 


\ done as I have, dug down through forty years of inter- | 
nal-1 ine legislation and familiarized yourselves with this, the 
i mplex portion of our jurisprudence, 

S16 to July 1, 1862, we had no internal-revenue laws. the 
1 report of 1897 informs us. Our present system of to- 


iws is based upon the parent act, July 1. 1862, which was 
by the act of June 20,1868, but portions of the latter act 
he law. All these acts were war measures of forty years 
c ey were intended to be ‘‘temporary.”*’ They have be- 
( manent, While recent amendatory enactments are destroy- 
hacco-growing industry. 

28, 1862, the committee reported to the Hous 

-a tax of 3 cents per pound, as follows: 


9 yi) 
a Dili 


leaf or stem, unmanufactured, 3 cents per pound: Provided, 
t of this duty shall not exempt tobacco fr a further duty 
> 


fr Y 
AfUili 
tured. (Globe, 2d sess, Vith Cong., part 2, p. 1489, column 2.) 


ise Was stricken out by order of the committee which 


7 
. 


Committee of Ways and Means reporting this clause 
use refused to tax the farmer's leaf. They refused to 
fand stemmed tobacco, and they called, as this clause 
i leaf and stem ‘*unmanufactured”’ tobacco and as ex- 
additional tax until ‘*manufactured.’? The present 
s stemmed tobacco *‘ manufactured ’’ in the hands of 
rif he sells or gives it away. It is *‘ manufactured” in 
of all other parties when they sell to consumers. Leat 
3**manufactured *’ when thus sold under the present law 
‘anyone except the man who growsit. I willexplain this 

1 ly later. 
p ton, in reporting the ‘‘ clause.’? March 28, 1862, just al- 
plained why Congress should not tax the leaf or stem. 


‘ike out the whole of that paragraph, and I wish to state t! 
We found, Mr. Chairman, after a great deal of deliberat 

7 th of the committee and the sense of the various 
he try, that it would be better to levy all the tax on tobac« 
vy at allupon the manufactured article. <All the taxes in t 
mn the manufactured article, with the exception cor 


i 


e sense 








SUL UK 
rraph, 
ittee have directed me to move to strike out this clause, thin] 
y We will getas much revenue by reasing the tax upon ti 

iarticle. I hope that all the gentlemen who vote for str 
L vi for putting the additional tax in the nex 
cepting my colleague from the Monroe district 


t aracran! we 
t paragraph—s] 
Mr. M 


| . ~ 
: Irom vo to 


the next 


tuse was stricken out and the tax increased 
ts upon ** manufactured’? tobacco, treated in 
f the bill. 

| read that clause: 


», Cavrend 


lish, ping, twist, fine cut, and manu 


including snufl, cigars, or prepared smokir tobacco, 5 cent 





debate continued as follows: 


ORTON. I move to amend that clause by inserting “ten” in place 


amendment was adopted. 


., ) hen Congress, to prosecute a war, was framing a tariff bill, 
ed to tax the farmer's leaf or his stemmed tobacco. Forty 
yours thereafter, in time of peace, the farmer's own raising in the 


XAXXVUI—131 


Aggregate number of pounds taxed were 46,850, See Internal 
Revenue Report, 1807, Table G, p. 395 Appendix, and Ex. D 
Nos. 55 and 56, 2d sess. 39th Cong., p. ind } Docs. N ) 

| and 6, 2d sess. 40th Cong., pp. 85 to 97 and 3837 
TAX ON HAND TWIST, ET FINE CUT 

From July 13, 1866, to July 20, 1868 (twenty months), ( 
levied a tax of 24 cents per pound on ‘* hand twist, « ind f 
cut.”’ The whole tax for the twenty mor unted t 
$520,451.69. For the year 1867 it was only $°3 1.730.388. c 
gate number of pounds (taxed, of course), 1,734,839. Thisis y 
tied by the authorities just cited. 

When ‘* hand twist’? was taxed separate and al 5, 
and 1866, the revenue therefrom was 
even when * hand twist, etc., and fine cut OT -" 1 
for twenty months at 24 cents per pound the tax is o ~ 

These rates were 30 cents an s 
der the present law. if the farmer ste1 st 
sale. is 6 cents, or one-fifth and one-fourth, res} vely, { 
rates of 1865 and 1866 and 1866 to 186s. 

The tax on manufactured tobacco, whether done by ] 
machine, is 6 cents per pound. We war 
right to ‘‘hand’’ twist, free of tax | and |] h 
own growth of leaf tobacco. 

If when Congress in 1865 tax: 1d twist t 30 cer T 
pound and received only $7,802 tax, surely but 1 rey 
be diverted from the Treasury if the grower is allowed to hand 
twist his own growth for gift or sal the 6 
In 1865 at 6 cents tax per pound the revenues would have amounted 
to a little over $1,200. 

We want the grower to be allowed t nd } 
growth free of tax limitation. |] \ 
of 6 cents per pound if he stems to sell or gi \ 
can stem or twist hisown growth free of tax 
use. He can not give it away his son, | \ . his 
his son-in-law, to the church, or charity wit] 1 
6 cents, 

( ~ oO PI I 

In Tenness ind Kentucl la i st 
year 6 cents per pound to raise tob , and it i n 
sola at all, to-day in Robertson Cou I I 
pound on an ayeragt 

MANUFACTURIN I 1s 

Under the present law, if the growe1 in 
dition *’ of his own growth and raising of toba 
chine, for gift or sale, he must i x ¢ 
(The change wrought by curing, « ! 

This, mind you, 1s the ] LWw if the r i S 
own growth. Heis not al 1 t " 
Without qualifying ce ] l 

There is nosuel ig t 
trade in corn, whe and other \ 
leaf tobacco in any anda 
free trade, in other words, in leat t 
As it is. all persons ex t] rov ] Ww 
tax of 6 ce ts per pour + ito } 

1 I tol ois us | ] t t 
ma fac rer and 1 x l 

3s ther litt r no lea y sold t 
pr 1 s. but little revenne, if 

freasury if the nonprodi wel 
sumers. This limit ! 
limitation is, we want the grower 
lowed tosell and deal in leaf toba j 
on the manufactured product 

GROWER MI DELIVER 1 

Che grower can sell to anybody his 
without any limitations whatever, except h required t 
liver his own growth and raising to his ] ser. H n not 
mi legate this a ** privilege His son, his wift s daughter, oz 
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leaf he can sell free of tax, but his purchaser, selling to a con- 
sumer, must pay a tax on that natural leaf, and the grower must 


1 


pay a tax if he twists or stems his tobacco for sale or gift 


TAX ON HAND TWIST. 


Congress levied a tax of 30 cents per pound on “ hand-twist 
tobacco on March 3, 1865, to July 3, 1866 pes | 
within sixteen months). During this time, a year and f 
produced amoun 


bnt r 
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me IO INGRE SSI 4 iy J SE. EBRUARY | 
ete em a eeeN_NeN ; : 
1 ° . 
] Ww can not him lis agent can only “‘so- | w! 
oF @] the grower employs a “ r zistered | ? 
> , 7 1? , L 
Sent, Such agent can only sell to thr: > Classes, to n 1 
manu and exporters, while t] t 
} a nvy in ot} r word } ean’ t 
< I vy i ’ Pa S ebil } 
; , nt to do what he (the r) cando. Think o 
ihe crower must ce rinperson. Hisancient 
; hy ? l 1 I } nt as fi 1] as if i y 
1 nq n { ( That is what | ! 
| ' i rs 1 to deliver in person | « 
: t 1 », Without sand | ‘ . 
f 1 ao ww) or CO Ol rs, or to pe WO buy ul 
: ‘ , 5 * 
! I ! erin pel airectiy i mace ] t ranni f 
tr } ‘ 
7 a ! ra 
= ; ; 
2 l » of Ss wn i Pp i 
J > ] a +] i ‘ 
} 1 ( l . t 
ion ¢ iaw that I i | i vho 
ut v itself, 3 : 
4 j ivere 1 t 
y ; y . ‘ t 
i s 4 ‘ 4 A { { 4 J V \ 
+ r the H . y 4 . 
r th Blind, deaf, dumb, without any arms or lees. over, 
mn ( ! ; 
idl ¢ tu ui i! i ( n ! A 
i 7 ’ ’ j 
t Ss OY ] 
( nt l i nay 
HIS A I ! S 
, His right to employ an agent his r under t 
law and { la s of sa 
¢ n 1 the und he right I n l 
‘ 1 i pound 1 e e 1c] as lr ti pri l ’ 
} } : 7 ’ ] } } 
V 1A) wn by C% rr¢ Li L i < l Sel i> I i 
( ( miss r Ye Six cents ] agel 3 n the ordinary or un l aver 
} . . | : ix 4 C it S q i the oF t r mu pay } ‘ l 
Whew? He } ¢ 1 cell « ( ' 
i i is y Why? Can von } i ! l 
we ( V a V\ ‘ver heard § Jat is the law ] i down re by Mr. Ye 
l ) ] 
( pI ! But s the law Here is what Com) 
oe REGIST! ) DEA AS AGENT IS ALSO rED 
S 3 Wl April 7 2, to ¢ We ,; Wingold 
Kr. (J ry ] m 49 N he can employ a regist 1 dealer to sell { 
stered dealer must } paid a : ; n ' 
, rop al 1 t ry ‘ an ll to nv} | t 
7 at es l S red dealer can 1 tb G40 an 4 £ 
: ' : . Le le a of the grower iM Ol ell to 1 
} ' ) } ( en } 1+ «rr 
' rwe, se : bers 3 me 1 lt wa ( rs in lea > manufacturers tobacco or \ 
t < a \ e to hobble t] tobacco rs of 1 ny} kaece 
j ? ) Té T I ‘Ty ] j r o™ 
| m I ) ma rer, the « ler, ane ll rea m Tre iry Decision 497 again 
t ! \meri ved t itheR ntra 
i I i I ia YO itin A immer o1 r ver of tobacco 1 t pla 8S tobacco ir 
| QC | a Nec va ble qu ier in leaf to cco to } nat him 
i i Lo) il- + + al } : j . 
} . 7 ? 1 oot } a ] i I t | ( 
l } Nai i1De1 p Ve and tlie t nd te 1 v »D eaf yi n packa 
1 . Lhey dictate the pr Che law dictates 
t \ shall } id and to vy m sold. It practically Sea eee gentlemen, alth ugh the principal of thi 
rower to submit at any pric like a whipped slave, | that , the tobacco grower can sell to anybody 
rt i Of action is destroy rhe purchaser of own leaf which he ; law limits even'a 
1 by the i" nd that purchas dealer acting as a ler agent can only 
st lurking behind the wall these laws have es. Thus the fri rand the law of ; 
| , des royed or so minimized as to practically inpri nm tire 
you r hear of a law that was cak lated to hobble any | and force the sale of his tobacco into the hands of } 
/ : , rd; { more co} tely succeeded than | Whom the law points out 
1 A i j Yr str ‘ted in Is not your sense i justice } ke 1 at sncha ] iw 
rdinary agent deliver. He simply | not this petition of the tobacco grower appeal to you 
r as : ) ( n ss » only thr a classe men? ( an you deny his = tion, that the liberty « tl 
rer v to the ser, } raged  Srower be restored to him: ths law of agency be restored 
: : ; 5 j ¢ = — | ie hitireaiek: wns 1) he mn 2 
l { il. i ‘ 1 th} Priviiege of deliver JUST cemand nl le Tarmey can sei. DIS corn 1n 
! blind father or pled mother or his | his wheat i field, you know, wit hout tax or limit 
: t rowers of 4 7 ive done so; sohavel. But the purchaser of th 
} Sal ee ° 7 ? , . 2 
‘ S ? to my letter A ng CX mi ner 1 the neid STowing must se it by the pound at 6 ce} 
W ' ea low yet in the stalk, if he sells toc ye rs. How does t] 
you, gentlemen, for a just law? For a law that is cal 
7} r +} . » T r 7 TY \y f + 7 ry ter . . , ; o zs } 
: ed ( or othe ‘position ¢ id the tob co grower, 01 auythine ols eon top of the: 
( i 1 ng i rly 1 a m ‘ } { 
1 { rmer toatl cept the tobacco trust. rhe Government should blus 
\ conscience, with 2 a face made of steel, at Imposing such a 
i iving revenues in such a manner! 
~~ ’ 1‘) 
wh al-revenue system has always been to our 1 
‘ n tious, Vicious, tyrannical. and e cting to tl 
, , 7 a > 47 I 1, * *) 
Ee een ho ad “a elie sak ria ie _ pound of flesh. But the pn ople have born: it + with a stru 
l Wii re op ad ( INO 4,0 mmissione 


, . Sait He a urmuring all the time, They have lived along, kept « 
to Mr Harm y eady ad to ‘ nake mv com ‘ ‘ . ; 
Ye es 1 i I l, dureadcy ailuded to, and nak my com oorhouse off the vagrant force. paid their taxes. submit 


re a proceed, restrictions impos d on them. gave up one liberty after 








daereis ti y until in recent years they have been com] elled to sm 
; 'REASURY DEPARTMENT ial Labor, black ar id white, is leaving the Selanne died is, Zon 
ve Sanne: Oe Bice hs Cael a hae cities, the railroads, and m ining camps, while the tobacco 
T the 9d instant esent a iiaetl ee bce la broken in spirit, bankru ipt in money, without ho ype of rel 
‘ » by and for farmers who raise the tobacco or | turned from tobacco growing, a remunerative business p 











CONGRESSIONAL RECOR 


w years ago, and is now embarking in “‘ truck”’ crops— 


nn? 
ilsse 


RECENT LAWS THAT ARE OBJECTIONABLE, 


1 letters that I have here of the Commissioner of In- | 
| pound, 


Revenue show that section 69 of the act of August 28, 1894, 
tion 8 of the act approved April 12, 1902, are the objec- 
‘ laws, at least in part. I have here letters which the 
( ioner sent me March 12, 1903, being copies of letters he 
ten to other parties. I will read them in full. They are 
| plain: 
MARCH 6, 1903. 
LAP, Esq., 
ght, Butler County, Nebr 


- letter dated 28th ultimo, addressed to Mr. Hyde, you ask 
1) A on has the right to case tobacco for his own use « nly when 
I fered for sale. 
u are advised that section 69, act of August 28, 1894, provides 
rson whose business itis to manufacture tobacco or snuff for 
vhoemploys others to manufacture tobacco or snuff, whether 
ture be by cutting, pressing, crushing, grinding, or othe rwise 
yv or leaf tobacco, shall be regarde dasa manufac turer of tobac« 
‘+t approved April 12, 1902, imposes a tax of 6 cents ner 
‘wing and smoking tobac co, fine-cut, cavendish, or other 
»bacco, and on tobacco twisted by hand or reduced intoacon 
msumed when removed for consumption or use, or manufac- 
yved for sale. 
| provisions of law are not construed as preventing a person 
r his tobacco for his own personal use 1d when none is sold 
le or prepared for the use of other pet ns. 
‘ grower is not privileged to stem, twist, roll, 
his tobacco for sale to consumers, and all tobacco so ma- 
















| plait, sweeten, or 


d to be sold for consumption must be properly packed, la- 
d by a qualified manufacturer of tobacco and as provided 


pages 5 and 6, a copy of which is inclosed herewith for 
ation. 


y, —_—_ ——_,, Commissioner. 








TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, August 7, 1903 
( } WET! [ER = Se 
sulle, Tenn. 
to your letter, dated 4th instant, you are advised that a 
ver may sell tobacco of his own growth and raising in its un 
tate without restriction as to the quantity sold or the place 
iness of the person who buys the tobacco. 
n be employed by a farmer or grower to sell and deliver his 
, and all leaf tobacco so sold by a person for a farmer to con- 
rarded asa manufactured tobacco, subject to tax und 
t 28, 1894. 
lls tobacco in the fiber or natural leaf, and which is 
wth and raising, and who is not a registered dealer in kaf 
»regarded asa manufacturer of tdbacco under the aforesaid 
juired to register his business and filea statement (Form 36) 
« bond, on Form 4), the same as required of othe r manufac 
), and thereafter ‘pat up and prepare all leaf tobacco intended 
\ rsin packages containing astatutory quantity « of tobacco, 
ng to} oO, or in wooden packages containing 10), 20, 40, 
“«l by regulations No. 8, page 23, a copy of which has 
lt ) you = address under a separate cover. 











C. WHEELER, Deputy Commissioner. 


e from these letters how the grower of tobacco is re- 
sti that when he sells stems or twists the tobacco he is a 
turer of tobacco, and that he must box it up in a certain 
led and stamped. If he changes the natural condition 

cco except to cure, except for his own use, he is a 

‘er, and if he sells it changed from its natural condi- 
manufactured,and he must box it up. The act of April 

latest law on the subject, I believe, requires him to 

, ete., Which is a burden—indeed, a prohibition. Mind 

this is the farmer’s own growth that he must thus 
se a letter to Commissioner Yerkes March 12, 1903, 
ply covers this question very thoroughly. The whole 
inted in my former speech, and I hope you will all read 

[ asked him seven questions categorically. Before I finish 
1 will give you all seven of the answers. I will now 
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—o 


? 














veofthem. Mr. Yerkes said: 
foregoing premises I am constrained to answer your questions 
, a8 follows: 
Congress has never imposed a tax on natural-leaf tobacco in the 
rmers, but only upon leaf tobacco which they may have sold d 
hsumers. 
the present law a tax of 6 cents per pound is imposed upon all to 
ed or twisted by a farmer not intended for his own personal use 
riner may stem and twist tobacco for his own use without incurring 
to tax on such tohacco. 
ming or twisting tobacco is regarded as manufacturing, and a 
r planter can not lawfully stem or twist his tobacco for sale i 
eof giving it away without payment of tax. If he should engag 
i? he w vale 1 be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco and 
: qualify as such by registering with the collector of the distri 
: itement and bon < and to pack, label, and stamp his product, a we ’ 
regulations No, &, pages 5 and 6 
t “very person whose Guninens it is to sell or offer for sale manufactured 


snuff, or cigars shall be regarded as a dealer in tobacco.” 
. 











D—HOUSE. 


The grower can stem and twist his growth 


use, but he can not dosotosell. Hecan not gi 


if he smokes or chews tobacco. He can not 
to his neighbor as a Christmas gift. He 
church or charity, unless he pays a 6-c 


Mr. CLARK. Will the gentleman allow an 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Certainly 


Mr. CLARK. You ought to state also in th: 
every one of these separate twists he fixes up is 


Down in my neighborhood once there was a d 


marshal concluded he would make some money ‘ 
and he had one fellow harnessed up with 250 c 


ment because he had twisted 250 twists. Th 
to be broken up. It is an outrage. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I pr 


ground that one twist was a separate package 


| the law in each instance. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman f: 
to the gentleman from North Carolina. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Ch. ves, Mr. ( 


e 


too glad to get Members interested in this r 


friend from Missouri, as United States distric 
me not long ago that, under oath, he had 








farmer for unintentionally violating 1 iw 
bacco; that he had to prosecute them a 
to the law. My friend from North Carolina 
tobacco than I ever knew. I ] raised ¢ 


except tobacco. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Iwantt 
the gentleman from Tenn 


ssee in this mati 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I know that. 
time when I was right that the gentleman fr 
was not delighted toagree with me; and Lalw: 


because he is always right. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Thank 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chair 
bacco, and I would not raise any if I could. 
me not only a matter of official duty, but 
have at heart the condition of the farmers in 
others in the tobacco-growing region. 





Take up the Tobacco Leaf, a copy of whi 


me, edited in New York. Read its review t 
dition of the tobacco growersint nit ; 
few, if a single State, that the grow rs aren 


the price of leaf tobacco, being from 20 to 3 
] 
I 


day than it was a year ago. 7) hin 
ertson County, in my district, where in 
Tennessee Regiment’’ came from—a } 


McKinley thought so well of because of their 
tion to duty that he spoke of them praisingly ti 


and he took nea oe of = = ‘ers and appoin 


in the United States Army, re they are to-d 


quitted themselves with credit. Yet if they 
day in Robertson County on their farm 
living 


I was told a few days ag y Mr. Hall 
distinguished friend from Ker ntucky [Mr. S1 
to go home to take care of the tobacco t 





whom he sa id, < 
Think of that 
Mr. Chairman, I have read to you ¢» s!} 


Not one could pay hi 


stemming or hand-twisting tobacco is, unde1 
‘cued at the Internal-Revenue Bureau, ma 
ol or give away, you stem or twist your 
yy the use of your own hands—by the ter 
you that you might make a li W 
violating ha law. 
Under »law and the decisions of Commi 
his saree Terenas chan ring the rb atl 
state, except to cure it, is manufactu Tl 





»acts of 1894, 1897, and the McK 


that. Both Democrats and Republicans ars 


We are all responsible for it. We are res] 
and will be until we give these people the 
which they are entitled. 

Representatives from twenty-six States of 
stituents who grow tobacco. 

In 1902 these States raised 821,823,963 
per pound, or $57,563,510. 

In 1903 they raised 815,972,425 pounds: 
pound; value, $55,514,627, or nearly 6,000,00 


1902, or a loss of about $2,000,000 to the growers 


The New York Tobacco Leaf of Jam 
' facts and prints the following valuable ta 
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M \ LIAM W. KITCHIN. W ; itleman from Ten- the tobacco grower’s home, sweet home, too, as well as t] 
I "7 t? narket.’?’ Then he goes on: 
( of Tenn . Certainly. nd when you co ill that platform toget 
: \ [AM W.KITCHIN. 17 leman from Tenness I long that li youl 
4 ‘4 } acini ‘ = } i n } 1 
s ( { tl R pun arty originauy ena t : = ni , rt 1 al : t 
x é late the p of such t d articles wherever } 
ir. GA 1" a, Tes: begun it, sir, in 1862. ma : - 
. . " \ A . —- or rm ~ = : 11 4} ~~ ; N , V + 
Mir. WILLI Mi W. KI iIN. Now, I wish to call the atten- | -,; ee ’ 
fthe ¢ ito the fact that in 1888 the Republican party Wi ’ 
> ] 
i ted in its nationa mvention denounced the ‘< 
cose . - = aoe if is still on 
t nnovyance and a burden upon agriculture. | ¢,.4 
. ae last. 
\ ? ’ Y ¢ Srv Tr 1é TrO?TY nis nr vance and . . . . . 
7s r given any reer irom this annoyance and So there is the Republican party committed by its 1} 
. 9 ’ ° rye ‘, » i . : sco «(LJ 4 hh 
an : ° says the present great Speaker of this House, to this 
GAINES of Tanneccaa That is trne Now I am going to a ; ‘ : 
eee eee e. That i wee Tam oS and I dare say the distinguish tleman of whom | 
l st it 1 ym t supjyect To corroporate ates ie aaa yy ‘ a. x 66 = 
1 - v I wy IN] J xing thought that Cong! tken all the ** 
1 i h Car ’ I A) Ki 8 wh en ee a ; Bt PRS “Ee een , 
: ' ; L ne ¢ Ri Litations and all the brutality out of this law, when h 
ve Said, 18 always ricnt. am going to open ( EHCORD. .. hat wary natrinhie ar } 4 non +t 
nA : : : ; " 2 ing that very patriotic speecn. But not so; vexation ha 
Mr, Chairman, when the great day comes and the great book 1s | 4.) cifed and in recent report 
! I tak S 4 5 1 all } looking around and asking ' sined and im recent reporu—— 
O} L, ej hat we shall all be looking around and askin: AT» STR We . ; rs s ) 
. aa ; _ eeepP Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman all 
Ww r we have done our duty to ourselves, to our 1. tes 43 
; : Se 1 ‘ aoe ask him a question? 
] ' Ly ir d to love as ourselves, to our fellow- rl“, iy > 1 ' . =e 
a eS ate ; The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
. and to ir cou ry That wi be a great opening. 1 em > 
snCR, ai - on, = Fae at Op > ii 'S of Tenness Yes 
lam going to open the RE (Dp and show you what some of the CTT 7 ate - fant 
af x, As. 8 : coe t} HENS of Texas. I desire to ask my friend 
: or} noi t time and in forn V have said on the very 1; ameivae 4 ; aa ‘ 
ate ae 7 i : ’ Republican party in two different na 
subject refer to by my distinguishes ge friend. “4 te Re oe . . lager 
ZOU & 0 Sy may ae — ; _ itself to the admission of the Territori 
a “UNCLE JO” AND TOBACCO-TAX REFORM. noma exico, and Arizona to statehood, and if it 
7 : > 1 “A¢ ° 4 Vey > mr ‘ \m>T 1,04 hat 7 — ac 2, 4 Rie am P . sen 4} 
Now, listen while I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, | that that party has repeatedly refused to carry out th 
Fifty-first Congress, first session, page 4936: of its platform, in addition to what you have mentione 
: \ CANNON. I would to be hea w moments upon th ibiect of Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to supp 
+ 


by stating that I do not believe this is a political qu 











Then, when he was allowed to proceed, Mr. CANNON said: in 1895, when an effort was made to get free al 
Mr. CANNON. I want to take now and read that part of the Republican of that suggestion, the Democratic party on your 
Pp es t At a ao al t it, although we had 65 votes on our 
f ’ : ae N matter of justice, if it is don 
Pi 4 I i ) h re, 
+ R m of nationa [ Ni ‘exas. I can not understand wh 
has to do with tobacco. 
Mr. STANLEY. Is it possible that Kentucky voted 
, Says Mr. Cannon— the tax on alcohol? 
é UCCO, 1 noy und a burden t Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It is not only possible, but 
x ae . ee — pl a taller ate ca = Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No, Mr. Chairman, t! 
" Now olitics in this tobacco question, as I said a while a 


, 
i 

politics out of it when I said and proved both parties w 
for this law as I see it and that both ought to be asha 














And { want to say furthermore in defense of Congr 

: tar tend tocheck in f such articles as are p not believe Cong knew what it was doing when it ] 
oan metas oa Bart ten fon: pt law. Ido not b re that any Congress in these Un 
lus™ not be pr lat home.” would ever have knowingly imposed this law upon t 

You willt Mr. ¢ whet is - whole form [It has slipped and slipped insidiously, as it were. ali 
t S’ Won Wales Ue * inate one the legislation of Congress and been patched and chat 
‘ t ‘ except 1 Ye 1 furthe you see Wuat it is. 
i epti market the ia bor I vn 





nasi eep the hon ‘or the labor of ourowncountry, AUSE In addition to that, the rnlesand regulations that ! 
nthe t Ca Sa made to enforce the law have become so complex that ou 
Yes. My. Chairman, I want to preserve the home producer, the | guished Internal-Revenue Commission 
tobacco grower as wéill as the ‘‘ home market.” 





rs have had to ap 


I want to save ' giving replies to questions as to ‘‘ what is the law.” Id 


. 































ite 
ee 
ma | 
7 any Congress would have ever perpet 


‘rated such an outrage | 
their neighbors and upon themselves. 
». let me go to another proposition. I have told you already 
f 1anged the natural tobacco leaf, except to cure it, 
acturing; but the farmer can stem and twist for his 
Now let me tell youof another kind of manu- 


J} 
yotl Cl 
+ 
1 


mal use. 
that is when the tobacco leaf is not changed at all (ex- 
re it) and yet is ‘‘ manufactured,’’ according to the law. 
CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
GAINES of Tennessee. I wish somebody would yield me 
time. 
FOSS. I yield to the gentleman—how much time does he 


Well, 


of Tennessee you see how entertaining 
r ! 

oh " = 

5. I will yield to the gentleman half an hour. 
GAINES of Tennessee. I will take the thirty minutes : 
u if I do not use it. 

Louisiana, I shall have to objec 


+ + 
vb i 


» 






GAINES of Tennessee. This is not ¢ 





























} 47 Pe , + , 
vielded by the gentleman from Illinois 
ntleman from Louisiana if the farmers 
in his State? 
I Louisiana. They raise the very best tobacco. 
GAINES of Tennessee. Then the gentleman is ‘‘in hi 
if he tries to stop me here to-day in discussing the 
( ybacco; and I want to say to the gentleman that h 
» brilliant as when he is ‘Sin his own light.’’ 
MANUI URED cco W ETE NOT CHANGED 
° P 7 1 
nan, remember my proposition of law, that when 
nged, as 1 stated to you, it is ‘*‘ mam ‘tured.’’ 
. } . 7a 437 te ‘nn ? y , 
n itis not cha Litis still ‘*‘ manufac ed. Now, 
ly in the Chamber who will dispute that proposi 
ct 1d I will tell you how it occurs. Mind you, 
i to hobble the tob Oo grower, this poor ] 
1 — ? > aT Kan 
» work so! 1. I will < my friend from Ken 
ul nonth ti r the grower has to work to 
> CTs 
INS. Thi 
sx i l [T ter, ] 
s ae 5 
INES of 4 it i 1 mor 3 in the jy 
+ + 1 . + +7 
{ 1 LLC I ‘ Vo vitl 
] tis iT ~hte 
‘ 1 47 4 ‘ XT x + : 
WN Lil li § tiat In ay ay Lt T at} 
Sin a r to raise a crop of t cCO A 
I n February d it is not until ! 
47 7 7 . 
, tt ean b GCLIYV i i - 
3; tion to leaf- dealer nd gt é ) 
i l] .Y ‘ T co ) h X} rt 
1 and who export from my t alone 59,000,000 t 
) 7 ds of t » annnally. they estimate +} 
l n rai a ¢ ¢ n two 
{ vo red and fif days y ‘ 
ng and prevailing in ason. And 
{ 1 i a : 7? ’ 
14 7 . — 
day 1 does not quit until it is 
4 x ( Ix 
i ry + "? } } of n-! 1 7 
j i 3 
AINES o T ness 3 Tt "A 1 { 4 
at ha os 7 1 r 1 
\ ) rt 1 acco ¢ 1t bt SICK ! l 
| has to get up every morning bé or by day and pu 
wh ive larg f tl co. [Lang I 
: | Gn mili } kind of * snakes ¢ y ’ 
: : ; aa 95 23 
laughter.] The 1 gro : t kill 
bacco. Hem in ] rd’’ tos lint 
Now I sa d to von wl ile ( th twhnen von ha 
ul condition of the 1 ‘0 it is ‘“‘ mannufactured.”’ 
re it is not changed it is also if red by the let 
? 7 
same law. I willread you that i ] 
rect statement on its face. 
nd paragraph of section 69, act of 1894, amen S n 
1 > : - a j 4 7 > . . 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, is as fol ~ 
m shall also he 1 led ’ u rey , 
it in than I 
who l 1 ers, ¢ persons r 1 
\ in | ) o ly reg ! vcturers of 
$ ] bl be ‘ a tt i pa 
] 
t i te ) ik n i by such n ' 
n pt ses { I lReve 
val of thx ] Y hall pr rit 
ners an rrowers f tobac ) l leaf to} co of t) r ¢ 
d raisin hall n ber re I of tob , i 
{ section of the R ed § he Un S S.and ac 
E tory thereof, as are in conflict with this act are her repealed. 
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red and is sold (except 








Commenting on this paragr: 
nthe ‘ d pat grap l 
toba "Oo Who na ¢ ‘ I I 
s or to persons her than reg 
t f tobacco or I 
t; a ail rt S 
it a » Sub tot put 
wers are not to be re las 1 
their own growth and raising 
So that every person (except 
a ‘‘ manufacturer’’ if h : 
7 . 7 - « + 
istered dealer, a manu 8 
leaf so sold is manufactured t 
acted on the raw leaf! So, y 


ea but a reg l eaier, 
is manufacti sub 
1 irmer) iS &@ manu t 
an arbitrary restriction on leaf 
So this is a r way of 
changes the leaf ] iy 6 
other person, or when any } 
bacco to cons liners e! St TY 
2 ; 
I cul 1 tobacco, alt! l t 
has not b nch ing d ull! 
Now, gentlemen, I Ww Yy 
you Ww l knowingly « I 
here and endeavor | lea 
an not 1 ce 
oO Wel yy ft t 
The Il ( tl = A 
] », but ] 
} AN ( Lb po l 
when ] t ort Q / 
sit to ) to |] ? 
to the pr a r er when | 
ner W l € Can not ¢ 
ie 2a cri i ) ne 
' 
A « haws 7 
4 ac } 
+ r > l fs ¥ 
not 2nt it 
rst qi sal ] 
in 
‘ 
Hi l to « 
1 
Ty . ; , 
’ 
; 
7 
; a y 
t tas uw 
(] d ) 
I ‘ 
. 
‘ 
‘1 ma toll <on + id 
e } . | ~ 4 
i he 
} 
aT = ( a 
\ to} ) I 
and carry it ral r day 
deal of it h in tl 
pound to raise it and tl pl 
Wi it d , 4 nd il 4 1 
in ‘Vent ‘ Mr. Ch H 
Ray iv s 4 1d 1s } \? +1 
M ns Com tee a a 
Nashville American a1 , 
of ¢ ] irksy l] j t 
a grower had a 
it to this agent. ‘ $a 


is mine, 


said the grow 


o 
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at the same price.’’ ‘‘Oh, no; this side 
this road he 
This is one of 
as competit 
farmer 


ypacco in T! 


of the road is as far as I 
re is my limit; Iam not allowed to 
many like cases. So there is no 

There is no competition what- 
must yield to this one master and one price or 
e barn and not sell. Now, what is Congress 
to do about it? What is the effect of all this? Last year 
Government collec rnal revenue from to- 
» alone. 





on now. 


Mr. GAIN yf Tennes I do not re mber but It hink we 
received about $43.000.009 from ** manufactured tobacco.”’ Man- 
ired tobacco’’ is the way it is described in the internal-rey- 
t l t ° 

I do not know how much internal 1 nue was received from 
t] f. but. ng to find o before we get through. |] 
tl Y< trving faithfully to find out.so we will know 
how much ‘ ( hese to o bills will reduce the revenue. 

Nov 1, what are the tobacco farmers of this country 
‘ } Y« lL] vy you can I nything else profitably 
on tokacco |: but t cco. It is very drastic to the land also 
and you must tantly fertil it, and the fertilizers are in the 
hands of the tri and to buy it and putit on the farm every yea1 
pri illv t profit, even if ther iny. Now, what 














Wi ( ty Lo f t oun ir Guthri — 
‘ TA Mi r j Conntr 
Mr. GA r ES i Todd { 
Mr. JAMES \nd aves. 
M NI About « the country, and in 
‘ of 'T 1 some ] ns of South Carolina 
reed 1 ny mo} ». They are go- 
G Th ar ig to reduce this 
§ 1000 . They will 1 have their liberties out- 
rs thi vy ] 1 Now. if this is done, gentiemen 
] rAlse ‘ c ng to ge th 

“ f \ I Ss tne statute bx } 
Wa i Lin this n ner aman’s personal 
\ r \ ripping him 
( ‘ c [ lite It is t - 

i ner I have sta | 

and tid n 1] i i 
‘ . 4 ” 

I have her my an edit 1 from the St. Paul Dispatch 
that . L zh end 1 terday, and the 
s I t Minnesota once rai d 
in on oO it iznificent qualit 
( 1D i { e qui raising this crop, 
‘ l lt s they would n ind the restrictions 
‘ t teri ‘ t l I q l ieir liberties: thai it 

he t t yor, and robs them of 
{ ver ( b l I n the hands of the 
7 nd tl y have ¢ L ‘ly al wna ie0G raising u bacco in 
M ! 

y : my hand a letter rec lad or two ago from 
€ ( fil It i ‘yt neve had the 
l ll ly Knowl r, and J ll read it to you: 

t tUARY 14, 1904 
I ~ W ! D.C 
i? it l 1 hortieul 
t ) l for som 
( I t my 
I nd we farmers’ wives ea 
‘ ‘ : ! to keep the wolf from 
{ , ley g for where 
' ‘ 
te your pugilistic blows against 
L } nti t : 
‘ : 
Mrs. G. GILLIS KILLEBREW, 
R F. D Vo 2.G f &. Al or St. Bethle} n. Te Lm. 

N men, we are going to win in this affair, for you see 
that the : wi of the farmers of this country are going to 
} s out, not in raising tobacco—they can not raise 

not : t their husbands in that way. They will aid 
dil ULiid ( i 

Why, the negroes and the plain laborers in the South are the 
I ) raise the tobacco, and they are being driven from to- 
} o fields to the cities, where t ‘ become vagrants ee 
( on tre mul i al voor ties. O ~O »7 railroads or t o the 
I nd the resul that the laborer is leaving the fareis 
bankrupt in money and spirit. Now, that is all in the proof we 

ud here the other day. Messrs. Fort, Cunningham, Warfield 


this. They can no lon imake a living a at 


a> i tat 
— 


manuf: uc 
‘3 eir 


Now. here is another letter of a different nature. Iwill as] 
Clerk to read it aloud, because it is one of the most sensible let 
I have received on the subject. It is from Cheatham County, t 
place where the man went down and bought one barn of tol) 
on one side of the road and would not go across and buy save ot 
barn belonging to the same man on the other side of the 1 
cause he was limited by that road to a certain district. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HARPER, CHEATHAM COUNTY, 
Hon. Jonn W. GAINES, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sire: We farmers down here are having 

sell our eo co for anything bo haven't 


the count They have their ‘territory laid olf; 


each buyer has to stay 
limit Tit at is to keep di ra cones tition. We haven't got any buy: 
t are buying forthetrust. They! 


the ones that pave cut out alt th in 
buyers. They come along and pr ce our tob ucco; and if the priced 
the farmer, they will just tell him ‘“* You w ill have to sell to us or k 
tobacco; we are the oniy buye Ts | you will have.” 

They have gotthe price below the cost of production,and the ma 
the farmers : in debt and heave got to grow tobacco to pay de} 
have 1ds of dollars preparing to raise tobacco, and now 
they cannot ai t. We wanta market an market for our t 
we want t toped. Itcost the parties ime the tol 
money lid when they bought from our home buyers. T! 


a hard time. 
‘but two or three bh 





got 








spent 





a ~) 











now pric ‘co and takes it and then prices it to the consur 
n | ng done for us or we will have to do something 1 
- s what todo if the thing roes as it has f 
3or4 le will loose their homes in this part of the w 
have ha » years down here Th n the way they are 
Oi ft it will ruin us. I no lotsof men with good fai 
‘ hat work hard and stay at hime; they are gett 
and say the: : to sell their homes to pay their debts That 
bad for our cuntry. The cotton growers are allO. K. Theare get 
prices for cotton, but the tobacco growers are loosing out, aud I lay 
t » trl What do you think is the x t 
I no of plenty of men that are so discouraged over t 
| are mooving ofand going tothe mountains to get out ci 
p Now, we bate such as this} We aught to hav 
Ma rork ‘onomizil s man could have a living Vi 
for ; ners haven’t got ser sufficient to organiz 
S80 oO etion we can look two is our law makers. If ! 
b ils to give us relief, we ask you to try to get rid of thet t 
us a show to make aliving. Weare wil er todo * part. | 
v ng to sacreface our homes to stuff some tr m Ly q I 
tobacco. The time has come when a man that is in debt cann 
We haven't got the money t ek o t a ) we can get 
into any y oth business we will ! It is gi t l i 
ges, d man that owns a farm cann 1 re than 20 or 
or hands to grow tob. What can they do but grow i 
tition in ou i t ntil2 or 34 l we 
ices, b now W nothing. I lo all ican 
tv 1} ypre ated 
’ 





Mr. GA. NES f Tennessee. Now, you » there is 1 
gentleman white. [have never seen to know, sitting d 
writ n, blunt, terrible facts as the result of th 





liberty of the tobacco grower bein 


th fFroweil 





‘ curtail 




















‘to sell all his tobacco to the tri 
I ask Congress to turn leaf tobacco completely locse and 
natural tobacco ) be sold by any person; le n sell it, d 
and resell it, as one of the witnesses said the other da 
chance to take our tobacco from the barn and { 
f meatand bread, f ir and ry 
pp and thenif t ur won pay pri 
it oursely¢ the leaf or hand twis 
As the matter stands now, they can not barter. An 
sell his own tobacco and be untaxed, but if rs 
of another farmer and undertakes to sell it he is « ( 


the law 


dcp » it 
tax On 1%, 


7 low ana «sh } 17 + 4 } 1 
a dealer, and wien he sells that tobacco he mu 


WHY TAX LEAP TOBACCO? 
Why do you want to tax leaf tobacco, anyway 2 
int to tax a man who, as my friend 
thirteen m ths 2 year t 


iil il i A 5 « 


Why a 
Kent UCKY 

mths a Why doyou1 
» freely his ten fingers and put into the token ‘co that | 
all ¢ he value that he can? ae do you rob him of t} 
ll the value into that to ceo that God Almighty ! 
im p ower to do by the work « of his ten fingers? Why doy 
strict his liberty? 

Why do you tax his produce, and make it} possible for t} 
turer, the tobacco trust. the tobacco saad 
machinery, noi iw fingers, to put all the value they « 

te tobacco and sell it back to the grower? There is t! 

. the cocoanut.”’ Ww hy do you let the farmer change th 
his corn as he plea ses, put all the value in it that he « 
tax him? It is because he is a pro r; he is a man who « 
something. The manufacturer is a man who absorbs som 
another crea In this instance the laws are so arrange 
so enforced as that the manufacturer practically r 
bacco grower of a large part of his profit—the fruits of his l: 
and appropriates the _ under the we There is no 

ultural produce that is taxed in this wa y: 

[ grant you that thing tobacco and turning it into s1 
manufacturing, because in that case you make a new 
But tobacco is still tobacco, though the stems be 


twisted. In tion to that, tobacco thus raised aud tui 


from 


“9 9 +-\} . 
ar tO Talise tov: CO 


anaat « 
miba 


I 
} 


tes, 


area « 
t 





1 
OLuel 





nuiied 
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ed] and twisted by the farmer is pure tobacco. The to- | 
ter it is manufactured is, 40 per cent of it, ‘‘ doctored.”’ 
orers in the S ath, the negroes who may work in the cot- 
i. ( wher: , om do not raise tobacco), or the laborers in the 
r in tl ids, whether white or black, prefer the pure 
», the cou ntry twist, to the manufactured “doctored” | 
r whit h they have to pay 40 or 50 centsay ound, when 
buy pure & ybacco, home twist, for 20 ani or less. 
itleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], the leader of 
vy in this House, att nde ed a meeting of the sube om- 
w days ago and — there said that in Mississippi, 
V a » not raise t bac "CO, th ley would be very glad t ) get 
in the leaf and do thei ir own twisting—hang it in the 
[ have seen it done in days gone by wh n I was a farmer 
country. I see that a ) more. 
the farmer must deliver his tobacco in person. In many 
: he did that = could not be with his family. Some mem- 
the family may be sick. Hence the farmer is unable to 
i’? or deliver - his tobaceo in person. “He can not leave 
‘, why not give him the right to deliver that tobacco by his | 
put his boy in the wagon, Jt ist as he would send him to 
rn as we have, many of us, done? Let him, as my | 
ssippi suggest d th e other r day, put his tobacco 
he twist, so that it will not break all to pieces or 
vay. Let that tobacco be sent in a wagon to 
] i or Any of the nontobacco-producing parts of the coun- 
ie farmer send his tobacco by an age nt to sor me agen t, 
the agent authority to s - it, as if he were 1} elf t} 
At present the agent has not that authori ider the 
solicitor can only soli cit orders; ; he « can not deliver 
i dealer can sell, but can only sell to dealers, manu- 
and exporters 
i appeal to this Honse to give the tobacco grower freedom 
Restore his rig f fr y; give him the power 
his agent to do everyt the grower ought to 
to do himself. the leaf tobacco when 
1 to anybody or by the grower stem and 
sown growth and Under present cir- 
( itis treated ¢ 1 ybacco if anybody sells 
farmer him if Why do you want to tax tcbacco in 
y? Why do you want to put that kink in the law unless 
n the control of the tobacco market in the hands of the 
t manipulator? [Loud applause. ] 
he hammer fell. ] 
I 
and one in this Cr ress, and there are four others th 
to give this relief, and we have had a very considerat 
ng, so far, before the subcommittee, presided over by 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Daze}, and I am sat- 
t we interested the committee very much, because they 
lL ey nd this vexatious law was re- 
know what the law was, of 
¥ the law is now. By the assist- 
‘eau, by the assistance of every- 
l y mploying mens my time 
e have finally reached down to 
t find at the |! ‘ y asl ve stated it to-day. 
e going to have another hearing next week. We ar 
» have Mr. Commissioner Yerkes down to tell us how 
I revenue it will relicve the Treasury of. It may reduce a. 
lo not believe it will. But if you do not relieve the tobac 
5 s, 1 have alrea ly shown you that the tobacco growe f 
u ountry are going to qi uit growing it and are going to raise 
s ning ese, 


Sir. JAMES. 


That would curtail the revenue. 


GAINES of Tennessee. It certainly would reduce the 


amount of revenue now received, which was last year $43,000,000 ! 
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from tobacco. hat is free 
tobacco in the hands he right 
twist their own growt I 
without agents an 1 wit 
telegraph, by te lephone, by boat 
or any other way, anywhere. Lib 
want. Let these growers know 
shall ao for them in this matt 
and are freemen. 
ee . 
1ear it said that there is no tax 01 if tobacco 
erower. It is true t! rrOW Ss! 
1 tax on that same leaf if sold 1 ] 


i ower if 8 

Saas ie leaf in ids, ¢ I 

i ne Seay a tax if he sellsit to a istum 
Al dir ctly or indirectly to the tobacco tr 


anyone §s 








to the consum: v 
Mr. GAIN .ES of Tenn ¥ Yes: 1 
crower sells to the consumer i 1 } 
ject to tax. Tam satis& d that little or no reven 
this limitation, but this limita iss r 
the leaf tobacco and prevent it from being mot 
and consumed by the great m S ¢ ¢ 
taxes or burdens the ¢ er | 
I of no one who raced 1 
tol » to ¢ sumers, |} i S : 
he s¢ | is § ) »a c. J I 
re Tie s Vv ) 
m ly from t nuf l I 
ible to tind in any report of recent ‘yea ] any 
on leaf tobacco sold by anyone. T i 
business of *‘ selling leaf to consn1 
no tax. Butthis httle kink in t LW 
mits the trade in leaf toba Wi t } 
, and should be 1 led. 
TOBA OG ) I 3 A : ) I SIN 





Ky., to ) OT rs ein the reported t 
a resolution « yon the farmers not to rai 
year: 
IBA oO ¢ W Ss ¢ x ¥ ey 
I N HE P N « \ A( ) , Hi 
CLI l N ) 
; : 
wf ie ‘ 
‘ Wl ? 
i ‘ 
Vw i! t 1 
R 
‘ Tt 
v4 : 
i i eda 1 ( 3 
A number of counties have d t 
T +7 . } > ? . + 
OW, Genticimen, tus 
RI < 
“ 7 7c | ‘ + 
Mr. JAMES. ‘IT se of ~ 
7 4 + ‘ 
the tobacco users of the 1 LS 
ae 
T St in the pure is th 
Mr GAIN] OL t1€! i l 
. 
armers loose who grow t l 
eg ae : 
La all res tions and ta 
Mr. JAMES. Tl would 
hetter prices or let t] 
M GAINES i¢ ; AS iS 
u t ywer and 1 », | 
l 
on both 
M ] RLESON. W vis it? 1 
tyrant ] $s with 2 
are rep i 
Mi lenn¢ Ivy 
anc Ca ie nas a 1 tl Ss 
= 7 TF + +} 4 4 
mal ‘ r re} a l a 
cuage far-reaching in pi ] 
Coneress did not know what it was 
severe laws, and so these limitations w 
a» inde 3 ¥ wi = ens » den 7 » 1 
which hobble the grower in the sal 


lieve that any Congress with acon mn 
ingly guilty of passing such savage, tyrannical 
The tax on tobaeco, as I have al 


old toaconsumer. WI! his limitat 


be 
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Some of the act of July 20, 1868, is now the law. It has been 
added to, however, from time to time, down to 1892. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, so that there may not be any 
misapprehension, is the law which you wish to modify the origi- 
nal law which you referred to in the opening of your remarks, 
the statute of 1862? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The laws of which the growers 
most complain have been enacted in recent years. They are 
pointed out by Commissioner Yerkes as being the acts of August 
28, 1894, section 69, and section 3 of the act of April 12, 1902. 
These acts are all bezed onand are amendments to a string of in- 
ternal-revenue lays which run back to each and every year to the 
act of June 20, 18N3,. which repealed several acts passed between 
the original act of July 1, 1862, and June 20, 1868. It may be to 
give the desired relief that not only the recent enactments but the 
parent act must be modified. The farmers, however, have man- 
aged to live and let live until the enactments of April 12, 1902, 
and August 28, 1894. They complain of restrictions that both 
Commissioner Yerkes and myself find incorporated in these two 
acts. Conditions during that period of time have become intol- 
erable to the grower of tobacco. These twoacts, it seems, coupled 
with the rules and regulations made to enforce them, is the evil, 
I am advised by the correspondence that I have from the internal- 
revenue department and my investigation of thelaw. Indeed, 
the act of April 12, 1902, reenacts a part of the old act of 1868, 
Mr. Yerkes informs me in his letter of April 12, 1902. 

Mr. BOUTELL. In order that we may have nomisunderstand- 
ing about it, because it isa matterof very great interest to alarge 
number of people, is the law of which the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee now complains the original law of 1862, or is it some recent 
amendment of that law? 

Mr.GAINES of Tennessee. The act of July 1, 1862, established 
our internal-revenue system of that date. Twist tobacco was 


| 
{ 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


taxed under that law. I want now to untax it when the grower | 


twists it of his own growth and desires to sell it or give it away. 
[do not know whether that act taxed hand-twist or machine-twist 
tobacco. But the law of to-day taxes twisted tobacco whether 
twisted by machine or hand. And it seems that the act of April 
12,1902, and the act of August 28, 1894, has made this change and 


After examining this law and after having seen from my 


personal experience that the operation of the law was to pre, 
the farmer from selling natural leaf unstemmed any way to ; 
body but the licensed dealer, I wrote to Commissioner Yer 


asking him if prior to the enactment of the law of 1894 ther: 
any effort on the part of the manufacturers of tobacco to « 
the law—and it is only a 6-cent duty, nothing like the dut 
the foreign countries from which this provision was copied 
he said there had been, to his knowledge, absolutely no frau 
the part of the farmers or persons purchasing from the far 
this leaf tobacco and using it in that state. There was no1 
sity for the law, and the operation of the law was directly i: 
interest of the large consumers by putting all the leaf toba: 
the class of manufactured tobacco. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But Commissioner Yerkes s] 
in his letter to me of March 12, 1903, that the laws of whic! 
growers complain were passed in 1894 and 1902, which are ain 


tory. In answering my questions he cites the acts of April 


1902, section 3, and August 28, 1894, section 69. He says: 


Without attempting to give you an immediate categorical answer t 
question as presented, I have the honor toinform you thatat the firsts 
of the Fifty-seventh Congress, by act approved April 12, 1902, section 
following law was passed relating to tohaeco: 

“Src. 3. That upon tobacco and snuff manufactured and sold, or re 
for consumption or use, there shall be levied and collected, in lieu of 1 
now imposed by law, the following taxes: 

**On snuff, manufactured of tobacco or any substitute for tobacco, 1 
dry, damp, pickled, scented, or otherwise, of all descriptions, when pre} 
for use, a tax of 6 cents per pound. And snuff flour, when sold, or rei 
for use or consumption, shall be taxed as snuff, and shall be put up i: 
ages and stamped in the same manner as snuff. 

“On all chewing and smoking tobacco, fine cut, cavendish, plug, or t 
cut or granulated, of every description; on tobacco twisted by hand 
duced into a condition to be consumed, or in any manner other than t 
dinary mode of drying and curing, prepared for sale or consumptior 
if prepared without the use of any machine or instrument, and with 
ing pressed or sweetened; and on all fine-cut shorts and refuse scraps 
pings, cuttings, and sweepings of tobacco, a tax of 6 cents per pound,’ 

You will not find in this section any exemption in favor of the farn 
is not privileged to twist, stem, or otherwise change his tobacco and pr 


| it for consumption. 


This section is only a reenactment of section 3368 of the Revised St 


| of 1873, act of July 20, 1868, section 61, and which last act first imposed a 


many other objectionable changes by way of amending the for- | 


mer law. The law of June 20, 1868, is in part the law of to-day. 


It repealed all former confiicting laws. The act of April 12, 1902, | 


Commissioner Yerkes says, restored a part of the old act of 1868, 
found in the Revised Statutes of 1873, section 3368. If you will 


read his letter to me of March 12, 1903, in my former speech, you | 


will be thoroughly informed on this point. I will read that letter 
in part if I have time. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Iask the gentleman from Tennessee would it 
not have placed this matter to better effect, if it is in fact a law 
of 1862, to state that with perfect frankness, rather than thatitis a 
law conceived by some skillful attorney of the trust, the tobacco 
trust being of very modern origin. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But only in the last few years 
have these intolerable burdens and denials by operation of law 
been felt by the farmers, and Mr. Yerkes, in his letter to me 
March 12, 1903, states that section 3 of April 12, 1902, is only re- 
enactment of section 3367 of the Revised Statutes of 1873, the act 
of July 20, 1868, section 61. It seems the farmers complain more 
of the Wilson than of the McKinley Act, but that they complain 
more since the act of April 12, 1902, than ever heretofore. 

Mr. STANLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, as I under- 
stand the statement of the gentleman from Tennessee it is that this 
law wasenacted for one purpese and that its operation has secured 


an entirely different result. That is especially plain of the act of | 


1894, making an artificial definition of manufactured tobacco, 
namely, that any tobacco, whether in the natural leaf or other- 
wise, not consumed by the producer of it was manufactured to- 
bacco, with certain immaterial conditions provided if sold by any- 
one but the producer, who can only sell free of tax his own 
growth. 


Mr. BOUTELL. With the permission of the gentleman from | 


Tennessee I would like to ask the gentleman who has last spoken 
whether it is his belief that the tobacco trust could have anything 
to do with the control of the legislation of 1894? 

Mr. STANLEY. Iam not trying to go into politics. Iam not 
saying that any particular trust did this. But if the gentleman 
will pardon me just a minute, it is very plain that the intent of 
the lawmakers in passing that law was to prevent the leaf, which 
was untaxed in the hands of the farmer, from being manufac- 
tured without the Government having an eye toit. That was 
plainly the purpose of the law. Now, the operation of the law 
has been to restrict the farmer in the sale of his leaf tobacco to 
nobody except a licensed dealer, because it can be sold only to a 
licensed dealer by the agent of the farmer. In that way it has 
placed the article where it can be controlled by great aggregations 
of capital, and is not producing a dime of revenue. 


tax on tobacco. 
This provision of law has been in force continuously, without char 
cept as to the rate of tax, since 1868. 


Proceeding with his letter to me, Mr. Commissioner Y: 
says: 

Section 3362 of the Revised Statutes and amendatory acts require t] 
manufactured tobacco and snuff shall be prepared and put up by the 
facturer thereof in certain specified packages and in no other manner 
removal for sale or consumption, and provides that all cavendish, p! 
twist tobacco shall be ¢ up in certain packages, and smoking toba 
allcut and granulated tobacco in certain other packages; and this 
makes no exemption in favor of the farmer or grower of tobacco. 


“ MANUFACTURER” DEFINED. 
The Commissioner’s letter continues: 


The definition of a ** manufacturer of tobacco” will be found in sult 
9 of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes, asamended by section 69, act o! 
28, 1894. 

Said section 69 provides that— 

‘Every person whose business itis tomanufacture tobacco or snuff ! 
self, or who employs others to manufacture tobacco or snuff, whe 
manufacture be by cutting, pressing, grinding, crushing, or rubbin 
raw or leaf tobacco, or otherwise preparing raw or leaf tobacco,or u 
tured or partially manufactured tobacco or snuff, or the putting up 
or consumption of scraps, waste, clippings, stems, or deposits of tob 
sulting from any process of handling tobacco, or by the working or } 
tion of leaf tobacco, tobacco stems, scraps, clippings, or waste, by 
twisting, screening, or any other process, shall be regarded as a manuls 
of tobacco.” 


In construing this language the Commissioner says: 

In the first— 

That is the language just read— 
paragraph every person is regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco wh 
manner prepares his leaf tobacco for consumption by crushing, t 
stemming, grinding, or otherwise changing the tobacco from its 1 
condition. 

By this paragraph of this section 69 ‘‘ every person”? is c! 
and taxed as a manufacturer of tobacco who * prepares hi 
tobacco for consumption by changing the tobacco from its n: 
condition.”’ 

Commissioner Yerkes continues: 

The second pre of that section (69) provides that 

“Every person shall also be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco 
business it is to sell leaf tobacco in quantities less than a hogshead, 
bale, or who sells directly to consumers, or to persons other than dul 
tered dealers in leaf tobacco or duly registered manufacturers of to 
snuff, or cigars, or to persons who purchase in packages for export: a 
tobacco so sold by such persons shall be regarded as manufactured t 


| and such manufactured tobacco shall be put up and prepared by such ! 


| 


facturerinsuch packages only as the Commissioner of Internal Revenw 


the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe: Pi 
That farmers and growers of tobacco who sell leaf tobacco of their 
growth and raising shall not be regarded as manufacturers of tobacc: 
so much of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, an 
amendatory thereof, as are in conflict with this act are hereby repealed 
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The Commissioner, in construing this paragraph, says: 

In the second paragraph every person is regarded as a manufacturer of 
tobacco who sells and delivers leaf tobacco in its natural condition to con- 
sumers, or to persons other than registered dealers in leaf tobacco, manu- 


oe nthrel* ace r cigars, or persons who buy leaf tobacco in packages | ° . ; ; ; 
facturers of tobacco OF Cigars, OF persons acaane aa I | provides that—he then quotes this section, whic 


for export; and all leaf tobacco so sold by such person is regarded as a man- 
nfactured tobacco subject to tax; but thereis this exception, that farmersand 
rrowers are not to be regarded as manufacturers for selling leaf tobacco of 
their own growth and raising. 

AN ABLE COMMISSIONER'S APOLOGY. 


The difficulty in the way of & lucid interpretation of the statutes relating 
to the sale of leaf tobacco by farmers has been that such restrictions have 
} 

} 
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een coupled with special tax provisions and not contained in any separate | 


statutes. 

I have already read the first provision that appeared in this 
House, so far as I have been able to find, which undertook to tax 
leaforstemtobacco. Butthe House struck out this clause entirely. 
hecause it was taxing unmanufactured tobacco, and transferred the 
tax to the next clause, taxing manufactured tobacco. This was 
March 28, 1862. 

Mr. STANLEY. What year? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. March 28,1862. I will read again 
the clause which was then stricken out of the bill: 

On tobacco, leaf or stem, unmanufactured, 3 cents per pound, and a pay- 
ment of _ duty shall not exempt tobacco from a further duty when manu- 
facturead. 


Thus Congress, indeed the committee that reported the bill to 
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ACT OF AUGUST 28, 1894 

The Commissioner says the definition of manufactured tobacco 
is found in subsection 9 of section 5244 ¢ 
amended by section 69, act of August 28, 1894 


if the Revised Statutes 


,as 
Said section 69 
h I will insert a 
little later. 

He then says the second paragraph of that section provides 
that—he inserts that, which I will do. 

Now, then, here is the construction which the Commiss 
gives of this section 69, which he quoted. He savs: 

In the first paragraph every person is regardeda ! 





bacco who in any manner prepares his leaf tobacco for consu 
crushing, twisting, stemming, grinding, or othery g 
from its natural condition. 
In the second paragraph every person is regarded as a n 

| tobacco who sells and delivers his Aa ut 
sumers, or to persons other that I rs l 
turers of tobacco or cigars, or persons who buy leaf toba 
export; and all leaf tobacco so sold by such person 


tured tobacco subiect to tax: but ther is this ex l that far rs and 
growers are not to be regarded as manufacturers for s 
their own growth and raising. 


If you talk to the growers of tobacco, they will tell you tha 


trouble of which they complain has arisen ‘‘in the 1: 
two.’’ Others will say it was the ‘‘act of August 20, 
| caused the trouble.’”’ This corroborates the opinion of Cor : 

| sioner Yerkes, who, as we see, says that the laws of to-day t] 


the House, not only refused to tax leaf or stem, but classified leaf | 


and stem as unmanufactured tobacco and not subject to a tax un- 
less manufactured. Now,in time of peace, unless the tobacco 
rrower sells the leaf of his own raising, it is taxed. if sold to con- 
If any other person sells it to a consumer it is taxed as 
manufactured tobacco and the person selling is declared a manu- 
facturer. Stemmed tobacco is manufactured, under the present 
law, and stemming is manufacturing; but the farmer can stem 
and twist for his personal use. 

Commissioner Yerkes, in his very valuable opinion incorporated 
in his letter to me, found in my former speech, reviews many laws 
and parts of laws from June 20 down to the act of April 12, 1902. 

We know that the McKinley Act changed the law; that the 
Wilson Act changed the McKinley Act; that the Dingley Act 

unged the Wilson Act, but left, I believe, the objectionable 
definition made by the Wilson Act of the words ‘* manufacturer ”’ 
whereby every person is made a manu- 


sumers. 


and ‘*manufacturing,”’ 
facturer who sel's leaf tobacco to a consumer, except the grower 
in the sale of his own growth and raising. We know that Com- 
missioner Yerkes in his letter to me states that the act of April 
12, 1902, section 3, reenacts section 3368 of the Revised Statutes 
of 1863, act of July 20, 1863, section 61. He also stated that it is 
very difficult to give ‘a lucid interpretation of the statutes relat- 
ing to the sale of leaf tobacco by the farmer’”’ because of restric- 
tions in special statutes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I regret I have not heard all the 
rentleman’s speech, because this is a matter in which I am very 
much interested; that is of interest tomy State. Will the gentle- 
man kindly read what he characterizes as the objectionable sec- 
tion? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will refer my friend to the letter 
containing the objectionable laws, written me by Commissioner 
Yerkes, found in my speech of December 14, 1903. He will there 
see that the Commissioner reviews a great many statutes and 
amendments thereto and gives the history with particularities, 
and as I have already read the objectionable laws as set forth in 
his letter, I will ask my friend to be content with the construc- 
tion placed upon those laws by Commissioner Yerkes. The con- 
struction is very plainly worded by the Commissioner, while the 
laws are very abstruse and hard for anyone to understand, even 
after hours and months of hard study. The Commissioner him- 
self says they are hard to elucidate. As I understand his letter, 
he concludes that the act of August 28, 1894, section 69, amending 


former laws, and the later act of April 12, 1902, reenacting and pos- | 


sibly amending still older laws—the act of 1868—are the objection- 
able and oppressive laws of which the growers now complain. 
ACT OF APRIL 12, 1902. 
Of the act of April 12, 1902, the Commissioner says: 


You will not find in this section any exemption in favor of the farmer, who | 


is not privileged to twist, stem, or otherwise change his tobacco and prepare 
it for consumption. 

This section is only a reenactment of section 3368 of the Revised Statutes 
of 1873, act of July 20, 1868, section 61,and which last act first imposed a stamp 
tax on tobacco. 

This provision of law has been in force continuously, without change, ex- 
cept as to the rate of tax. since 188. 


Immediately in this connection the Commissioner says: 

Section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, and amendatory acts, require that all 
manufactured tobacco and snuff shall be prepared and put up by the manu- 
facturer thereof in certain specified packages and in no other manner before 
removal for sale or consumption, and provides that all cavendish, plug, and 
twist tobacco shall be put upin certain packages, and smoking tobacco and 
all cut and granulated tobacco in certain other packages; and this section 
makes no exemption in favor of the farmer or grower of tobacco. 


. 


objectionable are the acts of 1894 and 1902. So that both Dem 
crats and Republicans. gentlemen, are to blame for this obnox 
ious, vexatious, brutal legislation, and they both should unite at 
once and remove the evil. I have already explained the practical 
operation of the law as complain 1e tobac \ 
but as the gentleman from Wisconsin has asked for information 
I will briefly repeat what Mr. Yerkes says the trouble is. 

Mr. Yerkes says to change the natural condition in at 





except to cure it, is manufacturing, and no one is allowed to do 
that, without paying a tax of 6 cents, except the grower; but 
the grower changes the natural condition and gives it away 
sells it he has to pay a tax of 6centsa pound. It costs 6 cents 
now to raise it in Tennessee, and it is now selling on an a\ c 
of 34 cents. The grower can not give it to his family or give it to 


his church or to anybody. He can not give it to charity. 
MANUFACTURED WHEN NOT CHANGED 

leaf tobacco he > not 
», and the leaf tobacco 


So if the farmer sells his own growth of 
a manufacturer of leaf tobacc: 
factured. 


But if any other person sells this same t 
sumers or any person other than to dealers, manufacturers, and 
exporters, the leaf tobacco is manufactured, although it is ; 
changed from its natural condition, except cured 

Mr. SHERLEY rose. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Just a moment. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Suppos¢ fari I i 
he get more money from it? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes: because the grower . 
more labor in his tobacco when he stems or twists it. B 
me say that he can not do that for sale or gift unless he 
6-cent tax. The manufacturer puts all that value into it and sells 
it back to the farmer for from 20 to 40 cents a] 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What makes it bring less is that 
the stems weigh something? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That may be one reason. N 
stems are used, while formerly they were thrown a | 
another reason is that you put more labor into the stemmed 
bacco, and the more labor you put into a thing the1 
it is—presumptuously, at least. Then another reason is : 


less bulky and is easier handled. The grower can hat 
ter in the twist. It won't shatter and lose away in that fix. It 
can be hauled in a wagon that way and not crumble. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Are the stems marketable? 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Ye S, even export a 
Mr.STANLEY. Mr. Chairman 
| TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee vield 


to the gentleman from Kentucky? 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 
Mr.STANLEY. Iwouldliketo state tothe gentleman t 
| stems are now manufactured into what is calle: rwas 
but that name is a delusion, and is only for the purpose of « . 
ing persgns as to the real purpose of the product. It bears 


same relation to the stems that attarof roses does tot 
takes tons to make a small quantity. The extract looks lik: x 
molasses, and is exported to Germany, where our 1 was 
| formerly shipped. 
| There isa German tobacco that is grown there which has tl 
qualities of asponge. The leaf is very mu ike our mullein 
leaf in this country, with a bitter taste. It looks like tobace 
but has very little taste of tobacco. It has a spongy leaf and al 


sorbs this extract. In that way they are doing away w 
| necessity of importing American tobacco and paying the duty on 
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it ler re actually now buying t Ar 1 an product 
at 21 cents a pound, taking the American leaf nrg re stem, | 
n r it i ] wash, shipping it to Germany, and making 
¢ 11nN. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, let me give you a definition 
,manufactnrer by the Suynreme Court of the Unit States 
V ] id that In mv i De *e1 iber 14 last. The truth 
is t t you can find almost everything thatis good on this subject 
in my sneech lLauchter.] 
id from the case of Hartranft v. Weigman (121 U.S.). The 
irt was passing on the question, Are shells ‘‘ manufactured ”? | 
or ‘‘unmannfactured*’ that had been cleaned by acids and in- 
re oan 
t to b d I 3 
The court s 
Vi ? f nq I t manufactured, 
a r vitl tute i 3 
) 3D | t upon th manufactures, but were lis unmanu- 
re still shells. They have not been manufactured into a new and 
( “ ! tive name, character, or use from that of 
a 
pplication of labor to an article, either by hand or by mechanism, 
ece , Manulacturea article, within the 
t lin the t 
\ ng and r 1 does not necessarily make that resulting wool 
’ ire « ! yr and ¢ g cot does not make the re- | 
y a t 121 U. §S., 614 
i manufac I pra); a publisher 
( \ r is not anufa er 1P hing Co., 3 Mc- 
A >» in re K yn. 1 Uta 
{ ti ‘ for iient trans} 4 not manufactured. 
I 
11. wa om a1 T " 
l 1 is followed in 50 Federal Reports, page 71. 
D g man, I want to say to my good and sensible and 
7 TL F } 7 } : y . ‘ y 1 ro (FT ei 
‘ 1 from Wisconsin that the Supreme Court held way back 
n 2 ( nch, Chief Justice Marshall speaking 101 the court, that 
. ] 7 4 ‘- } +e «6 . o » 29 . - a« 7 > \ y 
110] ed copperplates with ‘‘ raised edges ’’ were raw copper, not 
m actured; that this was the “policy”? of Con gress then. 
I> 4 + ee 1 “ 99 ; wwe *« rf ‘ - 
But now the least ‘‘ change ’ in the natural condi tion of tobacco 
+ 4 "} ¥ » ly ++ +4 | 
(except to cure) makes it ma nufs sctured 4 ind it is manufactured | 
1 } -L TI + 
v not changed. if sold to consumers, exce pt by the grower 
fi his own raising. 
ow, just think of that proposition! 


[ hold in my hand a letter from my old lawyer friend, John M. 
F -, Robertson County, Tenn. He has now gone to the coun- 
try to engage in farming. He writes as follows: 
CEDAR HILL, TENN., December 14, 1903. 
Hon. J. W. GAINES, Washington, D. C. 






















AR GAINES: * * Could not a law be passed to gi ive the growers the 

T ‘ not to manufacture, but simply to sell their crude 1 if to ing ena 

l nsandin any quantity m ithout or the payment of 

i t ha That wou ; 1 dealers, and we 

‘ sly ld gentleman in 

1 b comp icensed dealer or buyer 

f r his first and sec ‘lass, and 2 cer f 1islugs. He hadtwo 

n Arkansas, and shipped the unds for them toc! wand 

} Le ou ! for 50 cents per pound, 

Ww r fatl Ww ‘ ‘rop, as farmers Givide it, 

t t ands nd - nd 2 cents for third class, 
Ol 

Mr. Foster says that t ie sons in Arkansas, to whom the 


father had sent his icmeaes :o in the leaf, could have sold it for 50 
cents per pound if they had bee n allowed by the law to do so, 


while the old father at home sold the balance of the crop for 8 
cents for his first and second class ¢ a 2 cents for his lugs. 
For these sons to have sold this tobacco, this gift, they would 


uve been compelled to qualify as manufacturers and pay 6 cents 
r if y sold to consumers, and the reason why the 
lly gave his tobacco away at 8 and 2 cenis, wh n 
1im 6 cents 1 ) raise it, was becau e th re is no comy tion 
in buying, the tobacco trust being the only purchaser. 


They raise little tobacco in Arkansas and many other States. 


They all raise more or less. Labor TS, black and white, prefer 
the homespun leaf or twist, because it is cheap and pure and can 


ordinarily be bought at 15 call 20 cents per pound, according to 
locality. In nonproducing communities it is higher, otherwise 
lower. The manufactured tobacco sells at 20, 40, and 50 cents 
per pound. Itisnotpuretobacco. Itis‘‘ doctored”? with liqus 
molasses, sugar, taffy, and heaven knows what else, and inhabi ted 
with a few microbes, the bacteriologists will tell you. 

{ would say to my friend from Wiscons in that there is free 





trade in tobacco, wheat, and all other agricultural products, but 
there is no free trade in leaf tobacco. The grower can sell his 
own crop to any! ly anywhere free of tax, but he can not buy 
other crops and sell free of tax and other limitations, and when 


any person exce} pt the grower sells leaf toa consumer he pays a tax. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee kindly state the reasons the advocates of the existing law 
have assigned for its retention? 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. ‘‘ Will it ré duce the revenue 
the question they are now considering. But I can not be lieve 
that even if it will reduce the revenue the law, wien fully under- 
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0d, will be continued in its entirety. V 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], the chairman of th 
subcommittees now considering my bill and others, and hi is able 
lieutenants, the gentlem: un fr om Illinois [Mr. BouTEeLL ‘J, and the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY ], and the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. Hitt], who with my able friend from 
issouri [Mr. CLAR K] are giving me such close attention to-day, 
and the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. CoorER]—all good lawyers—— 

Mr. STANLEY. And the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. 
SWANSON. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. Whenthese gentlemen fully 
understand the terrible and far-reaching effect of these laws, I 
do not | elie ve 9 that they will c n 1e question of revenues as 

juestion ti pecan wha should do. q beli ve that 
they will give relief, at least so me of the relief, we ask, regardless 
of the revenue fe a re. 





hen my ee 


i 





the sole 1at t 


QUESTION OF REVENUE. 

So far as the question of revenue is concerned, I want to show 
you that there is no revenue, or practically none, derived from 
the sale of leaf tobacco. The farmer can sell his own growth in 
raising without any tax whateve r, and any other person can sell 
leaf tobacco without tax unless he sells it to a consumer, and I do 
not believe that there are any persons (except the grower) who 
sell the leaf tobacco to consumers, and therefore there can be no 
tax on sales made by such persons to consumers, and to give free 
trade in leaf tobacco in the hands of any and every person would 
not cut off the revenue, because there are no persons selling leat 
tobacco to consumers except the grower, who is not taxed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope I may be allowed two or 
three minutes more. 

Mr. FOSS. give the gentleman from Tennessee five minntes 
more. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have read closely the last report 
of the i ternal revenue. I can not find where any person (except 
the grower) has sold leaf tobacco to consumers. I do not believe 
there are = persons engaged in selling leaf tobacco to con- 


t 


| sumers. If there are anysuch persons, then they pay 6 cents per 


| 
i 


pound tax. There being no such persons or business, there can be 
no tax paid to the Government os any such persons in any such 
business. The tobacco was sold by the grower to exporters, to 
dealers, tomanufacturers. The dealersand manufacturers are rep- 
resented or controlled directly or indirectly by the tobacco trust. 
They manufacture tobacco. When it is manufactured, they pay 
a tax of 6 cents. That is where we got the $43,000,000 revenue 
last year. Hence, to repeal that law that says ‘‘any person bt 
the grower that sells tobacco to consumers’’ would not curtail 
the revenues. 
HAND STEM OR HAND TWIST. 


To change the law and give the grower the right to hand sten 
or hand twist his own growth and raising, and none other, 

increase the rights and privileges of the grower, restore his lib 
and arm him with the power to say to the tobacco trust: ‘* You 
must pay my price for my tobacco or I will hand stem it an 


hand twist it and sell it myself.’’ - this way the tobacco grower 
could terrorize and compete with the tobacco trust. sow ver, ] 
do not believe that a grower c bere compete very successfully 





(but with some success you must all grant) with the tobe ( 
trust, which uses machinery to stem and twist, while the grow 
would use his fing rsand not machinery. The hand manufacture1 
of a can not very well compete with the machine mann- 


facturer, nat to give this relief would give the grower some ] 


lever 
age i compete with the trust. The grower could sell at least to 
that class of people who want the pure natural tobacco an 3 who 
would buy that for that reason alone against buying the medi- 
cated manufactured tobacco, which some dislik 


EXPORT TOBACCO. 


We export millions and millions of raw and manufactured 
tobacco annually and receive not a cent of revenue therefrom. 


Our domestic « sports of unmanufactured tobacco during the year 
1902 were as follows: 


Pounds. | Val l 





Leaf P I a ae in Sigs ee ale ae aad bie 3. 517,385 | $34,3 uf 
SSRN GATE ROUTING oo oo dnc cccwin cidcdddwcde oddcandee » 751,955 { L 
ONE Sa ciiiate th hl ie a el 364, 009,340 | 84,640,515 





“We e exported in 1903 manufactured domestic tobacco as follows: 
Cigarettes ae 1, 456, 452 


,*% 
Cigars 





ali cased dh ainda ia stele i let duis citi ecmnetiieae ate ie eet ee OR 
PLUG ----0-------~- pounds.. 7, 806, 640 
All other mamufactired ....ccccas ccuncundcnnnnce piethiesaats. ginal eos. 1,182,150 
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Here, then, we have 372,588,130 pounds of tobacco, manufactured 
and unmanufactured, and 1,660,000,000 cigars and cigarettes ex- 
ported which do not furnish one cent of revenue to the Govern- 
ment. 

Gentlemen, you will remember that from 1868 to 1883 Congress 
levied a tax, an export stamp tax, on tobacco exported. The 
stamp was to be affixed before the tobacco was removed for ex- 
port. Most of the time the rate was 50 cents, the balance 10 
cents. Repealed in 1883. It was held valid in two separate and 
d stinet opinions by yt Supre me Court of the United States—in 
P :. Burgess (92 U.S.,372), and again in 117 United States Re- 

rts, “page 534. The opinions were unanimous, Mr. Justice Brad- 
ley speaking for the court in both cases. Justice Bradley, in 
writing the opinion, said it was a valid police law because it pre- 
vented frauds. It preve nted a man from saying he was gome oO 
export tobacco when he did not really intend to do so, ar id did not 

‘so. Whenaman says he is going to « xport his tobacco, you 

ve only his word for it. This tax paid for policing the tobacco 
f the United States to foreign countries 

Mr. Commissioner Yerkes informs me that there is no tax levied 
sported tobacco. Hence the Government must now pay for 
ing this tobacco out of the United States into foreign coun- 
[f to give the tobacco growers the relief they ask reduces 
‘revenues too much, you can easily restore this stamp tax on 
rted manufactured tobacco and more than reimburse the 
( ernment. A mere shadow of a tax on this immense export 
ifactured tobacco would more than cover the little pittance 
mue that the ¢ lower nment mizht lose and restore to the 
their personal liberty and raise the heavy hand of ae 

hat now oppresses them in the manipulation of their tobac 
\t all events, Mr. Chairman, for the sake of humani ty, for the 
the tobacco farmer—good citizens they are in every State 

Union—for the sake of their wives and children, give the 

) erowers a chance to save their little homes from the auc- 
block. Save the industry of tobacco growing. The use of 

o may bea luxury, but raisingitisaburden. Thetobacco 

s are sturdy citizens, and the tol ie o-growing industry has 
d to save us in time of war and in time of peac . Tobacco 
























rr} ‘ : 
are co stant. This industry z ves ag oyment to mil- 
v2 ne } ke «= ott 13 +7) 7 
our good citizens, black and white alike, living in man- 
7 : 1 J 4 a ay 1. eo 
ind log cabins throughout our fair <a 1. Make them fr 
ate Seal + . } 7s ¢ } Eee 
id their industry fre¢ se them know and feel the Goy- 
ni is tn r O} pressor mto pankrupt y 
'TER 
WASHINGTON, M ) 
Joun W. GAINES, 
ber of Cor ‘ H fi res f 
: 1 ha ly r letters, dated 7t 1 9th ta res] 7 
t ! iz ques mn 
You ask, Did the Fifty-sixth or Fifty-seventh Congress relieve ¢ 
of taxeson tobacco raised by them: and if under 1 sta eand 
he law tax—and if so. how much—tobacco growers when tl stem 
» for their own use or to sell the same 
( rybac ywers stem ort st their tobacco for their ow D l 
l \ LX 
un t ‘oO growers stem or twist their tobacco for the purpose of giv- 
AW without paying a tax ; 
You ask for the departmental or judicial definition of the term “ dealer 
| You ask for the definition of the term “‘ manufacturer of toba 
You ask whether a tobaces grower who stems or twists his tobacco 
Li ee rchased from a nei hbor is a manuf 
ther words, whether st mming or twisting t co is manus 
In conclusion, yo a ask if there is in existen¢ Ly law wil 





er who raises tobaceo to pay any tax for raising tobacco, 
g his own tobacco, or that which he purchases from another farmer who 








s the tobacco. 
if there is such a law, you ask to be referred toit, and to the section therof, 
rhether a farmer who grows tobacco can take that tobacco and 





paying any tax. 

npting to give vou an immediate categorical answer to each 
sented, I have the honor toinform you thatat the first session 
4 seventh Congress by act approved April 12, 1902, section 3, the 
following \vw was passed re] tin ig to tobacco: 
“Sec. 8. That upon tobacco a ind snuff manufactured and sold, or removed 

msumption or use, there shall be levied and collected, in lieu of the tax 

how imposed by law, the following taxes: 

“On snuff, manufactured of tobacco or any substitute for tobacco, ground, 
ary, damp, pickled, scented, or otherwise, of all descriptions, when prepared 
for use, a tax of Gcents per pound. And snuff flour, when sold or removed 
r use or consumption, shall be taxed as snuff, and shall be put up in pack- 
s and stamped in the same manner as snuff 
“On all chewing and smoking tobacco, fine cut, cavendish, plug, or twist, 
cut or granulated, of every description; on tobacco twisted by hand or re- 
duced luto a condition to be consumed, or in any manner other than the or- 
dinary mode of dr ving and curing, prepared for sale or consumption, even 
it prepared without the use ofany machine or instrument, and without be- 
lng pressed or sweetened: an lon a lt ne-cut shorts and re seen ser a cl p- 
pings, cuttings, and sweeping ts of tobacco, a tax of 6 cents per pound.” 

You will not find in thisse ction any exemption in favor of the farmer, who 
IS hot privileged to twist, stem, or otherwise change his tobacco and prepare 
it for consumption 

This section is only a reenactment of section 3368 of the Revised Statutes 




















Wx on tobacco. 





Section 3362 of the Revised 
manufactured tobaceo and snt 
| facturer thereof in certain spe 
removal for sale or consumpti 
twist tobacco shall be p up i 
alleutand granulated tobacco 
SS eee of 

The efinition of a anufa 
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of 1873, act of July 20, 1868, section 61, and which last act first imposed astamp | 
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of criminal neglect if we do not make our Navy invine 
tection of our seaboard and our ships of trade. 
economy of public funds, but that is not economy but 
parsimony which, undertaking to provide ocean power f 
Republic, stops short of the strength to hold the se: ravi 
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want of a sufficiency of skilled mer for stokeholds and gun decks. 
{f wonder how many of us realize the serious significance of that 
simple fact, and 1 wonder how many of us have reflected on the 
truth that it takes longer to train a man to efficient seamanship 
than it takes to build a battle ship. 

So, sir, in the same way ships alone do not make a victory- 
winning merchant fleet. It is the merchantman whose sails are 

read, whose steam is raised by the most expert men which gains 
and holds carrying trade, other conditions beingequal. It always 
was so and always will be, and the statesmanship which concerns 
itself much with building ships and little with encouraging the 


3 of expert seamen is a misfortune to America. 
Tt will not do to build ships if we do not 
ith men the equals or superiors in seamanship of those 
} ed by our competitors, and until we have a great, self- 
respecting maritime class we can not have a great merchant ma- 
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Why is the tendency from the sea? Why do American boys 
have no call for sea life? Why do American men escape it when 
they can? 

Sir, let me try to tell you. 

Sea life,as compared with land life, is unworthy of Americans, 
It has always been a hard life, and it is not so hard to-day as for- 
merly, perhaps; but land life, also a hard life for the poor, has 


| never been so barren of joy, and during the last thirty or forty 


The | 


life. 


years has not been so niggardly of wealth and opportunity, as sea 
I am speaking, understand, of the foreign trade. Some 
glimmering of Americanism has come to our coastwise trade dur- 
ing recent years, though even in that trade conditions are unbe- 
fitting the dignity of American life, and therefore unattractive to 
Americans. 

True, some Americans go to sea in our foreign-going bottoms, 
but so some Americans beg for bread. Necessity compels in those 


| cases where an unconquerable love for the waves does not deter- 


rine, though we launch ships from a thousand yards. 

To conquer the sea as we have conquered the land, we must put 
American industrial effectiveness at work upon the sea as we have | 
put it at work upon the land; we must make it false that the | 


mariner is one ‘*‘ Housed on the wild sea with wild usages;’’ we 


must dignify, we must ennoble seamanship under our flag. 
That we have not conquered the sea as we have the land is be- 


cause we have denied the one the Americanism we have given the 
( Our neglect of the seaman has been, I feel, unconscious, 
take us as a people. Here and there directly interested classes 
have known, but not the nation as a nation. -I absolve the Mem- 
] } House from guilty intent, when I make up my own 
jud nts; if I could not, I should almost despair of the future 
Oo! Democracy. 

, sir, I would remind gentlemen of the plight of our 
merchant marine in the foreign trade. While we have been ris- 
j to wonderful wealth ashore, we have lost our hold at sea. 


ers of this 


Jil 


According to the latest annual report of the Commissioner of 
Navigation of our Department of Commerce and Labor, only 9.1 
per cent of our imports and exports was carried in vessels of 
American register during the year 1903. These figures are fa- | 
miliar. Let me suggest some that are not familiar—some that 
uld impress all gentlemen in whom statesmanship is broader 
and deeper than the distribution of seeds and pamphlets. Last 
year—that is, the year ending with June, 1903—the value of our 
imports and exports carried by foreign ships was $2,240,000,000. 


Apply to this sum the percentage of freight charge commonly 
ecepted as a minimum and we have, sir, the startling conclu- 
sion that we paid out in 1903 to foreign bottoms about the same 
amount of money as we received during the same period as duties 
at all of the custom-houses of the Republic. It has given mea 
assembly notable for fervid 


rrowful line of thought that in an 
iffs and money reforms the leaders of neither party 
even passing notice on this impressive fact. When 


1 
} ' 


vere nes ontal 


s 
have devoted 
I 


consider the infinence of freight payments on trade balances, I 
am the more surprised by this peculiar silence. 

Not only has about 90 per cent of our immense over-sea carry- 
ing trade fallen into the hands of foreigners—a trade of which at 
O1 


time we held more than 90 per cent—but a heavy proportion 
if the 9 per cent yet left us as matter of flag and shipowner, is 
undied by alien seam Of the 100,000 seamen 


n. ‘shipped, re- 





shipped, and discharged *’ during 1903, before United States Com- 
missioners, for our entire trade, coastwise and foreign, only 49 per 
cent were Americans by birth or naturalization. When it is con- 
sidered that these figures do not include the men shipped in foreign 
ports (almost all of them aliens), and that the percentage of 
aliens is lower in the coastwise than the foreign trade, and that 
the estimate does not exclude officers other than masters, it is con- 

rvative to say, as the best authority I know of says, that the 


alien seamen in our foreign service comprise full 


: , 70 per cent of 
the entire body of seamen in that service. There is something 








for thoughtful Americans to poncer on. 
The tendency is from the sea. Our seamen instead of becoming 
more numerous are becoming less numerous. And is it worthy of 


us that we stand idly by, doing nothing to arrest this endangering 
drift? What have gentlemen of this body to say? What has the 
Administration to say? 

It is one thing to point an evil; it is another to point a remedy. 
I trust I shall never be found on this floor engaging in empty 
criticism—condemning practices 
given thought to remedial legislation, positive or negative. I 
scorn insincerity and all straining to throw public problems into 
the domain of partisanship. To settle some problems parties are, 
in a democracy, essential, but I trust we shall save the Navy and 
the seamen of our country from the dangers which lie in partisan 
division. There should be no substantial differences of opinion 
concerning the building and maintenance of a powerful navy and 
the protection of American seamanship. As to these grave mat- 
ters there should be no Democrat, no Republican. There should 
ko cnyy Americans. [Applause.] 


or 


omissions without having | 


mine. Our ships are charnel places for dead hope. 

Sir, suffer me to tell of the reply made not long ago by an Amer- 
ican seaman to the question, ‘‘ Would you send your son to sea in 
our foreign trade?”’ 

‘** Would I send my son to sea!’’ he exclaimed. ‘‘Our ships in 
the foreign trade are filled with men who have failed and are 
sailed under laws that kill. Rather wouldI, with my own hands, 
crush out the life of my son than surrender him to the fate of the 
seaman whose lot is cast aboard ships of our country trading in 
foreign ports !”’ 

Why should a father, familiar with the sea, speak so? 

Because, sir, in our foreign trade the forecastle is, as a rule, 
unfit for habitation, crimping suffered to exist, payment of wages 
not enough safeguarded, no standard of skill provided, under- 
manning permitted, Asiatics employed, involuntary servitude 
protected. 

Because, in short, seamen in that trade are not free men, and 
are obliged to toil under conditions destructive of health, pros- 
perity, self-respect. 

If any Member of this body shall, after inspection of average 
forecastles in our foreign-going ships, pronounce them fit places 
for Americans to eat in and sleep in, I shall feel that I have found 
a man who is wanting in intelligence and humanity. 

In our coastwise trade we have about abolished crimping; but 
we have left the over-sea trade subject to the crimp; and surely 
no gentleman who knows of the shameful pillage practices of the 
crimp can excuse neglect to do all in his power for ending them 
wherever the authority of America can reach. 

Again, while our statutes are strewn with provisions implying 
a standard of skill in seamanship and a standard for manning, no 
standards have been established. And so it comes to pass that 
skilled men are overworked and life and property exposed to 
needless hazard. The manning evil is of the gravest infiuence. 
Many and many an American ship in coastwise and in foreign 
trade goes to sea so badly undermanned that voyaging is one tense 
struggle for life, and many and many an American vessel is lost 
as a direct consequence of undermanning. 

Moreover, sir, upon the Pacific our seamen are displaced by 
Asiatics. Every American steamship in our China tradeis manned 
by Chinamen—deck, saloon, galley,stokeho'd. Think of it! The 
protection given to Americans ashore against competition with 
the yellow race is denied their brothers who toil at sea. Can you 
expect Americans to serve side by side with Chinamen? Would 
any Member of this Congress submit to have his son share a fore 
castle with Chinamen—eat with them, sleep with them, compete 
for work with them? And the Pacific, remember, is the ocean on 
which the progress of trade is greatest. 

My strength will not permit me to speak to-day of a multitude 
of minor wrongs of which the seaman is the victim; but [ will 
speak of a wrong not minor, whose character is suca as of itself 
to keep from the over-sea ships of our country the sort of boys, 
the sort of men, essential to great achievement amidst stern com- 
petition with the ships of alien nations, I refer, of course, to the 
maintenance of involuntary servitude in our foreign-going mer- 
chant marine. 

Under sections 4596 and 4600 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, the American seaman in our over-sea service is 
placed outside the grace of the thirteenth amendment of th 
Constitution. He is the only person under our flag who may not 
decline his bargain to serve another in civil life without loss otf 
liberty. He may be pursued as fugitive slaves were pursued in 
the dark days before the civil war if he leave his ship in viola- 
tion of his civil contract, and may be imprisoned or delivered up 
to the master of his vessel as felons are delivered up, manacled 
and disgraced. He may have been lured into the service by the 


most outrageous frauds, but in practice the fact will avail him 

nothing. 

irons! 
There was recently brought to my attention a case arising be 


Let him quit the service under penalty of pursuit and 
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Cape Horn and the immediate response to the battle call off Cuba were ren- 
de red possible, says: 

We have gone at some length into this histor y of the Oregon to emphasize 
the po nt tl at the v ital factor in the Santiago battle was engineering—a point 
which is ‘ibly illustrated, in a negative way, by the utter absence of en- 
neering on the Spanis sh shij 3. These vessels were allof exce lent design and 
construction, and none of them was over four a the Colon, indeed, be- 

| a year old. All of them had made 19 knots or more on their 
had their en gineering depart: sau been efficient, they could 
y fy mm our vessels. * * * Jt is hardly an exaggeration tosay 
that fee it the blockade ad fle et ; bee n composed of vessels of almost any other 
I iti mality than Spanish, most if not all of them would have escaped at San- 
tiago. Some Neg! od Naval Lessons, ». 338.) 

“A fleet seeking a decisive result must ‘dues with its enemy,” says Captain 
Mahan, “but not until some advantage has been obtained for the collisi on, 
th will usualiy be gained by maneuvering, and will fall to the bes a 
and manned fleet.’ vn’s influence of Sea Power on History, note to p. 4. 

The expert use ¢ s guns is, after all, only one branch of a her 
war valu This is well considered in a paragraph of Captain Mahan’s Infiu- 
ence. of Sea Power upon the French Revolution and Empire, volume 1, 
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one sea weapon of the period of the French Revolution was the 
{ ‘old steel, the hand-to-hand fight, commonly came into play only 
toward the ¢ nd of the action, ifatall. In aiming the gun, however, it can by 
no means 1 0 ‘ated from its carriage; using this word not merely in its 
narrow té hni », but as belonging rightly. toa wholeship which bore the 
gun alongside the enemy, ¢ und upon whose skillful handling depended placing 
it in those positions of advant > that involved most danger to the opponent 
and the least to one’s self. T his was the part of the commander; once there, 

’ skill of the gunner came into play, to work his piece with rapidity and 
accuracy = pi he obstacles raised by the motion of the sea, the r: apid shift- 
ing of the ‘, the difficulty of catchir ig sight of him thro rh the narrow 

kill of the militz wry se aman and the skill of the trained gun- 
ship, the piece and its carriage , suppl . ee: h other. 
guns together formed one weapon, a moving battery which 
lelicate handling and accurate dire tion i ‘a all its parts. It 
ving organism, knit also into one by the dependence of all 
head, and thus acting by a con mon impulse, sharing a 
1 ar ~ harviens &ommnneae Wee which, » all other life, is not 
found full ripen 2 meee ut having had a be; ginning an a: a growth.’ 

The statement that “there can be no naval! effectiveness without skill ed 
seamanship’ is not overcome by considerations having to do with substitu- 
tion of steam forsail. It is undeniable that as between men, regardless of 
st m, who have been efficiently trained on sailing vessels and men trained 
exclusively on steamships superiority is with the for = er 

‘It is true,” s first lord of the British 4 Admiralty, “that no stu- 
dent will ever 1e a victorious leader unless he is also a practical sea- 
man.’ (Mer n of December 16, 1902.) 

i nual report the Commissioner of Navigation, United 
f Commerce and L r, says: ‘All competent nautical 
at training on a squ ‘ced ship is necessary for the 
Such training is obligatory in our Navy. The great 
omy anies within the past few years have added several 
ir list s as training schools for the future deck officers 
1ers. Unless Congress or private interests soon follow 
imple, the lack of competent officers for American steamers may soon 
a serious handicap to any development of our ocean steam merchant 
tleet.””. (Report i 19 3, p. 46.) 

Andina volume conta ans practical examples of the truth of the state- 
ment as applied to sailo rs and others engaged in sea ‘if an English observer 
dec! In spite of the ; immense strides taken by steam navigation the 
saili : ship is still the only school wherein to trai thorough seafarer.”’ 
(Bullen’s Men of the Merchant Service, p. 15 of preface.) 
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V. THAT NAVY, OTH#R CONDITIONS BEING EQUAL, WILL HAVE THE GREAT- 
EST RESERVE OF EXPERT SEAMEN WHICH IS BACKED BY A MARITIME 
NATIONAL SPIRIT AND A POWZRFUL, WELL-MANNED, SELF-RESPECTING 
MERCHANT MARINE, 


Sea power is not necessarily a matter of ships of war only, even though at 
the moment they be adequately manned. No nation can afford to maintain 
in times of peace a trained naval force in the regular service sufficiently ex- 
tensive fe ‘requirements of a long, exhausting war. Dependence must 
be on t lant marine to recruit the broken com a and in that 
stage where two warring nations have resort to suc liting it may fare 
ill with the one whose merchant marine is the less ski 

‘The sea power of England, therefore,” observes Ca p tain Mahan, ‘‘ was 
not merely in the great navy with which we commonly : ind exclusively as- 
sociate it. France had had sucha navy in 1688, and it shriveled away like a 
leaf in the fir Neither was it in a prosperous commerce alone. A few 
years after the date at which we have arrived, the commerce ¢ t France took 

I Dp but the first blast of war swept it off the seas as the navy 
»swept that of Holland. It wasin the: union of the Wo, 
hat England made t in of sea power — and beyond 

vhan’s Influence ¢ a Power upon History, p. 325 
ores not supported by reserves [trained in ‘th » mere 
1 ly supply th< > rie 
nel ion of Lord 3 ras 
al Annual, 1901, p. 3.) 
*s Naval Annual 




















hant 
vans of reenforcement in the time 
y, commenting on the British navy. 
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yr 1898 the same eminent authority observes: 
sential in the public interest to improve the merchant navy as a 
nursery for seamen.” 

— d, in all of Lord Brassey's writings for many years he has discussed 
th« inning of the British navy and the manning of the British merchant 
mari ne as two bran ne ss of the same problem. 

Mr. T. A. Brassey, commenting on the British navy, gives this suggestion 
of the relation between full ship complem«e nts in time of peace and the re- 
serve power which should be ready ti » hand: ‘*We require 50,000 men beyond 
the number necessary to make up the complement of ships available at the 
outbreak of war to replace loss sand to utilize the s pbt iilding resources to 
which we have alluded above,” his allu — having been made to a statement 
of the shipbuilding resources 0 f Engl: und , followed by this comment: 

‘But the power of constructing ship tye will be useless unless we 
know whence to draw the men to man thes hips when built.” (Brassey’s 
Naval Annual for 1898, pp. 103, 104.) 
i ‘he United States Commissioner of Navigation, in hisreport for 1899, says: 
‘The merchant marine must be relied on to furnish the seamen (in the 
comprehensive sense including the fire-room force) needed in emergency to 
man war vessels.” (P. 26.) 

1 truth, men can not quickly be brought to a high degree of efficiency in 
se ams inshi p, whether on en *k or in the stokehold. The Chief of the United 
Bt ate 1 Bureau of Navigation, Navy Department, has said: 

“The fact should not be lost sight of that it requires a much longer time 
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to oa a naval officer than it does to produce a battle ship.” 
the Secretary of the Navy for 190], p. 526.) 

The same observation could with justice be made with relation to tho 
tre rining of a thoroughly skilled seaman, and the apprentice period of sea 
manship in the United States Navy, four years, is cited as in point. 

The House Committee on Naval Affairs, Fifty-eight Congress of the United 
States, in a report accompanying the last naval appropriation bill, has pre 
sented the following results of inquiries concerning present naval reserve 
foreign countries: 

‘*In the navies where service is compulsory, as is the case with all the 
eight considered, except England and the United States, there are large num 
bers of trained men who have served their enlistments : at sea and are held 
ready as reserves. This givessuch navies an enrolled and effective force, 
which in some cases is larger than its force in regular service; thus, Ge: 
many is said to be able toreman her fleet two or three times. The figur: 
given below are such as are obtainable at short notice. 

* England is said to have a total effective reserve of 72,000 men. Of these 
the most valuable are the Royal Naval Reserves, consisting of 1,500 lieute: 
ants, ensigns,and midshipmen, 4) engineers, and 26,000 blue jackets. © 
these, 100 line officers and 100 engineersare training with the regular servic: 

the line officers serving regularly on the larger ships for periods of one yea 

‘France has 468 reserve officers. If her reserves were used to fill up t! 
complements of all her ships there ‘woul still be left 19,000 blue jackets as a 
reserve. 

‘*‘Germany has 378 reserve officers and 75,000 reserve blue jackets. 

‘*No figures for Russia are obtainable. 

“The blue jackets in Italy’s first and second reserves number 33,128. 

** Japan has 1,480 line and engineer officers in her reserves, and in 1902 s] 
had 5 5,985 reserve blue jackets. 

“ Austria has 68 reserve officers of the line and engineers. One authorit 
estimates her reserve of blue jackets at 20,000. A blue jacket, after an « 
listment of four years, goes into the first reserve for five years and then int 
the second reserve for another three years. 

The situation of the United States in this regard is thus summarized }y 
the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, Navy Department: 

‘*It should be borne in mind that the United States possesses no adequat 
merchant marine from which to draw seamen forits Navy.” (Report of th 
x cretary of the Navy, 1901, pt. 1, p. 525.) 

‘The subject of a Tatoanl naval reserve has been under consideration | 
the general board as well as by the Bureauof Nay igation, and it is the int: 
tion of the Bureau to take up this subject more actively in the near futur: 
(Annual Report of Chief of the Bureau of Navigation for 1903, p. 36.) 

President Roosevelt observed in his message to the Fifty-seventh Congress 
at the beginning of its second session: 

‘Each individual unit of our navy should be the most efficient of i*s ‘ir 
as regards both materialand personnel that is to be found inthe wor!d. I 

‘all your special attention to the need of providing for the manning o°* il 
ships. Serious trouble threatens us if we can not do better than we aro no. 
doing as regards securing the services of a sufficient number of the highest 
type ae sailormen, of sea mechanics. B 

“The veteran seamen of our war ships are of as high a type as can lx 
found in any navy which rides the waters of the world; they are unsurpass 
in daring, in resolution, in readiness, in thorough knowledge of their prof: 
sion. They deserve every consideration that can be shown them. But ther 
are not enoughof them. Itis no more possible toimprovise a crew than it 
pers le to improvise a war ship. To build the finest ship, with the deadlie 

attery, and to send it afloat with a raw crew, no matter how brave thi 
were in tiv idually, would be to insure disaster if a foe of average caparcit 
ae encountered. Neither ships nor men can be improvised when war ha 

egun.”’ 

In the famous pamphlet written by Herr A. von Wenckstern for the infor 
mation of the German nation, ashowing is made of comparative future nay 
strength of the great powers, and the Militar Literatur Zeitung is moved t 
conclude, in reviewing the publication, that England and the United Stat: 
will soon be checked in the increase of their navies by the question of mar 
ning the ships, as Japan will be by the question of money. (Notes on Naval 
Progress, Office of United States Naval Intelligence, November, 1899, pp 
17- 95. ) 


(Report of 














VI. THE WORLD TENDENCY IS AT PRESENT FROM THE SEA. 

To the foregoing proposition there are three notable exceptions and 
strong tendency toward a fourth. Japan, China, and India have a st« 
increasing number of seamen,and Germany is reaching out in a sure, ager 
sive fashion, with German capital and German brawn striking seawa: 
together. 

Mr. T. A. Brassey, writing in the British Naval Annual for 1898, said 

“In the mercantile marine the number of British seamen is diminishi 
year by year, and unless steps are taken to prevent, it will diminish 
more rapidly in the future.” (P. 105.) 

After presenting statistics shaletnesthe decrease to which he had referr 
he quoted Mr. Clark Hall, as follows: 

‘* From these figures it would appear that the falling off in these rati: 
occurs mainly among the young British seamen, as boatswains, quarter! 
ters, who are chiefly recruited from the ‘sailor ratings,’ and as sailors « 
not ordinarily enter the sea service after they are 25 years of age, this fa 
off in — number of young British sailors affec ts the source ct supply of 
future petty office rs and older able seamen.” (P. 105.) 

- h: at Mr. Brassey's forecast of continuing diminution of the number 
British seamen was not unduly pessimistic the most recent statistics esta 
lish. Lord Brassey, in the British Naval Annua! for 1901, observes: 

Wain int years ago we had 200,000 British seamen in our mercantile mari! 
we have scarcely half that number at the present time. Our British A. B 
and firemen in the over-sea trade will soon be outnumbered by foreign: 
and Lascars. * * * The falling off in numbers is the more deplorable | 
cause it is mainly amongst the younger men. The state of things is gra 
and calls for the attention of statesmen.” (P. 153.) 

Further on in the same publication this marine expert adds: 

“The time has now come when the adoption of every practical means 
prevent the disappearanc eof British seamen from our foreign-going s 
should be considered.” (P. 159.) 

So, in the report of the committee appointed by the British Board of Tra 
to inquire concerning questions affecting the mercantile marine, it is sa id 
“There is no doubt of the fact of the increase of foreigners ¢« steed yer 
corresponding decrease of British seamen employed in the mercantile mari: 

“The statistics of the registrar-generai of shipping and seamen, obtain 
in question 12065, show that in 1888 there were employed on British merc! 
—— 158,959 British and 24,990 foreign seamen; in 1901 the numbers w* 

151,376 and 37,174, respe ctively, a decrease of 7,583 British and an increas 
12,184 foreign seamen in thirteen years. (These figures include officers in 
cases, there being very few foreign officers.) 

* Ace ording toa table handed in by the registrar-general, based on 8 ce! 
sus taken on the 3lst of March, 1901, there were then employed on Briti 
merchant vessels 120,412 British and 82,614 foreignseamen, These figures are 











7 } 
hown in detail in the return published as a Parliamentary return in 1902, 
hich also shows that when a similar census was taken on the 25th of March, 
3. there were 125,009 British and 27,446 foreign seamen. Thus in the quin- 
enni ial period the decrease in the number of British seamen amounted to 
“47 and the increase in the number of foreign seamen amounted to 5,168. 
ieident with the diminution in the number of British seamen and the 
ase in the number of fore ign seamen employed there has been a very 
erable increase in the number of Lascars (natives of India) and other 
atic seamen employ ed on British merchant vessels. The number of Asi- 
1 Asiatic articles of agreement is shown = 18,427 in 1888, and as 37,431 
iL In the census of the Jlst of March, 1901, 33,610 Lascars (ine luding all 
tieson Asiatic articles of agreement) were enumerated, asco 
lin the census of the 2 5th of March, 1896." (Report to the presid 
rd of trade, Ms ny i, 1903.) 
I light of Engl und is the pligh tof nearly e ‘very other countr yw ith the 
sname i exceptions entitled to receive the most earnest considera- 








































¢ f public men 
reis nothing accidental or surprising in this nearly world-wide ten- 
“| Brassey, writing many years ago, after the committee of shipowners, 
lat Liver ‘pool in 1870, had re ported serious movement of British sea- 
from th a and pronounced deterioration of seamanship among the 
of Britain, observed: 
re wages are good or the conditions of life agreeable and salubrious 
] i ayer It is scarce or of very inferior quality in occupations 
are ill pai 1 or dis agreeable. When, therefore, we hear louder and 
rievous ¢ ompl laints from shipow ners than from employers in other 
» may attribute the scarcity of competent mariners to the superior 
afforded ay occupations on shore.” (The British Navy, by Sir 
s “y, vol. 5, pt. 5, British Seamen, p. 97.) 
r ssey says, in the British Naval Annual for 1898 p. 109),in the 
c on of incentives for British boys to turn to the sea: 
» prospect of earning a retaining fee of £6 a year before the 
4 pension at the age of 60 would attrac t British lads in suff ‘ nt 
rs into the mercantile murine and naval reserve may be questi d 
es and conditions of employ ~y- nt at sea compare unfavo rably th 
killed workers ashore. For the latter they have immenss im 
n the last fifty years. For the tenia they have improved, but not 
ime degree. Wagesin Liverpool on the Australian vovage were 50 
, month in 1850; they were at 55 shillings last year. The cheapen 
cost of food has gone into the pocket of the workman ashore: 
1s gone into the pocket of the shipowner.” 
| Brassey, in the British Naval Annual for 1901, says: 
ate of things leaves much to be desired. It will be admitted that 
¢ follow the sea are insufficiently compensated in pay for the social 
fa calling in which the breadwinner must leave his home to earn 
100d.” (P. 153.) 
late tauthoritative statementin this regard as to the seamen of Great 





‘tly confirmatory of the first-quoted conclusion by Lord Bras- 
the report of the c ommittee appointe 1d by the British board of trade 
juire into certain questions affecting the British mercantile ma- 











use rau se 8 hi ive heen assigned for the decrease in the number of British 
n the mercantile marine, but we do not doubt that the main cause 
‘ or att ractiveness of shore employment, with its greater comforts 
iperior facil ties for the maintenance ofa home.” (Report to the presi- 
the board of trade, May 7, 1903.) 

w Furuseth, testifying before the United States Ir nduste ts) Com- 
} n at Washington, February 13, 1900, while chairman of the legislative 
e of the International Seamen's Union of America, suai this state- 








question hae often been raised, Why do not Ame ys{ 

with, because there is not any prospect for a man to make a living 

<eep a family by ing tosea. * * * Now,a boy may go to sea out of 

he may read Captain Marryat and the rest of the writers, and get 

id that he wants to be a sailor; and he goes to sea and makes one 

t trips. Then he finds out what the s ) 













is. what kind of a life a sea life 

<ind of work he has to dk + wane nd of wage he is likely to receive 

3a grown man; and when he finds out he says, ‘There is nothing 
e, and qi its and looks around for some thing else to do 

is thus not only in the United States, but in other countries. N 

v rexample, used to furnish an enormous n umber of seamen. Wh¢ 














nt to sea, the wage of the Norwegian seaman in pur z pov 
h that he was really better off than the ordinary mecha 1 shore 
per cent of the seamen were married and had little homes of their own 


gullies along the seacoast, or wherever they might happen t 
se homes were neater and usually a little better furnished than t} 
nary mechanics. Since then the condition of shor 
ved in Norway to such an extent that the standard of livi 
3 s anic has risen much above that of the seaman. <Accordi1 y 
} loes not go she usedtodo. The Norwegian v« 3 
v lay y filled with Swedes and Finns. So, Englishmen used to 
the same reason and under the same conditions as the Nor 
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to sea 























i f the English sailor to-day run between t4and t6a n 
and $30 a month, around E and, that is. But he can a 
more wages ashore, and be with his family, if he have one, getting 
ges by working there. The boy who has the stuff in him to make 
; "must be healthy and must have fair average intelligence: and in 
; t he say be w Hing to go to sea and stay there t tions of sea 
e such as t rj » him the ability to live in somey h a1 ay 
ors do—come up at least to the ordinary stand living of 
;of his own station asnore—those he has been brought up with And 


which will not do that will not keep for any length of time those per 
» gO to sea. 



















Onan average now the sailor goes from port to port Tr . 
other ipat . He comes into New York, for instance ret d 
th $20or $400r $0after along trip. The first thing he doesafter rea z 

* * * in the maj of cases, is to go into the employment ¢ es 
whether there is ¢ i work obtainable, a1 ing he 

( t to do he is ; t the sea. He becon ‘ n 
‘tural iro ferably. I suppose tha len 

work atarchit ironw in New York, and 

‘ t ilors. ¢ » becomes a gripman Mastreetcar. * He 
I architecturt 13 ! ae get $3.50 a day, say, and he obtains em 
ntamong them,and then says, ‘Good-by,sea; lam done with you.” Now, 

he meaning of desertion of the sea, and the meaning of it in Englandas 

thus. Along with all this there comes an additional consideration, 

t the calling which will not produce sufficient for the support of a family 
ed down upon by nearly everybody, and at present there is no calling 


1? 


ked down upon in this country and in England as the seafaring calling, 

olng to sea. The ordinary man on shore speaks about the sailor as‘a 
poor fellow;’ as one who would not go to sea if he were fit for anything els« 

as one not worth much, anyway. This is about the idea, and he loses social 
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caste by going to sea, loses 


associated; and that, too, te 
of Hearing on Transportation, 


VII. WITH THE UNITED STATES ' 
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k 
7 x t] r’s latest f a ly 1 ly i ing condi- | £15 to the apprentice on the satisfactory completion of the apprenticeship 
t i r t } the na a OF Sea shipped, | Under the conviction of the necessity of taking some action, the Im] l 
r : lisc} , , Oo flag v s f : | Government, at the close of the session of 1898, introduced a clause into the f 
‘ : 3 | 737; al Lwot. | 2 shipping act providing for a reduction of the light dues to own 
j tf 1M) , ‘ rying apprentices. ' 
j in? iin considering the Commissioner’s ficures that | “The se heme failed because the inducements were inadequate. I) 
not d yuish betw oli ands amen bel ink | endeavored to show that the increasing requirements for the naval res ) 
: 4 rai y the scarcity t nh seame v r be me st “by dealing with the training of boys on a compre he 
t I rop tween I ! 1 I » aid of the State. Better terms should be offered to 
i I n ricter conditions insisted ee * * * The nu 
t at ay ut as one to four. prime x .erchant marine is diminishing, and without the ' 
I hs ( ioner’s est ite ad of the St t continue to diminish.’ (Pp. 159, 160.) t 
I 1 red foreign ports. Relatively Frat I ; j stema lly from her meri bant marine, s 
t ur } 1 bserves, “are Ami an cit gy training in seamanship by rigorous provisions of law. The} 
l tl ! I cr ( F mM marine cor itains 114,000 seamen. TI he me} 
I lar appeal ith bles of n mar of France supply annually ie 4 
! r United States.” (A ul | navy. For the engine-room complements it 
I tary enlistment, some 3,000 men being annu 
‘ fact tion 1 the tendency from the sea is rin "(British Naval Annual for 1901, p. é 
t) 1 ! ther t s wo relied to Other European powers also systemat 1 t 
f our y class. “The apprentice | merchantmen, returning them to the merchant 
{ n, “has virtually igh val training. 
V Re] imi r of ) i Germ: » When they pay post: 
N are slicitous to bind those companies 
a | nseamen. All of the mail contracts ca 
irs are cited in support of this statement. 
v1 TOY ) AIRMENT 4 PO irds of the crews of vessels of Norway and Sweden must be 
1 TI 6 il ' BY ‘ ( 4 port of United States Commissioner of Navigation f r st wn 
emer ea hi t maritime nations of Europe have statutory provisions desig 
( Eur e: ; ’ Way or another to encourage employment of their own subjecis ab | 
: t t h oO sh ips 
( tize? i ritime progre In the same we ty various foreign governm ’ within recent 3 
t 1 Br N y Lea ince then,” says I ft ubstantially altered their maritime laws in s er as tomake s 
( ) tly tes N ivy, “i has ¢ n l 73 less and less unde 16 @S CO! h land life. 
j I | sof] nd, 1 ‘ W tially cited, and Germany also. 
early ¢ I h colony the world over.” recent amendment of German law 02) effects nu: 
i , yf | i St Naval Int g e, July, | o I int improvements of conditions am ‘ 1 aboard the 1 
Li ra E 5 s chant ships of the Empire, notably these: Establi shing ten ho urs, incl ‘ 
( of i ! ure n: anchor or night watch, as the maximum day’s work int erate cl j 
| ‘ ; Its purpose ull be | and eight hoursin the Tropics, with pay fo ccept in critical « | 
{ l , the « ma of the | gencies; enacting that every officer shall hours for sleep « 
tl .vy I Ll be: (a) Tospread informa- | twenty-four; requiring watch and watch at ‘ept in the engines 
{ h | pir f the! ul su depart1 t, the watch below to be called onl; rurgent 1 a ) 
f i mpire, and national existence. (b) | for three alternating watches in the engines partment in s 
é rm le 3 W h war may make the | vessels having runs of more than ten consecut ; | g 
t uv I r t] , and | otl nan SOF matey G6 VOReNs Bee Se Seen 
‘ t t tl ( tten- | in safe harbor on Sundays and legal holiday 
t » to sucl ! ! quisite to se ade- | ifety and speed of vessel and in pré 
Gg ! r the mat f ct | and legal hol idays; forbidding the master, ei 
4 ! a1 \ b a i issues a | oblige ‘to immediate obedience, from imposing i 
I I d i I ly appre- | for more than three consecutive days, impris z 
‘ uki vy orn nt i aritime pride, | poral punishment. 
ua I th | 
: - m in the Bi ‘ine has in- | — 
c ) ent ] t rly 41 pe rves Lieu- | rx. THE UNITED STATES, BOTH GOVERNMENTALLY AND OTHERWISE, I 
{ I As in time of war ] $ naval reserve would be KN NEGLIGENT OF THE DANGEROUS MOVEMENT CARRYING AMERI 
l I her hat ondition is most | SEA LIFE. 
1 ‘ N J ha Dp probl Ling the } 
: Ene n ly raising stand: ae ot the While Europe has been striving toarrest the tendency from the sea, Ar 
1 ’ ‘ N s Naval Office of ted States Naval | ica has been comparatively remiss, both as to the Navy directly and 
I j Wl, p ) ant marine. . 
( y I I d largely : r the British Navy trong effort has been made to esta h anythin; t 
ci this | ‘ ed. ril 30,1898. Since that | §} m wher a oe rchantmen of Engla nd are draw! upon f t 
t been t I It nin keeping with | ing of a naval reserve. The Secretary of the Navy has made recomm 
‘ ‘ Get . : r com! ial and maritime su- | tions in line with E urop an progress, but with noavail. In his latest rey 
: t ca f those strides. * * * | on that subject to the President he renews his advice in these words: 
ri r ¢ Government are st! supporters of the league, and ‘I ’ gain to call attention to the pressing need of a national naval 
ery ] s Ger n} ei ts head.’”? (Notes on | serve ce from which to draw for sea service immediately upon an out 
| re of U1 l States N Intel ice, July, 1901, pp. | of war. The subject has received attention in previous reports, and r 
nendations have been made for the enrollment and organization of su 
eas this org tion is shown by the following quotation | national body, to be under the general direction of the Nav y De irtment 
£1 a 5 Ee 1. } itish Naval A ial for 1901: ubject to the call of the Chief Executive in times of national emerg 
i I 1 vy I zue is 1ost prosperous organization, which has | The results of the Spanish-American war were su basemere< everyone 
é t ¢ infil i ng the campais in favor of the navy | ing knowledge of naval m: itters th: at ste psshou atonce be t iken to mee 
» mm mor 6,000,000 books and pamphlets | one certain and positive requirement which will face the nation upon: 
sea ) of the league. while 3.000 lectures and ad bre of war—the immediate necessity at that exigent time, if it comes 
B i ered, followed by 600 more in the latter part of the year. | large increase in the men of the Navy from an ex xis sting reserve an inc! 
At the ar il meeting of t leag n January, under the presi- } Which must, in the main, be made from the seafaring class, who, havi! 
a Prin ru Wied. nt i that during the year 190) the d the habit f the sea, are at home on the water.” (Report of Secr 
I " ers had inet il from 246,967 to 599,141, a d the numbe r of | he Navy, 1901, pt. 1, p. 8.) 
' I f the league now ex- | 12 report to the Secretary of the Navy the Chief of the Bureau of N 
ne rt . > (P48 m urges “the necessity of establishing a national naval reserve \ 
; i pursues Lieut tKnep d be composed of able-bodied men who are or who have been conn 
‘ la t British Na I Ww rgani wi . seafaring life.”’ (Annual Report of the Navy Department, 1901, pt 
. ' Senator p. 529.) 
! it Spit i, wro So deplorable is the situation of this country in the matter of recru 
nm ¢ the 1 r t 1 by the English Navy | its Navy that we are actually driven to send recruiting parties into th« 
: ‘ tl ce possess a similar organi- | sissippi Valley to obtain men whom it is hoped may be sufficiently tra 
{ ive é ( vinced that much good be t transferred to the regular Navy as ordi hary seamen. 
h leag h ot pport which will come “During the past year,’ says the ( ‘hief of the United States Buri 
t e ¢ 1 1] ytain the object which they | Navigation, Navy Department, in his report for 1901, “recruiting 
} h i ‘ ite a marit » movement in the country.’* | under various officers have been dis patched to various parts of the | 
‘ I ( f United ites Naval Intelligence, July, | States in the Missis ippi Va illey and t )t] he eastward, the success of wh 
i been uniform. Landsmen to the number of 4,198 have been enlisted 
I ly f t} F ] , is t} expressed in | these, 3,141 men have been transferred, first to receiving ships, and 
t } the t-aining squadron for landsmen. * * * Itis believed that by tl 
trate it ts * * * in theim yve- | tem about 3,500 men a year can be comfortably handled and so well t1 
I i ! < , ne.” that a majority can be transferred to active service in the rating of or 
' | r ther } | seamen and with such good foundation in eamnansints » and the duti 
"ts ¢ are ur ‘ idet n-of-war’s man that they can soon be promoted t ) high er rates.”” (R 
f i Sf i nship as secretary of the Navy, 1901, pt. 1, pp. 511, 512.) 
7 , 0 Brit ers te irin r 1903 eight traveling recruiting parties were in the a Cc 
neal ‘ 1 ] 1ote the words of the Chief of the Burean of Navigation) “ pr 
f tof: sting naval « he ole of the United States.” (Annual Report of Chief of ‘Bt 
1 to ber I ‘eis wi | i gation, Navy Department of the United States, 180%, p. 24.) 
{ at ’ t of st 1 naval at the policy of trying to make seamen by what is in gre ater pal 
er as befell France 1 Spain at Trafalgar. drill is a confession of weakness and not expressive of the ju lg ent of 
a f t t me put forward ascheme, based on the recom- exp rts is palpable. 
Y ‘ fanni % nission of 1860,” says Lord Brassey, in the | ‘If the men who take our ships to sea,” observes Lord Brassey, “ 
l Ar for 1901. “It was proy i it the Government | in advance of the men of any possible ene my, it is because th ship 
it orthe1 rve by entering them prentices, indentured | British navy is more at sea than that of any foreign ee. The sea 
f rd trade, and tor inder ey supervision. | only place where the seaman can learn the duties of lis trying wal ard 
{ t for f vears in selected sailing s} hips, andafter- | profession.” (Naval Annual for 1901, p. 6.) 
\ { L the A subsidy 3 prop lof £20 to the shipowner and It would appear that recruiting our Navy from men with perhaps no! - 
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for the sea, save in initial romantic ambition not tested by experience, is not | The Cor should so alter t laws as ves 
» cnecess, if the statistics of desertion be consulted. } American shall provid 3 
For 1903, 4,236 of the 27,245 men in the Navy deserted. When it is consid- | wherein to eat and sleep. 
i that 7,145 of these 27,245 members of the Navy were petty officers and is ; 
ere continuous-service men (classes comparatively exempt from de- P ; ‘ 
s), and that among the reasons assigned by the Navy Department for The crimp isa vampire—a 
ed desertions those figuring most prominently are such as pertain | ¢St practices, whereby nu 
exclusively to the landsmen, the conclusion seems reasonable that | & yyment t: OD4 we 
4 reentage of desertions among the men enlisted from orders of citizens | MUc ol t unearned t : 
: niliar with the sea ran much higher than the 12.5 announced by the | wierebdy Amen 3 
1 of } mas to the Navyin general. (Annual Report of Chiet | M™es en: Ss Him t d 
reall O ion, Navy Department of United States, 1903, pp. 27,28.) | ™™*4 Sup (a pre m x oF 
ning ctly to the merchant marine, it is clear that the Federal | boarding house he t , 
ent has offended by omission and commission. The offend | on whom he fastens, taking 
of ships and shipowners as distinguished from seamen it is not pier a wages and a roings : ' 
e purpose of this paper to discuss, The offending astoseamen falls | W!™ See t h t t me | t 
r these specications: the seaman on Xt VO} e 
to 1899 mariners in coastwise and over-sea vessels carrving our flag | In passit zon t otment law 1 
idled in insanitary forecastles; given insufiicient ie n et al he I, t S : ‘ 
made a prey for crimps; afforded no sound safegu: time or ex- | ,,. +4 Sto! ( rol I 
{ payment of wages; denied protection of rest or rainst under- | this nation, but y a 
¢: subjected to cruel and unusual punishments at the arbitrary will | CHorts to protect t I y at 
rs and mates, and imprisoned for failure to « omply with civil con- | Of Going tar W r , ady 
. » labor. iunts « [ V ri aq L al ‘ 
’ in the coastwise service, the forecastles of sailing vessels built o1 gt Leq ures Y nt . 
} within the period have been made Jess insanitary than those of other em On Dard tne vess Ist 7 
. he dietary has been bettered; crimping has been very materially | V®” When o . : ‘ at Sea, | 
d; payment of wages has been made less insecure and inequitable; | #2¢ RO Tei ng i 
{ f undermanning has been suffered to extend; corporal punishment ! ., A= I my t 
isonment for desertion have been abolished. | the Ge : os Picegy 
LSS he over-sea service the forecastles of sailing vessels built or | Duke « 2cint , vuen, In a ’ 
1 with 1e period have been made less unsanitary than those of other | #t Liverpootin Isi%, he declared it t : 
the ‘tary has been improved; crimping has been very slightly | *2¢ System of c1 Dg and advance! ex . 4 na" e 
1; payment of wages has been partially safeguarded; undermanning | t#1Nty as to how many shi] aaa { ‘ : i ; . 
suffered to increase overwork and peril; corporal punishment 1] ; ~ : - . 
lished, and arrest and imprisonment for quitting work in a for« r ( Dp W 
ve been continued. Thus, although conditions in the merch a . , 
e some at less unhappy than prior to 1899, they remain unfavor- ; . , t 
ress of American seamanship in the coastwise trade and posi- | Ung assignment of unearned wages 
¢ preventive of such progress in the over-sea trade. ind depencent! 3 ¢ mes 3 
— can put down the lies in the repeal and x t le thu 
NCOURAGE THE BUILDING OF AMERICAN SHIPS IS NoT NEcEsSA- C&ted. 
Y TO PROMOTE AMERICAN SEAMANSHIP OR TO INCREASE THE NUM- | (c) Par it 
OF AMERICAN SEAMEN: AMERICAN SHIPOWNERS MUST BE ENCOUR- ° 
rO SEEK AMERICAN SEAMEN, AND AMERICAN BOYS MUST BE ATES T uf 
{AGED TO TURN TO THE SEA AND AMERICAN ADULT SEAMEN TO : t 
AY THERE. ulf p t races 1 
A th to state this proposition is to make argument acarrying of coals ‘ : 
to Neweastle, it does not seem superfluous again and again to direct attention aaa T) “10 
there is much in the recent history of the United States to , ot ‘ 
t 1at development of an American merchant marine has be r t - 
rtant public men treated as almost exclusively a matter ; ‘ ) 
‘ shipb ling and shipowning, the m gof vessels comi1 ‘ = S . . 
consideration, though perhaps the most important facto1 ». and ae > = 
Presidents of our country have in recent years called attention to 
t pect of the problem presented by the decadence of its merchant sea ‘ 
In his message of December 3, 1889, President Harrison declared for 
lopment of a sufficient body of trained American seamen,” as well ay 
‘ ment of our merchant fleet. ‘‘ We must encourage our mer P : 
( rine,” said President McKinley in his first message to the Fifty-sixth ial ae 
( ‘* We must have more ships. They must be under the American . eRe 
f itand manned and owned by Americans.” tha tiatted ei - 4 ; 
L 
XI E LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES SHOULD BE SO AMENDED THAT . er ‘ 
ASTLES SHALL BE SANITARY: THAT CRIMPING SHALL CEASE; THAT . 
AMEN SHALL BE PAID ON DEMAND IN ANY PORT OF CALL, AND ON + 
HARGE A REASONABLE PERCENTAGE OF WAGES EARNED; THAT : ; 

ANDARDS OF SKILL FOR ““ORDINARY SEAMEN,” “ABLE SEAMEN,” AND ng reasons : 

[EN’’ SHALL BE ESTABLISHED; THAT A MINIMUM SCALE FOR THE | © k ypoct of the Ay . ’ oe ee a ee ‘ ' 
!ANNING OF MERCHANT VESSELS SHALL BE PROVIDED, AND UNDER- | ppere the ship : . : 
MANNING PROHIBITED; THAT ASIATICS MAY NOT SERVE ON SHIPBOARD; Rats eae oa 

Av IMPRISONMENT FOR VIOLATION OF CIVIL CONTRACT SHALL NOT BE eed ae aie tie } a , 
VISITED ON SEAMEN, AND THAT MERCHANT VESSELS SHALL BE OBLIGED | gjmost all shipping a . 
IN SOME MEASURE TO TRAIN AMERICAN BOYS IN PRACTICAL SEAMANSHIP } aS io . + 
propositions thus stated will be separately considered in consecutive this port. 1 
+ ister of t t , ? y 
(a) Forecastles. He willa ? ‘ 
No American vessel the construction whereof was begun prior to Jur no mor st , 
is subject to any law fixing forecastle space allowance per seaman t 1t a dollal } 
(A March 2, 1895.) ish ne n 
I ‘y steam vessel the construction whereof was begun after June 30, and eata 
quired to have for crew place “a space of not less than 72 cubic feet, return to his + 
f less than 12 superficial feet measured on the deck or floor of that tir his 7 s t 
I r each seaman or apprentice lodged therein.” (Act of March 2, 1895 1A . 
Sailing vessel the construction whereof was begun after June 30, ns in port ’ : 
before June 30, 1898, comes under the requirement last mentioned the sear 4s : 
March 1895.) evead < vt ¥ 
sailing vessel built or rebuilt since June 30, 1898, is required to have § coves the wages. and I never } v i 
I ‘Ww place ‘a space of not less than 100 cubic feet, and not less than 16 | cogqman. The sh rn takes i ¢ 
e feet measured on the deck or floor of that space, for each seaman or | other vessel for } not an American ¥ 
, iged therein.”’ (Act of March 3, 1897.) n } wv tt . 
recoing use of the word “every” should be lified to this extent Y xs t MAT r ‘ 
: are no provisions of law governing forecast!e space in the case of fish vid t ) ; t : 
sels, yachts, pilot boats, or vessels under 200 tons register; and Missis- | ; me they | v idraw n ug 
River steamboats have crew-space law peculiar to themselves for money when the vessel is iz 1 it 
Ine of ship space keeps forecastle allotments to minimum fixed by law, hey will stand 1 rs \ ! . . 
rule. In most American merchant vesseis that minimum is 2 by 6 by 6 twelve to eighteen 1 ths.’ R 1 ae } ¢ 
r than a grave . October 24 . ; 
eille cts of the neglect to oblice all vessels to provid - sanitary fore of D r 21. 1898. s} 1 he , 

es are convincingly shown by the reports of the Surgeon-General of the t st ‘ : ‘ 

ne-Hospital Service of the United States, abounding as they do in proof the : 

t our seamen, constitutionally hardy as aclass and by reason of the purity lediate ment t ; 

a air more than ordinarily exempt from many of the dangers prevalent nt effective 

re, are sufferers in startling measure from disease, and most of all from (d) & 

h illsas spring from inadequacy and impurity of air 

tmen aboard the average American merchant vessel are required to Tp to about tl idl f ti 

pand eat in quarters so cramped and, in consequence, so foul that were | having the strenget aw, mad : 
to impose similar conditions on felons in our penitentiaries the nation | able seaman who h not the s« ‘ é 
id be moved to indignant protest. We have come to take neglect of the four years of sea service. The ratings aboard ships were 


I 


lariner as a matter of course. ' man, and able seaman. 
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This custom and usage has not been discarded by the Norse or the Dutc!l 
among whom to-day any man who misrepresents his sea experience or ski i 
is pre tly redt a to his due rating. 

F iy years after abolition of her navigati mn ta .ws Great Britain per- 


anc lent pr actice; 


but demand for cheap men led in time to 
sound st andard 3, until such deterioration of British seaman- 
as aroused nati¢ mal « mcern and forced formal investigation 














vy. The commi y, dissolved in 1880 after ten years of 

included among its first sugge stions for improvement of British seamen 

‘That seamen before being rated as A B should obtain a certificate of 
) Ve y ” 

. John Wi liamson, secretary of the committeo, said in his speech at 













































er, 1850: 
ion that subsequently, and as more light was thrown on 
ioned t dea of a certifi » of competency for A B 
f it adopted a sea-service qualification of not under four 
3 The B sh Navy, vol. » pp. 3 38.) 
mendat 1of the comn 11T tee led to nothing, however, 
ion has continued with such effect that an expert observer 
’ fen this comment on the British able seaman: *“* He may be 
i mechanic, 2 man of energy, resource, and great abilities, or he may 
in unsk ied laborer with precisely the same pay and treatment as 
t seaman afioat of the same grade. This is a bad state of things.” 
(Bulien’s Men of the Merchant Service, p. 273.) 
Mr. Bullen has not been bli 1d to the relation between the deterioration 
and England's naval power, = he has suggested a line of remedial action. 
“Itistob ehoped most devoutly, ” hesay .“that * * * it will be fully rec- 
ognized it the only poss le source of supply he Navy in case of war is 
the mercantilemarine. Tosecuresuchasupply, iti nperative that the AB 
shall be looked after and made to feel that heis a man of some importance to 
the ¢ ; that ne, good men shall not be ha apped by wastrels; ata 
man earn the ti tle »f ‘able seaman’ before he is permitted to take it, and 
that eve1 ry man shi pping as A B who has no q ifcations for that honorable 
] * his misdeeds—lhis fraudulent rdening of his shipmates 
s unable top rform. Then I believe that we shall get in 









1en—men who would not say that thesea 
illen’s Men of the Merchant Service, p. 277.) 
states the abandonment of the time- approved custom 
e set In earlie or es in the case of England,and deterioration of sea- 
s with corresponding priority, persevering in such wise that 
Purse th. wi riting in 1900, declared: “*The seamen must in the 
rell as the oreign trade meet rorld. The Japanese, the 
] ¢ 


» only fit for dog 


the U nited 








the 

















( the Eh iropean, al 1 may come and need briz ig no previous 
t ws put life and property into their hands w {thout aski ng 
an xcept ‘ What will you work for?’ Money i is, it is claimed, saved 
in i it th s property is lost — insurance pays the loss. These 
me , With any kind or no kind of skill and experience, set a 
Ww ch ss vilor “sand firemen m os S work, or the y, must seek other em- 
ployment. Our merc chan t marine is therefore manned by the residuum of 
the population, not only of our own country and race but of all countries 
and races.” (American Federationist, — 1900, DP. . 94. ) 
t the deterioration of American seamansh », the Congress should 
I y law that no person shall be em :plo yed as ar n' A B who has served 
tor fewer than four years at sea, one or more of ‘them in a sailing vessel. 
(e) Manning. 
Regardless of the number of persons composing her crew, a vessel which 








has not enough skiled men to manage hei ‘r in ordinary conditions of weather 
without calling the lookout or the watch below is undermanned. 
Undermanning imposes on skilled se san 1en inordinate toil and endangers 
life and property not only in the case of the vessel undermanned, but in the 
case of i vessels. 
‘“*An ‘able seaman, > pr perly so called,” as Mr. Fr 
d mechanic with greatabilities.” (Bull 
») 





aba sea 


rank Bullen observes, ‘is 
s Men of the Merchant Serv- 





a akille 
ice, p. § 
On sailing vessels his place in calm or storm never can be adequately filled 
by the unskille: d, however numerous, nor on steamships in emergencies. 
B Mer n’s Men of the Merchant Service, chapter 28.) 





‘In other words, numerical strength of crew does not necessarily yield the 
totality of skill essential to safe navigation or reasonable distribution of the 














burden of toil incident to a voyage. 

And when, to tr: anispos e the statement of a British expert, the incompe- 
tency of individuals is accentuated by inadequacy of numbers, sea life may 
be only a struggle a eainst death and mayhap an unsuc cessful struggle, with 
all implied by that in its bearing on loss of sh and cargoes. 

i d, overwork through undermanning is not only essential to making 
land, but fixes new standards ur ring all seainen and all shipstoward greater 
toil an a graver peril. ‘* By working for their ii ” says the committce ap- 





be British Bear i of Trade to investi 





ry. : by 1 t rate concerni 





= man- 


i ng on seamen handling an undermanned vessel, “they 
may suc en [ reaching their destination, and thr is they will have estab- 
lished their number as @ proper crew for tho vi - l | until a further reduction 


is made.” {Re port to the Board of Trade, June , 1896, p. 15.) 

















How undermant ing operates to promote loss of life and property is illus- 
trated by this quotation ‘from the re port last cited: 

“The Deesi 569 tons gross) is a typical case. That vessel had only two 
mep in a watch, and whilst one of those men was absent from the lookout, 
trimming a side light which had become dim, the vessel was run into and 
sunk. with several of her crew, by the Ludgate Hill (4,063 tons gross). Not 5 
wi anding the strong c ondemnation prono - aced by the judge of the ad- 

ty divisi on of the high court against th practice of undermann ing, 


h led to, this fz utal « collision, the boar d of —f e were advised that a pros- 
ecution would not be successful because, whilst there were sufficient men on 
boar a who might have eeon call ed and stationed . n the lookout, it could not 





be said that the vessel was undermanned.” (P.8 
An interesting general statement of the situs a is thus made by Mr 
W. Goding, United States consul at Newcas tle, Australia: 


* One of the most important factors in the suc: ssful management of ships 








at sca isa crew of competent men. If the master isa reasonable man, sup- 
ported. by well-drilled and competent offic TS, together Pantone ye -w of well- 
trained seamen, a good vessel can weathoralmost any storm. Atthe present 
t owners find great difficulty,in many in stances, in obtaining the 





vices 


feach and all of these men who are qualified for thei 
though many are sound in possession of good discharges. 


r duties, al- 
This is due, ina 

















grea e, to shipmasters, who frequently give able-seamen’s discharges 
to men who have spent buta brief period at sea. Frequently vessel: reac h 
this port the entire c rew of which had never before seen salt water. They 
inclu le laborers, rs, lawyers, parsons, clerks farn 1d coal miners. 
It is a fact that m n are shipped in foreign-going sailing vessels whose 


sea-going experience is of the most limited description. 
‘in years gone by along eriod of service was es sen tial to gaining an able- 
eaman’s discharge. and such a document could be xl upon as a guaranty 


that the possessor knew and could perform his w rk; ‘but in those days men 








| require th ecalling of the lookout, and to take in even thesmali sails t the wa 


| tween a square- rigger and a sc thooner; but, irres 


| more @iffic ult of han 


| going sail vessels over 50 tons, for the past seven years 


| sels over 50 tons, for the same period, on the average 2.97 have been lost 


; owner. 


| OW ner t 





| 
| 
| 





abl e ses ame n, leaving one mate and two able seamen on the wat 





mado long voyages and were paid off in the home port after completing a pe- 

iod of service often extending over two or three years. To- day the prac tice 
is changed and the sailor, in the majority of c ases, makes passages betw: 
ports only. He is ci ither disc harged or “deserts, becomes stranded in so 
seaport, and is at the mercy of the crimp and the boarding-house keeper, who 
handles him as so much personal property. Co menquens upon these condi 
tions there is acontinual interchange of discharge 

“The seaman who has been discharged for int a *y, or has desert 
and has been ashore for some time, becomes a drug on some boarding he 
master’s hand. To secure him a vessel, a discharge i is procured from a; 
man with good credentials, recently paid off, and the incompetent man tl 
goes to sea with a document indic ating that he possesses all the neces 

ual ications. 

“When seamen are in demand there is nothing to prevent a shore n 
from being substituted for a competent sailor, as these men are frequer 
Pas on board at ther mom ent of sailing. It is manifest that the ship 


1as no opportunity of testing their ability uptil it is too late to make 
"he ; 
at 








ge. Shipmasters he ive informed me that they frequently find it d 
to secure three men out of thee rew who could be trusted with the w he 
bad weather or to perform other duties pertaining to able seamanship. 

*Tothis condition of affairs disaster, lossof property, and sometimes loss of 
life can be traced. It matters not how mech 1a vessel may be, or how \ 
officered, there are times when an incompetent crew may bring about ! 
destruction. By longexperience it has bee -n found wise to employ compet: 
sailors as pétty officers, but too often a preference is shown for a class 0 
whose chief qualification is a capacity to handle cargo and drive sa lors. 

ime cause of this condition of affairs is partly due t UL nprincip! d boar 
Sone e masters, who supply crews to vessels, and partly to masters who ; 
an able seaman's discharge to incompetent men—many times to get rid of 
them. This last can not be too atrouly, condemned, as it is both unfair 
brother shipmasters and to the publ The first should be inquired into by 
the authorities.” (Report to thes Secr etary y of State of the U nited States, July 
24, 1903.) 

The British Board of Trade, impressed by the importance of the subj 
in 1894 appointed a committee to inquire and recomm After ex 
176 expert witnesses this body reported on June 4, “ 36, finding under I 
prevalent in the Brit tish mercantile marin e, With consequent discoura 
of British seamanship and loss of life and property y. “Inthe op —— fy 
committee,” said the body, “the only proper soluti ‘on of the dit sulty Lic 
the establishment of a manning scheme for general applic: ution, ” and th 











end. 











upon re ‘ommended: 
‘That undermanning should by legislation be cc geen din the |] 
authorizing detention for unseaworthiness, and that an instruction be is 





to the officers of the board of trade authorizing them to detain ves el: 3 } wi 
are not manned in compliance with the s chemes pre oposed by this coz it 

“That undermanning should be spe cifically dec lared by statute to b 
seaworthiness, but that no ship shall be deemed to be unseaworthy on 1 
ing a port outside of the United Kingdom by reason of undermanning if it 
shown that the shipowner or master has taken all reasonable meaus to c 
ply with the regulations. ” (Report of committee, p. xi.) 

“The 1903 List of Merchant Vessels of the United States, issued by the } 
reau of Navigation. United States Depart ment of Commerce and I oy 
not be examined without resulting conviction that undermanning exist 

the American merchant marine at least as extensively as the British cor 
=ittne has found it to exist in the fleet of England. 

To illustrate: 

The schooner Allumna (696 tons gr 
men, exclusive of mast 


Bath, Me., 








’ 


carries eles 


(28 i tons gr 


oss), North Bont 1, Oreg., 
er; the schooner Addie M. Lawrence 
carries twelve men, exclusive of maste r. 

The schooner S. G. Wilder (604 tons gross), Port Blakeley, Wash., « 
eleven men, exc came ye of master; the schooner S. G. Haskeli (681 tons gr 
Millbri idge, Me., carries seven men, exclusive of master. This means in ¢ 
case of the Wilder, a cook, two mates, eight able seamen, leaving ( with w! 
and lookout manned) two men on deck. Her small sails can be handk 
the watch. Inthecase of the Haskell it means a cook, two mates, and f 
ch—th 


alone on deck when wheel and lookout are manned. The simplest 1 


below must be cz lied. 


The ship Roanoke (3,559 tons gross), Bath, Me., carries thirty men, ex 
sive of master; the schooner Thomas W, Lawson (5,218 tons gross), Qui! 
Mass., carries sixteen men, exclusive of master. The difference here is 
pective of rig, the lar 
vessel necessarily requires in gaining motive powe er the largerarea of can 
The Lawson has nineteen or tw enty Sepa irate sails, whilethe Roanoke has 1 
than thirty—wherefore, the sails on the Lawson are larger and thers 
dling than those on the Roanoke. The fact that son 

the Latson’s sails are handled on deck does not justify the s difference int 
ning. The Lawson uses steam in handli ng her sails—yes, in hoist 
but machinery can not take the place of men in reefing fur 
strong winds at sea. Human intellig: nce , skill, and adaptabili 
such case be the safeguards. 

The statistics of loss of ships at sea afford matter for reflection in th 
gard. They show,as the United States Commission er of Nay igation ha 
marized, that out of every 100 American se igoing steamers over 100 to: 
the past seven years, on the average 2.24 have been jost each year; tha 
of every 100 foreign seagoing steamers over 100 tons, for the same pes 
the average 1.98 have been lost each year; that out of every 1) Amer 
on the ave. 


rh seagoing sail 











e the 
ing Ui 






or 





ri 





al 






have been lost each year,and that out of every 100 fore 


year. (Annual Report of Commissioner of Navigation, United States De; 
ment of Commerce and Labor, for 1903, p. 19.) 

Mr. Andrew Furuseth says of manning conditions in the American 
chant marine: 

“The evil of undermanning is growing in a natural way. 

“The shipbuilder figures on a reasonable crew and the owner cuts to 1 
it a business crew. The master is competing with other masters, and 
interest as well as his pride of seamanship induces him to agree wit! 

The crew is, therefore, cut somewhat when the vessel is yet 
Later, while she laying in some port where to fill vacancies is matter « 
pense ‘and a of delay, her master suggests to his men that they : 
sufficient skill and prowess to take the vessel half-manned to the ne xt 
Good fee lingand a sense of pride in their own ability cause the men tos 
Thereupon the vessel makes a fair passage, and the n ast ‘+r is told by 

that he has theretofore sailed his vessel overmanned. ‘You used 
carry eight A B's, captain,’ he observes. ‘ You have brou; ght her home with 
four A B's, Inthe future you will carry six men only.’ 

“The seaman’s good nature, his willingness to oblige a good master b) 
during excessive toil, have thus created a new standard—in the mind o! 
owner, a per fectly just one. The next trip the vessel has six men, and 
likely half the number unskilled men. The work b s harder—less s! 
less rest, scarcely a watch below without being calied out. 








“And this process goes on and on, so that we are nearing a point in the u 
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nt marine of America where sheets can not be hauled in or small sails 


ken in and furled with the watch on deck—with all that this overwork and 

neril:vent imply in increasing the drift from the sea.” 

Standards of manning should be provided by the Congress, and _ vessels 
manned accordingly should be detained as unseaworthy. The minimum 
»s recommended by the committee appointed by the British board of 


juire into the manning of British merchant shipsafford a valuable 
Y lation, alteration of course being advisable in so far as rig of 
sels differs from rig of the merchantmen of England. 





(f) Asiatics, 


The Pacific Ocean presents a problem having a factor peculiar to itse 
t Asiatics are driving from it even those Caucasians who are eager t 
tokeholds, saloons, and cooks’ galleys, and on deck. 
, Furuseth testified as follows before the Committee on Immi- 
e of the United States, February 4, 19 
that thestepmotherly manner in which men hav 
1s not induced the American boy to scek the se 
sk that we may now receive the benefit of 
1 cle ve to other workers. We find it i 
he Chinese in any trade wherein they enter. The bsorb the 

i drive us out, and where, as in the trade in question 1at of the 

n}, they are assisted by such legislation as we have, both in a positive 
tive way, they will man every American steamer that now plies of 
hereafter ply between railroad terminals on the Pacific coast and the 
+ * * 

y are as a rule docile and attentive. They do not criticise among 
es any orders given, and if they do, it is not understood. They yield 
iy obedience to, and apparent respect for, superiors which gradually 

s pleasing even to strong, well-balanced men. * * * Sailors of Chi 

jiood may be had in Hongkong in practically unlimited numbers at $15 
in per month and firemen cr stokers at $18 per mouth, Mexican. This 

_ respectiveiy, $7.50 and $9 in gold. 
16 wages which would be paid to sailors if they were hired on the Pa- 
st would be at least $25 gold—-more likely $0 gold—being four times 
it paid to Chinese in Hongkong. A vessel would not carry as many 
r¢ does Chinese, but the difterence in a year would probably be 
$30,000 and $40,000 gold; a sum surely suflicient to determine the 
the choice be left with the shipowner. * * * I donot think, gen 
at it would be safe to go on in the way you have been going. I do 
nk it is safe to put your merchant marine of the Pacific into the keep- 
the Chinese, and unless you adopt some law that will give it to the 
ere is where it will go.” (Chinese-Exclusion Hearmgs, Senate 

e on Immigration, pp. 242-257.) 
ourse of his testimony before the Senate committee Mr. Furuseth 
that the trans-Pacific steamship companies controlling vessels running 
iental ports and transcontinental railway terminals in the Pacific 
$ employ Chinese exclusively as sailors, stokers, cooks, stewards, and 
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g the latest Chinese-exclusion hearings before the same committee 
e trans-Pacific steamship corporations interested in this matter—the 
J c Mail Company—produced as a witness Capt. William B. Seabury, for 
t y yearsin itsservice as ashipmaster onthe Pacific. From his testimony, 
on February 15, 1902 (Chimese-Exelusion Hearings, Senate Committee 
1igration, pp. 360- these statements are suminarized: 
iese are capable seamen under ordinary conditions, and because of 
their temperance and servility are preferred by Captain Seabury to white 
seul n. 

2. There is no difficulty of obtaining an abundance of them m ports of 
China or at Hongkong, and the wage of sailors or firemen is about one-fourth 
xe of white sailors or firemen shipped in Pacific coast ports. 
ans-Pacifie lnmers plying between the Pacific States and the Orient 
employ exclusively Chinese as sailors, stokers, cooks, stewards, and waiters. 

4. Not only are Chinese supplanting the Caucasians as seamen on the 
Pacific, but they are encroaching on the Japanese of that sea, and are also 
successfully competing with the Lascars on the Indian Ocean. 

] testumony of Mr. Furuseth and Captain Seabury, concerning employ 
f Chinese seamen, is in line witha reportof the United States Com 
ner of Navigation. ‘‘The crewsof ourown steamships plying to China 
and Japan,” says that officer, “are almost wholly Chinese and Japanese, 
yped before American consuls at foreign ports where the vessels enter and 
clear.” (Report Com. of Nav., 1888-99, p. 20.) 

‘he sea progress of the world is likely to be increasingly toward enlarge 









tof merchant fleets and strengthening of their naval guardians on t! 
P c,and the national requirement of the United States increasingly great 






lirection of encouragement of American boys and men to pursue the 
r of seamen in Pacific waters. 

persuade Americans to become and remainseamen on the Pacific every 
encouragement essential in the case of the Atlantic is needed, and positive 
d uragement of the disposition of capital to prefer Asiaties as seamen. 
: irly all observers of conditions in Asia agree that the immediate future 
holds for the Oecident substantial growth of commerce with China, Japan, 
and the islands off the Asiatic mainland. 
lhat the author of the ship-subsidy bill which passed the Senate during 








t lifty-seventh Congress shares the faith of these observers and believes 

nited States is certain forthwith to enter ona largely ine ed trade 
\ the Orient is shown by a speech delivered by him betore the Senate of 
the United States March 3, 1902, wherein he declared that h -expected vessels 


e value of $24,000,000 to be built, speedily, for our Asiatic trade if the 
ere adopted, and that he further expected passageof the measure would 
ptly followed by the establishing of a fortnightly mail service from 








» icisco by way of Honolulu to Japan and China, with connections to 

, la, Vessels to be superior in speed and tonnage to the best steamers on 

the Asiatic routes of the great British, French, and German lines—five stea! 
to be employed, with a sixth in reserve, and that he hoped for this fur 
immediate result, the establishing of a fortnightly service alternating 

wi he San Francisco service, but operating from Puget Sound 

; Whatever the progress of the commerce of America with Asia, it can not 

to surrender to Crientals the forecastles of American ships engaged 
il » trade with the Far East. 





part from the rightof American seamen to protection from rninous com- 
J ion With Asiatics on the Pacific, it is not sound national policy to train 

aunanship aliens whoare not eligible to citizenship, and who can not b 
come subject to draft into our Navy. 


i 


his annual report for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, the United 





States Commissioner of Navigation, in commenting on American ownership 
imerous foreign vessels under foreign flags, said: 
For all national purposes these vessels contribute to the maritime 
. rength of foreign nations, and are training schools for their navies.” (P. 


I n the same way American ships manned by Asiatics are “training 
schools” for the navies of Asiatic powers. 


Three objections have been urged by shipowners to debarring Asiatics 
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RELIEF OF SETTLERS ON LANDS IN SHERMAN COUNTY, OREG., 


Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent | 


to cali up for immediate consideration the bill S. 277. 

The SPEAKE R. Will thé gentleman from Oregon give his 

a nt itor 1? Has this bill passed the Senate? 
. WILLIAMSON. Yes, sir. 

7 he SI EA KER. 
know where it is? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. 
Senate bill 277. I have the report of the Senate committee here. 

The SPEAKER. But it will be necessary to have the bill 
itself, 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Did I not send up the bill just now? 
Did I not give that to the Clerk? 

The SPEA KER. That is a mere print. The Senate bill ought 
to be on the Speaker’s table. Possibly it “19 been referred to the 
approp ‘jate « -ommitte e and is moe} re Pi ted back. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. The Senate bill has passed the Senate, 
has come over here, and has been andes l to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. But the bill itself is not at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman says it has been referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. And has been reported favorably. 

The SPEAKER. Has it been reported by the committee? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Yes,sir. The bill has been referred and 
reported. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can be 
time. The bill does not seem to be here, 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. FOSS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 53 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


recognized at a later 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 
Und er clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the f following runailibtidi com- 


munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 


It is not at the desk. Does the gentleman | 


I gave a copy of it to the Clerk. It is 


in Texas 


| pital steward, ete.— 





Committee on War Claims discharged, and r 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6343) granting a pension to Harry Hirschensohn 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to th 
Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions. and memorial 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
follows: 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 12644) to provide for 
taking of a census of agric aie 11 statistics in the year 1905 a 
every tenth year thereaiter—to the Committee on the Census. 

3y Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill Ne R. 12645) authorizing a1 
directing the Secretary of War to further improve Trinity Riv: 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 12646) to reorganize and 
crease the efliciency of the Hospiti al Corps of the Navy of 1 
United States, and to define its duties and regulate its pay—to t 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

3y Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 12647) to establis} 
supreme court for the Indian Territory and to provide for ad 
tional United States judges therein, and for other purposes—to t 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. 12648) authorizing the ( 
missioners of the District of Columbia to make regulations 
specting the public hay scales. and for other purposes—to t! 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 12649) to amend an 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 4766 of the Revised Statutes 
the United States,’ approved March 3, 1899—to the Commit 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 12650) to amend section 52 








| of the Revised Statutes United States, 1878—to the Committee 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | 


mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Washington, Henry Chi- 
chestér, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclvs ons of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Orion, Frederick Hopkins, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESCLUTIONS. 

Under clause 20f Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing title S were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona, from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6493) 
to ratify and confirm act No. 47 of the legislative assembly of the 
Territory of Arizona, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied bya report (No. 1020); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6494) to approve and ratify act No. 73 
of the legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, reported 
the samme without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1021); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





RESOLUTIONS 

Under ‘clause 2 of Rule XIII, priva he bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

By Mr. FORI NEY, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 4570) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Beaumont, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1019); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII. committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following tities; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6351) to pay J. B. McRae $99 for services as hos- 


| referring certain cases to the Court of Cl: iims fora tas f fa 


the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A concurrent resolution (H.C. Res. 4° 
to print 275,000 copies of Diseases of Cattle—to the Committee : 
Printing. 

3y Mr. TAWNEY: A concurrent resolution (H.C. Res. 46 
print and bind 200,000 copies of the special report of the Bur 
of Animal Industry on the diseases of the horse—to the Co 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A resolution (H. Res. 222) requesting t! 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor to furnish certain informati 
relative to prices upon certain manufac tered articles as sold 
the United States and foreign countries—to the Committee « 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A resolution (H. Res. 2 
referring certain claims to the Court of Claims for a findir 
facts under the terms of the Tucker Act—to the Committ 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A resolution (H. I 
under the terms of the Tucker Act—to the Committee on W 
Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 12651) grantin 
increase of pension to William H. Shine—to the Committ 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 12652) granting an incr 
of pension to Mary L. Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 12653) for the resief of Mic! 


= | H. Farrell—to the Committee on Claims. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | 


By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12654) for the relie! 
Clement C. Anderton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 12655) for the relief of J: 
Bremond—to the Committee on Ciaims. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 12656) for the relief of the h 
of William S. Bryant—to the C cunnniehe eon War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12657) for the relief of the trustees of | 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Mexico, Mo.—to the C 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12658) granting an increase of pension 
James Leavy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 12659) for the relief of | 
ourd Lugo-Vina—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H.R. 12660) granting anincreas 


pension to Margaret Russell—to the Committee on Pensions. 


3y Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 12661) authorizing the 


_ dent tc appoint Charles H. Pendleton a lieutenant-commande 


the retired list, United States Navy—to the Committee on Navi! 
Affairs. 


é 
| 
i 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12662) granting an increase of pension to}; By Mr. BRANDE GE! E: Petition of ci ns of New I] 
Tohn A. Stuart, alias John Vanderpool—to the Committee on Pen- | County, . onn., favori ill granting lar n seve ty 
£ , | landless Indians of northern Cal 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 12663) for the relief of Ezra | dian Affairs. 
= Ba —s » the Committee on Claims. | Also, petition of Rev. B. U. Hatfield and 

'y Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12664) granting | Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Do 
rease of pension to Rachael J. Smith—to the Committee on | on the Judiciary. 
l ions. | By Mr. BURKETT: Petition L 



























Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12665) to | Association of Machinists, of | 
| the military record of Odgen H. Smith—to the Committe« city of t] ul 
filitary Affairs. tte 1 Naval 
y Mr. GI EEN KE: A bill (H. R. 12666) granting y an increase of ESON: Pa 
r n to Henry E. W. Campbell—to the Committee on Invali Co 
as | ELL: 1 
A bill (= R. 12667) granting a pension to ri to ¢ 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Committee on Invalid P 
M i A bill (H. R. 12668) granting an increase Also, petition of Port Arthur Lod 
—to the Committee on Invalid Ps ons. | Assoc.ation of Machinists Pitt rf 
! liana: A bill (H. R. 12669) for the relief of creasing capacity of Naval Gun ] V 
{ » the Committee on War Claims. to the Committee on Naval Affair 
r A bill (H. R. 12670) granting anincrease | Also, petitions of Fred Bl 
“ase—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Kans.; Rev. F. 1] ir and ¢ 
Call and 39 others, of Os I K 
a bill (H. R. 12671) granting an increase of pension to | others, of Elk Falls, Kans. 
Mil! to the Co mmittee on Invalid Pensio ns. bill—to the Committee on tl 
RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12672) grant By Mr. CASSEL: P 
sion to William Hoyt—to the Committee on Invalid | County, Pa., in ee 
iS. Ways and Means. 
_a bill (H. R. 12673) granting a pension to Ira Davis—to By Mr. CONNELL: I of C.] 
nmittee on i id Pension ivor of the ¢ 
», a bill (H. R. 12674) gr: li Depart t 
t Committee on Invalid Pensio Also, | \ 1 D. 
Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. n t 1 Nut ¢ S 
I i Swanner—to the Cx mmittee ir law e é 
Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 12676) g if By Mr. ¢ MER 
£ l James A. Barber—to the ee n invail ; = Grand At yo the Repub 
Mr. WM. ALDEN r il | H. R. 12677) for he 1 a servic 1 bill—to t!] 
] f Joseph Schrembs—to the C taney laims. By Mr. CURRIER: R« 
M VREEI NI 2. 12678) to authorize the de- | favoring increased sa 
( ree F., ¢ interest of commerce—to 1 Committee on the ] 
( Naval A ++ T / 
ir. WEBB: A : 79) for the relief of M. I Y. Hi 
re—to the Committee on care 1 the 
. WEEMS: A bill CH. R. 12680) granting an inc By Mr. DAI 
to Harvey Polen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | crease of ] 
ood 
a ¢ A ide. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12681) granting : By Mr. DANIEL 
I to R. J. Jamison—to the Committee on Iny valid Pensions. | rect the mil 
Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 12682) for the relief of +} Military Affairs. 
é Samuel Bolt, deceased—to the Committee on W ar Clain Also, papers to ac 
Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 12683) correcting military | to Mrs. Margaret R 
f Jesse L. Meeks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. DAYTON 
a TUT 4 
7 ce I 1 “TN | ‘ 
PETITIONS, ETC ‘ Ee ‘ , 
r clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- | of cl 1 to | ( 
I laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: Also, pet ns i 
ADAMS of Wisconsin: Resolut on ol Diamond 2 ¢ rs. C. K. S 
, pendent Order of Good Templars, of Ci thers, all of ] \ 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committ ill—to t J 
y. By Mr. DE A D: P 
, papers to accompany bill H. R. 11827, granting an increase ferer 
nsion to Daniel Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Claims. 
: Also tion 
), papers to accompany bill H. R. 10172, granting a pensio1 nce m to ( ‘ ( 
t tharine A. Leon: a to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Claims. 
30, papers to accompany bill H. R. 12155, granting a pension By Mr. FOSTER of Ver I 


{ incy Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. No. 37: C. J. Ormsbee P N 
\lso, papers to accompany bill fH. R. 121 57, granting anincrease | 107; Cambridge Post, No. W 





ension to Asher D. Bice—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- f ull Post, N Old Bi 
Ne R.S. 8 Post. No. 8 
\Iso, papers to accompany bill H. R. 11826, granting a pension . L. Pike Post, No. 41; George A 
t ph Dean—to the Committee on Inv: uid Pensions. C: Dunton Post, No. 110: Du y I 


), papers to accompany bill H. R. 12156, granting an increase | worth Po - No. 108, and St 

Or pr nsion to Nine Holvenstot, minor—to the Coumalthoe-on Invalid Republic, Department of \ 
Pensions. bill—to the Committee on Invalid ] 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of C. H. Grant and other mas- By Mr. GARI INE R of Mass : 
er mariners, relative to a harbor of refuge at Cold Spring Inlet, | chusetts legislat ,in favor the 
‘ew Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. list and pensions is the Li 

Also, resolution of Builders’ Exchange of St. Paul, Minn., | Invalid Pensions 
against bill H. R. 89—to the Committee on the Judiciary. Also, resolution of the Boston Chamber of | 

Also, petition of Charles R. Hamilton and 10 others, of Ken- | exemption of head tax from residents Ww 
more, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- | the United States—to the Committee on immigra 
mittee on the Judiciar y: ralization. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Resolution of Potomac Post, No. 11, Grand Also, resolutions of O. H. P. Sargent Post, No. 152, of Essex, 
Army of the Republic, of Washington, D. C., in favor of a service- | Mass.; Everett Peabody Post. No. 1U8, of Georgetown, Mass., and 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | Union Post, No. 50, of Peabody, Mass., Grand Army of 


yo 
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public, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petitions of W. T 
and L. B. Wiseman and 67 others, 6f Floresville, Tex.; and John 
B. Hardwick and 33 others, of Corpus Christi, Tex., in favor of 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
by Mr. GILBERT: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 6595, grant- 
ing pension to Capt. John H. McBrayer—to the Committee on 
oe 


By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of Meadow City 
Lodge, No. 448, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of Northamp- 
ton, Mass., in favor of bill H. R. 89 and of Bates employers’ lia- 
bility bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of the Amherst (Mass.) Woman’s Club, request- 
ing that lands in severalty be granted to the landless Indians of 
northern California—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Joseph W. Flint and 102 other voters of Enfield, 
Mass., urging passage of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of E. K. Wilcox Post, No. 19, of Springfield; 
George C. Strong Post, No. 166, of Easthampton; H. V. Smith 
Post. No. 140, of Athol; General Se dgwick Post, No. 17, of Orange; 
J. W . Lawton Post, No. 88,of Ware; Samuel F’. Woods Post, No. 
179, of Barre; Ezra Batcheller Post, No. 51, of North Brookfield; 
General William 8S. Lincoln Post, No. 211, of Enfield; Charles C. 
Smith Post, No. 183, of South Hadley F alls; Parker Post, No. 123, 
of Athol; Clara Barton Post, No. 65, of Warren; E. J. Griggs 

‘ost, No. 97, of Belchertown; Manton E. Taft Post, No. 162, of 
Turners Falls; Will a L. Becker Post, No. 86, of Northampton, 
ix. M. Stanton Post, No. 147, of Amherst, al in Massachusetts, 
Grand Army of the Re :public, and executive committee of Union 
Veterans’ Union of Massachusetts, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, pet it is of Armory Hill Woman's Christian Temperance 


) 
t 


Union, of § Springfield; Robert M. Brainard and 19 others, of Had- 
ley; Rollston Church and 24 others, of Fitchburg; Harry G. 
Butler — 27 others, of Hubbardston; Frederick H. White and 
16 others, of Winchendon; Rey. E. D. Francis and 24 others, of 
Ludlow; iene . F. J. Hale and 16 othe rs, of Chicopee Falls; Frank 
MeCheeney and 17 others, of Orange; Rev. Ernest White and 15 
others, of Berlin; Rev. D. Butler Pratt ‘and 33 others, of Spring- 
feld; Putnam Webber and 24 others, of Ware; Rev. Hen ry ls. 
Wriston and 21 others, of Springfield; John B. Perkins and 51 


others, of Plymouth; J. H. Mansfield and 44 others, of Gardner, 
and W. M. Crawford and 15 others, of Warren, all in Massachu- 


setts, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the . Judici lary. 


By Mr. GRANGER: Petitions of Rev. - Cc rabtree and 10 oth- | 


ers, F. H. Jackson and 7 others, and Rev. C. M. Melden and 12 
others, all of Providence, R. I., in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill- to the Committe e on the Judiciary. 
sy Mr. GUDGER: Paper toaccompany bill for relief of Stephen 

— e and James A. Sams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany bill granting pension 
to Athiel A. McAlister—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of F. R. Vaughan and 40 others, 
of Brattleboro, Vt., in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of Pacific Coast Jobbers and | 


Manufacturers’ Association, of San Francisco, Cal., against bill 
S. 3937—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Resolutions of J. A. Mower Post, No. 59, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Stromsburg, Nebr., in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Resolutionsof George R. Maxwell 
Post, No. 5, and James B. McKean Post, No. 1, both of Salt Lake 
City, and Dix Logan Post, No. 3, of Ogden, Department of Utah, 
Grand Army of the Republic, urging passage of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Paper to accompany bill granting pension 
to Jeremiah Bruton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Resolutions of Major George L. Stearns 
Post, No. 149, of Boston, Mass., Grand Army of the Republic, 
urging passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the general court of Massachusetts, in sup- 


Sutherland and others, | 
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Also, resolutions of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associ 


tion of Baltimore, Md., relative to the improvement of the main 


ship channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. LANNING: Petition of Rev. W. M. Wilson and 21 othe: 
voters, and J. V. Cruser and 19 other voters, of Princeton, = J, 


for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Comm 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: Petition of the Northern California fh 
dian Association, for relief of the landless Indians of northe: 
California—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: Resolution of Robert F. Elliott Post, N: 
526, Grand Army of the Republic, of Spring Run, Pa., in fay 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, resolutions of Colonel James G. Elder Post, No. 570, Gra 
Army of the Republic, of St. Thomas, Pa., urging passage ot 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of D. Ferguson and 27 othe 


of Park River, and Thomas Catherwood and 77 others, of Park 


River, N. Dak., and vicinity, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany bill for reli 
of Emmett O. Wampler—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of E. H. Bachman and 44 oth 
of Lebanon County, Pa.,in favor of the Brownlow good-roa 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Auburn Lodge, N 


19, International Association of Machinists, of Auburn, Ind., 
relative to increasing capacity of the Naval Gun Factory—to t] 


ae >on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. RUPPERT: Resoh itions adopted by the Nation: al Board 


of Trade, urging the repeal of the desert-land act and other laws 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Maritime Association of the port « 
New York, urging the prompt completion of the breakwater ; 
Point Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the United Commercial Travel: 
of America, New York Council, No. 114, urging the enactme nt 
the ame ndment to the bankruptcy law proposed by Mr. BapGe! 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, indorsi: 
bills S. 2259 and 2263—to the Committee on the Merchant Mari: 
and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the National League of Commission M: 
chants, favoring the adjudication by the courts of the legality « 
certain contracts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the assembly of the State of Ni 
York, indorsing the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committ: 
on Agriculture. 





Also, petition numerously signed by members of the Metropoli 
tan Yacht Club. protesting against the passage of the amendment 


to the act providing for certain requirements for vessels propel! 
by gas, fluid, naphtha, or electric motors, approved June 18, 1807 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of Dr. H. C, Carpen 
and 58 others, of Lake Odessa, Mich., and M. E. Remmele and 
others, of Clarksville, Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliy 
pill—to the Committee on the Judici ary. 

Also, petition of Rev. J. Herman Randall and 53 others, fav: 
ing passage of the Gallinger liquor bill—to the Committee on 1 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Petition of Charles G. Boise and 18 othe 
of Sherbrooke; D. H. Fosburg and 20 others, of Byron and Ham 
William Inglis and 7 others, of Tyner; H. R. Cook and 41 othe 
of Cavalier; J. B. Woodruff and 16 others, of Thompson; Christi 
Carbron and 20 others, of Dwight; R. Lavik and 26 others, 
Milner; Joseph W haley and. 40 ‘others, and W. J. Glass and 
others, of Inkster; J. H. Oliver and 64 others, of Lisbon; F. \ 
Harron and 59 others, of Sheldon; W. H. Hunter and 16 othe: 
of Milner; P. E. Stevens and 105 others, of Grand Forks, a 
Stephen Whitford and 35 others, and John Halkrow, jr., and 
others, of Beaumont, all in South Dakota, in favor of the Hepbu: 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STANLEY: Paper to accompany House bill for + 


| relief of Frank W. Clark—to the Committee on War Claims. 


port of bill pending in Congress providing for a retired list and | 
pension in the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: Resolutions of Lieutenant G. W. Fuller Post, 
No. 378, of Catasaqua, Pa., Grand Army of the Republic, urging 
passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Manufacturers’ Club, rela- 
tive to increasing the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Papers to accompany claim 
Mrs. Jennie Miller—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Fort Worth, Tex., urging the p 
sage of bill H. R. 6, relating to the sale of tobacco and cigai 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolution of the Ohio Vic! 
burg Battlefield Commission, relative to the Vicksburg Natio! 
Milit: iry Park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of members of King Street Methodist Episco} 
Church, of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolli\ 
bill—to the Committee on the Judici lary. 


Also, petition of International Association of Machinists of St. 
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; Paul. Minn., in favor of Government ownership of factories for | A bill (S. 3720) to authorize the St. Joseph and Grand Island 
4 al construction—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | Railway Company, in the reconstruction of the bridge across the 
Mr: THAYER: Petition of Alonzo W. Bond and 21 other Missouri River at or near St. Jo ph, Mo., to lower said brid 
| «vs of Worcester, Mass., against the passage of a bill limiting | and to shorten the draw span thereof; and 
' urs ef labor—to the Committee on Labor. | A bill (S. 3800) donating gun carriages to the Con 7 
i lso, petition of L. G. Lesure and 20 other voters of We st | missioners for the care and preservation o! rt Gr 
eston, Mass., urs sing passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the The message also announced that the H e had 
j mittee on the Judicia iTy. amendments the bill (S. 33! izing the Sec 
Mr. VREELAND: fesolution of D. T. Wiggins Post, No. | Interior to grant ] hrough 1 
Grond Army of the Republic, Department of New yok in | ritory in which if i f the Ser 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | The message fm H | 
in which it requested the coucurrenc the § 
Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Rev. F. W. Grupe and | : 
_of Gainesville, N. Y., for the passage of the Hepburn- “A bill (H. R. 4074) constituting Utica, N. Y.,a1 
ver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. and =? other pur] D ses: 
re olutic ns of Staunton Post, No. 396, Grand Army of the A bill (H. R. 8435 to umend the act of Congi M 
- of Lal ey, N. Y., favoring the passage of a service- | 1902, 1 ahr Y ti Perea steads: 
bill—to ¢ he Committee on Invalid Pe ee A bill H. R. 9777) granting to the city of Port . 
. WEEMS: Petition and papers to accompany bill H. R. | of Washington, for poms purposes, certain portior the G 
ori mnting ap nsion to Emma bing sigan Pr irce—to the Com- | ment reservé = said city; and 
on In lid Pensions. A bill (H. 12446) making appropriations for fortificati 
pape -to ac company bill for the relief of John H. Willis— | and other oa s of defense, for the arma 
C eee ea on Military Affairs. procurement ol heay y ¢ rdnance for trial i Ser L 
.D tition of Short Creek Monthly Meeting of Friends. in | other purposes. 
f the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Ju- ENROLLED BILLS SI ) 
; he message also announced that the Speaker of the Hi 
resolutions of Hess yoo No. 595, of Armstrongs Mills: PP icer = pey lowing enrolled bills and jo: XN 
mond Post, No. 203, of St. ¢ ‘lairsville: Robert Hilles Post, | were thereupon signed by the Presid » tem? 
0, of Barnesville; Rca num Post, No. 221, of Bridgeport; A bill (S. 38) granting an increase of pension to Miriam R 
l r Post, No. 616, of Somerton; E. M. Stanton Post, No. 166, | Adams: : 
nville; General W. P. Richard “~~ Post, No. 609, of A bill (S. 70) granting an increase of pension to John G. 1 
Harlem Springs Post, No. 624, of Harlem Spring A bill (S. 136) granting an increase of pens »M 
P. Mann Post, No. 267, of Lewisville, and J. G. Rie thmiille: r | land: : 
Hannibal, Grand Army of the Re ‘public, all of Ohio, for A bill (S. 142) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
ve of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid | Ni¢hols: 
S. 5 A bill (S. 167) granting an increase of p 1 to J. 
‘ir. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to accompany bill H.R. | Kipbe: 
| for the relief of D. L. d’Elysee, alias Leopold Bobm—to th A bill (S. 189) granting an i f to ] 
Committee on Military Affairs. Wheeler: 
paper to accompany bill granting an increase of pension A bill (S. 191) granting an increase of pension to Fran 
Alexander Reun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | <A bill (S. 265) granting an increase of 1 nsion to Fr 
A bill (8S. 593) granting an increase of pension to W 


SENATE. A bill (S. 594) granting an increase of pension to Finley T. 


SATURDAY, February 20, 1904. A bill (S. aot) Brenan & panies to Mary D. Devel; 
: ; A bill (8. 797) granting a] pensi n to Mary H. Aller 
r by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett Hate. A bill (S. 846) granting an increase of pension to ¢ r W 
cretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings | Collins: 
sday last, when, on-the request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by A bill (S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Allen W 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. Albert) Hall: 
PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the Journal A bill (S. 889) granting an increase of pension to Catherine A. 
tand approved. Brown: 


- s A bill (S. 891) granting an increase of pension to Erwin 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. Pitas 
PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- A bill (S. 895) granting an increase of 





ra ga f pension ( 
I ation from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- | brow: 
! ¢ the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of A bill (S. 897) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 
ry 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the | Frogge: 
by the court relating to the vessel schooner Washington, A bill (S. 962) granting an increase of pension to Ji 
Henry Chichester, master; which, with the accompanying paper, A bill (S. 980) granting an increase of pension to M V 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be | Kusserow: 
l. A bill (S. 1239) granting an increase of pension to John A - 
tle also laid before the Senate acommunication from the assist- | son; 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of A bill (S. 1241) granting an increase of pension to H 
fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the | Roberts; 
; french spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- | an increase of pension t sDa 
ng to the vessel brig Orion, Frederick Hopkins, master: which, A bill (S. 1356) “granti ng a per nsion to R rt K 
th the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on A bill (S. 1358) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Cicims, and ordered to be printed. Lackey; 
tle also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- A bill (8S. 1428) granting an increase of pension to Ge¢ I 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of | nington; 
and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the A bill (S. 1451) granting an increase of per n to Eleanor H 
nch spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- | Hord; 
ng to the vessel brig Fly, James Merrihew, master; which, |} <A bill (S. 1490) to authorize the sale of a part of what ‘ 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on | as the Red Lake Indian Reservation in the S$ \ 
Cis, and ordered to be printed. A bill (S. 1532) granting an increase of pension 
a aa is . siesta | <A bill (S. 1597) granting a pension to Rosa D. Ma : 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. A bill (S. 1688) granting a increase of pension to Fred k 
_ A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. | Bellman; 
DROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed A bill (S. 1689) granting an increas 
the following bills: Houghton; 
\ bill (S. 113) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay | A bill (S. 1799) granting an increase pension to ¢ 
the State of Vermont money appropriated by the act of Con- | Decker: 
ss of July 1, 1902, and to adjust mutual claims between the| A bill (S. 1802) granting an increas f pension to Isaac M. 
United States and the State of Vermont; Couch; 





A bill (S. 1935) providing for the holding of an additional term 
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1911) granting an increase of pension to Ambrose W. | 


1912) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 


West Virginia at Martins- 


the noi rm district of 


1937) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 





A bill (8. 1947) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Jude 

A bill (S. 1953) granting a pension to Susan Fenno; 

A bill (S. granting an increase of pension to Benton D. 
Bit 

A S 6) granting an inc} of pension to Seth H. Craig: 

A 5S, 2061) granting an incr of pension to William H. 
Bai 

\ bill (S. 2068) granting an increase of vension to Julia A. 
R ‘ts; 

A bill (5. 2093) g1 ig an in fy to Victoria M 
Ste 

A bill (8S. 2103) granting an it of pension to John L. Mc- 
Vev 

A bill (S ) ranting an incr of 1 n to Thomas Wil 
lia | Vv Lenn 

A bill (S. 212 nting an incr f pe on to George A 
Se ld; 

A bill (S. 2215) granting a pension to Sal H. Hoffecker 

A bill (S. 2217) granting an increase of pension to Henry C 
ices 

A bill (8. 2222) granting an increase of pension to R ard A 
Kendall 

A bill (S. 2230) g1 ng ani ‘ ( to Matilda C. 
Lothroy 

A bill (S. 2236) e7 ran ( I ) J s Reed 

A bill (S. 224 ranting an inc! } on to Ll Fri 

A bill (S. 22 unting an in ‘ 1to A ritch 
ards 

A bill (S. 2 eranting a pension to Patrick J. | 

A bill (S. 2323) 1 iting to ced 1 lar ( t Ho Hall ia ‘ 
Reserv on 

A bill (8. 23738) gran ran increase ¢ on ( les Cum- 
m 

A bill (S. 2374) granting an incr f pension to Alonzo Moses 

A bill 239 A an I m to William W. 
Mis 

A S. 2416) granting an increase « n to Mary J ina 

dam 

Ab (S. 2418) granting a pension to Marit Johr ) 

A bi S. 24 cranting an increase « sion to Ols 

Ab { gral g ni of 7} n i} er 

A bill (S. 2496) granting an in » of nsion to E!} er 
W r)<¢ 

\ S. 2509) granting an increase of pension to Abner B. 
Ea 

A 1 (S. 2517) granting an increase of pension to Elijah Farr; 

A bill (S. 2527) granting an increase vf pension to Joseph Rob 
ert 

A bill (S. 2542 anting an increase of ] ion to James E 
L : 

A bill 9543) eranting an increase of pension to Ella B. Gree 

\ ll (S, 2544) granting an incre: of pe 1 to Albert 
_ ‘ ) 

\ ¢ eranting an increase of pension to Emma Me 
Farlan 

\ 2549) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Jel; 

J 3. 2557) granting a pension to Johniken L. Mynatt; 

A bill (S. 2558) granting an increase of pension to Sallie H. 


A bill (S. 2559) granting a pension to James Graham; 

A bill (S,. 2561) granting an increase of pension to Mathias §. 
Friend 

A bill (S. 2576) granting an increase of pension to James Red- 


yy, oT]. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
Freeman; 

A bill (S. 
Chapman; 

A bill (S. 
cett: 

A bill (S 
Kanouse; 


™m 


2577) granting an increase of pension to Albert Mar- 


2612) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bellamy; 
2642) granting an increase of pension to Leonard G, 


2648) granting an increase of pension to Malinda H. 
. _ j 
2668) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus Faw- 


2689) granting an increase of pension to David M. 








A bill (S. 2712) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 1 
lings: 
A bill (S. 2797) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


| Catting; 


A bill (S. 2841) granting a pension to Jane Patterson; 

A bill (S. 2858) granting an increase of pension to Delia 
Stuart; 

A bill (S. 2889) granting an increase of pension to John B 

A bill (S. 2924) granting an increase of pension to Samu: 
Cormany; 

A bill (S. 2947) granting an increase of pension to Thon 


A bill (S. 2965) granting an increase of pension to John | 





A bill (§ ¢anincrease of pension to Levi B. 7. 
A bill (S. 8400) to amend the act entitled ‘An act gr 


pension to Flora Stanton Kalk,’’ approved February ° 


A bill (S. 3166) grantii 
» 











A bill (S. 4125) to authorize the Little Rock and Monr 
way Company to construct, maintain, and use a bri 
Ouachita River, in the State of Louisian t a point b 
Ouachita City and the mouth of Bayou Lout1 

\ bill (H. R. 3584) to authori the resi iV n of 
blo n the District of Columb 

A bill (H. R. 9640) to amend an act granting to t IK 
' l l W iter Power Com tt I ] Te ( wt al i 

, 1 a } » i rth appl ) i ke 1 tT | ! 
\ } R. 1 3) to aut Dir r of C 
rate with the s rota} . tha f Mic} 
1 Of of other states 1 I Le « u 

d 

A joint resolution (S. R. 37) providing for the edit 

nted of the annual and special reports of the Libra 

. 
T NS ANT) VI Wot TAT 
a PRESIDENT mpore prt Ly 3 of 
1 bo M } A I i! UO il Ch t ch ¢ V l ( 
1] f Jersey Shore Junction, of tl t 
Unit I , al Church of Jersey & hn id 
W Christian Temperance Union of Vil i} 
f insvlvania, ] ng foran Invest n of t 
; and filed nst Hon. R Smoot, a Sen f 
f | ’ vere 1 ved » the Co itt ( 
] a | 
fe al titan of Samus Al : f 
rr the ¢ n toregul 
mm of in ting | y Vit \\ x rr 
on tl | \ 

Li so presented 1 rial the Reet} n 
M ester, N. H.; of the Cons } singing iety, 

t ( : of t Schuetzen Ci of } f t 
Ww Ve 1, of Brooklyn; of the R burger Club, of N 
City; of the Sicverner Plattd r Club, of \ 
of 1 Zovena Club, of New York Cit of N ( 
sen Verein, of New York City; of the Deu 
erung Verein, of Syracuse; of the Central New 

f New York City, and nited Con ry 
\ y rc ( v. wil in { N Ww Ye of the 

hor Ei cht, of M the Turn Vé of } 

f the D ry Turn Medford: of Lodge N 
Oshkosh; of the Maenr ibia Society, of Me 
of the Schiller Goeth sociation, of Milwa: 
inthe S M OZ Ba } No. 114 or <> ) 

nye L ( No. 159. of Ce verse, ar Lof Fore | 
195. of Hol in the State of Texas; of Schiller Degree ] 





No. 16,0£5 and of Helvetia Lodge, No. 234, of St. 1 
n the Stat muri; of Ludurilla Lodge, No. 18, of 
hampton, a1 tos Mannor Lodge, No. 79, of Boston, i 
State of Massachusetts: of the Helvetia Maennerchor. of ( 
bus; of the Deutscher Metzger Arbeiter Verein, of Cincin 
Western Reserve Mannie Lodge, No. 78, of Cleveland: « 


Schwiibischer Benevolent Society, of Columbus, and of the 
Verein of Cleveland, all in the State of Ohio: of the G 
Verein, of Pittsburg, and of the Orpheus Singing Society, of 
burg. in the State of Pennsylvania; of the Austrian-Hune 
Benefit Society, of St. Paul, Minn.; of the Deutscher Turn \ 
of Baltimore, Md.; of the St. John’s German Aid Societ 
Richmond, Ind.; of the Plattdeutscher Cinh, of Jersey City, ! 
of the Eintracht Society, of Newport, R.I.. and of the Ge 
Soldier Association, of Harlem, Ill., remonstrating agai 


| enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta 
| of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committ: 


the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Board of Trac 
Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro! 
interstate telegraph and telephone lines being used to prom 


FEBRUARY 20, 


gambling; which was referred to the Committee on the Judicia! 



























ste inte 


1904. 





He also presented a petition of the Phidian Art Club, of Dixon, 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
nst Hon. RrEep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
‘h — referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

fe also presented a memorial of ss citizens of Joliet, Il., 
a memorial of sundry citizens of Sparta, Ill., remonstrating 

st the passage of the so-called parcels- -post bill; which were 
erred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
Episcopal Church of Equality, Ill., and a petition of the con- 

ration of the Zion Methodist Episcopal Church, of Langham, 
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_praying for the enactme ont of legislation to regulate the inter- 


tr ansporti ution of intoxicating liquors; which were referred 
, Committee on the Judiciary. 
Ir. HOAR presented the petition of John Spear, of Pepperell, 
: pare that he be granted an increase of pension; which 
‘rred to the Committee on Pensions. 
oh o presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Somer- 
Mass., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Worcester 
, praying for the ratification of a treaty of arbitration be- 
1 the United States and Great Britain; which were referred 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
also presented a petition of the Appalachian Mountain Club, 
ichusetts praying for the preservation of the Calaveras 
of Bis Trees, in California; which was referred to the 
; on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 
iso o press snted petitions of Isaac Davis Post, No. 130, Depart- 


1 of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic; of Gettys- 


Post, No. 191, 
Republic, and of Theron E. Hall Post. No. 77, of Holden. 

| rtment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, all 
the State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of a 
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on 

lso presented petitions of Hope Lodge, No. 122, Independ- 
Order of Good Templars, of Edgerton, Wis.; of Rough Riv er 

. Independent Order of Good Templars, of Waupun, Wis.; 


we i Lodge,No. 146, Independent Order of Good Templars, 


Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army 


| of W iiiamst wn; 


| 


;consin; of sundry citizens of Sharon, Marlboro, and Ware, | 


State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legis- | 


+ 


rs; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
also presented a petition of the West End Woman’s Club, of 

», Lll., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
led against Hon. REED SMOoT, a Senator from the State of 


which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 


ns. 


to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating | 


GALLINGER presented the petition of G. H. Morrison, of | 


field, N. H., praying for the passage of the so-called Brown- 
od-roads bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ag- 
ture and Forestry. 
also presented a memorial of Adriance, Platt & Co., of Con- 
d, N. H., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
trict commerce between the Philippine Islands and the United 
sto American ships after July 1, 1904; which was referred 
» Committee on Commerce. 
‘le also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Nashua, Peter- 
and Somersworth and of the congregation of the Congrega- 
1 Church of Merrimac, all in the State of New Hampshire, 
ving for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
ortation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
iittee on the Judiciary. 


1; of Cherry Mountain Grange, of Carroll; of New Durham 
nge, of New Durham; of Bear Hill Grange, of Herkimer; of 
Im Grange, of Enfield; of Bakers River Grange, No. 290, 
umney; of Advance Grange, of Wilton; of Jaffrey Grange, of 
y; of Loudon Surprise Grange, of Loudon; of Strawberry 
kk Grange, of Portsmouth; of South New Market Grange, 
i179, of Newfields; of Junior Grange, of Goffstown; of Pis- 
een Grange, of Chesterfield; of a itzwilliam Grange, 
liam; of Ossifee Grange, No. 130, of Triftonboro; of -Ocean 
Grange, No. 260, of Hampton; of Progressive Grange, No. 271; 
Deerfield; of Prospect Grange, of Mount Vernon; of Benning- 
1 Gri No. 207, of Bennington; of Barnstead Grange, of 
irnstead; of Squam Lake Grange, No. 258, of Ashland; of M. L. 
a Grange, of ee of Sullivan Grange, No. 8, of Newport; 
idson Grange, No. 11, of Hudson; of Pink Granite Grange, 
Nosti Haverhill; of oi kingham Grange, of Epping; of New 
und Lake Grange, No. 162, of Bristol, and of Umb: og Gri nee, 
Errol, all of the Patrons of Husbandry; of the Woman’s Club 
' Penacook, all in the State of New Hampshire, and 


inge 


rchants’ Association of Boston, and of the Associated Board | 
Trade of Boston, all in the State of Massachusetts, and of the | 
umber Dealers’ Association of Connecticut, praying for the en- 


of the | 
American Pap ‘rand Pulp Association, of New York City; of the | 


tfc also presented petitions of the Board of Trade of Somers- | 


of Fitz- | 


4 
—_ 
| 


actment of legislation providing for the purchase of a 1 il 
forest reserve in the White Mountains to be known as the ** Na- 






tional White Mountain Reserve;’’ which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Forest Reservation: 3 and the Pr n of Game 

He also presented a memorial of the North Dakota Retail Hard- 
ware Association, of Grand Forks, N. Dak., remonstra against 
the passage of the so-called pares ~~? st bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Potomac 
= of the Potomac, Grand Army of the } 









ton, D. C. » Praying for the enactment of a service-] 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of A. T. Noyes Post, N 


tment of Vermont, Grand Army of pu 
Chittenden, Vt., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which was ref rred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DIL LINGHAM presented petitions of Ge ree G Me 
Post, No. 99, of Barton Landin ig; of William Wells t, No. 11 
of E. B. Frost Post, No. 54; of Dink Dalli 
ham Post, No. 22; of Stowe Post, No. 29, andof Ransom P 
7, all of the Department of Vermont, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, in the State of Vermont, praying for the enactment 
service-pension law; which were referred to the Com 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christi 
ance Union of Enosburg Falls, Vt., praying for 
legislation to res gulat ad ssohe terstat I 
liquors; which was referred to the 


116, De - r 


the é 
» transportation of in 


Committ eon th 





He alec presented a colitien 4h sundry citizens of Jama ‘ 
and a petition of the Woman’s C iotdlan Temperance 1 
Jamaica, Vt., praying for an investigation of the charges mad 
and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator fro 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on P1 - 


Elections. 

Mr. BERRY pres — a petition of 
gart, , and a pe tion of sundry citizens of Okolona, Aj 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and fil 
Hon. REED SMOoT, : ator from the State of Ut h; which w 


sundry citizens of Stut 


Ark. 





Q 
a Pe! 


referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented memorials of the Goshen Millin 4 
Company, of Goshen; of the Leesburg Grain and M ) 
pany, of Leesburg; of the Harris Milling Company, of ¢ n- 
castle; of Woodbury & Files, of Muncie, and of B. L. 
of Morocco, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to provide for the supervision of grai1 
terminal points by the Government; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Citizens’ Alliance of South 
Be nd, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 

‘anti-injunction bill;’’ which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the G ’ 
Methodist Episcopal Church, the Third Methodist ! l 


Church, St. Paul’s ‘Ge rman Luth ran Charch, the United | 
erian ( thurch, the Fifth Stre t Methodi 
First English Lutheran Church, th South Eighth Street F 
Church, the Second Presbyt 


t Episcopal Church, the 


1 


‘jan Church, and the First Bapt 


and the First thodist Episcopal churches, all of Richmond, in 
the State of Indiana, praying for the et ictment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transport intoxicating lig : 


ition ‘of 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Waterville, Wash., ren 
of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Co 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
He also presented sundry papers to accor y the 1 
for the removal of the oe ze of desertion against Andrew C 


1onstrating against the pa ) 





Abbott, alias Andrews; which were referred to the Comm n 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented cong Pnly gratin umber of Commet l 
Board of Trade, of Tacoma, Was aying for the en : 
legislation for the division of the » State of Washingt - 
cial districts; which was referred to the Com the J - 
ciary. 

Mr. MILL ARD press nted a petition of Kendall Post, No. 190, 


raska, Grand Army of the Republic, of Staun- 
1a petition of Lumbard Post, No. 157, Department 


vaartment of Ne} 
Nebr..a in 


a “Taleo. Grand Army of the Rept ublic, of North L N sd 
praying for the enactment of a service pension law; w!l re 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also presented a petition of sundry ‘it ize 
and a petition of the Young People’s Socie ror 
of Central City, Nebr., praying for the ena 
| to regulate the’ interstate tri ansp rtation of intoxic: iting liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of W 


is of Dakota, Nebr., 
Theriot? ’ 


Liki 


( 
( 
tment of legislation 
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Auburn. Palmyra, Talmage, Brock, Omaha, South Omaha, Pa- 
pillion, Valley, and Millard, all in the State of Nebraska, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Minnesota Council, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the preser- 
vation of the Calaveras Grove of Big Trees in California; which 
was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Monticello, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MONEY presented a letter from the Mississippi Valley 
Medical Association, of Louisville, Ky., in the nature of a peti- 


tion, praying for the enactment of legislation for the establish- | 


ment of a laboratory at Washington, D. C., to be under the con- 
trol of the Government, for the study of the criminal, pauper, and 
defective classes; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

fe also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 1074) 
for the relief of the estate of Jane N. Gibson, deceased, of War- 
ren County, Miss.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of the Wholesale Grocers’ 
Association of Huntsville, Ala., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 


He also presented the affidavits of S. T. Jones and John Kirby, | 


of Bolivar, W. Va., in support of the bill (S. 3439) providing for 


the payment of the amounts due the employees in and the con- | 


tractors who furnished castings to the United States armory at 


Harpers Ferry, Va., from January 1. 1861, to April 19, 1861, in- | 


clusive: which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of Local Union No. 225, 
Tron Molders’ Union, of Lansing; of Gratiot Lodge, No. 117, In- 


ternational Association of Machinists, of Port Huron, and of Twin | 


City Lodge, No. 475, International Association of Machinists, of 
St. Joseph, all in the State of Michigan, that an appropriation of 
$2,000,000 be made for the enlargement of the Naval Gun Factory 
at Washington, D. C.; which were referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 22, Cigar | 
Makers’ International Union, of Detroit, and a petition of sundry | 


citizens of Port Huron, Mich., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to amend section 3394 of the Revised Statutes relating to 
tobacco; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Licensed Tugmen’s Protec- 
tive Association of the Great Lakes, remonstrating against an ap- 
propriation being made for the construction of dredges by the 
Government; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Inland, Mich., praying for an investigation of 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of- Clio, Mich., praying for the passage of the so- 
called Brownlow good-roads bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Jackson & Church Com- 


pany, of Saginaw, Mich., and amemorial of the Furniture Manu- | 


facturers Employers’ Association of Grand Rapids, Mich., re- 


monstrating against the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; | 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. | 
He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Saline; of the | 


Woman's Christian Temperance Union of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Inland; of the congregation of the Simpson 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Kalamazoo; of the congregation 


of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Deer Creek; of sundry citi- | 


zeus of Oak Grove; of sundry citizens of Deer Creek, and of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Oak Grove, 
lin the State of Michigan, praying for the enactment of legis- 
. lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. SIMMONS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Boone 
and Blowing Rock; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 


and the Christian Endeavor Society of Blowing Rock, and of the | 


Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Elizabeth City, all in 
the State of North Carolina, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Berwick Woman's Club, 
of South Berwick, Me., praying for the establishment of a national 





forest reserve in the White Mountains; which was referred to th 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Gaz 
LABOR TROUBLES IN COLORADO. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, early in January the Sen. 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. Scotr] presented a statement }yy 
the mine operators of Colorado with reference to the troubl:s in 
that State, and by unanimous consent it was printed in the k 
ORD and also as a public document. 

The Western Federation have prepared an answer to that 


ment. They desire and I desire that it shall receive the same 
| treatment; that it may be printed in the Record and printed as 
| a public document, and referred to the Committee on the J udi- 


ciary. I ask unanimous consent that that may be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
| asks unanimous consent that a rejoinder to a certain paper which 
| has been printed in the RgecorD in relation to troubles in Co] lo 
| be printed in the Recorp and also as a document. 
| Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Colorado what is 
the document which has been printed already? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is in the nature of a petition and isa 
reply —— 

Mr. HOAR. What is the document which has been already 

printed? 

Mr. PATTERSON. A statement from the mine operators or 
| employers in the State of Colorado relating to the troubles there, 
| which necessarily referred—indeed, it referred almost who!ly—to 
| the Western Federation of Miners. By unanimous consen’, that 
| was printed as a Senate document and printed in the R: D 
| and the Western Federation, against whom it was direct le- 
sire that the same treatment shall be accorded to their rejoinder, 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be permitted to make one observation, 
I do not see how the Senate in common justice, even in common 
| decency, can deny the request the Senator from Colorado now 
makes. Certainly I have no objection to offer to it. 


| But perhaps I may be allowed to call attention to the fact that 
the habit of permitting such documents as the one fomicerly 


| printed—and I do not refer to this one at all—to be printed 
RECORD involves in it the obligation to allow replies to i 

| printed, and that in its turn involves in it the recognition 0! 
| right of every citizen on a subject of any considerable impot 
| to come in here and take part himself in debates in the s« 

| of which the Rrecorp is the official chronicle. 

I do not in the least rise to embarrass the Senator’s 1 
which seems to me absolutely just and right, but only to cil at 
tention to the propriety of being pretty careful hereafter in mak- 
| ing such requests as we granted the other day in this mat 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I fully concur wi 
criticisms of the Senator from Massachusetts. I recogni 
impropriety of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent to have printed in the Recorp, ani to 
have printed as a Senate document, the paper which he se 
| the desk. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, anid 
order ismade. The document will be referred to the Com 
| on the Judiciary. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 
STATEMENT OF THE WESTERN FEDERATION OF MINERS 


In support of the resolution introduced by Senator Patrrerson, of ( 
the Western Federation of Miners desires to submit a reply to the 
statement introduced by Senator Scorr, of West Virginia, in rebut 
fabricated and a rted assertions contained in said statem 
document introduced by Senator Scott to the United States Senat 
the Western Federation of Miners as a criminal organization and 
| introduced for the sole purpose of poisoning the public mind. In o1 
| the honorable body which compose the Senate of the United St 
have a clear conception of the objects and aims of the Western F< 
| of Miners, we hereby present the preamble of our organization: 


| PREAMBLE. 

| We hoid that all men are created to be free and should have equa ss 
and opportunity to the enjoyment of all benefits to be derived fr r 

exertions in dealing with the natural resources of the earth, and t ) 


access and equal opportunity thereto are absolutely necessary to | 

| istence and the upward progress of the human race. Since it is se 

that civilization has, during centuries, made progress in proport 
production and utilization of minerals and metals, both precious : 

| and thet most of the material prosperity and comforts enjoyed by 1 

| are due to this progress, it is highly fitting and proper that the men 

| engaged in the hazardous and unhealthy occupation of mining, | 

smelting, and the reduction of ores should receive a just compet 

their labors, which shall be proportionate to the dangers connecte 

with, and such protection from law as will remove needless risk t 

health, and for the purpose of bringing about and promoting these a r 

proper and lawful ends, and for the general welfare of ourselves, ! 

and dependent ones, we deem it necessary to organize and mai! ? 

Western Federation of Miners, and among our lawful purposes we re 

more especially our objects to be: 

First. To secure compensation fully commensurate with the dar 
| our employment and the right to use our earnings free from the dic’ 
any person whomsoever. 

Second. To establish as speedily as possible, and so that it may | 
ing, our right to receive pay for labor performed in lawful money, a! rid 
ourselves of the iniquitous and unfair system of spending our earning 
and how our employers or their agent or officers may designate. " 
Third. To strive to procure the introduction and use of any and all suit 


; Int 






Stitt ct crag 


ae he ete 


1904. 


able, efficient appliances for the preservation of life, limb, and health of all 
sv nniovees, and thereby preserve to society the lives and usefulness of a large | 
er of wealth ¢ jucers. 

1 To labor for the enactment of 
f “cel t the sreof. ; : ie 
1. To provide for the education of our children, and to prohibit the 
e ie of all children until they shall have reached at least the age of 


suitable laws and the proper en- 





To prevent by hy any mine owner, mining company or corpora 
the agents thereof, from employ ing 





‘ detectives or armed forces, anc i 
‘ ie that only the ie wfully elected or appointed officers of the county 
a4 - province, who shall be bona fide citizens the reof, shall act in ar iy 
; in the enfor ement of the law. 

fs To use all honorable means to maint vin and promote friendly 
r ; between ourse lyes and our employers, and endeavor by arbitration 
al ation, or other pacific means, to settle any difficulties which may 





yeen us sand thus strive tom C ontention a1 1d strikes unnec essary. 
. To use all lawful and h norable 1 1eans to abolish and prevent the 
Pe f convict labor from coming into compe tition with free labor and to 


( the enforcement of the foreign contract labor law against the im- 
n i of pauper labor from any foreign country, and also to use our 
‘ ake it unlawft ul to bring persons from an ther State, Territ ry, 
; eto take the places of workingmen on a strike, or who may be 

t, by means of false representation, advertisements, or other mis- 


} ,eans. 


lo demand the repeal of conspiracy laws that in any way abridge 














t Nf labor organizations to promote the g general welfare of their mem- 
| ndalso to use our influence to bring | about legislation which will 
1 rovernment by injunction by either Federal, State, or provinci: 

( o procure em] loyment for our members in preferenc eto nonunion 
m i nall lawful Way 3 cooperate with one another for the purpose of 
pro ra just share of the prc duct of our toil and mutual advancement in 
( it the general we Mau of the membership and their families may be 





ét ivanced and promoted. 
l'o use our united effort 





3 to discourage the contract- labor system 


and as Soon as practicable to abolish the same, believing the said systein to 
be ental to the best interests of organized labor. 


further enlightenment of the members of the United State Senate, 
r to show th 

















al t at our organization is a legitimate body, we quote the 
f g¢ from the constitution: 

‘ ». The objects of this organization shall be to unite the various per- 
Sor ing inand around the mines, mills, and smelters into one central 
bo practice those virtues that adorn society and remind man of his duty 
ti )W-man, the: levation of his position, and the maintenance of the 
rig the workers.”’ 

] is to an = being initiated to membership in the Western 
Fe n of Miners or taking the obligation, the following assurance is 
ma his body exacts no pledge or obligation which in any way conflicts 
wit duty you owe to your God, your country, or your fellow-man.” 

T Testern Federation of Miners was organized in Butte, Mont.,on May 
15, 1 ind for ten years the organization has kept inviolate the principles 
é ted in the pream noble and constitution. 


of 


the success, growth, and strength of the organization, 
of its pro sive spirit in defending the humblest of its mem} 


Irom 1 tyranny of « ‘tod rate oppres ssion, 


ana 
ETS 


the federation has been assailed. 








} y by the federated might of the smelting trust and the various mine 
ow! assoc iations, but corporat ion journals owned and controlled by mag- 
I 1 the mining and smelting industries have loaded their editorial 


lumrs with slander and vituperation in obedience to the mandates of the 















moneyed fraternity that mol led the convictions of mortgaged editors 
The Western Federation of Miners has never waged a battle except in self- 
cef All strikes that have arisen can be traced to the encroachments of 
cory ons Whose managers received their orders and instructions froma 
fo irce. 

J port of this assertion, John Hays Hammond, an Englishman, is the 
guidine spirit of the Venture Company, which cx mpany controls a large in 
ti the Coeur d’Alenes of Idaho and the ¢ ripple Creek and San Juan dis 
tricts of Colorado. John Hays Hammond is the gentleman who figured 
P ntly in the Jamieson raid in the saearnes Were it: for the 
h y of Oom Paul Kruger, Mr. Hammond would have met the fate of a 
t 


ct in the strike of 


ra rhe prime movers in the Cripple Creek distri 1884 































































were residents of Colorado Springs, a city which is known througho ut the 
U States as ** Little L unno n.” Atthis time we find James Bradley, of 
Alene fame, who made an uns successful attempt to reduce wages in 
Id \ 1599, organizing & mine owners’ association in California. This 
ne Tm organization of the Golden State claims t« eee Saas ee 
f wed purpose of destroying the Western Federation of Miners 
I strike of 1901 in the Telluride district in Colorado Arthur Collins 
ar glishman, introduced the contract-fathom system. in order that 
t 1 America might be placed upon the same on the miners of 
( : Engle and. The document of the Mine Owners’ Association, as in- 
tr by Senator ScortT, holds up the Western Feder _ ion of Miners as an 
m of lawbreakers and criminals, and in refutation of these in- 
persions cast upon the character of our membe rship we quote the 
i trom ex-Lieutenant-Govern or Hutchinson, of a 10, Who was in 
t i by a correspondent of the San Francisco Examiner in regard to 
u sions « fe *x-Governor Steunenberg: 
; t understand the ani imus of the above, and I have carefully 
ir ‘om an expression, but if the governor did testify as quoted 
] r lam willing that he should have the glory. His« sputy gove 
im be afraid of ‘nan or consequences,’ but I we ant to be 
v wally with his record. I have 250 miners under me,and every one 
( belongs to the Western Federation of Miners, and I do not know ot 
( acriminal. We have handled off and on 4,000 men in five years, 
a ‘lieve that the criminal records of Owyhee County do not sh one 
cI among the number. Twoof these men went North to test Sinclair’s 
pe yusiness, and neither of them would seek work without a permit to 
. d they were 1 0 miles from Soa of the trouble at the time of the 
ex n. One these is studying for the ministry, and isa careful, con 
& © man, and has been wo! kc y a us = years withor it 
: nine is really an undergroun i id wh i I “1 
, streets we do not need li - 
I their virtues and their faul uid 
h ‘ picked the right man, bec: ie that - 
( {taking care of busin ute! I n 
§ rould not have made : rous ™ 1e Joplin 
I » Klondike and from the d Verde to Cape Nome a criminal. I 
a ken bread with them, dr: ak with them, prospected with them—yes 
Au longed to ti r organizations—therefore the governor selected the 
; ito do the work he wanted. As a citizen and taxpayer of I I 
=e @ necessity for troops in the Coeur d’Alenes would soon cease if the 
: permit system, as enforced by Governor Steunenberg’s putty dep- 





rnor, Bartlett Pr 
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/ ear Sinclair, wer 
nothing 


to do with men that wea 


» abolish rd. 


Awan inasks, nor have fearful s 
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oaths,and they have no more to do with trues labor organizations thar the 
Mafia in New Orleans t )any benev olen t secret ’ ! 


society. 

































































































































belong to the Western Federation of Miners. Th ir num 

composed of as true and liberty-loving a cla fp | 1 
in Idaho. When they are stamped as crim nals in Washi } 
| governor or his putty f-molded-man-afraid-of-nothing i 
| halt. For one, if Governor Steunenberg or De-putty Governor Sinclair have 
politi al monuments on account of their permit system in north Idaho Iam 

willir at they stand on them; if they have political gr: fam g to 
| help ah thew. ane after reading the Examiner I bough a scoop s ( 

If the members of the Western Federation Mi are men with ¢ - 
inal records, why your me itor er t r 
names upon the rolls of the var ‘ su sMa b 

| Knights of Pythias, Red Men, W ) r ilks, | { 
| Workmen, etc., and how was it ths 1djut al 
te, was proud to accon Knig } 5 
ripple Cr Lic it the encar ut 
| n Francisco, the Western Fed L 
| f Miners? 
} y was it, if the members 
breakers, that the min 3 
| of the great gok Lo: 
| such strenuous e 
Search the recor. 1 
covered by the Wester r 
of the organization elk i the n 
serving a sentence on account t 
L | account of his connection wi t 
charges the federation I 
it us to call the t 3 
ghter of human life that I 3 
| n Scofield, some thre } 
kill ed by an explosion, which re 
»whers to ply with the law 
ter occurred Fernie, Britis i 
a coroner's brought in a v« - 
pany, an ithis “criminal” org: :, 
immediately sent a representat ind 
| orp! ans. Before all of the bodies were rer ved I I Manager 
| Ton kin reduced the wag »f those who si ad b l-curdling d Ps 

It should be fresh tothe memory of the t Sta Sen- 
ate concerning the appall e taken pla rs 7 
Wyoming, and Pennsylvania, a1 i have b averte ; 

a tors had placed uman life thand é ; 
nd complied with the laws of th 3s. In order that the Sen- 
ate may reali ze the wanton sacri I 8 
operate ars’ responsibility for thes ‘am - 
torial columns of the official org rani < A 
| ‘Within the p ast ten months there have 3 
| which cost 528 men th« ir lives —338 in Wyoming a This 
| is the secon q national convention within three 1 
| by an appalling mine disaster. There were los ; 
} in Chicago four weeks ago about ) persons. ; 
| most rigid examination of every theate Lilding i i 
| States. Scores of theaters have bex r : pelled to 
| obey the law and provide f 1 may f < », 
| along with six other put ils ted by the g ljury ior 
negiecting to enforce th g r 
“ Now notice the d iff e: No ro theater, but men 
| are compelled to worl 1@ mines ympel the proy a 
theater to properly sect 16 safe results t t 
of the m resp msible for that fa r years in four 
mine accidents, whereby &72 men hav s rd men mada 
| widows, and over 2,000 children made there has 1 a 
| indictment of operator, foreman, r inspe It see! 1 na : 
| bruta 1lstate f public conscience ‘that hese mir { lent 1 
accidents—can go on regu larly and not ex lig W i 
| remedy this state of affan lif ya tz I 1 
more consequence than there isa r 
| set up whi h results in h the other 
there is a bri ef par: g n 
| ‘Letag rlora young w is circumstances, 
and th bioodhounds of th p pur _ 
matter to the last extren 1, toe W ) 
ter illustrated for wee! r¢ rdeatl rough 
some unlawful act « employer: ter a little squib obliv 3 
| reached ir 1 the matter Tr extremely doubtful that ou of t 4 


in the ‘onntry cnn ¢t nN rea +} 


in y an tei Wi re ul 3€ 





communi ] N) ‘per sons t 
dents occurre 3 latest disaster the acc 
can not at present teil “ae te blame for it 
Such an accidentcar 


ing: Suct 
the } ighest mini 
















ive this from 
“No man i 





rance of th 
cause 





disaster, | 








he had sh I 

ise | knew nothing 
these men are over] 
ditions imperil t 








perity that dé 
vive an hour.’ 
In Park City, 


mands a ¢ 















vcrifi ice. of the > twenty- ) Were smothers t i 
some unknown assassin pulled the trigger and { 
thur L. Collins,a mighty wail went upand the f f sus] 1 
at the Western Federation of Miners. 

it is only buta few days: ‘ 1 fifteen men were l into eternity 
at the Independence mine, in the Cripple Creek district rough d 
machinery and an incom petent engineer who was i 1 by ne 
Owners’ Association as a strik @ bi “aker,and in whose ign for 


enary reasons, 





mer lives of all the menint 


was placed tl 
{| had the Associated Press c ontained the report of the horribie calar nity wr 38 
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the Mine Owners’ together with Bell and Peabody, intimated 
that a crime had ted and that the Western Federation of Mincrs 
Ww pr y res » following is the verdict of the coroner's jury, 
w! LK 
Vi y ibove men came to their deaths at Strat- 
te wnuat 4, by the engineer, Francis T. Gel 
] tl ngine the 1 i pulling the cage intothe 
F @, T } 1 r the cable pitating the cage, loaded with 
t ! d n tl ] i ieat] 
And nd that t t had not negli 
m pre 1 tl aid casualties might have been reduc 
l ly ferred to. wl h were not ken. are 
a% ( n a 4 ju itop ‘ ide aa he ao I take shaft \ 
ing 
1. N ty device wa 1 use on tl e to prevent the ove1 
Ww ’ 1 at 
were loaded and unloaded witl placing the cage upon 
the 
3 of t hoisting ¢ ne were detached from their 
u t a t 
1 v Lr liances and the pre- 
‘ s herein i used, not only by 
t t s Inde} strict not now 
1 : e. 1 by 1 to life and limb 
that x K Print 

“We fu er} nen 1an should stand near 
the eng se duty should be to 
r auy assistan I 

“THOMAS M. HAMILU, Foreman. 
“NRANK AKINS, Clerk, 

** JOHN IRGAN, 

Ese AND. 

“R Wy D 

anes Inc.” 

In reference to the charge of ‘‘arson,” the insurance companies would, in 
all probability, pay a handsome reward for information as to who or by 
\ ) ord tain 1 n the Cripple t and elsewhere were 
] 1 ord: ‘ 1ount of » policy. The Senate 
} 3 to w inter d in the destruction of mills that 
v e ins al sry had outlived its usefulness in the trea 
I T yf ¢ 

in reference to the charge of dynamiting, the Senate might inquire as to 
who were most interested in the bl ing up of assay offices in the Cripple 
Cre e ore thieves, it is said, deposited their high grade, and 
Ww ible for the dynamiting of houses of prominent union men who 
re eat Newcastle, Colo 

The Western F ion of | Miners has been charged with the explosion 
which occurred ¢ i r mine, which re sulted in the death of two 
men. The mine: > explosion occurret 3 surrounded by the 
St military, and 1 n man was permitted me within clos: prox 
imity to the property Che secret of the explosion could probably be told by 
tl rintendent of the property and tl! I ost their lives on the 
60/)-fi h t The corone ight in the following 
verdi 

‘We, the jury, find that Charles Met ck and Melvin Beck came to 
their deaths on the 21st day Nove per 0 it lla. m., from the effects of 
an explosion at the station of thes level of th dicator mine, located 
in ( pple Creek minin istrict From the examinati ( the mine 
and the evidence introduced, the jury is unable to det » exact Cause 





of the explosion. 


S KETTELSON, Foreman.” 


“ CHARLE 


Lyman White, the 









! made an i reac che {1 a conclusion that 
1 deliberate des life and property.” Mr 
e of the mine operators for the : ointment which he 


gated to sh his appre 





iation for his masters. Mr. 
Indepe accident, and in his desire to show 
crumbs that fell from the table of the Mine 
charged with perjury, with 


brilliant 
h the interior architecture of an institu- 
> State. 


fter the idenc¢ 
volitical 
now stands 
familiar wit 
ined by th 


mn of Miners was charged with conspiring to blow 





up the Sun and Moon property at Idaho Springs, and a court and jury have 
exonerated every member of our organization from that charge. 














The Fed charged with the blowing up of the Strong n a 
in the Cripp! t, in 1894, in which mine Senator Scorrt is larg 





















interested. ibers of the Federation were convicted by é a ju lge 
and | at r3 the city which has won the title of ‘Li ttle 
L ) or the English aristo rats wh pag camped under the 
shi vof I These two men served bt a 1't time in prison 
wl t: be hat they we sp soaned thames udice, and a 
Rep n .d them a pardon. 

if na » Mine Owners’ Association of Colorado believ« 
that these Vy, why was it that Samuel Strong, the ori otont 
owner, was arrested, charged with the crim nd why was it 
that such strenuous ¢ ffort ts were _ de by Senator ScoTT d the stockhold- 
ers of the property } f the crime of dynamiting? 

J Vestern Feder or i ‘cument of the mine 

1 with ‘* riot.” itt Senate to the fact 

r} ne 3 re ) to the 





S of Clear Creek 
’ brigade, who 











n irnal a mbersof the We seen Hateraaions 
rsa "Ove at the point of deadly weapons 
1 these nu w, appealed to the governor for 
on to retur! t nes, h ferred them to the civil authorities 
r Creek County, knowing full well that the sheriff and his deputies 


sof the mir 
Ww 
In Telluride, Bue 


1e owner 


7 . 
iras Tet 


s andtook part in the exp ulsion of these fourteen 
rned and were anaes ‘rated byacourt and a jury 
ey Wells, the mar ag xr of the Smuggler- 
1ion mine, after uring five rifles from the office of the Telluride Jo urnal, 
headed and marched the streets in company with Meldrum and 
nells, desperadoes, who glory in their criminal records, and who feel fl uttered 
in being recognized as the partners of Tom Horn, who was executed in Wy- 
oming for the murder of a tit tle boy. 

it was atthe instance of this mob that Sheriff R San Miguel County, 
took eleven men who had been arrested on trumped-up charges and escorted 
them to Montrose, the capital of another county. The cases against these 
men have been dismissed, but, through the influence of the Mine Owners’ 
Association and the Citiz Alliance, who absolutely control the civil au- 
thorities, these men have not been permitted to return to their homes. The 
only excuse offered by the sheriff for removing these men to another county 
was that the jail was overcrowded, notwithstanding the fact that after their 





is, who aft 


their peers, 





Ser 





a mob 
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wil 
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removal there remained but one prisoner in the county jail. The men 
able and willing to furnish bonds for their appearance In court, but it 
evident from what has since transpired that it was the purpose of the 


thorities to exile these m 


en from their homes 




















At Dutel lat. Cal., several moi three members of the W: 
Federation of Miners were met b) who, at the instigation of tl 
owners, tarred and feathe red the solely because they delega 
themselves the right t vanize a mn 

The charges of murder, arson, dynamiting, and rioting made by tk 

wners against the Western Federation of Miners come with poor 
rom a combination of men who have not hesitated to violate every 
ubserve their own interests and defeat the efforts of organized lab 
struggle to improve the conditions of its membershiy 

re stern Federation of M rs for years has strug gle d to pla 
t] books of the various metalliferous States throug hout the W 
eight-] ‘law aga sanitary protection of the life and 
of all men empl »yved in min elter In this we have b 

ulin Utah, Montana, N« , the Sourst ory of Arizona, and the P 
of British Columbia. When the legislature of Ari a enacted the eig 
law and the same was signed by the governor, going into effect Ju 1 
the mine operators refused to comply with the k iw, and when the n 
Mo iand Clifton went on strike in support of the law that w 
the governor sent out the armed forces of the Territory to awe and 
date the striking miners, and, furthermore, called upon the I resi de 
United States for Federal troops, who imme * itely comphied with the r 
of the governor, backed by the — operators 
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These miners 
and go back to the n 
who resisted the eff 


forced by military mi vh t to violate the Territor 
1es to work a “nine and ten hour « lay. Fiveof tl 
the mine operators to force them to vi 
been convicted of conspiracy and are now languishing in ] 
the unholy greed of the .w-and-order’’ mine owners. ‘J 
s part of the organic law of Utah, and which was assailed 


wer 









vin ot 


mar 
W hic h Ww 











mine ope , was carried by the We stern Federation of Miners to t 
preme Court of the United States, where its validity was sustained | 
tice Brown handing downa deci ision which left no doubt as toitse¢ 
tionality. The same law was enacted inthe State of Nevada and wa 
ass2iled by the mine owners, but the Western Federation of Miner 








the measure to the highest tribunal in that State and its constitutior 
again upheld. At the last general election in the State of Idaho a« 
tional amendment was submitted to the PP demanding of the leg 
that an eight-hour law 1, but the legislature, influen 


should be oa I 


the mine operators, failed to pass the law. 
For several years past in the State of Colorado the Western Fed 






When fir 


smel 


pored for 
WAS € 


ht-hour law. 


» passage of an eig 
the mine owners and tl 


in 1890, 





snacted 


eight-hour 1 





Miners has lat 








joined hands, and through their infiuence with the supreme court 
State the eight-hour law, which was a facsimile of the Utah eight-! t 
was declared unconstitutional. At the general e] m of 19R ac 





t Impe 





1dment was submitted to the people maki 
ire to pass an eight hour law, and thi 
rity of over 40,000, the largest v 


g it 


idment was ca 





al ame 
the legislati 


3 ame 






a maj eo ater escceaee for a consti 
amendment in the history of the Stat Again the mine cj tor 
the Colorac lo F uel and Iron C ompany and the American Smelt 
R ing Company. ee ee ee ed yple, as expr 
the ballot box, by brazeni y debauching the supposed representatiy 





yeople. 
Che law, as demanded by the sovereign will of the 

this crime, that was committed by ture that was bought 
corporations which are now fighting the Western Federation of Miner 
far greater 16 than all the acts that have been committed under t 

‘murder, arson, dynamiting, and : *that hav: bee n charged 

the victims of corporation conspirac vy. The Western F ederati mn of 3 
only ee, that which the sovereign citizenship of the State } 
manded at the ls, and we leave it to your honorable body to d 
who is the g gre at! r criminals, the combinations who b sd the legis} 
the men who refused to work ten and twelve hours in the poisonou 
mines, mills, and smelters. 

The cause of the present strike is dus t 

m of Miners has been ever vigilant of t 
On the 14th of February the Milla 
ern Fed tion of Miners were for« 
against the arrogance 


people, was def 
and a legisl: 


crim 








foe rn »F ’ 
ol oT ot 











e Western F 


» the fact that th 
1e interests of all its me 
dSmeltermen’s Union No.125 of t 
d to strike a blow on the indus 
of the mill trust, whose en ployee 3; were deniedt 


} 





ti 














a 
ra 


to organize for self-protection under the penalty of a forfeiture o 
ment. Previous tothe Western Federation of Miners sendingan 
C lorar do City to establisha local of the Western Federation of 3 











employees of the mills had maintained a local union which was disr 
shattered through the employment of Pinkertons by the cor} 

furnished the names of every man in their emp! lared be 
mem be rof the local organization. When the We i Federation of 


invé ude -d the domain that was considered sacred to MacNeill, t 
Peck and organized the Mill and Sme!ltermen’s Union, corpo1 
c ured the services of a Benedict Arnold in the union by the name « 
Crane, who for Judas money prostituted his n ranhood andb ‘trayedh 
men by furnishing the corporations the names of eve ry man who soug 
ter in the membe srship of the Weste rm Federation of Miners. 

As rapidly the names of members of the union were furnished 
traitor to Manager MacNeill, of the mill trust, th ey were discharged 
ceremony. The union at Colorado City bore with patience this « 
tion until patience became so abused that it ‘‘ceased to bea vir 
representatives of the Western Federation of Miners called upon the i 
ment of the mills, protesting against discrimination, but all efforts t 
the gulf that lay between the union and the mil! owners were frui 
the strike was declared on the 14th of February against the Unité 
Reduction and Refining Company. It was but a short time when t 
rideand Portland mill owners joined hands with MacNeill and ent« 

ie Owners’ Assi 























compa 
1 


+t that was backed and supported by the Mi 

geht to a finish any and all efforts of the Western Fi 

blish the right of the mill men to organize for their 
fare and collective  Prospe rity. 

The management of the mills spared no effort or expense in end 

to secure men to take the place of th » strike rs. In their efforts to ke: 

curling from the stacl ks of t he great plants, which, in the languag 





Colorado to fi 
Miners to est 


we 















God had placed in their custody, boys from the schoo'room were : 
and used as “scabs” in the poisoned and fetid atmosphere of the mi 
strikers conducted their campaign in a most peiceable manner, a 
eloquent and moral persuasion leit the mi.‘s in a condition which |! 

managers, Whose haughty contempt for unionism force the battle 


meetings of the m ill owners and representatives of the Mine Own 
ciation were held, and a plot was hatched that would bring the Stat: 
to the scene of action to assist the corporations in their infamous as 
the right of labor to organize. The governor of the State becam: 
tool to serve the interests of the corporate master: 3, Who in all pr 
but a few months before furnished the “sinews of war” to aid him i 
ing the goal of his political ambition. 

When the mill owners and the representatives of the Mine Owners’ 
ciation realized that the strikers were masters of the situation, and 
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hla. through moral persuasion, to prevent men from usurping their places, here to-day, and if there had been there is little doubt ir v mind! ’ 
t ire Wi is drawn by the corpora tions to present to the governor that we could have stopped I 








wa ild justify the legali ty of the State militia being used to break the strike. | governor to-morrow ae try and induce 
On the 3d of Mare h, at the hour of noon, the governor delivered the fol- | city limit I think that we can convin 





1 ig order to the adjutant general: : es ‘al . . + oy : , ; 
** (Executive order.] | Chief of Police George G. Birdsall, of ¢ "a City, 1 1 
| 


ter of the Rocky Mour n News and s 
“DENVER, CoLo., March 8, 1903. 
cade to a rear to me by the sheriff of El] Paso County 











































































































yj all rnant a t f } r 
n : ns of the tow f us idi al 1 W 
+ ere is a tumul a | tl r ave I SOT 
; a with atte to} 1 zr 2] t I 
: is and property i tit sai 1 | fights, wh to take p! ut I 
i violence to bré » | a gun play ade wit I 
c Paso C aunty is } involve I l troul 
¢ nce tothe laws rotect lif y 1 | be : t ‘ I t t 
¢ ute in their ris shts, privileg: ler | 2 I believe ti v t 
¢ this State in such cases made ¢ fi They know, as well ‘ 
. in pursuance of the power an ted | lic behind them, andI: 1 lo 1 
», to direct v1 
ite of Col th | | + fan > +} Pr + ; - ‘ a e 
+) heritt « > cit ; n 3 ( 
> nec y to proj y | t 
tor the laws anc « u- i 
t d order. | : 4 
al this 3d day of March, A.D. ! 
1 
“JAMES H. Peanopy, Governor. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL, STATE OF COLORADO. 
r of the governor calling out the State lo- | act« j Onl; 
y ( me up he p le of the State of f n ( ? . 
r . a . Mar a a} P \th ++ } ; 
anotl I ry ’ the agers } x 
cert : ; 1 “VW i full ’ 
rafted a ir zin np! nt and : 
* bh! f ¢ lered } 7 4 . 
vith 1 Taddr . I \ », W i f 
“LABORS ADDRESS TO THE PEOPLE OF COLORADO. nadie Mintmur 
ite militia Fact Staats: Te : 
t rg + + = 
: 2 
T { A T + + 
f : pr 
pa +6 WH g + 
1 to the r n for rd eing t 
f ice union 
iM lo not ebiect to the cor = , - ; 
( peratiz rred ty, an i from the [ w 21 ut ‘ W 
S lu and R 1 ch [ have re ‘ceived 1 incompetent men nor i ¢ that = 
pl n. I ha from the T e Re emplovment of the ec : : ; 
) It ha tion that men have b 1 | rights to belong to the un even to ti aol ; 
( notify you of the existence of a mob, and arn ed bodies of menare | * W Or inic 
I g this territory, from whom there is danger of a commission of | gs far as our eo. W do a . 
! mee _| We can ~ sir at 
not app ar from the letter of the sheriff that he made a persona wis . . : in , 
s existing at Colorado City. The communica- | ¢,... d . « 
t ' El Paso County actt orphans o 3d sed : Ar 
I for d 
a“ mae? 
; I 
’ < tT m f s dD t i 
l h DY , 
oe 411 ili A Su il S y L I 
pos 
t t W ail you £ 25 a 
( = 
- I t | 1 
WHOM DID THE GOVERNOR CONSULT? overtur . f i » 
It does not appear that the governor even consult xd a single solitary citi- | ferences, th L 
zen of ( rado City, but, relying on the testimony of interested corpora i hree lea g daily n ] "sof | 
u i the sheriff of ‘** Little Lu r is the vassal of the 
ms, he issues an order to the St iin 60 olen ler the ri and The R 7 Mountain News, ir 1 
I auxiliary of the corporate interests, in defying a battle of man- | itorial on the ruty « 
i inst greed. Tho governor lister ntively to the gory sto P ~ t 
@ repr ive of thoc 3. Why didher i City t 
t ¢ itativ f Jabor and hear t! as to the condit : } t M 
( City? Is there only one side y when the interests of r ard to th t I t 
C ire to} ubserved and | l 1 t ull that 
Las it marned by the c © “a the t t 
I 1 beer 1 out by the go vr and ord lo ¢ : t i ra fer 
1 J and members of the city council held a me he following | pu ) on 
t is telegraph aa to the governor: > z {1 . t , r 
: Itis understood that the militi: 1 ord 1 | row. | LW t lut 1 
+ + . 
. ( what are se we do not know, as thers cur , I und } : 
rkind. There he us been no disturbance more th TO n 1 whic cant rt 
: -e@ the strike began, and we respectfully pro n army than by using pel und 
i ‘placed in our midst. A del ‘ 10f business mer on you . it the strike in tl t ( k 
1 Ww with a formal protest of the zens of the city. rned) J. F. | t ; ] 1ils in his} P 
i er, mayor; George G@. Bird ull, chief of police; John MeVCoach, city st that ! 
at vy.’ : 
y F. Vaulkn er, the mayor of Colorado City, made the f ro ving personal | , 
‘ ( nt to a representative ¢ f the Rocky M ountain News 
. ; rou >} ‘we bav« h id I e th pezvan Was Vest rdav aft 
- ‘re were a few street iigl se disturban * were qu ' 
q 18 off. n 7 ers » arr’ . re were no gu plays T > 
, i ught with their fists, and probably the em y yf the mills { ( 
vw AY % o ¥ > Ty 
£, “ane down town were given the worst of it. However, I am not ~ z 
‘ - <dwith the nature of the quzrrels. The boys have be posed p 
wf } peac able ever since this labor trouble began, and I hav« en con- ecu 
nhuty assured by the officers of the union that they would do n their ib ~ y 
A ri ep their pic kets from makingany trouble. Icannotsee the life t 
te i¢ how the governor came to act as he did. Why, it is al en ely absurd le peo] L 1 it *a t 
» Lave soldiers patrolling our streets. There has not been a sign of trouble ' an understa nding or to promote good feeling was part their duty 





































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































iy is no longer any serious attempt to deny that Sheriff Gilbert, of 
El Paso © ty, was negligent or willf ully unmindful of his duty and that the 
¢ es oft ned danger at the mills were wild exaggerations. The sheriff 
W \ neous in procuring as many deputies as he required to 
preserve ear the mills. He did not try to get them, but instead, 
} par » manager of the mill trust, rushed to Denver to procure 

r from 1 i ational Guard should do police duty in 
i » ( nty at »of from $1, 000 a day, or about 

OOO ar ‘or thearmy is te suffi _ to swal- 

i ip about one re revenue of the State from i 1ill levy. 
pre ce of the sok is itself an irritation, and the irritation is in- 

creased by the conduct of r three of the oflicers, who seem to be on the 

und as ‘t representat ; of the governor and the mill trust to dispose 
the forces I t regard to the opinions of General C hase, who is innominal 
r and 

hel is in session,and it is the business of that body to take 
offi ! at yn Was presented in the house yester- 
‘ : ens of El Paso County, protesting 
ag { t A majority of the house, voting almost 
‘ \ ? etit mers the courtesy of having their 
paper r I s ordered laid on the table after only 
a fe lines of n i 

wi the senate,if the house will not act jointly, ought to 
appoint a « to visit the scene of the trouble immediately and re- 
p 

Matters will « to a focus in the Cripple Creek district on Monday, 
anda na number of mines in that district may result if the mill dif- 
f y wed to drift without action by the governor or the legislature. 
It | e no less tl acrime ¢ n ‘ p ple if both the exec utive and 
l ve branches of the State g ent do nothi ing toward securing an 
au men 

fhe D er Post contains the following in its issue of March 6: 

" t telegram sent to the Colorado City mill managers by the 
Yenver Post 
willing to submit to arbitration the trouble between your com- 
i mill workers employed by y« u, the arbitration board to be ap 
po 1 by joint arrangement of parties involved? Please answer at our 
expense. 
‘THE DENVER Post.’ 

‘This is the reply: 

- ere is trouble b pple nour company and mill workers employed by 
us. Our employees are now and have bee +n perfectly satisfied with wag: sand 
trea nt. Wages paid by more and Soaie of labor less than ore-reduc- 
ing p'ants with whom we compete. Our employe es don’t ask to arbitrate. 
Our plants are full han ied, and all our employees and plants require is pro- 
tection f mn the violence of outsiders not employed by us. We would be 


pieased to have 


your re presentative visit our plants and fully investigate. 
C. M. MACNEILL, 
*** Vice-President and General Manager, 
“United States Reduction and Refining Company.” 


In the same issue of the Post the following editorial appears: 

“OC. M. MacNeill, stand up! 

‘* Was not this telegram of yours indorsed by the other mine managers? 
“Ts it not true that it is a subterfuge? 


sit nota brazen false ehor 1d from be 
is it nota carefully worded teleg 


ginning to end? 
ram, prepared to hoodwink the people 











ae anne 
Ol nOTraao 
‘*TIs it not intended to make the people believe the mill managers are more 
inned against than sinning? 
“Are you not laug at your own cunning and fiz uttering yourself that 
you have ma ie a master stroke and have fooled the people? 
¥ answer to each f these questions, if you are truthful, must be: 
‘Yes 
* Read your own telegram, Mr. MacNeill. 
Phere is no trouble between our company and mill workers employed 
by us.’ 


“Isit nota fact that your employees are on a strike? 

‘You must answer ‘ Yes.’ 
‘Our employees are how é 

reatment.’ 

‘Is it nota fact that your wages were so low that the men were hungry 


nd have been perfectly satisfied with 


Tages 


























more than half of the time? 

“Is it not true that your employees were forced to pay insurance and 
medical assessments and trade in your stores? 

‘Is it not true that many of your employees were forced to live in tents 
because you would not pay them enough to pay for a house? 

* To each of these questions you must answer ‘ Yes.’ 

‘Wages paid by us more and hours of oer less than ore-reducing plants 
with whom we compete.’ 

You know that is a barefaced lie, don’t you? 

“Is it nota fact that the Woods Investment Company pays higher wages 
for 1 hours of work than do you? 

“Answer ‘Yes.’ 

** Our em? ( don't ask us to arbitrate.’ 

“Ts it not a fact that they have offered to arbitrate and you refused? 

*Ts it not a fact that you say ‘There isn ing to arbitrate’ to these men? 

“Ts it not a fact that you are trying to break the union? 

“Ts it nota fact that you have refused and do refuse to recognize the 
rights of men to organize’ 

Do you not know this right is guaranteed by the Constitution of the 
United States that gives to every man the right of liberty and pursuit of 
b ippine ad 

“D , ro seeking to deprive these men of their lib- 
erty and iappiness by grinding them down to the level 
of ser 

Y o these questions or tell a deliberate lie. 

Po ed, and all our employees and plants require is 
pr t yf outsiders not employed by us.’ 

whe ut lies teem inevery word of that sentence? 

“y couched that sentence, do you not know that it will 
not f ; colorado? 

Is it not a fact that your plants are not full-handed? 

“Ts it not a fact that ther cao Sees. no violence? 

“Ts it not a fact that you had the troops called out knowing that there had 
been no violence? 

‘Did you not have the troops called out to awe men who were asking only 
that you pay them money enough for their labor to allow them to live 
ae Liv? 

Is it not a fact that citizens of Colorado Springs and Colorado City, to 
the num! f hundreds, have signed petitions to Governor Peabody declar- 
ing that there was no vii a 

‘Zz u not know that these troops are costing xr the State of Colorado 


$2,000 a day and that there > is absolutely no use of them in Colorado City? 
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“Ts it not a fact that you have those troops there just to excite violer 
* You must answer ‘ Yes.’ 


“Ts it not true that your company has $12,000,000 of watered stock and 


pay dividends on Starvation wagesy 
Answer ‘ Yes. 
“Don’t you know that you must answer ‘ Yes’ to these questions? 
“This is what the Western Federation of Miners stands for: 
“*To secure compensation fully commensurate with 


person whomsoever.’ 

* Do you not indorse that for yourself personally? 

oe Answ e r ‘Yes.’ 

“Ts there any reason why every man should not indorse that? 

“You must answer ‘No.’ 

** Here is another point the miners stand * or: 

“* To establish as aoe 
right to receive pay for labor performed in lawful money and to ri 
selves of the iniquitous and ant 
and how our employers or their agents or officers may desig gnate.’ 

“Ts that not right? 

“Will you consent to anybody dictating toyou how o 
will spe nd your sa lary? 

“Here is another poi int the miners stand for: 

***To use all honorable means to maintain and promote friendly re] 
between ourselves and our employers, and endeavor by arbitration an 
ciliation or other pacific means to settle any difficulties which may ari 
tween us, and thus strive to make contention and strikes unnecessary 

** Does this not show that your employees are ready to arbitrate? 

“Ts it not an honorable and fair stand for a man or men to take? 

**You must answer ‘ Yes.’ 

“Mr. MacNeill, stand up. 

** You are the Baer of Colorado.” 

The Cripple Creek Daily Press of March 11, 1903, contained the foll 
editorial: 


ice? 


the, dangers of 
employment and the right to use our earnings free from the dictation of 


as possible, and so that it may be enduring 


air system of spending our ear nings W 


y where or wher 


j 


‘You were elected by the people of the State of Colorado, and whe: 


took the oath and assumed the duties of the office 
of the whole people. 

“Your acts duri ing the past few days incline to the belief that you : 
aware of this. You are evidently laboring under the impression that 3 
the — of the corporations 


“As chief executive you are commander of the State militia, and a 


you did so as the se: 


are directly responsible for the acts of the militia in the field on duty at 


command. 


“You stated that the militia was sent to Colorado City to presery 


peace. 
‘*Don’t you know that your soldiers are doing all in their power to 
the strikers to riot? 


‘** Don’t you know that your soldiers are every day violating the law 


are supposed to enforce? 

“Don’t you know that the soldiers have confiscated the property 
strikers without process of law and have refused to return said prop 
its rightful owners? 

‘Don’t you know that citizens have been denied the right of th 


dom: 1in by the militia? 


\ 


**Don’t you know that you are keeping the militia there when it 
gether uncalled for and unjustifiable? 

‘Don’t you know that one of your officers invaded the strike he 
and abused the men found there and was very profane in his la 
ungentlemanly in his conduct, and that his language was calculate 
up strife and incite the men to some act whereby he might have som: 
fication for keeping the troops there? 

**Don’t you know that this same officer has stated he would 
soldiers the homes of the strike leaders, and don’t you know th at 
would be wholly contrary to the spirit of the Constitution, which ¢ 
every c itizen the right of life, libe: rty, and the pursuit of happiness 

“Don’t you know that your acts have been contrar v to law and j 

“Tf you are notaware of these fac ts, — ike this method of infor: 

** Now that you have been informed, what are you going to doa 

“Are you going to permit this outrageous condition to disgi 
name of “Colorado? 

‘Are you going to be the governor of Colorado for the benefit of 
people or for the moneyed class? 

‘You stated that no labor skate would be permitted to run your a 
tration, but you did not state that no corporation skate could dic 
policy. 

“A great many believe th at you are being influenced by corporati 
in connection with the strike of the Colorado City mill m 

“And don’t you believe they are fully justified i n this belief? 

“Of course we do not expect you to re ply to these questions, becat 
actions are all the reply that is necessary.”’ 

The mass meeting that was held in the Cripple Creek district 
meetings of othe sr organized bodies in various parts of the State, pr 

vgainst the military being held in Colorado City as a strike-break am q 
and the urgent demands that the differences be submitted to a } 
bitration, caused the governor to visit Colorado City on the aft 
March 11. 

The Denver Post, in itsissue of March 12, after the governor had r 
to Denver from Colorado City, had the following to say editorially: 








n 


“THE PEOPLE WANTED ARBITRATION, NOT MILITARY REVIEW 
*“*Tf Governor Peabody did not want his visit to the scene of the 
Colorado City to result in honest arbitration, he took exactly the rig) 

‘He visited with the military. He had a heart-to-heart consultat 
the mill owners. He talked familiarly with the ‘strike breaker 
known as ‘scabs.’ 

**But he failed to have anything to do with the men whose wrong: 
cause of the strike. He neglected to consult with the citizens who k 
sides of the case. 

** What the people of Colorado wants is arbitration. The govern 
them a military review. What the strikers want is justice. Tl: 
gave them the cold shoulder. 

**Does the governor court the worst?” 

The Rocky Mountain News had the following editorial in its 

March 14: 


} 


“SOME ADVICE BY REQUEST. 


‘“Governor Peabody said yesterday that the News had been crit 
him so freely that he would like the paper to tell him what it th 
should do to bring about arbitration of the Colorado City strike. 


‘Whether the governor’s expressed wish was an outburst of petulan 
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, sused by a real desire to receive a suggestion, the News does not know 
} t will try to give the best advice it can. 
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mill. 


t thing the g 
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1 do to bring about arbitration is to 





Fourth. That the 














| shall apply to the positions in the new mill which were in existen 



























































































































1 arbiti hen to act as if he believed | receive and confer w imit < 
far as the press and public have been able to discover from the gov- | termen’s Unior ». 125 any t 
words and actions, he has n r given any intimation to the mill | 1 i l ir rat 
3 that he thought they should r nize the union and arbitrate the | ‘ Cor f 
s, Never has he made any declaration to the publicthat he thinks |} ] 3 mill ] 
i be arbitration. h to do 
first step toward facilitating a him make the p : he S$ li 
that he thinks t mill ov tt the proposal o ’ lly for 
Er ration of Minersar to b , l I I t . 
‘ 2C ‘ ] T r T , 
Standard 1 
e t 
’ 3 
~ A 
‘ at ‘ i s s 
aer, | f t t eT eand ’ ! 
rovernor Manage private confer the repre ut ! 
‘y came out the t *! tt ewas g 
zo to Col lo Cit Lny | heard strong words ! 
‘took the ex part state 1} who rey lw t 
f anincompetent sh larmy | Federa 
» City at an « © ¢ T * failed to » I 
governor pu 1: t] vat 1 | draw t 3, it 
rave some kind of a Sherman nd | t State militia ised tl ! 
Brown, both of whom lves in ex e | t West i Federa f Mir S } 
to provoke trouble. ‘ Sherman Beil d- tr} esel »W el 
lof the St: tr lf an ind m | wa l at ¢ ( ] 
extraordinary ig ance or re the part of the g | vith the mill zers 
\ ‘obrained adventurer like Bell is about the last man int - adjustment of d 
» placed in a position so resp le as that of adjutant-g: the Federati ) 
blic conviction as to the gover ul itude was f tich w Ly ! 
trip to the scene of the strike il with t : v | it I p [ 
but refused to go toa meetin ker | t ring to re 3e1 - 
id of spending the evening t: h th nd } vn a r 
pinions, he chose to hold a soc n in H 1 jt Had the 1 ‘ 
ime a public r ption in t} ik ni l I t ti 1 waters as W 
rthe circumstances which t rnor Ss r t $ ( »w 1 r 
e worst possible tast l man with an f ‘ S L 
l ‘afiairs ever 1} led »ysuch ' Cl v r,t 
rovernor has any wi vublic confid l ijt without a »1 \ 
ition, he will reca wn from C y,! \ f M I ad g¢ 1 t f 
ment as adjutant require Brown to contir l } I I n ya l t 
to the duties of h l ik in the guard \ 18 rder to w t r 
position of the u1 1 is that the mill owners shall select on | personal i tigation ofa ( 
Western Federation the secor id t »twot thir th ! ; t e strikers wit! yy t l 
board to be binding on both si S la tl toar t \ wel 
rovernor believes that proposition to be fair, let him say so. ! ‘ I r ag 
t the governor notify the mill owners t] 4 t j e rep! t f the Ws f \ 
ition at the meeting this afternoon he wil aw t National | cession, nan th ] I 
m Colorado City and will issue a statement to the public saying } tl the } wou t 
l owners are not disposed to be fair ; m ». Therepresenta ie Fed 1 wel Du 
ernor will take that attitude ana ment irbitrate w | pted t posit r 
re to-day’s sun goes down. If he there1 tt rbitration, i vernor int ‘ r 1 r n 
be arbitration.” I< } Creek ! I i} 
zens of Colorado City t roof m t 600 signed a p | v MacN I 1 to 1 
h was presented to thx equesting that the State tia | 4 3. He refused é 
1, but the governor ren 1ant to t petition. Var h Dp t ( ( 
erent paris of tl ded latutr 1 was ( i t 1 
ra n, demanding tha ps ad. } ¢ ( ( 
yuld no longer mai I “there was noth- | the i D { D 
trate.’ Public sentimer st g that } for to |S ird M 
» in bringing tog s to the contre ie | ’ 
ted the mill manag representati 2 P: ul ( 
at his office in the I f March 14 for the pu } went i vi 
further personal information. The Federation was r 1 mference that t mil t W 
nt Moyer and Secretary-Treasurer Haywood, who ‘ be req 1 “ail 
services of an attorney. The mill owners were repr t I led r ! narr 1 
rers and attorneys. The conference last: E 2 : -. | nt { t N 
on until 8 o’clock Sunday morning, with tl llowing results } ttee } i v 
f the Portland mill: } strike. The 
at eight hours shall constitute a day’s w in and around the | th rms pl t f l 
h the excey x i } matum dist N y 
per day. On Mat li ? 1 { 
That in the hall b March t ; to 
nation bi >] tioned « ‘ 
urged fo f i t f 
Phat all me iavs La a 
nday, the 16th d: ap} | board W 
r work within fiy F r ‘ y 
, t the mana ld Mining Cor 1 We I , 
iz I th any a lo ¢ ty Mi a ies! I I s 
Union 25, at any nty days upon t i yi y rd 
} e . , ly . + ‘ 
lat Denver, ».. th _D. 1908 : 
FRANK G. Peck livul la t t { 
For the Portland Gold M ( y rhe ad ny met t } 
CITA! Kn Pythias Hal 





e ; “i 
f ] | 
; (LES Mover r 
Smee lle t 3 nr. 
ik 
ii be 








‘] Theady ’ ard f 3 
: rht hours a day shall constitute a day’s work inand around | ers. The ! 
wit ition of t! mpling department, which may be ex- | City that ah ( I 
t 7 » lay L< byt +} ti 
Tha e employment of men by this company there shall be no | on m \ 
ation between union and nonunion labor, and that ull | that mad " 
harged fo ym of m bership in any labor or i m | A com! t I rand 
1. That all men formerly employed by the Telluride Redt Com- | visited ¢ rdo City ‘ 
ll be reinstated in the same positions which they occup mill | dent Moyer tothe tt t 
time it closed down, it being understood that in the new n now un- | district and given « I 
truction by the Telluride company that there will be certain p | proposition was 1 iby l MI M s 
the new mill which did not exist in the mill as formerly operated, and Union 
the agreement of the Telluride company to the reinstatement of men | rhe Rocky Mountain N f h 23 had ) 
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nd business men’s committee from the Cripple 













immediately went 
ie in Colorado City. 











~ 






























n of The 




































































































board have certai 














































































rer MacNeill by 


rty-seven days, 






















































































in producing 
y } ym pany are 
ame a wage exceeding 





























to the hazardous 

















the production 
ig July 1, 1903, a day’s 
1round the smelting 
s city of Denver, be re- 

















ten and twelve | 
and Grant, locate: 
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We believe this request to be a just and righteous one an: - alan rely trust 
that your company may see the way clear to granting the 
Respectfully, 
(SEAL. ] JOE Scorr, 
ANTONE STANSKE, 
ROBERT WITHERS, 
PATRICK F, HAMAWAY, 
WILLIAM L. SMITH, 
HANS OL SON, 
CHARLES NARDIS, 
Co 
ition was ignored,and a strike of the Denver smelterm 
f 


‘ \ 
( 






July. The American Smelting and Refining Company i 
ied for police prot n and later secured an injuncti “3 
ig the fact that this company had not com d wi tl \ 
rado and were not entitled to equity in the courts of the State. In 


tiation of the statement we submit the following: 


















“Sec. ll. Every corporation, joint st ok company, or associ n 
y or under any general or special law of this State, or 
il law of any f state or kingdom, or of any State or ‘i 
ited States, bey limits of this State, shall, within 
the Ist day of J: ry in each y comme! r with the y 
and file an annual report in the office of the secretary of state.’ 
“De CoLo., July 1 
iis i American Smelting and Refining C 
n ec apitalized for $100,000 00, nas not paid th 
I e tax for the years 1901, ) 





“% Offic 











“UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Colorado, ss: 

“JT. James Cowie, secretary of state of the § tate of | Col rado, do 
certify that I have caused the indices of this office to be carefully 
and do not find that the American Smelting and Refining Compan 
an annual report for the year 1002. 

“In testimony whereof I have hereun to set my hand and affixed 
State of Colorado, at the city I 











“JAMES Cowrlr, Secretary « 





“By Timotuy O’Connor, De 
In order to prove that the American Smelting and Refining C 
one of the chief factorsin bribing the le re and defeating th 





ment of an eight-hour law, we submit the f lo wing: 


DENVER, COLO., Fel 
Horace G. Burt, Esq., President, Omaha, Nebr. 
DEAR Sir: Pursua you be kept advi 
uation in Colo | ito propo 1] 
rm you ‘ing now tof tl] 


hrat e+} 
unches of the 


itto your request tl 
« ure 


in regs 


contes 


rislat 








settled down to the other bu 





























vin} | sabove mentioned are all so farintrodt iwhichaz 
to the company’s int» ts, directly or indir tly. 
Very truly, yours, TELLER & D 
( ‘ a | 

















isin a better po nt to { ir adema an 1 
sevel urs. The perfect of machin« i the displace 
has been brought about through in tive g ] el 
ng trust to treat ores cheaper than ever in the history of t! 
Monday, August 10, the miners of the Crippl ‘eek district 1 
to the cal the district union and threw down the implement 
ardous vocation. The walkout in the Cripple Cree} 
result of the arbitrary action of the United Stat 
Compal n the treatment of members of the West 


uent pleas to the 

















yr of the mill trust « bation, a 
ill would grant ultimate! d is of ter! 
ners. President Moyer declared a ist ! 
delegates met in the ‘_venth annual conver the 
25th of May, the t 
ion was unanimonu 
ed lab« rand that ] had 
» slightest recognition to t 1 
of the Cripple Creek Dist 2 
effort to bring about an amicable adjustment of differences that w 
fair at ‘4 honorable between emy loyer and empl yee, but failed t 








sky of the storm that was gathering and which has now burst bet 
ganized labor and or ized capital. 














The Denver Post, in its issue of August 11, under the caption of 
of history that won’t stay turned down,” has the following to say 
Impending in Colorado is what is ved to b t fl 
waged between the mining interests and their emp! 
4 . 











ea four 


‘Many blame this condition of affairs to corporate inter 
ence prevented the enactment of ar — hour law by th 
eral assembly in response to the demand of more than 70,000 1 
rado. B y a majority of eerie 1 40,000 the people of C yradod 
the legi as an eight-hour bill ie mine and smelter anc 1 kindred 

‘* The political platforms of the Democratic and Republican partie: 
in favor of mn eight-hour law, and on this platform every one of th 
members of the house and thirty-five members of the senat 

‘In both house and senate the corporations got in their work in t 
ning of the session. Although Stephen, a Republican in the house, a! 
a senator, introduced eight-hour bills—No. 1 in each branch—these |} 
made light of and jobbed throughout the s ssion of ninety days onlyt 
the will of the people and obey the dictates of the corporations. 

“In the two political State conventions and in the State e! 
porations were idle. They bided their time. They knew it was not 
to spend money either in conventions or elections. They knew that 
be done easier in the legislature. How well the representatives of the 
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Neen aa } —=—————— 
| 
‘ - had gauged the situation isapparent. They were successful in keep- | Cripple Creek, arriving here at 11.40. T w 
1 an eight-hour day. | tothe Mine Owners’ Association bh 1 
=tephen bill included ‘underground workings, attending blast fur- | ertson was notified that he was w i 
liters or ore-reduction works, stamp mills, chlorination or cyanide | about two hours. A special train was then 
i¢ works, attending smelting furnaces producing metal or | sioners went over the Short Line to C “ad 
[he Moore bill included * underground mines and workings, smelt- | 
rination or cyanide ore-reduction works, and blast furnaces.’ | mn were not consulted. 
‘ntroduction of two bills e in the house and onein the senate, ing statement was issued by a ur 
or confusion and as an excuse to dicker and fight through ninety Lissioners ; 
at t! ight-hour law would fail ands of the people of the board of county comm 
4 could be ignored and the demands « tions granted. ‘rovernor of the ( 
mmingly no connection between the various strikes and of supp 
{ lare traceable in a general way to this failure on the perty 
. 
( trike of the Colorado City mills, when the governor | d thr 
that point. There was a partial settlement of this | N 
irned to work. | 
r strikes in scattered mines followed, including one in | al 
in Idaho Springs, and then the men in the Globe and | y ! ite. 
nver, numbering 1,000, walked out. **Second. That the sheriff of Teller ¢ ty 
‘ I vall it of miners in tl ; le Creek di it mm here, and ha 1 
n m Telluride tha em the San Juan | deputies y prot ya 
sti f the ure . manded that board, he is doing. : 7 ; 
+ vy not later than September 1. } ‘Third. That there has been no 
F 1 demand of the San Juan miners will vir har t time I 
Iting ina general walk out of that district That tl | I by t civil ¢ ri ‘ 
‘ | spread to every mine and k lo th cal i pprehend +} 
A i i i t t So ( ] a 
ns idleness for thousands of men; loss of millions of dollars to | all in i! | r to roubl 
poling of every busine n Colorado. “Fifth. That the ; rl f this St 
mand for an eight-hour law dat -k a dozen years, when the | the militia to t inty, 1] » doing « 
‘ltermen’s Union requested u Out of this | s », and does a great injury t 
tly perhaps, grew the tro the ¢ th. It is tl ement of t 
( t, the Tellurids \sper s, the sm r | cor I t ( oa 
her diftic f forever end these differenc tt 3 was in hor i 
eltern ) it the submission to the p for an | ] f Sta ( ra ve t 
that peace m 1aranteed. The request was indorsed | were unable to hand] e stri t 
of more than 3, but the corporations defeated it in Chis statement is made becau 
now that they can not hops e le lature her 9.30 p.m. 7 S lke { 
? f, the ners and smeitermen ntl int ca ) ti irs 
e re ot wl h will be t ver wed lr 5 . Robe I i I t 
her between the unions » allied cory I ‘om nt by the 
; { gate f rik nin le ( ca 
nt of the mine owne r , Senator Scorr, declares | day, the 3d instant. I went t il H 
unt of the mach n : is of the Western Federa he at a t 12 a V 
rs, the metalliferous mining industry of the West has been ina | hours and fully explai ~ I 
» fora lor d-of year That a person was operating his ad authority t ! 1 I 1 
r ur .ctory conditions was no guaranty that h tion in hand; that I { made arr 
3 m of e Creek district on A t 12 But int } ifter I left t 
ter the s all 1 tatement whic! for Denv ’ I lieve t su 
ollowi me d, an ict, ever | har the situatio1 
ttlemen r difficulti I tent harmor here ein tl rict 3 
vill has prevailed between the ind employees in the | usual assembly of men. § 
Wages and hours of labor have been satisfactory and according to | ti 3 here is a usurpation i rity 
lards, and general labor conditions been all that could be | action of the g rnor will have1 
} . hy ] , 1 
cument framed by the ieriff of Te * County I do solemnly ] 
-. + * 
T ‘ 
( ( 
, I i 
‘ t 
‘ \ 
\ ; : 
ully pr 
} yin nity 
rt Ma I 
\ “ 
j 
‘ 
YD 
. : : : i ( 
' reders on August 15, at Pinnacle Park,in the Cripple | a1 it expenst ct 
‘ ict, ¢ miners in the following significant words I Governor Peabody v 
t nothing be done during this trouble that will | der out tl 10} 
> 1s uld feel it their duty to take a po n tir al ) I the t; 
u o procure your rights, ido y but r I \ ! t 
: rp ' rting to violation of the Ww k tl 
vithstanding the fact that the strike had b ess for near t The est ! 
I without any violation of law, yet the gover ith of Sey low. Dur f 
: patched Brig. Gen. John Chase, Lieut. T. E land, and the a that period, the t 
; neral of the Stato, N. C. Miller, as a commission to visit the Cripple | $ and it may } iS 3 
; ¢ ‘tand make known to him the findings of their investigation be reduced to from $1.20 31 
lowing, clipped from the Rocky Mountain News, will give an idea of * Certificates o le} 
‘ rk performed by the commission: r » dr t t] 
,,,. +26 hasty departure of the governor's commission this morning s: t 
riking miners that the visitors had come to a conclusion to advi nt of t 
l tthe troops. The commissioners arrived at Victor last nigh 1 bel 
“id were met at the train by a committee from the Mine Owners’ . body ad it su 





After a consultation of about one hour the commissioners came to | that ina 
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, a 
| 
? l 1 the district than the mine owners, he did | ing-named parties were arrested and p'aced in the military “ bull 
? ble for them to pay the expense of the militia. Charles G. Kennison, W. F. Davis, n Schoolcraft, Gus Johnson, J.B 
( I rto pay the freight ig that | Bob Rowland, Vict Harry illiam Fleming, H. P. Jon 
tl maintain peace ithin its border t the | m Parker, Fr ., and Bob Adarm one V illowed ti 
the p t) t own. | f yd led | le he tov endence i rocess wa 
ye | pa and res p! ict nine np? I took place previons to t pr 
it t r proper ig dal 1 by the governor declaring qualified martial hiw in TeHer Cor 
ill } 3 It is n likely to be 1 Dx er 4 the ft wing came from the executiv hamber of th 
‘ ea t a than tha SPECIAL ORDER NO. 543 
= t n t g of the State to DECEMRER 
t t ‘ I " no + + 21 of t} Ste t - es A "= E = -. MUBMBE!T 
: oaak Wieaditones The governor, in | N: A. Naxcor, vanding Officer Troops, ; 
. : ry t A Cripple Creek Dis .. ( »., Camp Goldfield, } 
1 rik yf the la x classe ul i ' 3 co : ae 
that inasmucl yclass of persons would derive rs. mu will proceed with a fifty men i have Maj. Tor 
’ ¢ restora fy l condit n the d rict than | ©! und ac inpany ua an { i y y procian 
‘ se not consider it unrea r them to ] ex- | city of Vi ldfle lence, third; Altma 
: i Cripple ¢ , and Anaconda, sixth, namely: 
y of Cripple Creek held a 1 ting on September 6, | Srare or COLORADO, ExEcurTiIve CHAMBER, Denver. 
ar 1 SSeS e! ut f the action of tl v- PROCLAMATION. 
t of the < ‘ te Militia have already been | action that there oxists in Teller ( 
; rest a t and > l by desperate men wl 
; . ft A itn General Bell. mar 1 t: setting at defiance the 
: ; +} ahs ea telat ad i ay f Col . at the citizens of said 
‘ eee aren? ating eau reller " reats, intimidations, and crin 5 commit 
. +} isrepresentation has been employed in the effort | tain taw said county are unable to enjoy their civil r 
¢ : : ae lierv: wae W her rities of said county of Teller do not apy 
Pp ripvie Gree} + mtrol such bodies of men or prevent the 
F : ¢ hes Ohnkeeed er of violence; and 
: : aaa coe Serta lay, tl t day of November, A. D. 1903, in said 
; ‘ ¢ ( : i . } ate of Colorado, ¢ n persons at present unknown cid 
. . fas wup the shaft of the Vindicator mine, and thereby wan 
her . ; ava i property of great value; and 
: +} nenid f the ¢ ; ( k dists 4 said time and place two employeesof said mine were inst 
: i liber ‘ é i iid plosion; and 
; t that thi , ralled t buta f previous thereto an attempt was made} 
. ‘ ae f . at persons t | and wreck a passenger train of the Flor 
y of ( ) ( kina + for tl B Railroad by the remove spikes and the loosening 
} i for ‘ eovle have not r ngering life and property ra 
. lat ; few } ¢ is said des:ruction of property with attendant loss of life 
world te b ail le Creek a as above set forth, is but a°repetition of outrages coveri 
on ble for its of anv c nu : time just past in said county, during which time citizens ha 
ratively trifling incidents of 1 = 3; Without the offenders being apprehended or punished tl 
W ‘ee TI strii was ce red, b — 
a are lia to Lat any eand at any Whereas the civil authorities have shown themselves either unab! 
; 4 rike that is1 on i his occasion do not | With these criminals and to bring them to punishment or else are u 
u ) into t mer of + unfortunate controversy. but do wish to ex- | to perform th duty by reason of threats and intimidations, o 
press den 1% ibility of our count d city officials to maintain | fear 0 icy to such body of lawless and armed men, so th: 
la rand to pr t life and prop : of law 1 sin said county of Teller, the laws are set at de 
i ‘ m to the protests of the sherit county. the board of county | th t ab >to enjoy the rights guaranteed them by tl « 
; mers. the city neil of Victor. the tion uy lis State, and by reason of these conditions it app 
\ ra Cripple Cre petition was cil i roperty are unsafe in said county; and 
q ‘ vas presented to the gove or. ca r f is [ have reason to believe that similar outrages may occur 
y ut the p nw ied, as the mine « , beli the civil authorities of said county of Teller ar 
no at a Idiers and ¢ mor seemed te iW nd making no practical attempt to preserve o1 
‘ ntract. On Sept -10¢twoarrests ¥ f yperty: 
\ r process of v¥. From this time dates t rei . James H. Peabody, governor of the State of C 
rule the State of ( rado, which has called fort f the authority in me vested, do hereby proclaim and 4 
duce stor PATI ty of Teller, in the State of Colorado, to be in a state of insu 
Event! hai? . the hoard of lhion 
; VV rn | nony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused to t 
hnyr aor ili 3 of the State, in the city of Denver, the State capital, t 
| as mber, A. D. 1903. 
} en who has not SEAL JAMES H. PEA 
ne Owners’ A ation | By the governor. 
established precede Attest: 
en invaded by the m JAMES COWIE, Secretary of State. 





s been forced unde 


ted by the mine ope) 
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na an exe live wih 
p ple of the S ite to serve 


men for no crime save that 
of Miners and loyal to th 
























































































































C the night of Septemher 29 committed an outrage that 
is ) | ! t » histor of ti country j ' Victor J ‘ord. a 
7 1 rt of the Cripple C k district. cham d 
1 i te! ~ i by the x ve boa 
} r z i nt raided f gant militarists 
nt the ed and manager, sorge E. lter Sweet, circula : 
H.J. Richmond, foreman; Frank M. Lan r,and George Ba m 
wel bull penned” by tl Cossacks, w! l had been wounded b 
t publica 1 of the truth. They were kept in the “ bull pen” for a pe l 
of twenty-f hours before being delivered to the civil authorities on 1 8 
Tpus. 
e latter part of the month of November military authorities in 


k district practically placed the towns of Independen 


and 












ler martial law. Following the Vindicator explosion the follow | trouble in the Telluride district at the present juncture. 


SHERMAN M. Bi 

Brigadier-General, Adjutant-General, State of ( 

By command of James H. Peabody, governor and commander i 
Previous t Tar the above proclamation, the following 
to the President of the United States: 


the i . 
1 fi¢ 


» ti iss eo 


Was sent 
. DENVER, December 

To His Excellency THEOnNORE ROOSEVELT, 

President of the United States, Washington, D. C.: 


s of the State of Colorado, under the m7 





At the present 





ext of en ive ordered a large number of reputable ar 
Lining cit lents to leave Telluride, Col., under per 
I g impris “wise severely dealt with. The itizens a 





uilty of any crime against the laws of t 








s. The Constitution and ws of the United States perta r 
r re } ¢r Hagrantly violated, and we call upon you under 
right 1 und under s ion 1988 of the Revised Statutes of tl 
es t nve te condition revailing there and give to th 
who have been so outraged th tection guaranteed to them by t! 





EXECUTIVE BOARD WESTERN FEDERATION OF M 
By WILLIAM D. Haywoon, Secretary. 


ion of the Revised Federal Statutes referred to in the t 








Whenever the President has reason to believe that 

















) been, or are likely to be, committed against the provisions of 
of t le “Cr within any ‘ict, it shall be lawfu 

discretion, to direct the judge, 1 district attorney 
t t to at datsuch place within the district, and for me ¢ 

r for the purpose of the more speedy arrest and of ] 
( rg and it shall be the duty of-every judge or ot r < er ¥ 
s I i mm is received by him to attend at the place and f 
ther d 1 

he foilov y appeared in the press dispatches in reference t 


gram rwarded to Presi 


led 1 ‘nt Roosevelt by the executive board of t 
ern Federation of Miners: 





“WASHINGTON, D 
velt to-day received a telegram from the e 








of the ¥ ration of Miners strongly urging n to protect 
of the mir who have n ordered to leave the Telluride dist 

rado « Pp lIty of imprisonment. The matter is in the hands of t 
authorities of Colorado, and it does not appear at this time that the 


(ov 
Secreta: f 
pressed the opi 


erT 


1¢ President, can properly take action on 
0 was consulted by the Colorado authoritie 
the Government can not interfere 
Among 
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on that 





legal 
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1904. 
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«ho have considered the subject it is believed that the rights of the miners 

be protected fully by the courts.” sen 
etary-Treasurer Haywood was likewise instructed to send the follow- 
gram to the president of the Telluride Miners’ Union: 


DENVER, December 1, 1903. 


V 





Guy E. MILuER, ; one er ee ’ 
President Telluride Miners’ Union, Telluride, Colo.: 


Advise all men who were ordered to leave town as a result of alleged va- | 
| 
| 


onevy trials to remain in Telluride. The justice of the peace, nor any other 
| of the county or State, can not compel persons to leave any place 
re they choose to live. The Constitution and statutes of the United 
chotes concerning civil rights make it unlawful for officers to deny these 
;. Howe, Rutan, and others are subject to punishment in the United | 
; courts, and the law will be duly invoked. You are assured of the 
support of the Western Federation of Miners, 











EXECUTIVE BOARD. | 


By WILLIAM D. HAywoop, Secretary. 
rn Federation of Miners has at all tim 
n of conditions, as the following telegrams will show: 

DENVER, COLO., December 5, 1903. 









I Henry M. TELLER, 
ited States Senator, Washington, D. C.: 
I of the metalliferous miners of the State of Colorado, will you per- | 

c juest President Roosevelt to immediately investigate conditions in 


¢he San Juan and Cripple Creek districts, Colorado 
EXECUTIVE BOARD, WESTERN FRDERATION MINERS, 
By CHARLES H. Moyer, President. 





DENVER, COoLo., Decemb 


t M. PATTERSON, 
a4 7 - 7 . 
States Senator, Washington D C.: 
lf of the metalliferous miners of the State 6f Colorado, will you 


I y request President Roosevelt to immediately investigate conditions 
San Juan and Cripple Creek districts, Colorado? 
EXECUTIVE BOARD, WESTERN FEDERATION MINERS. 
By CHARLES H. Mover, President. 





WASHINGTON, D. C., December 6, 1903. 





Mr. Cuarnies H. Mover, 
lent Western rederation of Miners, Denver, Colo.: 
ll see President early to-morrowand urge him to immediately per- 
5 vestigate, as you request. Will wire his response. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 7, 190 
H. Mover, 
ient Western Federation Miners, Denver, Colo.: 
r TELLER and I called upon the President this morning, presented 
‘hes, and approved the request The President stated th 
iditions he had neither the power nor the right to take such 
as you request. 





T. M. PATTERSON. 






































W the President declined to investigat nditions at the request of the 
mine! vet Maj. Gen. John C. Bate t th tan if the President, 
to ( lo and examined into the 
ride mining districts. H rted : 
( , in part as follow S 
at ¢ i unted to insu f 
Col lo,in t 
I f intimidatior 
not to or did not m: 
the United States, Capt. 
t ‘district, and « 
fact t while Maj 
ra was the gue 
th ivil office 
I iy to refute the al 
I he Hon. Judge William P 3 
\ m P. Seeds, the district judge of Tell l 1e ‘ 
n published in the press as coming fror rnor and attorney 
£g casting refiections the civil authorities, issued the following 
Big tatement to the pu ; 
ty attention having been called to certain interviews of the governor 
attorney-general of this State, so generally reported to the public 
at I am cons ned to believe those office ectly quoted 
acy of one occupying : tion in makmg 





mment as to official acts. However, f execu 
rney-general of the State, particularly in times of public exciten 
‘larations so flagrantly opposed to the recorded truth, it becom 
ith to myself and to the public, to make a statement of the fa 
F snot my desire nor within my province to publicly discuss the con 
ait prevailing in Teller County, and I have refrained from commenting 
as to the wisdom of the acts of the governor acting within the purview of 
a rity. 
“It is reported in these papers that the governor has issued the followin 
‘Rearrest the men as soon as they are given their libei'ty on habe 

c ; and hold them at Camp Goldfield until further instructions. I: 
ned that these men shall not go free without trial.’ 
Ler, that the eralisreported to have said: ‘The chief executive i 
of the opinion that it will be impossible to have miners’ union officials tried 
on the information filed against them while Judge Seeds holds court in the 
district.’ 
cain: ‘If these men 
ve to be taken.’ 


f 
f t 
r » fully the deli 
I 
t 
I 
d 











ger 





are given their freedom withouta trial, radical stey 
¥ 


: iin: ‘There seems no special reason why these cases should be rushed 
= rough. It will be impossible for them to be properly presented,and when 


fairness will not be done ‘om the present statusof affairs 


uted to Attorney-General Miller: 





ie lalso the following lang 





rs “sovernor and his attorney: ll try revent an immediate h ing 

Ol | uses, as they say, to permit the people to become composed. Their 
; ; y } peoy I 

h in the fact that Judge Seeds will leave the district January 1, giv- 


lr $s seat temporarily to Judge Lewis.’ 
mceivable that these oilicials can make declarations 
nd at the same time to be advised as to the truth, and I mus 
that the facts and circumstances connected with the habeas c rpus cea 
li must have been misstated and misrepresented to them. In order that 
t cact truth may be known I give the following verbatim report of the 
pi lings had and done at that time: 
Mr. Crump. In cases 
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ss courted the fullest in- 
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f habeas corpus issued on b pet ners ag + t} 
tary officers, ¢ ynel Verd : Major Mc¢ I 
have filed return behalf of all ; t ; 
Cases 2048, 2446, and 4450 being the petit f t \ \ . 
and W. B. E pe l rt with t } ? 
those respec i t 
writ is 2 1 
he ld to 1 it l l 
the petitioz i tl to 
each one of r perhaps a t 
which . 
1 
,a+ T + 
i 
that l 
+ + +? 
l > 
Rican} F 
be discharged. 
‘** Mr. CRUMP. Res] lent pts 
‘The Court. That I that ) 
» three petitioners’ names—East 
Mr. Crt th i 
i " ast ns i 
¢ Dp il] 
lw 3, n tot I ther 
08 f th G attor 
il x ei l l S) r 
[ am rk of ’ i 
th f emu r 
dei ra d hav t 
‘The CouRT. 3 correct 
“*Mr. CRUMP. No question b eI 1  t 
+} at ‘ 5 t Mr. } 7 t r 
entint ivs be d , 
t ay € i tot t l 
wens + + hat ut I : 
wtitior 3t ‘ mat I ; + 
f od? 
$ : 
titions h lo t 
habeascorpus. They ha 1 & ] 
» comply with the writ th I 
ithorities or they must turn t d 
“*Mr. CruMP. We are not going toturnt l . . 
“*Mr. HANGS. The court would have the ri to put t 1 ur 3 
at once or command them tot ust f 7 
taye al 1a not het Inn nt tha nr Nar - 1 , + 
1 not l : 
T! 1we nse! t t at Ad st eivug L1S1 st 1 t t ~ I I 
Davis, and Kenn } 
““*Mr. CruMpP. There is This r n 
prior cases in this manner t ly i 
( Ss W } Lv ‘ w 
ind it is with the dis t att 1ey to p 
Lhe [ n ha €36 pl r t 4 
t] ‘ ¢ res it t¢ ¥ 
prisor » the sheriff e. That t 
a CouRtT. I will pass t r I 
ff rsa \ these I 
( + 7 } } ¥ r 
! PWiuit M4 
+ t oe = 
( 4 
cor dings 1 
ig Da is 
i x or ¢ t 
, ‘ 
in { wes 
) et tT I *¢ 
th th I i 
+} - 
iv¢t = V 
any « u I 
n pris 
Y ‘ Begg ee 
4s uw y t u 
law ¥ “i 
t 
x wT) 
: ; 4 
th leg: 
r be! i 
dation for the St 
of the court ee 
tion and conclusion at that tirue I must reat 1 
/ ¥ 
i 
| 
After 3 declared by > 
intervie f 
‘I sti w has ‘ ? t} 
district. Nevera y have | 
my hands, and I ha ryt 
have « mitted ms 
this aftern t ! ] Ww 
know nee this c i tha 
be broucht about | } } 
nresent indications thev 
After the governor ha lt order + ¢ + tawe 4 
| clared that they were sent 
trouble breeders would rive 
blanket warrants to that end. The wl i 
Telluride unions followed. Members of the u 


2445, 2446, 2447, 2448, 2449, and 2450, being six writs | 
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ause they refused to re- 
Owners’ Asso- 





terms dictated by tl 
ertv ownersand had visible means of support 

r yped hospital, which was 
Idiers battered down the 
ibers of the union to 
re thrown in jail and 
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SOLORADO, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, 
Denver, May 25, 1903. 




















nver, Colo, 








‘urnish transportation 
» and return, good 








Peabody, from Denver to ( 











H. PEA BODY, Governor, 














DENVER, COLo., May 12, 19% 








. W. R. KELLY, 

















om Sherman M. Bell, 
lines of the 
reneral is in a position to be 
bles or similar occur 


s other railroads in this 

















mn over the 






































understand that 


h him wi ransportation 





in this year’s pass 
We recom- 
seems proper to you. 























mend the 




















TELLER & DORSEY. 














ORADO, ADJUTANT-GENE! “8 OFFICE, 














TELLER & Dors! Y, 





ST y, + 
ailroad Compr nu, 





























pt of annual transportation No. 
‘ompany in Colorado and 











nion Pacific 











Kindly accept regards, Iam, 











SHERMAN M. BEL, 
Adjutant-General State of Colorado, 




















DENVER, COLo., July 10, 1908, 





LER & DORSEY. 
1 you kindly let me havea roun 
. I next Tuesday? 














ass, Denver to 


1oblig« dto you 








Iwill be muc 














N.C. MILLER, 


torney-General, 














ADO, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, 


‘ELLER & DORSEY, 
. Pacific Railroad Company, City, Boston Building. 
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y the privileges ex 
co to Ogden, 
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Yr, Governor, 
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thanks for transportation inclosed in your 
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DENVER, 


CoLo., June 
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Jouncil Blu 
good for sixty 






































s done consistently 
Cooke's position 
us valuable 
company was in 





tion of affairs 


























kindly so advise 
ion and t 
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STATE OF COLORADO, SUPREM CHAMBERS, 


O., June It, 





























I asked Mr. 
else what I had | 




















cause he knew better than anyone 








FEBRUARY 2? , 











done for the railroad attorneys, and stand ready to do whenever I 
hope to be able to prove my appreciation of this favor. 
Yours, very truly, 
JOHN B. Coox 

These are but a few of the many letters which might be submitted 
the system of bribery which places the corporate « ar on the neck 
officials. We have presented the facts as they have and do exist in ( 

The ablest constitutional lawyers of the State, Platt, Helm & Ridd 
rendered an opinion that martial law can not be lawfully declared 
State. The Army and Navy Journal,a recognized authority on mil 
naval affairs, has the following to say on the Colorado situation: 

‘Assuming the correctness of newspaper reports concerning th¢ 
clash between the civil authorities and the militia authorities in th 
Colorado, there isa curious condition of affairs in that State resultir 
the unwise neglect to properly provide for the military forces of t} 
* * * Asthere were no State funds available for the pay, trans] 
and maintenance of the troops, the mine owners agreed to advam 
State the money required for the purpose indicated. 

“CIVIL PROCEEDINGS SUSPENDED. 

‘From the hour of their arrival civil processes were suspended. A 
were made without warrants; alleged disturbers of the peace were «: 
prison without process of law, and the sheriff's request that the priso: 
surrendered to him was denied. Finally an application was made to 
Seeds for a writ of habeas corpusin behalf of two miners who |} 
locked in the military guardhouse. When the men were brought i 
300 troops were pr sted around the courthouse, two Gatling guns p! 
commanding position, and sharpshooters placed on the roofs of neig 
} aime up fora hearing General Chase c 
























bnildings. When the matter 

that while martial law had not been formally proclaimed, its exist: 

implied in the governor’s order commanding the troops to maintai 

He held, therefore, that the court was without jurisdiction. 
PRESIDENT JACKSON WAS FINED. 

‘The experiences of Colorado are an illustration of what may hapy 
the enforcement of military authority is intrusted to men not trair 
exercise. Asthe employment of martial law is analogous to the ex 
the right of self-defense by ani: d vidual, itis difficult to fix a limit t« 
the extremity is suflicient to clearly demand i's exercise. Buta so! 
un ertakes to exercise it assumes the very grave-t of responsib litie 
jects himself to penalties against which there is no protection. | 
war of 1812 Gen. Andrew Jackson declared martial law in New Orle; 
wis then threatened by the advancing British Army under Ge era 
ham. Jack on arrested a local civil judge who ques ioned his aut 
confined him in the barracks. When the war was over the jud<e it 
arrested General Jackson and fined him $1.000 for gross contempt « 
This was a good deal of money in thoss days, but Jackson had t» « 
tween paying itand going toprison. Pay it he did, and it was not until 
years after that Congress provided for its re;ayment with interest 

WHEN MARTIAL LAW IS PERMI IBLE, 

“There has always been a dispute whether there is any authority 
declaration of martial law without the action of Congress, it being 
the strict constructionists that the authority to pr im it belongs 
to the national legislature. Halleck holds, however, that in a cs 
danger, at once so imminent and grave as to admit cf no other rer 
maxim ‘Solus populi suprema lex’ should form the rule of action, 
a suspension of this writ (habeas corpus) by the executive and m 
thorities of the United States would be justified by the pressure of 
public necessity: if an act of indemnity were required it would be th 
of Congress to passit. * * * 

“PEABODY ABUSED POWERS, 

“A proclamation of martial law is proper and customary, ‘thor 
not essential when the necessity is imminent.’ A suspension of the 
habeas corpus is per se substantially a form of such declaration, but 
presence of troops to assist in 1 ntaining order does not justify 
parture from the ordinary methods of enforcing law. The soldier 
ipon to assist the civil authorities and not to defy them and to o} 
<ercise of their authority, as these Colorado guard 


Che governor's action in ordering t] 





























rdsmen seem to | 








ng the ps to the scene of the 
pite of the sheriff's denial that any trouble existed, while it did 1 
his powers, was a step of questionable wisdom. But that he should 


borrow money from the mine owners to maintain the troops wl 
assigned to guard their property was a serious reflection upon the 
ties of the State 
‘That virtually placed the troops for the time being ir 
hired mento the mine owners, and morally suspend od their 
r guardians of the public peace 
a rank perversion of the whr 








le theory and purpose of the » 


i far more likely to incite disorder than prevent it. Ths 
1e mere ordering of the National Guard to a given poi 
mation of martial law was a lamer di 






play of ig 





affair in Col 


just such abuses of n 





do is of importance to the y 
litary authority by ignorant and reckless « 
State organizations that nourish the superstitious dread and pre 
which the unthinking are taught to regard every move looking to t 
nent of our military resources and the maintenance of the n 
fenses in the required state of efficiency.” 

The people of this ion for a century and a quarter have cele} 
anniversary of that great epoch in American history 1 
rade and speech the memorable 4t} 
notes of liberty that ran 
Faneuil Hall, si lizi 
t t} 















au 





‘OMmmemora 
¢ from the old casting suspended in tl! 
the 
os 





y izing birth of a republic whe yple } 
veneath the yoke of } ule. Each succeeding year peopl 


cing 1 ; 
ered in city, town, and hamlet and boasted of the ju 








tained in the Declaration of Independence. The e} t tor 
tie p n have paid tributes too iberty and made tl 
land where Columbus planted the cros emo ! 
kings and women were queens, armored and shiel ) 


ereignty that pro ‘laimed defiance to every § 


Hearts that beat for a broader liberty in t ing 





.s 7 LV > 
he crumbling 
! 


the Old World longed to leave 1 j 
kless ce p and build 


and tyranny and cross the track 








1) 
of a nation whose Constitution was built upon the shattered ruit 
imperialism. The scourged and downtrodden of bayonet-brist] 
as they trod the decks of ocean steamers mounting wa rw 
them nearer and nearer to the land of promi lieved t 





ina New World, where royai domination was 
would develop and citizenship would be forever fortressed by th« 
able right of “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.” 

The great mass upon whose shoulders rest the stability of this nat 
been lulled to sleep, and while they sleptin the belief that human | 
safe a silken thread was woven which to-day has become a might 
which the power of a Hercules or a Samson can not break. On the 





led to death, 1 
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boasted freedom has risen an oligarchy of wealth that knows nolaw,that| The Secretary read as follows: 


es no liberty save the unbridled licenses of the merce nary brigand. 

















































































r rter of °76 is as lifeless as the dust of the patriots that sleep in the GOVERNMENT I I EPIC! 
ss tomb, and that document which called to arms the pioneers who OF i I 
ited its every word in a baptism of blood has been torn from the i - wa .% 
f the subjugated slaves in the isles of the Pacific and stamped with the Hon. T. C. PLATT ? : o 
i of sedition and treason. | Chairman Join eon] . 
cred souvenirs of Am¢ rican liberty! have been dese t 
1 sacrileg hand of lawless mono to ack r 
lin the shoddy fabric of wage slavery n e! d I 
re than half a century the domain of hu rhts ‘ ti fa 
r the arrogant and untrammeled sway of corpor t CONGRESSI Al ECORD. ‘1 I 
the sea of commercialism, drunk upon the wine 
for the flecks of foam that can be seen upon th ) Pr ne ! t ¢ 
d ‘ration threatening to engulf a world in an oce: 1 t uit t Cox Ss aL R 
n Wide the gates of t his hep ublic and beckoned to | f . 
1 1and brain, who were chanting requiems over t!] e ] t 
»come to our shores and dwell in this paradise where hu- | 1e t } 
rht that ‘all men are created equal,” but now in the it u lar ‘ Ay ‘ 
nfant century liberty is a corpse, assassinated by the | t a 
iv. | th 
ttlefield for uarter of acentury i nation has | tter r \ 
t il and groans | ur 1 i 
rand the rifl va 
to the ranks “a pag t ) 1 
16 Wanton § | ts 1 I t 
with the blood oN ) 
“ » commandment, a | wing t t t I 
lexicon of commercial avari y he leads. Sp 1en N tl le I 
ple, and for the people” has become the government of trust i ise being indica is b S { 
nd citizenship without property has no prot on under the point (or long prim y TI t 3 
ate or nation. used in pr ing the RI RI 5 i t 
y of Pittsburg, Homeste: Lat eur | from tl | t j 
rpation of civil liberty i 16 C ll A 1 the pre 
s of Colo ido pr claims be y nd t] qu t necres Size he Ri RD ~ 
l ed away and that corporate \ I typ wit] t 3 
id intimid: itra fj} men No S ld I t 
sused in ng th ] OI pag ¥ lt be ine? a t 4 
solidifies 1ereiaisn ill, ReEcoRD for tl rs tr t ! ( 
upon the Fed tes, ap t ag Isivé ] 
{ * more j an Was eve \ CS nen No . 
t well cause the people to ponder and ask them Whither ~ en No 
blic drif = 1 1 t ty} . a 
ie mands the implement t I man irv ‘ 
t ms m plutocracy has d nt t ( Rt 
be carrie ff its feet by a patr ( . 1 1 it 
macy at the expel of human lif y sti r | poi t wrap 
anry bask in the sunlight of al t wl 
.of an atmosphere that breeds i ms ‘onside t : 
ng was never righted by the 1 l Tr} LV size « th the da t f 
trian who us lub and spear have as higha f illv addt } I a 
allied civilized soci that slakes its thirst in blood ig he | in pi rt hi ‘ : 
teel of ( ng gun and cannon. lespe illy F. W. PAu} ] 
maintained at rd pe etuated by all the modern machinery of war | : . 7 
a temporary t , and right may be put in prison, but the | = 
e, that will be as eternal as humanity itself, shall repeat its de- | U . 3 
» thundering voice of the mighty millions sha ke the pil- | ’ 
tem that has molded and invented the machines of blood and i 
‘he poverty of the world born in greed shall weld together tl The PurLic PRINTER 
Lt ln that t ircie the zg ana the pl il I $ | D.C. 
together in « iternity wh brotherhood shall sweep f he . ; oe < . 
janet the last vestige of that tinseled pageantry,that marked i, : It v0 Z 
t i war, aco ae 
WESTERN FEDERATION OF MINERS, re oe eee a 4 
CHARLES MOYER, Pres ut. eager prey - pata 7 na 
Wa. D. HAYWOOD, Secreta Tre er. ce a 4 7 aa : 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, nts (rather 


J ae fr ni ee 


ommittee on Claims 




















bill (S "203 irectin sue of a dupli ‘f a lost 7% tr : ; 
wn by Arthur J. Pritchard, pay director of the United T.Cc.P 
Navy, in favor of the Davis Coal and Coke Company, re- 
] with amendments, and submitted a report thereon 
\ELSON, from the Committee on Territorics, to whom VERNMENT I 
rred the amendment submitted by himself on the 18tl en 
proposi propriate $250,000 for tl nstruction of | H C Plan 
y wagt rom Vald by the most practical rout E 
t t Egbert o1 on the ¥ n River, in the district of : ive t t 
bmi ble report thereon, and moved that it | Feaugeees ans 
1 to tl 1ittee on Milit ry Affairs, and print l: : The “i 
Was agi r ( ¢ 
THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the « 
PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Comm m H - 
¢, who were eee by a resolution of 1 Sen: Mi ean ‘id ha en a 
i er 19 last to 1quire smh ewsert whether it b i peal N 1 S79 
( t the ¢ NGRESSIONAL RI ip, after the e3 { ! inecrea - 
ssion of Congress or at the close of the present Cor ‘ 
ed with better type than that now used, to submit a ; 
1 y tfullv i tine th attention of the S toth m Q: N 
| tter with inclosures from t] -ublic Printer, wl : 
. part of the report, and which it is requested sl rea 
ted as a part thereof. The report states that 
of t] a aa ae afer ; 
VY Ol ¢ ct i i 2 H k 
hat tka 4 oo G 1} ; 10-7 I t N 4 
| +} nit that ren rt. ’ : 
| PRE SIDE NT pro tempore. TheS tor from New Yor! 
the Comm e on Printing, submits a report in relation to 5 N 
: ey bett sien te acied ing the REcoRD. R 
Mr. GALLINGER. It seems that the Pub | has 
: ritten a letter. I should like to have it read. The PRESIDENT } 
the PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read, | Mr.HOAR. Theg n | vonld 
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not be 
the samples. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
as areport. Does the Senator ask that an additional number be 
rinted as a document? 
What number will be printed of the report 


CONGRESSIONAL 


well to have printed as a document the report, including 


It was ordered to be printed 


Mr. HOAR. 
at the disposal of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixteen hut 
TWO ¢ opi s of the re port will be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. That is enough. 

BILLS AND JOINT 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 
a railroad map of the United States; 
title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4422) for the relief of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South, of Clarksburg, W. Va.; which was 
read twice by its title, and refe 

He also introduced the foll 
read twice by their titles, and 
mone 


, to be 


RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


1421) for the preparation of 


owing bills; which were severally 
referred to the Committee on Pen- 
A bill | . 4423) granting a pension to J. P. Fox; 

1424) granting a pension to Silas Danley; and 

1425) granting - increase of pension to F. §. a 

ARD introduced a bill (S. 4426) to remove the ¢ 
from the military record of Frank Ferrin; 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
d to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 4427) 
f George Stoll and the heirs of Charles P. Regan, Marshall 

Edward Lannigan, James Manley, and John 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, ref | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

EF OST I of oe ton introduced a bill (S. 4428) grant- 
an in * pension to Edwin W. Ford; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pens 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 4429) relating to the 

ation of forest ations on the hits domain, and for 

ther purposes: which was read twice by its title 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 

School street southward to Kenesaw 
ses; which was read twice by its 
imittee on the District of P Columbia. 
also introduced bill (S. 4431) to increa 
ican War to $20 per month; which was read twice 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 4482) to cena pen- 
sions of soldiers ailors who have lost a le service and 
have become totally deaf; which was r 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

r PP introduced a bill (S. 4433) 
d protection of trade-marks; which was read twice by 

d to the Committee on Patents : 
r — La bill (S. 4434) for 
hw read twice I 

tee rivate tae Claims. 

ETTUS introduced a bill (S. 4435) for ft 

f W. J. Langston, deceased; which was 
and, with the accompanying papers, re¢ 
»on Claims. 

sERRY inti 
Flowers, de 


MI LS. 


‘Trtion 


als 


twice 


re- 


Turley. 


P J 
Mr. ER 
ing rese 


ions, 


resery 


4430) for the 
avenue, and for other 
title, and re 


se the pension of 


survivors 


rin the 


: 2 
ad twice 


and s 


to provide for the reg- 


e. and referre 
‘MONE Y int 

bs; whic 
on Pi 


the 


y its title, a 


relief of Fran- 


1e relief of 
read twice by 
‘ferred to the 


the 
its 
( om- 


yy) 


4 


duced a bill (S. 4486) for 

which was 

on Claims 

duced a bill (S. 4437) to increase the rate of 

tal blinks ertain cases; which was read twice 
l referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

‘ela bill (S. 4438) to restore American citizen 
an whose citizenship has been lost or suspended 
ha foreigner; which was read tv by its title, 

o the ¢ — e on the Judiciary. 

roduced a bill (S. 4439) to correct the naval record 

Michael J. Kelley; which was read 
inying papers, referred to 


the relief of the heirs 
assed: read twice by its title, and 
to the Committee 
[OAR intr 
1 for 


| 1” 
iness 17 ¢ 


Tot 


vice 


ee 
i A 
He al 

of Michael J. Kenefi: i, ali 


twice by its titl and, 
the ¢ 

Mr. FRYE intr areal ill (S. 4440) granting an increase of 

nsion to Frank K. Nye; ice by its title, and 
e Committee nsions. 

He also introduced a bill 1441) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Spear; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 4442) to provide for the recut- 
ting of the great seal of the United States from the orig 
model; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe 
e on the Judiciary. 


accomy 


‘ommittee on 
ferred to 1 


(S 


Com- 
mi 
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| Annapolis, Md.; 


idred and eighty- | 


a : OF | the accompanying 
which was read twice by its | 


‘rred to the Committee on Claims. | 
| maneuvering of troops of the Regular Army 





Hunter; 
| appre priate $1 52 


| ordered to be 


and referred | 
extension | 


, | 1902, 
ferred to the } 


| of Washington, for park purposes, certain portions of the | 


by its title, and | 


| purposes, 


nd referred to the | 


inal | 


FEBRUARY 20, 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
50) authorizing the President of the United States to appoi 
James A. Silsbee as an additional cadet at the Naval Acaden 
which was read twice by its title, and ref 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


yy 
id 


AMENDMENTS TO ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted an amendment 
posing to appropriate $90,000 for the construction of a st 
bridge across the Spokane River, in the county of Spokane, Si 
of Washington, intended to be proposed by him to the Ar 
appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, w 
paper, referred to the Committee on Milit 
Affairs. 

Mr. HEYBURN submitted an amendment proposing to apy 
priate $500,000 to enable the Secretary of War to acquire a t 
of land in Spokane County, Wash., and Kootenai County, Ida! 
to be used for a permanent camp ground for the instruc a 
and the Nati 
Guard, intended to be proposed by him to the army appropriat 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military Aff 


| and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment authorizing the issua 


| under such regulations as the Secretary of War may prescril 
vharge | forage and straw, in kind, to batteries of artillery and trooj 
which was | cavalry of the organized militia for the necessary comple: 


of horses which may be kept and regularly used by them in 


P | military service, intended to be proposed by him to the army 
for the | propriation bill; which was referred to the 


Committee on Milit 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment proposi1 
00 for the construction and installation of a 
phone system from Devils Lake, N. Dak., to the Devils Lak 
dian Agency, and to pay for the maintenance of the same for 
year, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropria 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 84385) to amend the act of Congress of 
relating to homesteads; and 
A bill (H. R. 9777) granting to the city of 


Mar 
Port Ange les, § 


ernment reserve in said city. 

The bill (H. R. 4074) constituting Utica, N. Y.,a port of 
livery, and for other purposes. was read twice by its title, a1 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 12446) making appropriations for fortifi 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, { 

urement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and f 
was read twice by its title, and referred to tl] 
mittee on Appropriations. 


RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA—PANAMA ( 


Mr. CULL‘ »M. I ask th: it theS seni ite proceed to the con 
tion of the Panama resolution which was before the S$ 
Thursday. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the conside1 
of the resclution submitted by Mr. Bacon on the 12th ult 
modified by him on the 8th instant, as follows: 


SANAL. 


lent be fully informed that th: 

view to its ratification 

l »may be pez 
etween the 


» Presid 
> negotiation, With ¢ 
Colombia, to the 
lined and adjuste 
l ’ f Colombia, 
ym or conflict, vr lof restoring the c ri l 
yotween the United States and Colombia, a1 
ee urty cooperation of the Colombian people in the ¢ 
at Panama 
Mr. SPOONER and Mr. MORGAN addressed the Chair 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator fron 
nsin yield to the Senator from Alabama? 
Mr. SPOONER. Ido. 
Mr. MORGAN. I have risen to ask the Senator from W 
sin, for a reason I have explained to him, the very great 
of allowing me to proceed at this time with some remat] 
I want to submit to the Senate. I make the request becau 
compelled to be absent from this body. The remarks are not 
Mr. SPOONER. It gives me pleasure to comply with 
quest of the Senator from Alabama. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, on Friday, in a colloquy 
tween the Senator from Wisconsin and myself, a question a! 
| as tothe attitude of Mr. Morison, one of the Isthmian Canal ¢ 


lic « 


co 


The Senator from Ala! 
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ee 





ssion, in respect of a sea-level canal across the Isthmus. I will Such questions as to the actions of foreign countries can not be 
da portion of it. This is what I said: safely determined in advance by a sudden surmise or guess or 
tow, as soon asI can have an opportunity I will furnish to the Senator hazard as to their future eitect, like the fall ' dice on the gan 
oe eee Ca Mr Eich ie eee tee ea | Ding table. | We should Imow, as far as possible, every fact tha 
, bility of dinates a canal that would be permanent at ‘Panama with 1s in reach of honest and maus rious searcn be re Vv , Lb on 
ference at all to cost or with any reference to commercial advantages. this new road, where t! ‘ 
», Which he submitted for the consideration of his brethren, | us, that we must open as WV 





i 
icle 
, 








{ : * >: . t vv im, (J 
} cus n < S rl ‘a he « : . ( very Hy the a : ; 3 
wc eens se Prag, fly mao Auge Bo po yeeros A still more important matter confronts us w 
lity or impracticability, within any reasonable cost at all, even of = ‘ 
¢ the canal at sea level at Panama. soher thought and discreet action | yortant 
SpoONER. I have not seen the article of Mr. Morison. der the provisions of this treaty, a sei is dang 
. . > . “O"% Poe ; a . ‘. Qs raranc + ¢ he sal Lis ot as oe : e4 C : 
vish to read a brief extract from that article by Mr. Morison. Asa pre endent to be establisi Lb ( no : 
aid: is most important. But, as a question ¢ i] gael 
itl. ‘ ‘ 1 : . : * . “ . he e0 sle of P nama ; nd of 4 ' [ ie Chg . ' 
Isthmian Canal Commission in its report tried to place the two canals, ub ] Op! i Panama ana Or tne l ) . ra. 
Land Nicaragua, as nearly on the same basis as possible, eliminating | tions, itis of vital moment. We are bound to know j 
wh scheme special advantages and economies which might be appli- | the Jaw in Panama under whic his tr W ne 
one but could not be on the other : ; ra 
1on . . » . , at the time it 1 e « nea ] ‘ . ] : . 
were several points on which the writer differed from his colleagues, c 4 Uilil L We i, ¢ l i l 





e these differences do not alfge the general conclusion his individual Panama authorized its negoti m or ratincat 
ve influenced the present peper. its signatures. 
ias been said of the great value of a tide-level canal and its unlim- 








‘ity. The unlimited capacity is more apparent than r [he pers ns who « sea |} er and itl | a 
level canal will require a tide lock at the Pacific end, and, although | Were recognized at the date this 1 Vasa 





can be left open at mean tide, so that the length of lock is nota | ment by the President of the United Sta but t / 





factor, its breadth and depth are. The difficulties of controlling | |. ea ecae Bee It 1 1 s a 
greater in the tide-level canal than in the canal with locks, and the create 7 for Pe eee ee bende y eas 
» broad inland lake is los and ror the protection of our citizens and the I 
r helieves that e wJlawel canatwem 5 a ie cai mumaeid : ’ , 
r believes t! the tide-level canal would be the bettercanal | ama that such recognition hed any « under ft 
that the difficulties which would attend its construction, the . , It w: 1 17 7 : 
t, and especially the longer time involved, preciude its selcetion tions. t Was not and could not! 
er both plans of canal are described and comparative estimates | in Panama. Panama had no code of laws en 1 
me detail. ity when this treaty was signed. 
| not read the estimates. He puts the cost of it at $260,- If the laws of Colombia, locally applicable, p1 led t} 
under the laws of nations, they did1 ithorize P atol 
\r. President, thanking the Senator from Wisconsin for his | a treaty with any foreign power. If t laws we 
to me, I will now proceed to present the views that I | in Panama when this treaty was signed, no | 
this ¢ ral subject. and thi ri] iw 4 Pont | Tt ws imply a vovernn t of ree withonu her 
n on this general subject, and this will be my final effort It was simply a government o Tce V it other lay 
n my own attitude in regard to this matter, and also | will of the men who exercised pr 
mceive to be the duty of the country at this moment of Such a treaty violates the laws stit of ( 
ind if they were in force in Panama when this treaty waa 
heard of nothing in our history that seems to require it is simply void and of no effe: 
idious and careful consideration than the treaty now be- A law must exist in Panama 
nate. The situation it creates seems easy. because we | treaty through some designated agent t] ‘ 
ig, but it is like the first attack of a fatal malady that no laws of nations is that 1 aws of ¢ 
| strength can resist.. It is a moral delinguency that indi- | I ma, even er its f 


deep-rooted national sin that in the end ‘‘ will find us | superseded by the laws ted by P 


presents the question of the « ce ¢ 
| parties to this treaty, the circumstances in which it origi- ama to create and authorize an ; 
creat maiter with which it deals, and the tremendous , people, and the question of th 
nces that must follow it are entirely novel and without by a government de fa » ora l » , 
nt. It is the signature of Bi \ la . 
iddenness of the demand and the pressure upon the Sen- | title to what we are to I t 
s consideration is surprising—yes. astonishing. The facts | This is not en 
et unknown to the Senate that are to sustain its legality Any citizen of Panama. 
laws of nations as a treaty that binds the people of can contest it sful 


Land, correspondingly, the people of the United States in our own courts, for the Presid 





al and moral recognition of its force as a treaty, so that law in Panama by ratifying f] ti 
ll not hereafter as suddenly and with equal haste turn make such laws retr ive 
t and repeal it by act of Congress if it shall prove to be an to convey the title of the Repn 
nate venture. to the United States or t 
nations have given a pro ferma recognition to the Govern- condemnation for public u 
facto at Panama, but whi ther any or how many of them If this treaty is not ratified } mnie ver 
te tothat Government the full powersof independence and more real and more bindit 
nty is not known, oilicially or otherwise, to the Senate. commissioned Bunan-Varilla to t l 
are the motives and purposes of those rovernmenis we ve held, in any co t,or Dp i 
informed, or how far they have bound themeelves to an the people of P a or { 
on of the finality or validity of the secession of Panama. The nof a treaty 3 | 
ught we know to the contrary those governments are the people who_ constitute 
liberty to recognize the right of Colombia, under the laws depends upon a law that « 
ns, to coerce Panama to submission to her laws and co1 the time it i ned. TI 
n and to her former allegiance, or even to assist Colombia. resupposes that there is a lawful } 


with loans of money and with their moral support, in ind to col such r 








x Panama into submission. Nation acts aS a UML, aS & | 
» nation of the earth, except the United States, has said, or ifying atr that represents 1 
iy, that due time has elapsed, or that other condi is exist people are not bound by it 
annul the right of Colombia to assert her sove \ When, as ol ! 
1a, and we hasten to do so because we are act d bya. the peopl tl s 
ve of national aggrandizement, which has given to the seces- eign act ha t I 
of Panama its only strength and its sole protection. its offi Ss tha 
ir attitude in this movement requires that we should lool In making a contract that bin ! t nt1 
y into our own conduct as well as that of other nations, be empow L by law | i ft 
we do not know whether such recognition is not intended | and also when it is ratified. If 
these European and Asiatic governments as a declaration of _ powered, we can not make his act good b 


1 


irst successful inroad upon the Monroe doctrine. Thatinroad | cause the treaty when | 


hat has been already accomplished by our rash precipitancy | supreme law of the United States, and its valid pon 
his business. the lawfulness of the act of th 


‘or do we know how the precedent of our example, set in | validity of our action. 
ima, may encourage certain European states in promoting We can not lit i by 

at we call ‘ta peaceful revolution’’ under their protection, fication, because one of thi ry powers W not, in fact, a 
may as suddenly sweep Cuba or Porto Rico within the shelter | government organized by any law 

of the protection of their suzerainty. ' The President and the Senate can only make treaties with for- 
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CONGRES 











eign nations, and not with foreign p ms not organized as 
nat 

< nation must have plenary legislative powers, because it 
acts in virtue of such power in enacting supre laws for the 
United States that are paramount to all our laws and State con 
stitutions. It is, in fact. one of the legislative tribunals to enact 
al t United States, and must competent to bind the 
nation it rep its 

That there must be such an organized nation is as clearly nec- 
es y under our Constit 1as it is that the ¢ ite and Hoi 
of Representatives should act concurrently in enacting a law. 

Ag ding to the recitals in this treaty we dealing with th 
Republic of Pan , and in the first announcement of its recog- 
I nas a government, which was made by Secretary Hay to the 
G ment of Colombia, he stated that Panama was a govern 
1 republican in form. If the facts have been stated, even 
1 lomatic euphemism would fail toshow that any organized 
rovernment existedin Panama when this treaty was signed, and 
much less that it was republican in form 

Mr. Hay can not create facts by his i and he can not! 
destroy them by stating conclusions o1 by omitting any men- 
tion of the actual facts. 

As these recognitions are not sustained by the facts, it is true 
th we can not create a nation, or change the laws of nations, in 
Panama by our mere ipse dixit 

[ would be inclined to apologize to the Senate for reminding it 
of prin les of public law that are so well understood oe 
nevel n disputed, but for a p1 ion in Article XXIV this 
treaty, that compels a recurrence to first principles and acne 
examination of the grounds on which we are proceedit 1g, 

B discussing this a of the treaty I will first say that 
in making a treaty that is not a ¢ ptiaielion ve a surrender to the 
vis major, which uly supported by arms and compels the 
obedience of the ] , we must base our action upon the con- 
sent of the people fully expressed. We can not say to our- 
selves and our successors that what we do in the form of agree- 
ment th another power we are able to sustain with forée, and 
will so sustain if it turns out that it is not lawfully binding on the 
people with whose alleged agents we are dealing. This would 
drag our Government to an attitude that a nation of savages would 


nder the laws of nations we are 
we are di 


bound to take notice of the 


ant) Star af £} saline wit] necially when we a 
authority of those ing With, especially When we ; 





acquiring territorial rights, in perpetuity, under atreaty. And 
the 1 ;of nations are recognized in our Constitution and en- 
forced by our courts, so that the Senate must also respect them. 

W ) maore stand above the laws of nations than ¢ Bektain 
does. She refused to accept amendments that the Senate voted 
on the t -Pauncefote treaty, and the treaty fell because 
the lay 1a required us to submit, and we again sat down 
qui tly ur ler the yo e of the ¢ layton-Bulw r tres a . 

il 


hich I now refer 








If the Repu of Panama shall hereafter enter as a constituent of any 
I f the I ted States under tl hall t boina 
es sened or impaired. f 

That binds Panama until her sovereignty is merged into some 
other government, but it does not bind the government that ab 
sorbs a anama. 

Her amex 38 permis hereafter mergt 
her sovereignty or i ia per government or 
into any union or confede1 reserve as to 1ts 
form or plan of governmen hether it is in the 
Eastern or Western Hemis 

Aside from this dangerou: » doctrine, which 
is unquestionably serious, the still more i rtant matter is pi 
sented in thi pi ision to the power of tl t Government 
in Panama to bind the government into which its sovereigi 
may be merged to1 t and enforce the reservation mad: 
that paragraph, that ‘‘ the rights of the United States under this 
ae shall not bein any respect lessened or impaired.’’ 

A treaty right can not thus be made perpetual as against a suc- 
rer to the sovereignty without its « nt. It can only be 
done by irrep« ble compact, for any nation can repeal a treaty, 
and repea valid against a right in perpetuity if it is made 
for just cause or because of anges conditions, u ‘the laws 
of nations. The jus rey is | be r a 

As a question anplying y sapent Kuropean or American govern- 
ment into which Panama may become merged, it is ircely 


1d } 


de l able 
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ne 


FEBRUARY 


Panama 
of being 


to make trouble for the United States, and inst 
given by this treaty it should be expressly forbidden, 

What are the real prospects of the Re public of Panama 
maintaining its actual independence and developing into a 
spectable vorld power, in contact with the strength, actiy 
ssiveness of the Americans, who will 


ry 
; anal zone and furnish it , ) "Og 
Canai Zone and furnish 1ts Commerce 


enab] 


energy, and aggre 
and control the 
tire vital force? 
answer is that it will be dwarfed into insignificar 
and in all the powers of xl SO soo i 
pass through the canal without breaking bulk. 
n is in stevedore work, and its most prosperous tu 
Duque’s lottery. In = conditi m its only aspiration will | 
ite with some other state. 
Then political tr abl 3 Nwatl set in presently, and the ma 
horseback, with a revolutionary flag and a big pai 
attempt to control affairs in the canal zone, and the man or 
beard will resent the interference. Then the apotheosis of 


7 4 
ald li 


rm 
ihe 


44 a+ 
LTat stateh 


its princi} 





ye t 
TO. spl 


| ama’s independence will be realized in the relati ion of a p 


of the United States. If we are wise in our day and ¢ 
and are not afraid, for the sake of appearances, to pluck tl the { 





that our aggressive policy already places within our easy r 
we will set out in earnest to do — is our real and ne 
purpose—to hold Panama in the leash so long as a ship car 
operation there. 

But astronger motive anda higher and more natural s 
m will be aroused among those people over actual or fa 
wrongs that wi Il bs uitributed to foreign rule and will lead t 


resentment. The Spaniards in Panama will unite with the $ 
food in Colombia in making Yankee —_ their joint obj 
constant reprobation. The prob: bili 1 retrocession of ] 
ima to Colombia is much greater than the prospect tha th 
‘main separated fri m, Colombia or will voluntari 


°44 
either re 


ty 


come a province of the United States. 
To the one country or the other Panama will certainly ™ 
tate, because standing alone she has neither the military or 





strength nor the desire to be isolated. 
f the ultimate return of Pan 
bia. We 1ave this di 


The chances are clea 
ma to a confederation 
ficulty always 


favor 0 


Colon 


will } in the way o 
| close and very delicate relations with Panama. 
Whenever c mplaint is made against any form of vice or] 
cal enterprise in the Republic or in the canal zone, or an eff: 
made to suppress gambling or the resorts of liquor deal 


a | 


proposttion that such government wou e left with | 
entire freedom to dispute the authority « f the present Govern- 
ment in Panama to make th ruaranty in favor of the United 
States to extend through all changes of conditions and for all 


time. This right of merger can have no other effect except to 


atriotism of those classes 
Lent, 
to return to the 
atural or surpri 


thieves, 

into violent r 

will le id to efforts 
t1 


is neither unn 


the } vill be at once ki 
and their love for Colombian lib 
fatherland. 


sing that the kindred b! 


sentn 





long association of the people of Colombia and Panama i 
ical, commercial, , and family relationship should draw tl} 
ether, especially when 1 questions arise between Panama ar 
United States, as they will : arise, in respect of the exercis 


powers of government over the cities of Pan: nd Colon 
irritation, controversy, and conflict 

uch difficulties will occur is, in the nature of 

‘e Was never a more peculiar relation t 

1 under the Hay-Varilla treaty, and there never 

"ac f any people less reason for ¢ xpecting 3 a 
yrdial relations that now seem to exist in the1 

zone. 

dy e are clear indications of a susp 

lous disposition among those people toward our people and | 


maa 


thin 
lan We W 
anal 1a 


ter ¢ 


7 


acting and « 


the ne 


and especially in shi 


adm 


The Senate this fact when it urges 


haste in the ratification of this treaty, 


from amending it, because it may encounter some oppos 
Panema if it is sent back for concurrence. If 
them now and are alarmed because they speak their « 


, + 
what will 


us real | 


our situation when they 
and assert against 

eee 

lous and entirely unn 


be 
rm, 


erms of 


‘ have the opportu 
us that we refused to h 
lazard 


1 
f 


essary that we 








provide by treaty in advance for the merger of the sover 

Panama in any other government besides that of the 

States. ‘To sanction such a la ipse of the sove reignty cP 
r the merger of its sovere ignty in another state or confed 


is an invitation to such action that those fickle pe yple, to \ 
ion is a pastime, will be sure to accept even on the 

casion. 

Ina day, or by a secret treaty, these results can be easil 

complished, and this treaty can and will be appealed to wl 

is done as our solemn covenant that such action is valid and 

ing on the United States. 

No question is required to be asked us by Panama as 
form or the character of the government into which shi 
choose to be merged, or with which she may be confederat 
where it is geographically located, or whether or not the relat 











$$$ 


government toward the United States are friendly or 


+ is a rival power that holds dominion of the Suez Canal 
vereignty is to pplant Panaina, we will have anothe1 
n canal partnership, or else a great war, b se We re 
to Panama the right to merge her sovereignty in that of any 
é may pre fer, us this treaty pr vid he may. 
na month, or a week, after this treaty is ratified and w 
naid for tl n ions we are to get under its provisions 
a can realize the dearest hopes of General Reyes by agai 
1Z her sovereignty in the R p iblie of Col ynbia. stating 
hy } 


and 
can Zo 
yp e O 
Colombia 


ognize 
She 


thereby reno 
maint tin in the first article of this tr aty. 
and declare, with unden ruth, that the pe 
ma were living under a code of laws enacted by 
\is treaty was signed and thatcode did 
inta or board of prefects or consuls to enter int 
a foreign power for any purpose, and especially for t 
of the highest function of civil government, the gra 
or of territorial rights in Panama to a foreign government 
ty. 
ry question of jurisdiction and power to make a treaty that 
\w be raised in this body upon this treaty can be raised by 
yvernment into which Panama may be merged 


we rm 


inhla 
Leh Lit 
not five aul 


( 


or with 
t may be confederated, and we have no power to deny to 
rvernment the right to raise it. How such a question can 
tled, otherwise than by war, is not provided for 
If settled by war, as it will be if it is ever rai 

ms of this treaty will be responsibl I i 
\ n we make war to our rights ; 
, whenever any other government attempts to se 


save 
i beat once 
e merger of the sovereignty of Panama into its superior 
enty,or its confederation with other governments without 
press consent to be given at the time, and also expressing 

res, guaranties, and conditions which the United State 
e fit to require or accept, not only as to existing rights. 

» to such as we inay then demand of such government. 

id the nec essity of the settlement of sucha question by 
ereafter we can now so provide that any effort to embarras 
nerfect control of the canal will be a casus belli, just as if it 
ated across the peninsula of Florida. Weneed not d 


sif we acquire rights in Panama which neither she nor 


Neds 


t 
| 
A 


»this 


er government will question. 
It is painful and even distressing to see that we open the door 


of vitation in this treaty to such interference with this great 
k. Itis to be a feature of our Governinent which is to be a 
more intimate and important feature of our national auton- 
than even the Great Lakes of the North. 
canal is to be perpetual, and our control of it is to be per- 
petual. So that we must now fix, Immutably, the conditions on 
h this part of our national authority is to rest. ‘These con 
( s are so varied—as yet so unknown—and they are so inter 
with the future success of the work and with its national 
‘ss that we dare not leave anything to future adjustn 


sly 
Ny 


1 now be settled by the acquisition of powers that are 

1 7 . “3.2 + 4 . oe 1 £0.11 
adequate to that end. It is nothing short of criminal folly 
rrender to the chances and hazards of the future the power 
)as we shall see fit, at any time, with this peculiar and im- 


mus 


forever 
government will hold 


t know now, as far as possible, and we must 
ure the future right to determine what 

rightful power in Panama outside the canal zone and the 
nt right of control provided by this treaty inside that 
re is but one way that is possible by which we 
power. Itis to provide in this treaty, if it is to be the supreme 
that will control these rights, so that the Government of the 
United States shall determine, without let or hindrance. whether 
sovereignty of Panama shall be merged into any other state 
or confederation of states, and all the conditions that are to be 

annexed to such merger. 
lo leave this matter entirely t 
‘in this treaty, without a sing] 
’ Which it is telescoped is bound 
ble and to preordain disaster. 


me work. 


Can secure 


» the discretion of Panama, as is 
e guard that the government 
spect, is simply to invite 
If Great Britain or France 
vussia or Germany or a South American zoliverein, led by 
Chile, should take Panama in tow, with her love of political 
ons, we might find it too late to repudiate the solemn guaran- 
s of this treaty or to strangle such an anaconda. 
Such an alliance or combination, or such an adventure by a 
le state, supported by the moral force of the laws of nations, 
uld give such states the right, the Senate now has the 
right, to question the validity of the cession of the 10-mile zone. 
y are left free to challenge its validity on the ground that the 
act of Bunau-Varilla was without the authority of law, and that 
ere Was no law in Panama when this treaty was signed that 
tipowered anyone to make such a treaty, and, above all, that 


to re 


as 
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the people of Panama had not acted upon +1 tiation or tl 


ratifi 


ation Of this tr 








people of Par pon t stroy 
this treaty by repealing or 0 
V lt is a rop i 
of the powel1 ) t 
to repeal af ) 
us t 

me right to Par 

i uch a ! { 
or; n, tl aq 

ihe question w! er | r 
inder any laws lad . 

y the ag : ted Dp I t } | 
T ed bv ¢ rtain } im ) ? 

d f this ly or bya ( pP r 

Any nation has the rig! l g 
Col bia has the right t 
Panal has not been displ 1 we , 
her right to maintain that sovereignty has been lost to ¢ 

If Panama, under this treaty, should return t 
to Colombia, as she has the free right t lo. then Col 
lawfully assert that the reuni so far as she is co1 y 
the restoration of the former allegiar and that ] icts . 
those of our seceding States fr S61 to re] ‘ , 
they, in any way, affect the national powers and autl of 
Colombia. 

Is this possibility too remot r consid ! I n 
view of the fact th we are a world pov nd t 3 
a political k ir arms does not 3 I f 
Colombii 3 Cag t mot r, ti lis re I 

The time will cot w! Panama V l ery it and ¢ 
will listen, and an applauding world will 1 \ 
nize the reunion through t pen door in tl 
been to acknowledge the 11 pend of Panama 

Even thes rest men perish of infirmities that first aj rit 
a spot on the kx, 1 world pow 
flattering iniquity that kindles a fatal fever in the brain of a 
president 

We have rumors. such as we are all the ti required to act upon 
without official information, } use tl , ident has no respect 
for the views and wishes of the Senat 1 ly for it lienc¢ 
that Panama has placed some provision in her cot J , 
to the United States the right to intervene at any tim »p rve 
order and to protect life and property in Panama. 

Was this asuggestion of our Governn l Lan in? 
the effect of Art XXIV tl reaty. \ 1 
expedient Panama to prey ( bi 
in that Republi ; 

No matter what is the se of t } n it 8 

nstitu 1of t I } 1 nd ! 
ou ification of t \ b 1 
OL That ct 11 l Va \ ‘ 
provision W 1 Panama s 
of another go rninent \ l C é 
her constitution favor of t Uni S . I s 
permit Panama to1 het ) inotl 
and thereby to revok id \ I of t 1 
to intervene with requisite force to com), b 
in the preservation of } order l pr 
t} ity f the law ( Pi la anvw it R 

To make this conces 1 ir e it mu Me 
bond that is stro1 r than a treaty. \ L be 1 
legislative a It m ‘ o it ! t. ] iN 
Cuba. which can be revoked only w the Gov- 
ernments. 

It is not far to see that tl ped $ sed j 
on the Piatt amendment to the army aq riation 
to Cuba. But the pla who did t \ 
faithful copy of the original 

The Platt am line vas an act of Congre t1 
the constitution of ¢ i should t f 
This, when done, was a compact between t , 
treaty was also provided for to clinch the compact rw 
son I have never known. 

li this treaty contained the prov t] I 
stitution of Panama which I have mentioned s ld be 
then we could assert it as a treaty right 
into which the sSOVE lgntyv o Pa i l 5 ) 
make the agreement sure and steadfas 3 ld be a \ 
compact on the part of both Governmer nd should | 

} £ } } 


ocable except with the { 
Thethird article also should be amended and sent back to Panama 
for acceptance, so as 


tion for the protection of life, liberty, property, and 


Cons 


to give us the l nt 1 Intervene at r 


ici, 
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7 r +} ry 


the suppression of all such establishments and practices 

as are calculated to encourage e vi ‘e and providing that this power 
hall be perpetual in the United States. 

th such definitions as to ‘the indi 

ent the international attitude, whatever it may be, from in- 

ie with « en right to exclusively construct, con- 

canal, es tr cd would be improved in. a 

tial feature. W such amendment it will be 

ion and excuse for “fi 1t1 re c roversy and will 


ama to a degr 


yur soverel 
, 
LUC 


that Li es rht 


of the } tand 
justify the appeal 
sion of this treaty and for its pres- 
he r¢ 1d permanent author- 
re and ratification. 
d to include the in 


resen 


orn ls T al 


, 4ichl 


natter tl rwise remain unsettled until the 
right of Colombia to enforce her authority in Panama has been 
settle 


Of course Panama, u1 


e XXIV 


nting 


of this treaty, could : 
j 5 again t merge her s 
ereignty into that of Ci lombia. And she might settle it by merging 
her sovereignty in that of the U nited States or some other strong 
power that Colombia could not resist. But it requires no argu- 
ment to convince any man that Panama could not prevent Colom- 
bia from compelling her submission, if other nations do not inter- 
fere. 

But we can not, 
Sively against C 
or the pratice of na 


\ 
ditions, a free, 


, 
on at rest by mer 


that questi I 


and the world will not, now settle it conclu- 
ombia, under any principle of international law 
tions, that Panama is, under 
sovereign, and independent republic 

We are preventing Colombia from asserting her authority over 
@ party of insurrectionists in Panama by military force, and, in 
the al >f 
lion in Panama is not disputed. 

Our recognition of the sovereign independence of Panama under 
such conditions is of no conclusive weight under the laws of na- 
tions. Yet, as an accomplished fact, so declared by our Govern- 
ment, we may regard it as a lawful situation, under our municipal 
laws, and act upon it. 


It is from this standpoint that I regard this treaty as if it was | confer upon it the power to make rules and regulations fo 


the act of two equal powers, both being sovereign and independent. 

In doing this for one I must regard the action to be taken by 
the Senate as if it w Te rie aling wit! h one of the most powerful of 
the nations of the earth, neither yielding anything to a sentiment, 
such as a generous man eau yield to a foundling placed under 
his care, nor omi any safeguard for the future that is re- 
quired when we SO providing as to protect th 
against possible ii srs from powerful nations. 

lam nowtrying to dist ‘uss general questions and situations that 

nder and in connection with this treaty, and will adv: 
vumstances of its origin to show that they require of the 
anaes care and circumspectio 
is a very great treaty, that is ieneniid to mea 
ence with that of the United St 
whole circuit of the earth. 

But we are treating, in respect of such matter 
that is under duress from fear of Colombia, and from incapacity 
to deny us anything we choose to demand as the price of our pro- 
tection against Colombia. This treaty power 
sort that ever appeared in the annals of history. 

There was never before such a government established, pro- 
fessing to be a republic, as that which existed in Panama from 
November 3 until this treaty was signed. It can only be described 

element that belongs to 


correctly y by saying that it wanted every 
with either municipal or interna- 


ttin g 


sure its exist- 


an estab 1 shed ; 
tional powers. 

After its declaration of independence, issued by a few inhab- 
ae: at a public meeting, those who asserted authority or at- 
tem] d ito enforce it found no laws to sustain them except those 
enacted by Colombia. 

Tl ey did not even attempt to provide other laws for the control 
of the people. Their alleged independence was not a fact sanc- 
tion . oe law. 
support it but force, 
and the prote 
whic 
foot. 

Co yia was, in fact, petitioning the Government of the United 
States for the withdrawal of its prohibition agninal the exercise 
of her constitutional sovereignty over Panama when this treaty 
was signed by the minister of Panama appointed by that junta. 

If the Genatned f the United States ratifies a treaty thus ordained 
in Panama, it will make law 
that can be devised for the undoing of republics and the destruc- 


ment, 


yvern 


the will of an unorganized body of people, 
‘tion of the Navy of the United States, without 
h the insurrectionary movement would not have been set on 


Lom} 
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ypendence of Panama as will | 


2 of dangerous in- | 


| ceive the 


OvV- | 


pl: vce under the control of a few insurrectos in 


r the present con- | 


nce of such interposition, her power to put down the rebel- | 


| States. 
2 United States | 
| if the acquisition is constitutional. 
rt t >» | 
| not complete until the Congress has accepted it. 
| only an executory contract that depends upon the consent 
| third power for its complete execution. 
ates and its influence with the | 


s, with a party | 


is the first of its 


It was only a political situation with nothing to | 


| ernment. 


| in the text that they must be ratified by the Senate. 


| ernment of the United States. 


ful the most destructive principle | 


tion of the union, strength, and solidarity of all governments, 1 
publican in form, which derive all their powers from the peopl 


organized as self-governing nations. 

The whole fabric of republican government rests upon the wi 
of the people expressed through organic laws and organized inst 
tutions that are elective and are not self- ordaining. It is t 
union uf the people in that form and upon that basis that cons 
tutesa republican form of government, as distinguished from x 
ernment by what is called ‘‘ divine right.”’ 

It remains for the Senate of the United States to establish a la 
of the highest authority, that is to be,the supreme law of this R 
public, under which an existing and recognized sister Ameri 
republic can be disintegrated, torn apart, and dismembered by 
portion of its citizens, acting without any legal form of organ 
tion, in open and treasonable defiance of the laws and const 


| tion of Colombia. 
lependence of Pan- | 


Such a law for the destruction of republics should never 1 
sanction of this body. If this is done, no republic 
have a longer lease of existence than may be granted by s 
more powerful government, according to its pleasure or to sat 
its greed. 

Any great temptation, such asa route for an isthmiar 
like that at Panama or Nicaragua 
Alaska, or great 


n cai 
, or mines of gold like thos 
bribes of money like the $10,000,000 we are 
Janama, will 
duce covetous powers and treasonable citizens to unite in 1 
spoliation of the government, for motives of personal gain 
national cupidity,and the wealth and prosperity of our Ameri: 

republics will be the cause of their destruction by more power! 
nations, 

Under the rule we will establish in the ratification of this trea 


| no nepali that has anything that any other government des 


can be safe against destruction under this furtive and fatal | 
of disinta gration. 
With reference to the boundaries of the powers of the Sen 


| questions are raised by this treaty that are of the first magniti 
| and require the 1 


nost patient and conscientious inquiry 

In Article IIT of this treaty the question is distinc tly present 
whether the treaty-making power of the Government can acqi 
by purchase from another government lands and territorial ri; 
vithin its jurisdiction, so as to extend to Congress the duty 


government and for its disposal. 
By the third article of this treaty the Republic of Pana 


grants to the United States, in exclusive and pe rpetual sover: 
| right, more than 520 square miles of its territory, designated 


metes and bounds, whereby it becomes the property of the Un 
Congress must therefore make laws, rules, and reg 
tions for the use and disposal of this area after it is so acqui! 


If Congress provides no such laws, it is very clear that 
treaty-making power can not provide them, so that the grant 
It is, at m 


The Government of the United States, therefore, in all it 
partments, which are only three, is not bound by such an a 
sition of territory from a foreign state until it has been acce} 
by Congress. Untilsuch a treaty is accepted by Congress in s 
form it can have no effective force or operation. No such tr 
can be self-executing. 

If I amright in this point, this treaty does not perfect the g 
of this land to the United States, and unless we are willing 
take the risk of the future action of our Congress, without 


| viding in this treaty that Congress shall ratify the purc! 


should be so amended, unless such provision is found in the1 


| and unusual form in which its ratification is provided for in 
| ticle XX VI, as follows: 


The convention when signed by the plenipotentiarles of the cont: 

yarties shall be ratified by the respective Governments, and the rati 
ahi ull be exch anged at Washington at the earliest possible date. 

Our Constitution requires that treaties shall be ratified by 
Senate of the United States, not by the Government. 

The Senate is not the Government of the United States 
that Government limited in any case to the Senate. 

The President and the Senate are not a department of the 
They constitute a tribunal or commission to 
treaties, With no other powers conferred upon it. It is so 
as to have become a diplomatic rule that our treaties must st 
There i 
rule or practice or law that a treaty can be ratified by the G 
This rule has been ignored w 
circumstances that suggest a new and utterly inadmissible po 
on the part of the President. 

In our intercourse with foreign powers the President is kno' 
to them as the Government of the United States. 


FEBRUARY 20, 


This treaty, 
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‘+s express terms, provides for the ratification by the respective | lishing a government de facto, could r he U 





Governments of the treaty powers. This is not a refinement that | from its guaranty of tl 

yf the subject, as to our own engagement of 

inguage employed is misleading and should | Another reason also operated to ma wnt 
{ 


ks in the bark to Colombia. 


ication. The 


( 
7 
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fore be corrected by the Senate; it is a matter of mos | est value to Col ia. It hat the « t 1 
ty import when the act of ratification is required to be | States were given the right of trans i 
hv the Government of Panama. equal footing with the peop! ( 
1+ the time this treaty was signed there was no known goy- | marked and I ) | 
nt in Panama that was capable of making such a treaty. | tions, they could not be adr i to such ri 
rnraent has since gr wn up there that can make a tr at ) outt strongest ] | 3on the pai i the l 
it. this treaty,if the S nate chooses to a upon it as an | the soverei v of ¢ Panama 
: 11 tiation, should speak from the date of its rati- | the s y and ent 
and not f1 the date of its signat Until 1856 Panat 1 powers of ] ] ; 
as i scase of the Hay-] ran treaty, this in- | freq tly dev l into « t 
hen perfected by the Senate, sl 1 besent to Panan ( ia W h we a 
{ tion or dissent. On just principles of fair d ing and | : 
! between the President and the Senat ni l I t 
weighty maiter, nothing should be concealed or omitted | was placed m: ‘ 
Senate a full knowledge of the facts as they ar trol he Federal Cong1 B 
n to th resident and the Department of State. t sare under the Congres | 
cred ls and full powers of M. Varilla as tl rl ] . 3 
1 negotiator are disputed by Senators places, a ] Y ! 
is sufficient to enable him to make y is drawn to tha ( 
Committee on Foreign Relations, by vote, called upon ft} by the railroad and car 
‘of State for a copy of these powers, and he declined t re m t 
them to the committee, and thereupon, after the lapse of | succe uly reached by wa 
| davs, the committee rescinded its resolution. vern. 
Senate should, in justice to the Administration. demand Now, toa mind that does not find in isapplied n 
powers shonld be sent to the Senate, that it may be | of the law a conven heory to ju 
‘ther the negotiation of this treaty has been condu i | plain that no 
nauthorized person, and whether those from whom such | 1846 that could jus a 
emanated were ‘‘ the Government’ of Panama, empow- | of Colom that] Le! bi } 
o make treaties and exchange ratifications, and whether. in | in J tv to Col ,. and a . ecessor t 
se persons comprise the Government of Panama, with | sovere 1 t ve} Ic, > UT VY put \ 
ratifications can now be lawfully exchanged. secure Colombia agai dis exact state or conditio 
na now claims to have a railroad that is to be a source of | Panama. . 
to the local Government. as the successor to the Govern To-day our Gov nt is in } claiming the ri 
f Colombia, to the sum of $250.000 per annum, provided some | there only under the treaty of ¢ » If tha 
be found in which, by operation of the laws of nations, :of force to p that 7 why i 
ict between the railroad company to pay that amount t tect Colombia in the ownership of the t W 
| acan be transferred to Panama without the consent of | purch from Pan a ? 
| 1, Or We are to take tl j B { mi rht witha 
ta corresponding annuity without limit of time as toits’ sense of duty, can su W 
ce, 7 | ties. let u eh far t ww S ying 
vyer who finds a rule or principle by which the terms of | when it is for } lic uses : 
tract can be so changed as to substitute Panama or the I : mald ] 1 
United States as payee therein, in lien of Colombia. under thelaws upon snoliati y ' 
itions, will be entitled to the highest distinctions of his pr had nine Departm<s 
in the art of perverting a contract so as to make it de | n of it four and a] l 
tive of the rights of the payee through his misfortune in ;the United States had at th the 
r beneath the power of another, who, with the aid of .| With Panama as 5 
enough to rob him of the property to which the con- less tha e-twelf ‘4 ( 
! e.ates, { 3 as large as Al I 
lf t:ere is any principle of justice or law, municipal or int n P 11 : 
1. that gives to the robber, by succession or accretion, a : \ la 
ts of his victim under any contract that relates to pr nth of r entire census. P 
n by violence, it is new to my ideas of personal or 1 fhe most m | uliti EC 
irignt | | 7 
robber law that gives to a conqueror all the property and z 
s of his enemy that comes to his possession in the conquered | est ri l 
ry is tolerated, not as a law of spoils to reward the victor Tot P 
law of government. to better enable the new ruler lo perma ral 
and preserve rightful authority among his new subjects, | of w th on 
is right of legal succession to such prope rty is sustained f loss 
purposes. p : 
of the railroad and of the proposed canal, the benefit | be finished. 
annual rental stipulated in the concession was made the In t ti it i 1 bat tl mpleti E <i) ] 
ty of Colombia—a consolidated government, republican in | v 
like the Government of France, consisting of nine Depart- | 1 to Panama 
I s, of which Panama was one. these great g 
to that Department, the constitution gave to the Congress inal al 
Colombia the express power to legislate for it in all Litters. value of | ! 
It had no law-making power except such as, from time to time, tl W ( 
( ress of Colombia choose to delegate to it for local purposes. | an y 
reason for this exceptional provision as to Panama w \ 
ly, that it had been a seceding State prior to 1846, and its | these ter ! 
ce from Bogota and the main body of the Republic exposed | 1 l 3 


ids of filibusters and to the promoters of secession. Its | Coiombia 
‘ssion of a short line of transit between the oceans made it N v- 
iarly attractive to adventurers, buccaneers, and political | ernment,and if the a been com een 





; sat ; ; ; l I l l He C L A ' ¢ 

: itionists, and constantly exposed it to such marauds. no government wo ip had a rici is 
_it was to meet and prevent such conditions that our treaty with | ury and its people than th ntracts yi ; 

Colombia in 1846 contained the guaranty of the United States These contracts were made for and on behalf of the Republic 


at we would protect the sovereignty of Colombia over the De- | of Colombia, under its sovereign authority, and not alone for 
artment of Panama and its ownershi 


] p 
iitical outbreak there, however successft 


thereof, so that no po- | Panama, nor even in the larger part. nor for any specific part of 





ul it might be in estab- ' the revenue or the commercial benefits of the canal or the rail- 
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uss 


» benefit of Panama. Pana 
t] tional benefits. 
nal and the 


na had no special or sepa- 


railroad were located in the 

















| we are mM 


ing 


Dep { did not give to the people there any 
1 a se concessions. The land was the prop- 

erty of C a, l ownership was guaranteed to Colombia 
by the United States, and not to the Department or to the people 
of Panam 

Until the 3d of November, 1903, Colombia was keeping all her | 
obligations under the Wyse concession with the New Panama | 
Canal Company and with the Panama Railroad Company, and 
all her obligations to the people and the Government of the 
United States in Panama, with port ‘+t good faith. 

On that day some of the peo} Panama, under the protection 
of Inited Sti declared thron igh ¢ self-c nstituted junta, 
t} ssion he Department of Panama from Colombia. Yet 
the Ly disturb the canal company or the railroad company 

the full enjoyment of the franchises granted them by Colom- 
Was this state of facts a transfer to Panama of all the bene- 

s and all the obligations of the Republic of Colombia, under 
th concessions, if the Republic of Panama then became a fre: 
St ign, and independent republic? 

Phe Republic of Colombia was not destroyed by this secession 
of Panama. She is still entitled to at least her aliquot part, ac- 
cording to area or population, or both, of the benefits of these 
( ssions, ¢ is liable to both these companies to keep them 


s under th 
(oO tO War to pr 
‘izes them and sells 
ect and enforce her conc: 
r he would hesita 
- even to make the 
all our glory. 


and 





racts. If we 
m for tho 

them to us, 
ssio} 
te 


seize 
com- 
Colombia 
If she was 
to perform this 
In this in- 


iS 
4 
not 


attempt. 








3 i contra it is not susceptible of ap- 
portionment betw n two contesting owners as to rights or obli- 
gatiol und rit except by the consent of all the parties, 

No court can ap} ion these rights and obligations; they are 
either « nded by the secession of Panama, in which event they are 
no longer operative as grants or concessions, or if any court any- 
where can w the equities } n the parties it must bea 
court of Col , Which is the mother country of the conces- 
sions and of the corporations to which they were granted. 

To fi 


ign court could possibly apportion these contract rights 














between 1} anama and Colombia so as to give to each a just shat 
of the income or t pose upon either a just share of the liabili- 
ties, and the r nust therefore be that the s cession of one 
sti mu { » with it the revenues that belong to eight other 
states, if it carriesanything with it. As weare to be the purchas- 
e his ] y| — from Panama, shall we assert, as we do 
in this treaty at we ill take all these rents? 

Except by an yf vis major, neither Panama nor France nor 
the | ted Stat in conte! upt mn the United mtates or upon the 
Panama Canal Compa any rights or obligations that exist 
under concessions in favor of Colombia. 

No court can find any warrant of law for striking out the name 
of Colom} in these agreements and inserting the name of 
Panama or the name of the United States. Ifthe Senate does this, 
its p 3 gone, its honor is tarnished. 

These ci ssions are dead, or else they still inure to Colombia. 
if » railre wpe se yagenstew Si di annuity to Colombia, 
th irts will sustain the payments. 

The doctrine of title by conquest or successful secession can 
not be carried to the extent of converting into public property 
contracts that inure to the Republic of Colombia, because they 
relate, in part, to a concession or lease of lands in Panama that 
derives its validity from the laws of Colombia, which was the 
real and entire consideration for the agreement 

rhe lease of the right of way to the railroad company was a 
sale for a limited period, with payments to be made annually to 
Colo If the title to the country passed to Panama, subject 
to the co ‘$1 is this treaty provides, the rights of the ra ail- 
road company are sacred, and Colombia has the indisputable right 








SS ing except the political powe1 
ov locality thr h which the railroad is constructed and 
the canal is partly constructed, and it has not ventured to lay its 
hands upon ei her of these prop rties. They still hold under tle 
concessions from Colombia and have not attempted to attorn to 
Panama as their lessor. 

Chere is great danger to the United States in this situation. 
The worst and most conspicuous danger, however, is to the 
= ter of the Republic. 
has been sole ly 1 hrough our assistance that the present con- 
dition has been possible in Panama. We have created it, and un- 
til wrong hes mes right we will have the entire responsibility 
and many troubles. I regret the eagerness of the Senate to as- 
sume these responsibilities, 
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We have predicated our actions upon the false pretense t! 
ved by the sacred love of liberty to assist a persecut 
people in Panama in escaping from the power of Colombia, w] 
our actual motive was to force Colombia away from her own ti 
ritory that we might take it under the guise of a purchase fr 
Panama, in order to secure a canal route that Colombia had fai 
to concede to the United States under the Hay-Herran treaty, 1} 
was still willing to concede so soon as her titution could 
so amended as to enable her Congress to pass the necessary 1 

We deny to the Colombian Congress the right to define 
limit of its rights and powers under the constitution of its o 
Government. 

This is a painful statement of our attitude as a governm 
but it is true. 

What other motives may have influenced Coli 
the Hay-Herran treaty is not a question that concerns our mo 
or purposes in an act of retaliation for that disapp« intn 1ent. 

Colombia was acting within her righ its in the rejection of 
Hay-Herra n treaty, and we were not within our rights in prot 
Panama with our naval forces while her people, o r the 
men who assumed to stand for her people, threw off her all 
to Colombia and seized the Department of Panama. 

If our motives had been free from selfishness and witl 
covetous design; if we had been animated with the pure s] 
of sympathy for people in distress, or for those whose lil 
was threatened or was being destroyed, the world would 
plaud the motive of our act, but would deplore the open bri 
of the laws of nations by one of the great powers in the attem 
gratification of a generous purpose. 

Our people would have lamented the indiscretion as an un 
sary expression of sympathy for an oppressed people; but e 
such a situation, and for such reasons and motives, the: 
not sanction the use of military force to secure the indepe 
Panama, there being no relation of friendship or interdep« 
ence between us and those people that would furnish a rea 


cons 


mbia in rej 





| excuse for such intervention. 


national ager: 
nt. 
the Pre sident nn ide 


Unhappily, our actual motive was either 
ment or the ambitious designs of the Presid: 

On the 3d day of November, 1903, 
his purpose to prote ct ra it_ is called ‘‘ the uprising’’ at P 
with the armed forces of the United State sand { to maintain a 
laration of the ie ccneati nce of Panama as a separate republi 

On that day Colombia was at peace with the United States 
her diplomatic relations, which had continued in unbroken fri 
ship for three-fourths of a century, were uninterrupted, | 
diplomatic representatives still he ld relations of friendship vy 
ours and continue them to this day, we having since that dat 
ceived and conferred with a special ambassador from Colo 
in friendly intercourse. 

We have not notified Colombia of any fault or delingu: 
her part in obse rving any of her treaty obligations wit] h th tv 
States or of any injustice, crue ity, or neglect toward the p 
of Panama. 

Indeed, there existed no open question between Colombi 
the United States that in the least degree caused any irri 
between them. 

Whatever may have been a just ground for complaint tov 
Colombia, if any existed, she was innocent in the eye 
United States, for no sort of complaint was made by us, eit! 
to her foreign or domestic relations. 

Our intervention in the secession of Panama must, t] 
find some other ground of support than any cause of com] 
that existed toward her on the part of the United States 

The true reason for such intervention, and the only o 
the refusal of the Colombian Congress to Reins the Hay-! 
treaty, that was intended for no other pur] than to obta 
canal concessions at Panama, That was t le pur} 
ject of that negotiation. 

Our intervention was, therefore 


a 


)OS8Se 


he si 


. to secure through the di 


berment of Colombia canal concessions at Panama that t] 
lombian Congress had refused to grant in the form and 


terms of the Hay-Herran treaty. 
The President in supporting the sec 
gave the assistance of the 


ssion movement in Pa 
Navy to the men who were the « 


and agents of the New Panama Canal Company, w ho yhad 
of the Panama Railroad, which was the real factor of fin 

in the problem of preventing Colombia from using he 
whether civil or military, in the suppression of that insur 


against her lawful and rightful government. 
Among those who were prominent in the 
several citizens of the United States. 
The insurrectionists organized a provisional government in 
am ‘a consisti ng of three of their number, who are called * 
or ‘‘ prefects.’”’ The powers that were thus assigned to the ( 
have not been made unre to the Senate. No laws enact 
| them, if they had any legislative powers, have been brou 
| the attention of the Senate, We only have for our guidance | 


insurrection 
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1 1 presumption that the laws o Jlombia in force i anama | people. Aside from that, | r, W hould not so . 
| presumpt that the lav f Colombia in force in P peopl Aside from t h 
( he 8d day of November, 1903, remain in force until they are | rate Colombians as 1 t not t . 
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; | bv other laws so enact d. be hopels ( 1 re | { ! l 
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the sovereig? a by the United States, we em in t!} I 
the officers f the Panama Railroad, which is If any nai 1 
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ntains and eas t 
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declaration of war has n? by ( 
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I 
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of t l throw iT 
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vd ir, but none t ] l 
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ta the Senate is required to assut t id I T i 
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nof the Senate in 12 this open « n . ; 
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hope that situation in Panama cat s s | 
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ny people than that which Colombians ft 1 t] S z | power, and it v 
( in Panama [o aggravate ths suffer by ana n t ld Jj 
ittitude on our part is surely not the part of wisdon or confederated w str 
: i Wi ( nly | I I 


_ it may gratify the pride of the President, who has brought about sitions as guides for the a 
this situation, that he may find in it some excuse for violating t t is nO mere surmise, it isa 
laws of the United States, but it will not gratify our sober-minded | evidence in our archives, that this urgent demand for hasty 
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ts the subject entirely as a enone and lawyer would treat | emp! — of ee Se to fulfill its guaranties under tl rty-fifth 
" article of the treaty of 1846, in order to keep the transit open ac e Isth 


‘ithout any political motiv oS the © 
| mus of Panama 
xy th the consent of the Sen: ihe I will append it as a supplement | “Desirous of exercising only the powers expressly reser ae 
i 
' 














vy remarks. treaty. - ap th rights ¢ a lombia, the for ent to the Isthmug 
. NON vv ‘ rere ns re. *( toc nne toner ac l n to I — ya 1 ef} 
>RESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama | Fore see ext wid ite nee aR. 
= * “ el u ans and > accessories Ir 1 D 
unanimous consent that there may be printed as a supple- | rassed.’ The execution of this ¢ nd re t; ‘ 
t to his remarks a ps iper by Mr. Moorfield Storey. of Boston. | —_—- eee rol where the | thority was 
. ut always in aid of the sovereignty in Colombia lt} rompt and ‘ 
ere objection? The C nair hears none and the order is made. | ft , ‘it = fit : jut 7 ee one ateamae : 
¢ ° . lililimMent¢ isau Dp! Mis Grovernoiment Was b i Pp] i ( 
paper re ferred to is as follows ernment of Colombia, and has bee followed by expres I 
* * * The restoration of peace on the Isthmus by the reesta 
THE RECOGNITION OF PANAMA, the constituted Government there being a mplished, the f 
United States were withdrawn.” 
s delivered at Massachusetts Reform Club, December 5, 1903, by While, therefore, we had once or twice landed troops when tl 
Moorfield Storey. } riots orinsurrections on the Isthmus. we had dor n aid of 
| of Colombia, sometimes at the request of her a alw - iv 


ler to discuss intelligently the action of the Administration toward | her approval 
blic of Colombia it 1s necessary first to know the facts, and I will en- | We had insisted that upon her rested the duty of protecting the t t 















‘to state these briefly. | against attacks from insurgents, and had notified her tha e ree 
reaty of 1846 between the United States and New Granada, in the | of this duty w * Our interpretation he 
Secretary Hay, ‘‘is not dependent for its efficacy on the personnel | action under i é th the ge of 
ners or the name of the territ my it aff ‘ts,” but ‘Sis a covenant, as | We had help: herduty and u rt} 
yverssay, that runs with theland.” That is, it binds both the United | We had never 1 the right to interfere a 
nd the Rey vuly lic of Colombia, which has succeeded to the rights and | There is another diplomat ent which should not b ! 
an ot New ( ‘anada. | this connect on. I refer to is Ostend ‘ { 
: treaty contained the following reciprocal agreements: | Buchanan, Mason. and Soulé listers of the 1 is 
Gow rnment of New Granada guarantees to the Government of the ‘is,and Madrid, met at O ia nt declar i 
States that the right of way or transit across the Isthmus of Panama ‘hace of Cuba by the Un r $120,000,000, and ] 





vy modes of communi “" that now exist, or that may her 






after be “If Spain, dead to the voice of her own interest and actuat 
























































































ted, shall be open and free to the Government and citizens of the | prideanda fals fhonor,s ild se to sell ( t = 
States,” and “‘as an e special compensation for the said advantages | then the questi ar What ou to be tl rset 1 $ 
- the favors they have acquired by the fourth, fifth, and sixth articles | under the circu es? 
reaty the United States guarantee positively and eflicaciously to New They answer ir own question by s g 
. by the present stipulation the perfect neutrality of the befor: * After we shall have offered Spain a ] é r Cuba far beyond 
i Isthmus, with the view that the transit from one sea to the other » and tl hall have n ised, * * ther 
¢ interrupted or embarrassed in any future time while this treaty 2 divine, we lb istified in w ig f S } 
d in consequence the United States also guarantee in the same man- | power.” 
rhts of sovereignty and property whic h New Granada has and pos Thi claration was justl lem the t 
er the said territory.” more ¢ the Republican part na n 
ling the language fairly, New Granada warrants to the Un in 1856 : true « ne in these w l 
it travel across the Isthmus shall not be interrupted, and the United “Th in’s plea that t ght ) ( 
rrants to New Granada her rights of sovereignty and property ov er | tend eve spect \ in d 
us would e and dishonor ) ) \ I r peopl it ga 
greement of New Granada bound her to prevent any interfere pees it 1 : ie 
na wath travel across the Isthmus, and the agreement of the United We statement of t 1e American p ion f Pi I 
i her to defend the sov gnty of New Granada. If eit! i ge to Congr Ky? 
ep its engagement a claim for damages would arise in 1idepe nation in America 1 i have t} rhtest f fare 
--and this was the clear understanding of the parties, asis shown by | sion 1e United States. It behooves eac] oO ma I 
sion of the treaty: : nd to discharge its te é \ i 
unfortunatel of the articles contained in this treaty strong or weak, they ha g to drea 
or infring ed in any way whatever, it is expressly stipul 
f the two contracting parties shall ordain or authorize act f iston ite tl 4 nat 3 
> ae ll declare war against the other on complaints of injuries or | ere gn was i sf L 
‘until the said party considering itself offended shall have laid be- | otl 
thera statement of such injuries or damages, verified by competent These precedents s hat we hac I 1 gat ( 
manding justice and satisfaction, and the same shall have bee! ! bia under the treaty and how ror uk 7 I 
ib roy at t sel 
Granada, in a word, agreed to protect travelers across the Isthr ] p ud I ‘ 
nterference, and to pay damages in case she failed. It wascl is is regulated ‘*} M ( I G 
and therefore her right, to use all force necessary for the pur 
n cé siderati on of this the United States agreed to help New Granada yw compare th avowed ] I I 
toact against her. It is impossible to torture language so ast id n the dom f ( 4 t 
ty any right on our part to prevent her kee ig orderand p under a concession from tt Government to a ] 
ravel on her own territory, especially in the face of our* positive ’ bh meession, in te prov ut t mig 
‘ious’ guaranty of her sovereignty. transfer it to another company or vie g 
nguage can not mean * If any of your subjects revolt, and so | tion or government.” This was a re a iS 1 
ly to interfere with travel, we, the United States, shall have the | afford to admit another nation into its ter er 
ip them and prevent your asserting your sovereign rights against | without a very d ict understan x to t respect r 
The French « pany becar lla I neg t 
nstru ‘tion of | = I is supported by the language of the next | the United States ed to y its right $ a) 1 
ade in 1857, which was a convention negotiated for ome p ee ise of r I W 
ng claims made Americans for losses caused by a riot at Panama e transisthi ! \ 
‘st article of this treaty uses this language: ‘‘All claims on t part of I Her I 
* citizens of the United States upon the Govern nent of New vy t ! ’ 
. and especially those for damages which wert used | ; p Sar I ‘ t 
Panama on the 15th of April, 1856, for which the sald Gon wament of W het 1e ¢ ult t! 
nada acknowledges its lability arising out ofits privilege and obli sail, t g lL] 
preserve peace and order along the transit route.” ng lit ri 3 t 
ws where the duty and of course the right to deal with insurrec to s ’ 
n thought to reside by so aggressive an American as Lewis Cass t } ig of t , 
tary of State G I 
pril 30, 1866, Secretary Se ward wrote to our minister at Bogota: * The ; 
i States desire nothing else, nothing better, and nothing more ereqnes I S 
State of Colombia than the en joym ‘nt on their part of complete and ab- 
ereignty and independence. If those great interests shal omer be t t 
i by any power at home or abroad, the United States will be 
iting with the Government and their ally, to maintain and di e t tv a 
October 27, 1873, Secretary Fish said in an official dispatch to Mr. Keeler, | r« A 
g to the provision under discussion: claims 
s engagement, how: ias never been acknowledg etl sent su ~ 
t protecting the road across it from the violence of ] \ The ¢ t witl t 
uch ras of late efficiently given by th rt more ! t Republ 
i of 1y, it appears to hav been granted h the const cause ti it aa ‘ 
the in local authorities. It is, however, r rded as tl betwee! ng t J 
i duty of the Colombian Government to protect the road against | than any r ref 
+ from local insurgents. The discharge of this duty will be insisted | p1 whi A 1 
r lati ‘ i 
etary a ird thus stated our position: tory. It is tiqu t 
Ns ‘ral occasions the Government of the United States, at the instance ** The Lt1s t S: J ; 
lwaye with the asse ‘nt of Colombia, has, in times of civil tumult le at g 
| forces to the Isthmus of Panama to preserve American cit L r { 
rty along the transit from injuries which the Government ¢ é i f t f 
the time be unable to prevent. But in taking such steps t the convention.” 
has always recognized the sovereignty and obligation of C Is it necessary to assume that the ( ym : 
€ emises, and has never acknowledg er nee tea moti ves in refusing toadm t their powerfula 
disclaimed, the duty of protecting the transit against domestic dis- | their territory aa this complexity was ren 
nce.” President's p licy thus describes the r 
dent Cleveland in his annual message of December, 18°5, spoke thu the Senate of C 1 mbia cou y lr 
nergencies growing out of civil war in the United States of ( lo mbia | With any powerful nation we should have n fre rot Co- 
ded of the Government at the beginning of this Administration the lombia was weak, and a different rse sug elf t ir ruler 
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vy toa hill outside while their colonel sent a 
vas to return on the 5th. Hubbard occupied ¢ 
bian troops were confronted by our marin 

lonel 
trtagena.”’ 
‘compare th secret lay: “*“Thoy prepare 
volution in advance. * * * They accomplished the 
* * * A partof the Colombian forces joined the revolu 
rned to Colombia.” 
machinery of revolution was on board our gunboats. It was 
hat accomplished the independence of Panama. We can not 
that Dr. Manuel Amador spoke the truth wher 
t last week: 
urse we expected that the United States would n 


se , 9 
AcK us, 


yps at 
ive him the right to expect this? 
the Government nowcalled “the new Republic?” 
aofthreemen. Whois their representative in Washington? A 
eer connected with the French canal company, appointed by the 
y have nocourts, no constitution, no frame of government, no leg 
of popular assent. 
f s we are able to judge, the new Republic,” s cretary 
“hegins its career with no organized opposition throughout 
ment to thec | of the Isthmus.” 
us, “went to work | Why? Because the United States withstood the forces 
which there is no | f ade them to fire, and forced them to leave the Isthmus. The 
red the machinery of | op tion of the Colombian Government was paralyzed by our s 
thout the firing yr It takes a few days to organize a new opposition. The insurr: 
Liz th ity fron ranonthenight ofthe8d. Secretary Hay’s statement wasissued on tl 
h That opposition exists, and the reason why it is not organized 1 
gathered from the news brought by passengers on the Alliance 
and telegraphed from New York on December 1. 
: was ied that the prisons filed with political pri 
130 persons in all, it was ss s deported for showing d 
yyernment of three men has already banished one hundred an 
wing discontent, and this arbitrary junta is called a rep 
»men do not feel very secure of their fellow-citizens or they 
lect a few malcontents. With orces of the Unite 
inta their fellow-citizens can not resist them if they woul 
t] th the United States received from Panama a f 
1 by the three persons calling themselves a junt 
Panatma was established. 
e new Government of Panama is recognized. 
at date to our minister at B : 


by 


ublie of ¢ m bis 
a Government of t 
lected junta of three, supported by fore 

ilers, not elected by the people, and wit! 
stitutional restraint, a government 
yvvernment know as to the sentiments 
vo days after this junta had sei 

issiot from the 

ne treaty was 


» treaty is sent to the junta for ratification. The $10,900,000 y 
is now to be paid to Panama, and on Decembe 


n 


done against the protest of Colom! 
od States from quelling tl { 

i States will r 

United States 

Maintain. 

undisputed 

t the 


tha 


Lha a 
uire whether the ists consul 
d him that the outbreak was “scheduled to tak 
>and were advised to post sit,as is stated in the N 
that the plan was know our authorities ir 
1 to aid the revolutionists by force; that they d 
5 mn the success of ’ olution is due. ~ 
tion is in distinct violation of our solemn tr 
ous interpretation of thatlang 


; Administrations. 


en no trent t 


al law. Our mere re¢ 
was made was unjustified. 
ies: John Quincy Adams, in dealing w 
ith American republics, said to P l 
i tests when recognition of indepen 
granted without departurefrom the obligations of neutrality 
hen l idence i vblished as a matter fact 
{ r to recove 1eir dominion 1 
rate speec nthe action of 
sderacy asa belligerent, after a c: 


y,our ac 


recognit! 
hed and tl 
limits. Thes 


4 


sognition by coercion. It is ¢ 
be Vindicated o1 swar. * * 
tion, to coerce the dismem rrmnie 
of a countrs in its nature offensive beyond ordinary war.” 
ld In his age April 11,1898, Mr. McKinley, seeking to ju 
u- | to recognize the independence of Cuba, : 
“They areevidences that the United States, in addition to the t 
yvember 3 and | by public lawas the condition of the recognition of i pendence by t 
w people” nothing | state—to wit, that the revolted state shall ‘constitute in fact a bod 
i jolon t 16 mor y train arrived from Panama on | havinga governmentinsubstance as well asin name, possessed of the 
but on the 3d Capte bbar ashore and learned what had | of stability,’ and forming de facto, ‘if left to itself, a state among the 
dand that the Colombian generals wan their troops sent across | reasonably capal 
ima. On the 3d Captain Hubbard refus to allow this, and early on | own governance in deal 


"4 


ischarging the duties of a state ’—has imposed 


ing with cases like these the further conditi 
he gave written notice that they could not leave. On the afternoon | recognition of independent statehood is not due to a revolted dep 
th he ordered a force from the Na lle ashore and took possession | until the danger of its being subjugated by the parent state has « 


ailroad tation, so that the Colomb l ‘oops could not move. The ; pa sed a " 


Y 
le of d 


sy. 
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T+ 1s impossible to say that on November 6 the Governmentof Panama was | Mr. MONEY. It will be just as convenient to me to sneal ei 
Ne ae “nt Mr. McKinley described, or that the danger of its be- 1 ‘ 7 ° . om i i 
rovernment &@s . VAC IN ATO, d Us , + » Sen: or as conc ad 
hingated by Colombia had passed away, when Colombia had hardly the Senator has concluded. 


od that an insurrection had occurred. . ay Mr. SPOONER. I will yield to the Senator. As I understand 
ber our denunc! ition of Engla d’s action during the civil war. | him. he will not ake much time 



















































—s . 4 ‘ . a a Rates ws » 
r our rep ate ; USaiS5 LO 1 ognize ( uba, out tong Celay in! g . TONEY 1 ow t to ong ] } . , f 7 
the South American r¢ publi *3. OUP aA ion tow d the Transvaal R¢ p Mr. M« NEY oe I do not ay . : - = F UL COUl 
| the Orange Free State, our denial that the Philippine Republic | 18S very difficult in nm a ques oO $4 
though it had legislature, « 1e devoted st long one may occt ! lt d ids a great dk 
I e, and th terruptions and r matters 
ine of the Ost | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator f1 M 
t United § will proce lL. 
1} ha 
. the w i ‘ Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, as I hay yu ud, L hay 
that great system of jurisprudence buil rs of en- | unavoidably absent from this discussion, but from the b 
mie! e ~ which I received from he Inge the ] rir read | 
<a the Recorp, I know the discussion ha 1 unusually 1 
ll 1 found and original study of the main question and tl 
toit. I do not, therefore, expect to contribute a 
Lec — literature of this discussion or to convince anyo1 
\ he canal and I am only speaki yr now in my) wh bel 
‘is world whom I have the honor in part to represent m 
ae ean ; ; 1, ik vote, 
promptly punished e should like to see men who hs | Mr. President, Ido 1 wish to be con 
1 bb I forge r rotten g I matt 1 LOO ¢ 1 a. F ] l 
! 7 ’ 
+} il ty toa ) I t 
to 1 ca ty I do not t ( 
this strictly f the | 
, 7 7? , 
t} rel I l rat ’ 37 ' A 
ind to nsid th " i d } heir | he had y na V 
I } a attr , + + 
i s uit L I Z lf V u 1 + 1 
\ t means anarch J the s oe eae 
ia great power has 1 Y ht to rob ry W ’ ry ! 
ri to] 1 tl In a V po = ? 
\ l I ll a 11 rall ' r y tT) t } 
I ‘ a treat tl : 
gh ; amas € thic } e land; b 
nd fear I to adopt, p i} | i 1 y it, 3 t 
olf ast wort. theamttel , ( ins ' 
‘ t é y ' + y 1’ itr t ‘ ! ( 
‘ ‘ udy too pro 1 rd la + 4 time see ¢ j : uN | 
t. J y » than all it 1 I I lomet 
r¢ l ¢ i } . ; 7 
‘ h t “lI I 3 disa ) , f+ iv 1S¢ T l ( } 1 7 
nd, t W t cond l, € het Thinking {| ) t i 3 
t In I with 1 ( ‘ I n yrepresent m tof t ( q 
0 « hes 
} ‘ i} 7 tory » and ¢ l e the ; rl 
i j ‘ } ©! nt mm ? 
vice of English j 11 ' ote cades tae tha 7 : 
te y t Pres R t ha dt fair ' ; 
t 1! gress. 
eur ] id it 1 l t l > 1 
Lil l cor ssi Wwe! 
the Cl ] 
, } ) 
oe \ 1 land Ly 
17 \ ) c‘l 
Ca ( st 
. ma 4 ’ 
N » ( i 
I with tl el I t 
’anama CU; 
S L wisl Ss I 
Vo ia 7 I \ ? 
those votes < "oO! T i \ 
( l g ccad 
{ { 1 | 
l rd ! Ot Tl ‘ a \ 
ny f ? . ‘ ) 
Ww } l or 1 
‘ . t I 
f others—a sincere belief justice 3 worth e in all ‘ { Ps 
h can be pil d upon our broad ter: tory. , was 1 ‘ } 
MONEY. Mr. President, I understand that it is the right r 
senator from Wisconsin to close the debate. As I have they t 
irily, on account of very distressing and prolonged sickness These are things that are 1 ne ul i 
; family, been unable to attend the meetings of the Se1 . bring us on dow t] . ( 
| ask if he will yield to me for a little while in order I ed to1 for reas ba ( 
state my views very briefly upon the pending measure and 1 Was V lid 01 
ns for my vote thereon. 
' , . \y . . . . ° *-. . 
SPOON The Senator from Mississippi is resting under the S$} r law the P 
i pprehension as to my right to close the debate or as to its lft to N 1 ( R 
Ly purpose at all to close the debate. I must finish negotiatio r » the ] \ 


} 


MONEY. I thought there was some agreement of that | countries, and probably elsew] 
Of course, then, I will not ask the Senator to yield. sonable time to perfect ari m WW 
SPOONER. No, wait amoment. Iam distressingly anx- When a country has rejected t! \ Su] 
0 finish at as early an hour as possible what I have to say, | ‘‘ reasonable time *’ has ex] ‘tl lothing to do nd 
[can not decline to yield to the Senator under the circum- | that, and the time arrived for rotiating with the ot 


stances, and I therefore do yield to him, ' tries named in the law. Ther 
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he responsibility—of violating international law generally by: 
po intervention; but, further than that, in breaking fa 
when we guaranteed sovereignty, and not only doing that, 
ng further and saying to « ly that ‘‘ you shall not rec 
= your sovereignty over your r ayolte d subjects: { 
; of Panama will be protected by the Navy of t! 
Sioa we forbid you to land troops in th 
rtoreestablish your authority.”’ Thatisnotthe 


P Jiable - 


information that 
ee iting a 
atificat Th: e 
-no selishle in- | goin: 


or mail ti 


ion. t may | : 
ur al 


yrmat i 


1ation— 


y 


A tres 
hich th 


> aie 


langua 


| only that, but instructions were gi 
both the Atlantic and the Pacific 


Am 


‘rmit 


ven to the 


with evervilx dy | avy on side to Pp 


sh, we thought, 
oo 


ly +] 
m LLL 


| lombian troops to land wit! 


“shag : ; 
1in the territory of 


the 


seceded § 


it 
1b. 


belonged | 


x Department, as they calle 


This is known toall t 


the 


Tt 


a great proj 
he president of 
given it most 
1ad been in- 


yject | It is certainly no pleasure for me as a Senator of the Uni 
| to stand here and refer to these acts, which I think dese 
| censure of all right-thinking men and that will assured 
the censure of history. 
There is no excuse whatever, except in a few bad 1 
We acted just as badly in Samoa; a little worse, saan I 
“1 just as badly in Hawaii, where the revolution was 
y sort of |} up by an American minister, who called upon the marin 
for steam- | American ship, and it was all done to get . little sugar boun 
hat would | That was all. The whole thing was handled by an Ameri 
inister. We have done the same thing by our quondam al 
» Philippine Islands, and we have done those things over 
over again of late. 
extren But the time was, 
luce d t to | this country he: 


us that if we buy | of a new 


1te 


of 


iS 


Mr. President, when the Chief Magistra 
itated before he even admitte d the independ: 
we | country. We did that, although the United States 
n the lead in acknowled; ging the de facto against th 
‘overnment, because wi ilves had our origin in 
of a revolution against i wful auth rity, and that mad 
an easi ily to the de facto governme nt, and because also the 
ne of ruling by divine right was fading away from the mi 
of men everywhere, and the countries in ey had insist 
long upon the de jure and had gone so far tha 
aml adors—one to the de jure and the other t 
- | ernment of a people—we have come to the concl 
de fa icto is the government that must be recogniz 
Now, Mr. President, Andrew son took a 
enized the independence of the Re 
1d a hot debate in the House and in the 
dies, in which the Pre 
1 of the active and } 


he woul d ¢ wknowled; ( 


rwards sre 


i} ty Of nora } +1 ‘ 
200,000 more, at |} tak as 

. h 7 ' 739° 
of the Nicaragua | 7u1 


0 at any time. 
» world. 


| States of Cx 


ourTse 
+} 


We | le 
Jombia | t1 


WO Of anv nroes 


+h t 
vith the 


irse, but we had 
its vast area, : 


valk 


SW 


1 , 
JACK 


1, + 
ie ret f 
7 
ent 


i ss if 
id not do so. 
1 Hickory w: 


1 


just as firm as history 
1d when he at last informed gag that ntan 
» Te xas he told them that he had withheld recogniti 
independence because the Mexican Government eS 
formed him that they were collecting a large ari 
Rio ( ran le, under one of their greatest ¢ eral }, - nd 
r tore ish their sover¢ ignty in Texas 
Me 1rough its inj > here, i 
its 


1S tory gives him 
hans Him oni 
I 


ras 


pre ‘ing stab] 


ognition 
am Ameri 
dis 
lependenct 
— 7 T 
while i j 
§ aman can 
the good 


mnition of a 
untry has been recog 
hority or its right to inde 


siders. It can} 


uestion with out 
ry concernec ut it is not the « 

Whatever it is, we acknowledge it: 

ras right or wrong—lI say he was wrong from ev 

ot that secession has been accomplis! 

is instrumentality, and he has negot 

a treaty oom a cana “i 


Di 


‘oncern ot 


and whe the the 


~o 


, as 1 
iated 


iy that 


a to si 
m Panama, has 
7 the ld, teatabl shed go 
( ; n her rds, when a sovereign is a 
it, and it rreater lties and pr 
of nati that appertain to sovereign y in any 
Administra- or ext ail, So the President has neg 
1 the eloquent Senator from Alabama [Mr 
in his remarks a few moments ago was 
or well-formed government, no gover 
had anything to say. 
Well, we never have been accustomed in treaties to consult 


€ cedir 


as mt 


lor 
As 
V vernmen 


Inter treaty as 
unish 
res in i 


ms, OT 


pows 

cae 
| whicl 
all laws, holding | 
es responsible to the a: cgrieved party in damages or any 
ay until we get to the last argument kings. So we 
taken the responsibility—that is, our Executive has taken 


responsib violating not with any au 


then nt in which the j 


ad 
oul ry W 
have 


ry <¢ 


( 
of 
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ple of a country as to what they have to say. We do not deal 

ith the people; we deal with the government, and nothing else. 

ut Government had just as much right to contract, as soon as 

vas acknowledged de fac to, as it ever will have or as Great 
ain has, 

\ new treaty 

ir ratification. 


nt to that 


for a canal has been negotiate ‘d, and it is. before 
Whatever I may think of the proceed 
7, whatever opinion I may hold of the conduct 
that matter, yet we have an accomplished 

n, as we teri it, or a revolution, and a Governme mt that 
norrow, if we reject this treaty, negotiate a similar treaty 
France or with Great itain or with any « rpower. We 
ot say no to that, unless we are simply goin; ke it : 
of force. and that is v hat we have bet n thre: ing t 

» the war between the States. 

rof State after 


“Ss in- 





another has repeatedly 


\ and con- 
d that it made no difference who bt a the canal 


ispices or what government it was built, i 
1e coast line of the United Stats That mear 
would be maintained by force of arms, f 


y supposition that there would be negotiations 





liplomatic character that would give us any ext linary 
r power tl , 
iis treaty comes to us negotiated bya de facto government; 


the people there having no voice in it whatever; perhaps 


ple, if a vote were taken, would be exceedingly hostile to 
it comes to us more liberal in its concessions to us, and 


to us more than anybody in this Chamber ever drea 

We have approved over and over again treati 

( Rica and Nicaragua and other countries for a car 
ver had a concession so extraordinary in its chat 


‘t.it sounds very 


h mld | 


much as though we 

lieve that we did write it ours 

int the Administration had before, 

n such very bad ones that I do not believe it « 

ood one for us, for they certainly have written some that 
be very well defended. 


Ww rote it 
having carte blanche 


it any rate, Mr. Presiflent, the people of the United Stat s 

in interoceanic canal, and they look at itas a great material 
e. In my opinion, they have @ very exaggi et idea of 
tance and the value of thiscanal. Idonotb “owl at 


lie I 

ard here and seen in the prints, in magazine <a les, and 

publications which have been written, and writte n by those 

ng briefs for this enterprise, that any great or considerable 
of European travel will ever go through it. 


:y and will in countries on the western coast of South 


\ a; it may do so for the Japanese Islands, and it may do so 
‘Korea and Manchuria; but I venture to state that you may 


Straits of Gibraltar as the point from tr ch all start, 


and that traftic wil 





f course, Mediterranean Europe, always 
ch the Suez Canal. But take the whole of the trade ol 
Baltic, the North Sea, the German Ocean, the Channe! Islands, 
e western coast of France, the trade of Portugal and of Hol- 


land, and all that vast commerce that comes down the 
Hamburg, the whole of that enormous traffic that 
Sound goes through the Kiel Canal. 

trade of all northern and western Europe, after pa 





foes t 





t ugh the Straits of Gibraltar, goes on through the Suez Can: 
and so, if it is destined to any point in Africa or any city in Indi: 
I ll venture to say the trade of the Straits Settlements, of which 


r, and more than likely all that of s 
vill take t route—through the Suez Canal. 
ides the other advantages of the Suez route, the ships 
as points of call for passengers and traffic such important px 
as Barcelona, Marseille, Genoa, Naples, and Cairo; while if th 
ine ships went through the Pan: ma Canal to the same destina- 
tion, they would have no wavy traffic, but would be as running 
igh a tunnel the whole way. 
Uherefore I donot believe that this canal will carry that amount 
of the world’s commerce now or in prospect which is l 


re is the cent uthern 


the same 
have 


TTS 
i bs 
ve 


assume 


tor it by its more zealous a dvo cates. Of course it Is going to be 
thing for the United States. It will shorten the way be- 
. our two seaboards and to our Asiatic possessions. 

We know the people of the United Shade s want an isthmian 
canal. They have come to the opinion that, as private capital is 
incapable of building it, the Government ought to build it. They 
expressed through every possible avenue their desire to have 

ind they have come to the conclusion that the United States 
lf must undertake it; that we must have the canal, and that 
q 


we must have not only proprietorship but sovereignty. 
lt is the most difficult thing in the world—the constitution of 
Sout] h American states forbid ling the alienation of their ter- 
ritory—to obtain sovereignty there; but, according to this treaty, 
we have > then everything on earth thé it we could ask for, and 
more than we ever expected to get. Asa government capable of 


thy 
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negotiating a treaty has seen fit to make this one wv 
we could not under any circumsta ver g » better 
I am for taking th 
Ido not mean t h I ) 
Nicaragua-route, f [ donot. In 
through the deadliest zone in the rl 
the mangrove swamp western Af I sa 
| single cross-tie in the Panama railr 3 } 
I had a Ictter the other day from a man who s 
| we rked a thousand hands f 
swamp back of San Juan, the ea n ter 1 ra 
Canal route, and lost only n nd when he y 
upon the Panama Canal it le for him 1 
men alive; 1 y died Ly] 
From Ni tragua down almost to ¢ 
Chiri i Li n, there is a trade wind } ] lya 
| the rin r hea 1d neg 
frerms Vv h hel or , +} 4 
there j leadly cal whi ] 
wh l ( 
| ext + } > 
ha n I ] : 


promontory which extends from the mainland 


freat 





bay Golfo D i this < to he 7 
f rable « lt ( i } } 
f the ] or f¢ r ly 4 
t T no} ever ¢ 
tat con + +} wi + . aia , 

fy a fir t I > P y . 1 . 7 : 
the r encinee I i nD } ? I ? 
who kept in the shad rd t ? ] 
pany established e best host t mm , 
They blished rv hye ic n d 1} 
by the 1 ad 1 of the medical T nd 
death rate went steadily on, as it w 79 steadily « 
Is pr bi yh Thre oT atest ob T T TO Ti ? 1a I 
continual sickness which must revail l ( 
ae itThns 5 

I can recollect distinctly stories told me 1] nde w 
that Isthmus in t ld Cali via days 1 e ‘ 
transcontinental railroad, that a man in © 9 
would take the Cha sf r dd ty ! 
still the same wa Ll never will } r W i 
is arev itis in t and « 1 tha n. 
remain a calm belt, 3 i ai 


x 7 7 rv! * 
Vv DOCY Wil Loes ul 


"Bat. Mr. President, I can not help that: and ther 





have here the b Sstt itv W Day rer had w } OW 
they ge pe to negotiate it or not I tal I t t 
, 
cern s mae a port this treaty as something ex} 
Senate ° t ople f the Ur LSt S 
sot ] } } > 4) Tr Y¥+#3+4 ] ‘ 4 
lt @ Said that tne } i the United 5 $ 
oe 
dk i t L 5 Lai i ix visqu l \ i 
a ore it me lV ¢ us do t ‘ LeTSstT | 
has t 1.1 t ird to get } ledgeo ' 
; ‘ 1 
hha been 1] I i i 
} ‘ \ + 
civen to 1 Sen: it I sh ’ g 
™,. < 7 . 7 
Chere is a f i why Isha 
rom Wa Toco . } 
treaty. The risiatul ws th \ y 
with a reele n,] ial ny? ¢ me al 
] » to vote fo 3 isn? I ) 
Kit} V consi tion 1G I \ ch tl 
ture paid to n md eq 
4 a , . ; 
Gao z rFWhk hey hada! nt » ¢ mand 
Ib » in ¢t insti In ot! 
would say about t] [ would say the Pr nt 
' , 
ota as samuel si l to W i y n nma 
sj to 2 n I \m ites t dest 
had. W l 1 S t 
to obey is | er t “ . 4 : thar 
rs 


T understand thet ean 
to u y judgme abou ] expr 
wishes, and their wish: is Lha said ‘ 
me 

Mr. P1 lent, I have stated wl ! reasor 
actuate me in yoting for t] [ 1 
that there is not to be a unanin rote o1 ‘ 
course, judging any man or attem] ¢ in an} 
to criticise anybody. I know there are 
are as strong as mine and their reasons for their positi 
are better. At any rate, they ar iff nt for ther 


? 
, 
Li 
+ 
i 
I 
| 
i 
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1: 


concerned, that it would be a very | South American Republic, her neighbor, it is easy to be believ: 


‘ 
: could pell a unanimous vote on this | that but for the influence of our promised protection the I: 
| of Panama would have passed to another South American nati 


ma — anxious, Mr. President, to con- — ago. 
P 


ipial) y be the speech which I began on Thursday | 
under unusually depressing circumstances. this ‘det ate that the President has violated the obligation of t 
think the legislature of Mississippi furnished adequate evi- | Government by what has been done by the United States on t! 
( wisdom by reelecting riend [Mr. | Isthmus. I deny it. There is no obligation resting upon t!} 
ress t ye ( 
1 


resident, what was our contract? It has been assumed 


late, an tl lak we may ore ee r Article XXXV except to intervene there 
‘y were well advised upon | tl 1zintenance of neutrality and the protectio n of the rights 
ution through both branches | sovereignty and of property of New Granada and her success 
to vote for the ratification of this treaty. | the Government of Colombia, as against invasion by for 
ide1 it, at thi a e to advert to the speech | powers. 
m Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] delivered to-day. That proposition would need no support in authority, b 
ness of this time shall he passed, I venture the | is absolutely impossible, unless the language were so expli: 
ator from Alabama, perusing it, will find | to permit no escape from the conclusion, to impute to the Uni 
Portions of it illustrate pointedly the | States an obligation to maintain order for Colombia among 
that excess of suspicion is as incompati- | own people on that isthmus. That is what Colombia bound 
as is excess of credulity. self todo. That was a unilateral contract on the part of Col 
! y I was dealing with | bia, and in consideration of that came our obligation to sta 
stantial lly the | between her and foreign aggression. 
eoverthis | Nor is that all. Colombia has made various demands upon 
terms of | United States during these fifty-seven years, based now upon 
construction and then upon another of Article XX XY,so fara 
- | relates to our duty—constructions which sometimes took no 
x Lotives c nfi- count of the language and which found origin only in the nec 
Government at thi t time by Mal- | ties for the time being of Colombia. First, Colombia claimed 
f New Granada, that the main pur- |} long ago as 1865, when an expedition from Cauca, one of the St 
le XX XV, and that in the statement ‘the New Granadian Confederacy, was fitted ont to invad 
V or ni icles of the | Isthmus of Panama, that she was entitled under this treaty 1 
3, to reciprocit , to commerce were sim- | upon the United States, as if Cauca were a foreign power, t 
igations of Article X ARV, vent that invasion. 
the Unit ‘ States: The Secretary of State, Mr. Seward, in a letter to Mr. Bu 
the Isthmus of Panama upon any modes | Under date of November 9, 1865, announced our constru 1c 
‘may be hereafter constructed. ~ the treaty as follows: 
should be free and open to the Government of the 
, as well as to the citizens of t United States. The question which has recently arisen under the thirty-fifth a1 
‘ontended, and contend, is both a grant by a sovereign | treaty with New Granada as to the oblis raffon of this G vernm 
ind 2 eu iranty by the ae ign grantor to kee pit good. force 1 } on : coe axcane of tasmaue tae leap oe eee f in 
his senses, Mr. President, can in e to the United | gents of that ec intry has been submitted to the consideration of the A 
willingness to make the guaranty wi 3 ch, in eee | ney-General. His opinion is that neither the text nor the spirit of th 
vileges with New Grana i ment to comply with a requisition like that ref rred to 
ed the attenti on of the Sen: ate to the fact that we engac The purpose of the stipulation was to guarantee the Isthmus agairt 
mangavk * caciously maintain during the life of this ure or invasion by a foreign power only. It could not have been « 
ernment } Hi Ws BACOASAUEUEES NENOE S the iu OF ti plated that we wsre to become a party to any civil war in that « 
y the perfect natalie of the Isthmus anc ltl 1e rights of sov- | defending the Isthmus against another party. As it may be presu 
nty and property of Ni w Granada in the » whole Isthmus. | ever, that our object in entering into such a stipulation was to s 
, With the view that the free transit from the one to the P dc n of transit across the Isthmus, if that freedom should be e 


» 


ions erences to; 


DEPARTMENT OF STA 


neg i yor 


; 0 ; : ! -d, the employment of force on our part to prevent this 
y not ioe l or embarrassed in any future time | a question of grave expediency to be determined by cireumstanc 
this treaty exists.”’ WILLIAM H. S1 
means that if any foreign government—a South American . : 
— 2 — ee ee om, saa h . pen many times when there has been trouble on the Ist 
or a government across the sea invade d the Isthmus of se Pane ine cain 1 ale ee a 
this Government stood in honor bound to send there its anama—and there has been trouble ther esting adh Becta ; 
ed eae ee ee ~ | in fifty-seven years—Colombia has called upon the United 
ips and its ouiilaes to fight in order to keep good this gov- : 
bal lod , for help upon the theory that we were bound by this articl: 
Le NoOaoLe, 1 
al pied to suppress riots there among herown people. They barbar 
: , : : ' 1s murdered once a large number of Americans i ‘ansit thei 
the ited States has not bee C& d upon to protect Colombia money . robbe Ty; ana once. Mr. Pr esi Sa re . 2 ; ‘ 
vinst actual foreign invasion of the Isthmus, the obligation | ()-, at ' ii 1 ee oe eee 
: ; Cae nd . ae . absurd, so ignorant and undignified in the treatment of tlis ar 
which she assumed by Article XXXV of the treaty of 1846 to do |} _. ot] y been that when popular aaa Of th United S 
so has been of in age ie benefit to Colombia. ee ee ; & popular COnsUt ¢ 16 WI BILOG Da 
It was said by Mr. Fish. in a note to the Colombian minister of | @* Panama and the commander of our war ship sent a ban 
M 2 _ i871: er ae eae | music unarmed, with a platoon of marines with guns ch 
ee ee ee ices a j : sai ise with blank cartridges, to attend his obsequies, Colombia prot 
oO ew ‘ranada in entering into the treaty is under- . . : fa 
1 ciate eee at ~ ‘enty over the Isthmus of Panama | #gainst it as an attack upon her sovereignty, permission no 
broad. Tha ect y accomplished. | ing been obtained; and her officials withheld their presen: 
a as reason to be- | the funeral. 
. t re if Wt } » ¥ *AS1O ee! hret 1ed, Dut Das beer . * ln : . 
averted by warning from this Government as to ite obligations under the Early in 1866 this was declared by Colombia to be the m 
rsh aa ; of our obligations under Article XXXV of the treaty of 1846: 


‘be truthfully said that while 


wie 


In January, 85, Col DIA appealed to the United States to As to the interposition due from the Government of the 1 
avert hostilities with which she believed herself to be menaced by | — treat —- ct pc —_ oe the event th: 

1 ‘ . Dae reaenes ee ae 7 _ | by armed force should take place on the Isthmus for the purpo ) 
the Governmen aly over the ¢ errutl Cas , and this Govern ing it from the Union, the Government of Cotombia un cotinaet 
ment through Mr. Bay 1 suggested to Italy the— a movement should be effected with the view of making that se 
serious concern which it could t but feel were a European power to resort | Re - blic independent and attaching it toany other foreign nation or 
to force ag as r iblic of this hemisphere as to the sovereign and | the is to say, in order to transfer by any means whatever the sov 
uninter? pted use fa part of wh territory we are guarantors under the wa th Colombia jus stly possesses over that territory to any f rely r 

L : ; or power w hatever—the case will then have arisen when the U 
; f America, in fulfillment of their obligation contracted by ihe’ t] rt 
The mere fact that this great Republic, which observes its | article of the treaty existing between the two Republics, should cor 
treatv obligations at whatever cost, has stood bound for sixty | #Ssistance of ¢ olombia to maintain its sovereignty over the Isthmus, 
Lica > om s 1 7 7, | when the disturbances are confined to Colombian citizen 
years to protect the neutrality of the Isthmus and the rights of 
sovereignty and property of Colombia therein against foreign Then came the statement of Mr. Fish, a great Secretary of St 


powers has constituted of itself the most powerful preventive of | in 1873; and we were summoned first to the rescue under | 
foreign invasion of the Isthmus. To what extent there would | treaty in 1856, only eight years after its ratification. Mr. 
have been invasion but for this treaty attitude of the United | says: 

States, of course, one may not know, but with knowledge of the 
history of Colombian revolutions and the attitude of at least one 





By the treaty with New Granada of 1546 this Government has eng 
guarantee the neutrality of the Isthmusof Panama. This engagement 
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ever, has never been acknow ledged to embrace the duty of protecting tae | which we incurred an onerous obligation, vested in us a rig] 
oad across it from the violence of local factions; but itis regarded as the un- unobstructed pass Cross . Isthmus. and if ( 
i duty of the Colombian Government to protect ti agetrst att icks from : : = eh. : a : ALM, COME AE 
? irgents. in her guaranty to < rd itt swe bh ght mail 
F Té ‘ juested to address a thic ours ley 
the C ster for foreign alfalr If my nd from ITI] (Mr. ( ’ + 
kent o is to deter attacks «4 ; . ’ 
, | oL Pas i is or g 
: ‘ . ‘ 1s : intruders in its richtfn}i use. T mav er wen) 
| can understand from the character of the Colombian admin- | trad ea ee sheers, Sea ———— 
rati how that Government can put forth inconsistent con- | 54". — Wie Me Ul - l 
of Article XXXV and demand of us, under penalty of And ' i eT 
_ . . ee ra 1S ony t, ant ¢ sig rn? 
rv to life and property of Americans and interruption of the 
1 41. ? ‘ ee : ’ ae a Wav or 1 nsit r the |] ! r } ‘ 
t t uv { » which we are under no oblig: wa ri I i iS TY a 
4 a 4 4 . 7 eT as © soverel tO maint ] er 
urprise that Senators are a power as % L Tht} 
treaty, against the long- Ip atior Our’) r 
DY alstil il i LW ) t . 
an obligation on t] t Or ¢! n 
‘ , , + 7 
of Colombia or 4 ( tlt . , ( 
be cwe s * ( 1 iu“ ns ¢ i A r - 
as 1881,1n the most soie1 Way t I 
: } ; ! 
n. She then proposed to Mi : 
tocol of construction of Art . 
. , 4 1 ( ) I 
rted it, the true ¢ ruction of t ; 
‘> ‘ ' C 
ve? ° f ( ] Y 4 
na lb i Saline , ” ; 
4 re ) } i ar ci t I i I t 7 ) 
. stood that said té 7 in t} ‘ hat . = 
f ] 1 the Cx Uni i 
i ppl t les { trat Lo ‘ 
( 1 ty < that I - { ! an x ! 
I ny A l ng king . ] t 
' Rake 4 
A . ( ate I i | ‘ vx t 
oe : ; een op u ! ] S i 
Sta Americ def hil { I S lera l i r 
( the respo e (respective) power to ke « ? t 4} : ‘ 2 s 
rhe pg y of so v t at t Unit es : s 1 ind ( 
revent by all ne ry means, including the us that | pern | to protect that 1 way, it . 
referred to be m the object of « $ ur t I can Tora n int eT + «¢ a7 + 
ps ding te te it 1 1 the ¢ mbian Unior an) kn toivnes 4 . reauest of ¢ } v } is at t 
I u uthoriz é - t li ‘ ‘ 7 : . ’ — 
| : Cok la In exe ince for our obli + 12 . 
t Ny eto 7q TY TO sc —,. . »} 7 
Evarts declined to agree to this protocol, not challeng- 
e correctness of the construction, which was in harmony Se ee ee Ce es 
ir own (except as to the words ‘‘ or unauthorized private I have thoughf since I began to s he ] vd 
29 he “At wan! stanlft . ma7" eV Ne +} 
ms’? which phrase would itself require construction), | ministration of Articl t] obvi 
+ . artir vv . lai ay ‘) hie ° : é ex + 
1e ground that the article was plain and that this Govern- | to intervene to prot ransit a \ n 
oa lie - : } . > ‘ . ; 7 : .y)7 ++ + + 
} was unwilling either to enlarge it or to diminish it. the certainty that we would do s 5 red ( 
cently Colombia, consistent in her inconsistency, asserts indifferent to the seasonable a1 rg 
I cally a new demand upon the United States, through Gen- | guaranty and grant of right « y or 
eral Reyes, her special envoy, who says, in his correspondence Mr. Pr nt, I hold in my hand ¢$ t u £14 
with Secretary Hay: s the his blecs tel 
be said that the power of the United States is for the time being ul ; , ‘ 
nly by reason of its laws and its r urces of every } 1 and the U1 ed Sta S ( 
nt of the i with whi its greatness r t : ( ( 1) Panama 1 + ra t ] 
r to deal ju vy with a weak country this cir 3 ud — i . + j 
nto account—that, i stipulat ne to guarantees ‘*t tral — : ae . 
property of the Isthmus,” it could not be sup] vords it rirty e times in hiity f vears tT l 
ty’ and “property” could be g any ot ntex n th Yr insurres att ed ! ther 7 1 
t il one they ba 1 4 Tl Xf > N° +} «) 
coup de main, the revolutionists have snatched from ( ymmbia the | “ wees Lay ~~ A 
of the Ts | that t] ted Ste lew of | A k War 1 Ly 
ts leg or n the to2 
heintert : that I : ; 
be left f fron e Pr I of | rj 
he thir f t I can not ) l 
} + 7 4 + 
DUE 1 ea u ( S 
m utterly unable to find in the language of the treaty ground First, that Col na Has vi i tl 3 
: ; > Pye “5 ee | -* } } on me 
from the construction placed upon it by Mr. Seward, , }rom the besir >] ne 
s "2 7 ‘ ae frog +7 natife ne of : his + } ‘ , 
ney-General Speed, Mr. Fish, Mr. Evarts, and several times | 248 Irequentiy hotined Us Of her in y 
ost formal way by Colombia herself through her officials, dem mded of us that we dischar pr ng t 
to say, an obligation to maintain perfect neutrality on the | Maintaining cron the istamus 
Tothenen ana +} oo iat tn So cael. aati deste . irelv her ow1 ; ww! } 
i i is, and the risnuts OF sovereign y ana pro] y as awe * . vila & ‘ - 
wvernments foreign to Colombia. 
, — . . . . 4 Or 1 } + —— } v1? , y + 
ar tome that Mr. Fish was absolutely correct that under second, that from Db ning é 
; ia ¢ ] Day 1) } } ] 


Vit Was an essentia 


und vital part of the guaranty of 15 UVvelon, Panan i 
times maintain a garrison at Pan- | 8& a J ve ind 
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| 
ia that she should at all 





und Colon adequate to repress insurrections and disturbances | M4 ro uy I 
which involved the freedom of transit. In this view we have rested , 88 1506 this Government was 0 a 
under no obligation at any time to land marines upon the Isth- | Pere ad of. Mary s at the rai 
mus upon the request of Colombia to suppress disorder and yio- | Men tro! cu] \ 
lence among her own citizens. We would have violated no treaty | following year ima Sp! med at I 
if we had refused upon such a request to do so, but we have | @5sauited by misu v 


had a twofold ground always upon which we had a right, where | Consulate, au rit Ha ga 
mbia could not or would not make good her guarauty of free , 2nother att 

nsit and protect the citizens of the United States within her | to 1 ( 

ain on the Isthmus from spoliation and loss of life, to land our | forces in the har 

Inarines upon the Isthmus for the forcible protection of American | * 

interests and of our treaty right of free transit, and this latter not In 1861 the intendente-general for Panama it 

y for the benefit of American commerce and citizens, but of | general at Panama that a lawless ex] t v f 

imerce generally over that transit. Cartagena to invade the Isthmus, and request in t 

first, the right of way or passage for the Government and for | itslanding at Aspinwall, now Colon, or any ( he Isthmus 

4e Commerce of our citizens granted to us by Article XXXYV, for | posit f the United 


2136 


nd to protect the iransit m violence of a law- 
had every reason to apprehend in case 

ted by th ition.”’ he same year Mr. 
mbia ¢ 


‘ich he 


is follows: 


r ti 


i449 e 
1e8 OF 


‘his m 
eral, and <« 
ransit. Itisalo 
gents. Pan- 
s we have been 
lives and 
presence of 
tior aa our 
end to insur 
ists to the Gov- 


by insur 
mm “0 
ien tin 


ransit 


tthe insurrections 
Panama have not 
tl lt re lawlessness 
and plunder. In thirty-three inst 
revolutions, attempted dependence, revolt 
the Government at Bogota, not riots. One 
lasted f ; ‘e during revolu- 
t] all troops from the Isthmus, not- 
» the transit, thereby forcing us 
never there has been fighting there it has 
d the transit and the operation of the 
cht call attention tosome of these reports of 
prove tos 
of a train 


ution 
ins in most ¢ 


lation inces 


On 
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involve ibarrass 
railway. wish | m 
our ¢c ] nd 


on 
mig ae officers to 
stance, 


rt ror 


@} ed at a bridge 
ould be 


ht out at the other f it: another of 
run between two cont ng forces, » soldiers of each 
if with cocked rifles aimed at the train anc , a 
‘was another occasion on which the soldiers on each side of 
nt, stopped firing at each other until the 
3 through. 
’ impossible tor one who famili: 
raphical situation there and 
alize that in the event of hostilities } 
eople in that locality, the theater of u 
and thie raw Ly and. ca ral lin > OF tra? sift. 
] ‘, who became dictator in 1885, in his addres 
385, to the honorable members of the State dele- | 
ki the cost of the civil wars of 1876 and 1885, 
at nine millions in direct damages only 
» the cost, said: 


Lou 


ndi 


irizes himself at 
» population, to 
etween Colombia 
be Colon, 


ar must 


3S of 


c 
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y Tormer 
at doub le 


alone requires a numerous and 
es, which have already happened,a 
ynty; without this precaution 
rwith favorable result 


h America, which has 


1id garrison, so 
nd w ht 
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elations with 
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iring the 
ailure torepr 
and our 


obligation she has been disgracefully 
life of this treaty we have 
‘ss disorder to land our marines, 
mmitted a gross 
bligation which she undertook by way . grant 
XXXYV of the treaty. For each of these 
ad a right at our election to denounce and ‘put an 
r pe sition has been st that, however 
her 5 riolation might be, we were absolutely 
nment from exercising our clear right to put 
‘eaty. 
of the United States in this r 
[t is es only 


| 
nt ni 


ime di 


citiz 3, she has c 


ituation spect has been alto- 
treaty obligation, so far as I know, 
s been thus complicated with another 
ul ide rstood this. We were without 

ations of solemn grant and guaranty of free 
‘ed the treaty of course it would have been | 
sted that our right of way or transit across the Isthmus from 
the other sea by highway or canal would have fallen 
streaty. It has been so valuable to our commerce, and of 
sequence for the future, that it ender was not to be 
of. Moreover, had we withdrawn fr eee 
XXXV to maintain the neutr: ulity of the Isthmus and the 

‘ govereignty and property of ( clomibia tis reon, some other 
nent would have undertaken the ol lige ition which we had | 

We could not tolerate it under the Monroe doctrine that 
‘eign government should occupy the position as toany South | 
American republie which we have under the treaty occupied as | 
to Colombia on the Isthmus of Pan: 
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it is not difficult to identify the foreign government which | 
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| in fact 


} and m 


| to reap where hav had not sown 
| the Isthmus of Panama while leavin; 


| the throwing up of the new earth came pestilence tl 


FEBRUARY 20, 


would have succeeded us. The French Government would hay 
looked after the immense French interests and French invest 
ments and rights, which, under concessions to Frenchmen, own: 
by a French company, had grown up with vast expenditure 
French money on that Isthmus. 

And so we have been obliged to go along all these years respon 
ing to the calls of Colombia, contenting ourselves with sim 
protest against the infidelity of Colombia in fulfilling her trea 
obligations, sending our war ships there that their presence mig 
repress insurrection and disorder, protecting by our marines 
lives and property of American citizens, and the safety and 
dom of the transit. 

WE HAVE THE THE ISTH 
And in all this incidentally, aithough effectively, we have 
pressed the aspirations of that people for freedom and held th: 
subjectto a tyranny. It has been, Mr. President, from the sta 
point of liberty, acruel piece of business on the part of the Unit 
States Government, and brought us into a practical partners! 
which can not fail to be offensive to right-thinking men. T) 
failure of Colombia to discharge her obligation has forced us, 
he discharge of a plain duty and in the exercise of a plain ri 
for the protection of American interests, to become an ally of C 
lombia against the people of the Ist hmus. We have been an i 
strument of tyranny, not daring to cast away the sword of tyrant 

Comparatively few of our people, in fact very few of the 
tors. have realized or perhaps now realize the extent to which t 
United States has been made under this treaty the instrum: 
of violation of the commonest rights of mankind, in out 
upon liberty, holding down the heavy hand of Colo nt lan tyral 
upon the people of that Isthmus by suppress Lg Uns etion 
revi lution, and maintaining the B gota authority Phe p 
of Panama are the same race of people as the people of Bogot 
The Spanish people are not afraid to die. That the spirit of 1 
erty has never been extinguished on the Isthmus the record 
revolts, attempted revolutions, and struggles for independ 
abundantly shows. There is not a Senator in this 
had he been a Panamaian, would not have been al ader in thi 
insurrections and in the struggle for independence so often m 
and so often repressed by the power «f the Unite! States. 

It is not a great while since this Chamber rans with el 
voices in favor of liberty. It is not very long, Mr. 
since burning words were spoken here in denunciation of tyrar 
and outrage and wrong upon a people. But I stand here to 
to-day that, with all the Spanish oppression in Cuba until the 1 
concentrado days of Weyler, Cuba was a paradise of 
mental purity and ~~ ( — with the long-contin1 
condition of Panama ruled fro ogota. 
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AIDED COLOMBIA TO OPPRESS PEOPLE OF 
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OF PANAMA. 


Up to 1885 Panama was a sovereign state, which with ot! 
sovereign states constituted the Republic of New Granada, t 
Colombia. She her own legislature, enacting her own la 
‘or domestic administration; she was a sovereign member 

leracy of states, not a union. She, with the other stat 

delegated to the Central Government at Bogota cert 
owers to be exercised by the President and his cabinet and 
Congress. But two- thirds of the states had the power to oy 
any action of the Cong She chose her own governor and 
officials. She enjoyed hoiee rule. Sh rred, of courst 
the Central Government the conduct of foreign relation: 
right to make treaties. 

3ut, Mr. President. with 

status. It was brought about, shortly stated, 
Doctor Nunez, tne President, who seta 
and put in force e new one, 
no part or voice, under which he 

This constitution established a centralized yover 
aintained the statehood of all the States but Pana 
provided that Congress should have power “ to regulate t! 
ministration of Panama.’’ She lost the right which duri 
the years her people had enjoyed of home rule; she lost the } 
to legislate for the wants and needs of her own people. 

came, Mr. President, a province, a department, under the a 
Iute command and despotism of a government 800 miles a 
having nothing whatver in common with the people of Pan 

Why was this done? Senators may inquire. I can con 
no reason except that it was to enable the politicians at Bo 
to reap a harvest of dollar 
g only to the people o 
With the cutting of the canal 

iat did 
reach the clear air of the mountain plains at Bogota, but 
took the money at Bogota derived from the conc essions, and 
people of the Isthmus of Panama faced disease and death in ut 
he Iple ssness. 


js 
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had 


ners 


" confe 


change in 
by a eon Pp aét 
side the constitution, 
in the making of which Pana 


1885 came an entire 
became a practi: al 


tator. 


She 


Isthmus a harvest of death. 









































vant to read—for it is the truth, I have verified it as far as possi- 
was read by the distinguished Senator from Indiana | Mr. 
\NKS] in the speech which he made—a statement published 
be signature of an eminent and frank at Bogota of the 
ent which has been accorded by Colombia to the people on 


nan 


umus: 





the lords and masters of that territ Panan int 

soils. We have cut their ris nd suppre l l 
unexpectedly. We have robbed them of tl n pi 

ree peopl at of ting their mandataries, their legislators, 


it is a pitiful thing for a man who has been well-to- 
worst Yr awoman who has been well-to-do, to be re- 


d to bear, after a life of Inxury, 
He who has always be 
\ brit people who] on free, who form nber- 
ive been accustomed to govern them 


islation, to administer their own laws, feel, of course 


‘ 1 ' tr 
na Siave KNOWS 


1ave be 








tO enact 














cribable keenness reduction to a condition of absolu 
gE RT cory "Wing — ' Strentine, 3 
ana prac ai Siavery. shat Was the situation 1 
‘ d for them the t ‘ ] t] 
I i y t r i i ia 
ry t l ny 1 
I t 1} { a : maf : 
n vi 
I + na y 
, 
whippings 
; I 
lice, the 
+ Ww. 
rma 
n thi 
‘! \} e , 
4 rder,and ul es ble popularity \r 
Gil ¢ nje 1 of t it like Ardila, brilliat 
tlie evri s of Luropean reputation iike Sosa w 
we relegate them in contempt and in forgetfulness ir ud 
the head of the Isthmus Ler 1 the 
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sand satisfy the l 


ding has wounded 











he i liectual people of the 3 prov iand 
hatred and the anger of the p 
of all those errors—we \ The la 
have been for the Panama 0 bit ‘ too 1, and 
» future like to be Colombians if they have tocontinue t 
e that did not allow them to be citizens in their own territory. 
Si s wonder, when the Congress at Bogota, encouraged by 


rnmment which negotiated this treaty, locked and barred 
rof hope to the people of the Isthmus, that they rose in 
it a strange thing, to be accounted for 
an hypothesis which does dishonor to the President, 
\\ , had he been a Panamaian, would not have been arev- 
Was anything ever more natural, Mr. President, than 
e of the 1 that Isthmus in that moment to free 
from this tyranny or die? 

5 nator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE}, in the very ad- 
I peech which he presented on this measure, incorporated 

n detail of the war taxation extorted from individuals i 


It is 






eonple of 


the sword and bayonet. 


me of the most infamous 
7 
A 











outra and robbery that ever a people was obliged t 
wa) 
for the Department of 2, tl 
; ( and withheld in the loa 
xR blic of Colombia f over 
hic fused ¢ ay or recognize as an obligation 
rl t has received from the Panama Canal and the Panama 
Company a total sum of over $15,000,000, of which nota] 3 
1 by the Central Government for improvements in t Le 
of Panama, save only the sum of $25,000 per annum expre \ )- 
the railroad concession to be paid directly to the Depart 


l yet, Mr. President, Panama was the narrow strip of land 

1 which the oceans were to be wedded! It was through 
1a and in the midst of that people that the work of construc- 
{ ton. It was the Panama inhabitants who suffered from 
men who came from the West Indies to en 
and from the pestilencs 
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tion, but every dollar of the $15,000,000 went to Bogota, 
he plain of the Andes. 

a is the one Department— 
k of it! — 

x is the one Department in the whole Republic wl is the 





the other Departments having a depreciated paper curt 
of $30 paper to $l silver. With this palpable difference in money 
the Governmentof Bogota imposes a tax of $10 in silver per head upon 
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ident was justified in the belief th: 
m for revolution was a powerful one and thorough] 
up of men who were ready to figh 
n demonstrated too many times to leave it in doubt. N 
Tnited States had permitted ¢ 


» revolutionis 


olombia, rain suppo 


» desired, to land a considerable force at Panama and 


any more than Colombia doubted it, as shown by the cab! 
i have read from Beaupré, there would have been fi 
‘ted fighting in both of the cities and along the line of 
which it would have been impossible for us to protec 
y and lives of our citizens and to maintain the freedom of 
t without becoming a participant on one side or the other, 
unst both, which no one would have justified. 

i thus it happened that while our prior interventions had in- 








if it succes 


It was said that the Governm 


at it, encouraged it, was a part 








































































































































































































































































































































































































































The man who plans for liberty finds a resting place under every 
decent government in the world, the neutrality laws being ob- 


CONSTITUTIONAL POWER TO RECOGNIZE IN PRESIDENT. 

Among the pdwers conferred by the Constitution on the Presi- 
dent is to ‘‘ receive ambassadors a1 = ~oe public ministers.”” To 
receive an ambass rncionie ns 9 r public minister is the most formal 
method of recognizing an indepe males nt state. The conduct of our 
foreign relations is ‘placed by the Consti itution entirely in the 
hands of the President. To no other department of the Govern- 
ment than the Executive is given the power to deal with foreign 
nations or to receive ambassadors and other public ministers. 
He is likewise given the powe r, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, to appoint ambassadors and othe ‘x public min- 
isters. It would be a waste of time to support by argument the 
proposition that the recognition of independence is, under the 
Constitution, an Executive function. 

it has been ably argued at other sessions of Congress, has been 
exercised as an Executive function from the beginning of the 
Government, and is supported both by the decisions of the courts 
and the opinions of our leading statesmen. Tocite authorities in 
support of it is an affectation of learning, and especially since the 
presentation in the Senate by the Senator from Maine | Mr. HALE] 
of the authorities contained in Senate Documents 40 and 56, Fifty- 
fourth Congress.second session. I think in thi s debate there has 
been no challenge, save perhaps one, qualified] 
ecutive function. Being an Executive faasiinn. it is for the 
President to determine when to exercise the power 

Phat a premature and unjustifiable recognition of ar volting 
province ‘ 3 aT independent state may be taken by the parent state 
to be an unfriendly act and a just provocation for war does not 
j 


r 
. 
‘Le 





in any wise derogate from the power. One may criticise the wis- | 


dom of recognition in a given case, but no one can successfully 

impeach the validity of the act. It is not a declaration of war by 

the President, nor an exercise of intervention. It is but the exer- 

cise of a conceded power which may involve the country in war. 

(Pomeroy’s Constitutional Law, secs. 671, 672.) 

INTERNATIONAL LAW JUSTIFIED THE PRESIDENT IN ENTERING INTO RELA- 
rIONS WITH THE REPUBLIC OF PANAMA NOVEMBER 6 


The President’s action in recognizing on the 6th of November 
the independence of the Republic of Panama by entering into | 
relations with it was not only within his power, but was sti . 
in accordance with the settled principles of international la 
upon the subject. On that date there no longer remained— nol 
no one can challenge this statement—a vestige of Colombian au- 


thoritv or power on the Isthmus of Panama. The Colombian 





ine power of the Isthmus was a provisional committee, which had 
created a temporary government under the name of the Re public 
of Panama. It had, it is true, noconstitution. Ithad no laws of 
its own enactment, except so far as the governing body, supported 
by the people, changed existing laws. It was supported by the 
people. It satan ced law. It protected life and property. 


l 











, isa sove 
Phillimore says: 
A state may be defined to be a people permanently occupying a fi 
), bound together by common laws, 
*, exercising through the means of an organized 
ent sovereignty and control over all persons and thing 
capable of making war and peace and of entering in 
rn ational re ‘lations with the other communities of the glol 
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knows no 


ay hav 
marehy; but, 

ti of mankind and to its own individual members, i 
nt, at least, of enacting law for itself as an integral commonwealth 


It must, of co 


, that it is an Ex- | its legislation. 


ional rights. * 

a government and laws of some form suffi 
shines ne the observance of rightful re latic ns wi 
ecessary that the people of : 
all of their laws should he the same 


st, if not dictate, 





nano not n 
it essential that 
out the extent of the national t« 
Professor Wo sey Says: 

y necessary to adk 
nor subtras 
any particul 
Chief Justice Marshall 
F } ‘** Russia and Gens 


| ata : 

| the United States 

standpoint of international law, equal rights. 
Professor Pomeroy upon this subject says: 


ae is, of course, only legal. 
; always shie 
cts of violence 
manana 


1ad been sent there had sailed away. The govern- | 
ereignty. 


of sovereignty. 
the Republic of 
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The Republic of Panama on th 


and over again that something was being held back. Has any- | It had definite boundaries. It ruled within the ancient 
thing been held back | of the former State of Panama 
I omment . made upon the fact th at a few « f these con- dispute its authority. It hada supreme court 
were in the United States! **Conspirat rs”? is not a bad | were in op Ithadanarmy. It had ne 
wor! in th We had them in Boston and other New England | ar as ( ‘ol mbia had. It ha? the Padilla, 
cities and villages in the days of the Revolution. Conspiracy is ’ naval ships of Col mbia. It had: 
not alwax ed ina } sen Revolutions are always plot » only Ps ywer O1 » Isthn 
t] aly deliberately prepared. Some Senator said y other government could look for pr 
I lution in Panama was ‘“‘ hatched in the darkness of a back | “hich it sane deal. It was the so 
I > Ido kn vhether it was ‘* hatched ’’ or not; but I reignty was complete and undi 
t was not plotted in the front room with thx in; spelled, whether 
open and the sun shining brightly into the recom. What , I would be glad to have some 
2 ition evel prepared in that way? | principle of international law interdicted the Pre 
\nd they appl iated money that was in the bank to the credit ‘ing into relations with the only 
of Colombia! Why not? It was money of which the people of 4 
Panama had 1] robbed. They had the same right to take tha [ere was in fact independence, and the Presi 
ey that they had tos Government cannon or guns or the | efficacious only to recognize that fact of i 1 
ts or any other Government property belonging to Co- oe ind 13th of November, when the President m 
l \. ; ized the independence of the Republic 
How strange it is F at such observations should be made as to lange ye id taken place in its status, except that more con 
t] revolt on the Isthmus of Panama, and such criticism in- | -e was afforded from d ay ap av of the enthusiasti 
dulged and wonderment expressed that some of the conspirators “tha ut G yvernment by the peoy r 
should for a time have found lodgment in this country! The ‘the framing of a cmeiaiabliae and the establishn 
whole Cuban revolution was plotted in New York. The Cuban nent administration. 
junta conducted their operations from New York, issued bonds laa on the 13th, constituted as it was, answered the def 
in New York, issued money in New York, and bought guns and | given by the international writers of an indep 
ammunition in New ao There was not one word of criticism | fessor Woolsey says. page 34, section 36: 
in this Chamber for that, so ae as I have ever heard. c , ce ; a si 
—.. Onan . . ed ee ar of persons living within certs in limits of t 
Mr. Cleveland said in one Ses n, which aims to secu 
Ma Cubans: le this cot directly promote the insurrec- é mene 3a d law s. Theorgan of th or by wh 
{ 1 h tha 9 y pul by the purchase shipment .ged is the government 
L the raising of fund ans which tl t of our Vattel adopts this definition of a state: 
eed A a eee — Every natior f 


governs itself, under what form soever, 
‘reign state. 


7s, section 50, page 47: 

, civitas, or state, in its stric 
, With its own or ganization and ona rnme nt, 
inherent and absolute powers of legislation. 
»attributes without limit, 
stituted rulers with functions that involve 
superior to itself. 
* government. 


se, in some way govern itself and he legal 
— external control over its affairs. 
@ the fi lowing from Professor Pomeroy, page 50: 


id that every state is independent and sovereign, that 
s upon any other authority and havi 
mean legal dependence 
constituted order of thing 
be legitimat 


ys, through which the will « 
ely imposed upon another. 
ker nation wi 
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rritory 


1 that a differencé 
‘ts from the sovereignty of a state 


said, speaking of the equality of 
va haveequal rights, 
Republic of Panama have, fr 


Of course the laws which were in force on the Isthmus 
i revolution which 
Colombia would continue in force until chang: 5 
To permit them to remain in force and to enfor 
dience to them was an adoption of them, and in itself an ex 
By every test laid down by internationa 
-anama on the 6th of November and on t! 

of November was sovereign and independent. 
eignty was complete; its independence was complete. 
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EL eran - nes - as 2 ——— — _ —_ ——_—____ eee a 
f the fact of independence did not add to its sovereignty or | both the res son f th thing and the ancient and nract 
ndence, but operated to admit it, so far as the United | ee ee 
was concerned, into the family of nations. | Mr. Dana says, Dana’s Wheaton, 1 19 
t at all oblivious to the fact that there is a distinction | But with reference toa final 12 , r , > bri 
n the recognition of the de facto government or adminis- | tablishing of full dipl inter y@ more 1 s 
an independent state and the recognition of an inde- dor n. _ The only test : ired is that the nev 
state. The state is one thing, its government isanother. | it Go"imone tho necessities of ne ; 
nal law rec enize i 1e people of a nation | cour = : ae 1 
das independent to « form of government. | 7! = ae a Of SRG'C : a 
n may destroy a m bstitute a republic, ; 
destroy a republic oj I a nst tion and t t 
te for it a dictatorship wi estroying at all th ae : ; 
f the state as a member of nily of independent | lanning says, p 
In such case instructions to an ambassador or minister abd I ; 
that government which de facto. administers a pre- . 8 Ths ao 
nized independent state are nec: ry, and may be 
, recognition of ind pendence, nor does it commit the re _ 
nt to the proposition that the de facto governmentisaj| Hall says, } 377 and 7 
vernment. We have had : number of such in-|] 1.] ' , ' j 


f course, in our history. Minister Washburn was ac- | ! ] 
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Mr. 





TILLMAN. 1, I want the Senator to get toit. It is | 











on this very subject of the President’s power. I donot want him 
to forget this point. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam hurrying to it; but I want to say, in re- 
ply tothe Senator from South Carolina, that what the United 
States did on the Isthmus of Panama in protecting the transit it 
would have had an absolute right to do without any treaty ina 
country which acknowledged no law and whi a either habit- 
ually incompetent or unwilling to afford the } ‘tion of law to 
foreign citizens, their lives, anu their prope a 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator first appeal to the law and 
then to the higher law? Ought we not to confine ourselves to the 
one or t her and not take both? 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not appealing to any higher law whet 
I asserted that, independent of the treaty—and I think my friend 
the Senator from Colorado | Mr. TELLER], who is a great interna- 
tionallawver, will agree with me—if there had been no treaty, and 
our citizens, with their property and their families, were resident 
in a coun vhich was unable or unwilling to enforce law for 
their prot on, it is inherent in and is the power and duty of the 
Government to » to their protection. 

Mr. TILLMAN I y acknowledge that, and the Senator 
need not go over my head tothe Senater from Colorado. The point 
| ot unde hy t] 1ator first appeals to our treaty 
rig WW ( and then, ri: him to explain the con 
( \ x after { treaty died by reason of the sever- 

m ( bi 1d whether the President then 
any ri und tre he jumps onto the inherent right 
to pi ct citizens in jeopardy, and all that kind of thing. 

M POONER. Mr. President 

Mr. TILLMAN. I amtrying to get back to the actual legal 
q to what the President’s powers and rights with 
to tl pot grround 

\ 5 INER. Before the Senator came into the Chamber I 
a ed to show, and Iam not going over it again, that under 
th reaty, ch granted us the right of way or transit and 

iaranteed it, if Colombia failed to make that guaranty good, 

ei in the treaty right the power on our part to utilize 
ite 4 [ said that if there were no such treaty right, we would 
have the right to do on the Isthmus just what we have done 

I LLMAN Ir. President 

Mr. SPOONER. Now.if my friend L rarely object to hi 
i uptior ut I have spoken too long 

TILLMAN. I do not like to interrupt the Senator. Hei 
tired. Ihave nodoubt he is, for he has been speaking for several 
hou [ do not want to trespass on hi dd nature. I merely 
hi a little doubt in my mind as to whether we can take advan- 


tage of two points oflaw here. Either we must confine ourselves 
to our treaty rights or we must confine ourselves to the general 
national law 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator doubt our right to utilize 
tl Eee Ly or transit under the trea 


' ‘e were no treaty and our 
ak gone down there, and they were about to be destroyed, 











both as to life and property, in a country which did not protect 
them, does the Senator doubt our right to protect them? 

Mr. TILL} N. Nonein the world. 

M1 POONER. Then what on earth is the difference between 
T senator and myself? 

ir. TILLMAN. The difference is that the Senator has not 
shown yet, and I was trying to get some light in my own mind 
as to where the legal right lay. I want to ascertain what right 
the President had to warn Colombia not to land troops within 
50 D | 5. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the President had every right, in view 
of the history which i cna geese h, perhaps, the Sen- 
a has not i—and if he has not I commend it to him—to warn 
( nbia. bel d nd ] long notice, not to land 
t ps anywl on that uld r about speedily 
‘ rh) 1 Col ana line of the railway. 

Mr. TILLMAN 44 ,if the Senator will allow 
me, I can not help 

Mr. SP¢ {. Just as President Cley nd did in 1885. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The point I want the Senator to explain, if 
he will, is why at this late day he wa inate -I will not say 
he wastes it 

Mr. SPOONER. I guess I waste it so far as the Senator from 


MAN. On the P 
I will just say the inhabitants of 
YONER. That is all right. 

MAN. If these people were so downtrodden and op 
‘th subjects of omens and charity and pity, why 


anamaians, or whatever eall 


Panama-- 


you 


tthe United States step forward and say to Colombia, 
*’ Here, we are going to take these people under our wing, and we 
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are going to build a canal through that country for our ber 
and for theirs too?”? Why did we wait until after the treat} 
been rejected at Bogota before we found out that th p 
were so much oppressed, that they were in such a hort it le 
tion of being tyrannized over and robbed? 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator deny that ever sinc 
they were deprived of their Government and all that? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido not doubt it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator deny that they wer 
tally oppressed? 

Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does he deny—— 

Mr. ee Mind you, I do not 
deny it, because I have not been there 

biel the reports that come here 
ul lot of lying done. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think myself 
As the Senator will neither 

Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mi r. SPOONER. 
**T do not know.”’ 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, I do not know. 
f from the Senator, if he is willing to tell me, is wl 
have merely discovered at this late day, after tl 
rejected, that those people at Panama were so terribly oppr 
Now, if you are going to bring a pa 
ence in Cuba and the great good we 
ation in Panama, in order 
the action that we have taken in |] 
we ought not to play double with our 
ceive ourselves into the belief that w 
generous thing in relie 
from oppression. If there was 1 


I do not. 

admit it, and I ¢ 
and I am a little sk 
a I think there has been a 
i 

there 
admit nor deny it 

i will do this 

Then his answer to my question ought 


has been a good 


But what I w: 
out 


rallel betwe 
did those pe ople, and ¢] 
he the American con 
yanama th at is one thin: 
‘Ives and undert 
»are doinga great and 
Panamaians from dist 
ot a canal in it; if—as t 


to soot 


and ving 


tor from Massachusetts has graphically and in a dozen lin 
trayed the situation—if the big] p iceman had not been» 
by this Gi ve rnment that the man under arrest (Colom 

] 1 over the jewels to us, the Senate r’s argument and all 


contention would m 
Mr. SPOONER. 
TILLMAN. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will sit down. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. The Senator seems to be v 
about this proposition only because there \ 
words, to put it concretely, the Senator would say tha 
of Panama had been for a great many years grievously 
Mr. TILLMAN. Oppressed. 

r. SP¢ -OONER. With unspeakable brutalit; 
selfishness opp1 They had, if ever any people had, 
r revolt. During many years the United States has hi 


eet my hearty 
Now 

But with the canal 

Now I will answer the Senator’s qu 


appro 


isacanal 





and gree 
‘assed. 





fasten the shackles upo m them and to maintain the tyra 
them. At last the syrevolted. There came a situation wh 
were the only governing power ontheIsthmus. They estal 


a government. They called it a republic. 
formation of a constitution. They held the only election t 
been held on the Isthmus for many many years. Their 
lic was supported by all the ] 

The United States, upon e a. principl 


They set ab 


veople. 


» that is dear to u: 


spirit and principle which moved us to go to war for Cuba 
ing every dictate of humanity, according to the Senator, o 


have ized it, but the President 
righteous act because there was a 
only hope of prosperity and hay 


recogn should not — do 
canal in il 


ypiness for 


. notwit! tana 


the Sailinien 


canal. Is that it? 
Mr. TILLMAN. Thatisit from our standpoin 


t, but it 
not to be it from the standpoint of high morals or honest: 


Mr. SPOONER. Then, Mr. President, it amounts to t! 


that the United States ee done down there, that the P1 
has done, has told fe ir liber oe righte a ness, told f 
and is beyond criticism, wists y of all praise, if the Pr 


‘ nly in ade a disobe yed the ma of ( ongress ¢ and refuse d. 
motive and honor of this country be unjustly atte 
canal which ¢ ongress has commanded him to obtain if 
If there is any comfort to the Senator or any of hi 
that logic, they are welcome to it. 


EVIDENCES OF STABILITY. 


Mr. President, these interruptions, not pertines 
considering, and in 
my time. 

The President found a republic well estal 


it to wl 
volving repetition, have taken up too } 


lished, with ¢ 


reason in the world to regard it as a stablerepublic. Wh 
only was there no *‘ substantial struggle ’’ progressing on 
of Colombia to reassert her sovereignty, but there was no1 


ever. None had been prepared or attempted, except as evid 


i by the arrival of the 450 men, who quickly sailed away. 




























































Lio afterathree years’ war, just ended, was exhausted tothe point 
n. as General Reyes says in his correspondence with S 
f{fay, Probably he had better opportunities for accurate 
ledge than Senatorshave. With 4,500,000 people she had an 
f only 10,000 men, as General Reyes says, and probably he 
mbia is absolutely bankrupt. 


She has no credit abroad, 


» hundred million or more of irredeemable paper currency 
e. Shehas no navy of appreciable eiliciency. She is iso- 
rom the Isthmus of Panama, and General Reyes says: ‘‘ It 

n that there is no overland way to reach Panama with 


’” 


from the interior of Colombia. 


Nor is that all. 
; troubles nearerhome. Cauca, f] 


he most powerft 


sigs and has been on the verge of revolt. The same thing 
can be said of Antioquia, and there are others. Already, in order 
t ent the dismemberment of Colombia, the Bogota Govern- 
has issued an order to all governors to immediat call for 


pression from their different municipalities as to the urgency 
constitutional reforms, and as to how they believe these 
: brought about. (Buchanan, S. Doc. 95, p. 35.) 
( same page will be found a letter, which would be a credit 
to nan, from General Triana, the commander of a d 
ially president of the council of the I 
ny h General Triana says: 


ir excellency desired to know my 


ivision, 
Jepartment of Cauc 


ws, I have expressed them 








i frankly. In the same way it ity to inform your ex 
. the indignation is general inthe ¢ ca in consequence of the blun 
Bogota, and that in spite of information which the Government 





ed to thec 


rn 47 opinior 
ild be f 


mtrary, the idea about separation is almost unat 
nota single battalion could be organized, be 


ile. Further, if the Government wishes to keep intact 





Lila 








ty of Colombia, instead of attempting the task by the use of bayo- 

uld be well to empower commissions to carry out the work di 
! offering something that shall be complied with in administrative 
! f municipal life which does not exist, and of civil and political 
nts in Panama being accomplished facts, there is, in my « ion, 
sourse left but to convene a national convention, to be composed 





representatives of all the political parties, in order to come t ) 
nt as toa modus vivendi,and contrive to heal the wounds inflicted 
t10on. 
condition she was in at home, Colombia did not dare send 
€ t troops to attempt the resubjugation of Panama. The 
1 f the Isthmus had a right to take advantage of the exhaus- 
weakness of Colombia, and in considering the question 
( ition the President had no right to close his eyes to the 
g dition. 
that all. General Reyes, in his correspondence with 
S y Hay, recognizes the impracticability of a resubjugation 
na. He says: 


| 7 
( I i 


ahad not sufficient force to compel Panama to re tina noart of 
t lunit it would, without doubt, have asked the mediation of som 
untry in order to reach an understanding with the de facto gov- 
ich has been established there. 
In the same letter he speaks of the true character of the new 
St Panama, as he does of the dread, because of the example 


of the people of the Isthmus, of the ‘* anarchy, license, and disso- 
l vhich a future dismemberment might occasion.’’ He ought 
t w. Noristhatall. Inacablegram from our minister at 
] . November 7, there comes from the minister of foreign 

of this worn-out, tired-out, bankrupt Government,in many 
W ich to be pitied, the desire to be informed whether— 





. the Government of the United States will take action to maint 
( in right a1 overeignty on the Isthmus in accor ‘a with Ar ’ 
\ 6 treaty it, in case the Colombian Government is entirely é 
/ th ” 10 nt FP . 
the secession movement ther 


le Senators here are proclaiming glibly and repeat 
I .could not have lived a day had our ships and s 
been withdrawn, the Government of Colombia is officially aj 
peal to us to know if we would not suppress the Republic of 
. under the treaty of 1846 in contemplation of the entire 
y of Colombia to suppress the secession movement ther 
Who knows best as to the power of Colombia to retake 
vereignty, the Senator from South Carolina or the Colom- 
gn minister? 


ILLMAN. 


ir. I Will the Senator allow me to ask him a qu 
a 
t 
os 


SPOONER. 


I made a mistake. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
SPOONER. Ido. 
, TILLMAN. I have never made any asse 
ll Senator has just been speaking. 
r. SPOONER. Then I withdraw the question so far as it re- 
to the Senator. 
u Mr. TILLMAN. But I want to ask the Senator, has not Colom- 
) notified us that if we would reopen negotiations she would 
the treaty and give us everything we wanted? 
; SPOONER. Oh, yes. Colombia rejected the treaty upon 
the cround that it did not give her what she ought to have within 
ue twenty-five or thirty million dollars; upon the ground also 


fLaughter. ] 


Does the Senator from Wi 


— 


° 


rtion along 


~~ 


™m 
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that it violated her constitution. Sh id not i 
with us on the ground also tl} it d hed her y 
giving us the right to ma in < yf jus 
which our own citizens and t S - ( 
ernments than Colombia suing « ns} 
She wanted to cive us the treaty, but | 
onor of the Government. the oath the Congress? 
ermitit. Butthemoments! und tha 
10t LV cey v." he rally in tvrannyv: { + 
rated M-] d revolu 
ealized her , east 
sistency ! if we ly } , 
shut out the sun, 1 1 is 9 first , 
over tine } ple i rand T 
which has i tl she vy t 
had been signed. But wa 
Mr. TILLMAN. W ra I 
Mr. SPOON} : 
Mr LUMA? Lb ! 
because the y was rejected Vas 1 
Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator would 
tion of the f Ponar 
Mr. TILLMA Oh, we do not want any n ( 
up in New Y 
Mr. SPOONER. The Senator does 1 wan 
to have his own 1 
Mr. TILLMAN. N 
ideas about it. 
Mr. SPOONE] Is the 
ful element operating uy t 
tinued reign of outrave and 1 
\\ I l I 
: + all +} oo a 
a about t 
t | oe ye 
. r has l 
been no ssion but f ! 
tur 7 neve: ie 
never heard anything about it until tl 
now the Senator playsuson both prongs. He takes ad 
either side of this ue that is pr ted. ] either 1 
itis because the canal treat vas r l. 
ought to confine himself to o1 r 
Mr. SPOONER. I have said that the 1 rey 
of the tyranny, beca he as r | 
way to light out of that darkness. and at wa 
through it consequel | 
when the door was locked n that 
gether the t I } 
iftheS fi 1 South ¢ I ! 
vpeen he ¢ 11 
Mr. TILLMAN ‘ paid 
Mr. SPOONER Vi n t 
compliment, he speaks the truth | 
fo ce ol ll i bay 1 
Mr. TILLMAN. { S tor 
too broadly 
Mr.SPOONER. I] 
Mr. TILLMAN I w 
hav ha : 1T} 
i 
ness in a f \ Li 
y anc ft 
Mr. SPOONER. You 
Mr. TILLMAN. N 
h n aken it } The $ 
mang han | ( 
ator « t J 
over Panama I ) t I 
the United St \ 3 
Mr. SPOONER N Mr. P 
revolutior ! liberty, as I 
gernments were Cc} a te 
y ‘ ) \ . 
] 1 
‘. a ; 
ry rt ) 
a's ¥ i l \\ , 
ar : hough { I Ly , 
tion: Suppose Coton nad not liste 
governor of Cauca—one of her prov 
would it be our business to go down t 
business of a republic? 
Mr. SPOONER. No, sir 
Mr. TILLMAN. Now.theSena f 
limitation somewhere. If itis our | ness to |} mie 
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ad litem for all mixed populations, Latin populations. and others | that so long as Colombia maintained her sovereignty over { 
down in South America and below us to the South, the Senator | Isthmus she retained her rights of property; no longer. 

ought to say we should do so; and if it is not, why single out the | money she received by way of rentals from the railroad concess 
only one that has a canal and then try to make out that we are | 


| 
l 
and for extensions of time tothe canal company before Panama 
honorably getting in the position we are now in? 


became independent are hers. They were rentals and mone) 
Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator can not see the distinction be- | ceived by the proprietor during the proprietorship. The ow: 
tween our relations to the Isthmus of Panama for the last sixty | ship by operation of law has changed. It inheres in the soy 
years and our relations to Cauca and Antioquia and other De- | eignty, and when Colombia lost the sovereignty she lost 
partments of Colombia, I confess my utter inability to give him | ownership, and the nation which acquired the sovereignty acqui: 
light upon that subject. the ownership. 
seta waibisnnn, abies skied i Beh ea id ree . Henceforth the Republic of Panama has alone to deal with t 
HY SHOULD THE PRESIDENT HAVE DELAYED RECOGNITION? : i *, ° 
canal company and its concession, with the railroad company a 
Mr. President, I emphatically assert that when the President | its concession. If under the terms of the Wyse concession 
found that Government established, with no struggle for its con- | canal company property should become forfeit, would anyone « 
quest in progress or threatened, exercising sovereignty and juris- | tend that it would become forfeited to Colombia, and that Col 
diction throughout the Isthmus, enforcing law, protecting prop- | bia could sell it. with a right to use it, to some other compan) 
erty—independent in fact—it was his right and his duty to | government? Upon what theory Colombia could acquire p 
recognize it promptly, and the facts do not warrant any man in | erty under the sovereignty of a foreign government in that \ 
this country in impeaching either his wisdom or honesty of pur- | it is impossible for me to discover. If this be not true, it foll 
pose in so doing. that although Colombia has lost the ownership which she 
Now, Mr. President, each state is to decide for itself whether | sessed by virtue of her sovereignty she is entitled forever, if 
or not and when it will recognize an independent state. It is a | canal were completed, to collect the rents, and although the c: 
matter of policy. Itdependssomewhat upon sympathy, somewhat | lies in the territory of another government and under the so, 
upon interest. The question did not present itself to this Gov- | eignty and jurisdiction of that government, it is as alien to 
ernment altogether as it did to governments across the sea, which | ownership and control as if the Republic of Panama were Gi: 
had no such relation to the Isthmus as we had sustained for nearly | Britain. 
sixty years. The truth is, in my judgment, that the Republic of Pan 
It was right for the President to act promptly, justified by the | stands as to both concessions asif ** Colombia’’ were stricken 1 
sympathy of this people for the downtrodden; by the impossibility | the original concessions and the ‘‘ Republic of Panama” ins 
of our denouncing the treaty of 1846, of holding Colombia to the | It is for her, not Colombia, now to consent or to refuse to con 
enforcement of her guaranty, of continuing to be her ally as an | to the transfer of the canal concession by the New Panama ( 
oppressor of the people of the Isthmus. It involved our dignity | Company to this Government. It is for her, not Colombia 
as a government and the safety of the Republic, as a short canal | grant extensions of time to the canal company or to refuse it. 
will double the capacity of our Navy, and enable us to reach more | is for her alone to insist upon forfeitures or to waive forfeitu 
quickly our coast on the Atlantic or Pacific. It involved the | Her title is as completéand absolute as if it were derived by = 
Monroe doctrine in more ways than one, enabling us through | from Colombia. She owns the territory, and she has acquir 
that short canal to carry more efficiently its protection to the | em onere. It is burdened with the canal concessions; a por 
South American republics on the western coast. Itsubserved the | of it is burdened with a railway concession. She owns the | 
interest of every South American republic. In short, there was | erty, subject to the burdens which were on it when it cai 
every reason of humanity, of sympathy, of international law, of | her through revolution and independence. 
justice, of reparation, of interest, of safety, why heshouldrecog-| = | aE cme Ys oe 
nize the independence of the Republic of Panama. ee ee Ge ee ee eee ae 
Why should he have waited, and how long should he have What else followed the independence of this State, Mr. P 
waited? The unanimity of sentiment among the nations which | dent? Upon well-settled principles of international law I i 
followed the example of the United States in this recognition is of | that the right granted to the United States by Article XXX\ 
itself an overwhelming evidence, from the standpoint of inter- | the treaty of 1846 constitutes in international law a servi' 
national law, that the President’s action was correct under its | recognized in the books and in the operations of government: 
principles. Seventeen governments proceeded to place the seal | an international servitude, and that the Republic of Panama 
of their approval upon the action of the President, as follows: becoming independent and acquiring the territory took it sul 
to all the servitudes and treaty obligations of Colombia, so { 
s which ee ee, oner udence of Panama, with they were local in their nature to that territory. In all the r 
a aor eo” | ences in the books to international servitudes the right of 
arenes ~o2enneee see a right of passage 1s clearly included. There were some w 
ete? "a oasee as" TE og’ jou | are considered an imperfect right, or ‘‘ customary privilege, 
Great Britain -__.. Dec. 24,1908 | which when embodied in contract or treaty become rigi/it 
ey -- oc. 4,18 | the right of passage or way across a territory is not only a 
Conta Rica 22777777777 777 pee’ dg’ yo0g | tude. but in the nature of a real servitude. 
Switzerland 1c.28,1903 | Hall says: 


‘ 

? 

4 
‘ 


f 


What is true as between the new state and foreign powers is true 
‘2 arn tahle th; he ; “OV: > these nations. w , | between it and the old state. From the moment of independence a 
It is unaccounta i that th _approy il of a nations. whos¢ the joint life is gone. Apart from special agreement no survival of i 
agreement constitutes international law, should have so little | sibié. and the two states are merely two bein 73 possessing no other cl 
weight with the distinguished Senators who have so bitterly | one another than those which are conferred by the bare provisions « 
ao a eal a ae ere 30 ms _ F national law. And as the old state continues its life uninterrupted] 
attacked the President in this matter. | Sesses everything belonging to it as a person which it has not expr 
THE EFFECT OF INDEPENDENCE. | so that property enjoyed by it as a personal whole, or by its subject 
; , tue of their being members of that whole, continues to belong to it. 
The moment the Republic of Panama became independent, that | other hand, rights possessed in respect of the lost territory, includi 
. oi : ee a Pe er oe int 7 "Aa ace le , | under treaties relating to cessions of territory and demarcations of 
moment, from the inte rnati nal standpoin , it was a comp! “ ly ary, obligations contracted with reference to it alone, and property \ 
free from Colombia as if from the beginning of time the Republic within it,and which has therefore a local character, or which, thot 
of Panama had existed as an independent nation. Colombia be- | within it, belongs to state institutions localized there, transfer thi 
2 ‘ > } . p he ¢ Is { pe ¢ sac oT T 7s " 
came absolutely a foreigr State to the Republic of Panama. Its | ¢ mew state person. (Sec. 27, pp. 78, 79.) 
people are no longer under the Colombian constitution, and what | Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator permit me to remind him at 
legal result follows fromthat? The Senator from Alabamaargues, | point that our great fishery rights, if it were otherwise +! 
and upon my life [can not comprehend such a contention, that | states, would have be®n extinguished by our revolution « 
Colombia still owns the canal concession and the railway conces- | one side, or would be extinguished if Canada should separat 
sion, and that neither can be transferred to the Government of | self from England on the other? 
the United States without her consent. Thatis an impossibility, Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 


Mr. President, in law. Mr. HOAR. So weare pledged to that doctrine in the stro 
The moment the Republic of Panama became sovereign and in- | manner. 


| 
dependent it became the successor in sovereignty and proprietor- | Mr. SPOONER. Of course; but, Mr. President, I must 
i ; ; . : t : | oe m ’ 
ship to Colombia of the railway concession and the canal concession | the authorities without comment: 
‘ ft Iv ac if cha Onn: » “ » » ‘vY are all i . . e . me ae 
as fully as if she had originally granted them. They are all on | _A state may limit or qualify its sovereignty and jurisdiction over 
ritorial property by permitting a foreign state to perform within ils 
certain acts otherwise prohibited; or by surrendering the right to e» 
certain parts of its domestic jurisdi-tion as a protection to others. R« 
| tions thus imposed upon the sovereigaty of a state are known as servi 
which may be either positive or negative. (Taylor, sec. 217, p. 268.) 


territory now a part of her domain. Being independent, Colom- 
bia has no more sovereignty over her territory or ownership within 
her boundaries than I have over the home of the Senator from 
Michigan | Mr. ALGER] in Detroit. Itmust be admitted, of course, 
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The term servitude is borrowed from Roman law, wherein it sig 
cent use as distinguished f ; 
nto the latter, some ki 
n’s Institutes, II, Title 
ywer aud more technical rule prevails when 
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is an added re: 
| would have 1 
| the Constiti 


making power vested it i 






CONGI 


} 5 ePran4 7 
veen CTreavea 


by the agent of the States as 

No State unde r he new government could 
se it would be fri a first to last 

¢ 


national do eng! of 


aaa servitude 
me Sra 
of New 
y, so far 
Article 


ite, an 


rnment 


Who L 


nave 


con 8, 
10 right t of 
stion i in the ear] Vy 
xd to the 
of right of 


y we 


" NNnos 
Opp 


grant 


eptible, I think, of | hushed until next November. 


: dake in our favor, it 
-ansferred tothe new R 
y right local in its 


v a 
s sovereignty 


it follows? Obvi- 

is the pric 

3, and the rights of 

f Panama therein. 
ident, that since the 

h of November of the 
‘al novation as to 
from that date the 
ntor of the right of transit 
guarantor, as we _ Baa the guar- 
Isthmus ,in this vi he President, 
idependence, had not ‘only, "= pe rfect right, 
1e trenty being the law 7 the land, to prevent any 
rei 1, which Colombia had become, of the 


he oh, 
PFN aH 


was it ion a practi 
mcessions, and 


as the 


} 
ne CX 


> 


gra 


a + 
9 O F&F 


bia, as to the 


1T10Nn OT li 


A di 


—_ + 
zn state 


ee be ee 


say it was not the intent 
treat y that it should 
rovernment Probably 
ry went to the Republic of Panama 
e servitudes, which are « create d by the treaty, 
uestion. It is difi t to conceive it possi- 
rican republic coul id make a treaty with- 
sibility of revolution and dismember- 


‘the pi t 
f national life, and in 


ever be turned against 


! she made 


e territo 


plati 
a the vicissitudes of 


been one of the habits of national life. 


That is on 
LI 


nerica it has 
BLIC NO APPROVAL OF DOCTRINE OF SECESSION. 
1ds on the other side who are opposed to the 
ier their i Ss as a sweet morsel the as- 
ident, } gnition of this Republic, 
himself and ae country to the doctrine of seces- 
bel such a contention is serious. The dis- 
the revolt of a province of Colombia and the 
from the American Union is too palpable for 
ition might answer in a lodg re of “th e Daugh- 
pits y, but not among Senators of the United 
conde ti 
tates claimed under t stitution the legal 
‘from what they called a *“‘ compact.’’ They in- 
was no power in the Federal Government to 
nain in the Union; that she was entitled 
r, A great majority of the people of this 
ring » of Daniel | Webster, that this is an 
can ni - bo dissolved by the action of 

f Dat ni 


y 1B Tect 


LA 


a 
iBbvVe 


tT) 
L 


x me 1 
WOrTto my 


+ 
CT 


into the eternal 
(God, and to none is 


South 


LLbie 


ted from seceding. 
did the Southern 
That is all there is 


TILLMAN. Does the Senator suppose that we would have 
“lif we had hada big friend like the United States or England 
rance to come around there and warn you people away? 
SPOONER. Well, we found a good deal of fault with the 
aid that both —— and France gave you. They very promptly 
recognized your belligerency, and England allowed you to fit out 
your privateers in their ports to destri yy ourcommerce. But what 


or F 
Mr. 
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ator up. 


| Pan 


| are irrevocs 


| no divisi 


} that 
and | 
world will be the chief 
2? To | 
| there 
| tion of national or international law, a new republic 


| only the pl 


ionof New Granada | 


not; but that is not 


1 Webster in his reply | 


FEBRUARY 


| is the use of going into that? The Senator interrupts me 
| points which are not attracting my attention. 


U} 


Mr. 


TILLMAN. The Senator brought it up himself, 
Mr. 


SPOONER. I didnot bring that up. I brought th: 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. President, I have finished. 

pose to make a political speech. 

in a lawye r-like and entirely sincere way the conclu 
which I have reached. Iwish I might have done so with gr 
brevi ity an d bother logic. 

Wh r may be said, the independence of the Repu)! 
ama is 2 an accomplished fact. The recognitions of th: ut 
able. This treaty will be ratified, and it is ca 
popular gratification that in the final action upon it there w 
non party lines 

The wi rk of canal construction will be speedily inangur 
and pushed with the energy and resources of this Governn 
the earliest practicable completion, a consummation long dre. 

ind long prayed for by mariners. 


of by states men 
It is not to be expected that the harsh voice of cri 
That need not and 


It has been far from my 


It has been my earnest w 
ee 3 


ateve 


icism w 
vill not d 
the President. 

He may take to himself with exultant pride the safe ass 
this triumph in Executive ac = evement which he has w1 
for his on for the South American republics, and f 
f glory of his Administration and t 
during foundation of his fame; aaa it will not be forgott 
history in praise of him that out of his prompt and wise 
has also come, without breach of national tradition, \ 
, aff 
on the Isthmus opportunity of lif 
For it all he deserves and will receiv 
laudits of thoughtful men of our own day, but 
grateful remembrance of posterity. 

I thank the Senate. 


to a long-suffering people 


erty, and prosperity. 


APPENDIX. 
[Extracts age of December 7, 1903.] 
May 22, 1850 Ned. War vessel 


ber, 1650.—Revolutionary plot to bring 


from President's mess 


~Outbreak; two Americans ki dema 


about independence 
. 1851.—Revolution in four southern provinces. 


ber 14, 181.—Outbreak at Chagres. Man-of-war request 


e 1853 Insurrection at Bx 
yar vessel demanded. 
8 '4.—Political disturbances; 
cern Attempted revolution 
( etchant 24, 1854.—Independence of Isthmus demanded by provin 
lature. 
April, 1856.—Riot, and massacre of Americans. 
May 4, 1656.—Riot. 
May 18, 1856.—Riot. 
June 3, 1856.—Riot. 
October 2, 1856.—Conflict between two native parties. 
landed. 
December 18, 1858 
April, 1859.—Riots. 
September, 1860.—Outbreak 
October 4, 1860.—-Landing of United States forces i 
May 23, 1861.—Intervention of the United 
dente 
October 2, 1861.—-Insurrection and civil war. 
April 4, 18% Measures to prevent rebels crossing Isthmus. 
June 13, 1862 ea ra’s troops refused admittance to Panama, 
March, i865 R evolution, and United States troops landed. 
August, 1865.—Riots; unsuccessful attempt to invade Panama. 
March, 1856.—Unsuccessful revolution. 
April, 1s67.—Attempt to overthrow Govern 
August, 1867.—Attempt at revolution. 
July 5, 1868.—Revolution: provisional government inau 
August 20, 1868.—Revolution; provisional government 
April, 1871.—Revelution; followed apparently by counter revolu 
Rev olutic n and civil war which lasted to October, | 


April, 1878 1 
August, 1876 vil war which lasted until April, 1877. 
I llion. 


July 
Revolt. 


Decemt 
Apr ‘iL. vulution, 
volution, 


gota, and consequent disturba: 


war vessel req: 


rested, 


United Stat 


—Attempted secession of Panama. 


n consequence 


States forces requires 


ment. 


= 1878 
peor. 
18" 79. 
June. 1879 
Marc} 
May, ; 
J olutionary attempt. 
.—Revolutionary att 
Revolutionary disturbauces. 
lution 
istur bance on Panama Raiload. 
Disturbance on line of canal, 


empt. 


Apr il, 
November r, 188 
January, 1889. -R ot. 

January, 1895.—Revolution which lasted until April, 
March, 1895.—Incendiary attempt. 

October, 1899.—Revolution. 

February, 1900, to July, 1900.—Revolution. 

January, 1901.—Revolution. 

July, 1901.—Revolutionary disturbances. 

September, 1901.—City of Colon taken by rebels. 
March, 1902.- Revolutionary disturbances. 

July, 1902.—Revolution. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 3, 1903. (Sent 11.18 p. m.) 
sent to Nashville to Colon may not have been delivered. Accord- 
it following message is sent to Nashville immediately: | 





(VILLE, Colon: 

heinterests of peace make every effort to prevent Government troops 
from proceeding to Panama. The transit of the Isthmus must be 
n and order maintained. Acknowledge. 


“DARLING, Acting.” 
e special train, if necessary. Act promply. i 
Loomis, Acting. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November /,, 1903. (Sent 12.02 p. m.) 
icate with commander of gunboat Bogota and state plainly that 
ent, being responsible for maintaining peace and keeping tran- 
icross Isthmus, desires him to refrain from wantonly shelling 
We shall have a naval force at Panama in two days, and are now or- 
n from the Nashville to Panama in the interests « 














Loomis, Acting. 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 2, 1902. 
(Translation. ] 
LLE, care An erican Consul, Colon: | 
free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption threatened by 
occupy the line of railroad. Prevent landing of any armed 
hostile intent, either Government or insurgent, either at Colon, 
r other point. Send copy of instructions to the senior officer 
Panama upon arrival of Boston. Have sent copy of instructions | 
rraphed Dixie to proceed with all possible d tch fy 
Government force reported approaching the Isthmus 
t their landing if in your judgment this would precipit 
Acknowledgment is required. 

















DARLING, Acting. 


, NAVY DEPARTMENT 
Washington, D. C., Novemt ~y id 


( 'farblehead, Acapulco;4 





ll possible dispatch to Panama. Telegraph in cipher your 
laintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interrupti 
armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent landing of 
f e, either Government or insurgent, with hostile intent at any 
)milesof Panama. If doubtful as to the intention of any armed 
Ancon Hill strongly with artillery. If the Wyoming would de- 
ind Marblehead, her disposition must be left to your discreti 
force reported approaching the Isthmus in vessels. Pre 
‘if in your judgment landing would precipitate a conflict. 
DARLING, Acting. 





tion 


an + 


Ac 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, D. C., November 3, 1903. 
ANTA, Kingston, Jamaica: 
h all possible dispatch to Colon. Acknowledge immediately. 
a | 
1 Sails 


DARLING, Acting. 
NAVY DEPARTMENT 
Washington, D. C., November 3, 1903. 


if peace make every effort to prevent Government troops 
proceeding to Panama. The transit of the Isthmus must be 


lorder maintained. Acknowledg 





DARLING, A 





( UL, J a: 
Na lie to Colon may not ha been « . A I 
f wing 1 ie is sent to A é ! iately 
ws 
of peac ke « ry eff: toprevent Government troor 
‘anama » transit of the Isthmus must 
‘ el i i Ack ledg 


a “DARLING, Acting.” 
al trains if necessary. Act promptly. 
LOoMIs, 4 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 


‘ Wasi ton. D. C., Nor er J. 1903. 
} "ILLE, Colon: 
it of Colombia shelling Panama. Send immediately battery 3-incl 
and 6-pounder with a force of m to Panama to compel cessation 
ment. Railroad must furnish transportation immediately 





DARLING, Acti 
W ASHINGTON, D. C., November 5, 190 
re of imerican Consul, Pana : 
‘ecurrence bombardment of Panama. Acknowledge. 
Moopy. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, D. C., November 5, 1903. 
ILLE, Colon: 
ent any armed force of either side from landing at Colon, Porto Bello, 
I \. 
Moopy. 
(Translation. ] 
nF . WASHINGTON, D. C., November 6, 1903. 
] E, Woods Hole, Mass.: | 


eed at once to Colon, coaling wherever ne essary to expedite your ar- | 
rival. Acknowledge. 


Moopy. 
aSame to commander of Boston at San Juan del Sur, Nicaragua. 
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[I i 
W ASHI TD 4 
Dreut, Boston: 
Upon the arrival of the Marbleh 

movements closely of t British stear 
prevent the landing of men with 1 v 
Panama. Protect the B h st ! 

EX! TIVE § SION, 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to tl 
eration of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senat ceed 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes t 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clocl 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Mon I 1a 
1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 

NOMINAT iS. 
Executive nN mine fions re } L by t] oe 
SSUT,. 

Fred D. Fisher, of Oregon, to be u] { U 
Tamsui, Formosa, vice James W. David I 
Antung, China. 

: ED STATES MARS I 

Trevanyon L. Mathews, of Nebraska, to be United § 
shal for the district of Nebraska. A r pointment, his 
having expired December 13, 1! 

I I A p i 1 

Lieut. Commander N ‘ LR. U I ! 
Navy from the 4th day of } \ 
Frederic Singer, promoted 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Louis C. R ras 


in the Navy from the 24th day of O er, 1903 L 
ward Moale, jr., deceased. 
PROMOTION IN : 
Capt. Ben H. Fuller, United States Marine Corps, to beat 
in said corps from the 27th day of December, 1 vice Ma 
dolph Dickins, promoted. 


| 
aon 


James R. Gibson to be postmaster at 
Hempstead and State of Arkansas, in ] 
Incumbent’s commission expired F iry 19 








NDI N 
Charles Laramore to be p K 
ke and State of Indian la ( 
umbent’s commi nexpired b } 
kK . 





t tol ind State of Kan i ti i’, J 
ned 
i 
Thomas F. Hill to be px aster at Georgetown, it 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in pla f S$ 
Incumbent’s commission expires Marc} 
slisas WY . - 4 ihe 4 ‘7 
William L. Nickerson to be postm ( 
county of Barnstable and State of M sett 





William L. Nickerson. Incumbent’s commiss 
ber 13, 1903. 


“s 
en - 
Eugene T. Slayton to be p 
Lapeer and St of M ey 
Incumbent’s commissio1 ) 
i H. ¢ 
LI 





William C. Collins to be postmaster at Homer, in t} 
Cortland and State of New York, in pla f Wi 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 6, 1904. 

Clarence L. King to be postmaster at Tupper k 
county of Franklin and State of New Y: 

L. King. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 190 

Frank F. Simpson to be postmaster at Highland, in 
of Ulster and State of New York, in place of Frank F, Sin 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1 
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PENNSYLVANIA. 
rel] to be pt 
and State of Pen 


W. H. Longw 
Kim. Incumbent’s commission expires March 1, 1904. 


imes H. Morrison to be postmaster at Marienville, in the | 
county of Forest and State of Pennsylvania, in place of James H. 
Morrison. Incuinbent’s commi sion expire 3 March 6, 1904. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
E. tive nominations confirmed by thes nate February 20, 1904 


POSTMASTERS 


ie 


CALIFORNTA. 


ye 


George Brown to be postmaster at Corona, in the county of 
Riverside and State of California. 
CONNECT UT 
; 1 E. Goddard to be postmaster at E , in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticu 
LOt 4 
R. Blanchard to be post ter at Whitecastle, in the parish of 


Iberville and State of Louisiana. 
MICHIGAN, 
A. Fisk to be postmaster at Colon, 
J ph band § state of Mic hig ran, 
Vv er W. Harrington to be postmast 
county of ame ank State of Michigan. 
Charles E. Ramsey t 
county of Antrim ai nd § state of Michi an. 
MINNESOTA 
‘red N. 
Sherburne and State of Minnesota 
Ole C. Enge - a ] 
bault and State of Minnesota. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 





George L. Si 
of Rockingham and State of New Hampshiz 
NEW JERSEY. 


Edward Burrt ughs to be postmaster at Metuchen, in the county 


fF Via Ll 


of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 
R. Fre ank Treweeke to be postmaster at Butler, in tl 
of Morris and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 
Winfield S. Spe ncer to be postmaster at N 
county of Westchester and State of New York. 
\. Wheeler to be postmaster at Churchville, in 
Monroe and State of New York 


M yron 


county oi 


in the county of St. 


» be postmaster at Central Lake, in the 


Corey to ~~ postmaster at Elk River, in the county of 


ostinaster at Elmore, in the county of Fari- 


kell, jr., to be postmaster at Exeter, in the county 


he county 


Yew Rochelle, in the 


the 


Harry F. Zimmerlin to be postmaster at Lyons, in the county 


of Wayne and State of New York. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, February 20, 1904, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. Coupen, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REPORT 


Mr. SHER 


FROM THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
MAN, from the 


ported back the bill (H. R. 12684) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and 

liitling treaty stipulations with the vari us Indian tribes for 
t! year ending June 380, 1905, and for other purposes; which 
v a first | second time, referred to the C snaithee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- | 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


FITZGERALD. 
The SPEAKER. 
GERALD] reserves all points of order. 

REPRINT OF BILL. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, 

for a reprint of bill H. R. 7873 
The SPEAKER. The gentler 
consent for the reprint of the bi 
[After a pause.] The Chair he: 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


rhe 
ill H. R. 7873, 
ir 


s none 
Mr. FOSS. 


for the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
12220) making appropriations for the naval service 


Whole 
the bill (H. R.1 





Committee on Indian Affairs, 


re- 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve ail points of order 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz- 


I desire to ask unanimous consent 
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stmaster at Oil City, in the county of | with Mr. HePBuRN in the chair. 
insylvania, in place of William M. Mc- | 





| 


| Congress to care 
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for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other pur; 


} 
i 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from \\ 


| Virginia [Mr. Dayron] such time as he desires. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I promise the committee { 
I will not occupy very much of the time that the chairma: 
so kindly given tome. It seems to me that it is almost unn 
sary to discuss the provisions of this bill, and especially the bn 
proposition of the necessity of maintaining the naval servi 
the United States. I listened with a great deal of interest 
speech of the gentleman from California [Mr. LiverNasn 
night. I was impressed with the earnestness with which | 
sented the plea in behalf of American seamen. 

I did not understand him to make the asse wera that the 
tions he insisted — od in the merchant mai existed 
enlisted force of the Navy of the United States 8, “by ut tha 
may be no misunderstanding or — prehension as to the | 
ment of the enlisted force in the Navy and the earnest d 
for their needs as well as the other needs « 


i 


| service, I want to call the ainemdiiaals attention to the fa 


| day is receiving the largest pay of 


the American enlisted man in the Navy of the United Stat 
any enlisted seaman in 
navy in the world; that he is given the best rations that is 


| in any navy in the world; that he is given more and better « 


in from Kansas asks unanimous 
Is there objection? | 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself | 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 


| South, from the East, from the West. 


ing upon the date of his enlistment than any other seaman ir 
navy in the world; that we give them besi les this the right 
from the lowest rank to the highest in the American Navy; 
he can pass through the grades of petty officers’ force, thr 
those of the officers’ force, to the rank of rear-admiral, it 
genius and his ability warrants him to do so. 

In addition to that I want to say that under recent reg 
which in my judgment are calculated to create a very gr 
vance in our naval service and in the effectiveness of it, « 
man aboard a ship of war has opportunity now to drill in 
training and the —— of our guns, so that he m: ry becom: 
pert gunner. We have had a good deal of trouble and a 
deal of difficulty about this. Any of you who will stop am 

will know it is a very easy matter upon land and upon a: 
foundation to point a gun at a target with a reasonable h 
hitting it. When you are aboard ship, where you are sub 
the fluctuations that come from the rising from the bottom 
crest of a wave, where there is constant motion, the great 
culties that the navies of the world have had have been to i: 

ystem by which they could aim those guns at a targ 
able with any reasonable degree of certainty to hit it. 

I want to call your attention to the fact that by improve1 
made largely through the skill of Lieutenant-Commande: 
in recent years, following the researches of Captain Scott, : 
[inglish navy, we are now able to accommodate the gun m 
to those fluctuations which come from the rolling of the s 
that that difficulty is overcome, and in order to encoura 
seamen aboard our battle ships every man of them is giv: 
privilege of training himself and learning this system and 
able to fire the guns and fire them effectively. No matt 
what quarter of the ship he may come, he who shows the 
est proficiency is rewarded for that efficiency, ani it m 
part of his record and enables him to advance in the 
So that, as I started to say, the condition of the America 
men a ul oard the American battle ships, while it may not | 
is far and away ahead of the conditions of the men under 

rcumstances in the ships of other countries. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word or two in regar 
the general policy of building up the Navy. I congratula 
gentleman from California and the gentleman from Lot 
|Mr. Meyer] and others on the other side upon the very pa 
positio n which they have taken in regard to the naval s 
As the gentleman from Louisiana end the gentleman fron 
fornia both said, the upbuilding of the American Ni ivy is 
— question. 

Mr. Chairman, the upbuilding and maintaining of the 1 
States Navy isa question as broad as the nation’s peac 
nation’s honor, and the nation’s defense. 


It includes the p 
tion of every man, woman, and child from the North, fro 
oO It isa question upon 
all parties can agree, 

While we may have differences of opinion as to the met 
strengthening this service, the character of the ships that m 
built, the expenditures of money that may be put in this 
yard or that navy-yard, the extent of the increase of this ! 
of service, the decrease of that branch of the service, yet t] 
eral policy of upholding the naval service is one that is vital t 
interests of every man and every woman and every child i! 
great Republic. Why? With 80,000,000 people in this com 
naturally trained by its recollections of the past and by it 
tory, there is no man to-day who would have fear or would 
tain fora moment the question of successful invasion of this « 





4s sittaaios ll 





try by a land force of any nationonearth. The Minute Men of the 
> ay olution, the volunteers of the civil war, the militia—in other 
s, the sons of American freedom—w rould s spring upin anight 

sist any such invasion; but we have a necessity upon us to 

d ourselves at sea because any man who will contemplate | 


subt or trepidation that c omes to his mind in undertaking a 


I 


visit across the ocean, thé seasickness, the dangers that 
, from his imagination, tell him that men, in order to de- 


emselves aboard our vessels, on our ships, must be fitted | 


reparod for it. Any man who will study the historical 
ill find out that in almost every great struggle in the 


I's s history victory has come to the power that controlled | 


a. 
are many who believe that the history of Rome would 
en different if Hannibal had not been compelled to lead 
uy through the mountains instead of crossing the narrow 
intervening sea and thus bringing his troops fresh to the 
fRome. Thereare very many who believe that our national 
lence would not have been possible if it had not been for 
ance of the French fleet on the Atlantic coast. There 
many of us who believe that the civil war would not have 


longed if there could have been that movement by Far- | 


d his fleet up through the Mississippi Valley, passing the 
| cutting in two the very heart and the very center of 
,leracy. There 
, | have been a field of Waterloo if there had not been first 
ht at Sreengne. 
e reasons and because ¢ 
| policy of maintaining 


f our extended coast, because of 
the Monroe doctrine, because of 
ination to buil 1 the canal, because of the fact that we 
rt i sn to control and guide the destinies of the Philip- 
— and Hawaii, because we must defend our com- 
1 n all seas and protect our citizens and their rights in all 
( of the elol be, it is an absolute necessity for us to look first 
e demonstration agai Government and defend 
on the sea. 
rman, I think it was the great statesman, the man of 
nd iron, Bi smarck, who said that the best insurance of 
s to be prepared for war. I want to say to you that the 
surance of our safety and our peace, not war oe in the 
i StatesNavy. If wecan be assailed at any point, i it is upon 
If we have any defense to make, it will be on th » sea, 
i to-day the richest nation in the vorld. Our po 

r thr "ee times that of F rance, or of Germany, or of England 
wi tal <e Engiand and resirict it to the United Kingdom. 

; man from New York [Mr. FirzGERALD] 
i the only note so far of opposition to the policy of increas- 


rt 


sort "17 
nst our 


” 


Y 
i 
> 
t 





ulation 
IZ 


who has 








Navy, has said that it is time for us to define our policy, 
his own mind he has wor! the idea t ir policy 


rmany and p 
Is there 





lup a navy equal to tha sibly to 








ic “7 oT A, ry Y 
‘England. Sup pose taat is true an American 
‘ - } liawva ths if } SOP a aiaAT 9Q7"N ° 
) day who does not believe that if the occasion came we 
1 ourselves against England or Gern vw? Is as 
Gelend OUuTseives @AVaipnst MNPiahGa Or Wermany:s S Tue! 
9 , ‘ rh hal x : he } ] y i e 
ican citizen to-day who believes that the old policy of 
try of paying tribute, as we did to our shame and to our 
Pe eee 3 on oieeiteni mito Miete 
the bandits of Tri li, is &@ proper one, and that we 
« + hnamiliati i } »l- > “Ornars 
ve aga in subjec ted to humilhation for lack of prepara- 
; ; 
tuere American citizen to-day who for one momen 
. } Toye } } ~ . , > 
ux the idea that because of our failure to prepare f 
. wa gc! uld t writ] tang nel ‘ —* civa rT ; , 
we ‘ VU not wi Svaiita BU il & n at rare AU yp AU Ys 
. a+ wrhict norland maintair * ra ~ £ 
as that which En riand maintained toward us ior 
i years, and which went to the right of search of ow 
“a Asyonn ¢ : aad hina? 
’ ind a dispute of our ¢ ol of our OWD Sips: 
it say that any such time will ever come to us; but sup 
t hould come to us now. 8S uppose it hould come to us 
a ee aki 47 Eo sats ina ciliate 
iy. We have eleven battle sh Lips on the s a; England has 


W here wou! in acon 


with 


this great American Republic stance 
such a pow Where would we stand in a contest 
Where would we standin a contest, if it should come 
two or more of the powers were allie 
» that we are to depend al 
tions toward us for 


ur peace, or are We to malntair 








4 aga 
Tey } , 
» kindly 
In other a os 
LOoLner WOras, are 


1 it with dignity and 


Sieh heel +} 
sWays upon wet 


ur defense? 


as the history of our country in the one hundred years 
yy unfortunate ly shows we were not always able to do? 
\V ind to-d: iy in that peculiar px sition where we have our 
uuiding substantially half erected, and the gentleman from New 








shin y of it. 


York |Mr. Firz@eratp] would 1 ause in the fini 
od to throw away 


hi We anavy,in other words, that is too gt 

t big enough in any decisive contest to mak - comnplete de- 

in our behalf. Suppose we ll build { forty-eight batik 

is Captain Pillsbury, referred to and quoted by the gentle- 
man fr om New York,suggests. Is it more than we ought to have 
to reasonably maintain our honor, our integrity, and our defense? 
I wish to direct the attention of the gentleman to the fact that it 
isa ‘differ ent thing to build a navy to carry on aggressive war- 


f shall 


are very many who believe there never | 
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fare, to nag or to injure other nations, from building a navy in 
order to defend ourselves. There are two methods in every man’s 
life by which he can defend _ self if he is attacked by another. 


One is to run away; the other is to fi; ght t. But there is still a bet- 


A 





ter method than either of oan and that is Berk so strong that 
his enemy will reconsider and not attack him at all. 
Those who advocate the upbuil ng of a navy i t that it 


shall not be done for the purpose of interf 
of other nations, but for the purpose of sect 
our defense. Before I pass to the cost of the 
Navy in proportion to the other expe 
in proportion to the wealth of the country, I wish to « 
tion to the peculiar position the gentleman from New York | Mr 
FITZGERALD] has occupied in reference to the navi rvice 

congratulate him that he has always b en the fri nd of that very 
chaplains; he has always advo- 
cated an increase of that corps in order that the religious train- 





e ‘ +7 
ises Ol Our G veliiil 








ing may be well taken care of. He has never failed to lift his 
voice in favor of the upbuilding of that land porti f the Navy 
which is situated in the city of New York. 

No matter what may be prop ysed for the purpose of , 
the ships or fo r buil ling | new ships in New York, th 
has been a strong, an earn st, eff ctive, ail I may say ul 
advocate thereof, But he i as further occupied the p ion that 

a ; 


while that land par 


t of the N: vy was to be duly and properly 







































taken care of, the very net essity of which is t 3 
already built or to build new ships, he has on n 
insisted that the policy of bu ilding ships was too ex} Lat 
it Was unnecessary and contrary to wisdom and sound sense. I 
lave a Square proposition to make to the gentleman from New 
BR LD) if Sa wants to b patri j Lo 
throughout this country there are t any 
7 in existence. 
' affairs has cor it Mm ay ] f 
has t act that 
. wT 7 
ile i «a 
y earn nd »f th 
ind their own local iz well a lt t 
some of these navy-yar purpose of the N 
of the United States is 1, not ¢t 
employment for either 1 on 
the extent that it may I 
The New Y rk Navy y- 
umount carried i t 
| larger, the fizh } U 
tne gentieman t AL \ I ct a I 
| York Navy-Yz r »,000 leaving us \ 
| Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentlema n yiel 
Mr. DAYTON. Ido 
| Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentl n ¥ 1 
wot he not, to turn all the 1 i] work é 
privat ntractors: 
Mr. DAYTON. Nota bit t I t 
Mr. FITZG ALD i r 
t] , He = vy i t i) 
sed pro} { r G 
benefit of work in ate y 
Mr. DAYTON. Lab tely t] 
I a que the pat y 
rasI knov part of any 
’ LO tl i = Dna : 
ving all th \ done th i 
S to d: 5 ais j ) r 
vardg, first, € e 
( in t rk vy ib 
st. and § ndly, ise O1 i 
the repair work. That is the rea 
man now speaking has tak 
Mr. FITZGERALD Wil 
Mr. DAYTON Yes, sir. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. If the g 1an not s ] 
ave supposed turn over the 
vils privy ite y 1s, wh L he SO V » 
versally conce 1 to be the j ya 
of the Gov t—not by 1 ts 
is in fact the best-equipped } W 5 
to handicap the Government in its efforts to do i 
Mr. DAYTON. I have just thi al lrepiy t 
| man: We have.on the Atlantic coast a Gov nt yard at 
Portsmouth, established away back in tl r 
history—the yard from a waa h went out Paul J 
first American flag that was saluted by a y 
| being borne by a vessel ‘that: men down i 1 of . 
with that flag flyi ng over the hundred ; I lead sailors who 
sank in achieving ‘their sietary under Paul Jor on t Bon 


Homme Richard. 
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We have also a yard established at Boston whose existence goes 
back to the earliest history of the country. The New York yard 
was established; the League Island Navy-Yard was established. 
We have also the yard at Norfork. We have also the yard at 
Charleston, and we have a yard in Louisiana at the mouth of the 
Mississippi. I want to say to the gentlemen in regard to these 
yards that, with the possible exception of one, we haye room at 
each of them to build—to expand for the purpose of carrying on 
our work. The city of Philadelphia gave to the Government of 
the United States for the purpose of extending that League Island 
yard between eight and nine hundred acres of ground. At New 
York there has never been a day or an hour when there has not 
been a determined effort to take away from us, if they could, or 
to get us to dispose of, if they possibly could, what little remnant 
of a yard we have had there; and we have not room to turn around 
in that yard. Therefore, Isay, we can well dispose of that yard. if 
the gentleman wants to be patriotic, and thereby cut down the 
expenses of our naval establishment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The 
the Portsmouth yard. 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Was 


gentleman referred, I believe, to | 
sir. 
not the gentleman a member of the 
Naval Committee at the time when that committee authorized or 
reported an appropriation of $1,000,000 to build a dry dock at 
th at yard, and afterwards the Government was compelled to ex- | 
pend a million and a half of dollarsin order to have vessels get to 
that dock? 
= DAYTON. Iwasa member of the House at the e the 
gentleman refers os aa my recollection is that the appro one - | 
ion was put ups e bill in the Senate committee and was finally 
d by See een seand the Senate. Iwantto say tothe gentle- | 
ther, that th ere is a proposition now pending before 
committee, as I remember, to cost three or four million doll: 
to improve the New York yard and to make what little water fr a 
we have there available for naval purpose Ss. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman refers to the Charleston | 
yard. Does he not know as a matter of fact that they are just 
commencing to build a new yard at Charleston and that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, in the hearings this year before the gentle- 
man’s committee, stated that the Department was not responsible 
for that yard, that it did not want it, and that Congress was forc- 
ing it upon the Dep: ar tment; and ifthe gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia is inspired by the patriotic motives that he i insists he is, why | 
does he not stand up against the insistence of the men who want 
to spend money in the yards merely for the benefit of their locali- 
ties? I have never, before the gentleman’s committee 

Mr. DAYTON. Now, wait a moment—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have never urged a single improvement 
for the New York yard that your committee have rejected, and | 
the statement that I have been seeking to better that yard at the 
expense of the country merely for local purposes is not based upon 
facts. The gentleman can not cite one instance where I have ad- | 
vocated the improvement of that yard in opposition — 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield further. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York is out of 
order. 

Mr. FITZGER 

Mr. DAYTON. 
ment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This is the question I was coming to 
[Laughter. 


e 
7 
; 


adopter 


man. fu 


tALD. The 
I yielded 


gentleman yielded to me. 


for a question, I said; not a state- | 


| 

Mr. DAYTON. But now I will answer your question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. You did not let me ask it. 

Mr. DAYTON. You asked your question and then proceeded | 
to make a defense, which you have a right to do in other time 
than my own. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is out of 
oracer. 

Mr. DAYTON. Answering the gentleman’s question, the | 
Charleston yard was established by the Senate of the United 
States by putting upon the naval bill appropriations for that 
yard. Since it was established there never has been a single ap- | 
propriation for it put upon our bill by the House committee, and | 
the House committee has been in antagonism to the establish- | 
ment of that yard. While that is so, we recognize that the co- 
ordinate body has a right toits view. It has seen fit to establish | 
that yard and it makes the argument the stronger that, if we are | 
to have a navy-yard at Charleston, some of these other yards ought 

| 
| 





to be weeded out, and I do not see but what New York is about 
the best one to let go. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia whether he is really sincere in trying 
to do away with the navy-yard at New York, or whether he is r 
simply ied into the argument by reason of the persistency of the ! 
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| pensed with; 


| of the fighting-ship line, the battle line of th 


| bill, 


| want 
| come—when the rava 


| the 


| after maintained it 


| may see, after all, 
| bill, it is substantially for the purpose of defending our | 
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gentleman from New York and the difference of opinion between 
the gentleman from New York and others on the Democratic side 
a the gentleman from West Virginia himself? Because if he 

sally wants to do away with the New York Navy-Yard I t 
a shall be able to give him some facts later on that he will ; 
like to hear concerning that proposition. There are other yar 
that would be much better done away with—in fact, any other 
yard in this country. 

Mr. DAYTON. I want to say to my friend inall frankness 
sincerity that my proposition was made to the gentleman fron 


link 
nr) 
HONK 


| New York [Mr. FiTzGERALD], absolutely believing that we o 


to dispense with some of these yards, and that the New ‘\ 
yard could be dispensed with about as well asany other. I wa 
to test his patriotism and his sincerity in reference to this 
wave of economy that has come over him. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then you really do not wish to doaway \ 
he navy-yard at New York? That is what I wanted to kno 
Mr. DAYTON. Well, I say wo tie gentleman that my j 

vew York could be very wi 
but I do not believe it will be dispensed with. 
DOUGLAS. No; and I donot believe that you wa: 
see it done. 

Mr. DAYTON. The point I desire to make, 
that it is a different thing frequently to build up our Na‘ 
from what it is to build it at sea. The earnest 
and desire of the Naval Committee, and every member o! 
committee, so far as 1 know, is to incr the 
force at sea. These yards are a necessity. One 
lutely sincere about, and that is that we have 
yards. I am not going to undertake to say 
abolished, nor am I going to undertake he re 
Naval Committee could abolish any of them. I know ti 
culties of an attempt of that kind; but I want to sound a we 
warning against the establishment of new yards on the At! 
CO ist, and I do want to put in an earnest plea for the uph 
e American N 
Reference has been made to the fact 
the Navy has brought the naval appropri 
if I remember the gentleman's statement aright, up 
$23,000,000 to $96,000,000 within the period of fourteen : 
What does it mean? Why is it so? It is simply the result 
fact that after the great civil war, when the country was « 
whelmed with debt, when its people in many quarters w 
and suffering—and I refer to the Southland, from w! 
ges of that war had swept it and wh: 
cou 7 try was seeking to get its breath again, we did not bui 

Jnited States Navy. 
wv » had other things to look after. 
after other expenditures. 


sold off 


Mr. 


Mr. Chairm 
K 
shore up 
etfective 
thing Tam 
too many 
what one sh: 


now to say thi 


ge 


Now _anothe Tr cia. 
this increase of 


It was necessary for 
Instead of building up the ! 
a large part of the ships of the Navy, and for 
almost as an unnecessary land adjunct « 
Government service. Not until about fourteen years ago 
we gone to work systematically and earnestly to get ours 
fleet on the sea that would be an honor and a credit to our 
try and to our flag. Asa result of it, of course, these e 
tures have increased; but we have been able to stand it; w: 
been able to bear it without the country ever feeling it, a1 
remarkable state of affairs exists to-day that the strongest 
ment for the United States Navy is in those sections away 
the sea—in the great Northwest, in the mountain countri 
my State—while about the only pr’ ‘test that comes is from : 
tlemaz 1 representing the State of New York. 

Now, as to the cost of it, the Secretary of the Navy, in | 


i 
t] hf 


See 


\ 


| nual report, has taken occasion to give us some figures tou 


what this naval expenditure has amounted to. 

Mr. Chairman, by your leave, I will ask the Clerk to r 
me the passage which I have marked from this report, inc! 
the table given by him, in order that members of the co: 
that while it is a $100,000,000 approm 


our count ry, and our flag and maintaining our peace. | 
gentlemen will listen to the table, so that they may see how 
the actual insurance rate is compared with the wealth a 
value of this country. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The cost of military protection has frequently been cor mpared 
of insurance upon property. The comparison is not inapt, and hr 
significance in c oe sidering naval expenditures. I have caused ac 
to be made peony en the national valuatio mand naval expenditur 
valuation of the al property of the United States was obtained |! 
the figures of Muihall up to the census of 1850 and then the figur 
census. This give 3 OI nly the value ation of every tenth year, beginn 
1800). The valuation of the intermediate years is approximately o 
dding to each year at 1 equal proportion of decennial increase. The: 
valuation for each decennial period is thus readily obtained. The na 
penditures can be obtained with absolute accuracy. The expenditur: 
do not include the cost of the executive establishment. The follow vi 
mputed in this manner, shows the percentage of the total prop 
U nited States devoted to the support of the Nav y by ten-year per joc 








1904. 





T annual expenditure of 


16 


ows an average 


sal century. whole period > 
Tat ion. 


or Jach a lar of the valu 
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| 
:? 
| 


aa . Average val- . 
Years. | uation (com- ~— nha — Percentage. 
puted). | pencitur 
= - a } a aoe oa. . see | eS 
snttniinvionnnweniabiaicnn $1, 821, 245, 000 0.00128 | 
ac le 1, 732, 470, 000 . O0P69 
: ad Sa a rae ae 2, 335, 980, 000 205, 088 0014 
: ad ea 3, 301, 915, 000 5,041,751 00152 
bn x pein ieliganiemuiebnonibesaaks 5, 687, 199, GOO 7,237, 606 .00129 
ET LN TIENT OL 12, 198, 889, 800 % 926, 977 . 00098 
an ee wee nnn sent eee ene mens } ee 718, 414, 100 46, R45 730 00197 
ace ea A i ie Fea | 36,9 19, 658, 796 00053. | 
es Oo ee 16, 867, 629 00080 | 
Kdaochiicanhietihid Mainanacnat ag 88, 635, 164 | . OOO4T 
= -alayv TAZ, $i 00123. 
- ires for the fis year 1903 were $82.615 By r mable | 
.tion n the valuation f< : ad year was ¢ > Th there | 
led for thi ever for one h dollar of the 1 ation $0.00077 
rage of the last century had been rea litures would 
n $130,674,208.25. 
Mr. DAYTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, absolute ly for the com- 
} fense and the peace of this country we pay less than or 
t ith of 1 per cent upon the actual property “valuation | of 
{ intry. Suppose we take it from the commercial standpoint 
of view. There is not a = man in this House but what knows 
s very essence of defense of our commerce is the Navy of 
t nited States; that it is a hopeless thing to attempt to extend 
( rece and protect it unless we do it by the strong arm of the 
( nent, exercised through its wa rships. Let us look at it | 
f } point of view as an insurance premium upon the com- 
n £ the country. Regarding it as such, the naval expendi- 
tu would only be twenty-two thousandths of a cent, and when 
c ation is taken of the cost of insuring the industrial enter- 
pr f our country the members of the committee can see how 


ow insignificant, is this rate. 
, gentlemen, I want to call your attention to another thing. 
cpenditures are not wastes of money; they are invest- 
] . Take any seliroad of this great country of ours, just the 
t it ceases to make betterments of its property, 
i nts in improvements, just that soon that great railroad 
¥ t the dry rot, so tospeak. Soit is withour Navy. The 
t, the standing that we have abroad and at home depend 
{ - energy of our people and depend also upon the good, 
f , and prudent sense of our people. There is not a single 
l hip that is built but what is worth dollar for dollar what 
it « There is not one vessel of the battle line of ships of this 
country that can not be sold to-day for every cent that is invest: »d 


< 
+ 
\ 


to make | 
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colliers instead of having them built by the merchant 1 { id 
sed by the Government when the emergency arises? 

Mr. DAYTOD I want to say tothe gentleman, very f ly, 
that provision of the bill did not meet my 1 nal appro ion. 
i mmendation from the D ! ; 
sult of the deliberations of the general 7 
tion inc baled: one battleship, one armored crui +) mn ted 
| eruisers, two scouts, and two colliers, if I1 
| Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield t 

Mr. DAYTON. Iwill yield in a m l ] 4 
statement. That recommend n « t I 
the serious disapproval of a number of t! 

( lomanitten, ae nal vy ver | ved in t 
SI = = 

Ca 5 I 

} ] i 

7 »' 

m 3 | y tl 

wl pu 

sc | nd i ers were cut out lana 
tion: ul rmor ed c ruiser was inserted. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would like to ask one more question. Iam 
glad y u spoke as you did—— 

The ¢ ‘HAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York w 1 
dress the Chair. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I did address the Chair, Mr. Cl 

The CHA IRMAN. Does the gentleman from West \ nia 
yield? 

" Mr. DAYTON. I do; certainly, sir. 

Mr. DOU GL AS. I want to ask you further whether, in con- 
nection with these colliers, it is intended they shall ! l- 
liers or will they also carry guns or iament of any kind 

Mr. DAYTON. My understanding is this: I will say to m 
friend from New York that these colliers are sin t 
juncts to the fleet in foreign ports, made necessar 
from one port to another, ‘and not to interfere with t 
marine carrying trade, nor will they carry gunsin any way; t 
they are merely a temporary r juirement made n ry for t 
transportation of coal { from one point to a1 r ur ¢ 
service 

Nov W 1 yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Pirrxrns]. 

Mr. PERKINS. I understood the gentleman to say that our 
Government had constructed men-of-war at a less price than for- 


in ‘It is true fora double reason. The first, that under our 
m and under our careful and prudent management of naval 
e are building ships as cheap as any nation in the world, 
W armoring our ships cheaper than any nation in the world, 
md, we are building better ships than any other nation | 
in world. That has always been our record. 


Here is 
an r very interesting historical fact in connection with that 
yard that appeals to usall. Away back yonder in the Revolu- 
times we built the America at that yard. The French 
is coming to help us. Four of their ships sailed into Bos- 
rbor, and the Magnifique struck a rock and went to the 
bottom, and the American Government presented the America to 


rred a while ago to the Portsmouth Navy- Yard. 





t! nch Government in lieu of that ship. France; ulre ady had 
a erique, and so she changed the name of the vessel presented 
het he United States, built at this yard, to the F ranklin, in 
} 


‘of that great statesman 50 popular in France in those days. 
t back to Fr rance, and in the siege of Toulon this Franklin 

was pa rtially, but only partially, destroyed. 
lhe French rebuilt it and put it in their service, and th 
was the last one to give up at the battle of oo aa surrendering 


at half J past 1 o’clock at night, when every other ship had : surren- 
ce and the English took it and made the C lunar us out of it, 

| Fitzgerald, in his life of Admiral Trion, has said tha it shi 
ting in our shipyard, the product of our American lab ork ng 


iuen, was the pattern for fifty years for the English battle ships. 
has always been so. We have always had a preference in the ) 
) ng of ships. We have got the better workmen, we have got 
the better material, and asa result of it there is not a single} atile 
to-day that is not worth its money, dollar for d toll: ur. There 
ther thing about it. Youcan buy naller ships, but you 
can not buy these ships of the fighting line. Everybody is will- 
ing to buy, but nobody is willing to sell. 
-- DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman—— 
CHAIRMAN, Does the geritleman yield? 
Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. 
Mr, DOUGLAS. While the gentleman is explaining the bill I 
ud like to ask him if he will not kindly explain to us why the | 
committee has put in here an appropriation of $1,250,000 for two 


the si 


Ww 


é shi | 
» ship 


| 





eign governments. 
Mr. DAYTON. 
got our armor plate 


- ERKINS. 


Mr. P 


I did not 
for less. 
Not ships as a wh 


say 


at a less price. I said we 


le? 





Mr. DAYTON. I think not; but I think we construct tl as 
cheaply. If I made the statement too broadly, I would modify 
that by saying we construct them as cheaply. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman thin! s, then, this G I nt 
can construct men-of-war as cheaply as foreign govern 

Mr. DAYTON. Very nearly, if not quite so. 

Mr. PER concer How is it, then, that when it comes to the mer- 
chant marine it is claimed that it is a ssible to constr m 
as cheaply here as ae 1d? 


Mr. DAYTON. I am very frank to sa} y that I am not posted i 














reference to the question of buil up the merchant-marine 
service, and therefore I am not al unswer t! g 
question. Ido know that under the pr¢ , 
they will last I can not say—there is such a 1 
com} n ws t t 1e A 

N } ’ y g 
sil un¢ r that the r 
of Ww ized by the! l 

t] crs mn 1p 1d i t Ol 

That statement has been made and, I believe, has be i 

he cost of these ships has been, as I say, reduced in t! y 
to the very low ficures by reason of the competi f y 
between shipbt ing interests. : 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to pass on to something el tl 
bill. Ihave already taken more time than I ¢ ! ‘ 8 
while we are building these ships it is an absolute 1 ty for 
ae look to the personnel of the Navy. Ss iV 1 

vhat is known as “‘ the personnel bill.’”” Time has demonstrated 
its effectiveness, and, I am also frank to say, some 
nesses. I hope the time will come when the personnel ¥ not 
be gauged by mere arbitrary lines, but when it wv é ed 
by the absolute number of ships we have. 

We have still a great dearth of officers; we still hav very year 
to add to the enlisted force. Weneed some add nal legislation 
to strengthen the engineering force of the United States Navy. 
It is never to be forgotten that these great ships of war must be 


taken care of—must be under the co trol of the men skilled i 
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ics, able to understand the complex machinery that is 
them. I admit that the amalgamation of the engineer 
corps with the lins has brought about a condition of affairs where 
it will be necessary for Congress to make additional provision for 
the selection of men to fill the places of engineer officers 
this may come by a general plan to increase the officers and men 
in the service, graded according to the number of ships we may 
have. 
A great many other things, it seems to me, ought to begin to 
occupy and engage the minds of Members of C ongress. It seems 
tome the time has come when the small navies, if you please, un- 
der the control of the different Departments in this Government 
should be concentrated and made a part of theone Navy. Ibelieve 
the time has come when Congress, for instance, 
revenue service,th transport service,the Fish Commission service 
the light-house service, all these services having to do with the 
and concentrate n—make one Department responsible for 
f our work on th 

Mr. Chairman, one oka ‘r matter: 
ision to build a naval station in the Philippines, 

to yon that the committee has considers 
building of it for several years. In the 
way they hi ive gone over the estimates of vast sums that were 
recommended to be expended in a yard in Subig Bay; 
been « oy down and diminished until it seems tome that the mem- 
bers of the committee on both sides, working, as I understand it, 
absolute harmony, have brought about a.solution of that ques- 
tion that will enable 


the: 


1 that station and the 


in 
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not only on monarchical forms but on monarchical methods, 
Ours was to be a government of consent, a government to pro- 
ace, establish justice, and to insure the blessings of ]ip- 
It was to permit them to work out in th 
own way the natural development of their interests, only possi 
ble in times of peace, free from the exactions of exorbitant 
taxation. 

And so, Mr. Chairman, we continued in our course for over a 
century, a nation of peace, in marked contrast to the war-cursod 
countries of Europe and the tax-burdened monarchies of the (| 
World. Suddenly, within the last few years, this rage for mili- 


| tarism and empire, for so-called expansion, has come upon us, and 


, | diction from any intelligent source that our 


| we are beset with that old spirit of conquest and war that 
should take the | 


dominated every monarchy. I say it without danger of co 


Republic, in its 


| of its national revenues, is more wasteful and extravagant 1 
any empire in the world. 


This bill carries with it a pro- 
I want to say | 


most earnest and careful | 


they have | 


us to defend our interests in the Philippines | 


without its being such an enormous cost as was at first contem- | 


lated. 
; We are building a floating steel dry dock that will be shipped 
as soon as CO? apl ‘ted to Manila. It was at first contemplated that 
it would be placed in Manila Bay. It can well be placed in Subig 
Bay, and will supply the necessity of building a stationary dry 
dock at that place at this time. The committee have estimated 
the appropriation at $800,000 in this bill, and it will enable us 
to have a proper defense in the Philippine Islands. No matter 
whether we retain these islands or not, it seems to me it is clear 
beyond measure that we ought to have a naval station there, and 
that under any circumsta 3 We will never surrender that right 

I want tocall attention to another thing in this bill. It is a re- 
markable state of affairs that we are drawing into the enlisted 
force of the Navy from the great Northwest a great majority of 
our men. We need, and for two years we have been urged by 
the Department, to establish a naval training station on one of 
the Great Lakes 

The str st reasons exist for this. On the occasion when this 
matter was reported by this committee at the last Congress the 
provision went out.on the point of order. I earnestly hope that 
t 
] 


nce 


ng 


his year it will be conceded that this station ought to be estab- 
ished. Let the contest between the different points seeking it be 
settled on the floor, but let us have this naval station in order that 
we may better prepare the seamen who come to us from that great 
section of the 

men. 
I congratulate the House and I congratulate the committee 
the fact that, in my judgme nt, inthis bill has been presented 
wit h less of 1 scord in it and more of harmony and agreement 
in any that has ever been presented, a bill in the preparation 
which all the members of the committee have given earnest 
‘ ‘ful attention and hard work. I hope this measure may 
pass the House as it has been reported. If I had had my way 
s large a building programme—that 


"? 


th: 
of 
and care 
muutit, we would have had a 
is, five battle ships—as we had last year; but that was not the sense 
the committee, and I am willing to yield to their better judg- 
nt. Mr. Chairman, I thank the committee, and I yield back 
the gentleman the time that he yielded to me. [Applause. ] 
Mr. FOSS. 
Louisiana {Mr. MryrEr] consume some of his time now. 
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty min- 
‘s to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Hircucock}. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, from the 
distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz 
met for raising his voice against extravagance and reckless ex- 
pe nditure I have no doubt that my contribution to this discussion, 
although it is directed solely at extravagance in naval appropria- 
tions, will be construed as an attack on the Navy. This is by no 
means what is intended. 

Ve have before us a bill appropriating over $96,000,000 for the 
Navy, and in addition authorizing an increase in naval plans 
which involves $29,000,000 more to be appropriated at a future 
time. It seems to me that a man may favor a navy, may favor 
its reasonable development, and still denounce this gigantic and 
excessive appropriation. 

It is now more than one hundred years ago that our forefathers 
established this Republic with the idea that we could improve 


ap 


0 


™m 


ut 


Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the gentleman from | 
| Mi 
| Recettes d’ordre 


fate which the | 
t+ERALD] has | 





| those of the United States 


This Republic, founded on the idea of consent, founded « 
idea of a government by the people, is becoming the imitator of 
monarchies. Our forefathers sought to give the people relief from 
taxation, but our Republic is becoming the most tax-burden 
tion of the world. We were formerly taught that as little mo: 
as possible should be taken each year by the Government fron 
income of the business men and from the wages of the labo 
Now we are told that patriotism must be measured by appro} 
tions. 

Whether we judge our present national expenditure by our for- 
mer history or by the national expenditure of other nations, we 
appear in a most unenviable position. 

The great Russian Empire, with two and a half times the : 
of the United States and nearly twice the population, is the 


| nation in the world that regularly raises as large an amou' 
| money by national taxation as the United States. 
| nual revenue of Russia is about $1,100,000,000. 


The total 
But from 
must be deducted nearly $400,000,000 not raised by taxation 
flowing from state monopolies and government property, so | 
the actual amount which Russia raises by taxation is only alwut 
$700,000.000 a year. In proportion to the size and population 
is a smaller sum than the United States annually raises by taxa- 


. | tion from its citizens. 


We can hardly compare our annual expenditures with tho 
Great Britain at the present time. because Great Britain has 
just emerged from a most expensive and destructive war 
times of peace Great Britain’s national expenditures are less 1 
Nor will it do to explain this by 
ing that Great Britain has less population than the United $ 


| because the national expenditures of Great Britain are tl 


penditures for an empire employing a navy three or four til 
large as ours and an army exceeding ours in at least that ( 
tion. While the United Kingdom is smaller in area and | 
population than the United States, it must be remembered 


| it is the seat of power and expenditure for ten times the po) 


tion and forty times the area of the United Kingdom. 
country furnishing us with the largest part of our 
| le 


It 1 
also be remembered that Great Britain, as the result of « 
-s wars in the past, has a national debt whose interest chat 
$100.000,000 a year greater than the interest charge with w 
the United States is burdened. 

If we compare our national revenues and expenditure: 
those of France, we find that each nation has total revem 
about $700,000,000 a year. Each nation derives nearly $200,' 


| a year of this revenue from sources which are not due to ta: 


land sales, and other miscellaneous income of that sort. 


In the United States the chief of these is the post-office re: 


In | 


| the following items of revenue are not the production of tax: 


to | 





France's revenue not the product of taxation. 


From State monop 

From public domains 

From public forests 

cellaneous revenues from fees, etc 


Total 


Deducting above revenues from total receipts we have t 
lowing showing of net amount derived from national taxat 
France: 

Gross revenues of France, 


| Gross receipts 


Sundry receipts not taxes 


Net amount from taxation 

Equal to $534,497 ,200. 

Nor does the above showing correctly represent the amour 
‘‘national”’ taxation in France, for the reason that the F: 
Government, unlike the Government of the United States, ex] 
a part of the national revenues for local purposes. In this ' 
of the above $554,000,000, more than $50,000,000 are expend: 
public schools and other purely local matters which are pai’! 











1904. 








‘1 America by local taxation. This brings the French total of 
national taxation down to $483,000,000 a year, which is materially 
oes than that of the United States. And yet France maintains a 

anding army of over half a million men and a navy larger than 

France also pays five times as much interest on her public 
every year as we do. This one item alone costs France 
= (29,000,000 a year more than it costs the United States. She has 


* 
LL Sd. 


+ 
no 
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enormous inheritance of debt from her bloody centuries of war | 


| revolution. f ; 
But perhaps the most instructive comparison is the comparison 
ween the expenditures of the United States with those of Ger- 








many, that Empire designated by the gentleman who preceded me 
a land of ** blood and iron.’? We might expect to find in this 
ipire of 60,000,000 people, ruled by the iron hand of an ambi- 
us and dominating Kaiser, maintaining a standing army of 
400,000 men and a navy ranking third among the naval powers of | 
world—we might expect to find here, I say, a burden of na- 
nal tax heavier thanin the American Republic. But the fact is 
rwise ° 2 7 
Our national taxation exceeds the national taxation of the Ger- 
man Empire by more than $200,000,000 a year. The German 
Kaiser. With all his ambition and all his lust for empire, inflicts 
the German people less taxation than the Government of the 
United States upon its citizens. Let us look at the figures. The 
wwing is a statement which shows the total income of the Ger- 
1 Empire forthe year 1903. With the classification of those 
s not due to taxation and those items of revenue not used for 
national purposes, the table is as follows: 
German Government income, 
Expressed in marks. | 
|Grossincome, Items not = a ae ' 
all sources. taxati noes a 
purposes 
Post YSU ices ain ccitcniecne | 456, 220,100 | 456,220,100 |.......- 
< I Ee Ay ee ee | 87,879, G0 
~ ‘ lL cE Ss SS 15, 866, 200 
tration bureams ............ 41, 658, 300 
| i pension funds ree cee 49,008, 800 
S atricular contribution. ....- 666, S66. S00 |........... 565, 856, 200 
sand internal revenue - 810, 252, 900 |........ 
S GuUtGies <-.< ees 03, 0258, O80 ssa 
P 7,96, 000 7.906, 000 
Ss a eee oe 
r 2,145,077,700.| 567,871,900 | 585,856,200 
EEX CPROTIIMIE TE 4 kok whan ddd mwtdacwus 140, 548, S00 
es 2,344,926, 500 |......-. 
I ms not raised by tax.-....-- 567,871, 00 
OTR oo etd o scat cccavanace nen OUD ta chiens Bone enan lasiccwepmkeim 
T guiments to States doses 505, 856, 200 
Net national taxation ......... @ 1,211. 198, 400 Siadsieatacakeedonceee 
aEqual to $302, 799,600 
rhe reason for deducting the items of income from post and 
and telegraph, railways, State banks, and public printing from 
the gross income is manifest. These items are not taxation. 
The reason for deducting the items entitled ‘* Matricular contri- 
bution of the States’’ perhaps demands an explanation. The 
German Empire is composed of a number of States. Under the 
law of 1879 it was decreed that certain national revenues drawn 
from all partsof the Empire should be assigned back to the States 
in proportion to their population. These revenues, as above 
wn, now amount to 565,856,200 marks per year, and being as- 
: signed back to the States and used by them for local taxation, 


they must of course be deducted from the national expenditures, 


hey are not a part of the national, but are purely local expend- 


tor 
tures, 


« ‘ 
as 


Without going into detail in the United States, the figures of 
which are very much more familiar to us, it may be said that our 
total gross income is $694,621,117. Of this amount the receipts 
in the post-office, land sales, and other sources should not be 
counted in national taxation. Deducting these items as we have 
deducted these items from the German revenues, and converting 
the whole into American money, we have the following compara- 

ve table, showing taxation in Germany and the United States: 


‘ 


TY 


| Germany. | an 


$586, 231, 625 
283, 432, O25 





tal gross income _- 


setae her ie $694, 621,11 
me not national taxation - 4 


7 

SEP: Gens dela 179, 381, 411 
302,799, 600 | 
| 


mama ni quid de siti 515, 289, 706 


Amount raised by taxation 


_It thus appears, as I have stated above, that our national taxa- 
‘ion exceeds the national taxation of the German Empire by 
»>-12,000,000 a year. Nor can it be said that this is due to the fact 
uat the American Republic has 80,000,000 population, while 





the German Empire has less than 60,000,000, becan t 
capita of the taxation is greater in the United States than it i 
Germany, and if we equalize the populations we w 1] 


taxing ourselves $85,000,000 a year more than the Germans t 





4 aA 
themselves. 
Now, what becomes of the vast amount of m h y 
raise by national taxation in the United States? 
We know that it is rushed through here in ap} 
| year that this House knows practically hing a t ( 
appropriation committees meet in their committee ro 
from the Government come to them with figures, and, a 
is those experts employed by the various Depa1 
legislating our national appropriations and wasting 
More than two dollars out of every five that we now rais¢ 
national taxation go for purposes of war ur Ar l 


our Navy. This time of profound peace is 
taxation. Our Army and our Navy are absorbing 1 
dollars out of every five that you raise from the peopl 








The gentleman who just preceded me, and who pl 
quently for the contractors who build our sh and 
armor, stated that the wealth of thi untry is so en 
our national expenditures are insignificant. But he | 
Chairman, that the wealth of this country does not 
these millions of dollars which go to make up this e 
amount of money that we gather in from the people every year 
The wealth of the country does not pay that money. W t 
tax wealth; in raising our national revenues we mere] 
sumption, and, plainly speaking, such taxation is pn 
nothing but a per capita tax on the population of t ( l 
States. .The head of every family pays that tax not onl hin 
self and his wife, but for his children. The dailyli pel 
of every man, Woman, and child are increased by the 1 
which we raise this money. Our system of indirect tas ” 
creases the cost of f od, clothing. and < most of t ot ? s 
saries of life. If the wealth of tl intry were cont: 
these enormous expenditures which go into armor p 
ships I think we would hear more voices raised here in 
House for economy and limited expenditure. The fact is 


the money is taken from the mas 


their ability to pay, and it is turned over to armor trus 


trusts, railroads, and shipbuilding trusts. These and othe 5 
and great corporations are the ones who get the grea 
of these gigantic annual appropriations, and we all k 


On the floor of this House when the bill was be 











the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs vy \ 
cost so much more than the armies of Eu e in pi 

size. He replied that it was because we paid our 1 
Well, I began to look over the bill, and I f d tl 

ceived about $10,000,000, but that the gr s } 

tary appropriation bill of $75,000,000 r $14.00 ) for 
‘*transportation.’’ Of course our transportation com] 

ship companies, and the railroad companies ‘ein fa 

army appropriation bill, and of cours t interests t 
allied to them are in favor of it. When we iurn tot 

here, toward the end of it, we find this short m Wi 

mous expenditure: 

Armor and armament: Toward tl 
manufacture for the vess« ls au , 1, SIV AKM KK 

What does this mean? It is nothing ! es ‘ 
propriation of those millions of money for tw 
factories of the United States. They are owned ( ( 
by the same men, they unite and conspire ¢ 
a contract with the Government to bid t l ill 
know it. 

In recent litigation in New York City Mr. Schwab, former presi 
dent of the steel trust and dominant factor in the s ng 
trust, gave this sworn testimony, which I it \ Yor} 
W orld: 

Q. Were the Carnegie Company and the B 
companies that manufactured armor plats ; 

@. After the Government fi ! 
tinue to ask for bids A. Iti formalh 

Q. They all requir is, d ye 
posals. 

Q. Competing proposals under the ma um pr A. N 
It was understood by the Government in Wa ‘ 
ment, that all orders should be divided. I under from t S 
of the Navy, Secretary Herbert and S$ ry W l 
of Ordnance 

Q. Don’t you know the Government fixed a figure 
not accept proposals and then asked proposals fr 
A. Yes; I know that. 

Q. Prior to TH0?—A. I do know the Government ke 
ple and the Bethlehem people to build new we 
| the Government was the only cu mer 
|} would have, and it was understood tha 
the two. 

Q. That without reference to pri A. 7 I 
first contract, I believe, was the hig t 

Q. Don’t you know they were expected to be cor red not under tl 
same ownership, or not competing ownershiy A. 1 de ow tha 

Q. Do you mean to say the Government contemplated their being owned 
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> two were in existenc 


‘cerns to ¢ 
1e b 


ids went 


t nment and the manufz 


between the Gove 
his armor-plate appropriation in this bill, if it 
‘I the Navy to pay these 
plant and the Be thlehem 

eir own yen e. We know that the: 
-h other. Weknow that they have 
piracy. We know that they are 
We e know they will charge this 
late. We know by the 


published in Senate re- 


former Secre 
lehem and Car 
» charge — i 

h has enable d them, after ing larg 
very year, to pay for their plan tse very by 
We know that when Mr. Si 
i Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan, 
n Steel Company into 
based not 


year, have cor 
armor whi re divi- 
iwab, pr sident of the steel 
his powerful backer, put the 
the shipbuilding trust its enor- 
so much on its physical plant as 
earning capacity, by reason of these 
or Government armor at $450 a ton. 
yvernment of the United States has contracted 
armor, at tot vee alt ete 
y akin this vast : 
real 3 aa tw 
) Unite d States conti 


ion was 


enormous 


LNe (xt 


2 95,000 tons of a COS! 


ne, 


TS ae Oo are 


») or at « co pirato 
nue its policy of unlimited navy ex- 


is a list of all arm cted for and the cost 


aS ae 
LlioOWwW1ng 





Bethlehem Steel Co.: 
ct of June, 18 
ct of March 


iene 
re 
tract of June, 1896 
tr 
r 
: 


7 feats ha ae gs ee I a 3’ RR9 
iia ladiipioen ae 2, 500 
tof Ju vy, 1898 (estimse ated < 
of October, 189 (est 
t of Nov. 10) (estin 
rac ‘al 1903 (estime 
itrac of January, 1904 (estimate 


nt 
' 


( 
( 

( 

( i 
Con 
C 
( 
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23, 081, 


8,475, 
2,004, 
1,697 
1, 484, 

453, 
7,996, 575 
2, 407, 604 
2, 323, 964 


OOD 
, OOS 
SOO 
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21, 933, 251 


2, 453, 422 





seems to me that it 
»d States to build its own armor plant. Year after year this 
ss has appropriated millions of dollars for 
serted a pri hat the Secretary of the Navy *‘ might ”’ 
an armor plant if unable to make satisfactory contracts with 
armor factories. Unfortunately for the peopk 
the Navy seems satisfied. He knows the 
tories are inc = ym = 1 cc nee He knows they are owned 
by » same people. » knows that these combinations are un- 
lawful. Hs k nows from the te stin 1ony of naval officers 
i nt can manufacture its armor 
ays. He knows that we pay 
8 years be side Ss givil iz I 
and yet he has never si 
ry } 


hich Congress ha 


Vision t build 

the 
fac » the Secretary of 
to be ez asily 


" TT 
I 


much cheape r than the 
for these armor plants 
hem an enormous profit on their 
n fit to start an armor plant with 
appropriated. 
sive notice that at the proper time I shall offer an amendment 
to the present bill to strike that part of the provision which 
leaves the construction of a Government armor plant ‘‘ discre- 
tionary ’’ with the Secretary of the Navy. 
Congress shoul L direct as well as authorize the Secretary of the 
to proceed with the construction of an armor plant for the 
rican people. I have here on my desk a great volume called 
1e Report of the Armor Fa ‘tory Boerd. ’ with many valuable 
technical docums pon submitted to the I 
showing, with a great deal of elaboration and detail, that an 


t 


out 


a ye ars in addi- | 


| ol ina 


Tat con- 


prac: | 


so anxious to | 


| by the United States. 
maintain and defend the Monroe doctrine, that 


is about time for the Government of the | 


. } 
armor and in- | 


armor fi UC- | 


3 that the | 


I believe that this | 


ifty-fifth C ongress and 
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armor-plate factory c ould be built for $4,000,000 and armor ma 
ufactured at a cost of $3800 instead of $450 a ton, which we a 


now paying to the trusts. 


When I offer that amendment I have no doubt many gentle: 

on the other side, who think we are against a navy because \ 
opposed to extravagance, will stand in their places and opp 
construction of an armor plant for the American 

s been the case at former sessions, and I think it w 1 

rhe wealthy exploiters and owners of these armor pl 

ir associates, who dominate the great trusts and cons 

that fatten on these appropriations, will make most sti 

{forts to smother such an amendment, and I fear th 
ueceed. 

The Presidential election is at hand, and party leaders in 
of campaign funds will no doubt regard the proprietors of 
armor plants as promising subjects for campaign contribu 
as long as they have in hand or in prospect these enormous 

racts. 
I have said that these armor plants were parts of a trust, a 
we all know that Congress legislated against tr 


ne 
Ly 


, ' 
uUSLS. di 


| placed a great fund in the hands of the Atti rney-General 


$500,000—to be used in destroying trusts, and after a year on 
ction the Attorney-General has only found use for $25 
of this money. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. . THAYER. Will the gentleman tell us how many « 

; have been convicted up to date? 

Mr. sHITe HCOCK. Well, it would not take very long to 1 
the list; there is not one. 

Mr. THAYER. Outside of the investigations going on in t) 
city of Machen and his compeers, are there any being prosecu 
anywhere in the country? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Not that I know of; I think there are1 
Mr. Chairman, the very Government whose Congress has direct 
that these trusts be prosecuted is deliberately making contra 
with these same enn to pay them millions of the people’s moi 
The fact is that this Government knows, this Administra 
knows, be cause its officers have testified to it before the 2} 
Commitices, that these profits are exorbitant. This Admin 
tion knows these factories are in conspiracy and knows t] 
are outlaws, but it continues to turn over big appropriat 
them and refuses to build an armor plant to be owned 

ation. 

Gentlemen have said that the 
than our American Navy. 


Monroe doctrine is no stror 
That strikes me as a most ridin 
proposition. No gun has ever been fired in defense of the } ] i 
doctrine. That is a naked fact for you a. When the Monr 
trine was promulgated, in 1820, we had little or no N 
down through the time when the Unite d Stat 
essary to reiterate that doctrine it has been accept 
tion by the nations of the world. The Monroe 
dangered except by one thing. and that ist 


d wit] 
doctrine 
he policy of ag 
The United States can not cor 
Europ 
shall keep out of this hemisphere, while at the same time w 
Republic are asserting our rights to cross the ocean with our: 
quests of empire. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. Chairman— 
Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HITCHCOCK, I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentle TaN V 
that we have never shot a gun in defense of t! mroe do 
but have we not ourselves shot through the Teas oe doctri 

going to the other side of the world? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I think, Mr. Chairman, that con 
vill properly stand as part of the record. We have ours 
endangered the Monroe doctrine, and that is the only danger 
the Monroe doctrine is likely to encounter. Gentlemen wi! 
member the fact, and the eloquent gentleman from New 
called attention to it yesterday, that in 1895, when there \ 
Democratic President, his Secretary, Richard Olney, one « 
ablest Cabinet officers of modern times, wrote his famous dis 
to the Government of Great Britain calling attention to th: 
roe doctrine and warning her to keep hands off Venezuela 
tlemen will remember that at that time the strength 
American Navy, as compared with the strength of the 
navy, was far more insignificant than it is at the preset 
Yet, was there any question? Was there any danger at that t 
In the face of that bold announcement from this side G 


Ty | ‘orrectly 


| Britain, the first naval power in the world, with four times 


number of ships and five times the number of guns that we | 
bowed to the Monroe doctrine and again acknowledged it by « 
senting to arbitration with helpless Venezuela. 
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even after the war of 1812 was declared Commodore Perry took 


come forty carpenters and went over to Lake Erie and built a | 


yy that destroyed the fleet of England in 1813? We did not 

.d any navy until after the war begun. [Loud applause. | 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. There isa great deal of truth in that state- 
| ent. Mr. Chairman, and as another instance of the same thing, 
e greatest naval conflict of the civil war—the battle between 
Vonitor and the Merrimac—sustains the claim that American 
ius—and at this time it was American genius on both sides 


the Mason and Dixon line—can construct novel and effective | 


ins of naval warfare on short notice. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am not arguing against a great navy. I 
only arguing against extravagant recklessness—wild, unlim- 
| expenditures for the Navy and Army for the benefit of favor- 
mt ractors. 

e growth of these war expenditures has been simply prodi- 

sin twenty years. 
centlemen ever stop to think that we may deplete if not ex- 

st the resources of a nation in the time of peace by excessive 
rations for war? We have heard of the man who, in pre- 


« to leap a ditch, took such a long running start that he | 


up his strength before he reached the ditch and fell into it. 
have done the same thing with war preparations. 
e the gigantic growth of war expenditures in time of peace. 
ur total army and naval appropriations were $56,000,000. 
$58,000,000 the next year: they were $48,000,000 the 
ar, and so they ran along year by year; but now, with the 
war and imperialism upon us, our combined army and 
iations practically equal those of Germany or Fran 
y, France, and the United States each expend for army 
vy about $215,000,000 a year. If wemust have a great 
till we must have a limit to the Navy. A man may favor 
my. Marriage is a greatinstitution; but because he is in 
of matrimony he is not necessarily in f bigamy or 
There is a limit to all good things, and there should 
ttothe Navy. [Laughter and applause. | 
compared the national expenditure of the United States 
the national expenditure of the other great nations of the 
Now let us compare, in tabulated form, the expenditure 
Army and Navy in the United States at the present time 
enty years ago. 
Tmous growth: 
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, Army and Navy expenditures. 
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he expenditure for the present year will be materially greater 
than the expenditure for 1903, above given. 

Notwithstanding this enormous growth in the past, the present 
bill not only appropriates over $96,000,000, which is $14,000,000 
ore than we appropriated last year, but this bill also contains 

provision for a programme to construct another battle ship, 
) more first-class armored cruisers, and other vessels, to cost, 
| their equipment, in round figures, $30,000,000. In the name 
ot reason, where is the limit to be drawn? This Republic already 
has under construction a greater tonnage of new vessels than Ger- 
many and France combined. When this construction already 
inthorized is finished, the Navy of the United States will have a 
Hreater tonnage than that of Germany and almost as much as 
1 rance, 

ill another expensive naval programme, although it is well 

own that the revenues of the United States will next year fall 

ort of the income from all sources. 

rhe following table shows the strength of the navies of the four 
great countries of the world, both present and prospective, reveal- 
ing the fact that we are making an increase of our Navy under 
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Mr. GILBERT. May I remind the gentleman of the fact that | present laws equal to the incre: 
= France combined: 
Strength of navies 


Country. 





The Republic of the 
on naval appropriations, will 
nations to do the same. 

The following table of nav: 
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a favorable decision from the Supr 
cure the income tax in some 
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 
utes’ time to the gentleman from Georgi: 
The CHAIRMAN. 
| for thirty minutes. 
| Mr. HARDWICK. 
| sentiment of this side of the Chambh 
I have the honor to represent on 
to a strong Americar 
American flag from insult and injury 
strong enough to protect American it 
be [applause]; but 
sides of this House have practically a 
a considerable increase over what wou 
because of the conditions with 
believe it is undoubtedly true that but 
tention of the Philippine I 
not be necessary. 
It is, indeed, an important fact, wor 


troduced ar 


revenues. 


a time of profound peace we are ; 
appropriation ever 
only having been exci 
Now, without maki 
lieve that under present condition 
strong navy, I wish to impress upon t] 
so far as I can, and upon t ] 
essary for us to have so n 
In a recent hearing, Mr. Chi 
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money, 
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» the true explanation 
In the first place, 
ila Bay, and therefore 
the Philippine Islands. 


»on Naval Affair 
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545, ; these words: 
calla ll of th 
t togetl nd not sca red. That 
var be said on sides. My ansv 
ships to have a good, strong fleet her: and 
It might save a war. 
is, the Admiral of the American Navy, with the 
r which he is noted, has said that we must, as 
the Philippine Islands, have a navy that is 
ugh to defend us at home, but to defend that 
position out there. It means a navy nearly, 
te, twice as strong as would otherwise be needed. 
airman, the retention of the Philippine Islands is not the 
the party that I represent and for which i 
k on this fl 
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both 


In other wort 
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in and gentlemen 

the treaty of Paris could never have been ratified but 
assage by a Republican Senate of the McEnery resolution, 
vas thrown as a sop to some Democrats who helped ratify 

y. What did the resolution provide? Although so weak 
» majority of tf 
it did declare that it was not the purpose of the Gove 

the United States to incorporate 
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into the citizenship of this country or to re 
ereignty over them. 

What happened to the McEnery resolution? J 
olution passed the Senate. So far as the Senators were concern 
who made the trade, and I impugn no gentleman’s motiv. 
‘trade,”’ they carried out their part of the « 
t by passing the McEnery resolution. What became of 
and was sm the red 
death in the committee ro ym. It never emerged ae the c 
mittee © room, and even its ghost did not appear on the flo f 
Iouse. From that day to this, in spite of the si lem } pledge gi 


5 — =i 


tain permanent 


he McEnery ri 


rat 
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not a word 
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you have a Pl 

to wl ther 
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a line, have you ever given to the country as to 
purpose about the Philippine Islands, and 
at means retention or evacuation, acc 
nan you are talk ing to wants the one or 
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the 
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other. 


and ay eat e on the Democratic side. ] 


ae yw, Mr. Chairman, I come to what is the practical pai 
Commercialize it. Does i pay? Recapitul 
it, we, on this side of this € hananl yer, are abso! 
ally opposed, on principle, to the permanent rete? 
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basi it will bes en that th aT 

ure of about § $505,000,000 on these i 
ing us at least $70,000,000 annually. 
declare your purpose to let them go free, 
enjoy that same liberty for which our forefath 
gone by, you will save to the people of this Union an an 
penditure of $70,000,000. Whatelse? Even under your 
schedules, even with the trusts sheltered behi: 
as they are, with mighty monopolies grinding the 
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ze 


pin 


sed posit 


Pp 
{ 


| heavily taxing the poorer class by burdensome taxes levi 


necessaries, what do you find? 
On that side of the Chamber we are told that we 
deficit; that we can not have a single dollar for a single new p 


building in all this country this year. You can not spend : 
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ev now. just] before the election, and yet not only in the Sor 


ith, 


tin the N at — West and everywhere else the people are 
“seine out for these necessary and needed internal improve- 
ments. Not oe that, but your rivers and harbors must go beg- 


this year. And why? Because you are on the eve « 


ial election and you dare not now raise the tariff rates, still | 


ust continue to increase your army and navy approp 
o hold the Philippines, and ‘‘to confer the bl 


in order t 


131 otar 
perry 


ile your commissions are sounding the discordant 
lls of a land ' a if ed”? and subjugated. 
t else? Not only your rivers an 





fa 


ria- 


ecs- 


and civilization upon all the rescued peoples’ 
the muzzles - 10- inch guns and to the music of cracki 


ng 


note 


1 harbors and your public 


Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman does not clain 
the condition of affairs now existing in the Philippin 


Mr. COOPER of Wi in No; but that 
| relevant. This reportaffords a complete reply 
statements. I will take them one ata ti 

Our ob ratic + her? Amys sy + 
selves and r flag 
the future of the P! 


we I : 
rhe Commi 


gs and grounds and everything of that sort must go neg 
, but you have not appropriated, and I very much fear you 
appropriate, a sufficient increase for the extension of 
lelivery. This service is of incalculable importan ir 
population everywhere and ought to be extende: til all 

wwle may obtain its benefits. Then, too, the carriers ought 

better pay. Must thi s great branch of the service sufier 

m this policy of great economy that you have so suddenly 

don the eve of a national election? 

] There is a strong movement, a great demand, and 

oo, in this count ry for public road improvement, for 

| aid at least to the post-r acne ihdeconmbry. The peopl 

1 districts of the Union—in every section, North, East 
i West—wh t very litle substantial benefit frors this 

( nt, are asking for this aid. They desire it; they are 
it. They get little enough fyomn the Gov rnment, which 

largely support. And yet where are you going to get the 
1 that my colleague from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] or that the 
n from Tennessee [Mr. BROWNLOW] proposes to give 
It is all being spent in the Philippines in maintaining our 


as a ** great world power.’’ 
0; no money for public buildings; none 

none for increased rural delivery service; none for pub- 
or all these interests, because we have on our 
all the money 
s, and that you dare n 


for rivers and 


is; nothing { 

these Philippine Islands that are taking 

raise without increasing taxe 
re the election. 

| tell you what you could do. 

I Islands, let them go; if you will say to them,‘* Go; we 
fied your country; we have put down (as the Govern- 
m laims to have done) all opposition to American arms; now 
t » islands, organize your own government ’’—if you will 
lare your purpose to do it in the near future, you 

an save $70,000,000 per annum, which you might appropriate f 
internal improvements 3 have named, the benefit o 
ur people at home would reap; benefits that would extend 
man, woman, and child in all this broad Union. {Loud 

on the Democratic side. ] 
FOSS. I yield fifteen minutes to th 
( Mr. COOPER]. 

COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I do noé propose 
ipt a speech in answer to that just delivered by the gen- 
from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick]. I desire simply to read 

rt of the Schurman Commission what I believe to 
te reply to the gentleman’s assertions and insinuations. 
n, it will be recalled by the House, was headed by 
Schurman, the president of Cornell Unive rsity, and 
iate 7 - lmiral Dewey, General Otis, witl 1 Mr. 

er and Mr. Denby, civilians of high attainments. They 
animous in their report, in which they say, among other 
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ntleman from Wis- 
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lm were assoc 


3; war is, the one in whi 


t is, the 


rable a +h we are engaged— 


war which the gentleman calls ‘‘a war of con- 


iidable by u We were attacked by a bold, adventurous, : 
“my N« Ne ata dope as ] tt us exceT lzwnominious ret 
» conceived of that any American woula have sanctioned the sur 
ft Manila to the insurgents. 

Mr. HARDWICK rose. 

- COOPER of Wisconsin. I have butafewmoments. Thi 
man can have an opportunity to reply. 

r. HARDWICK. I simply wanted to know the date of that 





Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is a report of the Schurman 
ion. Iam reading from page 175. 
: HARDWICK. What is the date? 
t. COOPER of Wisconsin. It was written while the war was 
“ela, 
- HARDWICK. Five or six years ago? 
- COOPER of Wisconsin. Well, it is the only war we have 
ver there, I will inform the gentleman. 
iguify, It is the war itself which we are t 


talking about. 
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are with us to-day in build- 
I think that such a promise 


TDnIstaKke 


_Mr. HARDWICK, Will the g 


COOPER of Wisc 
IWICK 
‘ion, 
*R 


Mr. onsin. 
Mr. HARI 
pine Commiss 
: Mr. COOPE 
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T will. 
That is the orig 
is it notr 


of Wisconsin. 


report 


That is from the testimony of 
Governor Taft, given in this city a year ago. 

Mr. HARDWICK. What date of the report of the 

irman C ominission from which you read? 

Mr. COOP ER of Wise I have not the date of the report 
here. The extract which I read is in a speech which I delivered 
in the House. 

Mr. HARDW 
American 

Mr. 


was over 


is the 


onsin. 


‘K. The report was made during the Spanish- 
war. was it not, about that time? 
OPER of Wis It was when that Commission 
there—about four years ago. 
Mr. HARDWICK. Now, just one other question. 
an, th d to any declaration—— 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Waitamoment. The testimony 
of Governor Taft was given less than a ye meen in the Capi- 
tol of the United S s commit of Congres 
Mr. HARDWICK Is the man familiar 
ement of Mr. Schurman on : thi ; question? 
MOPER of Wisc: nsin. I know that the gentleman has 
rse views upon that subject. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. | 
Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
plaud th atement. 
Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


ht 
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The gentle- 


n, 18 oppos 


tO ¢ on: 


y gentle 


with the last 


Ido not see why gentlemen should 


ap at St 
Because of their enthusiasm. 
It reminds me of an observation 
of Dumas in one of his novels. He says that there are some peo- 
ple so const | that they will applaud a statement of a speaker 
whether they understand it or not. That was true of many of 
the French revolutionists, and seems to be true of 
frien 

W hen 
remark 
orated and 


Worcester. 


stat 


applause over ther¢ 
views of Professor Schurman, corrob- 
Dewey and General Otis, Denby, and 
made while and they were at the very scene of con- 
flict, meeting witn¢ the scores and h undreds from day to 
day, and familiar with all the facts, rather than any statement 
made now for any purpose by a single one of that Commission in 
contradiction of former vi 


HARDWICK. Will 


sustains by 
he 


ISSAs by 


Ws 


the gentleman yield to me for one 


IPE! 2 of Wisconsin. Just one moment, and then I will 
Bu icamino, a Filipino much abused by gentlemen 
side, but who neverthe less was one of the leading 

s of Aguinaldo and ted with him i in the Filipino 
nt, in his testimony the Committee on iaaelar 


assoc i 
before 
rding to my sad experience, 
ns who can inspire their neighbors with respec 
‘rnational life has } me so closely united 
tween America and France, for examp! 

that gentleman imyself. Elec 


all distances, and ec quently all c 


not in theory, bel 
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f Russia 
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and German 
in the State 
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That is, in our State Department here— 


m the British Gover indemnity 
lr l are secant 
incurred in Dloilo 

the American squadron. 
musand give us our own 
p ed probab ly e ach one 
inaldo estab! ished a 
a 1d. = would have f 
because he has noidea of what 
Then we would have been in in- 
nflict. Thus he would go on until we would extinguish our 
would suffer the fate of Samoa or of China. For 
d the inadvisability of our being independent. 


CH AIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
iz) y ARDWICK. Will the gentleman now yield to me? 
FOSS. I yield the gentleman from Wisconsin five minutes 


ro to the Phil 
upp 
nent ler a system of independence, 
y of the hun of these natives, 
onal respon ibility would be. 


tl alin 
squadron, et it be 
ayit u I 1 


ireds 


‘ver, and we 
ns I have deduc 


M 
Mr. 


more, 


nan now yield for a ques- | from Georgia? 
| di t > abe 


the Philip- | 


| man ti 


some of our | pick: 


| side 
| Government is with reference to the Philippine 


| sons giv 


| Governor Taft, the best possible judg« 


» Iwas about to 


of that time to my colleague [ Mr. ¢ 


| government upon them. 


FEBRUARY 
Mr. HARDWICK. 
permit me. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentlen 


ust one question, if th € eman Vv 
Just one question, if the gentl 


Mr. 
Mr. 


COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes, sir. 
HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the ge 
his question. All this that he has been reading has }y 
several years ago. 

Mr. COC a of Wisconsin. 
this city a year ago. 

Mr. Hz (RDWIC K. Most of it was several years ago. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Why, no; it is Governor Ta 
testimony given in this building last year. 

Mr. HARDWICK. And that you read from the report of 


This testimony was all giy 


| Philippine Commission? 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Four years ago. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Does the gentleman now oppose the 
ration of a resolution declaring what the purpose of 
Islands? 
COOPER of Wisconsin. I do for the present, for the 1 
n by Governor Taft, by the Schurman Commission, 
Buencamino, but more especially for the reasons giver 
» of the situation. 


Mr. 


by 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


a 
Tl 


1e committee informally rose; and the Speaker having 
sumed the chair, a mesasge from the President of the U 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, who announced that the Pres 
of the United States had approved and signed bills of the follow 
titles: 

On February 10, 1904: 

H. R. 10421. An act to provide for the removal of 
from the sidewalks of the District of 
purypt ses, 

On February 11, 1904: 

H. R. 6331. An act granting an increase of pension t 


SNOW al 
Columbia, and for o 


632 
655 


» Jame 
On canes 12, 1904: 
H. J. Res. 79. Joint resolution for the transportation of P 
Rican te: schers ‘to the United States and return. 
On February 16, — 
H. R. 7023. An ac to amend an act to regula 
— lings a the District of Columbia; and 
> aes An act to name streets, avenues, hy 
ie res seaities in that part of the District of Columbia out 
of the city of Washington, and for other purposes. 
On February 18, 1904: 
1. R. 10 An act appropriati: to 
deficiencies in the appropria 3 for the fiscal yc 
30, 1904, and prior years, and for other purposes. 
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NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its ses: ion. 
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I yield 
souri [Mr. VANDIVER] thirty minutes. 
Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to yiel 
IR om 


so far as it 


to the gentleman fron 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, in s ates 
people of the Philippine Islands, the question un dis’ 
may be regarded as aclosed incident. They have been r 
to vassalage. The United States have forcibly imposed a 
The war of conquest by which 
acco! uplished signalized the appearance of the United Sta 
the role of a great world power and our renunciation of 
which for more than a century we had sought te impres 
all countries and all peoples. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if we can not hope to reverse this un! 
nate departure we can at least keep history straight 
tragedy which made conquest of the Philippines and mar! 
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| embarkation in an enterprise forbidden by the tenets of 


for | 


OnN- | 


Manila. 


all | 
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yublic. 
The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper], quoting 
the report of the Philippine Commission, says that our arn 
assailed by a large force, and that we were forced to chi 
tween war and ignominious retreat. It has been clearly 
in former discussions on this floor, by indisputable t 
that our armies were not assailed by the army of Agui 
The outbreak of the unfortunate war that raged f 
| three years in those islands was the outgrowth of a c li 
| tween privates on the picket line. 
It has been shown that the two armies, after acting in « 
tion in the capture of Manila, were enc: amped in close pros 
that the commanders of the Filipino army, immediately aft 


t 
destruction of the Spanish fleet and the capture of the Spa 











1904. CONGRESS 


- begged the commanders of our forces to explain to the 
ino people the ultimate parpose of this Government in re- 
it ) those islands. No reply v as forthcoming. The authori- 
. Washington parried the inquiry. Unquestionably our con- 


eral at Sing apore, our consul at Hongkong, and our consul 
Mani la, W ith the k — 12 of the State De part nent at 7 ash- 
n. with the knowled of the a 1mander of our Navy at |} 
la and our troops in the field, assured the leaders a the 
ppine rebel ‘llion against Spain 5 the people of the islands 


the ultimate purpose of the United States wa s to assist thi 
inos in winning independence. 
w that in secret correspondence with our representative 
slands our Government repudiated those promises, but t this 
ion was not published to the Filipino peop] 


ves were secretly admonished to make no more conces- 





that kind, but we still accepted the help of the Filipino 
+s in the field and made nocorrection of the impression 





upon the minds of the Filipinos by solemn promises made 
sentatives of this Government. 


over, it is not true that our fore 


“ant 
) 
repre 


S Were assailed by tl! 


yarmy. <A few stragglers from the Filipino encampment 
ted to skulk through our picket lines an d were fired upon 
was followed by a general fusillade along the line. The cor 

urred at night, and the officers in command were not 


Immediately the commander of the Filipino 
ent messengers through the lines to our comma iding gen- 
nd these Philipino commissioners on bended knees im] lored 
not to allow the unfortunate incident to cause a bloody con- 
lisclaiming any responsibility for the action of the private 
y which had brought on a collision. The reply of General 
sounded the tocsin, and the bloodiest crusade of the century 
1. He told the Filipinos th at ‘‘the confiict having begun, 
go on to the bitter end.’’ Who, then, was the ass 

Who is responsible for a resort to arms? 
Chairms n, in order to justify this assault, we have 


ible for it. 








iuant? 


t that the Filipino is incapable of self-government. Our gen- 
erals, governor-generals, an d commissioners have said the Filipino 
pable of self-government. Why, sir, in the same sense the 


of Mexico are incapable of self-government. They could 
not possibly maintain a republic with institutions like ours. 
They do maintain a government, republican in form, and enjoy 
many of the beneficient institutions enjoyed by Americans. To 
this Government they owe the preservation of peace, the main- 
tenance of order, the safety of person and property. sut it isnot 
like ours. Does this afford a justifi: ubl le pre — for 
the invasion of that country and the reduction of its people to a 
condition of vassalage? 

[The people of Chile, of Argentina, of Brazil, are doubtless in- 
capable of maintaining a government like ours. Their ideals are 
different from ours—as wholly different as the difference between 
the Latin and the Teuton. This difference is racial. You can 


a repubiuc 


not oe ate it. I doubt whether any of the oriental peoples 
as, indeed, I doubt whether any of the Latin peoples—ever will 
meintain a government like ours. The French could not pos- 
do it. 

On the other hand, even thongh kings sit upon thrones and 

] litary power is acknowledged, I aver that it would be wholly 
2 J me > ’ « ‘ ai i Ai’ 

1 ible to maintain fora lengthened period in any of the coun- 


or Celtic ra 
throughout centuries over 


tries inhabited by men of the Teutonic, Germanic, 


rnments such as have held sway 


( r peo} les. 
Mr. Chairman, here is the truth: When we turned robber, we 


ef thtway adopted the robber’s plea. The land-grabbing na- 
, going abroad for conquest, invariably assigns as a pretext 
for its act defects in the people of the country it assails. 

V en the Boer war broke out, what was the pretext unde 


v reat Britain sought to eliminate from the map the Boer 
r = Why, that the Boers were a vulgar people, an illiterate 
I ‘, a beastly people, unprogressive—no better than savages. 
Many believed this story, but ere the conflict was ended the an- 
swer of the Boer, borne to the world amid the clash of arms and the 


cannon’s roar, leaves no one to dispute the claim of the Africander 


toa place in the list of races renowned alike for valor and for 
virtue. The whole world knows that Britain’s bloody cr usade 
vi lirected against a race of heroes—peaceful, quiet God-fear 
ing folk—devoted to their families, their country y, and thele x re- 
ligion—a people who were, and of right should have remained, 
tree and independent. [Applause.] 


eps preliminary to the dismemberment of China have been 
aC ompanied by the assertion that the spread of enlightenment 
religion, and progress is the sole aim of the aggressors. They are 
going to teach the Chinaman how to order his affairs, insuring 
lis progress, enlightenment, and happiness, Incidentally, 
and commerce are to be promoted. 

To me it is not apparent that the Chinese have not managed | 
their affairs fairly well. 





been | 


If the gentl 


trade | 
| quired by any 


That great country, with 250,000,000 of | 
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mand fo1 SI 
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vast bodies of t l 
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torship, wl S 
hood except as tena ‘ 
tion to Spanish rul the ] Isiar 
Spanish rule meant the continuar f 4 
friars and their retention of vast bodies of ar 
that led to repeated attempts to cast off the S$ 
upon one pretext and again upon another t] 
always the petition addressed to Spain 1 
that the friars be expelled and that native 5 
lowed to take the ir ] aCCs. Th t rie 
| the landed estates held by ec: s1ast lb 
The bill to which I have 1 red { 
problem. It provides for the purchase ands 
It was vw. Its p 
le SS of na yes 
and cor ms ybtain the n’s A 
chaser may buy enough land to1 é 
an amendment providing that the actual pants 
the preference as purchasers of th was 
offered another amendment prov t 
not be allowed to buy these a ra 
down. If you were trying tos 
and moe y quiet a just sens f wi " 
century, why did you vote that dow: ) it 
ualall ati m of these islands was 
Another amendment wa 1 
160 acres of eal sh l 
ilsees intry - 
Mr. COOPER of W \ 
question? 
Mr. ¢ C ] 
Mr. Ct W 
say that we pa ‘ 
ippines in July, 1902 


Mr. COC! 


tleman ask hi 


Mr. COOPER of Wis n. A 
| that act was passed for lI 

Mr. COCHRAN. Yes 

Mr. COOPER of W ! W 
single case of ** expl 
years since the passage 
" Mr. COCHRAN. I 
what has been done u t 
the report is made, I w 


the acquisition of th 
ones, has occurred. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin 1 
Mr. COCHRAN. { 


man Will procure m 
it all to him. 

You voted down the 
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Such a limit: Are was thought n: S 
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lation. Y e legislating for a country more thickly populated | 

than Mass: a isetts, where « ary acre of arable land is required | 
ople, and where the masses e ngage in ne © other 

n agriculture, you 1 to allow the purchaser to 

is public land in unlimited quantities; 

its from a preference in the purchase of land occupied 

1 thei ] r ) m; you voted 

did youdoit? T 


vote 


the 


hh? oxy f > 
the history of the c 


nquests. Your 


k to develoy »the country. Tell me, if y 
»has not arrived wl en the maker of books 


»the two words, ‘‘development’’ and 


nonymous 1ughter and applause on 


plea 


terms. [L 
have era when we hear the 
] ious arguments in 
, and oppressio1 ich, from the time 
ywn to this hour, have filled the mouths 
preading religicn, 
sings of civiliza 
he real intent in the 
al t the greed of the 
r } ' the oppre ‘in motion. 
are told the Filipinos are * f self-government.’’ 
it. What business is that In the same sense, 
nths of ple of the world are ‘‘ inca] able of self- 
most countries tain a re] abi > Like 
sible. Is it to be m stor at when 
in war, if her y, are com- 
) cripple the enemy, in order to atti on the pur- 
to land a squad of men in the enemy’s 
rs need only to say, ‘‘Why, these pec 
not maintain order under our institutions; these 
pable of self-government,’’ to insure permanent 
is it true thatin such a case as I puta is necessary is for 
our generals to declare, ‘‘ The people whose country we have in- 
vaded are incapable of self-government’’ to insure a conquest 
the sending of an army to ravage the land with fire and sword? 
And under this pretext, and by no other warrant, have we taken 
ion of the Philippine Islands. We hav 
solely because we regard them as inca 
[Lond applause on the Democratic side 
| Here the hammer fell. | 
Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, 
political discussion or gene 
‘retaining the Philippine 
t, but they have be 
»pu of discussing 


» attention of t 


nment,’’ for in 
woul 


A , rT 
America 


Y 


ours impos 


ships, sailin 
pelled, in ord 
pose of war—victory- 
country, our so0ic1 
people are inca- 
oocupancy? 


l tha4 
th Ulict 


self-governinent. 


not 
‘alization about the 
Islands. 
n expressed on former oc« 

a few points rai 
» House for a few 
he evidences of reckless expansion and piling up the 
he Government, I call your attention to the fact that 

3 a total of $96,338,038.94. It h Link we 
at any rate, the 94 cents. [L e 1 
it is not ag t the aggregate of this appropriation that I 
It is against the foolishness of a large part of it. 
1 going on year af sing the 

i am not oppo: the proper building up of the 
ld not even op imn } appropriation 
wisdon “<1 in the 
arious purpos to go; but 
my i? ced me more an ever before of 
ting seven and lions of dollars in 
>be blown to pieces or 
’time. Only afew days agoa lit 
East which has be 
world over. Twi 


indulge in any 
wisdom or folly 
some 
sions. But 
«lin this particular 
mome nts. 


rpose 


inghte 


ter ) -increa 


fully tl 


a half mi 


tle event 
nm the subject of 
great powers came 
short space of a few minutes three of the 
f Russia went down, not because they were 

at battle ships, but because a little White- 


1e comment 


‘thur were | 


vided with 
ion of a tor- 
te belts, one 
es only one. Moreover, 
n has been paid to the 
ps carry an exceptionally 
l Yet, in spite of unu- 
} , Rus sian ships apparently fell easy 
attack 
»war the J: have crippled the 
destruc sons or disablement of eleven Russian war 
»ns displacement, or over 50 per cent more 
ted State in the whole Spanish 
» loss so overwhelmingly disastrous for Russia is that 


h 
ire guns. 
d defensive 
» the torpedo at the 


, Jo 
three days of 


y 
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Victims t 
. the first two or 
Russian Pacific fleet by the 
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war. 
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| haps not fully apprised as yet of just how much damage ha 
done 1 to those 
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these eleven are the very pick of her fleet 
finest of the Russi _ battle ships, the mod 
have been laid down; the Retvizan, 
to be one of the > be vs war ships afloat, while the Poltavais a bat 
about tl ze and effectiveness of our own Jowa. Next in import 
four sple ndi id cruise ‘rs, among the very fastest in the world, the Vari 
lada, Askold, and Diana, vessels of 6,500 tons, 23 knots speed or over, w 
heavy modern armament. 


The Czarevitch is the latest 
el upon which all her later vy; 
built by the Cramps, was consi 


I shall not read the whole account, but two other smaller 1 
smaller vessels. The 1 
is perhaps familiar to those who have kept up with recent 
ture on the subject, and it is simply a question of whether « 
the investment of millions of dollars in great battle ships 
armor plate isa wise and judicious investment of public mone) 
public defense. I maintain, as I have before, that the mo 
fective means of naval warfare for the future will not | 
great armored battle ships—not that I would entirely aba 
them—but I believe that a new period in the development of n 
architecture and naval warfare has dawned upon us. 

BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yie] 

. VANDIV ER. Yes, for a question. 

us. BURLESON 3earing on the observation which the 
tleman has just submitted, I want to draw his attention 1 
Associated Press dispatch from Port Arthur, under date of |] 
ruary 15,in which it is stated that the battle ships which 
Scientific American states were destroyed are rapidly proc 
toward repairment, that the Czarevitch, the 7 tvizan, aud 
Pallada will soon rejoin the fleet; in fact, that the damage 
they sustained at the hands of the torpedo bo: . was so | Pi 
a fe W 7 
wards. The disabled battle ships Czarevitch, R tv ite ai 
lada are the ones referred to, and that in a few days the y will 
— tely repaired and rej _ the Russian fleet. 

V ANDIV ER. Well, I am not going to enter into an\ 
unt of just how muc h iain ge was done. Wea 
vessels, nor of the rapidity of their repair; | 
any rate it became perfectly evident that the torpedo boat ; 
its work, and that is the question to be c _— red 

Mr. BURLESON. But to what extent? 

Mr. Vz See Sufficiently, 7 ae , that we ha ve tl 
formation all over the world that the Jap ane ‘se won the 
Mr. Bi TRLES ON. Andthat the vesse 


fi 
ls injured will be r 
days. 
] NDIVER. Perhaps in that instance they might. 
not know. The Scientific American thinks differently, In 
any rate it is only an instance, an illustration, of what ma 

ac en on a much larger scale and in a much more eff 

I want to read again a portion of an editor 


ail ial f 
American of yesterday, February 19, bearing 
ral subject: 

» maritime nations of marae Sy 
shavies with a large force of submarine vessels. Wh 
ry unit was at first conceiy od, it was regarded with 

aed ywers, notably Great Britain, Germany, and Russ 

—— ientin both France anc i thiscountry, wherein the 

emonstrated, been such that there is a strong 
ore conservative nations to make up lk 

erable extent the heavy lead that has beer 

ain was the first to follow the lead of the twoe 
te ee zn a new type of submarine vessel, but availed 
ch had at that time even become a pronounces 
his ves: i wa is ; utiliz ‘das a basis of operations,and when one or tw 
1is type had been built native inventors and naval designers set 
rate their own improvements and developments. Many su 


devices have thus been secured, but in the main the ves 


sh Admiralty has been ¢ conducti ng a SEVE 
marines so far constructed and h ighly s 

hieved At first the y constr ction of tl 1 
1a tentative manner, but now the Admi 


7. tr, 


le Cente 


‘reisa feverish anxiety t 


Great Brit 
try 


1 boa 


re experi! 
sfying result 


alty has decided upon a! 


eme, 

Ld * * Aa 
ain at the present moment has eight submarines at 
are sery aining school for submarine navi 
Eleven a are almost completed and wil 
mouth to rece he full complement of offic 
act number of submar ae 5 whic! h it is now intende ‘onstru 
maintained a secret at present, but it is anticipated that by the 
present year Great Britain, owing to the more rapid means of 
struction, will be able to compare favorably numerics ] 
French navy this year will have thirty submarines in 
the course of a few weeks Great Britain will possess 
ty po. 

I see that from the report of our committee the 
are set forth as follows. I read from table opposite page 26 
Torpedo boats in the British navy, 90; in the French na\ 

and 30 more building; in the Russian navy, 165, and 
building; in the German navy, 93; in the United States Nav 
and 4 more building; in the Italian navy, 142, and 8 more | 
ing; in the Japanese navy, 67, and 8 more building; in the 
trian navy 61; and of the submarine torpedo boats Great br 
has 9, and 10 more building; France has 30, and 10 more | 
ing, and the United States has only 8, 


Great Brita 
which 
agement. 
to Port 


ing as a tre 


il bed 


nineteen b 


se same 








1904. 





he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I yield five minutes more time. 
VANDIVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition 
» critic the Navy Department nor the head of the 
‘tea, [have no disposition to raise any vexed questions for dis- 
here, but Iam perfectly candid and frank to say that I be- 


it is a tremendous waste of public money to put seven anda 


“se 


Naval Com- | 


millions of dollars into a great battle ship when that amount | 


y would fully com plete and equip forty-odd submarine tor- 
ats, any one ‘of whic h might destroy a battle ship in three 
ites’ time. We are providing here in this bill for one great 
le > ship, two armore eed lisers, ~ and two smaller cruisers. We 
wriate here in this very bill $12,000,000 for armor Pp late and 
-ment—something like three millions and a half for arma- 
nt and over nine millions for steel armor—in other words. a 


tion of fully four and a half millions as a bonus to the 
r-plate trust, which is the most extortionate and absolute 


spoly in a United States. It is largely for them tha 
1 bili has been doubled in the last ten years. 
| fully believe that 
y thrown away. I would not at once entirely abandon the 
tle ships, but I do believe the Navy of the future is not going 
a Navy of great battle ships, but that it will be composed 
aller and more rapidly moving vessels; and the time wil 
and i believe it is not far distant, when the naval battles 
world will be fought with more strategy and skill and less 
re ponderous iron power, and a great naval fleet 
ith your battle ships would blow them to pieces before you 
it. [Applause. | 
. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield five min- 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SHULL]. 
SHULL. Mr. Chairman, before attempting to discu 
rehabilitating the merch marine—peace navy—of 
intry I must plead guilty to a human infirmity that may 
es be a virtue—individual selfishness. 
majority report of the Committee of American Merchant 


ant 


} ‘ 
t a O allt 





ar 


1e practically rejects all bills prese nted, and, in fact, substi- 

rb Nt for the creation of acommission to consider and recom- 

1 { Ul islation for the deve age nt of the American merchant 
I which me ans, ultimately, the subsidy scheme, as is shown 
argument against the discriminating duty plan on page 4 


( be report. 
committee seems adverse to trusting the commission in 















the matter. It states: 
I ufficient for the purpose of this report to state— 
imably for the guidance of the commission— 
that in the estimation of a largé its « je 
m dy is iz I ssible of py ir fe 
eign trade, e . injury, too, at a r situation in tk 
matter of forvign trade is the mo ndange 1 
Doubtless, fearing 0s dogmatism might not quite intimidat 
t! mission, another coup is handed out: 
l ii it for Ses echada purpose— 
rently to boost general ship subsidy — 
t « adoption of discriminating duties in fav f American ships, 
would be ineffective, inasmuch as we are not prepared to carry a 
t of our foreign commerce in our own ships at this time, would 
bour relations with foreign countries as to produce paralysi f not 
r business. 
Ye should therefore wait a while and recruit our fleets. Which 
I is us of the old lady in the country whose daughter wished 
rm to swim in a big brook near by. Says the daughter: 
“Moth ar, may I goin to swim?” 
*Yes, yea, my darling 
Hang your clothes on i 
But don’t go near the water! 
the commission should wade in, it might get ove -r its head 
d disappear, while the old woman lamented that she ** had told 
*so.’’ No cold water is thrown upon subsidy. The commis- 


may slide down that cellar door in freedom, but it can not 
ing on the gate of discriminating duties 








at the 


a large amount of that appropriation is | 


camping | 


Ss any 


Why should a commission be tried again? They have been 
tried before, without result, generally, and usually being lau sd 
& stocks of the country, and always a confession of we a 
Chose who scent danger of retaliation in discriminating d luties 

those who are looking for subsidies. If foreign countries en- | 
dured the almost prohibitive Dingle *y bill, they certainly would 
not take offense at an effort on our part of getting a part of our 

n without taking anything from them. 

or the purpose of calling attention to the inconsistency of = 
I rity party on the question of rehabilitating the Ame — a 
hant marine on any lines. it is necessary to call attention 
briefly to what that party has done in the adoption of an inte r- 
oceanic canal to show that that party set its face against the con- 


ruction of the only practicable and feasible route and one that 
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| would not Have differentiated or discriminated a 
of our merchant marine, that tat party by rej 
raguan route cast aside the route that wit! ( 
modated all variety of craft, wheth lor st 

zee thal ul yw to sail craft will doubt! b 
great Northeast, its cradle and home, and t 
that smote ther m. 

The merchant-marine bill would be much pl 
to the people what it means when considered iz 
what that party has done relative to the canal 

steamship subsidy bill.”’ 

In order to show plainly the condition which s 
compelled to face in the future. it is ‘e JU 
to show, without much att: beeng at { lisctissio1 

+nate events that led up to the adoption and acqui 
strip in Panama: First, what have we paid and w 
what have we gotten? Third. what have we lo 

I must commend the — tic conduct of t 

| the establishment of a so-called Republic at t 
could not exist twenty-fo eau: without 1 f 
ternal care of the United States—a develoy nt 
three men and one boy who stood up as one mat 
pression an 1 arrogant will of Colombia and de 
pen tence of Panama in the presence of Am 
were prepared to shoot any traitor on th ' 
states that these three patriots, withaf 
i ire’s own garb, armed with Fraz 

ge of 1872, that were more danger i 
by men wielding a machete, uniformed 
ctu io. ed and t rted 1: 
after th declaration of independe 
+, the Fr ren nch f i to Washington as 
tive and minister ple: tiary, because tl 
to send who knew any t! ling about what happe 
of November 2, 1903, wher ession set 11 
brella in a neglected, deserted alley in tt y ¢ 

In all history there has never been az ng 
query is, Is it an evolution, a revolution n 

For courage and swift .fort ly and 
and pathos, mankind has rer si it 
counterfeit presenfment. 

And an wl this excitement and bloodless 
uous son of the land of hana I I 
his chickens, his pigs, as happy 
under the rule of Colom! ing the m I 

Some day the tawny en of tl 
Western Hemisphere wil wake, and u 

| bring offerings of ~ tive title) to 
that violated 1 mn i] i trea 
them forth, e g 
per year aft n er t r, and 
them from being 1 wi y x br 

This is the pri is L par 
to pay this inc lic r lar 
from ocean pay r part 
the French ny, it 
wreck, nin vhich r 1 
this country, including the $ I 
promoters. 

All of the above price | ty n har 
spirators in this affair, but t rrea 
yield od. This Republic has s iced its hon 
prou t posi oO s the g it ex lar Le 
erninent in th ld, and pl i} 
with the mona sof Euro} ing t 
commercialism and greed 

It is impossible to square the Dp 
tion in this mi ible transact 
law, nor with the course of any A 
the country. It only finds its 
England, and Russia. To ex] y,t 
ity, and demonstrate its iniquity, it r 
the conduct of the present Admit ] 
with the course pursued by the Ad ‘ 
McKinley in theSpanish-Cubanwar. All 
ments are but a conf nandana 
duct, and no attempt at moral and ul t 

| And what have we gotten for the pri 
| Thirty thousand acres of und at 1 
route for canal and mortuary grou! for 
: as the temerity to attempt t 

( » pernicious clin ate of the Isthr It is 
that in the construction of the ist! 
to every tie placed; and the ties} y 22 

| center, any schoolboy can calculate the appa 
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In digging the French death ditch, one man | 
( arth excavated; conceding that improved | 
reduce a mortality 50 per cent, the loss 
itly ar to cause the most reckless man to | 
four } eed and thirty-one buildings, in- 
ers, st rehious ‘Ss, SI — and termi- 
‘collection of barges, tu xs, excavators, cars, 
‘ther machinery and appliances ee of much 
Ix done by the old and new French companies 
l removal of about 36,000,000 cubic 


od, 


ion. 
‘O t of 
ds may 
8 sufficie 
ousand 


anari 


seat Sep 
ling office qua 


) 
yards of 
f a little more than $38,600,000, this sum rep- 
ut 60 per cent of the entire isthmian outlay . accord- 
nch ee 7 report of 1900; maps and drawings and 
rathered by the F rench engineers at $2,000,000, and 
ama PR: uilway, including three steamships. 
s to tal excavation yet to be done is estimated at 95,000,000 
tbic yards, not including the work at the Bohio dam and the 
Gigante spillway. The construction of the canal to the depth of 
‘+t from ocean to ocean, a distance of 49 miles, is expected to 
about $14 5,000,000. 

Vessels will navigate this canal at arate, including lockage, of 
4 mil 3 per bee. ae ee will be towed not only through 
the cat = but upon the Paci » for along distance out to sea. 

Co md is set upon a small isl: ok long the eastward curve of a 
deep bay. It is only in moderate wi ath er that this so-called port, 
exposed to the open can be reached, and in case of storm 
craft hasten seaward for protection. The rambling, palm-dotted 
town is built upon land belonging to the Panama Railway Com- 
pany and came into existence with the railway as its Atlantic 
terminal, 

One great factor in the problem of the construction of the Pan- 
ama Canal is the Chagres River z = being low and feeble in the 

ason, but a devor uring x lion when a flood. 

Panama, the only other town of aia size in the isthmian zone, 
a pic jue, itr, and dead ly — Practically all the 
—s inhabitants of the | 1 Republic of Panama reside 

t] ama, the Pacific termin nal of the railway, or in Colon, 
the ‘Atlantic termin a: a alae -e of the inhabitants being half- 
civilized Indians and negroes. 

At Bohio, according to the specifications of the engineers, a 
lake is to be created with double locks, having a combined lift of 
90 feet, at an estimated cost of $11,500,000. Just how the vast 
masonry work necessary for the dam and for the working of the 
gates of the locks is to be constructed has never been determined, 
the rock upon which it can only be safely constructed is 128 
feet below sea level, and the above figures of cost at this point 
must be and are mere hazards. 

In the conjecture as to how and in what manner the Chagres 
oe r a - be co! trol led, the eminent engineers contend that it 

ill be e — o construct a second lake, or dam, at Alhaju- 
American engineers calculate that it will be possible to move 

Of ibic yards of earth each year, eliminating landslides, 
"The Pacific, or Pedro Miguel, 
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“to or 
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which occur very frequently. 
locks can be built without an extraordin ary expen liture of money, 
for the reason that conditions are infinitely better than at Bohio. 
The final lock on the Pacific side at Miraflores will drop the ships 
to sea level; from thence to the sea the canal must be largely ex- 
vated through coral as 
Pacific terminal of 
t that sailing vessels 


‘anal is in the r 
an ire from tr 


gion of calms so 
vo to three weeks to 
y open se: . and send them upon their errands. There is, 
», at this 4 time, al ically no clearance of sailing craft 
Panama, and it is necessary for them after leaving La Boca 
ail westward 1,500 miles before shaping a route for destination. 
1 fore-and-aft sailing vessel is the most econom- 
, and especially desirable for the transportation of | 
coal, and under existing conditions that sort of 
aft assing into the Pacific, would be compelled to drift 
arly 2,000 miles farther before getting any nearer to any port 
in the United States. 
it will be noted that a ist one of the allied interests that 
sed the rejection or abandonment of the Nicaraguan route, 
1e practicable and feasible one, has reason to think that it has 
dealt a body blow to the sailing vessel, its most dangerous com- 
petitor. As it must be apparent without going over in detail the 
insurmountable meteorological disadvantages attached to the 
Panama routethat this routecan not be utilized by sail vessels for 
economic reasons. Th ey could not afford to pay towage charges. 
Che sail vessel for the carrying of certain classes of freight will 
never be supplanted by steam. Immunity from fire, their carry- 
ing capacity for a given displacement, and the smallness of crews 
make them the cheapest known instrument of transportation, 
evidenced by the fect that more than one-half of our registered 
tonnage is sail. 
Ths American speculators who bought at a nominal sum the 
stock of the French Panama Canal Company through their pro- 
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| shall not be interrupted, and the U 
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moters and the interoceanic railroads through their agents have 
so thoroughly hypnotized the American people that they have 
not only lost all moral perception, but have caused them to inflict 
on themselves material injury in that they ignore the sailing ves- 
sel as a factor in interoceanic transit and discriminate against one 
of our greatest economic possibilities. 
HISTORY 
LiO OF 


O¥ THE CONDUCT OF THE UNITED 
COLOMBIA AND DEVELOPMENT 


STATES 
OF THE 


TOWARD THE REP! 


REPUBLIC OF PANAMA, 
[From address of Moorefield Moore, December 5, 1903.) 


treaty of 1846 between the United States and New Granada,” 
if Secretary Hay, ‘tis not dependent for its efficacy on the personnel 
gners or the name of the territory it affects,” but ‘‘is a covenant, as 
rers say, that runs with the land.” Thatis, it binds both the United 
nd the Republic of Colombia, which has succeeded to the rights and 
ms ¢ if New Granada. 

This treaty contained the following reciprocal agreements: 

“The cievataaee of New Granada guarantees to the Government of the 
United States that the right of way or transit across the Isthmus of Panama 
upon any modes of communication that now exist or that may hereafter 
constructed shall be open and free to the Government and citizens of t 
United States,’ and “‘as an especial compensation for the said advantages 
and for the favors they have acquired by the fourth, fifth, and sixth art 
of this treaty the United States guaré antee positively and efficaciously to?! 
Granada by the present stipulation the perfect neutrality of the before-m 
tioned Isthmus with the view that the transit from one sea to th > other m 
not be in iterrupted or embarrassed in any future time whilo this treaty 
ists, and in consequence the United States also guarantee in thes ume i 
ner the rights of sovereignty and property which New Granada has a1 
possesses over the said territory.” 

New Granada warrants to the U 
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“The 
words 
ofthe s 
the lawy 
States 
ee 


in the 


nited States that travel across the Isthn 
nited States warrants to New Gra 
her rights of sovereignty and property over the Isthmus. The agreeme 
New Granada bound her to prevent any interference by her citizens \ 
travel! across the Isthmus, and the agres me nt of the United Stat s bound h 
to ce fend the sovereignty of New Granada. If eithe r party failed to k« 
engagement, a claim for damages would arise in favor of the ot he r, and t} 
Wi 3 he clear understanding of the parties, as is shown by this provi 
the treaty: 
. If, unfortunately, any of tho articles contained in th 
violated or infringed in any way whatever, it is expr¢ 
her of the two contracting parties shall ordain or 
il, nor shall declare war against the other on com 
ages until the said party considering itself offended shall hay 
other a statement of such injuries or damages verified 
3, a justice and satisfaction, and the s: 


ion 


3 treat 
sly stipulats if 
ath LOTIZO aNy a 


ints of ip 


, 
ime shal 


New Granada, in a word, agreed to protect travelers across the Isth1 
against interference, and to pay damages in case she failed. It was c! 
her duty, and therefore her right, to use all force necessary for the pur 
In consideration of this the United States agreed to help New Granada 
not to act against her. It is impossible to torture lan age so as to fin 
the treaty any right on our part to prevent her keey *and pro 
travel on er own territory, esp¢ erally in the face B cis. **3 
“efticack * guaranty of her sovereignty. 
“Tf 


tive 
Such lez iguage can not 
ae your subjects revolt and so seem likely to interfe re with t 
18 Unite d States, shall have the right to help them and prev: 
ng your sovereign rights against them.” 
onstruction of the treaty is supported by the langua re of the n 
de in 1%57, which was 2 convention negotiated for the urpose 
just ms ms ude by Americans for losses cat ed by a riot ut Panama 
The first artic le of this _ aty uses this lan guag ‘All cl: Liz is on the ] 
of * * * citizensof the United States upon the vernment of New ( 
nada, * * * and espec ially those a damages whi 7 d 1 
riot at Panama on the 15th of April, 1855, for wh he said G 
: ; 
it 


Osi 


© « 


ause 
vern 
New Granada acknowledges its liat ising out of privileg sand 
gati ) preserve peace and order ious he tran sit rou 

‘his shows where the duty and of course the right t » deal with it 
tion was then th it to reside by so aggressive an Ame rican as | 
ther ‘retary of State. 

O1 : yril 30, 1566, Secretary Seward wrot ‘© to our mini 
United States desire nothing else, nothing bett py in 
to the State of Colombia than the en oyment on thi 
ab te sovereignty and indey If thos 
tiled by an y power at home or abroad, the | 

rating ‘with the Government and their ally 


ug) 


ster at Eo 
thing m 

ir part of ce 
it intere 

ted State 

, to maint 


nde 


ctober 27, 15 3, Secretary Fish said in an official dispate 
ng to the provision un ier discussion: 
engagement, hi ywever, has never ber nacknowledged to em! 
’ protecting the road across it from the violence of 
such protection was of late efficiently 
ral Almy, it appears to } 
f andat the instan o of the local auth ritie 
the w doul iter ddut ty of the Colombian Gover 
attacks from local insurgents. 
upon.” 
Secret 
“On 


hto Mr 


1ient ) ‘Tt aroad 
The discharge of th:s duty will be 
ary Bayard thus stated our position: 
several occasions the Government of the 
ays with the assent of Colombia, has, in tim 
»d forces to the Isthmusof Panama to preserve A 
tlong the transit from injuries which the G 
t the time be unable to prevent. B in taking 
t has always recognized th 1e sovereignty and obl 
mises and has never acknowledg but, « 
yressly disc laimed, the duty of pre ecti ng “the transit 
urbances.”’ 
President Cleveland, in his annual manaongye of December, 1885, spok 
‘Emergencies growing out of civil war in the United States of ¢ 
demanded of the Government at the beginning of thi 3 Administ rat 
loyment of armed force to fulfill its guaranties under the thirty 
‘le of the treaty of 1846 in order to keep the transit open across the 
ing only the powers expressly r 


mus of Panama. Desirous of exercis 
to us by the treaty and mindful of the rights of Colombia, the forces se 
the Isthmus were instructed to confine their action to ‘ positively and 
ciously’ preventing the transit and its accessories from being ‘interru 
or embarrassed.’ The execution of this delicate and responsible task 1 
sarily involved pence control where the local authority was temp 
ways in aid of the sovereignty in Colombia. The pr 


» United 


n the mre 
A it 


nst dom: 


arti 


powerless, but a 
and successful fulfillment of its duty by this Government washighly app! 
ated by the Government of Colombia and has been followed by expressi 
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of ita satisfaction. * * * The restoration of peace on the Isthmus by the 
roostablishment of the constituted Government there being accomplished, 
the force nott the United States were withdraw 
Wt therefore, we had once or twice landed troops whe on there were riots 
or ins? t ions on the Isthmus, we had done so in aid of the sovereignty of 
Colon , sometimes at the request of her authorities, and always with her 
approval. » © 

et us now compare these av wed princip! } tion of 
Government. Within the dominions of lombia lies the ur ed Pat 
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that 










Canal, begun under a concession fron n that Government eh ¢ 

pany This concession in ba Sore ah sr i that thec tt 

oe . 

t te ther company or individua , but “not to any n g 
it 





iS a reasona! es maditi a. or¢ dto: 





































t Lit we 
mit a2 ‘I er nation into its territory as the f such a canal without 
very distinct un lerstanding as to t he respect ive rights of each. The Frem 
com ny became involved, and finally, after mucn negotiation, the Unit 
States t ed to buy its rights for $4 000,000, but in order t go on with the 
os necessary to reach some agreement with Colo ia. 
ing from the transisthmian railroad an income of 
a San important part of her revenues. Her two cities 
Panat we their prosperity to the fact that they are the ter- 
f , where goods and passengers are emt “d and d S- 
‘ im ocean to ocean. When the canal is b , they be- 
which steamers will sail, taking from t} lem perdaps 
P z but otherwise contributing ittle or no business to their 
5 ia therefore had a right to some « ompensation for the loss 
which she W rould J prot bably sustain froma the bail: x ot the canal, and it was 
vital to her that t relations betwee n he ‘r Government, Leeds yet en > gd ol 
the territ ry, and ¢ ti 1d States ier of the ce ul, should be de- 


-d clearly and satisfact rily. eat power isa dangé 
ker nation. 

he Hay Herran treaty was an atte ore to reach a sa 
on all these points, bu it Ww I the Cok ymbiai n legi lature, as our 
» rejected the Hay fote ‘eats ; and the many other treaties 
in that “spavevard of treaties.” A conspicuous case was 


Agr rous subject of a 





ictory agreement 
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puried 


ch are t 








the action of the Johnson-Clarendon treaty for the settlen f the Ala- 
t claims, which was given but a scant consideration, be se we could 

t present such large claims under it as we thought should be presented. 
“he Colombian Senate acted strictly within its rights, and we have no 





more right to abuse the citizens of that Republic or their representatives 
hecause they did so than England had to abuse us for endé ngering the peace 
between two great nations by rejecting the Johnson-Clarendon treaty, or 
in any man has to denounce another for refusing to sell his property at 
price which the first wishes to pay forit. As a matter of fact the pro- 
‘ ms regulating the jurisdiction of Colombia over the canal were very 
unsatisfactory. it is from Harper’s Weekly that I quote the following: 
The Hay-Herran oe was unsatisfac tory on these grou First, the 
ise Was not perpetua , but renewable at long intervals; second, the canal 
leased was toon arr ww; third,a conflict of jurisdiction within the canal 
seemed inevitable by reason of the complexity of the provisions of the 

















nas: 











( venti 
[s it y to assume that the Colombians were actuated only by base 
tiv sing to admit their powerful and not too careful neighbor into 
r territory until thiscomplexity wasremoved? When a supporter of tl 
President's policy thus describes the rejected treaty, it is safe to infer tha 





t Senate of Colombia could give good reasons for re 
h any powerful nation we should have begun fresh negotiations; but Co- 
bia was weak, and a differ tco irse suggested itself to our rulers. 

et me state it in the words which President Roosevelt intended to use in 
his annual ge to Congress: 


“It seems evident that in a matter such as this we should finally decide 





yr to ACCE] t it. 
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Ama, as soon 


1 1 is the best route; and if the advantages of this route over any other 
I le ro “ e are sufliciently marked we should then give notice that we 
no longer submit to trifling or insincere dealing on the part of those 
whom the ac chee of position has placed in temporary control of the ground 
through which the route must pass; that if they will come to agreement 
with us in straightforward fashion we shall,in return, act not only with 
tice, but with generosity; and that if they fail to come to such egreement 
with us we must f with take the matter into our own hands.” 
Mr. Hay « . idden anc tling events which have so re- 
vy attracted f this co *’ world.” 
His a unt of iay be quote tatement to the coun- 
t ade on Nove 7. The people of Pacinena he tells us,“ went to work 
that talent rompt and secret organization to which there is no 
illel among peo} northern blood. They ared the machinery of 
lution in advance, and sud ly, iz ingle without the fi ofa 
shot, with the exceptic if a few she it were thrown into the city from 
r Col ian steamer in the harbor of Panama, they accomplished theirinde 
I ence. A government, cor ting of the 1 ading citizens of the State, was 
zed and proclaimed to the world. A part the Colombian 
i the revolution. The rest returned to Colombia. and, so fa 
W r yj 1dge, the new Republic begins its career with no organiz 
position throughout the entire ‘extent of the Isthmus.” 
here is no word in all this to indicate that this revolution was not as su id 
and startling to him as to the co ney or that the success of the revolu- 
tion was in any way due to the Un 
He proceeds; ** The course of tl in this conjunction was mar} 
ha ivance by our principles and pre edents H } 
rom one side « ft the Isthmus to the other sh muld 
‘Yr party, and charged our officers in the Isthmus to u 
(and ‘influence’ isa pleasant, peaceful word 
of the contending factio other whi 
to cau 6 @ dis sturban ‘e of afi vas reported bi v 
ernment capable of main mn establ <ddand ig 
without “oppos tion, he did what was al ways done under such circumstances, 
ite Girected our representative at P: as he was certain that s 


. 
been established 


ernment capat le of maintaining t! 

the consent of the people, 

He also directed ovr mit 
ernn 


e public peace had 
that he was to enter into official relations w ith 
ister at Bogota to inform the Colombian Gov- 
ent that we had entered into relations with the new provisional Govern- 
ent of Panama.” 

Wem ay note, 


t 


into relati ions wi 











in passing, that our representative was instructed to enter 

th the new Government when he became satisfied of certain 

things, but the Administration did not wait for his report on this question 

and immediately informed the Government of Colombia that relations had 
actually been established with the new State. 

Now, what were the fa 

Che insurrection brok 


On Jl ine 9 Mr 





“ts? 

out late in the evening of November 3. 

Hay cabled our minister at Bogota: “If Colombia should 
low reject the treaty or unduly delay its ratifi m, the friendly under 
anding between the two countries would be so s louis compromised that 
action might be taken by the Congress next winter which every friend of 
Col mbia + would reg ‘ret.’ 


On October #4 the cruiser Dixie was ordered to put tosea at once with 400 
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marines, in addition to her regular c1 
»>Guantena » butin f t ent 
ovem! Nay e) r 
ville, at Colon: 
‘*Maintain free and uninterr t 
armed force, occupy the lit 
nea 
ful ac 
Snark on ites rel er - 
Government force 1 ia 
their landing if in y rig? I 
These orders were g 1 f v 
the Isthmus before any 
On the next day, N t 
State, Mr. Loomis, se it J 
pr zy on Isthmus rey; J 
At 8.15 on the same Gay the « l re 
Will be to-n t = i 
About an ir f t 
ment was informe nand 
ernment had mad ‘on te prepa 
On the night of November 2,19 
that allowed four or i 
th he knew iz nt, f ‘ 
Navy Department It is p ‘ at 
to-night to declare independence At 
these troops was i to the State | 
ment replied: t ] : 
ceed to Panama.” An} rc 
The Color { air 
were seized when the revolut 
vas Kn wnof this } e! rt 
; but on the 3 bbard 
and that n gel 
»{ 
a 
ps W 
on the af rts ( 
finally persua * 
Now, let ) urge of 
“ They y of re 
accomp!] ~~ tes 
joinee ther the rec 
The machinery of revolution was 
forces that accomplished the independ 
for a moment that Dr. Manuel Amado1 
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bian troops atta | 5 
Who gave him the ri 
is the Governr 
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nder Government direction. in 1885 made a partial reexamination and re- 
that sovereignty cation of this route. Mr. Menocals ibsequently became chief engineer for 
ally and effica- | the Maritime Canal Company, a company chartered by act of Congress in 
589, which company is the owner of concessions granted by the Repub tic of 
ragua an id by the Repub! c of Costa Ri: ‘a for the pi irpose of cot structing 
I nic ship canal, this company having expen tod in construction 
nary rights $28,000,000 
rua and Isthmian Canal Con sion, in —_ their preliminary 
ts of survey, concluded tl he most practicable and feasible 
ian canal is what is know? ‘the Nic ewe rout« 
ig the fact that thisr 3 liles shorter froma 
toaP ifie 2 . $I the canal when con- 
e of trade winds 
hout towage; that when the 
ions is taken in considera- 
not m ally differ, t 
> the ch ter and ; 
! ‘analcan be constructed in two yer 
ul; and notwithstanding these reports of the 
acareful study of the ¢ yuntry, its topogt iph 
( sit in Washington and genera! r 
wy ean ake find that the clir 
rable as compared with those of 
I ng so rapidly that soon the w 

d the San Juan River, its o 

: N1 iuzua is in the zone of seis 

are not to be considered because the Su 


« £4 
ib, 


legal fraterr ity the knov wledg raof these scien 
y dor it sl} to the lawyer t ] 
isis prefer 
ne in scands 
7 and impract ’ 
enance of the Nicaragua Can: 
tive, are all deductions and « 
from, one endowed with —— l scientific attainine 
bounded by Washington environment 
on seems to have been very much in the same position asa 
an friend of mine in Pennsylvania, who concluded that he was a 
udidate for a State office while the senior Senator was ‘lorida. When 
stor returned my friend changed his mind. When asked to exp.ain 
umpaign had so suddenly ended, he said, “Quay told me that I was 
under a misapprehension; that I was no candidate.” 


in whic! 


AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 


incredible, but it is true, that in spite of onr growth 
d and fifteen years from 3,000,000 of people to 
he poorest and oe of the nations to the 
ee powerful of nations of the earth, we have at this 
bia had hardly | Very day only 879,264 tonnage registered in the foreign trade, or 
’ even times we much as when this ¢ country began op- 
ions in its almost helpless, almost friendless, infancy. 

Che very second law see by the First Congress was a tariff 
1a provision attached for the protection of American 
y levying increased duties on imports in foreign ves- 
ew days later another law was enacted, providing for 
from 30 to 50 cents a ton as tonnage duties on foreign vessels en- 
tering our ports, as against only 6 cents a ton for Ameri¢an-built 
uries r¢ a a vessels. - 1793 a law was enacted, which is still in force, con- 

les can be 5 ie from motives of interes | fining our coastwise trade to American vessels. 
sreat people or its rulers for the moment desire, there At this point would ask permission to embody an article from 
Se amaittinn. of aed athe eialin a 3oston Transcript of nie iry 28, 1904, and also one of Janu- 
upulous r gard | for th hts of the weak | ary r 30, 1904, for a dual purpose—tirst, to show that even high Re- 
of ov ‘put ee ee ee cee aan slican officials recognize that some means should be adopted to 
aaa ie increase our merchant marine at once; second, to demonstrate 

1at the majority 1} ] 


nh teii Me where are > ents wich 4 
g A f 


f 16 | 1 1a yet determined whether or not the Spa 
uld like | ish purchase of the Filipinos at $20 per capita carried with it the 
1 who have | 1.54 ‘Ise whether or not just before a Presidential election ¢] 
and, or else whether or not just before a Presidential election the 
time to announce its will is « 


PHILIPPINE SHIPPING MONOPOLY. 


hat the same position in objecting to the 
I 


Government supplies to be shipp» 
facturers and merchants in New 
her bill to apply our coastwise laws to thé 
pines and the ports of 1 the United States 
3 reason for obj ion that, there being now n 
ports, oa lay in the fut ure be diffi 
» and is convinced that rates of fr 
ly m ~ than double those now aff. 
omnfirms the reasonableness of tl 0 opit 
‘ommittee of tha Senate by the cordage a 
the coastwise regulations being imposed i! 


a 


sn populo tis flippant for ¢ nator to assert that these laws ara in fact now self 
reexami- | appli because the Supreme Court has declared the Philippines to belong 
y through | Jnited States, inasmuch as the Congress of 1789 can not have conten 
inde what | plated such SSess the Asiatic waters and could no nd the Congré 
. Haupt, | of 1904 or prevent their mo ation now of any law ll4y 3 old 
If, indeed, t} ilippines are American enough to come automaticall 
er our coastwise laws, how can they esc cape the constitutional provis 
hat dut ween our States or emport iuties ire forbidden? The P] 
ne Commissi has protested against the limitation of our commer 
Americs y which is neither for the benetit of the Philippines 1 
manufacturers in this country. 
itis not denied that these bills have been framed and ; 
me American vessel owners, but *k of all are 
presented by Senator Frye. T! arguments 
ibsidy bill might appeal to us, but we obj to mea 
rates to benelit a few owners, while it will injure 
industries 
In his recent letter to the Transcript, reproving all whos 
Root’s suspicions of the proposed Philiy pine shippi ng mono] 
nevolent public purpo Mr. Marvin mphasizes 
f the Maritime Association of New York, held to protest a 
ure for which Mr. Marvin's pen is enlisted, the merchant 
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who ) were el loquent in their objec tions, were either owners or charterers of 
forei ign ships. Well, are such merchants guilty in that ownership of any 
crimes 

Surely to eliminate these American citizens and merchants, who o are con- 
ducting American commerce for American a rs of foreign produc ts, 
would be to remove about all that : ere is of American commerce, except 
the § roods, the ports themselves, and the custom-houses. At the Senate hear- 
ing of the 2lst instant of remonstrants against the application of our coast 
wise laws to the Philippine trad le appeared, too, the same attempt to attac h 
rium to reputable American merc han ts who either rec 









opp sive hemp by 
foreign steamships plying to Atlantic ports, because there are non © offer’ ing 
business under the American flag, or otherwise employ forsign steamships. 
It even ve eared to be the view of some Senators that English merc hants 
est bl shed for half a century in the Philippines are not to be now reg: srded 
as Phili} 168 mer hants, but that American merchants who do busi ness wi 

them are to be classed as foreign shipping houses, and hence guilty of or ly 


de sire Ss 


unpatriotic impul: Sec retary Root, it appears, 
y when aceeiney, as in duty bou nd, in the publi 


ing 
EX-GOVERNOR TAFT AND THE PHILIPPINES, 


Reference to the report of October 8 by the collector of customs for o_ 
P ppines enables us to give in detail his views of the » Propose d limitati 
of h ir commerce with this coun try to American vessels, viz: 

‘It may be safely premised that no course should be adopted which will 


o emp loy foreign 
interest. 





ol 
1 













p! y additional burden in the way of freights on Philippine products 
5! i either locally or tothe mainland territory for some years to come. 
* * Cheap and adequate transportation between the ma nd territory 
and between the Philippine ports is vitally necessary to succe st ul develop- 
menthere. * * * At the present time the greater part of t! reight tr 

fic between the Philippines and New York is carried on in forei xn Seeheces S 
So faras indications go, any law which prevented the continuance of that 
trade in foreign bottoms until an equal tonnage of « cheaply operated An 





can freighters are a coun ly available to take up t 
ilthy rate competitic 1 would result in a decided increase over the presen 
tesof freight. The tonnage plying between these islands and the Pacific 
out equal to the present freight supply, and no cha "eg 
ent law ssems advi sable so far as traus-Pacific routes are erned 

t re earnestly recommended that the present ls laws, so far as they pe 
f 1 bottoms to trade between these is lands and the — land tert 

c OU nited States be not changed fora period of at least five 


lat trade and maintain 








ge in the 





rinit 
4 ry 

t years from 
July 1, 1904, and that positive legislation to that effect be ‘had by Congress 
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atan early date.’ 

s clear and earnest protest against the granting of freight monopoly t 
An can vessels and the consequent large advance in rates of freight is in 
ha 1y With the recent protests of the eastern cordage mant rers 
against having the cost of their hemp advanced beyond that of thei 
petitorsin Europe. The advocates of the Frye bill to enforce our coa 
laws upon the Philippines; that is, to confine commerce to American ¢ ) 
ping, expect, of course, that under it American vessels wil ve rates I 
enough to make the business of their vessels profitable. 1 f the | 
(s is ‘to regulate shipping in trade between p rts of the | ed 3 
al rts or placesin the Philippine Archipelago,” ete t does not pr 8 to 
be a subsidy measure, but, in fact, the owners and the buil ders of the sh to 
be employed seek by its means to secure advantages at the expense and to 





industries anc 
ton correspondent, ** Li coin” 
fin g erests are rap 'dly movir 

igh a subsidy and various tf 
‘has the extension of the coi 
nt that army supplies sha 
‘observed that when the : rdage 1 
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injury of established and important American 
themselves. Our Washin 
er, noting that “‘the shipbuil int 
of the Government bounty throv 
n against their rivals, su: 
Philippines and the requir 
merican bottoms,’ 


d of the Fili- 
na recent 
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were bef the Philippines Committee last week, th e Sena 
think th: the cordag e industry, because itself protected 
A 1 tari 5s ought to be wi ject itself to sx 
order t Sa ‘the mer nt mar . Thecordage peop 
it in t} yay, saying th: he tariff is doing them no good sir 
pt § a numbe r of inoperative tariffs which come int 
u ir existence ra is a reason for asking th 


fratern is a constant surpr 


ssed yesterday 


it some essi 
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g to read the 


Be ry of War, William governor of the Phil 
H eal is the Phi ppines foi it he say t 
the many Americans, as well : ‘an press, are stror 

































t 3 1¢,and they r eve g inthe ge not 
A st that there is necessi ra firm gover than 
& | ad that the ws lfareot Americans and Ame! id 
be “ Were I assured,” said Gove: t ti 
pr jority of ‘an merch ar 
; 
I ! uld be inent, and I did not hope that there 
W ib in the future, [shoul d be very u h dise j 
i spe he experiment which the U nited States making 
in ex-gover! now our Secretary of War, added t 
ul ns for goods and supplies can never exceed that 
2 I le, the soldiers who may be on theislands. 1 
I {of the Filipino people will be a demand, when created a g 
ol 0) persons. 
In 1789, as already stated, we had only 122,893 tons of Am 
shipping engaged in the foreign trade l en thi ill 3 
c marine carried 2 - cent of our foreign commerce. In 
the tonnage of the Seiten tra id incre% 4 
and we were carrying 40 per cent of the trade. V las 
n had increased to 529,471, and we were carrying 90 ] 
of our foreign trade. The tonnage kept on increasing, until in 
1815 we had a tonnage of 854,295 in the foreign trade, or p1 
cally as much as we have at this very day; ant om 1% d 
W i we kept on carrying about 90 per nt o: our fore I 
u wp ar aap a. Mata ae roe W away our ad 
' ; the time of John Quincy Ad s Administration 
} \ le . . ‘ . W wot i de = : 
1¢ laws and provisions whi h had give p 
t mk t marine, and which in less than ten or twenty 
had built it up to such a wonderful extent that it « ry 
er cent of ou ean traffic could cope successfully y¥ i 
Great Britain on the sea in the war of 1812, and could rightfully 
a ite with that ecutive fee the title ar ** Mistress of the se 
study of the percentages from year to year is instructive and 
interesting. In 1796 our ships carried of our foreign comm 


¥2 per cent; in 1797, 90 per cent; in 1798, 89 per cent; in 1799 
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per cent; in 1800, 89 per cent: in 1801, the same; in 18 1803 
and 1804, a little less; in 1805, 91 per cent; in 1806, the 
1807, 92 per cent; in the years of the war of 1812; naturally i 
less; but after the termination of that war the fix “ra 
cree Pp up again, r hin y ) per « ni in Ld 24 | ‘ t 1+ 
and 924 per cent (the highest on1 1) in 182 Thee 
the adverse legislation of that era } in to be fe €1 in 
i831 ‘the tonn ize had dwindled to 538,136 and the ne ta 
86; 1n 1834 the tonn: had 1 un to r ac t 
iaainamiaemnanairen ae: by 1843 it had diminished to 77: in 18 
to 71; im 1853, to 69; im 1859, to 67: in 2, 1 0 f 
in 1872, to 32; in 1877, to 27; in 1880. to i885, t ) 
to 13; in 1895, to 12; in 1897, to 11; in 1898, to 9 
cent, and at that humiliating point it is to-day i 
cent of our foreign carrying trade is i 11 out 
chant marine, and 91 or $2 per cent in t} ands of foreigr 
From 1835 until 1860 the tonnage of our vessels registered , 
the foreign trade increased, reaching high mark in 
with 2.496,894 tons. Thenit began to fall off, dwindling to a} 
1,500,000 tons in 1875, about 1,200,000 in 1885, <« t 90 K) 3 
in 1890, and about 700,000 tons in 1898, since wl 1 ‘ 
bounded a very little, to about 900,000 tons. 
Meanwhile the history of our coastwise trade has hee Titte 
very differently. Under the beneficent and continuous inftue 
of our protective policy toward our merchant marine ix 
coastwise trade, the tonnage of our vessels e led in t 
has gone on steadily increasing, with scarce I 
break, from the insignificant total of 68.607 t $ 582.645 
tons in 1901, 4,858,714 tons in 1902. and 5,141, 1903—t 
largest coastwi: e ever! r 
The reason why mage incr me vears 
ven under adver: is because in those f l- 
ing ves nee ly favorable facilities for building 
Ship timber s abundant, cheap, and easily accessible, and w 
of sl ‘carpenters, lumberer . wi x Beside e had 
early it I and A 1% 
built they still cz 
(witl ral re d 
at @) bv f reiv! 
e} 18 Vee lve nal 
I had the adva ee,as at that time our great civil wat 
came on, with its hig] riffs and great 1 in wages and } 
co f all kinds of materials. 17 latter tended to curta I 
1erican shipbuilding, and t cont ar » Wal 
uctically prohibited and d ed it, e2 9 
ars ips 
( a 4 f prest re I ar LT 1 pr “4 r’ me , 
I n Carry 1 "OMS . q 1 Ww 
rote n, adve ? and other 
we have neve rable rece and wee 
S l be ab r t t rT ecti 3 
restored to it. Protectio tit he ea history of the |} 
pu i Ld v h s er it wa 
L n r, tl the | 1 es asserted itself 1 ) 
: P ( re a : I war fe i 
D , i a A ] « ed I vad «a Y ! eI a 
x la ama ve ) so great 
I ne so ] \ “} in ‘ ? Y Rg 
] 1 withal so tat ‘ \ s i 9 asse s 
it. by nov ‘ l i ’ r we 
sO pat I and 2 eTea l 
a = \ h i Ts A T M l ¥ 
law e ] ti 
f to t 
ti upo land 
+ rR ass } 
< I lt j = > 
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51,000,000 fe T bounty; Great Britain, nearly | the face ot our recent naval experiences—our added dangers at a 
bsidy and ab« ut $700,000 for bounty, includ- | period when we are carrying less than 9 per cent of our imports 
ns; Norway, about $50,000 for mail subsidy | and our exports. 
x bounty, and Russia, about $1,600,000 for The only factor in the solution of this is labor, and would be 
European list embraces : ut $20,000, 000 | solved by a percentage rebate of tariff on imports carried by 
sidy aud about $8,000,000 annually for di- | American-built and American-manned ships sufiicient for them 
; to compete, if necessary, to the limit of rebate permitted by the 
tated for the reason that it would be a good | Dingley tariff. 
nt to adopt, but merely for the purpose To work out this problem it might be necessary to prescribe a 
ions are doing for their shipping inter- | restricted and limited registry of foreigu-built and partially for- 
' indi what traffic rates an | eign-manned ships for a time. [Lou d applause. | 
tions. | Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yie ld ten minutes to the gentle- 
f sentials for suc- | man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bate s]. 
s of iron ore and coal of Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, we have listened this afternoon 
it, forests of the finest timber, steel | to two political speeches from the other side. They have both been 
Seana aval arc shitects and ma- | on the subject of anti-imperialism and have taken decided ground 
e qui 11 to the best to be | against the retention of the Philippines. I have no thought of in- 
cell igent labor, exports of | flicting a speech upon the committee, but one thing occurs tome, 
' any other nation, to- | and it seems significant. It looks as though our frien: on the 
to those of no other | other side were following the advice that has been given the mand 
| were ‘‘ getting together.”’ 
ur ocean trade are to-day com- Within the last few days ex-President Cleveland has issued a 
lestructive competition | carefully prepared magazine article,in which his views are given 
lies and bounties | on current questions, and especially political questions. The New 
r merchant ships. | York Sun of to-day and the Chicago Tribune of yesterday inter- 
idi sand boun- | pret his remarks as putting himself in the attitude of a receptive 
ernments are | candidate for the Presidency, and they gather from his remarks 
‘lable auxiliary | also that tariff reform and the giving up of the Philippines, or 
lliers, supply ships, ard such other | anti-imperialism, are to be the two cardinal tens ts of his political 
and experienced officers and men, as | platform on which he would accept a nomination. 
he government intime of war. Andwe| Now, I congratulate the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Hart 
edentedly low freight rates result- | wick] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cocuran] that th: 
bounti s received cay foreign mer- | have caught on so quickly to-day, and are following tho princip 13 


A 


nd ee ital le ¢ mpetition on the | laid down by their distinguished chieftain, who, it seems, is a re 
n the United States, and officered — candidate for the Presidency, and are giving us to-day 
1S, al ssolutely impos ssible. i1ti-Philippine speeches. 
ican ships and shipping by subsidy Ly, GAINES of Tennesseo. We have been doing that ever 


iL 


he list with other maritime nations in | si 1c » you have been holding the Philippin 
in the carrying of freight and passen- Mr. BATES. Well, but we have not had oneof those sp OC 
shipper or traveler, but at the | for sometime. You haveoften rated us epee. the Ria ilto for 
yer. ing taken them, but now we are found fault with bec: » we 
been a time in the history of the country when | not immediately let them go and make a cowat aty sul rrend 


: 


as vital importance as to-day. The United | Appropriate to this subject I desire, with the patience of the c 
he most marvel reign commerce of any | mittee, to read a few sentences from an editorial in the Chica 
We are sending into other lands nearly ribune of yesterday: 


rican products and commodities every TARIFF REYORM AND IMPERIALISM C 
‘ac American ships carry less Cleveland has grouped together two or threes o dis ' 
rts. The tribute naid to ‘cord is well known, and has insisted they should be the para 
a a ae $s inthe next campaign. In this way, according to curren 
id from the ‘ nited | Cong Mr. ¢ leveland has intentionally designated himself 
country is fore- | mocratic candidate against President Roosev = 
i 1 development, d — S the Clevela id article by both frien: nd unfriendly ec: 
nations in its | 2 me 1s ti » stre engthe the opinion Sat it Gee aieon for the express 
coer itating the pe rsonality of the former President into t 
ing. elegates are still to be elected in every dist: 
ct of our p ple rot ling coul re tim nely than the injection of such d i 
urate with our ier the distri * State conventions have committed themselves 


1} * + Tie evival of the tariff-reform issue, takes strong grou! 
ry s would bo true were we to eliminate | gainst imper lism, wants the Philippines given back to the natives, d 
t line vastly increased by in- | *the Panama Canal, but denounc #3 the supposed connection of Pr 
¢ nardianshi i: Ro sevelt with the new Republic, and, finally, pledges both himself and 1 
SUT mpt m L guaraianshnip OL so- I aaa “ae so ae ts at = 
; : . i Jemocratic pe ytod eal gen tly with trusts, while at the same time sa 
ics. We e are th ré atened by our own guardiz } nter 10 labor element. 
dang rer from the uncertain and er- This platform r nciples was received ti ‘re witha good deal of laug! 
' becoming involve d in trouble with ‘ause it appeared to, be so —aaerers. - aver a of those ideas, 
“a 20) ian l ase rts, iS y= sable to Democr: c success and was | 
rength is no greater to-day than at | preach Fant ractice “d by hit 1 riser Win toe oan inistratio n. Asan 
anish war, and with a very limited pos- f course the adoption of Apo site emocrati policy would nat 
i 119eT ; urn attention i ment. Grover Cleveland hin 
American vessels as uisers, scouts, , Ga r Cleveland h 
ships. and such other vessels artis POLICY AS TO HAWAIT WILL FIT PANAMA. 
A ’ : 7 oO 
3 in} j ime of war One o f th e first things done by Mr. Cleveland at the opening of his : 
contest with the Snanish | 7”! ration was to ups t the policy in regard to Hawaii ins ugurat: 
y 1D 10S CODTESt WITH tHe Spaniso | ¢ » Harri yn Administra ion. Mr. Cleveland took the ground then t! 
Philippines 1s so recent 1t needs tcpublicans had fomented the rebellion in Hawai tand had backed it 
i, and the suggestion of Thomas Jefferson, | t - use of the armed force: 3of the United States. In many ways con 
and made public in December. 1793 | were the same as those in Panama, and he denounces President Ro 
and made pubic im Mecember, Lido-— to-day _in almost the identical janguaye in which he attacked Har1 
ng as an industry was valuable, but asa resourc 3. ‘There is no change in the Cleveland p olicy in this regard, and } 
: oses to apply to Panama exactly the remedy he attempted to use in Ha’ 
eterred by the fact that public opinion was against him then, as it 
r of President Roosevelt to-day. 
‘iff reform was the distinguishing feature of the second Cloevels 
ation. Professor W ilson, of West Virginia, who con ucted t 
ch bore his name, used to draw his in: piration direct 
ad atthe White House. He wasa constant caller th 
ure as it went through the House reflected in the minute 
1 dat . se s nomic ideas of Grover Cleveland. It wasaradical step towa 
a ad je. 1 aie at thea maann a? [ono wee . Cleve land speaks of tariff reform in a maya 
SE Gee econ tee aie cathe cee a he means a reduction of rates of duty similar to that 
ree eae -a wa loan | passed by the ens which afterward was alter iso as to ma 
amen and artists whon now ei VS, we lose | + > ee ri a See ore es 
er aan eed thee a » to raise up | 2 of protec tive tariff ti a. tho pernicious activity of Gor) 
f Cn $f mTiIne Geile we . ati ) vw iil yo. quis f 4 Pais Tw] ‘Pher: i n t ) er eas . , 
when disgrace and losses shall bring home to our feelings the disgrace | @¢Pherson, Camd om, and other term Democratic leaders. 
havir andoned ther » ff © Chairm:s 
wing abando! m. Mr. THAYER. Mr. fadiaon —— 
If this was an advocacy of a sound policy for the Government The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylva! 
when this country was carrying 82 per cent of its imports and 77 | yield? 


per cent of its exports, it should appeal to us in thunder tonesin| Mr, BATES. I yield to the gentleman from Massac! tts. 
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Mr. THAYER. 
you do not subse tb » to? 

Mr. BATES. D¢ othe genth man fr om Massachusetts ask what 
there is in that which I have read that I don a subscribe to? 

Mr. THAYER. aaa ‘dials if gently with the trusts. Of 





course you do not subscribe to that. You and your p: rty have ‘ 
record of being rankin your treatment of the trusts and over anx- 
jous to enact drastic measures to curb them; but, outside of that 
one proposition, what is there In that Which you do not subscribe 





—7t 
gentleman in turn whet i party and the President of his party 
ever did in the way of dealing with the trusts? 

THAYER. They never had an opportunity. You gob 
bled the whole thing, and have stood guard against every bill 
we hay — oduced, and have seen to it that nothing harmful to 
the trusts s hould be enacted or even see the ht of day. 


t 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 1 will tell - you what they did. 
They helped to make the Sherman Act, of which you say 2 
Sherman was the author, but was not any such thing. Hist 


W rt how that when it is correctly written : 

Mr. THAYER. But I want an answer to my que: n by tl 

tleman from Pennsylvania, if he will kindly give it. W1 
ni the article you have read that you object 

fr. BATES. Did the gentleman hear correctly what I read 

Mr. THAYER. I ponril every word you read, and I subscri 
to every letter of it. 

Mr. BATES. Then,I will say to the gentleman from M - 
ra thatI believe e e ¢ ! 
‘ 4 qa) O} bill ‘ v 
y 1 strikes at the protective ieature: of the tariff law 

THAYER. There is not a word in what you have read 
t nb aerate ao any } rie i ires. 

BAT ES. Its ites distinctly that the tariff bill passed in 
th 5 Ho » farmulated by Professor Wilson was a radical step 
ti wall free trade, an we are certainly on rec rd in every vot 
al — every act against any such m« asure as th 

THAYER. Do-y a ‘think the Wilson bill was a radical 


step » towns free tra ie? 

Ir. BATES. Why, as it passed the ae it was: before the 
veral hundred Senate amendments were added it certainly was 
It came back from the Senate so changed ‘that its own a 
could scarcely recognize it. It was the House measure which re- 

ted the sentiments of Grover Cleveland. It removed all tariff 
n wool, coal, iron, and lumber; and strip} rotecti 
m the products of the farm. 
Mr. THAYER. Th en you i subscribe to that as true, don’t y 
tha t that | is a true statement? 

BATES. I subs site to the correctness of the state 
which I have just read. I believe that ex-President Cleveland is 
thoroughly opposed to the very principle of prot ction. Why,in 
the very last election, in a campaign speech in New Jersey, hi 
£ d that *‘A tariff constructed for the purpose of protection 





its chief object is at all times and in every feature of it an 
justice and an unfair — nupon the mas of our peo} 
Tariff r form witl nt m,as with the late Chairman Wilson. mx 

a revenue tari icrea , because of freer imports, and what t 
world bnryere an free trade. His very party platform denounced 
pl ‘tion as a *‘ cheat and a fraud,’ and it is a matter of as 


nt that any sane man, remembering the ruin and desolation 
that came to this land when his party was intrusted with power, 
can stand up and even by indirection ask this country to again 
ubseribe to those pernicious sg S. 

THAYER. Now, I ask the gent tleman again, what is ther 
in this statement you have re you u.,object to except ** dealing 
gently with the trusts?’’ 

Mr. BATES. I object to a tariff bill which is as radical as the 
one last formulated by the gentleman's party when et were | 
in power and which they are beginning to seem anxious to repeat 
ir. THAYER. He says nothing about free trade, or that his 
statement is based on free trade, or that free trade would follow. 
He simply favors a change in the tariff schedules. Don’t you: 
LL aughter and applause on the Democratic side. | 
lr. BATES. No, sir; I do not, if it will bring injury and ruin 
to the industries of this e ountry or throw 0,000,000 workingmen 
and toilers of this land out of employment. 
Mr. THAYER. Iam glad to put one Republican on record. 
Mr. BATES. I am delighted that the gentleman is a 
bes my answer. Tariff inequalities must be adjusted when oc- 
asion really requires, and will be; but a wholesale slaug ht r of 
the very principle of protection will only invite disaster, as has 
always occurred when tariff schedules have been lowered. 
Mr. THAYER. Iam glad to hear one honest Republic an brave 


eh to go on record that he proposes to ‘‘ stand pat’’ on every- 
ling, 


m7 


Vhat is there in that which you have read that | 


Mr. BATES. Speaking of the trusts, I would like to ask the | 


Mr. BATES. I did not say that, nor did I 
elaborate tariff discussion. ‘*Su ien { 
thereof.’’ The gentleman from Ma l 
scholar, known and re | La f } 
he would 1 a i a 
tY T ky i Aa i 
just as th ’ i 
meastl \ t 

si ( WW l 
it po 

4 7 , 

Nir, 1 éi i 
to be t d, 

Mr J a 4 ~ .. y 
] h ] vi a 
tha ] } * 

Nr } (?) y 1 ( ie } 

Mr BA \ 
how ~ r 

< 1 ? 
VY " é g 
; : 

DD 
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j Y li 
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Lt 
tT y 
’ 
f¢ i 
the 

Mr. I I VW 
toad S Y a 
hen y 

Appl ( R 

Mr. THAYER. I] 

5 On ENOR 4 

\ i+ ‘ A S 

Mr. BATES. Wer 

Mr. THA R | G ( 
most of s t 

M GR¢ { ‘ Ly Z \ 
an Ss you Ww: l 

Mr. THAYE! v ld t 
wi . + } ts 
micht ask t \ ‘ 
lower? Lat 

The CHAIRMAN i 
floor. 

Mr. BATES Tas ! 

h £4 } 
+5 i D ) + 


scaaaraie ide that | 
knew the difference we r 

Mr. BATES. Will the ! 
I have answered his 

Mr. THAYER. Now. let answer the gentler ’ 
I was not sent here by re: ] s ] 
subject, tariff or he 





: 
; la ty 
tucy CU at t ( 
qu ons. I didn re ¥ 
me, but I judge from what I have see1 
you over there you can not say tl 
The ps ople of my district kn 


question, and let me say to you 1 m 
even, are with me am d fully in accord with m 


subject. Iam in favor of rational protect 
tion, and there is a world-wide d neeb 
tions. [Laughter on the Repub! l 


i Mr, BATES. 


I am glad to hear it. 
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Mr. THAYER. I have not changed my mind, either, from 
‘ hing I have heard or seen here. And, as a rational protec- 
I want to tell you that you can not fool all the people all | 


iI want to tell the 
and tl 


Republican party that this is the 
and if they do 

-hedules, ear- 
, except the baron 


is their day of salvation, 
chang 


1O re these 
es and all pe 


sO 


ot 
Le 
t 





rill be put in power that will. [Applause 
{ l h >. | 

Mii sconsin. Will the gentleman allow me to 

é v} ntleman from Massachusetts a question? 
a ae ee Cr r a: : 

Mr. COOPI f Wi — Do I understand the gentleman 
from Massa _ ‘tts to say that he is in favor of any law enacted 
by Congress for protective en es? 

Mr. THAYER. Oh, no; far from it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Then you are notin favor of pro- 

n are you? 
THAYER. Iam in fayor of protection, but I am not in 
fav ( mer any law 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then is protection unconstitu- 


tional, as your 
‘HAYE! 
std eral 


y declared in its platform a few years ago? 


Td o not know what the pi lared in its 
ion to that matter a few years ; whi ut your 


part 


> 
v- 
T 
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| publican, 


party declared in its platform a few years ago r¢ la i to bimet- 
allism and the silver question. Iam spe: ukin x for my) self. I be- 
lieve in rational protection, ar id [I am very clear that there should 
be radical changes in the present schedules. 
* COOPER of Wisconsi You are a R publican 
THAYER. You were never more mistaken in your life 

Yu i i ive yourselves with the 
b 3 the two great parties is 
1 d. I am not a Repub- | 
lican ver will be. [Applause 
oO ¢ 

Mr. C » not belong over there 

Mr. FOSS. 4 yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mx 
Ba ] te nm mir utes more. 

Mr. ¢ OOPER of Wisconsin (to Mr. THAYER). You are lost, 
‘ 





Ar. BATES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman— 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (to Mr. THAYER). You are in aw- 
1 


fr. BATES. Idesire to ask ‘tl 
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Mr. BATES. That is denied. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
plates had been ordered? 

Mr. BATES. Ihave heard it discussed pro and con upon thiz 
floor ad nauseam. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you deny the fact? 
Mr. BATES. I say it is denied, and that neither you nor I are 
in a position to state authoritatively yes or no on that propositio ) 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will state to you th i the or 
was issued to have the bond plates made, and Cleveland had 
issue the bonds that your Republic an Administration forced hi 
to issue by turning over to him a bankrupt Treasury. 
Mr. BATES. Oh, the gentleman is asking and ans 
question; I hope he is satisfied. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Pennsylvan 
rield? 

Mr. BATES. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. But he did that which was ney 
done by Secretary Foster or President Harrison, and that is, t 
Cleveland Administration sold United States bonds by priva 
secret sale at 104 and a fraction when they were worth 111 in t! 
open market, as was demonstrated by the second sale when for 
to do so by Congress. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And there is not an honest Der 
ocrat in the United States who does not condemn that, and I a 
one of them who condemn it. 
Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, we were precipitated into 
war with Spain by the logic of events and the almost unanin« 
voice of the whole people. The Democratic party were the loud 
in their calls for war. The bill voting the President $50,000 
for national equipment passed in this House unanimously. 1 
North and the South, the blue and the gray, Democrat and R 
shared in the glories of that war. All w 
thrille d by Dewey’s victory, and at the fighting qualities of Schi 
and Sampson, and Roosevelt of New York, and Wheeler of 
bama. Colonel Bryan left his regiment and came to Washingt 
to urge Democratic Senators to favor the ratification of the ti 
of Paris, and now, because this Administration is standing 
sistently and holding the advantages gained by that treaty, m 
on this floor to-day find fault and urge that the Philippines 
given up. 

If our friends 


Is it not a fact that the bond 
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are men, manly men and true Americans, as t] 














he gent in from ] ‘-hu- | shared in the glories of that war let them also share the res} 
setts, who has interrogated me, if he has ever in recent years | sibilities which have arisen from the issues of that war and 
stood on a Democratic national platform. | treaty of peace which concluded it. The Philippines are ours 
Mr. T H AYER. Iusu ully sti ind on my own, and the people up | conquest and treaty, and we have the same right to restore o1 
my way know it = a broad and honest one. | there and keep order there as Andrew Jackson had to sul 
Mr. Bz ‘ TES. ae ‘cent so. | outbreaks in Florida after we a ‘quired it in 1821. It took t 
Mr. THAYE! t do not second anyb motion very much. | fighting qualities of Andrew Jackson for twenty one years to su 
A man who can second a motion will us 1ot make one. | due them, and yet I presume if our friends on the other side } 
I BATES. Now, I desire to read one ract from the | lived then they would have counseled turning over the Territ 
article in yesterday’s Chicago Tribune: of Florida to O sceola, the Aguinaldo of the Seminoles. 
a ai tl Ola : i ; Mr. C hairm: an, I again ree the ge sntlemen on the 
atin * > against socialiam. but againet unioniam & br | side in a] ppar tly getting together, and in followi ng so qui 
d Chileans 9. whil proved by the g ; t ci | the suggestion mai le} vy their reat and good friend, Grover Cl 
W t 1 by the positive dislike on his } rt prests © | land, who put himself upon record in his last Admi nistration 
or od 5 : \ — 3 in aoe kk wore dist sotly with th Wi I favoring giving up Hawaii to Queen Lil, and now favors givi 
hie au i ly vy no Repub! ca i ir appeals to the peo- | ba ‘k t] he a id of Luzon to Aguinaldo. [Applause on the Re; 
ple, were \ land loubtedly dictated b rte gr sts, | lican si 
ae ace Tia ee | Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Chairman, cu 
” Noo cused Mr. Clevi lof per ] I mnection, | rising at this time to address the com ‘apt t] ut it : 
but well known that was Op] 1 tO & vdicail t sgislation, | to me proper that you should hea fies te Cherokce 5 
on ' } Po Ss _ th : ; ; lp rf oy oe | {La ter.] Amidst all the nois seand 0 itbreaks that hay 
oie 1 up int 3 of W ites ; "| place on this side of the House, I wish to assure you that 
E us are still on the re servation. —— ter.] I donot ho 
T therefo Mr. Chairman, congratulate the gentlemen on the | this time to say anything that « greatly enlighten thi 
other side who have so quickly responded to the sentiments given | mitt I do not have any such amabieh 1. Lsimply pi 
but by ex-President Clev land in his magazine article this week | occupy a very few minutes for the purpose of ex § 
as take p and commented upon and construed by the leading | ideas of a novice in Congress. I shall « »xpress myself som 
nrna “vy upon the way and _ the ~ inner in whi h the business has 
Mr. GAINES of Chairman, will tl entleman | conducted in this House during the three and one-half mon 
yield for an intern which the F ifty-ahaiets Conaveas hat been in session. 
" The ¢ H ATRMA rentleman from Pennsylvania {came here, as I suppose every other new Member cam: 
vieldi sessed of the exalted impression that these Halls have b 
~ Mr. BATI Y | ored in our country’s history with the presence of many 
fr. GAINES of nessee. You spoke of Mr. Cleveland issn- | world’s greatest statesmen, discussing and enac ting OTe! 
ine certain bonds du ¢ his Administration. I will ask yon if | ures—came here filled with the idea that I have adu ty to th 
| id not issue bonds at the beginning of his last Administration | ple to perform; that that duty required me, on occasions at } 
for which President Harrison and Mr. Secretary Foster had or- | to rise above partisanship and meet the conditions whit 
dered le bond plates to issue when they turned over a bank- | presented to this body. I have learned since I have becn 
rupt Treasury to Mr. Cleveland? that it seems to be, and, perhaps, rightly, the duty of the 
Mr BAT ‘ES. I hav 1 tl discussed on the floor of this | to legislate. It seems to be the duty of the minority to 
H ) often- Now, I say that it is probably well that this is so, becawse \ 
aaa, G AINES *Tennessee. Did he not do it? out just criticism a majority would go wrong. 












en 1 review the fact that during the session of this Con- 
the pe creat measures that have been before the House 





ractically receive d the unanimous consent of the Members | 


‘a hy a _ and yet the great bulk of that three and one-half 
tim i been devoted to making speeches for home con- 
to be printed at the public expense and circulated 


. pe Ba ‘ but not made upon the questions pending nor | 


view to changing the opinions of Members, Tam convinced 
inority f 3 its chief duty in making a party issue for 
m purp ses. Generally the discussions have had no rele- 
ateyer to the matters before this House. For instance 
great Cuban treaty quest ion was before us, i pirate yond 

m the first day of its introduction that both sides of thi 
ty. And sel 
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were ultimately to vote in gs of the trea Mr 
- days every question before the American people during the zentle1 
, campaigns in the immedi ato past were discussed with ir. COC] 
less vigor and with more or less inaccuracy as to facts. | contradict 
' nts were proposed and discussed, which, if adopted by | Mr 
’ would have required a resubmission of the treaty to | are in aut! 
and thereby have possibly defeated it To the new Mem- | have lived 
ussion by the minority during the pendency of that | ditions of t 
1 like a frantic effort to « sreate campaign material. deny that t 
ia I take it, gentlemen, that the country has a ri man speal 
Mr. cor 


that the party in power will Fulfil the pledges made in 
ile it is true that you can judge of a party 








t as towhat it will do in the future, much confidence is 
»on What the party promises to do if itis placed in power. 
) say to you, b cause I think it is absolutely true, 
y have been differences of opinion here about this 
e questions which have been before us, every single 
it has been presented by the majority in this House 
sion has been in accordance with the promises s 
platform and by which the party is to be judged, 
itis right or wror ae for then ter battle of 
mino rity has voted, thereby sl the majority 





ar right oe tae ce n. 
lican party pledged certain things for Cuba, and it 
that pledge. Boe pé irties in the platforms of 1900 
: that the country was in favor of an isthmian canal. 
ratic perty in its : platform charged tl] 
1 y h going too s lowly, : and I call your att sntion to the plat- 
‘the correctness of that statement. Since thei 
1as been brought up in this House, not by any direct 
, but incidentally, the President and the Administration 
1 charged with going too rapidly. 
rged that the Pre sident has acted too hastily, and yet 
I y re the e assertion that our friends in the minority would 
n exceedingly glad of the opportunity t Sa made that 
nal possible by s uch an opportunity as has been presented to 
‘epublican Administration at this time, and if President 
t had been a Democratic President he would have been 
ex Democrats as a master of diplomacy and wisdom. 
| eard othe r measures discussed. For instance, to-day 
nd tl ay, I heard the gentlemen on this side cond mni 
stion that was in the bill before the House for the 
of the insular possessions. They charged t that 
money ought not to be expended in fortific hae s in the 
3, and yet the gentleman from Georgia, in reading tl 
ven ic platform, used these words found in that platform: 


immediate declaration of giving the Filipinos, first, a stab! 
nt; second, independence, and, third, pre ection from ou 


he fa ts if they be 
t astable form of government co be established by 
sat this time? Iask them if th: ialews that wit 
tions or wit! ll cach geo for carrying out the third 
that statement we would be in a position to meet the 
hich the Democratic party made to the people or 


task the gentlemen who are familiar with t 
ild 
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\ Chairman, will the gentlem: 
\ N. Tien the ¢ ntl man from Michigan yield 
tleman from Missouri? 
IWNSEND. Yes. 
CHRAN. I will - the gentleman if heis not aware 
» outbres uk hostilities and after our war with 
Ofte rs of our service over there, one a naval officer and 
an army officer, traversed the entire island of Luzon, and 
ame back and reported that a stable form of municipal 
sted in all parts of the island: that the people were 
industrious; that lif yand property were sate and good 
railed ¢ verywhere, and, further, if he does not know that 
of the public documents at this time? 
IWNSEND. I think probably there is such a document 
) know, and I think the gentleman must know if he has 













any friends over there, 
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I have learned, at least from my standpoint, that the position 


of our Democratic friends as to what Democracy stands for now 





is not what we have known it to be in the past. 
iere the hammer fell. | | 
Mr. FOSS. I will yield the gentleman more time if he desires. 


How much more does he wish? 
Mr. TOWNSEND. If the gentleman will let me have ten | 


from Michigan is recog- 


I do not stand here as a 
od as such, for I have | 
my association with | 
1 have learned there 
the general rule; but 
ideas that | 





lave come 


racy stood for. I find here 


leman from Massa 


n Pennsylvania said 
wn. it seems to me} 
inal platforms, and that | 
leof this country have | 


to control the affairs | 
isuished Member of this 
article which, coming 
icate that it has some 
f =~haracter. Now,I may not understand his 
language; but I read on page 183 of Everybody’s Magazine for 





February, 1904, in the first column, these words: 
Americ ‘mer would find a guaranty of the retention of the pres- 
e1 iT S, price cf his product 
the foreigr arket r lower thar w, owing to the removal of intern 
tional t f rouid fit immsell eT 1 redy to seil a very much 
lara of g than formerly at th ume profit heretofore ob- | 
ta ( 
| 
[ have discussed that language with others and have come to 
this conclusion: The writer admits that the price of the products 
which the farmer would sell must be reduced, but he must sell | 
’ 


larger quantities in order to maintain his profit. 

rel en,if I remember rightly, in the campaign of 1896 | 
especially, the cry was that the products of the farm were too 
low, and our Democratic friends charged it up to the financial 
policy of thecountry. Here is a proposition which is announced, 
it seems to me, by the leader of the other side that commits his 
party to the policy which would reduce the price of the products | 
which the farmer produces or raises, and many farmers believe 
that they are working their farms about to the limit now. 

If that is Democracy, if that is the policy that his party believes | 
in, it is right that the country should know it and should under- 
stand exactly what it means. 

Mr. Chairman, I started to say that I believe the Republican 
party has fulfilled its pledges, so far, at least, that it is conduct- 
ing itself in a way thoroughly indicative of the fact that it in- 
tends to carry out those pledges. It has kept faith with Cuba. 
It has put itself in a position to dig the isthmian canal. Thereis 
not any question about that; nobody will dispute it; and every- 
body will admit that it is right when the years have gone by and | 
the opportunity to make a political issue out of the question has | 

assed and gone forever. This is a measure which all the people | 
a wanted, and it is a measure that the President of the United | 
States has made possibl 

Mr. THAYER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hepspurn). Does the gentleman from 
Michigan yield? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Well, just for a question. 

Mr. THAYER. Onlya question. I understood the gentleman 
to say in effect that the Democratic party was attempting to | 
make an issue on the building of the Panama Canal. Upon what 
fact does the gentleman base that statement? It is not true that 
the Democratic party represented in Congress is wholly commit- 
ted to the building of that canal. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. That may be; but I notice that the leader 
on your side was very much afraid that from the speeches that | 
had been made in this House the position of his Democracy would | 
be misunderstood, and he took every occasion to say, *‘ We are in | 
favor of the canal.’’ So I say, judging from the speeches that | 
have been made on this floor, your speeches worried your leader. | 





Mr. THAYER. Well, he is all right. | 


Mr. TOWNSEND. Yes; he is all right. 


Mr. THAYER. The gentleman claims that our ‘‘ leader” was | 
attempting to enforce upon the attention of this House that we free transit across the Isthmus would have been imped 
were not opposed to the building cf the canal? | 


Mr. TOWNSEND. Yes, sir. 


was born. 
| building of the can 

Mr. TOWNSE 
heartily in favor of the canal—if you are sincere! 


Memb 


will 


the 
side. | 
Mr. THAYER. 
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building of that canal? 
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for it without discussion. 

Democratic Senators have been spe1 
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| the indepen: 
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he gentleman do 
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Mr. THAYER. 


But it seems 


Then, it seen 
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that the Repu 


ieves in the cor 
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vhen he thought that it ha 
public of Panama so soon as it did? 
r of the House occupying that p 
Mr. TOWNSEND. 
ask him this q 
condemned the Repub] 


struction of t} 


a fact ti 
' 





[ presume so; it 


transaction 


I do not understand tha 
been disputed that the President acknowledged that R 
within four days after the beginning of the insurr 
not been disputed that we had a treaty with Colombi 
we pledged ourselves that in case there was trouble bet 
if we did anything at all, we were to keep the sovereign 
lombia in her hands—— 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Wait a minute; do not make 
propositions in one statement. 

Mr. THAYER. 
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Mr. THAYER. Then why do you try to make an issrx 
Our only criticism has been t 
the Executive for acknowledging the Panama Republic | 
We have not been, so far as I know, opposed 


o me, if you wi 


to me, and ther 


matter, 
gut you have spent your tin 
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you woul 
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I can; and in answer to the o 
stion: Is it not t your 
ican party f 


r ) ( 

st » TOO, 
ctthat voua 
too fast? | 
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I will ask the gentleman from 1} 
. of the statem 


‘acts that occu 
[Applause on the 


It has not been disputed that we s 
ships and our marines there to prevent Colombia from la 
| troops to put down the insurrection. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I deny that we had any traaty wit 
bia that ever asked or required of this Government to k 


insurrection among any of the states of Colombia. 


Mr. THAYER. 
sustain her sovereignty? 
Mr. TOWNSEND. 
as against rebellion at home. 
Mr. THAYER. 


the Isthmus? 


Mr. TOWNSEND. 


there now. 


Mr. THAYER. 


Did we not pledge ourselves to help ‘ 


As against foreign invasion, yes 
[ Applause on the Repub! 
Did we not pledge ourselves to resist a 
that stood in the way of maintaining unimpeded the tra 


And that is the reason the Uni 
Government was there, te prevent the impeding of tr 

the isthmus, and that is why the United States Gov 
{| Applause on the Republican side. } 
Why did we not permit Colombia 1 


own troops to put down the insurrection? 


Mr. TOWNSEND. 


plause on the Republican side. ] 


Mr. THAYER. 





Because by allowing her to land t 


That is, her own people could not co! 


wmXeCUtIVe TO ack? 
r circumstar 
T; ising the A lyyni7 


rong in recognizi 


Not for going too fast in buildin: 
em to differentiate betw 
x of the Republic and the building of the c 
What has been the object of 
peeches if it was not to impress upon the country th 
I publican party had not acted fairly and honesth 
{| Applause on the Republican 
It is simply to call the attention of t] 
| can people to the strenuousness of the President in a 
ing a republic before it was born, relying, as I th 
upon the fact that the American people were in favor « 
this canal, and that any means he might take which \ 
to that end would be excused, whether in accordanc 
or against law. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. 
setts if it is not a fact that every on 
| made and every one of the statements that anybody e! 
on this floor in regard to the lack of good faith on the | 
President has been disputed by the 
at Panama? 


to be so. 
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-y an insurrection without impeding the transit. That T am no worshiper « 
: equire a change in s 
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1, that matter has been discussed, and ; frequently, and it would be alm 
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eave it to the judgment of an intelli- | of Congress to make 


.to say whether or not the President acted within con- | or immediately pri 





limits. and whether he took constitutional means, and | disturb business, : i gy und 
‘acted in accordance with the wish of the American | anxious as I am t ind 
wil 1e@ demands of humanity. [Applause on the | ognizing the fact t d well, I, 
n side. | | in favor of letting intil after i 
\IRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan | business has assum S 


| 33, I will yield to the gentleman from Michigan all |} which the opposition have indulged. They } 
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WNSEND. Owing to the many interruptions my re- | failed to explain why when t 
onsumed more time and taken a different trend from | of the Government they fai 
.d, but by the courtesy of the gentleman from | k 
e House I will briefly conclude, and before I leave | 
he Panama question, which the gentleman from | 
ts has injected into the discussion, I wish to say to | ‘ ident. 
» his party that neither he nor they can divert | I have heard over and over again the President condemned 
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sttention from the fact that the premature criticisms on | not prosecuting more corporations and com r 
of the Administration in this matter were not becauso | Sherman antitrust law, and that even in face tl 





d a republic *‘ before it was born, 





Northern Securities case was prosecuted with all vi 


‘ reason for all these many weeks of abusive 
yling oratory in both branches of the Congr ] natt ’ I PI 
is to try to impeach the action of the President | neglect to enforce the antitrust law, while Wall street a I 
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i is not a fact. It had been born in full season, and | pending in the Supreme Court, which will determine whether t 
; ly christened. It was older, in fact, than was the great | lawis constitutional or not. If it is held constit 
public when the United States recognized it. Democrat doubts that it will be enforced against al! combir 
1s not the ] Fal violating its provisions. Then there is : ri thing 
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ave miserably failed, and President Roosevelt will | and they believe that President Roosevelt will 
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th ereafter | Monday about 1 o'clock or . et standing that tt : Sa 
at md , 1 eee O CiOCK OT 8 ’ ’ 5S the sen o - wW 1) 
tlemen ; { m3 request is, as there seems to be only ce time | to-day. ading of the bill will not be ial = 
ee Oo aesire . Sp ak in ger ~~ wo gen- r ae Ss 
a es } 1eral debate. the : The SPEAKE 
ircinia [Mr.R ; ate, the gentleman f ie SPEAKER. The ’ 
a { Mr. Rrx ; Se an f é . 1e gentlem: 
} gnc ja id the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sno ae n | Mr. FOSS. Mr. eile man from Nebraska objects 
pti tag Nong nh ve the committee rise, anc “a s L aa DONO K], ause egy < BT, move that the Ho "ee: ee . 
our anda half general debate Mona id that we will have an | . withdraw that motion and m a adjour A 
ened ait Zeneyré e yon Monday. as é i | solve its af 3 ‘ . ( ove th: } A 
gituation, and then pr res lay, as I understa itself into Comn 2 : rT iat the H 
F .\d then proceed with the bill. stand the | the Uni mittee of the Whol e 
eer I vith the bill. My rea the | the U1 for the f Whole Hous 
you move that the commi : ll. My request was that | tion for the further consi : iouse On the s 
: iat the committee rise now : , as that| yy y ‘further consideration of the bil its 
My oe y se now. | Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHI of the bill 
Dir. SS. T would ask the gent : tA W. KI y . = 2 
approva That bie e as ‘ the — if this would meet hi House adjourn TC OL. Mr. Speaker, L move t¢} 
} ral: ts : sree O one 10u fen eral Es b nis : T : . ; 
day but that we start in now wi r of general debate on Mon- | Mr. ROBINSON of Indian P 
WI i w with the reading of tl : Q- | want to appeal t a. ending that, M 
Ss. LIAM W. KITCHIN That 5. ) the bill. appeal to the gentleman from Net we Spe er, | 
‘ kK or Mr. Ruxry ¢ N. That would either cut | an object ion t ) arr: ebraska not to i 
r. Rix mt. Put it at; t cut 1 : © the arrat ten 
will protect ame take a - it at an hour and a half. B wed | the committee. angement that was made upou sen _ 
" ul these gentlemen and certai * - . 7 
5 d Soli _ 
al i 1 ce rtainly meet with mv Mr. PAYNE. Idonot see an 
FOSS. I understood all . that, as the ge ntl el fe Vv use of w: isting any tim: 
“ oe nderstood all they wanted was one h botl SPEAKER nan has ot ject ted. t 
f m. 5 our, Doth he iR. Ift 
~ c<7 F ° he ¢ ‘he 1ir MAYV ° 
r. WILLIAM W ~ Mr it the Chair may suggest—— 
quit WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. The gentlem meas WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I ha 
a SNO %K] wants an hour anil I coe e- from Ohio adjourn. . Have mace the m 4 
from Virginia | ss ? . ua derstand the gentlem: The SPE 
be an hour and — “gees _ ants thirty minutes on ould si = ; —— May the Chair 1 rake as esti 
as irand a halt, é { 7 - - we c VO sidaeratio ’ OAT : Y " , uge m f 
amt anennctiaanl alf, and if the gentleman would mak vould | ition of the gentleman from Wort} Car . 
sp ae ting those gentlemen, so that we nake his re- | man from Tilin ois. The gentl 1 ; ‘arolina a and the gen 
Ca eee then he can go ahead res ading th I “If have an hour | hasa number of request f emen see the situation. The Chair 
3 a 4 a ‘ ‘ ‘ : | » . A ik ‘ 
. Mr. FOSS. Well. I will make that ré “ = this afternoon. Louse to submit ecuualad aa gentlemen on both sides , 
ask unani : be 7 xe E quest. See “11 } gUCsts for nanimo 
of +t} “ —_ const it that we proceed now with ae — a | ae eee 
: am , that on J onday an hou 4 7 e reading Mr. WILLI 7 . 
eee se ed ne l an x yur and 2 ssdeiiitaall _ : > ° 4 TAM W 1 ~ 
g¢ : ae pate, and < close gener: 1 del ain. a half be set aside for the motion to adjour aoe ra Mr. Speaker. Tam v one ' 
he AT] rg ; Ye 1 e@ pel ‘ rir ee be : 
te H ee The time for general det | requests pending during the submissi 
he House. This comm ebate was fixed by a can 
a nmittes e has ¥ : da by | The SPEAKE _ 
ceeesteeeniig ee thidaiedaen daniel 3 no power to alter the order t oy | _ PEAKER. The gentleman forth sent wi 
Chair il ‘iy tt use, a if there is no further debat “ motion? g i r the present wit a r 
i r wil irec rat ti Nill be er aevate Low the 77 f 
I ead by paragraphs Mr. WILLIAM W. KI” 
TA r | ra ) b i 
Ci anne \M W. KIT HIN. iaeeiaaiaie ent a) Mr. FOSS. T! ; = —— HIN. Yes, sir. 
i man. The time for g liamentary inquiry, Mr fi = r. Speaker, I wi 
my a , general deb: r. | intot aker, I withdraw the m 
he / a ‘ ate w » the Con Tint aw the m 
ate TAT eS AN. Ten hours ute was ten hours? imitiee of the Whole. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KIT N. ie | RE F 
sumed there w Wy an SITCHIN. If this entire afternoon is co LIEF OF SETTLERS, SHERMAN COUNTY, 
4 tit at leas st one hour of rener: ] a2 S con- | The SPE 77 - ’ 
so that under this agreeme eral debate on Mond: Ly, | +77 3 IAKER. Intheabsence } 
ee iwreement we can not lose more than half wiillrecos nize the gentler - “~ ce of any otner m: otior 2 
1. CH ane aia Nia lail an asks unal enon “en rom Oregon [Mr. WIL 
i RM a a i LOUSs consen ( lisk rot A N 
mittee That would depend entirely w _ 4% i Lands fro he fnr to discharge the Committe } 
vitte rose. i 1LiTeLy when the con m the further consideratior f . Ive . 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN : yecom- | and that the same may be considered in the following Senat . 
a5 thin at [AM TCHIN. You would gai h | The Clerk read : nay considered in the House at t! bi, 
i a a moon. vinan hour and a ad as follows: ee / 
Mir. FOSS. Now 2 | An act (S. 277) fo _— 
the cent : W, I will s: vy to my colleagne or the : } t (S. 277) for the relief of settlers on lands in § 
iC itleman from North Cs lina. that Pai n the commitee, | eereninaee in Sherman 
aiternoor ae ee ; arolina, that as soon as we rise thi } 3e it enacte . er 
b in n I will ask unanimous consent that i a ee oie viend oe ee That the Secretary of the Int 
e O1VeY £ > war all 1 a4 Lb é mr 97 . autnorized ait rect + : my a ‘ ior anc 4 
me" iL] Be MW. debate on Monday A an hour and a half | re I ive of pang ma as investigate and aaceetal hoy cen 
Mr. 1 AN rr Monday xt AVOLy> he lands settle Gad rain we nabiey 
the cor : ILL! =~ . KITCHIN. Isuggest that y ) Specrive persons eee or heretefore dotnet oo 
1e committee rise bowns taieiaiaaiinars i a that you move that ynd session Fifty slacks Stems are 061 ol tin fullin Semate Decume 
aa eit 34 2. Ww. SO toatthere aw } sion Kifty-s /ONZTESS, HNC I 1 ; . 
take about 1t, as som body that neither yor tthere may be no mis- | st aa eee th Congress, and in wh in Senate Document No. 24 
make objection. J] y that neither you nor [ can control may es ae Oe description of ti a 1ich documents are alse spe ) 
cave . n. 4 want to take no chances so Tolmay | } pectively, and such other oe ands © laimed by each of si Rees } 
w willing to make the agreemet! nec yom . If the Honse is | B2as Sitter heir restoration persons who settled upon end hmpr 
er FOS ; : ent it will grant . terior, but who ¥ ion to entry by ord 
Mr. FOSS. Well, Mr. Chair rant that request . but who were unable t ~ ler of the Secretar: : 
rise Mr. Chairman, I m that the . +8 a ot appear in the iwe'a —_ their claims of recerd, at d whe ! r 
$e. at he committee | said i la in Gein th thee > executive documents bereit to tg rkece } ; 
>The itiaaii tae ; | eT IA TE eunty of St ierman, in th ibefere Bameu 
TH ’ Sreea = | eieaticea te shail be, and i hereby, u nade 4 »int 1@ State of Oreg I 
ne comn ee accori rea bh ™% 7 . Se “ee to investigate and ascertaiz rt - the dut y of the Secretar A 
sumed the chai: Mr y rose; and the Speaker having | ¢ itered on aid lan sand qubiiel he names, respective! y, of all set m 
th <7] es . Hi ae RN, Cl rman of 4 ao naving re- | = CiRSSOS as hereinafter specified a Same, and the value of tne 
he Whole House on the state s, me mittee of | follows: First, in all ca nes all of said lands and impre' 
aah a 1 AO the Tate: semen | tonite 4% shat | cases where said settlers h limprove 
bom e had cece die n, reported that that | hall’be the duty of the Secretary of th been dispossease < 
Sad come to n0 ft pelpt sideration the bill H. R. 12220 : eee Saree = such lar - ‘ ( 7 the Interior tv ascorta [ 
Mr. | : ra I S¢ ition thereon. . o Lhe, and | suck 1 settlers, res ectively, fh » respec . vely, as of the date ef the oust ( 
Mr, FOS Mir. Sneaker | Wagon Re lied rem said lent } : 
— peaker, I ask unanh : 1 Road Company or the ds by either The Da uv Y 
hours be set apart on J enue € inanimons consent that tw | interest to The De los Milit Eastern Oregon Land Company, sic 
half to be cor rchagionnss gy aay for gener: il debate. one li ed 7 VU | igment ead decree fon ie Road Company. im pursust I 
aoe a , 1] by the min othe ang ve our anda ha title to said lands; and upreme Court of t 10 United States " f 
eit—l 1 k th aver 7 , and one-hb hour b “ Interior to ees 1d it is hereby made the d ; as 
2 ha vers if dt thinka wl my- | rior to ascertain the dates 1e duty of tae Secretary 
The SPEAK! The gent 4 LHS LO CLOBS Gone ral de} ’~ | them, first made settlement es, respectively, when such settlers 
maant ¢ 10 BOUL an ir » Tlinoi : }; woen they or ei c upon said lands, m “3 ; vr t 
consent that the order of 2 i Hilinois asks unanimons | and ither of them were, r and also to ascerta 
eral de} ce - oa the House ali lv made ji NOUS 1: 1 in all cases where any of such respectively, dispossessed ef the 
al ue i e rescind i : Peat iumMiti Cran | aoe ae ne » “J r “ ; 
ve rescinded, and that di , } 1 Sar ng gren- a the iz claimed by them, respect eo sare still in the possessi 
on M ane u eat be closed in tw the improvemer ta ther t ively, the reasonable o +s : 
: os hour and a half fi ° = o hou | terior a ; 1ereon shall be dete able value of the >s ‘ 
for the majority | }minority and ah } a rior as of the date of the p rmined py the Secretsry 
Mr. F eee een rolled by ra - _ sees hs ialf hour | And it i s hereby jo passage of this act. =. 
(Mr. Foss} and the ger the gentleman from Illinois | tain whether any” 1ade the duty of the Secret 
Te UIT nd the gentieman from Louisiana [M Ae 110018 | gince the dat any of such settlers, and if so retary of the Inter 
Mr. nLiCHCOl 1K De es TH Y usiana | .ur, MEYER]  o aie the date of the decision of tl id if so, their names respe l 
the re of the bill thi that mean that we will proceed wit | hereinbefore referred to, purchas he Supreme Court of the Umite: > 
The S A Iz the bill th s afternoon? roceed with | Company ov ihe Manern Canon pte tana Dalles Military W »s I 
He Or BAM ty, It depends upon whe os led upen, the dates of s m Land Company their right t - ' 
to it or not. I is upon whether the House will agree lands so purchased, and aes purchases, respectively, a descrip 
aa agree | respectively, by each cena ares of money or other comp a 
245 z vis ae 0 PCHDUUC KY. It dot s not har a } SEC 2. ‘That it shall Oanid Wag seve road comp 1108 
with that loes not have anythirz ‘ asce : all be further the : anies or either ¢ 
th that. nything to do | *certaint he names of all pe o duty of the Secretary of the | 
| prov isions of section 8 of —P rsons who mada entries of aaa 1s ae 
8 of the act of S« ptember 29, 1890 (2 5 as e 4 5 


the amendme 
nents thereto, and a description of the lands so ent 
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fie i ain the valueof the improvements made thereon by such | the court-house of that dis ti day lary. A 1 J . 
t s hetween the date of the restoration of said lands to | and October in each year, an iL ,as rhe is ist tl Vv 
e “ouster, or, in the event there » has been no ouste r, then | and impartially examinea ns as ill ay t 
» of this act. purpose tour ir q t »pract med sand I I 
f the Secretary of the neon? fur ther to | either, and al per all sat f ex 1 
a an d on. what terms the Eastern Oregon Land Com- | ‘ity of t I f good mor haracter { 
é The Dalles Milits Wagon Road C ompany, | capacity to practice licine and surg 
ttlers the lands claimed by them, respectively, to- 1 board a « 1 
3 ri th reon. t the cas y at I 
é yma the duty of the Secr y of the Interior to tration under the ns ¢ 32 { 
eport to Ci ess, on or before the first day of the ore ring no ! 
" »of the jurisdiction and duties imposed on him by ym m f 
s 
t | Sc. 9 oT hat th + + r + ¢ . 
\KER. Is there objection? fessional or disho! 
[TH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to | $®%5 Provided ; , ; 
ild like to have a brief explanation of this bill and r 
und it involves. i L 
[AMSON. The bill authorizes the Secretary of the . ee P 
1 investigate certain land claims which have been pend- | I 
. his country for a numberof years and to report to the | i 
aa -egs concerning the status of those claims. ‘This bill | 
has ntrodueed first in the Senate and then referred to the 
Com rof the General Land Office and the Secretary of the | - 
Int nd both have reported favorably on the passage of | ; 
j 7 & : e « e } 
; ind it has been reported favorably by both commit- | 2 t ) 
Congress. I believe you also asked about the quantity | 
( \ 3 ll} 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WLLLI \MSON. Tt is astrip of land,if my memory serves : 
y t ut 4 miles wide—that is, every alternat > section— 

14, or possibly 15 miles long. 
Hof Kentucky. This bill simply authorizes a report 7 
t ’ Congress? ‘ 4] . 
Mr. WH 1 - \MSON. Yes. : : 
1 MI f Kentucky. Then I have no objection. pr 
PEA z ER. The Chair hears no objection. 
as ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; was ; 7 ; 
accor y read the third time, and passed. re ‘ publis} n all 
e SPEAKER. Without objection, a similar House bill will a 8 d , 
be laid on the table. aad . > 
J NG THE PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY IN THE ; Pas * 
INDIAN TERRITORY. ry 
ipe ; : 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- and | f 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the ; ao 
Clerk’s desk. a 

PEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous | rson wh Bars sb ee tert r 
; . . , . . . e e . or AT reat Cisease ' 3 tui , 
consent for the consideration of the following bill, which the | ;, med physici: seme sa eel , 
Clerk will report. 1 who shall r engage in the pt f 
lhe Clerk read as follows: | =e Yr, 1n ti rl violat ) 
a | re v1 ; 
; A bill (H. R. 11965) regulating tho practice of medicine and surgery in the a 
Indian Territory. . : Ms my 
$100; 
wcted, etc.. That hereafter no person shall practice medicine and } A fsa 
s ry ther, as a profession in theindian Territory without first bei 7 ; , i 
register 13 @ physician and surgeon, or ei in the office of the clerk of | : ; 
States urt in the di istrict in wl he or she offers to practice. : a : 
*. Thateach district clerk in the i Territory shall keep in his | ul dut I 
a Well-bound book, in w uch ho shail »hames of al Ranch por- | or surrceons ayia , 
SOLS as be wwealty qualified as hereinafter 1 ided, and who shall ap- th a phy veuias Soe -e ; 
r reg'stration as physician and surgeon, or either, with the date of such |, aed fr t t} re. and } ‘ ‘ sha I > 
: - +] s ‘ | affected by this act - 
st hereafter any person who may wisn to practice the science of 
n 7 or both. in the Indian Territory shall be all a . 
I such who shall file with the ec erk of the United States court of = he SP EA KE R. Is there obje tion 
a n the Indian Territory a certifftate of jualification signed bya | Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker. reserving the right to ob- 







y of board of medical examiners of the district in the Indian 
which he 


: ject ron) ‘ he gentleman a tac 7 - tru17¢ rT . 
or she offers to register: Provided, That any porson liv ject, I would like to ask the gentleman a qu rtwo. us 
which no board is organized may apply to the board of some | Seems to me to bea vi ry important piece « ‘Sis.ation 


district in the Indian Territory. : Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Thereisnolawe ni? ss the 1 























































) VW f - 
t. shat immediately after the passage of t act the United States : 11 Ty 
. at lé y alte passage ol a tne nitec tates ice of ¢ icine it t rritory at ] } } . rb) t Ain) ) 
listrict in the Indian Territory llappoint for his district a ti ow a dicin oars hat Ferritory at all. There are about 400, 
; n a sl examine rs, consisting of thie e persons, whoshall becitizens | PeoOpie there two-thirds of them white. 
tand learned in the science of medicine and surg f good Mr. CRI MPA‘ a This bill cuts off the practi of n 
om ter, graduates of some reputable | college rec zed by . } ‘} } : } : / 
7 : 1 abi i og DY na v ( hr st ’ 1 Pe ntist ‘ ++ > , 
— American medical college associations, and who shall thereafter | ‘ VF Nei an ian : = ul 7 ¢ 
four vee tered under this act, who shall hold their office for a period of Mr. ST! ENS Sof Texa Unless they undergo na- 
o ‘3, 0r until their successors are duly appoi ited and qualified; and | tion. 
+ Vacancy occur in any of said boards at any time, the same shall be Mr. CRUMPACKE! Well] ; } } 
See cieerertin ake q ald DOards at | z Soall , LUMPACKER. Well, Li rom the « racter ) 
- apy mont made by the United States judge of the district in which R. N, 13 
f COnCY urs examination presi ed that an ( stiay ot : 
. +Aat the members of — board shall, before entering upon the | ordinary mental scientist practitioner could 1 y pass 
cuties, take the official oath re ‘quired to betaken by officers the exan ination . 
ita 16 first meeting of the membersof such boards. after they Mr. ST i] HI »OL LexXxas. I a » HK kx WwW a it nat 
, appointed, “hes paratory to the transaction of b SS as- Mr. CRUMPACKER. D it affect the relations of th: 2 
ior 3 they shail organize by electing oneof their mem- | 3,, ¢hair trike] eha tar 
+ . te 1 1 All Lil©@ I’ Uli tt ¢ blab *k 
- rt : cre ary, and ad ptascal. Mr. STEPHENS of Tea r4 } 
phy ns who shall be enga: red in pract 4 A Si tal mNS OF LexXas J es not. b ’ g . 
pas hall each, within six months thereafter, | vision I bill which p ] 
; . i their oie 121s, together with affidavit in each case tha The ] } otar c) 
i ul possessor of the same and hoe is the person named : . és ' - 
t no diplom: sone within the same time submit sworn | Mlass y 1oOub exam L 
l ‘th the ext of their medical education and their M r. if an Indian | 
#5 practitl rs, and sl vail be subjected to a careful examination | ;.4... ..., an 1 
ste! any ure lil h TOS tt he- 
PEC. 8, J t the 





» regular meetings of erch board shall be held quarterly at | alties in the 1 
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Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
amined under the bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, 
the bill? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
take an examination. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The bill is reported by the committee 
unanimously, I believe? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Unanimously, and it has also had 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs. There is no amendment to the bill, be- 
cause the new bill embodies all the amendments suggested by 
either the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It seems to have been pretty carefully 
examined, but it occurred to me it was a very important piece of 
legislation to be taken up by unanimous consent under these cir- 
cumstances, but I will not object to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


Yes, sir; he would have to be ex- 
He would have to be examined under 


Yes, sir; he would be required to 


DAM ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, BENTON COUNTY, MINN. 


Mr. BUCKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 2818) permitting the build- 
ing of a dam across the Mississippi River at or near the village of 
Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to the 
Sauk Rapids Water Power Company, a corporation organized under the laws 
of the State of Minnesota, its successors and assigns, to build a dam across 
the Mississippi River at or near the Sauk Rapids, so called, in said river, and 
at or near the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn., for the develop- 
ment of water power, and such works and structures in connection there- 
with as{may be necessary or convenient in the development of said power 
and in the utilization of the power thereby developed: Provided, That the 
plans for the construction of said dam and appurtenant works shall be sub- 
mitted to and approved by the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War 
before the commencement of the construction of the same: And provided 
Jurther, That the said Sauk Rapids Water Power Company, its successors or 
assigns, shall not deviate from such plans after such approval, either before 
or after the completion of said structures, unless the modification of said 
plans shall have previously been submitted to and received the approval of 
the Chief of Engineers and of the Secretary of War: And provided further 
That there shall be placed and maintained in connection with said dama 
sluiceway so arranged as to permit logs, timber, and lumber to pass around, 
through, or over said dam without unreasonable delay or hindrance and 
without toll or charges: And provided further. That the dam shall be so con- 
structed that the Government of the United States may at any time con- 
struct in connection therewith a suitable lock for navigation purposes, and 
may at any time, without compensation, control the said dam so far as shall 
be necessary for purposes of navigation, but shall not destroy the water 
pone developed by said dam and structures to any greater extent than may 

96 necessary to provide proper facilities for navigation, and that the Secre- 
tary of War may at any time require and enforce, at the expense of the 
owners, such modifications and changes in the construction of such dam as 
he may deem advisable in the interests of navigation: And provided further, 
That suitable fishways, to be approved by the United States Fish Commis- 
sion, shall be constructed and maintained at said dam by the Sauk Rapids 
Water Power Company, its successors or assigns. 

Src. 2. That in case any litigation arises from the building of said dam, or 
from the obstruction of said river by said dam or appurtenant works, cases 
may be tried in the proper courts, as now provided for that purpose in the 
Siate of Minnesota, and in the courts of the United States: Provided, That 
nothing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or modify any of the 
provisions of law now existing in reference to the protection of the naviga- 
tion of rivers, or to exempt said structures from the operation of same. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall be null and void unless the dam herein author- 
ized be commenced within three years and be completed within six years 
from the time of the passage of this act. 

one 4. That the right to amend or repeal this act is hereby expressly re- 
served. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
think there ought to bea slight amendment in the bill, and I call 
the attention of the gentleman from Minnesota to it. 
insert in line 8, page 2, after the word ‘‘ dam,’’ the words ‘‘ and 
fishway.”’ 


Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman if | 


that is not already provided for in the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. No; it says ‘‘sluiceway.”’ 

Mr. LIND. This isa Senate bill, and an amendment at this 
time would be embarrassing. I think earlier in the bill there is a 
provision for a fishway. 

Mr. BUCKMAN. ‘The head of water is not so high there but 
what a sluiceway would answer the purpose. 

Mr. LACEY. These matters have come up several times, and 
care has always been taken to insert a fishway in all these bills. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa seems to havea 
different print from that at the desk. There isno ‘‘dam’”’ at the 
place that he indicates. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that the Clerk read 
the provision to which I have called attention. 


I move to | 


FEBRUARY 20, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the provision ment), ned 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, That suitable fishways, to be approved by the Inia, 
States Fish Commission, shall be constructed and maintained at said day 


Mr. LACEY. I withdraw my amendment. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the : 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BUCKMAN, a motion to reconsider the last. 
was laid on the table. 


TO REGULATE THE PRACTICE OF PHARMACY IN THE INDIAN 
RITORY. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous ey. 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 23) in relation 
to pharmacy in the Indian Territory. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimons 


consent for the present consideration of the bill the title of which 


| the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 23) in relation to pharmacy in the Indian Territory. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a paus: 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any person other 
than a registered pharmacist or assistant pharmacist, as hereinafter deiined, 
to retail, compound, or dispense drugs, medicines, and pharmacal prepara- 
tions in the Indian Territory as at present compounded and refined, w 
such person shall be a registered pharmacist as this act provides, or sha 
place in charge of said pharmacy, store, or shop a registered pharma 
cept as hereinafter provided. 

Sxc. 2. That “registered pharmacists’ shall comprise all persons 
larly engaged as such in the Indian Territory at the time of the p 
this act, and all persons over 21 years of age, having two years’ pract 
perience in compounding and dispensing physicians’ prescriptions, wh 

ass a satisfactory examination before the Territorial board of phan 
1erein provided for. Graduates in pharmacy who have obtained I 
from such colleges and schools of pharmacy as shall be approved » 
poe pharmacy may, on payment of a fee of $5, be made registered } 
macists. 

Sec. 3. That “assistant pharmacists,” in the meaning of this act 
comprise all persons who have been authorized to assist in the c 
and compeans of physicians’ eo under the super 
properly qualified pharmacist, or all persons over 18 years of age, ha 
years’ practical experience in the compounding and dispensing of phy 
prescriptions, who shall pass such examination as the Territorial » f 
pharmacy shall require. Assistant pharmacists shall not be pern 1 to 
conduct or manage a pharmacy on their own account, or to assume tie 
agement of such Cusiness for others, or to fill any prescriptions except u 
the immediate supervision of a regularly licensed and registered pharma 

Src. 4. That immediately upon the passage of this act and annual'y t 
after the Indian Territory Pharmaceutical Association shall su 
chief justice of the court of appeals for the Indian Territory the nan 
ten or more pharmacists having at least ten years’ actual exper 
pensing pharmacists, and who are all residents of the Indian Terr 
from this number the said chief justice shall appoint five; and t! 1 

yharmacists so selected shall constitute the Territorial board of pharma 
or the Indian Territory, and shall hold their office for one, two, t! 
and five years, respectively, or until their successors have been d 
fied, and each year thereafter one member of the board shall be a} 
by said chief justice to hold for the term of five years, or until his 
shall have been duly qualified. In case of resignation or removal f 
Territory of any member of said board, or a vacancy occurring ! 
cause, the said chief justice shall appoint a registered pharmacist t 
a member of the board for the remainder of the unexpired term. 

Sec. 5. That the said board shall, within thirty days from itsapp 
meet at such place in said Indian Territory as said chief justice s! 
nate, and organize by the electiogof a president, secretary, and t 
who shall serve for the term of one year, and who shall perform t 
prescribed by the board. Meetings for the examination of appli 
régistration, granting of certificates, and the transaction of otler! 
business shall be held at least once in four months and at such t 
places as may be fixed upon by the board: Provided, Thatten days’ | 
tice of the time and place of each meeting at which there is an ex r 
candidates for registration shall be given. It shall be the duty of t 
to see that all applications for examination and registration are 
in proper form; to grant certificates to such persons as may be ent 
saine under this act» to cause the prosecution of all persons violist 
the provisions of this act; to report annually to the Indian Terr 
maceutical Association upon the condition of pharmacy in the India 
tory, which report shall also furnish the record of the proceeding 
board, as wellas the names of all persons registered under this act 
book for registration, in which shall be registered the names and | 


| business of all persons registered under this act, on what grounds 


what particular section of this act each was registered, and any ot! 
pertaining to the granting of certificates. 
Tue said board shall have power to make by-laws for the full an 
execution of its duties under this act; to prescribe the forms and mt 
applications, examination, and registration; to revoke the certificat 
istration of any person against whom charges of incompetency ma 


| and sustained, or for other reasons satisfactory to said board: t 


receive from applicants the fees herein provided, which shall be ! 
board and applied to the payment of salaries and other necessary ' 
incident to the full discharge of its duties. 

Src. 6. That the salaries of said board shall be $5 to each mr 
each day of actual service and all legitimate expenses incurrec 
charge of official duties. The secretary of said board shall rect 
ditional salary, to be fixed by the board, and not to exceed $5”) per 
He shall pay to the treasurer at each meeting, or whenever the b 
direct, such funds of the board as may be in his possession and t 


ay 


; ike the 





eo 


re. 
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acurer's receipt therefor: Provided, That no part of the salaries or ex- 
sea of the board shall be paid by the United States Government. In its 
al reports to the Indian Territory Pharmaceutical Association the board 
nde? an account of all moneys received and disbursed pursuant to this 
+ and the secretary and treasurer shall give such bond as the board shall 
from time to time direct, 

‘Soo. 7. That every person seeking registration under this act, whose reg- 

‘tion is not otherwise provided for, shall make application in form and 
prescribed by the opard, and deposit with the secretary of the board 
fia off, then, on presenting himself at the time and place directed by the 
ard. and sustaining a satisfactory examination, he shall be granted an ap- 
soomiate certificate setting forth his particular qualifications: Provided, 
Fy.a+ in ease of failure of applicant to passa satisfactory examination he shall 
be entitled to a second examination, without charge, at the next succeeding 
I +of the board: Provided further, That persons provided for in section 
°+his act shall receive a permit on application and satisfactory proof of 

1 racter and sobriety. y , 

That every registered pharmacist and every assistant pharmacist 
neaning of this act who desires to continue in the pursuit and practice 
of phi acy in this Territory shall annually, after the expiration of the first 
year of registration, and on or before the 2d day of July of each year, pay to 
tho secretary of the board of pharmacy a renewal fee, to be fixed by the 
1 
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d, but which shall not exceed $2, in return for which a renewal of regis- 
hall be issued: Provided, That persons receiving permits under sec- 


nt > of this act shall pay a fee of $1 per annum tothe board. If any per- 





son sh il or neglect to procure his annual registration, or permit, as 
herein specified, notice of such failure having been mailed to his post-office 
af the board may, after the expiration of thirty days following the 


8 id notice, deprive him of his registration and all other privileges 
conferred by this act; andin order to regain registration itshall be necessary 
h person to make application and pass examination as provided in sec- 

s act. 
re. 9. That every person registered under this act shall receive from the 
Territorial board an appropriate certificate, not exceeding in size 120 square 
j s, which shall be conspicuously displayed at all times in his place of 
husiness. If the holder beentitled to manage or conduct a pharmacy in this 
Territory for himselfor another, the fact shall be set forth in the certificate. 
10. That any person who is not a registered pharmacist in the mean- 
this act who shall keep a pharmacy, store, or shop for the compound- 
rand dispensing of physicians’ prescriptions, and who shall not have in his 
loy in said pharmacy, store, or shop a registered pharmacistin the mean- 
x of this act, shall for each and every offense be liable to a fine of not less 
than $25 nor more than $200, 


Yon Y 














t take, use, or exhibit the title of a registered pharmacist or assistant 

armacist in the Indian Territory shall be liable toa fine of $100 for each 

and every offense. A like penalty shail attach to any assistant pharmacist 

who shall, without authority, take, use, or exhibit the title of a registered 
cist in the Indian Territory. 
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” $3 That any proprietor of a pharmacy or other person who shall per- 
m mpoundingand dispensing of physicians’ prescriptions or the vend- | 
in 3, medicines, or pharmaceutical preparations in his store or place 
of ss, except by a registered pharmacist or assistant pharmacist in the 
meaning of this act, or under the immediate supervision of such registered 
pharmacist or such assistant pharmacist, or who, while continuing the pur- 
su armacy in the Indian Territory, shall neglect to procure his annual 
registration, or any person who shall willfully make any false representa- 
tions to procure for himself or another registration under this act, or who 
_ ill violate any other provision of this act, shall for each and every offense 


le to a fine of — Provided, That nothing in this act shall interfere 


wi he business of those merchants who keep on sale such poisons, acids, | 
al ‘micals as are regularly used in agriculture, mining, and the arts, | 
when it_ and sold for such purposes only in sealed and plainly labeled 





packages: Provided also, That nothing in this act shall in any manner inter- 
fere with the business of any physiciin in regular practice, nor prevent him 
supplying to his patients such articles as may to him seem proper, nor 
with the marketing and vending of proprietary and patent medicines in 
towns ¢ 0) inhabitants or less, nor with the exclusive wholesale business of 
, except as hereinafter provided: Provided also, That nothing in 
ill in any manner interfere with the business of merchants in towns 
ss than 1,000 inhabitants in which there is no licensed pharmacy, or 
untry merchants, to sell or vend such medicines, compounds, and 
ais as are required by the general public and in form and manner 
prescribed by the board of pharmacy. 
Sec. 13. That no one who habitually uses intoxicating liquor as a beverage 
e appointed onthe board of pharmacy nor be licensed as a pharmacist 
ant pharmacist. The examining board shall in all cases require each 
ant to file his written declaration, duly sworn to, to the effect that he 
ot habitually use vinous, malt, or alcoholic liquors, morphine, cocaine, 
Anyone swearing 


from 










ther like preparations as a beverage or otherwise. 


falsely in the affidavit so filed shall be guilty of perjury, the same to apply to 
persons getting permits, as provided for in section 12. 

SEC. 14. That it shall be unlawful for any person, from and after the pas- 
fase of this act, to retail any of the following poisons, except as follows: 


Arsenican lits preparations, corrosive sublimate, white precipitate, biniodide 

f mere iry, cyanide of potassium. h drocyanic acid, strychnine, and all other 
us vegetable alkaloids and their salts; essential oil of bitter almonds, 
d its preparations, except paregoric and other preparations of opium 
ig less than 2 grains to the ounce; aconite, belladonna, colchicum, 
» ux vomica, henbane, savine, ergot. cotton root, cantharides, creo- 
ligitalis, and their pharmaceutical preparations, croton oil, chloroform, 











18 ¢ 


ontained with the name of the article, the word “poison,” and the name 
and the place of business of the seller. 


av OT § 
nx 





y h 


a 
a ~ purchaser, causing an entry to be made in a book kept for that purpose, 
a ‘required, and the name of the dispenser,such a book to bealways open for 
tT] ao — by the proper authorities and to be preserved for at least five years. 
ao ovisions of this section shall not apply to the dispensing of poisons in 
mes nusual quantities, or doses, upon the prescription of practitioners of 
fhe ont ! Any violation of the provisions of this section shall make the of- 
em vict LL > toa fine of not less than $25 and not more than $100, and upon 
eieiciaees 2 for the second offense, in addition to the fine heshall have hisname 
8 ken f rom the register. 
pli a ~ That = itinerant vender of any drug, nostrum, ointment, or ap- 
shall. b of any kind intended for the treatment of diseases or injury, who 
or toad writing, or printing, or any. other method, publicly profess to cure 
ninuletien = diseases, or injury, or deformity, by any drug, hostrum, or ma- 
‘pulation, or other expedient. shall pay a license of $100 for the term of one 


5 





ne. Ll. That any person who shall unlawfully and without authority of | 


ral hydrate, sulphate of zinc, mineral acids, carbolic acid, and oxalic acid, | 
it distinctly labeling the box, vessel, or paper in which the said poison | 


all it be lawful for any registered pharmacist or other person to sell | 
® polsons above enumerated without, before delivering the same to | 


‘lng the date of sale, the name and address of the purchaser, the name of | 
‘6 poison sold, the purpose for which it is represented bY the purchaser to | 
’ 
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year or less, to be paid to the treasurer of the board of pharmacy,and by him 
paid to the Territorial treasurer; whereupon thesecretary of the board shall 
issue a licenseforone year. Any person violating this sectionshall be deemed 
uilty of a misdemeanor, and shall upon conviction be fined in any sum not 
ess than one hundred nor more than two hundred dollars. 
Sec. 16. That all persons registered under the provisions of this act and 
actively engaged in the practice of pharmacy shall be exempt fron 








1 serving 

as jurors. 
Sze. 17. That should the secrotary or treasurer of said board willfully mis- 
appropriate or convert to their own use any money coming their | 3 
by virtue of their official capacity such officer shall upon « tion i- 





—— guilty of embezzlement and punished by impris mment not exceed- 
ng two years and by fine not less than double the amount so misappropri- 
ated or embezzled. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 14, page 1,after the word “ having,” strike out the word “two” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “three.” 
In line %, page 8, after the word “inhabitants,” insert the word ‘‘o 
In line 5, page 9, after the word “boverage,” insert the following: * 3 
addicted to the habitual use of any drug.” 
The SPEAKER. 
ments. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and t 
reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, read 
oS 
the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, a motii 
| the last vote was laid on the table. 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 





m to reconsider 


COLLECTION OF VITAL STATISTICS. 
s]z > 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10652) to amend 
section 8 of anact entitled “‘An act to provide for a permanent 
Census Office;’’ and in that connection I also ask unanimous con- 
sent that the substitute reported by the committee be read instead 
| of the bill, which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following bill, 
; and that the substitute reported by the committee be read in lieu 
of the bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., That section 8 of an act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to 
| provide for a permanent Census Office,” approved March 6, 1902, be, and the 
same is hereby, amended to read as foliows: it there shall be a collection 
of the statistics of the births and deaths in registration areas for the year 12 
and annuelly thereafter, the data for which shall be obtained only from and 
restricted to such registration records of such States and municipalities asin 
the discretion of the Director possess records affording satisfactory data in 
necessary detail, the compensation for the transcription of which 
exceed 4 cents for each birth or death reported: Provided, That in « 
registering less than 500 deaths or 500 births during the precedirz 
Director may pay an annual compensation of not more than §2 
statistics.” 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I could not catch 
from the bill just what the object of it is. Reserving the right 
to object, I would like to hear the gentleman from Indiana ex- 
plain. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. IthinkI can make the purpose of the 
bill plain. The object of the bill is simplyto increase the com- 
pensation of registrars in registration districts for furnishing cer- 
tificates of deaths and births. Section 8 of the act h 
Census Officea permanent institution requires statistics of births 
and deaths to be collected every year in registration areas. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What does the gent 
mean by registration areas? 
| Mr. CRUMPACKER. I mean States, counties, and cities 
where by local legislation registration records are to be kept of 
| deaths and births and where there are officers in charge of regis- 
| tration records. Originally it was the expectation and the pian 
| for the Director of the Census to secure transcripts of records from 
| the officers in charge of the records, and he was limited in the 
| way of compensation to the payment of 2 cents for each report. 
The reports of death, for instance, are made upon blanks requir- 
| ing a separate certificate for each death. 

The blanks require information respecting the State, county, 
township, or city in which the death occurred, giving the number 
i of the street and the ward in the city,the number of the registra- 
tion, the date of the death, the age in years, months, and days of 
the deceased; whether single or married, widowed or divorced; 
| birthplace and name of father, birthplace and maiden name of 
| mother; sex, color, cause of death, and other information, All 
























making tas 


7 
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eman 


that was required to be done for 2 cents. 
Mr. BURKETT. Was that all provided for in the law estab- 
lishing the Census Office? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. 


The information is required by the 
| Director of the Census. 
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Mr. BURKETT 
Mr. CRUMPAC&ER. 


vestigation, ca 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Is this money to be paid to the city or municipal 
officers or to the employees of the Census Department? 

The fee is to be paid to the local regis- 
tration officers, those in charge of the registration records for 
making transcripts for the Director of the Census,and the difficulty 
has been that in small districts where the number of births and 
deaths were below 500 these officers would not make the reports. 
The estimate of the expense under the proposed scheme made by 
the Director is that the information can be obtained for $17,500 a | 
year. The appropriation for these statistics for the current year 


Mr. LIND. 


Mr. CRUX 


is $14,000. 


Only $5,000 has been used, because officers will not respond to | 
The question is this, whether the 
Government is sufficiently interested in the collection of vital sta- 
tistics from registration districts to authorize the schedule or 
scheme of payment recommended. 
feated, and that branch of statistics will be discontinued. 

Does the registration cover an area 


the request of the Director. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
of an entire State? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Not necessarily. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
law covering that. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The registration area depends on the 
State law. Some States have registration of vital statistics in 
large cities and some in every county. 
law provides for registration, so that accurate information can | 
be obtained from the records in relation to births and deaths, the 
law creating the permanent Census Office makes it the duty of 
the Director of the Census to collect those statistics. 


situation. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. BURKETT. 
formation necessary in this matter. 


RATIFICATION OF ACTS OF ARIZONA LEGISLATURE, 


Mr. WILSON of Arizona. 


Whereas on the 19th day of March, 1903, the legislative assembly of the 
Territory cf Arizona enacted the following law: 

“To provide for the loan of $100,000 for the purpose of making improve- 
ments tothe Territorial asylum for the insane and for authorizing the issu- | 
ance of bonds for said amount, and for other pur 

‘Whereas the number of insane persons confined in the Territorial asy- 
lum for the insane is now almost 300; and 

‘Whereas the accommodations for such insane persons at the Territorial 
asylum for the insane are not adequate for the proper care and accommoda- 
tion of more than 150 insane patients; and 

** Whereas as a result of thisovercrowded condition in the Territorial Asy- 
lum for the Insane many patients are crowded into small rooms only suitable 
or two patients at the most; 
result, it is impossible under existing conditions to make adequate sanitary | 

srovisions for the healthand welfare of the inmates of said institution forthe 
insane, rendering it impossible for those in charge of ssid institution to prop- 
erly separate and classify these unfortunate beings possessed of different 
kinds and degrees of insanity and kindred affections, but such management 
is obliged to confine the patients so afflicted in the same wards and rooms 
miscellaneously; and 

** Whereas some of the rooms and wards of the Territorial Asylum for the 
Insane provided for such unfortunates are so located as not to be accessible 
to the sunlight at any season of the year, and the health of the patients kept 
in such cells is thereby greatly endangered and the possibility of restoration | 
to reason and an ultima 


for the accommods 


TION 1. That for the pur 
other improvements ont 
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But that detail was not in the original law. 
The detail is not in the law. 
requires the Director of the Census to collect vital statistics every 
year, and in order to make those statistics of any value at all of 
course much detail is necessary; the cause of the death, for in- | 
stance, the civil condition, the sex, age, and color, and if there is 
any one class of statistics that is of particular value to the people 
of this country, it is vital statistics. 

Now, it is readily seen that 2 cents is not a sufficient fee to in- | 
duce registration officers in districts where the number of deaths 
and births are below 500 to make reports. 
power to compel them to act. 


The Director has no 
He limits the inquiries to as small 
an amount of information as is necessary to get statistics that 
are of any use, and the Committee on the Census, after careful in- 
ne to the unanimous conclusion that the fee ought 
to be increased to a maximum not exceeding 4 cents. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman px 


mit a question? 
Does the gentleman yield? 


{PACKER. 


If it is not, the bill can be de- | 


I believe in my State we have a 


But wherever the local 


That is the 


Is there objection? 
I think that 2 cents will collect all the in- 
Therefore I object. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6494) to ap- 
prove and ratify act No. 73 of the legislative assembly of the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


1tion of one and, asa further 


6 cure prevented; and 

** Whereas on account of the foregoing conditions it is im 
warden of the Territorial Asylum for the Insane to render ac 
times necessary medical aid and attention to the inmates: Now, therefore, 

** Be it enacted by the legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona. 
y0se of erecting such buildings and making such 
1e grounds now owned by the Territory of Arizona 
and used as grounds for the Territorial Asylum for the Insane in Maricopa 


possible for the 
equate and oft- 





| County, Ariz., os willin their judgment best serve the purposes of relieving 
| the unsatisfaciory conditions prevailing at the said Territorial Asylum ¢,> 
' ¢ : 1 mr : — $e ‘ : UI 
| the Incane, the board of control of the Territory of Arizona is hereby author. 
| ized and ¢ mpowered to procure a loan on the faith and credit of the Territory 
: 





of Arizona as follows: J 
ey 2. That a loan of $100,000is hereby authorized to be negotiated on 
aith and credit of the Territory of Arizona, to be paid at theend of :f; 









years from the date said loan commencas, ¥ *h said loansha!l bear interect 
| ata rate not to exceed 5 per cent per annum, redeemable at the end of 
twenty-five years, principal and interest payable in gold coin of the U; i 
| States, said loan to be negotiated in sums as follows: 
“The board of control of the Territory of Arizona under this section is ay 
thorized and hereby empowered to negotiate a sale of bonds for the Tory. 
| torial Asylum for the Insane in any sum not to exceed $20,000 for the current 
year ending July 1, 1%4, and in amounts not to exceed $10,000in an. one year 
thereafter ending July 1, until the full loan of $100,000 authorized by th 
shall have been exhausted. . 
“Sec. 3. The Territorial treasurer is hereby authorized and directed, when 
required by the board of control, to issue bonds as hereinbefore provid 
denoninations of five hundred and one thousand dollars each, pa 
years after date, in any amount not to exceed $20,000, during the current y; 
ending July 1, 1903, nor to exceed the sum of $10,000 in any one year, e: 
July 1, thereafter: and said bonds shall not exceed in the aggregate 1} 
| of more than $100,000, said bonds to be in the following form to wit: 






uct 








“No. —. 


‘* Bonds of the Territorial Asylum for the Insane, Territory of Ariz 





“For value received, fifty years after date, the Territory of Arizona 

promises to pay to the order of the governor of the Territory of Arizona 

dollars, with interest at the rate of ——— per cent per annum from 

date until paid, payable semiannually on the Ist day of January and the Ist 

day of July of each year; principal and interest payable in gold coin of the 
United States, at the office of the Territorial treasurer. 








* PHOENIX, ARIZ., — 


‘* This bond is redeemable twenty-five years ufter the date of issue 
| * Dated at Phoenix, Ariz., this —— day of - , 196- 

| ae ee 
| 


*“* Territorial Aud 





“Sec. 4. Allsuch bonds shall be signed by the auditor of the Territory in 
his own proper name, affixing his official character, and shall be indorsed by 
the governorof the Territory with bis proper name, affixing his official! char- 


acter, and shall be delivered by the auditor of the Territory to the Territo- 
rial Sense, who shall be charged with the full amount of the bonds so 
delivered. 

“At the time of issuing said bonds under the provisions of this act, the 
Territorial treasurer shall sign them with his own proper name, affixing his 
official character and the seal of his office; said signing and sealing shal! bind 
the Territory. The Territorial treasurer shall in the same manner sign the 
interest coupons thereto attached as herein provided, and the said S 
for the interest accruing on the said bonds shal! be attached to said | 2 
such manner that they may be detached without mutilating the bond and 
shall be severally numbered from | to 100, inclusive, each interest coupon to 
bear the number of the bond to which it is attached. 

“The treasurer shall keep a register of all bonds issued by him, and l 
— the same to the board of control of the Territory of Arizona on de- 
| mand. 

**Sec. 5. Said board of control of the Territory of Arizona shall dispose of 
said bonds at as high rate as possible and convert the said bonds int) cash 
Provided, That in no case shali the said bonds of the Territorial Asylum for 
the Insane be sold or disposed of by them for less than par. 

“The Territorial treasurer shall pay the interest on said bonds en 
due, taking the coupons as his vouchers therefor, and shall retain in his 
hands sufficient money from the interest fund for the payment of the inter 
est on said bonds of the Territorial Asylum for the Insane, and shal! ir 


? 


tion retain in his hands, out of the general fund of the Territory, an amount 
sufficient for the legitimate and actual expenses of preparing and i ng of 
bonds as hereinbefore provided. 

“Src. 6. The boards of supervisors of all of the counties of the Terr. tory 


of Arizona, or such other officers as are required by law to levy assessn ’ 
are hereby directed and required to levy an annual tax, in addition to the 
amount levied for other purposes, sufficient to meet the interest on the! 5 
| as herein provided. The amountof each tax levy shall be determined byt 
board of equalization, which said board shall notify the proper county 
cer of each county of the amount of said tax levy, and the tax when crv lec’ 
shall be paid into a separate fund, to be known as the interest fund for t 
ayment of interest on the bonds of the Territorial Asylum for the Insane 
f any surplus remainsin the said interest fund after the payment of 
then due, the board of control may by resolution transfer the said surplus 
remnaining in the interest fund of the Territorial Asylum for the Insane 
the bond-redemption fund for the Territorial Asylum forthe Insane. _ 
“Sec. 7. Fifteen years after the date of this act, in the year 1918, and 
nually thereafter and until the bondsas herein provided shail have 1 
there shall be levied an additional tax uponall taxable property, rea! 
sonal,in the Territory of Arizona in the same manner as other tax 
levied to create a sufficient sinking fund to redeem the bonds as her 
vided when the same shall have become redeemable or dune and oayah! 
‘The manner and amount of each tax levy shali be determined as pr 
in sections 5 and6 of this act for the payment of interest on the bon 
that the money shall be kept in a separate fund by the Territorial! tre 
which said fund shall be known as the sinking fund for the redem} 
the bonds of the Territorial Asylum for the Insane. c 
“Suc. 8. Whenever, after the expiration of the twenty-five years fr 
date of the issuance of any bond under this act, there shall be in the 
fund for the redemption of bonds of the Territorial Asylum for the 
the sum of $2,500 or more, it shall be the duty of the Territorial trea to 
advertise for the space of thirty days, in like manner as hereinafter pr ’ 
| for the sale of said bonds, which advertisement shall state the amount 
sinking fund, and the number of bonds, numbering them in the 
their issuance, beginning with the lowest number then outstanding, 
said fund is set apart to pay and discharge, and if said bonds so numer 
such advertisement shall not be presented for payment and cancellat 
the = ion of said publication, then said fund shall remain in the tr 
| to discharge such bonds whenever presented, but each bond so adve 
| shall draw no interest after such publication. Before any such bo! 
| be paid they shall be presented to the Territorial auditor, who shall 
on each bond the amount due thereon, and shall write across the face 
bond the date of its surrender and the name of the person surrender! 
same, 
“Sxc. 9, Before the sale of any of the said bonds of the Territorial A m 
for the Insane, the board of control of the Territory of Arizona shal! 
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tna of such sale to be published for the space of thirty daysin four daily 
2 papers published in the English lan uage, as follows: 
ne in the city of New York, State of New York. 
“One in the city of Chicago, State of Nllinois. , 
“One in the city of San Francisco, State of California. 
“One in the city of Phoenix, Territory of Arizona. 
Such notices shall specify the amount of the bonds to be sold, the rate of 
vost they shall bear, or in lieu of a fixed rate of interest a request for bids 
» the lowest rate of interest on the par value of said bonds, or both said 
oposals, as the board of control may determine, the place, date, and hour 
16 sale. 
~ on el roposals shall be received by the said board of control for the 
~chase of said bonds, within one month from the expiration of said publi- 
n. and at the place and on the date and hour named in said notice. Said 
ard of control shall open all sealed proposals received by it, and shall 
rd the purebass of said bonds to the highest bidder or bidders therefor: 
\ided. That said board of control may reject any and all bids if they deem 
+> the advantage of the Territory of Arizona: And provided further, That 
may reject any and all bids unless security shall be furnished by the 
r or bidders for compliance with the terms thereof, or if in the Judg- 
t of the said board of control such rejection will benefit the Territory. 
ec. 10. That in addition to the powers expressly conferred or acts di- 
ted to be performed herein, the said board of controlof Arizona is by this 
authorized, empowered, and directed to do and perform whatever act or 
sare necessary to be performed in the premises, to fully carry out and 
jlete the terms, intent, and purposes of this act. 
rc. ll. This act is subject to approval and ratification by the Congress 


I 





the United States. 
spc. 12. This act shall take effect and be in force from and after its ap- 
proval by the Congress of the United States. 
, “KE. S. IvEs, 
“ President of the Council. 
“THEODORE T. POWERS, 
** Speaker of the House, 

“Approved, March 19, 1903. 

: “ALEXANDER O. BRODIE, Governor.” 

Therefore, 

Re it enacted, etc., That said act No. 730f the said legislative assembly of the 
Territory of Arizona, approved March 19, 1908, be, and the same is, in all of its 
parts and in all things, hereby approved, ratified, and confirmed. 

® That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. If the approval of this act of the Territorial leg- 
islature does not carry with it an approval of the prolixity with 
which the actis drawn, withits various whereases, etc., I will not 
( t. 

Phere being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

» preamble was then agreed to, and the bill was passed. 

(On motion of Mr. Lacey, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


RATIFICATION AND CONFIRMATION OF ACT NO. 47, TERRITORY OF 
ARIZONA. 

Mr. WILSON of Arizona. I ask unanimous consent for the im- 
mediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 6493) to ratify and confirm 
act No. 47 of the legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona. 

Che bill was seek: as follows: * 


Whereas the legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, for the pur- 
’ authorizing the sale of Territorial bonds to the amount of $11,000 to 
» for improvements at the Territorial agricultural experimental sta- 

{ the University of Arizona, passed the following law, to wit: 


t entitled ‘An act to provide forimprovements and publications of the 
iultural experimental station of the University of Arizona, and for 
ling farmers’ institutes throughout the Territory.’ 
tt enacted by the legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona: SEc- 
TION 1. Por the purpose of providing for improvements and publications 
I itated by the growth of the agricultural experimental station of the 
ity of Arizona, and to provide for the establishment of farmers’ 
tutes throughout the Territory, a loan of $11,000 is hereby authorized to 
tiated and made on the faith and credit of the Territory of Arizona, 









1+ 


é o bear interest at such a rate as shall be fixed by the board of regents of 
the | niversity of Arizona, not exceeding 5 per cent per annum. 
4 SEC 2. The treasurer of the Territory of Arizona is hereby authorized 


rected to issue and deliver to the said board of regents of the Univer- 
f Arizona, and said board of regents is hereby authorized to sell, not ex- 
\ing $11,000 of the bonds of this Territory, bearing interest at a rate not 
to exceed _ cent per annum, which interest shall ‘be payable annually in 
l i coin of the United States, on the first Monday in January in each year, 
io office of the Territorial treasurer. The principal of said bonds shall 
and is expressly made payable in gold coin of the United States, within 
twenty years after the date of their issue, and shall be of such denomina- 
s the said board of regents shall direct, and shall bear the date of their 
ie and shall be signed by the said treasurer of the Territory of Arizona 
countersigned by the president of said board of regents in his official ca- 
pacity, and shall have the seal of the said board of regents affixed thereto, 
i the faith of the Territory of Arizona is hereby pledged for the payment 

id bonds and the interest accruing thereon as herein provided. 
Src. 8. Coupons for the interest accruing on said bonds shall be attached 











thereto severally so that they may be removed without injury or mutilation 
t the bond. Said coupons shall 4 consecutively numbered, and shall bear 
t number of the bond to which they are attached, and shall be signed by 
the Territorial treasurer. 

“Suc. 4. The said bonds shall be prepared and signed by the Territorial 


‘surer, with said coupons attached thereto, and delivered to said board of 
ents of the University of Arizona, at any time hereafter and as soon as 
practicable after said treasurer shall have been requested by said board of 
regents so to do, taking receipt of said board therefor. 

Sxc. 5. The expense incurred by tho Territorial treasurer in having said 
bonds prepared shall bo paid out of the general fund of the Territory, from 
any money therein not otherwise appropriated, to be expended only upon 
warrants drawn by the Territorial auditor on certificate of the Territorial 


treasurer that the expense has been incurred and that the claim is just. 
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““Sxo. 6. It shall be the duty of the Territorial treasurer to keepand trans- 
mit to his successor a permanent record of all bonds issued under the pro- 
visions of this act, and it shall be the duty of said board of regents of the 
University of Arizona also to keepa permanent record in the office of said 
board of all bonds sold, the name of the purchaser, and pric d by said 
board under the provisions of this act, and transmit tothe g ; 
copy of said record as soon as said bonds have been sold 

“Sc. 7. The board ot regents of the Territory of Arizona is hereby au- 
thorized to demand of, and receive from, the treasurer the bonds authorized 
by this act to be issued and sold, or such parts of the same as in the judg- 
ment of said board shall be necessary to carry out the purpose: of this act 
and after the same shall have been countersigned by the president of sai 
board of regents, the said board of regents is hereby authorized to sell 
bonds for the purpose in this act stated. Any money received by said b 
from the sale of bonds and not expended under the provisions of thisa 
shall be paid into the Territorial tressuz id by the treasurer placed in the 
university funds by this act created. 

“Sec. &. The proceeds derived from the sale of said bonds shall be applied 
and apportioned as follows: 

* For issuing the publications of the agricultural experimental station of th 
University of Arizona, and for providing buildings and equipments for th 
said agricultural experimental station, particularly the date orchard and the 
station farm connected therewith, the sum of $8,300. 

‘*Second. To provide for farmers’ institutes and short courses of instruc- 
tion throughout the Territory, the sum of $2,700. 

‘Sec. 9. Before the sale of any of said bonds the board of regents shall 
cause notice of such salo to be published in four daily newspapers published 








th pe ee 


















in English, one in the city of New York, State of | * one at the city 
of San Francisco, State of California; one at the Territorial capital, and one 





: : : ’ > 4 
at the city of Tucson, in said Territory. Such notices shall 


lg I 
amount of bonds to be sold, the rate of interest they shall bear, the place, day, 
and hour of such sale, and sealed proposals shall be received by 1 board of 


specify the 








regents within one month from the expiration of such publ cations, i that 
none of said bonds shall be sold for less sum than their par value, and that 
at the place, on the day and hour named in said notice, the board of regents 


shall open all sealed proposals received by it and shall award the purchase of 
said bonds to the highest bidder or bidders therefor: Provided, That such 
bid shall not be for a less sum than the par value bonds: 
further, That said board of regents may reject any and all b 
it to the advantage of the Territory: And provided further, is f ne of 
said bids are accepted said board of regents shall again advertise said 3 
for sale, and proceed as hereinbefore provided under fresh notice of sa 
“Src. 10. Forthe payment of the interest on the bonds issued under th 
after such bonds shall have been issued, there shall be, and is hereby, levis 
annually, in addition toall taxes otherwise directed to be levieda ‘ollect 
a tax of seventeen-hundredths of a cent on each $100 of the assessed value 
all real and personal property in the Territory of Arizona, to be placed } 
the Territorial treasurer ina fund to be knownas the ‘universit . 
fund;’ and commencing ten years thereaftor, there shall be in a li 
















levied and collected such an additional amount as shall pay $1,000 of t! 
‘ipal of the said bonds and any amount of interest accruing thereon 
maining unpaid by said interest fund, to the end, i 1d purpose 










all of the principal and interest of all of said bonds s 
the peri id of twenty years from the date of their issu: 

“The Territorial auditor shall certify the rate of tax 
the several boards of supervisors throughout the Territor 
the required amount for the redemption of the bonds as above 
the boards of supervisors are hereby required and directed to ent 
on the assessment rolls of their respectiys counties in the manner ar 
the same effect as is provided or bee in relation to other Territ 
county taxes. Every tax levied under the provisions or authority 
is hereby made a lien against the property assessed, which lien s} 
on the first Monday in February in each year, and shall not be removed « 
satisfied until such tax shall have been paid. All moneysderived from taxes 
authorized by this section shall be paid into the Territorial treasury and shall 
be applied— 

‘First. To the payment of the interest on the bonds issued by the provi- 
sions of this act. 

‘Second. To the payment of the principal of such bonds: P. ided, That 
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all moneys remaining in the Territorial treasi ter the payment of the 
interest and principal in each year thereafter, a rein provided, after the 
issuance of any bonds under this act, shall be transferred by the Territorial 
treasurer to a fund which shall be known as the ‘university fund,’ and ’ 
Territorial treasurer is hereby authorized and directed to open a sepa ’ 
account with, and to keep moneys so transferred to, said fund and all o 
moneys which are paid into said fund separate, and apply the same only in 
payments of warrants drawn by the auditor in payment of the ex; E 
the maintenance of the agricultural experimental st mof t Ur 
of Arizona. 

“Sec. ll. Whenever, after the expiration of ten years from the issuan 
any bonds under this act, there remains after the payment of the inter s 
provided in this section, a surplus of $1,000 or more it shall be tt ’ 


Territorial treasurer to advertise for the space of one month in like manner 
as said board of regents of the university advertise for bids as 
section 9 herein, which advertisement shall state th t 
ing fund and the number of bonds, numbering then 
issuance, commencing et the lowest number then ou 
fund is set apart to pay and discharge; and if sucht 
advertisements shall not be presented for paym 
expiration of such publications, then such fund shail remain 
to discharge such bonds whenever presented, but they 
after the expiration of such publication. Before a 
paid they shall be presented to the Territorial aud lor ) 
each bond the amount due thereon and shall write across the face of h 
bond the dato of its surrender and the name of the person surrendering the 
same. 

“Sec. 12. The Territorial treasurer shall keepa fulland particular a 
of all his proceedings under this act and of the bonds redeemed 
dered, and he shall transmit to the governor an abstract of all of | 
ceedings under this act with his annual report, to be by the goverr iid 
before the legislature biennially; and all books and papers pertai ; 
matter provided for in this act shall at all times be open to the ins} n of 
any parties interested, or the governor, or a committee of either branch of 
the legislature, or a joint committee of both 

“Src. 13. Itshall be the duty of the Territorial treasurer to pay the interest 
on said bonds when the same falls due, out of the interest 1 i 
and if said fund be not sufficient, then to pay the deficiency out of y gen 
eral fund: Provided, That the Territorial auditor shall first draw his warrant 
on the Territoria! treasurer, payable to the order of said treasurer, for the 
amount of interest money about to become due and ps ; 
eral fund, which said interest warrant shall be drawn 
previous to the maturity of the interest. 
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“his act shall take effect immediately, 


subject, however, to its 
‘atific 


ation by the Congress of the U nited States. 
“E. 8. IVEs, 

** President of the Council. 

“THEODORE T. PowWERS, 
“ Speaker of the House. 

“ALEXANDER O. BRODIE, 
** Governor.” 
ted, etc., That said act 
hereinbef re 
* snine 


No. 47 of the legislative assembly of the 
set forth, and each and every part of it 
sreby, approved, ratified, and confirmed. 
effec t and be in force from and after its 


1s 
That this act shall take 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The preamble was then agreed to, and the bill passed. 

On motion of Mr. Roprinson of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


GNADENHUTTEN 


Mr. CASSINGHAM. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 891) granting certain ‘lots in 
lenhutten, Ohio, to Gnadenhutten special school district. 


SCHOOL DISTRICT, OHIO. 


Gnacd 
The bill was read, as follows: 


. , 
Re it enact 


etc., That lots 68 and 69 
are hereby quitclaimed to the Gnadenhutten special school district of Gnaden- 
hutten, Tuscarawas Coun 
board of education of sa 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to understand this proposition. 
Why should the United States give 
dist rict in Ohio? 

Mr. CASSINGHAM, 
explain the matter fully. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, at the last session of Congress a bill 
similar to this was passed by the House, but too late to be acted 
on in the Senate. The bill simply proposes to allow this school 
district to sell a lot that was granted to it one hundred years 
ago. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is the object to perfect the title? 

Mr. LACEY. No; simply to enable this district to sell this 
land and build somewhere else. 

Mr. PAYNE. They are actually in possession now? 

LACEY. Yes, and have been for one hundred years. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed, and read the 
third time; 
time, and passed. 

On ion of Mr. CassInGHAM, a motion to reconsider 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


id dite rict. 


Avil 


7 


The report, if the Clerk will read it, will 


4 
vy { 
mort 


the vote 


BRIDGE 
Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9053) to amend an act 
to amend an act to construct a bridge across the Missouri River 
at a point between Kansas City and Sibley, in Jackson County. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 


ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER, KANSAS CITY, MO. 


mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the | 


Clerk will report. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce were read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objecti mn. 

The amendment sommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. COWHERD, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 


ts Tet 


COLVILLE RESERVATION, W 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the minority of the Committee on Indian Affairs have ten 
days in which to file their views on the bill (H. R. as) to pro- 
vide for the opening of the remaining portion of the Colville Res- | 
ervation, in the State of W ashington, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the minority of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs have ten days in which to file their views on the bill H. R. 
12235. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ASH, 


in the town of Gnadenhutten, Ohio, | 


, Ohio, subject to the dispositionand controlof the | 


e away thisland now to aschool | 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 
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ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. anne Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do n, 
adjour 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, ifthe gentleman 
will withhold that motion for a moment, I move that when the 
House adjourn to-day it adjourn over until Tuesday morning, jy 
order to pay proper respect to the memory of George Washi: 
ton, the Father of his Country. 
Mr. PAYNE. Ido not suppose that motion is debatable, an, 
it is not in order. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, then I make a 
motion that is in order. I move that the House take a recess 
until 12 o’clock Monday morning, and that thereupon the Fare- 
| well Address of George Washington be read to the House 
that the House do then adjourn. 

Mr. PAYNE. I insist on my motion. 
man’s motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from New Y 
to adjourn has precedence of the motion to take a recess. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Has not the motion to { 
| a recess precedence over the motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER, No; the Chair is informed that since ¢} 
adoption of the rules of the Fifty-first Congress the motion t 
a day to which the House shall adjourn and the motion to 1 
recess lost their high privilege as against the motion to adjoi 

Before the adoption of the rules of the Fifty-first Cr mgress : 
the rules of the present Congress, which are substantially 
| same, the motion which the gentleman refers to had precede: 
as the Chair is informed, over the motion to adjourn; but ur 
the rules of the House from the Fifty-first Congress to this 
the motion to adjourn has had precedence. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I appeal, then,to the gentle- 
man from New York to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say tothe gentleman, if I may 
aHowed, that I think it will be a far more patriotic observa 
duty for this Congress to be in session on Monday, and to provide 
for the building of a proper navy, than to take a holiday on ac- 
count of the birthday of George Washington. Ithink that 
be showing more respect to the Father of his Country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I have | 
| all around me, and the galleries are perfectly empty, and I « 
| think there was much need for those remarks of the ger 

from New York. [{Laughter.] And now I appeal to the 
man from New York to allow the House of Representati\ 
take a holiday on Monday, in memory of the Father of his ( 
try, and to have Washington’s Farewell Address read, adm 
|ing the people of America not to entangle themselves in 
| affairs of Europe and the Orient [applause on the Demo 


W 


Of course the ge: 





| side], and to devote the balance of that day to silent cont 
tionof the greatness of the Father of his Country. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mis 
can get in a speech even on a motion to adjourn. Th 
stopping the torrent of his words. I had noticed, Mr. S; 
before the gentleman—— 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
Sneaker- 
Mur. PAYNE. I had noticed before the gentleman too] 
| floor, and before he commenced to make his speech, that t! 
leries were empty, but that the reporters of the press wer 
| and [knew why the demonstration was made by the gent 
| from Mississippi. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of 
| were here. 
Mr. PAYNE. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I serve notice t! 
Monday morning I will move that the House do adjourn, t 
| due regard to the memory of the Father of his Country. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York havin 
his speech, and the gentleman from Mississippi having ple: a 
| set-off, and the gentleman from New York having rejoin 
| Chair will put the motion that the House do now adjourn 
| The motion was agreed to. 7 
| Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 7 minutes p.m.) the H 
journed, 


Then I serve noti 


Mississi I did not know tha 


ppi. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following exe: tive 
| munications were taken from the Speaker's table and r¢ fer 
| follows 

A letter from the Secretary of the eee transmii 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Nav 
mitting an estimate of appropriations for the steam engin 
experiment station—to the Committee on Appropriations 
ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Auditor of the War Depart- 
t relating to clerks who worked overtime during the war 


men 
with Spain—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
D1 inte “ad. 


7 A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 

mitti ing a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
iis cases relating to the brig Fly, James Merrihew, mas- 

ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

\ letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting @ copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
B iamin L. Bryan against The U nited States—to the Committee 

. War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
draft of a bill to make final disposition of the affairs of the Five 
Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


tinder clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 


ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

. HINSHAW, from the Committee on Indiar 1 oA ffairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12235) to Pr )- 


vid r the opening of the remaining portion of the Colville S- 
ervatil mn, in the State of W: :shington, and for other purpos s, 


reported the same with amendment, accomp = d by a report 
(No. 1070) 3 which said biil and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Und ler clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
f ving titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 


1 to the Cle rk, and referred to the Committee of the Whol 


ic 


House, as follows: 


ir. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid — ons, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1268) granting 
an increase of pension to John B. Hart, mented the same with 






ndment, accompanied by a report (No. 1023); whic 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid - nsions, 
h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. granting 
reaso of pension to Joseph B. Ashley, repor tod the same 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 102 24); 
id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


h said bill 


+ 
to 





9Q© 


win 
an 10 


which 





Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8387) granting a 
pension to Emma R. Wallace, reported the s: :me wit] L1amendment 
accompanied by @ report (No. 1025); which said bill-and rep 
v referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8180) grar ting an 
lt so of pension to William Smith, reported the same v ith 
amendment, acc ompanied by a report (No. 1026); which said 1 ] 
a d report were referred to the Privaie Calendar 


Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8725) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Parker, reported the same 
Without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1027); which 
Si ill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
;  MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid oo 
»,b0 which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 665 
ing an increase of pension to Josiah Standley, reporte dt] 
same with amendme nt, accompanied by a report (No. 1028 
‘h said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
*. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
ich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8044) granting 
an increase of pension to Seymore F. noth reported the 
me with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1029); 


ir. SULLOWAY, from the Commit se on Invalid Pensions, to 


wl! 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

_Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sio ons, to which was referred the billof the Senate (S. 727) grant- 
ng an increse of pension to George W. Wetherell, reported the 
Same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1030 


whi 


LT 
} 


ch said bill and report were referred to the Private ( ‘al ndar. 

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 819) granting an increase of pension to John 
B. ( Glow ‘r, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1031); which said bill and report were referred 
to A a Private ( Calendar. 


ir, SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to ' 
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which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
increase of pension to Nathan M. Gove, reported the same wit} 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1032); whic] 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calenda 
Mr. DEEME R, from the Committee on 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6824) 
lief of Benjamin Manning, reported the same W 
accompanied by a report (No. 1033); whicl 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, { 
bill of the House (H. R. 7353) granting an increase o 
Wiliam H. Shreiner, reported the sai 
panied by a report (No. 1034); whi 
ferred to the Private Caler dar. 
Lg 3 also , from the same committe 
bill of the House (H. R. 9081) nt 
F’. Miller, reported t 
a report (N: 
th : Private 

, from the same committee, to which was referred 
a teers R. 8482) granting ay mm 
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Ttead tie sam 
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to th e Private Cal are 
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] 1 bill ant 
Mr. DEE} 
which was r 
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ympanied by a report (No. 1 38); wh h said bill and r 
were referrs i to the Psi ate Calen 
Mr. BRADLEY} m the C ommittee 
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so, fromthe same 


ta (S. 139 


whi ho was Te fern 


"CO! 


~~ 
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a 
Mr. ( 
which was re 
pension to Frances Reck, 
ac compani ( 
were rel LO 
Mr. MIERS of Ind 
sions, to which was r eferr 
granting a pension to Isaia 
amendment, accom? 
and report were ref 
Mr.SULLOWAY 
which was referred the 
crease of pension to Edy 
amendment, accompan — 
and report were referred to the Priv: lar. 
He also, from th ommittee, to which was referred 
bill of the Senate (S. granting an incr 
John L. Rogers, reporte 
panied by a report (No. 
referred to the Private Calend 
He also, from the same ce 
bill of the Se mate (S. 154) 
Hugh T. Crockett, reported the same 
panied by a report (No. 1048); whic 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, 
bill of the Senate ( 





ferred to the Private C: 
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Owen FE. Newton, reported the same withont az 
panied by a report (No. 1049); which si 
referred to the Private Calendar 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the Senate (S. 681) granting an increase of pension to 








Isaiah Larkins, reported the same without ame 1dment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1050); which said bill and report were 


referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to whic 
bill of the Senate (S. 4090) granting an increase of pension to 
Charlotte J. Folsom, reported the same without amendment, 
companied by a report (No. 1051); which said bill and report were 


*h was referred the 


ac- 





referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the C mittee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, et which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4141) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel A. Dickey, reported the 


same Without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1052): 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SULLOWAY. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


wie 


n 


ch was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 8945) granting an 
crease of —_— m to Lewis Lewis, - — the same without 
mendment, ac compan ied by a report (No. 1053); which said bill 
and report * were rred to the Private Cal ndar. 

Fe also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


rerer 


bill of the Senate (S. 4052) granting a pension to Alice K. Selig- 
n, reported the same — ut amendments, a companied by a 


ee : 
report (No. 1054); which sa 
. from the Committe 
di the | he Hi 


31} £4 
Uiil OL ¢ 





sions, to which was refe 
rel 





the ief of Frederick Mehring, reported the : v ai d- 
ment, a et. 8 by a report (No. 1055); which oh bil i and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, ‘from the same committee, to which w: 
of the House (H. Re 5952) er ranting an inc rea 
liam Kent, rer 3 


s ref ferred the bill 
pensik m to Wil- 
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nendment, accom- | 
id bill and report were | 


id billa nd report were referred to the | 


SIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 



















FEBRUARY 


amendment, acer ompanied by. are (No. 1088): which 


and report were referred to the t rivate Caiendar. 


gasa 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was re ferred the pill of the Senate (S. 3902) granting a pension to 


George F. Smith, reported the same without amendment, a 
panied by a report (No. 1087); which said bill and report wer 
referred to the Private ‘alendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
which was referred the bill of House (H. R. 8611) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles W. De Motte, reported the sam, 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1068); 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


x 
yaiiUll 


Mr. LIND. from the Committee on Claims, to which was re. 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 721) for the relief of Darwin s. 

| Hall, revorted the same without amendment, acc ompanied a 
report (No. 1069); which said bill and report were referred to the 


| pill 


| Walla Walla } 


Private Calendar, 


CHANGE OF oo FERENCE. 
Under clanse 2 of Rule XAT . the Committee on Claims was 





discharged irom the c msideration of the bill (H. R. 12 t 
s relief of Emeline E. ios and the same was referred to 


the Commitiee on War Claims. 


BILLS, RESOLUTION 


U of Rul e XX, bill 
of the following titles were 
follows: 

By Mr. SHERMAN, frogn the Committee on Indian Affairs 
(H. R. 12684) pL appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfillir 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal yea 
ending June 80, 1905, and for other purposes—to the Union 
| Calendar. 

3y Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 12685) for the r 
appraisement and sale of the undis sposed lands within the | 
filitary Reservation, in the State of Washingy 


4 


PUBLIC 


S$, AND MEMORIAI 
8, rest , and mem 
» introduced and severally referr 


nder clause 3 sin tions 


f 
> 


| to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


H. ported the same with amen: nt, accompanied | 
by a report (No. 10? 56); which said bill und “Tepe xt were referred~ 
to the ares te Calendar. | 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to whit > was refe 1 the bill of the House (H. R. 4634) granting | 
an increase of pension to Randolph T. Stoops, reported the same 


with 
sai 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No . 1057); which 
| bill and rem wrt were referred to the Private Calendar. 
ir DEEMI from the Committee on i 


4 iY ER, 


1valid Pensions, to 








which was re erred th e bill of the Honse (H. R. 4994) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary P. Sheets, reported the same with 
a 1d mpanied by a report (No. 1058); which said bili 
and 1 2 referre: avai ivate Calendar. 

also, from the same c aaa ittee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4252) granting an increase of pension to | 
George M. Gibbons, reported the same with amendm¢ nt, accom- 
pani od by a sopart (No. 1059); which said bill and report were 








referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. HI INTER, from the Committee on ; Enea gprs to 
w th wan referred ti ne > (FH. R. 4889) ntit 1s 


pill of th 1e Honse 
Beltz. reporter 





a pension to Henry C the same wit 


h amen cana, 








accompanied by a report (No. 1060); which said bill and repori 
vere referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bili of the House (H. R. 11654) granting 
an increase of nasaiona vn Augustus Wagner, = rted the same 
without amer iment accompanied by a report ». 1061); which | 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Sladen ; 

He also, from the sam e committee, to which was referred the 
bill ot the House (H. R. 5824) granting an increase of pension to | 
Caspar J. Schoer, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1062); which said bill and report were 


£ es 7 } [aixre 
referred to the Priv: ndar. 









Mr. MIERS of In , from the Committee.on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was ref aaa the bill of the Bonse (H. R. 11605) 
granting an increase of pension to Caleb J. May, reported the 
game with amendment, acc ee by a report (No. 1063 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the Di ll of the House (H. R. 3035) granting ran | 
increase of pension to William D, Hall, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1064); which said bill 


and report were referred to the ries Calendar. 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred th 1e bill of the Senate (S. 3812) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Whe atland, reported the same with 


out amendment, acc companied by a report (No. 1065); 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calen dar. 

Mr. SULLOW AY. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3887) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles J. Clark, reported the sae without ! 





which said 
| Philippine Islands to issne bonds for 


By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 12686) to prov ide for a sur’ 

of the harbor at Galveston, Tex., and for other purposes—vo ile 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 12687) to amend an act e- 
titled * ‘An act to provide for the opening of certain abané 
military reservations, and for other purposes,” approved Au; 
23, 1894—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHIRLEY: A bill (H. R. 12688) to facilitate the tr 


| mission by mail of printed matter for the blind—to the Com: 


tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. BR. 12689) to authori 
Southern Indiana Railway Company to construct a railroad 
across the Wabash River in Vigo County, Ind.—to the Cor 

tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bili (H. R. 12690) to authorize the P: 
dent to confer br rank on certain officers of the United Stairs 
Army for gallant services in the war with Spain and subsea: 
insurrection in the Philippines—to the Committee on Mili 
Affai 
By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 12691) defining and punis! 

in office in the Indian Territory—to the Commi 


iz7¢€ 
} 
i 


svet 
vet 


Ire 
itS. 





on Indian Affair: 

By Mr. GOOCH: A bill (H. R. 12692) to provide for the 
struction of an ice harbor in the Kentucky River at or nea 
rc I on, Ky.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12693) to fis 
rental of letter boxes in third and fourth class post-offices- 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 12694) for the relief of the f: 
and planters of the United States by discontinuing the tari 
tain articles and placing the same upon the free list—i 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 12695) to amend 
tion 75 of an act entitled ‘“‘An act temporarily to provide { 
administration of the affairs of civil government in the the 

pine Islands, and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 19 ' 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12696) to amend section 66 of an act en! 
*“‘An act temporarily to provide for the administration < 
affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for 
— pproved July 1, 1902—to the Committee on In 

imairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12697) authorizing the government of the 
permanent improve! ts 
and making nontaxable all bonds hereafter issued by said gove!l- 


ment or any political subdivision thereof—to the Comumittee ‘ 
Insular Affairs, 





on cert 
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uy 
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GOOCH: A bill (H. R. 12698) for relief of the sufferers 
at B: aitbeeoes Md.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
> Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 12699) for the relief of Con- 
icrate soldiers ; and citizens of the Confederate States—to the 

( ae e on War Claims. 
RODEY: 
a . sof 5,000 copies, with accompanying maps and illustra- 
of the re port of the governor gf New Mexico to the Secre- 
‘ee Interior for the year ending June 30, 1903, and the 
¢ of 1,000 copies of the latest map of said Territory—to 


By Mr. 


, mumittee on Printing. 

Mr. SLAYDEN: A resolution (H. Res. 225) for printing 
10.500 copies of an article entitled ‘‘A few ge neral directions with 
re Cm destroying mosquitoes, particularly the yellow-fever 
ne ’ by W. C. Gorgas, colonel, Medical Corps, United 


laa the Committee on Printing. 
By ‘Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A resolution (H. Res. 226) 
ring certain cases to the Court of Claims for a finding of 
acts —_ a judicial ascertainment of the amount of damages 


WW e provisions of the law regulating such matters—to the 
C wae on War Claims. 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Inder clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol- 
] 


ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 12700) granting a pension to 
Albert B. Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
an Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 12701) granting a pension to 
rah E. Hatch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


‘Mr. Be JUTELL: A bill (H. R. 12702) granting an increase 
of pe ion to Margaret G. Howarth—to the Committee on Invalid 
aanahie ns. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 12703) for the relief of 
E. A. Givens, sr., of Bienville Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
= Claims. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 12704) for the relief of 
the state of William McCreight, deceased, late of Monroe County, 
i —to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 12705) granting an increase 
ji 
~ By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 12706) granting a pension 
to C. Otis Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 12707) for the relief of the estate 


of Willi iam L. Clearman, deceased, late of Newton County, 





Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12708) for the relief of the estate of Purify 
Tingle, deceased, late of Newton County, Miss.—to the Committee 


on War Claims. 


By Mr. : OOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 12709) granting an 


increase of pension to George W. Van De Bogert—to the Com- 
mittee on ‘Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 12710) granting an honorable 
discharge to John Depew—to the Committee on Military Af- 
Tairs, 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 12711) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Warren—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pe nsions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 12712) granting an increase of pension to 
rge W. Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 12718) for the relief 
of the esti ite of Eliza Turner, deceased, Richard H. Turner, and 
Eliza Turner—to the Committee on War Claims. 
: Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 12714) granting a pension to 
Lor a D. Jameson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 12715) for the relief of Wil- 
lia: m O, Robards—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12716) for the relief of Belle M. Robards—to 
Comming on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12717) for the relief of Dr. William O. Rob- 
ards, f Boyle County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
, a bill (H. R. 12718) for the relief of Belle M. Robards, of 
Boy] , ae, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


> 7 


G 


By . GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 12719) granting a pension to 
Timot . ‘E dwards—to the Committee om Invalid Sceaicnies 
By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 12720) granting a pension to 


Je 7 d ae tyslette—to the Committee on Inv 
to 


lin 


alid Pensions. 


he ec ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

lso, a bill (H. R. 12722) granting a pension to Howard Col- 
ee the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a a bill (H. R. 12723) granting a pension to James. Webb— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (i. R. 12724) granting an increase of pension to 
+ Ls Davis— —to the Committee on Pensions. 


A joint resolction (H. J. Res. 113) for the | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12725) 
Dingess and granting him 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: 


correcting the military rec« 
a pension 


rd of John 
—to the Committee on Mili- 


sats 
reile 


A bill (H. R. 


12726) for the 


legal representatives of Charles D. Southerlin—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 12727) granting an increase 
of pension to Theodore Coonley—to the Committee on alid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. op io, granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William McCaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12729) aaa g an increase of pension to 
W. Alva Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 12730) for the relief of the 
estate of John H. Grimes, deceased, late of Wayne County, 

| Te = —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12781) for the relief of the estate of John 
Chandler, deceased, late of Maury County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 12732) granting an 
increase of pension to James W. Nutt—to the Committee on In- 


| valid Pensions. 


By Mr. RANSDELL of Lonisiana: A bill (H. R. 12733) for the 
| relief of M. W. Stewart, of Morehouse Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 12734) for the relief of Jonathan 
R. Blair—to the C a 2 on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12735) for the relief of Jonathan R. Blair— 
to the Committee on ( Cla 1ims. 
Also, a bill (H. o 12736) granting an increase of pension to 
| Sylvester C. Limbocker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R 12737) removing charge of desertion from 


nsion to Moss C. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
| Edward O. C. 


,& bill (H. R. 12721) granting a pension to Evaline Elrod— | 


military record of John 8. Whitaker—t 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12 
military rec 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12739) granting an increase of 
Lewis Z. Stump—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12740) granting an increase of pension 
David Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12741) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12742) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12748) granting a pension toS Saral 
phenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. i2744) granting a pension to 


» the Committee on Mili- 


738) removing charge of desertion from the 
rd of John Minster—to the Committee on Military 
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RODEY: A bill (H. R. 
Christopher Buckhanan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By: Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 12745) gr anting xy an increase of 
pension to Alexander B. Bruner—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pe Nn sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12746) granting a pension to Olive Bick- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12747) granting a pensi 
Mary J. Storey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 12748) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of M. N. Swofford, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky 


yn to 


A bill (H. R. 12749) for the relief 


of the Baptist Church at Bloomfield, Ky.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12750) for the relief of John 
Cover—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12751) granting an increase of pension to 
-George E. Muth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12752) granting an increase of pe ‘nsion . to 
Benjamin F. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12753) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen io ns 
By Mr. THOMAS of Jowa (by request): A bill (H. R, : — 
for the relief of Charles Dienst ) the : Committee on Claims 
| Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12755) for the relief of James 
O. Hubbard—to th: » Commi ttee on 4 ‘laims. 
| By Mr. WILLI \MS of Iilinois: A bill (H. R. 12756) granting 
an increase of pension to James K. Pierce—to the Committee on 
Invalid P ensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12757) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin S. Drake—to er e@ ¢ Comunittee on Invalid Per 
Also, a bill (H. R. 58) granting an increase ension to 
Frederick Shinam: a st} 1e Committee on Inyal id] Pension 
By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H.R. 1 12759) granting an increase 


of pension to Gregory McMullen—to the Conunitt 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12760) to pay trustees of the Baptist Church 
at Sutton, W. Va., for their property destroyed by U nited States 
Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 


» on Invalid 
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By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 12761) providing for the | Post, No. 450, of Pennsylvania, urging passage of a service-] 


promotion of Boatswain Patrick Deery, United States Navy—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Pa; 
a pension to Albert H. Lawrence, of Newcastle, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, letter and petition of citizens of Newcastle, Pa., urging 
passage of Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 


By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of Mary B. Kendall, State regent, 


Daughters of the American Revolution, of Maine, for a pension | 


for Sarah E. Hatch, daughter of a soldier of the American Revo- 
lution—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of A. 8. Merrill and 17 others, of Cumberland 
County, Me., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Letter from L. A. Rhomberg, of Dubuque, 


Iowa, treasurer of the Iowa Liquor Dealers’ Association, in favor | 


of a reduction of the tax on whisky—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. : 

Also, protest of citizens of Dows, Iowa, against the parcels-post 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWIE: Petition of Rev. A. A. Little and 90 others, of 
Selma, Ala., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petition of E. B. Gorton and 8 others, 


of New London, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Papers to accompany House bill for 
the relief of the estate of William McCreight, of Monroe County, 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Paul, Minn., in favor of upper Mississippi River improvements— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


etc., relative to inspection of infectious diseases among domestic 
animals—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, resolution of the city council of Little Falls, Minn., in 


favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on | Ex-Prisoners of War, in support of bill S. 1716, to pension | 


| prisoners of Confederate prisons—to the Committee on In\ 


Agriculture. 

Also. resolution of Workman Post, No. 31, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Minnesota, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Papers to accompany bill granting in- 
crease of pension to Moss C. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Judiciary. 


Pensions. 


Committee on the Judiciary. 


on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, letter of W. W. Wood, manager of the National Elevator 


an cight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, 
relative to the improvement of the inner harbor at San Pedro— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of Grand Ariny of the Republic Post No. 218, 
of Moscow, Pa., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Dunmore Lodge, No. 603, International Asso- 
ciation of Machinists, in favor of increasing the capacity of the 
Naval Gun Factory—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. L. Crawford, president of the People’s Coal 


Company, of Scranton, Pa., against enactment of bill providing | 


certain requirements for vessels propelled by gas, fluid, naphtha, 
or electric motors—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 295, of Scranton, Pa.., 
in favor of the passage of bill H. R. 6, relative to premiums with 
tobacco, cigars, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Jesse Taylor 
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sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of citizens of San Diego, Cal.. j; 

support of bill H. R. 62, providing for the erection of a mo: 

mentin memory of John Berry—to the Committee on the Library, 
By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Robert Gair and other 1 


idents of Brooklyn, N. Y., against the passage of an eight-hour 
| law—to the Committee on Labor. 
pers to accompany House bill granting | 


Also, resolution of the New York State legislature, in favor 
the passage of bill to promote the efficiency of the Life-Say 


| Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign C 


merce. 

By Mr. GUDGER: Papers to accompany bill providing for ¢] 
enlargement of Government building at Asheville, N. C.—to ¢ 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting pension to Timothy 


| Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolution of Licensed Tugmen’s Pr: 


| tective Association of St. Joseph, Mich., against construction of 


dredges by the Government—to the Committee on Rivers a 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of Rev. John G. Biery and 25 others, of Martin, 
Mich.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. HASKINS: Petition of Charles Lant and 13 others, ar 


| Charles Carpenter and 13 others, of Derby Line, Vt., in favor 
| the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judici 


>y Mr. HEDGE: Petition of S. A. White and 72 other v: 
of Washington, Iowa, urging passage of the Hepburn-Dolli 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of Struve, Schroer & Koch 
others, of Deshler, Nebr., against the parcels-post bill—to t 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of H. E. Armstrong and 48 others 
Des Moines, Iowa. and S. M. McClelland and 37 others, of N 
Virginia, lowa,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the ‘ 


| mittee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. BUCKMAN: Resolution of Commercial Club of St. 


By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of the Iowa State Medical A 


| ciation, urging the passage of the Brownlow good-roads bil! 
‘ | the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, resolution of Minnesota Live Stock Breeders’ Association, | 


Also, petition of William Pearson and 53 others, of New $1 


| Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commi! 


he Judiciary. 
By Mr. LIND: Memorial of the Minnesota Association of U 


Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Builders’ Exchange of St. Paul, Minn., 
in opposition to the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on t! 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of District Council of United Brotherh 


: Carpenters and Joiners, of Minneapolis, protesting agains 
By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petitions of M. B. Hunt and 33 others, of 


Fairfield, Vt., and E. C. Bryant and 63 others, of Pittsfield, Vt., | 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the } 


ployment of soldiers to do the work of civilian mechanics—t 
Committee on Labor. 
Also, memorial of patrons of rural free delivery of St. Ant! 


, | Minn., asking for an increase of pay of rural-delivery carri: 
3y Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of Lawrence Circle, No. | to the Committee on the Post-Offic> and Post-Roads. 
75, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, Lawrence, Kans., | 


in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Also, memorial of J. W. Patten and others, of Orono, Mi 
asking for increase in the pay of rural-delivery carriers 


| Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of J. H. Stewart and 53 others, | 
of Niotaze, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the | ing the passage of the so-called eight-hour biil—to the Comm 
| on Labor. 

3y Mr. CONNELL: Resolution of William H. Davies Post, | 
No. 187, Grand Army of the Republic, of Carbondale, Pa., in fa- | 
vor of service pension for ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee | 


Also, petition of L. Kimball and others, of Minneapolis, op; 


Also, petition of L. Kimball and others, of Minneapolis, 0} 
ing the passage of the so-called anti-injunction law—to the 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Freeman P. Lam and others, protesting a2 


| the adoption of the Isle of Pines treaty—to the Committ 
and Machine Company, of Honesdale, Pa., against enactment of | 


Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of cigar makers of Minneapolis, asking for ¢! 
passage of bill H. R. 6—to the Committee on Ways and Mean: 
Also, memorials of Bryant Post, No. 119; Levi Butler Post. 

73; Custer Post, No. 44; Post No. 57; L. P. Plummer Post, No 


| Gordon Granger Post, No. 120; George N. Morgan Post. No 
| Dudley P. Chase Post, No. 22, and of Michael Cook Post. 


123, Grand Army of the Republic, all of Minnesota, favoring 
passage of a service-pension law—to the Committee on In 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of Rey. D. H. French, pest 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, and5 other organizations 
Sprout Brook, N. Y., for the passage of the Hepburn-Doll 


| bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. LIVERNASH: Resolutions of the Chamber of C™ 
merce of San Francisco, concerning the harbor at Hilo, Hawa 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, concerning derelicts at sea—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. LLOYD: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of W. Alva Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also rr of Grand Army of the Republic post and others, 
of Hannibal, Mo., asking that Companies D and E of the Fifty- 

hird Missouri Enrolled Militia be given a pensionable status—to 
the ( Yommittee » on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition to accompany House 
William McCaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACt IN: Petitions of Rev. R. O. Rogers and 16 others, 
wu. F. Collier and 6 others, and W. T. Thurman and 13 others, all 
of Paragould, Ark, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolution of L. H. Drury Post, No. 467, 
Gr: nd Army of the Republic, of Chicago, 1l., in favor of a serv- 
ce nsion bi to the Committee on Inv: ulid Pe nsions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of G. B. Barnes and 192 others, 
of — “y City, N. Dak., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Comn Littee on the Judici: iry. 





others, of Bloomington, Ind., 
hill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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bill to increase pension of | 


day we celebrate. 
| were williz 
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MonbDaAy, February 22, 1904. 


’ 
THE PRAYER. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp EVER 
ing prayer: 


ETT HALF, offered the fcllow- 


** Who raisedupthe righteousman, * * * called him to his 
foot, gave the nations before him, and made him rule over kings? 
= * aa 


Who hath wrought and done it? * * * I, the Lord 
the first, and a the last: I am He.”’ 

Let us pray. ather of life, we thank Thee that Thon hast been 
with the an that Thou has been with him whose birth this 
Thou wert willing } 
ig to hear Thee 


to speak to them, and they 


and to answer Thee, Lo, here am JI; 


| send me. 


We thank Thee that the memory of these men has come down 


| to us; of him who was first in peace, first in war, and first in the 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Pe tition of G. M. Allison and 202 


in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver | 


\lso, paper to accompany House bill toincrease pension of Isa- | 


bella Whitson— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ry Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
John Chandler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of estate of John H. 
Grim es—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of John E. Bendix Post, No. 402, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New York, in favor 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. REEDER: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of 
Jonathan R. Blair—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill 
TH. ht. 2838, for the relief of estate of Thomas V. Provence, of 
Jackson County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of John E. Bendix Post, No 
402, Grand Army of the Republic, of New York, urging passage 

service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of Kansas, in favor of the 
epburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, resolution of Lawrence (Kans.) Circle, No. 75, Ladies of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, petition of the Central Labor Union of Iola, Kans., in 
favor of an eight-hour law and anti-injunction bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, egg ed of the Building Trades Employers’ Association 
of Lop ‘ka, Kans., against passage of House bill to curtail power 
of the courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
legal representatives of M. N. Swofford, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

y Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Mary J. Storey—t » the » Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOBER: Resolutions of Alexander Hamilton Post, 
No. 182, of New York, urging passage of a service-pension bill— 


TT 


t > Committee on Invelid Pensions. 
Also, petition of John E. Bendix Post, No. 402, of New York 
City, urging passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions. 
wine Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: 
; mhel< 
War afield, Ky °5 
_ Also, papers to accompany bill to increase the pension of Ben- 
jamin F, Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 1715, in claim of Rebecca 
mpencer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

\Iso, ae to accompany House bill granting an incr 
pension to James M, Martin— 


Affidavits of Baptist Church of 
for claim for damages—to the Committee on 


ase of 


to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


By a SPERRY: Resolution of Elm Lodge, No. 420, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of New Haven, Ci onn., in favor 
cuca the capacity of the Naval Gun Factory—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of C igar Mal cers’ Union No. 103, of Ansonia, 
C ., in favor of bill H. R. 6, relating to tobacco—to the Com- 
rnittog on Ways and Fa 

By Mr. THAYER: Resolutions of Theron E. Hall Post, No. 77, 

Holden, Mass., Grand Army of the Republic, urging passage of 
& Service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of Rev. H. E. Bayle y and 13 
others, of Westons Mills, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn- -Dolliver 

‘ill—to the Committee on the Judici: iry. 

3y Mr. WOODYARD: Resolution of the Ripley Anti-Saloon | 


2ague, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on a the Judiciary, 


hearts of his countrymen; and we ask Thee that Thou wilt be 
with our count rymen to-d lay, and with us who art re: that Thou 
wilt teach us Thy law, that we may walk in Thy ways: that this 
may be that happy nation whose God is the Lord 


In all time of our trial, if we have sought Thee we have found 
Thee. In all ae of our success Thou hast won for us r - 
tories, Thou hast been with our counselors. 

Father, adhe. to-morrow, and in days to come, in r mem- 


ories and in our hopes, be with us still, our Father who 
heaven. 
Our Father wt 


yartin heaven, hallowed be Thy name. Thy 
kingdom coi - Thy 


will be « ione, on earth as it is donein heaven 


Give us day by day our daily bread, and forgive us our trespasses 
as we forgive those w who trespass against us. And | us not 
into temptation, but deliver us from evil, for Thine is the king- 
dom, and the power, and the glory, forever. ‘A1 

THE JOURNAL. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the p1 lings 
of sean last, when, on request of Mr. KEAN, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. It is approved 

READING OF WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho [ Mr, 
HEYBURN] will now read Washington's Farewell Ad S 

Mr. HEYBURN (atthe Vice-President read the address 





as follows: 
{An address of George Washington to the people of tl] uted 
States, Septem! er 19, 1796. 


»ple of the United States: 


To the pec 





FRIENDS AND FELLOW-CITIZENS: The period ’ n 
of a citizen to administer the executive governm d 
States being not f listant, and the time actually i when 
your thoughts must be employed in designating the person who 
is to be clothed with that important tr I 
espec a as it may conduce to; 
public voice, that I should n 1 of at 
have foere d to decline being c Z 
those out of whom a hoi ce is to be1 e 

Oey u at the same time to do me the justice to be ed 

at this resolution has not been taken without a strict reg 
snihec nsideratio1 8 apper ining to the rel \ 
dutiful citizen to his country 1 that in wit! t 
of service, which silence in my situati 
enced by no diminution of zeal for yo Lu 
ciency of grateful respect for your past ki: 3 
por ed by a full conviction that the st 5 I 

The acceptance of 1 nual 

which your suit g ive ty illed me ha 1a 
‘rifice of inclination to the opinion of duty a 
f or what app ared to be your desire. I consta 
would have been much earlierin my 
tives wh ich I was not at liberty to d 
tirement from which I had been re] ntly dra 
of my inc slination to do this previous to the last 
led to the preparation of an address to declare i 
ture reflection on the then } arplexed and l wm r 
affairs with foreign nations and the una sons 
entitled to my confidence impelled me to abando E 
joice that the state of your concerns, external as 
no longer renders the pursuit of incli: I 
| the sentiment of duty or p priet y, and am pel 
partiality may be retained for my services, that 
cumstances of our country you will not disap; my d 
| nation to retire 
The impressions with which I first undertook the arduons 


| were explained on the proper occasion. In the disc 
trust I will only say that I have, with good intentions, « 
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toward the organization and administration of the Government 
the best exertions of which a very fallible judgment was capable. 
Not unconscious in the outset of the inferiority of my qualifica- 
tions, experience, in my own eyes, perhaps still more in the eyes 
of others, has strengthened the motives to diffidence of myself; 
and every day the increasing weight of years admonishes me more 
and more that the shade of retirement is as necessary to me as it 
will be welcome. Satisfied that if any circumstances have given 
peculiar value to my services they were temporary, I have tho 
consolation to believe that, while choice and prudence invite me 
to quit the political scene. patriotism does not forbid it. 

In looking forward to the moment which is intended to termi- 
nate the career of my political life my feelings do not permit me 
to suspend the deep acknowledgment of that debt of gratitude 
which I owe to my beloved country for the many honors it has 
conferred upon me; still more for the steadfast confidence with 
which it has supported me, and for the opportunities I have thence 
enjoyed of manifesting my inviolable attachment by services faith- 
ful and preserving, though in usefulness unequal to my zeal. If 
benefits have resulted to our country from these services, let it 
always be remembered to your praise and as an instructive example 
in our annals that under circumstances in which the passions, agi- 
tated in every direction, were liable to mislead; amidst appear- 
ances sometimes dubious; vicissitudes of fortune often discourag- 
ing; in situations in which not unfrequently want of success has 
countenanced the spirit of criticism, the constancy of your support 
was the essential prop of the efforts and a guaranty of the plans 
by which they were effected. Profoundly penetrated with this 
idea, I shall carry it with me to my grave as a strong incitement 
to unceasing vows that Heaven may continue to you the choicest 
tokens of its beneficence; that your union and brotherly affection 
may be perpetual; that the free Constitution which is the work 
of your hands may be sacredly maintained; that its administra- 
tionin every department may be stamped with wisdom and virtue; 
that, in fine, the happiness of the people of these States, under 
the auspices of liberty, may be made complete by so careful a 
preservation and so prudent a use of this blessing as will acquire 
to them the glory of recommending it to the applause, the affec- 
tion, and adoption of every nation which is yet a stranger to it. 

Here, perhaps, I ought to stop. But a solicitude for your wel- 
fare which can not end but with my life,and the apprehension of 
danger natural to that solicitude, urge me on an occasion like the 
present to offer to your solemn contemplation and to recommend 
to your frequent review some sentiments which are the result of 
much reflection, of no inconsiderable observation, and which ap- 
pear to me all-important to the permanency of your felicity as a 
people. These will be offered to you with the more freedom as you 
can only see in them the disinterested warnings of a parting friend, 
who can possibly have no personal motive to bias his counsel. 
Nor can I forget as an encouragement to it your indulgent re- 
ception of my sentiments on a former and not dissimilar occasion. 

Interwoven as is the love of liberty with every ligament of your 
hearts, no recommendation of mine is necessary to fortify or con- 
firm the attachment. 

The unity of government which constitutes you one people is 
also now dear to you. Itis justly so, for it is a main pillar in the 
edifice of your real independence, the support of your tranquillity 
at home, your peace abroad, of your safety, of your prosperity, of 
that very liberty which you so highly prize. But as it is easy to 
foresee that from different causes and from different quarters 
much pains will be taken, many artifices employed, to weaken in 
your minds the conviction of this truth, as this is the point in 
your political fortress against which the batteries of internal and 
external enemies will be most constantly and actively (though 
often covertly and insidiously) directed, it is of infinite moment 
that you should properly estimate the immense value of your na- 
tional union to your collective and individual happiness; that you 
should cherish a cordial, habitual, and immovable attachment to 
it, accustoming yourselves to think and speak of it as of the pal- 
ladium of your political safety and prosperity; watching for its 
preservation with jealous anxiety; discountenancing whatever 
may suggest even a suspicion that it can in any event be aban- 
doned, and indignantly frowning upon the first dawning of every 
attempt to alienate any portion of our country from the rest or to 
enfeeble the sacred ties which now link together the various parts. 

For this you have every inducement of sympathy and interest. 
Citizens by birth or choice of a common country, that country has 
a right to concentrate your affections. The name of American, 
which belongs to you in your national capacity, must always 
exalt the just pride of patriotism more than any appellation de- 
rived from local discriminations. "With slight shades of differ- 
ence, you have the same religion, manners, habits, and political 
principles. You have in a common cause fought and triumphed 
together. The independence and liberty you possess are the work 
of joint counsels and joint efforts, of common dangers, sufferings, 
and successes. 

But these considerations, however powerfully they address them- 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





selves to your sensibility, are greatly outweighed by those which 
apply more immediately to your interest. Here every portion of 
our country finds the most commanding motives for carefully 
guarding and preserving the union of the whole. : 

The North, in an unrestrained intercourse with the South, pro- 
tected by the equal laws of a common government, finds in the 
productions of the latter great additional resources of maritime 
and commercial enterprise and precious materials of mannfactur- 
ing industry. The South, in the same intercourse, benefiting by 
the same agency of the North, sees its agriculture grow and its 
commerce expand. Turning partly into its own channels the sea- 
men of the North, it finds its particular navigation invigorated: 
and while it contributes in different ways to nourish and increas 
the general mass of the national navigation, it looks forward to 
the protection of a maritime strength to which itself is unequally 
adapted. The East, in a like intercourse with the West, already 
finds, and in the progressive improvements of interior communi- 
cations by land and water will more and more find, a valuable vent 
for the commodities which it brings from abroad or manufactures 
at home. The West derives from the East supplies requisite to its 
growth and comfort, and what is perhaps of still greater conse- 
quence, it must of necessity owe the secure enjoyment of indi: 
pensable outlets for its own productions to the weight, infinence, 
and the future maritime strength of the Atlantic side of th 
Union, directed by an indissoluble community of interest as on 
nation. Any other tenure by which the West can hold this es 
sential advantage, whether derived from its own separate strength 
or from an apostate and unnatural connection with any foreign 
power, must be intrinsically precarious. 

While, then, every part of our country thus feels an immediate 
and particular interest in union, all the parts combined can n 
fall to find in the united mass of means and efforts great 
strength, greater resource, proportionately greater security from 
external danger, a less frequent interruption of their peace 
foreign nations, and what is of inestimable value, they must <) 
rive from union an exemption from those broils and wars betwe: 
themselves which so frequently afflict neighboring countries 1 


| tied together by the same governments, which their own riv:!- 


ships alone would be sufficient to produce, but which opp: 
foreign alliances, attachments, and intrigues would stimulate and 
embitter. Hence, likewise, they will avoid the necessity of those 
overgrown military establishments which, under any form of ¢ 
ernment, are inauspicious to liberty, and which are to be regarded 
as particularly hostile to republican liberty. In this sense it is 
that your union ought to be considered as a main prop of y: 
liberty, and that the love of the one ought to endear to you tl 
preservation of the other. 

These considerations speak a persuasive language to every 1 
flecting and virtuous mind, and exhibit the continuance of 
Union as a primary object of patriotic desire. Is there a dou 
whether a common government can embrace so large a sp 
Let experience solve it. To listen to mere speculation in su 
case were criminal. We are authorized to hope that a proper 
ganization of the whole, with the auxiliary agency of governme! 
for the respective subdivisions, will afford a happy issue to + 
experiment. It is well worth a fair and fullexperiment. \W 
such powerful and obvious motives to union affecting all par 
our country, while experience shall not have demonstrated i 
practicability, there will always be reason to distrust the pat 
ism of those who in any quarter may endeavor to weaken its bat 

In contemplating the causes which may disturb our Uni 
occurs a8 matter of serious concern that any ground should h 
been furnished for characterizing parties by geographical « 
criminations—Northern and Southern, Atlantic and Weste1 
whence designing men may endeavor to excite a belief that th 
is a real difference of local interests and views. One of the ex) 
dients of a party to acquire influence within particular district 
to misrepresent the opinions and aims of other districts. You: 
not shield yourselves too much against the jealousies and hi 
burnings which spring from these misrepresentations; they te! 
to render alien to each other those who ought to be bound 
gether by fraternal affection. The inhabitants of our We: 
country have lately had a useful lesson on this head. They ha, 
seen in the negotiation by the Executive and in the unanimo« 
ratification by the Senate of the treaty with Spain, and in the wu! 
versal satisfaction at that event throughout the United States 
decisive proof how unfounded were the suspicions propagat: 
among them of a policy in the General Government and in th: 
Atlantic States unfriendly to their interests in regard to the M 
sissippi. They have been witnesses to the formation of two trea 
ties—that with Great Britain and that with Spain—which secure 
to them everything they could desire in respect to our foreign r 
lations toward confirming their prosperity. Will it not be their 
wisdom to rely for the preservation of these advantages on tli 
union by which they were procured? Will they not hencefort): 
be deaf to those advisers, if such there are, who would sever them 
from their brethren and connect them with aliens? 
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To the efficacy and permanency of your union a government for 
whole isindispensable. No alliances, however strict, between 
narts can be an adequate substitute. They must inevitably 
rience the infractions and interruptions which all alliances 
‘1 all times have experienced. Sensible of this momentous truth, 
+a have improved upon your first essay by the adoption of a con- | 
+ytion of government better calculated than your former for | 
‘ntimate union and for the efficacious management of your 
This Government, the offspring of our own 
uninfluenced and unawed, adopted upon full investigation 

| mature deliberation, completely free in its principles, in the | 
ution of its powers, uniting security with energy, and con- 

.¢ within itself a provision for its own amendment, has a 

laim to your confidence and your support. Respect for its | 
vuthority, compliance with its laws, acquiescence in its measures, | 
duties enjoined by the fundamental maxims of true liberty. 

e basis of our political systems is the right of the people to make 

i toalter their constitutions of government. -But the constitu- 
tion which at any time exists, till changed by an explicit and 
a ntic act of the whole people, is sacredly obligatory upon all. 
The very idea of the power and the right of the people to establish 
vernment presupposes the duty of every individual to obey the 
blished government. 
|] obstructions to the execution of the laws, all combinations | 





xper 
1 
L 





and associations, under whatever plausible character, with the | 

lesign to direct, control, counteract, or awe the regular de- 

lil mand action of the constituted authorities. are destructive 
this fundamental principle and of fatal tendency. They serve 

{ canize faction; to give it an artificial and extraordinary force; | 


put in the place of the delegated will of the nation the will of 
party, often a small but artful and enterprising minority of the 
unity,and, according to the alternate triumphs of different 

ties, to make the public administration the mirror of the ill- 

rted and incongruous projects of faction rather than the 
organ of consistent and wholesome plans, digested by common 
counsels and modified by mutual interests. 

ilowever combinations or associations of the above description 
may now and then answer popular ends, they are likely in the 

uurse of time and things to become potent engines by which cun- 
ning, ambitious, and unprincipled men will be enabled to subvert 
the power of the people, and to usurp for themselves the reins of 

vernment, destroying afterwards the very engines which have 
lifted them to unjust dominion. 

Toward the preservation of your Government and the perma- 
nny of your present happy state it is requisite not only that you 
steadily discountenance irregular oppositions to its acknowledged 
authority, but also that you resist with care the spirit of innova- | 
tion upon its principles, however specious the pretexts. One 
method of assault may be to effect in the forms of the Constitution 

iterations Which may impair the energy of the system. and thus 
to undermine what can not be directly overthrown. In all the 
changes to which you may be invited remember that time and 
] are at least as necessary to fix the true character of govern- 
ments as other human institutions; that experience is the surest 
standard by which to test the real tendency of the existing con- 
nm of a country; that facility in changes upon the credit of 

mere hypothesis and opinion exposes to perpetual change, from 

‘ endless variety of hypothesis and opinion; and remember 
especially that for the efficient management of your common in- 

{ ts in a country so extensive as ours a government of as much 
vigor as is consistent with the perfect security of liberty is indis- 
persable. Liberty itself will find in such a government, with 
powers properly distributed and adjusted, its surest guardian. 
s, indeed, little else than a name where the government is too 
ile to withstand the enterprises of faction, to confine each mem- 


formal and permanent despotism. The disorders and mis- 
eres which result gradually incline the minds of men to seek | 
Security and repose in the absolute power of an individual, and 
Sooner or later the chief of some prevailing faction, more able or 


ver of the society within the limits prescribed by the laws, and to 
ma in all in the secure and tranquil enjoyment of the rights of | 
person and property. 

{ have already intimated to you the danger of parties in the 
state, with particular reference to the founding of them on geo- | 
raphical discriminations. Let me now take a more comprehen- | 
‘Ive view, and warn you in the most solemn manner against the | 

baneful effects of the spirit of party generally. 

‘he spirit, unfortunately, is inseparable from our nature, hav- 

ts root in the strongest passions of the human mind. It 
*xists under different shapes in all governments, more or less | 
etl controlled, or repressed; but in those of the popular | 
_ ‘t 1s seen in its greatest rankness and is truly their worst | 
iternate domination of one faction over another, sharpened | 
by spirit of revenge natural to party dissension, which in dif- | 
ferent ages and countries has perpetrated the most horrid enormi- | 
zs is itself a frightful despotism. But this leads at length to a | 
LOT 


more fortunate than his competitors, turns this disposition to the 
purposes of his own elevation on the ruins of public liberty. 

Without looking forward to an extremity of this kind (which 
nevertheless ought not to be entirely out of sight), the common 
and continual mischiefs of the spirit of party are sufficient to 
make it the interest and duty of a wise people to discourage and 
restrain it. 

It serves always to distract the public councils and enfeeble the 
publicadministration. Itagitates the community with ill-founded 
jealousies and false alarms; kindles the animosity of one part 
against another; foments occasionally riot and insurrection. It 
opens the door to foreign influence and corruption, which find a 





| facilitated access to the Government itself through the channels 


of party passion. Thus the policy and the will of one country are 
subjected to the policy and will of another. 
There is an opinion that parties in free countries are useful 


| checks upon the administration of the government and serve to 


keep alive the spirit of liberty. This within certain limits is prob- 
ably true, and in governments of a monarchical cast patriotism 
may look with indulgence, if not with favor, upon the spirit 
party. But in those of the popular character, in 
purely elective, it is a spirit not to be encouraged. 


{ - 
4 
governments 


From their 


| natural tendency it is certain there will always be enough of that 


spirit for every salutary purpose, and there being constant danger 
of excess, the effort ought to be by force of public opinion to mit- 
igate and assuage it. A fire not to be quenched, it demands a 
uniform vigilance to prevent its bursting into a flame, lest instead 
of warming it should consume. 

It is important, likewise, that the habits of thinking in a free 
country should inspire caution in those intrusted with its admin- 
istration to confine themselves within their respective constitu- 


| tional spheres, avoiding in the exercise of the powers of one de- 


partment to encroach upon another. The spirit of encroachment 
tends to consolidate the powers of all the departments in one, and 
thus to create, whatever the form of government, areal despotism. 
A just estimate of that love of power and proneness to abuse it 
which predominates in the human heart is sufficient to satisfy us 





of the truth of this position. The necessity of reciprocal checks 
in the exercise of political power, by dividing and distributing it 
into different depositories, and constituting each the guardian of 


the public weal against invasions by the others, has been evinced 


| by experiments, ancient and modern, some of them in our coun- 


try and under our owneyes. ‘To preserve them must be as neces- 
sary as to institute them. If in the opinion of the people the dis- 
tribution or modification of the constitutional powers be in any 
particular wrong, let it be corrected by an amendment in the way 
which the Constitution designates. But let there be nochange by 
usurpation; for though this in one instance may be the instrument 


of good, it is the customary weapon by which free governments 


are destroyed. The precedent must always greatly overbalanc 
in permanent evil any partial or transient benefit which the use 


can at any time yield. 

Oi all the dispositions and habits which lead to political 
perity, religion and morality are indispensable supports 
would that man claim the tribute of patriotism who shouk 
to subvert these great pillars of human happiness, these 
props of the duty of men and citizens. 





The mere politician 
equally with the pious man, ought to respect and to cheri 
A volume could not trace all their connections with private and 
public felicity. Let it simply be asked, Where is the security 
property, for reputation, for life, if the sense of reli 

tion desert the oaths which are the instruments of investigation 
in courts of justice? And let us with caution iz ipposi 
tion that morality can be maintained without religion. What- 
ever may be conceded to the influence of refined education on 
minds of peculiar structure, reason and experienc ‘orl 


mS ODil 





gious principle. 
It is substantially true that virtue or morality is a necessary 


spring of popular government. The rule, indeed, extends with 
more or less force to every species of free government. Whothat 
is a sincere friend to it can look with indifference upon attempt 
to shake the foundation of the fabric? Promote, then, as an ob- 
| ject of primary importance, institutions for the general diffusion 
of knowledge. In proportion as the structure of a government 
gives force to public opinion, it is essential that public opinion 


should be enlightened. 

As avery important source of strength and security, cherish 
public credit. One method of preserving it is to use it as sparingly 
as possible, avoiding occasions of expense by cultivating peace, but 
remembering also that timely disbursement repar r danger 
frequently prevent much greater disbursement to repel it; avoid- 
ing likewise the accumulation of debt, not only by shunning occa- 
sions of expense, but by vigorous exertions in time of peace to 
discharge the debts which unavoidable wars have occasioned, not 
ungenerously throwing upon posterity the burthen which we our 
selves ought to bear. The execution of these maxims belong 


os 
5* 


{ 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. I 


4 


” your representatives; but it is necessary that public opinion | 


ould co ae rate To f f. wilitate to them the performance of their 
y it is essenti: al that you should practically bear in mind that 
oward the’ payment of d lebts there must be revenue; that to have 
rl ) the: e must be taxes: that no taxes can be « levise 2q wi on 
ore or less inconvenient and unple asan t; that the int: 
rrassment inseparable from the ection of the prope r 
h is always a choice of a tific. nities) ought to be a 
re motive for a candid construction of the conduct of the 
ment in making it, and for a spirit of a { juiesce nee in the 
for obtaining revenue which the public exigencies may 
time dictate. 
re good faith and justice toward all ration Cultivate 
irmony with all. el lig zion and mor: open enjoin thi 
id can it be that good po Hic y - do 12 i 
worthy of a Sey enlightened, and at no distant 
nation to give to mankin 1e Magnan nous and 
e of a people always gui : — n exalte Fed justice 
Whe > can doubt that i : varse of time and 
a plan would rich aia Ly any temp rary 
ich might b 
‘ovidence h f J 
] tue? The experiment, at least ,is recom- 
itiment which ennobles human nature. Alas! 
ble > by its vices? 


1 of sucha plan nothing is more essential than 


inveterate az rtip: ithies against particular nations 

attachments for others should be excluded, and 
of them just and amicable feelings toward all should 
“7 taxa 4 a Th y tsar av hi3e} = . 1 he 
iltivated. The nation which indulges toward another an 
al hatred oran habitual fondness is in some degree a slave. 
lave to its animosity or to its att etion, either of which is 


+ 


I 


t and injury, to lay hold of slight causes of umbrage, 


+y 


’ 


t te occur. 


requent Cone ms, obstinate, envenomed, and bloody 
‘he nation prompted by ill will and resentment some- 
The government sometimes participates in the 
sity, and adopts through passion what reason 
At other times it makes the animosity of the nation 
projects of hostility, instigated by pride, — m 
und pernicious motives. The peace often, 

‘haps the itberty, of nations has been the victim. 
a passionate attachment of one nation for another 
riety of evils. ‘Sympat hy for the favorite nation, 
he illusion of an imaginary common interest in cases 
real common interest exists, and ~_ ising into one the 
* the other, bet s the former into a participation in 
and wars of the latter without adequate inducement 
Tt leads also to concessions toth » favorite nation 


3; denied to others, which is apt doubly to injure the | 
A 


, the concessions by unnecessarily parting with wl = 
retained, and by exciting jealousy, ill will, an 
liate in the parties from whom equal privileges 

ives toambitious, corru ed, or a uded citi- 
themselves to the favorite nation) facility t 


J 
] 
the interests of their own country withow it 


3 even with popularity, gilding with the appear- 


s sense of obligation a commendable deferenct 
ion or a landable zeal for public good the base or 
es of ambition. corruption, or infatuation. 

» foreign influence in innumerable ways, such at- 
ticularly alarming to the truly enlightened and 
How many opportunities do they afford to 
factions, t ) practic e the arts of seduction, 
) influence or awe the publie councils? 
il or weak towar a great and — 

ner to be the satelh os the latt 


te 
ent anata. tm Gees } 
S$ of foreign ini > (Le jure you to 


cit mons) the jealousy « fa tres per a maght 
rawake, » history and e7 ience prove that for 
nce is one of the most baneful foes of republican goy 
But that jealousy, t useful, must be impartial, ¢ 
comes the instrument of the very influence to be avoided, in 
ul of a defense against it. [Excessive partiality for one foreign 
nation and excessive dislike of another cause those whom they 
actuate to see danger only on one side, and serve to veil and even 
second the arts of influence on the other. Real patriots who may 
resist the intrigues of the favorite are liable to become suspected 
and odious, while its tools and dupes usurp the applause and con- 
fidence of the people to surrender their interests. 
The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations is, 
in extending our commercial relations, to have with them as little 


liy enjoin | 


e lost by a steady : nd} rerence to it? Can | 
as not connected the permanent felicity of | 


and intractable when acciden r trifling oc- | 


>| 








EBRUARY 


|.) 


political connection as possible. So faras we have already fo: 
engagements, let them be fulfilled with perfect good faith, 


leé us stop. 


Europe has a set of primary interests whic 


a very remote relation. Hence she must be 


h to us have n 
engaged in fr 


controversies, the causes of which are essentially foreign t 
concerns. Hence, therefore,it must be unwise in us to in 


| ourselves by ar tific ial ties in the ordinary vic 


tics or the ordinary combinations and collisi 
or enmities. 


‘issitudes of h: 
ns of her frie 


Our detached and distant situation invites and enablk 


| pursne a different course. If we remain one people, un 


efticient government, the period is not far off when we ma 


material injury from external annoyance; 
such an attitude as will cause the neutrality 


when we n 
we may at a 


resolve upon to be scrupulously respected; when bellige: 


| tions, under the impossibility of making acquisitions upon 
| not legally hazard the giving us provocation; 


when we may 


peace or war, as our interests, guided by justice, shall cou 
Why forego the : advantages of so pe eculiar a situa tion ? 


quit our own to s tand upon foreign ground 


Why, by int: 


ing our destiny with that of any part of ‘Europe , entar 


‘ 


peace and prosperity in the toils of European ambition, rivy 


| interest, humor, ¢ capt "ice? 


It is our true alti y to steer clear of permanent allian 


any portion of the foreign world, so far, I m¢ 
liberty to do it; forlet me not be understood 
izing infid lelity to existing engagements. I 


y 
c 


an, aS We are 
as capable of 
hold the m 


less appli cable to public than to private affairs that hom 


ways the best policy y. lrepeat, therefore, le 


t those eng: 


be observed in their genuine sense. But in my opinion 


| necessary and would be unwise to extend the 
ient to I ad it astray from its duty and its interest. <Antip- | 


nation against another disposes each more readily to 


Taking care always to keep ourselves by su 


mm. 
itable estab] 


on @ respectable defensive posture, we may safely tru 


porary alliances for extraordinary emergent 
Harmony, liberal intercourse with all nati: 
by policy, humanity, and interest. But e 


ral ct 


‘ies. 


ms are rt 
yen our c 


| policy should hold an equal and impartial hand, neith 
| nor ¢ pees. g exclusive favors or preferences; 
s to war the government contrary » best caleula- | i i if 


consultiz 


the streams of « ‘commerce, but forcing nothing; establish: 
powers so disposed, in order to give trade astable course, t 
the rights of our merchants, and to enable the Gover 


support them, conventional rules of interc 
| present circumstances and mutual opinion will permit 


porary and liable to be from time to time al 


view that itis folly in one nation to look fo 


ourse, the | 


aandoned or 


| experience and circumstances shall dictate; constant); 
r disinter 


from another; that it — pay with a portion of its 


for whatever it may accept under that ch 


aracter; 


acceptance it may ie e itself in the condition of 


equivalents for nominal favors, and yet of bi 


ingratitude for not giving more. There car 


than to expect or caleulate upon real favors fr 
It is an illusion which experience must cur 


ought to discard. 


In offering to you, my countrymen, these c 


affectionate friend I dare not hope they will 


irrent of the passions or prevent our nati 


course which has hitherto marked the destin 


ea I rodu 


i may even flatter myself that they may 1 
partial benefit, some ee ae good—that 


| then recur to moderate the as of party sp 


the mischiefs of for - 1 intrigue, to guarda 
of pr etended pa itriotism—this he ype will be i 
the solicitude for your welfare by which th: 


ing repr 
1 be no 
ym nati 
e, which 
unsel 
make the st 


> | lastin ¢ impression I could wish—that they will contro! 


nm from r 


y Or nai 


they I 
irit tT. WW: 
. 


ins 


\ ‘full re 


iy have | pe 


How far int he discharge of my official! duties I havi 


by the principles which have been delineate 
and re f my conduct must wit 


ness to y 


ad the p 


+7 


worl To myself, the assurance of my own conscie! 
have at least believed myself to be guided by them. 


In relation to the still subsisting war in Ei 
| tion of the 22d of April, 1793, is the index to my plan. 
| by your a] proving voice, and by that of your repres* 


nropne 
sa} 


both Houses of Congress, the spirit of that measure h: 
ally govern d me, uninfluenced by any attempts to d 


me from it 


After deliberate examination, with the aid of the! 


could obtain, I was well satisfi ied t that our « 
circumstances of the case, | ad a right to tal 


duty and interest to take a neutral Y position. 


determined, as far as should depend upon m 
moderation, perseverance, and firmness, 


country, 1D 


ke and was |! 
Having t 


e, to maint: 


The considerations which respect the right to hold t! 


it is not necessary on this occasion to detail. 


I will only : 
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shat. according to my understanding of the matter, that right, so | 
ray from being denied by any of the belligerent powers, has been | 
virtually admitted by all. 

The duty of holding a neutral conduct may be inferred, without 
envthing more, from the obligation which justice and humanity 
impose on every nation, in cases in which it is free to act, to main- 


The inducements of interest for observing that conduct will 
best be referred to your own reflections and experience. With 
me a predominant motive has been to endeavor to gain time to 
eur country to settle and mature its yet recent institutions, and 
t) progress without interruption to that degree of strength and 
consistency which is necessary to give it, humanly speaking, the 
mand of its own fortunes. 

lhough in reviewing the incidents of my Administration I am 
nnconscious of intentional error, I am, nevertheless, too sensible 
of my defects not to think it probable that I may have committed | 
many errors. Whatever they may be,I fervently beseech the 


: to view them with indulgence, and that, after forty-five 


ce 

years of my life dedicated to its service with an upright zeal, the 
faults of incompetent abilities will be consigned to oblivion, as | 
myself must soon be to the mansions of rest. 


by that fervent love toward it which is so natural to a man who 
views in it the native soil of himself and his progenitors for several 
cenerations, I anticipate with pleasing expectation that retreat in 


which I promise myself to realize without alloy the sweet enjoy- | 


ment of partaking in the midst of my fellow-citizens the benign 
inence of good laws under a free government—the ever-favorite 
object of my heart, and the happy reward, as I trust, of our mu- 
tual cares, labors, and dangers. 
Go: WASHINGTON, 
Unitep States, September 19, 1796. 
THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
draft of a bill to make final disposition of the affairs of the Five 
Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes: 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Select 
Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. C. R. 
KENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 277) for the relief of settlers on lands in Sherman 
County, in the State of Oregon: and 


4 


A bill (S. 2818) permitting the building of a dam across tl 
t 


MN 


Mississippi River at or near the village of Sauk Rapids, Ben 
County, Minn. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
\ bill (H.. R. 23) in relation to pharmacy in the Indian Terri- 


n 


tory; 

\ bill (H. R. 891) granting certain lots in Gnadenhutten, Ohio, 
to Gnadenhutten special school district: 

\ bill (H. R. 6493) to ratify and confirm act No. 47 of the legis- 
lative assembly of the Territory of Arizona; 

A bill (A. R. 6494) to approve and ratify act No. 73 of the legis- 
lative assembly of the Territory of Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 9053) to amend an act to amend an act to con- 
struct a bridge across the Missouri River at a point between Kan- 
sas City and Sibley, in Jackson County; and 

A bill (H. R. 11963) regulating the practice of medicine and 
surgery in the Indian Territory. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


_The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of the 
Fraternal Union,of Dayton; of the St. Laurentits Unterstuetzungs 
Verein, of Dayton; of the Central Council of Dayton; of the 
Vesterreicher Unterstuetzungs Verein, of Dayton, and of the 
Handegen Unterstuetzungs Verein, of Cincinnati, ali in the State 
of Ohio; of Plattdeutscher Gilde Fortschritt, No. 30, of Chicago, 
lil.; of Columbus Lodge, No. 112, of St. Louis, Mo.; of the Ger- 
mania Verein, of Boston, Mass., and of the Turn Verein of Wau- 
pun, Wis., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Kilpatrick Post, No. 71, De- 
partment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic. of 
Holyoke, Mass., and a petition of Henry H. Johnson Post. No. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


+.in inviolate the relations of peace and amity toward other na- 
| 


| 
| 
| 
Almighty to avert or mitigate the evils to which they may tend. | 
[ shall also carry with me the hope that my country will never | 


Relying on its kindness in this as in other things, and actuated | 
t} 


171, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, | 








of Northfield, Mass., praying for the enactment of a service-pen- 
sion law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Worcester, 
Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called eicht- 
hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education 


and Labor. 
He also presented a petition of the Independent Order of Good 
Templars of Pierce County, Wis., praying for the enactment of 


| legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicat- 


ing liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Richmond Gran: 
135, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, pray l 
sage of the so-called Brownlow good-roads bill; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of South Bethle- 
hem, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the erection of a Government building at that place: whicl 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of Theodore Weaver Post, No. 271, 
of Hellertown; of J. C. Keehn Post, No. 539, of Hooker; of Wil- 
liam 8S. Thompson Post, No. 132, of Oxford; of Charles S. W hite- 
vorth Post, No. 89,of Apollo; of Gilmour Post, No. 227. of Ulster; 
of William Connor Post, No. 40,o0f Grant; of O. G. Bingham Post, 
No. 305, of Slippery Rock; of Major William H. Byers Post, No. 
612, of Beaver Springs; of Post No. 187, of Carbondale; of Jacob 
Maynard Post, No. 377, of Mehoopany; of Jerry Jones Post, No. 
541, of Pennsylvania; of J. C. Markle Post, No. 623, of Pennsyl- 
vania; of John E. Myers Post, No. 386, of Pennsylvania, and of 
George Cook Post, No. 315, of Pennsylvania, all of the Depart- 
ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of a service-pensi 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of St. Peter’s 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Reading; of the Christian Civic 


re, No. 


mma (F 


f > ‘ 
ng for the pas 


was 


il 


| Union of Greensburg; of sundry citizens of Reading; of the n- 
gregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Steelton; 
of the Ministerial Association of Sunbury and Northumberland 
of the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of Law- 
rence County: of the congregation of the First Baptist Church 


and Friends Meeting, of Oxford; of th 
Methodist Episcopal, United Presbyterian, and Presbyterian 
churches, of Oxford; of the Men’s League of Oxford: 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Oxford, and of the 
man’s Christian Temperance League of Oxford, all 


the conzregat Ss 


ot the 


We i 


in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to regu 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 






were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Philadelphi: 
and Harrisburg, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
passage of the so-called anti-injunction bill; which were refe 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of I 
Pa., praying for the adoption of an amendment tot 
tion to prohibit polygamy; which was re 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lordsburg 
Bolsa, Visalia, Hyries, Orange, and Redlands, all in the State of 
California, and of sundry citizens of Promise, Oreg., praying for 
the passage of the post bill: which were referred 
to the Committee on Post- and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the repeal of the commutation clause of the hon 
act and for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the disposal 
of agricultural and irrigable lands to others than actual settlers 
under the homestead law: which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also presented petitions of the W 
ance Union of Elverson; of sundry citiz 
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of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of East Lemon: 
sundry citizens of Sunbury; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of West Grove; of the congregation of the Pres- 
byterian Church of West Grove; of sundry citizens of Philadel 
phia: of the congregation of the Salem Evangelical Chu 
Mohnsville; of the Salem Young People’s Alliance, of M svill 


of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Darby: of the 
Woman’s Missionary Society of the Temple Lutheran Church, of 
Philadelphia: of the Ladies Guild of the Temple Lutheran Church, 
of Philadelphia, and of the Christian Endeavor Society of the 
Temple Lutheran Church, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp 
SMOOT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which w 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the thirty-fourth annual meet- 
ing of the National Board of Trade of Washington, D. C., praying 


re referred to 


bile 


for the enactment cf legislation to enlarge the powers of the In- 
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e Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the thirty-fourth annual meet- 
ing of the National Board of Trade of Washington, D. C., praying 
that an appropriation be made to enable the Agricultural Depart- 
ment to continue and extend its investigations and reports on the 
preservation of fruits and food products; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


He also presented a memorial of the thirty-fourth annual meet- | 


ing of the National Board of Trade of Washington, D. C., remon- 


strating against the enactment of legislation providing for the | 


inspection of grain at terminal points by the National Govern- 


ment; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and | 


Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the thirty-fourth annual meeting 
of the National Board of Trade of Washington, D. C., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing proper protection for this 
country against undesirable immigration; which was referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 


He also presented a petition of the thirty-fourth annual meeting | 


of the National Board of Trade of Washington, D. C., praying for 
the adoption of certain amendments to the naturalization laws; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the thirty-fourth annual meeting 
of the National Board of Tradeof Washington, D. C., praying for 
the passage of the so-called ‘* pure-food bill; ”’ 
to the Committee on Maunfactures. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Manu- 
facturers’ Association of New York, praying for a reduction of 
the internal-revenue tax on alcohol to 70 cents per proof gallon; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association | 


of New York, praying for the passage of the so-called pure-food 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 


He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Baptist | 


Church of Lion, of the Methodist Church of New Haven, of the 
Congregational Church of New Haven, of the United Presbyterian 
Church of Argyle, of sundry citizens of Perry and Esperance, 


and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of New Haven, | 


all in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALGER presented a memorial of the Grand Rapids Furni- 


ture Manufacturers and Employers’ Association, of Grand Rapids, | 
Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called eight- 


hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 


He also presented a memorial of the Grand Rapids. Furniture | 


Manufacturers and Employers’ Association, of Grand Rapids, 


Mich., remonstrating against the so-called anti-injunction bill; | 


which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Starkweather, N. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Sawyer and | 


Velva, in the State of North Dakota, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Sol- 
diers’ Homes and Government buildings; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of Colonel Whipple Post, No. 
49, Department of California and Nevada, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Eureka, Cal., and a petition of Seven Pines Circle, 
No. 3, Department of California, Ladies of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment 
of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Keene, N. H., and a petition of Grand 
Lodge of New Hampshire, Independent Order of Good Templars, 
of Concord, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of C. F. Cate, of Northwood, 
N. H., praying for the passage of the so-called Brownlow good- 
roads bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Northeast Washington Citi- 
zens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the operation of the street railways 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Ministerial Alliance 
of Kankakee, Ill., and a petition of sundry citizens of Illinois, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


FEBRUARY 22, 


Mr. DUBOIS presented petitions of McPherson Post, No. 3, De- 
partment of Idaho, Grand Army of the Republic; of A. T. Me- 
| Reynolds Post, No. 19, Department of Idaho, Grand Army of ¢) 
| Republic; of Coeur d’Alene, and of W. T. Sherman Post, No. 3). 
| Department of Idaho, Grand Army of the Republic, all in the 
| State of Idaho, praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
| law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Alpha Club, of Seattle, Wash., 
praying for an investigation of thecharges made 4nd filed against 
Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which wag 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented the affidavit of Charles 
F. Coates, of Coupeville, Wash., to accompany the bill (S. 2) 
for the relief of Bernard W. Murray; which was referred to 
Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
| dist Episcopal Church of Thornton, Wash., praying for the enact- 
| ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Thirty-seventh An- 


iT: 


the 





which was referred | 


| nual Encampment, Department of Rhode Island, Grand Army of 
| the Republic, of Providence, R. I., praying for the enactment of 
| a Service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Burnville Grange, No. 4, of Har- 

| risville; of Aquidneck Grange, No. 30, of Middletown; of Davis- 

ville Grange, No.8, of North Kingstown; of Nonquit Grange, No. 
| 31, of Tiverton, and of Border Grange, No. 3, of Woonsocket, all 
of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of Rhode Island, pray- 
ing that an increase be made in the appropriations in aid of State 
agricultural experiment stations; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Current Topic Club, of New- 
port, R. 1., praying for the establishment of a national forest res- 
ervation in the White Mountains of New Hampshire; which was 
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protec- 
tion of Game. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a memorial of District Council, United 
| Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Baltimore, Md., remon- 
| strating against the Government placing enlisted men in compe- 
| tition with civilian mechanics; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Woman’s Auxiliary, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Portland, Me., praying for the 
enactment of a service-pension law; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Pensions. 
| He also presented a petition of the Western Association of Shoe 
| Wholesalers, praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


INTEROCEANIC CANALS, 


Mr. SCOTT. I present memoranda prepared by R. G. Ward, 
of New York City, relating to the Panama and Nicaragua canals, 
together with sundry letters. I move that the letters be printed, 
and, with the accompanying memoranda, referred to the Cou- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4236) to pay claimants for damages to private 
property by reason of mortar practice at Fort Preble, Me., durin 
the fall of 1901, as reported by a board of army officers, consti- 
tuted to ascertain the same, reported it with amendments, aud 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3690) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Gregory, reported it with amendments, and submut 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was reported t'6 
bill (S. 3862) granting an increase of pension to James M. Kerc!ic- 
val, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed \, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19) establishing a United States 
court at Marietta, Ind. T., reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred te 
bill (S. 363) establishing a United States court at Marietta, Ind. T., 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinit« y 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom ws 
referred the bill (S. 286) granting an increase of pension to Andi W 
Jackson Power, reported it with amendments, and submitted 4 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4074) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. Shipp, 
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ohmitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and | was referred the bill (S. 417 


e bill was s postponed inde finite ly. 
; ALGER, from the Comn vittee on Pensions. to whom were 
red the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 

ments, and submitted reports thereon: : ; 
A bill (S. 8936) granting an increase of pension to Sylvania S. 
Cheney; and 

\ bill (S. 2 824) granting a pension to Clara G. Garretson. 

Mr. ALGER, _— the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
r red the > ti ul il ( . 1453) granting an increase of pension to Frank 


M. Sch N, naheeihe dan adverse report there 

re 1 the bill was postp yned indefinitely. 
Mr. McCUMBER. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 

eferred the following bills, reported them severally with 

iments. and submitted reports thereon: 

\ pill (S. 3838) granting an increase of pension to George T. 
rds: 


on; which was agreed 


A pill (S. 883) granting a pension to E. Laurence Herriott; and 


A bill (S 10) granting an increase of pension to James ( rary. 
McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
‘ referred the following bills, reported them each with an | 


ent, and submitted reports thereon: 
4 bill (S. 3500) granting an increase of pension to Orrin L. Mann; 





jill (S. 8727) granting an increase of pension to Eli Headley; 
At S. 8654) granting a pension to Hannah Hall; 
\ bill (S. 2938) granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Ach : and 
A bill (S. 2937) granting an increase of pension to Julius Bo- 
a ab. 
Me CUMBER, from the Cominittee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 


dment, an d submittec i reports thereon: 


\ bill (S. 2857) granting an increase of pension to Onne H. 
R 
1 (S. 3; 519) granting a pension to Ruby A. Stirdivant; 
\ bill (S. 3978) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


nting an increase of pension to Thoma 


or 
era 


(S. 3394) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B 
Cr rd; and 
\ S. 454) granting an increase of pension to Rinaldo M. 
48 oS £ 


‘UMBER (for Mr. Burton), from the C 

to whom was referred the following bills, 

with an amendment, and submitted r ports thereon: 
348) granting an increase of pension to Hamilton S. 


mmittee 
j report “— 

por 
them each 


\ bill (S. 


140) granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 


ee 


unting an increase of pension to St L. 


on 
ring 


bill (S, 8977) granting an increase of pension to Luther S. 
Baker; and 
(8. 2871) granting an increase of pension to Justin M. 
4 ° 
McCUMBER (for Mr. Burton), from the Committee on 
P ons, to whom were referred the following bills Sets rte 


ve rally with amendments, and submitted rey ports tl on: 
(5, 2872) granting an increase of pen sion to Ruth A. 
rhort n: and 
1 3896) gran ae an increase of pension to R. F. Nugent. 
McoCUMBER (for Mr. Ov1 RMAN), from the Committe on 
P to whom were aeanee the following bills, reported 
i each with an am ndment, and submitted reports the ‘eon: 
L(S granting a pension to Fl . Foster; cael 
{ (S. 8878) granting an increase of pension to Geo 


JMDER (for 
to whom were 
ly with am: 
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. oly) iorence |! > 


=U 


Mr. OverMAN), from the Committee on 
referred the fi llowi 


ng bills, reported 
,and submitted 1 


u f ndments reports thereon 

7 \S. 4520) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
‘91g ‘rantine « ; ° _ ? Fe 
~rU) 2Tan Ing an increase ¢ f pen n tol Ol lis Gri 






/) granting an increase of pension to C. 





sR (for Mr. OverRMAN), from the Committee on 


is, tO Whom was referred the bill (5S. 4027) granting an in 
‘ of pension to Zebulon A. Shipman, submitted an adverse 
+ } 7 . 
v thereon, Which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
nite ly. 
Ty» ot om / ; 
ir. MCCUMBER (for Mr. Tattarerro), from the Committee 


on Pe 


pens 
mer 


sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3417) granting a 


, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 


Q. Lem- 


) to correct the military re 
| Wilson Walker, submitte dan advel ort thereon, wl 
ag greed to; and the bill was postp 1 indefinitely 
He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to who1 
ferred the lowing bills, submitted adverse re; 
which were agreed to; and the bills were post 
A bill (S. 2041) granting a pension to ‘ ierine L. ¢ 
A bill (S. 2001) granti a} i to John Mur 
A bill (S. 2184) LTUl an 1n¢ a Oo! I l 
Thomas; and 
A bill (S. ae ing a] n to Cl M. Sr 
Mr. SCOTT, m the Committ on P nis, t 
refe cael the flo ving bills, reported them rally wi 
| ments, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 42 yranting an increase of ] nm to Wi 
Collingwood; 
A bill (S. 3774) granti an increase of pe ) 
ton; and 
A bill (S. ye granti crease of p t 
Mr. SCOTT, from on Pens 3, to W 
referred the followit ported them w 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 1667) granting a pension to Stalnaker Ma 
A biil (S. 2659) granting an increa f | sion isa 
A bill (S. 2960) granting an increase of pension t 
ing; and 
A bill (S. 2523) graz ani se of pension to J 
Mr. BURNHAM i the Committee « Pe 
were referred the following bills, reported them 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon 
A bill (S. 4817) granting an increase of | on t 
Augur; and 
A bill (S. 23 rranting an f x i rs 
Mr. BURNHAY, from the Committee on Pi n 
were referred the following bills, reported ti l 
ymendinents, and submi 1 reports ther 
A bill (S. 8771) granti 1 incr of } n to 
Spencer; 
‘ ull (S. 2952 eTa ‘ i ise ol ito W 
B 
1 (S. 4287) gy ng @ pen 1 to Martha 
Ab >. 34 ) gran yan wu ise Of } n to 
M. Pa and 
A bill (S. 142% al an it of sion t& 
M rry 
Mr. Bl [AM, from the Comm on | 
were referred the foll g bills, report t 1 
amendment, a7 ” i reports thereor 
A bill (S. 17 ra iy an increa f pension 1 
A bill (S. 8535) gra ra 1creas peusion to Jol 
A bill (S. 3827) granting an in { pe 1 to} 
Davenport; : 
A bill (GS. 3t ry y al s f 
Oeden: 
A bill (S. 1959) g ap n to Mary ] 
A bill (S. 1888 ¢ an i i 
aAwtelie 
A bill » QS OTAani lr t S Y 
and 
\ bill (S. 569) grat rani ‘ z J 
Mr. FOS Lof Wa ot om t ( ‘ 
to w 1 was referred S. 1§ : 
pension to Thompson I d itw 
and subn d a report t 
Mr. SMOOT, from t { 1D ( 
re ed thi ] a 
ments, and s r é 
A bill (S. 3 gr a “ 
Bower 
\ bill (S. 16 oT: i 
Riley; and 
A bill (S. 3860) g pen to James H 
Mr. - HEYBI RN, f ( h : 


ui to Garrett V. Chamberlin, reported it with an amend- | 
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Mr. PATTERSON. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom A bill (S. 4458) for the relief of the estate of William Brow) 
re referred the following bills, reported them each with an } Millican, deceased: 
adm ent, and submitted reports thereon: A bill (S. 4459) for the relief of John Christie, in his own 1 
vill (S. 4871) — a pension to Alison Clifton; and as administrator of the estate of Daniel Christie, deceas no 
A. bill (S. 4284) granting an incroase of pension to Rebecca A bill (S. 4460) for the relief of the estate of Emile Rost. doe. 
anions ceased; 
A bill (S. 106) gr nting g an increa - pension to Carrie Wages; A bill (S. 4461) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Bru; 
A bill (S. 827) granting an increase of pension to Elias 8. Gib- | deceased; 
n; and A bill (S. 4462) for the relief of the estate of Clarisse Dona} 
A bill (S. 3544) grar an increase of pension to George W. | deceased; 
Phillips. A bill (S. 4463) for the relief of the estate of Belot Aug 
Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | Donato, deceased; 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with A bill (S. 4464) for the relief of the estate of J. M. Charj. 
amendm<¢ nts and sub mitted reports thereon: de a 
A bill (S. 2029) granting an increase of pension to Peter P. A bill (S. 4465) for the relief of the estate of Francis M. F 
Dobozy; and deceased; 
A bill(S.3201) granting an increase of pension to James I. Shafer. A bill (S. 4466) for the relief of E. A. Givens, sr.; 
Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom A bill (S. 4467) for the relief of the estate of Alexander 
was referred the bill (S. 2385) providing for h holding regular terms | deceased; and 
of the circuit and district courts of the United States at Great A bill (S. 4468) for the relief of M. W. Stewart. 
Falls, Mont., reported it without eames nt. Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which wer 
HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTER ON LIC LANDS. | erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commi 
Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- | Pensions: : 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- | A bill (S. 4469) granting a pension to Sarah E. Hood (wit! 
tion submitted by Mr. HANsBROUGH on the » 2 th ultimo, reported | COompanying papers) ; 
it without amendment, and it wasconsidered by unanimous con- | _ A bill (8. 4470) granting an increase of pension to Ja 
sent and agreed to, as follows: | Fish er (with accompanying pap‘ rs); 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and the same ishereby. A bill (S. 4471) granting a pension to Ida Thompson (wi 
authoriz cod to en uploy duri g the Fifty-eighth Congress a stenographer, fro1 companying papers); 
time to time as may be nocossary, to report such hearings as may behad by | A bill (S. 4472) granting a pension to Frances E. Taylor 
may y omit re © or | ‘committee, the e xp ense ther of to be pa {out of the con- | #0 Cee paper); : 
tingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee be authorized tohave| A bill (S. 4473) granting a pension to Hannah A. Kraus: 
such hearings printed. A bill (S. 4474) granting an increase of pension to B. 
BILLS INTRODUCED | Paris: 


Mr. BATE introduced a bill = 4443) for th relief of the estate| <A bill (S. 4475) granting an increase of pension to D 


2) 
Ly 





of John Chandler, deceased; which was read twice by its title, | Horner; 
Claims. | Abill (S.4 a >) granting an increase of pension to William ‘ 
4 , 2014 . ta 


and referred to the Chesnepiishen: on 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4444) fort 
John Moody, deceased; which was read ty 
ferred to the Commitiee on Claims. (with an accompanying paper); 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill A bill (5S. 4478) granting an increase of pension to Solo 
estate of Dedrick Stokein; which was read twice by its title, and | Ruch; 
referred to the Committees on Claims. | <A bil (S, 4479) 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 4446) for the relief of the es- | Wilson; 
tate of Jesse Hollingshead, deceased; which was read twice by its} A bill (S. “ 80) granting an increase of pension to Jane E. F 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commi it- A bill (S £481) granting an increase of pension to Isaac I 
tee on Claims. A bill (S. 448 2) ‘granting a pension to K: ate D. Marlin: a1 

BLACK BU RN introduced a bill (S. 4447) for the relief of | A bill (S. 4483) granting a service pension to all offic 
Dr. W liam O. Robards; which was re ad twice by its title, and | enlisted men of the United States Army, Navy, and Marin. 
referred to the Committee on Claims. | both Regular and Volunteer, who have been awarded mi: 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 4448) for #1 ne relief of | honor, or who may hereafter be awarded such med: ls und 
Central University of the State of Ken nat ky,and A. R. Burnam | of Congress approved December 21, 1861, July 12 and 16, 
and John Bennett; which was read twice by its title, and referred | March 3, 1863, and any cther act or acts amendatory ther 
to the Committee on ( ML ims. | supplemental thereto. 

Mr. MONI SY introduced a bill (S. 4449) for the relief of the Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4484) to am 
state of John H. Rei os at sh was reat d twice by iis title, and | 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 4450) for the relief of | 
W. B. Whitfield; which was read twice by its title, and referred | ord,of Edward Means; which was idle twice by its titl 
to the Committee on Claims. | ferred = the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He alsointroduced a bill (8. 4451) granting a pension to Stephen He also introduced a bill (S. 4486) to grant an honora)] 
Rice; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | charge from the military service to Alexander Gray; whi 
mittee on Pensions. | read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 1 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4452) to appoint an addi- | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
tional district judge for the northern ji 1 licial district of Cali- Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 4487) grat 
fornia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | increase of pension to Aaron M. Mason; which was read tw 
Committee on the Judiciary. its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 4453) to amend section 17 of | Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4488) granting a ] 
the act of Congress approved June 6, 190: ns *‘An act to | Thomas C. De Ford; which was read twice by its title 
increase the limit of cost of certai inp ublic buildings, to authorize | ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
the purchase of sites for public buildings, to au shoree the erec- Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 4489) granting an i! 
tion and completion of public buildings, and for other purposes; ”’ | of pension to John T. Vincent; which was read twice by it 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Comm 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 4454) granting an in-| He also introduced a bill (S. 4490) to authorize the Pri 
crease of pension to John Seiler; which was read twice by its app oint Col. Argalus G. Hennissee to the grade of } ri 


title, an d referred to the Committee on Pensions. general in the United States Army on the retired list; w 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4455) granting an increase of pen- | read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying p: \ 
sion to Ancil J. Busby; which was read twice by its title, and re- | ferred to the Committee on Milits ary Affairs. 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 4491) gra 
Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4456) granting an increase | an increase of pension to Charles C. Wilcox; which was rea bt 


g£ 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred t 


hye 
i 


bell (with an acc companying p paper); 
A bill (S. “4 i77) grant ing an inc rease of pension to John C. C 


granting an increase of pension to Fr 


nd 
3893 of the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4485) to correct the milit 


es 
T 
re 1 





of pension to Alexander Gaal; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. Committee on Pensions. 
He alsointroduced the following bills; which were severally read | He also introduced a bill (S. 4492) restoring the name of .) 
twice by their titles, and referrec to the Committee on Claims: Kelly, late of Troop I, Second United States Cavalry, to the J! 
A bill (S. 4457) for the relief of the estate of John H, Ellis, de- | sion roll; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
ceased (with an accompanying paper); Committee on Pensions, 
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Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 4493) granting a pension to | 
George W. Cook; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying , 3pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4494) granting an increase | 
of pension to John Whisler; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 4495) to provide for the issu- 
ance of postage-stamp certificates, to be used as remittances in 
lieu of postage stamps, NOW commonly employed in the payment | 

small accounts; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 4496) granting an in- | 

} 





crease of pension to Harvey Fletcher; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (8. 4497) granting an increase of 
pension to Hosea A. Dunham; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were | 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
{ n Claims: 


A bill (S. 4498) for the relief of the estate of Mathew Brown, 
dece sed; 

A bill (S. 4499) for the relief of the estate of Samuel Stolsworth, 

. bill (S. 4500) for the relief of the estate of James T. Clement, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper); 


\ bill (S. 4501) for the relief of the estate of James Crews, de- 
ceased (with an accompanying paper); and 
A bill (S. 4502) for the relief of the estate of Hiram Howell, de- 
ceased (with an accompanying paper). 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to al- 
ommutation of quarters to civil engineers, assistant civil 
ngineers, and professors of mathematics of the Navy, and fixing 
he allowances of civil engineers and professors of mathematics 
ut the same rate as for naval constructors, and for assistant civil 
engineers at the same rate as for assistant naval constructors, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- | 
dered to be printed. 
ile also submitted an amendment proposing to allow commn- 
tation of quarters tocivil engineers, assistant civil engineers, and 
pr fessors of mathematics of the Navy, intended to be proposed 
y him to the naval appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 
ir. PENROSE submitted an amendment authorizing the 
Postmaster-General to lease for post-office purposes for a period 
not exceeding fifty years a building to be erected over the tracks 
of the New York Central Railroad in the city of New York, State 
of New York, within the space bounded by Lexington avenue, 
Madison avenue, Forty-second street, and Forty-sixth strect, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Hie also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$25,000 for the payment of rewards in the post-office inspection 
ul mail-depredation service of the Post-Office Department, in- 
nded to be proposed by him to the Post-Office appropriation 
|; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompa 
ying paper, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
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HEARING BEFORE COMMITTEE ON WOMAN’S SUFFRAGE. 
a. r a ° ° ° ° 
Mr. BACON submitted the following resolution; which was 
rred to the Committee.to Audit and Control the Contingent 
ses of the Senate: 

1, That the stenographer employed to report the hearing before 
mittee on Woman Suffrage on the joint resolution (S. R. 4) propos- 
Ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, extending the 

of suffrage to women, and the bill (S. 2728) to protect the right of 
‘n citizens to register and vote for Members of the House of Repre- 
ves, be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 
MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 

Ty. TAT ‘ . “re 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the bill (H. R. 5761) to author- 
} Charleroi and Monessen Bridge Company to construct a 
‘over the Monongahela River, and the bill (H. R. 3578) to 
rize the Mercantile Bridge Company to construct a bridge 

‘the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, from a point in the 
igh of North Charleroi, Washington County, to a point in 
raver Township, Westmoreland County, be taken from the 
endar and recommitted to the Committee on Commerce. 
ihe motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


‘he following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
anc referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


my 





~— 


sO © 


Qn 


nm 
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\ bill (H. R, 23) in relation to pharmacy in the Indian Terri- 


tory; and 
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A bill (H. R. 11963) regulating the practice of medicin d 
surgery in the Indian Territory. 
The following bills were severally read twice by tl d 


referred to the Committee on Territories: 
A bill (H. R. 6493) to ratify and confirm act No. 47 
lative assembly of the Territory of Arizona; and 
A bill (H. R. 6494) to approve and ratify act No.7 
4 . 
ra 


| lative assembly of the Territory of Arizona. 
The bill (H. R. 891) granting certain lots in Gnadenhutten, 01 
| to Gnadenhutten special school district, was read twic« 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Land 
The bill (H. R. 9053 to amel d an act to ainend al troc 
struct a bridge across the Missouri River ata point between K: 


sas: City and Sibley, in Jackson County, was read twice } 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA—PANAMA CANAT 
Mr. CULLOM. 
and that its consideration be resumed. 














There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consider 

| of the resolution submitted by Mr. Bacon on the 12th ult 
modified by him on the 8th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be r ly informed that the § 
favor and ad t negotiation, v ia 
with the Repu Colom bia I l t ther be pea i 
satisfactorily determined ar la i 3 between the U1 

| States and the Repu of Col .t t r 
of irritation orc ict, and resto e t} al r I 
isting between the United Ste 1d C , and also of s ng tl 
hearty cooperati f t ( peo] . 
at Panama. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems likely that the drean 
the centuries is now at last to become real. Columbus bel 
that he would find a westward path over the unbroken 

| Cipango and Cathay, which are now known as Japan and ( 
When he came back frorn his t voyage he reported 
schoolboy knows that the i e ‘ } on i 
of Asia, and that the wealth of Jap: Ww 
reward of another voyage. He theugl 
age he had reached the continent } 
| he chose, go back to Spain by a continuous j 
westward. 

That was four bundred and ten yearsago. Hen 

his mistake. In his later voyages his eyes saw t} 
America, although his feet never touched it. He « v 
the knowledge that he had given a new world to man i 
was not till seven years after the death of Columbus that V: 
Nunez de Balboa, a famous Spaniard, discovered the Pa O 
at Darien and made it certain that America wasa continent ai 
only a narrow strip of rock divided the Atlantic from the ] 

For more than four centrries com e and L 
pire and adventure have been chafing against that 1 
As soon as Balboa found th , the ad tur 
the Old World set lf toy ite it. And yet, Mr 
of the Isthmus of Darien, wit! 1} 
where there is but 6 or 7 feet Gi » in 
seas: where the distance betw 1 the two « 
where, if a 1al b ~ i ( } i 
locks in Ly wi Bal} I ( 

yy 
Stared a , i ia 
Looke 2 : 
© s 
we know practically as little to-day as he knew four 
I should myself have liked to have had a1 
even if it had costa million or two of 4 ‘Ss 
months’ delay, before committing ourselves a 
at Panama. 
But it is not a subject with which I deem myself s1 
petent to deal. The question has been l b 
than mine—by experts, here in the Senate, in t Hi 
resentatives, in the E D 
the great question a p1 inder and moi 
impatience of the American } le, a nat 
tience, is unwilling to brook |] 
of waiting. I myself ac 
| I share the enthusiasm wh t 
pation that the American R ic j 

undertaking, w! ‘onsul 

for and to which empires and m 

The gentlemen who ] 
set forth with eloquent ad 
to the East; that it is to1 t 
is to bring Cipango and Cathay t 
trade eastward and v ward i v¥ with eve i r ar 
ceding tide; that th rnand the w n o sare at ! 
to make but one music: that the t » has come when ty 

| hemispheres, when East and West all be or ir, if not o1 
Two, like the brain, whose halves 1 r think apart, 


But beat and tremble to one throbbing heart 


I ask that tl unfinished | iSlMeSS Nile now ”~ 
alt eTO He icv 
| aid | > I t} S 
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It would be no wonder, Mr. President, if the tide of this enthu- 
siasm were to sweep people and Senate and Executive off their 
feet, and that any voice counseling a moment’s delay or delibera- 
tion should be heard with impatience or should be unheard amid 
the chorus of acclaim and joy. 

There is, however, Mr. President, another result to the accom- 
plishment of which this canal is, in my judgment, to be a great 
contribution and which, it seems to me, if not even greater than 
the advantage which is to come to us in the Orient, at least ought 
to be mentioned along with it—that is, the effect it is likely to 
have in binding together and to us the sixteen or seventeen repub- 
lics of the American continent. 

In the very darkest period of our civil war, when we had few 
friends abroad and the stoutest hearted at home were almost in 
despair; when Washington was in peril and England and France 
were watching for an opportunity to recognize the Southern Con- 
federacy; when the Alabama had driven our commerce from the 
ocean, the whole world was startled by a voice of good cheer and 
good hope. It was the voice of John Bright, at Birmingham. 

The chancellor of the exchequer, as a speaker— 


He said— 


is not surpassed by any manin England, and he isa great statesman; ho be- | 


lieves the cause of the North to be hopeless; that their enterprise can not 
. 7 1 
succeed. 

I do not blame any man here who thinks the cause of the North hopeless 
and the restoration of the Unionimpossible. It may be hopeless; the restora- 
tion may be impossible. 


But I can not believe, for my part, that such a fate will befall that fair | 


land, stricken though it now is with the ravages of war. I can not believe 
that civilization, in its journey with the sun, will sink into endless night in 
order to gratify the ambition of the leaders of this revolt. 

I have another and a far brighter vision before my gaze. It may be buta 
vision, but I will cherish it. I see one vast confederation stretching from the 
frozen North in unbroken line to the glowing South, and from the wild bil- 
lows of the Atlantic westward to the calmer waters of the Pacific main, and 
I seo one people, and one language, and one law, and one faith, and over all 
that wide continent the home for freedom and a refuge for the oppressed of 
every race and of every clime. 

When the end of the nineteenth century was coming on we 
looked forward to the accomplishment of this hope in the century 
that was to follow. Certainly it was no ignoble dream. If ever 
nation were entitled to hope for the good will of any other nation 
the great Republic might well look for the good will of her sisters 
at the south. She held out to them in one hand the Declaration 
of Independence with its great doctrines of the equality in rights 
of every nation with every other. In the other hand she held out 
the Monroe doctrine, to which every republic to the south of us 
owed alike her independence and her safety. 

What nation, what combination of nations, can resist the peace- 
ful influence of this great American continent, occupied by re- 
publics and alive with the spirit of liberty? When that shall have 
come about we shall never need to go to war. Our strength will 
be the strength of peace. Our victories will be the victories of 
peace. Europe seemed already ripe for the same doctrine. France 
and Switzerland were already republics in fact. England and 
Sweden and Norway and Belgium and Denmark were republics 
in substance. Asia and South Africa and Australia were ready 
to enter our school as docile, eager, and obedient pupils. 

The people of these republics have their grave faults, as we 
have ours and our ancestors had theirs. Humanity, as it rises 
from the savage state, is, like Milton’s lion, still pawing to get 
free his hinder parts. For one, I feel like being tolerant of the 
faults of our sister republics. I think revolution and riot and 
unsteadiness and discontent in freedom are quite as pardonable 
as the century-long dead level of European or Asiatic despotism. 

I do not expect myself to see the accomplishment of that vision. 
But I believe it is not far off. The eyes of children now born, 
the eyes of men now within the sound of my voice, will see it far 
on its way to accomplishment. In spite of a difference of opinion 
on one great question, I am confident that that career of peaceful 
empire and of peaceful glory will be along the same path, with 
the same chart and compass, with the same guiding stars, with 
the same rule of faith and practice, that this nation has followed 
from the beginning. 

The doctrine of the Declaration of Independence that all men 
are equal in political rights and political opportunities, that gov- 
ernments get their just powers from the consent of the governed, 
that every nation has the right to that form of government which 
it and no other shall deem for its safety and happiness, is the doc- 
rine henceforth to be the magnet which will draw men into that 
mighty federation and to share with us the peaceful dominion of 
self-government. 

We will, in my judgment, never substitute permanently the 
doctrine that strong nations are to judge of these things for 
weak ones, that we are to give to all weaker peoples such govern- 
ment as we think good for them, that we will determine for them 
whether and when they are capable of governing themselves, and 
that military conquest or grant from a dispossessed tyrant will 
make a good title to empire of one people over another, 

The gratitude of free Cuba, Japan started by us on her career 
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of civilization and glory, China saved from partition and spolia- 
tion—these great achievements, in two of which my friends who 
sit by me have had so noble and honorable a share, are to be our 
passports and titles to the confidence of a continent of republics 
in this hemisphere, and to the confidence of many a struggling 
people in the other. - 

I expect, Mr. President, to give my vote for the treaty. As | 
said the other day, no man in this country desires it more eag. 


than I do. y 


I doubt if there be a man living who desires it so 


| eagerly as I do. 


I should hardly deem it needful to speak again after what | 
have said already and after what has been said by other Senators 
on both sides of this Chamber were it not for some criticism aid 
misunderstanding here and elsewhere of what I said the other 
day. Certainly, Mr. President, I have been taught one lesson, es- 
pecially by the speech of my good friend from Ohio, which it may 
be was needed to take the conceit outofme. Lhad, with what Iam 
afraid was an undue vanity, supposed that whatever else might he 
my defects or shortcomings I had the capacity at least to state 
what I think so that my meaning would be known with toler- 
able and ordinary clearness, and that after thirty-five years of 
service in these halls I should not be suspected by men who kn: 
me of saying one thing and meaning another. 

I called attention the other day to some charges which were 
made extensively in the press in this country and in other coun- 
tries which I declared in my judgment were unjust and fal 
but which I thought needed explanation and contradi 


v 


| Beside what had appeared in the newspapers hostile to the Pr 


dent and tothe Republican party, I was receiving private letter 
pressing anxiety andalarm from Republican sources of the hig 
titletorespect. Thewriters were puzzledand anxious. Ith: 
that the case had been very imperfectly and insufficiently : 

I was confident that a full and complete statement would r 
all ground of reasonable criticism. 

For some reason, what was a simple and ordinary resolution r 
questing the President to give us such information as he ) 
think not incompatible with the public interest was met with ( 
and opposition. It was a resolution which for many years it 
been the custom of the Senate to adopt on the desire of any 
Senator. Butit wasattempted to delay it and suppress it, fir 
sending it over under the rules, and then by a propesal to con 
it to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I thenstated the rea 
why I thoughta fuller and clearer statement of the whole cas: 
needed for the satisfaction of the public and theabsolute vin! 
tion of the President. 

That I was actuated by no hostility to him, if anything 
than my own affirmation be needed to show it, will, I thi: 
believed when I quote the resolution of the Republican « 
tion of Massachusetts, adopted not long ago. The eminent! 
tleman charged with the duty of preparing the platform f 
convention did me the honor to invite me to prepare so muc! 
as related to the President. This is the resolution which | 
pared myself, of which I wrote every syllable. It was pr 
without consultation with anybody and without help from 
other man. 


Tho Republicans of Massachuseits and her people, without dist 
varty, have paid their tribute of honor and reverence to the great na 
ame of William McKinley. We havecause for profound gratitude 
the providence of God,the burden he laid down is borne by a wort 
cessor. 

Theodore Roosevelt has addressed himself to the duties of his hig! 
with wisdom and courage. He has had nosecrets from the America! 
He has spoken to them out of the abundance of a brave and hone 
He has addressed himself fearlessly to the difficult problems whi 
arisen since he succeeded to the Presidency and those which came « 
his predecessors. We approve what he has done already and wha 
declared that he intends to do hereafter. Massachusetts sustains a1 
pos his present Administration and intends to sustain and suport 
another. ‘ 


I introduced a resolution on the 9th of December calling ' 
the President to give such information as he might deem ! 
consistent with the public interest as to what had been ( 
dealing with Colombia and the new Republic of Panama so ! 
it affected the canal treaty. I suppose I must call it ‘ Pan 
though I was brought up on the old-fashioned lines of 
which my friend the Senator from Ohio will recollect. 
run something like this: 


Panama's maids will long look pale, 
When ForRAKER inspires the tale; 
Colon's dark matrons long will tame 
The froward child with CuLLoM’s name. 


I have not got the names right, but the lines are in subs! 
as I have quoted them. Thatresolution was one of a kind w 
according to the customs of the Senate prevailing until qui 
cently, has been adopted asa matter of course, if any 5! 
think he need information for the discharge of his own dut 
can not conceive any reason for withholding it or delaying } 

It left everything to the discretion of the President. 1 as 
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for no information, except what the Executive and the State De- 
partiwent were in the habit of giving to any Senator who should 
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so far as the charge of secretly fomenting this revolution, it did 
not seem to me worth the President’s notice. I said that if the 


visit the White House or the Secretary of State. But for some | President were to consult any Senator, that, in my opinion, he 


reason it was met by all the tactics of parliamentary opposition 
which the Senate rules permit. First there was a demand that it 
go over from day to day, and thena motion that it go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations for consideration. 

It will be observed, Mr. President, that it was not a peremp- 
tory direction toa department, such as we are wont to give. It 
was a courteous request to the Executive to tell us so much of 
¢he matter as he should think the public interest should permit. 
If that resolution had been adopted, as I expected when I intro- 
duced it, as a matter of course, [ should not have said aword. I 
was specially careful when I did speak to give notice that if any 
Senator thought anything I should say fitter for executive session, 
| would instantly desist. Under those circumstances, I deemed 
myself compelled to say what Isaid. I thought then and think 
now that I was doing a great service not only to the country, but 
to the party of which I am a .nember, and to the President, of 
whom | am a supporter. 

Mr. President, there was a very peculiar condition of things at 
that time. A large portion of the press of the country, Demo- 
eratic and what is called ‘*‘ Independent,’’ were making very bit- 
t r charges against the President. The echoes of those charges 
were beginning to reach us from foreigncountries. They charged 
the President with instigating the revolution in Panama. One 
editor in Panama, favorable to the revolution, made a statement 
in his own newspaper, extensively copied inthis country, that he 
had had an interview with the Secretary of State, who had, in sub- 
stance, conveyed to him his approval of the revolution, but coun- 
seled a little delay until things should be in readiness. 

These charges were, in my judgment, fouland infamous. I was 
applied to by a well-known newspaper that had repeated them to 
give my opinion of the whole question. To that request I replied 
that I was not myself informed sufficiently to make a public 
statement about it, but that if I did make a public statement I 
should not select for an organ a newspaper which itself, knowing 
no more about it than I did, had charged the head of the Repub- 
lic with dishonorable conduct. The correspondent asked me if he 
might report my answer. I told him he was welcome to do it, 
and he did it. That wasa few days before I introduced that res- 
olution in the Senate. 

Now, does any man believe, after reading that resolution of the 
Massachusetts State convention, and after making that public 
statement, I undertook either directly or by insinuation to indorse 
the calumny I had so indignantly rebuked? 

sut, Mr. President, these charges of the newspapers at home 
and abroad were having their effect. I was getting letters from 
men, whose names, if I were at liberty to make them known, would 
create a good deal of astonishment, expressing their uneasiness and 
alarm. They were asking whether these things were possible. 
Many of the writers were evidently very deeply impressed by them. 
These letters did not come from the men who are called **‘ Mug- 
wumps,’’ or ‘* Independents,’’ or ‘* Bolters,’’ or ‘* Free Traders,”’ or 
from the cloisters of universities, or the libraries of dreamers, or 
from men who were lukewarm in their Republicanism. 

They came from men of the highest character and influence, 
political and personal friends of my own, with whom I have been 
acting all my life. They did not come from men who in the past 
have been inthe habit of going from one party to another at every 
alternate election. They came from business men, from protec- 
tionists, from large employers of labor, from men of advanced 
years, from men who never gave other than a Republican vote 
and whose names were never absent from a Republican contribu- 
tion. They were full of uneasiness and alarm. 

The danger seems to be oyer now. But it seemed to me then, 
as it seemed to men wiser and better informed than I am, that the 


condition was like that which preceded the first and second elec- | 


tions of Mr. Cleveland—a condition of fancied security at Wash- 
ington and a condition of well-founded alarm among Republicans 
in the places where elections are decided. 

What were the charges and complaints? They were: 

First. That the Administration, failing to get a treaty from Co- 
lombia, had instigated the revolution. 

Second. That the President had been hasty in recognizing the 
new State, thereby abandoning the doctrine we maintained against 
England and France in the beginning of the civil war. 

Third. That he had, in violation of the solemn treaty by which 
We were bound to maintain the sovereignty of Colombia over 
Panama against any other power, at home or abroad, not only 
neglected that duty, but bal tied the hands of Colombia so that 
she could not defend herself, and then had proceeded to despoil 
x of that sovereignty and of the Isthmus which gave it its chief 

aiue, 


Now, Mr. President, I said in my speech on December 17 that 
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would tell him that there was no occasion for him to prove by 
any evidence beyond that of his own character that he had had 
nothing to do with any indiscretion or artifice. Isaid that from 
all I had ever seen or known he was the last man living capable 
of such anact. Perhaps I might say, without indelicacy or im- 
propriety, that what I said any Senator would say to the Presi- 
dent, if he had asked him, I had myself said to the President when 
he asked me. But I also said of the charge against the Secretary 
of State that I did not believe one word of it; that it did not seem 
to me to be Mr. Secretary Hay’s style. 

But the President decided otherwise. He had undertalren to 
contradict these aspersions. He had sent to the House of Repre- 
sentatives a message containing a few of the documents, with 
the history of the transactions, and had given to the press, for 
the express purpose of showing the impossibility of these charges, 
a part of a message he had prepared to send to Congress on the 
7th of December, showing that when he had prepared it, in the 
latter part of October or the beginning of November, he had no 
expectation of revolution in Panama, and expected to deal with 
the situation on an entirely different theory. 

Mr. President, unfortunately, it seems to me, and as it seemed 
to many loyal friends of the President himself, his explanation 
and contradiction were in a very imperfect state. Neither he nor 
the Secretary of State had given an indignant denial of the 
charges. It is true, as I thought then and think now, no denial 
whatever was necessary. But he had not taken that view. He 
had sent certain documents to Congress and made known to the 
public a draft of a message for the very purpose of contradicting 
these slanders. Now.I pointed out in what I said, affirming with 
all my might, that I did not believe a word of them myself; that 
if they were to be contradicted by a history of the transactions 
we ought to have the whole of it and not simply that part of it 
that did not contradict them. The documents which the Presi- 
dent had sent in began, in order of time. before any revolution 
had begun in Panama. So far as appeared by them our Adminis- 
tration had no knowledge or expectation of any, a view confirmed 
by the draft of the undelivered message, until orders were given 
to hurry ships to Panama for the sole purpose of preventing Co- 
lombia from so disposing of her forces as to prevent it. 

It is true there had been rumors in some papers before that time 
of expected revolution in Colombia, but they were not alluded to 
in anything the President said tous. They were unknown toa 
large portion of the American people. I confess my own igno- 
rance; but they were not known to me, and they were probably 
unknown to the general public in foreign countries. 

So, Mr. President, the only official fact that had been furnished 
to us in answer to these calumnies were the facts that the first 
step, apparently, in these important transactions was that before 
the revolution broke out the United States gave an order not to let 
Colombia anticipate it and prevent it. 

Now, Mr. President, wasit an unfriendly act? Was it unpatri- 
otic? Was it disloyal, either to my country or to the party which 


my enemies, at least, say I love with an extravagant aifection, 
that I called attention to the condition of things? That friend of 
President Roosevelt must be very sensitive indeed who thinks 
when a slanderous and foul charge is made against him that itis 


a wound to say at the time that the charge is fou! and slanderous. 
and that the President’s character is such that it is not worthy of 
contradiction, and to add, also, as you have undertaken to con- 
tradict it, had you not better make your contradiction complete: 
If it beawound, beitso. ‘* Faithful are the wounds of afriend.”’ 

I not only, Mr. President, utterly disclaimed any other purpose 
than this at the time, with as much clearness and vigor of state- 





| ment as I could put into language. but when the Senator from 
Maryland and the Senator from Ohio put a different interpret: 

| tion on what I had said I declared that I would not permit. if I 

| could help it, the Senator from Maryland or the Senator from 

i 


Ohio to put me in a false position. 

Mr. President, whether I was right or wrong, the President 
and the Secretary of State seem to have agreed with me. The) 
have sent in, first a few days after I spoke. and again still later, 
two messages, giving all the history of the transaction and 
relations with Colombia and New Granada, arguing all th: 
questions very powerfully, so far as they are matters of arg 
ment, and accompanied by emphatic and indignant denials of 
all the imputations to which I referred, expressing at the time 
my own belief that they were false. The Secretary of State says, 
what I knew beforehand from my knowledge of his character, 
that he never said any such thing to that editor, and never talked 
with him except in the presence of a number of other persons. 

The President, in his message January 4, 1902, shows by the 
history of the transactions that what he did was in precise accord- 
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iat had been done in previous years with entire pub- 


te to ref uations w! 
y by th nt in the revolutionary movement in Panama 
as destitute of foundation as of propriety. The only excuse for my 
ng them is the fear lest unthinking per might mistake for ac- 
» the silence of mere self-respect. I think proper to say, theref« 

nected wi ris Government had any part in preparing, in- 

ouraging the late revolution on the isthmus of Panama, and 
ave fre 3of our military and naval officers, given above, no 
one connected with this Government had any previous knowledgs of the 
revolution except such as was accessible to any person of ordinary intelli- 
gence who read the newspapers and kept upacurrent acquaintance with 
publi 3 


Is there any 
Theod 
Will t 


ich have been made of 


> by this Governm 


or" 1 +ha renort 
That Hn toe rep 


anairs. 


he campaign orators from Portland, Me., to San Francisco 


or Puget Sound have one among their number who will accuse | 


brave and honest man of falsehood when he uttered that 
And is it not on the whole a good thing, my Repub- 
lican friends, that you will have that to cite when you go into the 
campaign next summer? 
of these propositions? 
tell me. 


that 


ot . "+9 
statement: 


low, I] resident, it would be arrogant and presumptuons in se > ; cs : ° 
: Now oS 7 ar oe I said in tl Benet hee | he Presi- | Tations of our former Administrations, | think, as an ex 
ne vo Cial fat anyouoing i Said i 16 MeNAace Lucet 6 ) ae 


dent to do exactly and fully what I myself desired to have him do. 
i certainly make no such claim. But I doclaim that what the 


President has said and done vindicates absolutely the propriety of | : . . : . 
President has said ant -? Z lutely the proj 7 | only its neutrality, but the uninterrupted transit of com 


| we said to New Granada: ‘*‘ We will guarantee your peaceful s 


what I myself said and did, and Iam able when I read the message 
of January 4 to repeat what I said in the resolution of the Repub- 


lican State convention of Massachusetts, to which I just referred: | 


r 


Theodore Roosevelt has addressed himself to the duties of his high office 
with wisdom andcourage. He has had nosecrets from the American people. 
He on addressed himself fearlessly to the difficult problems which have 
arisen since he succeeded tothe Presidency and those which camedown from 
his predecessors. We approve what he has done already and what he has 
declared that he intends todo hereafter. Massachusetts sustains and sup- 
ports his present Administration, and intends to sustain and support him in 
anotner. 

Mr. President, if my life shall be spared and my eyes shall see, 
as I hope and believe if my life shall be spared they will see, an- 
other Republican Administration, I shall try, if | have aseat here, 
to give to President Roosevelt honest and friendly and fearless 
counsel, without stopping to think whether that be the best road 
either to his favor or to the popular favor of the day. I have 
learned in my life that while we must do our duty in the present, 
as God gives us to see it, that the reward for doing duty comes 
in the future; seldom at the time. 

Mr. President, the time for the vote isso near and the members 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations and other Senators—es- 
pecially the Senator from Wisconsin—have discussed the question 
so thoroughly that I do not like to enter into an argument now. 
I will, however, say a word or two upon two questions. 

First, [ wish to speak of the charge that the President has been 
overhasty in the recognition of the new Republic. That is a mat- 
ter solely for his discretion. The power of recognition of a for- 
eign government, whether of its separate existence or of its de 
facto government, must in ordinary cases be within the exclusive 


discretion of the President, and his action must be absolutely | 


binding upon all other departments of the Government. That 
matter was debated when some zealous friends of ours were urg- 
ing Congress to recognize the insurgent government which was 
then literally in the saddle in Cuba. 

Those gentlemen, some of them at any rate, admit their mis- 
take now. 
power. Itisa derived power coming from the President’s power 
and duty to appoint and receive ambassadors, other public minis- 
ters, and consuls, and his power and duty to see that the laws, 
including treaties—which are laws—be faithfully executed. 

It is impossible that the exercise of this power should wait for 
the assembling of Congress in those cases that arise in vacation 
or should be delayed until the lawmaking power, consisting of 
three separate and independent authorities, can agree and can 
act. I have thought that cases may be conceived where such a 
duty and authority may exist in the lawmaking power. It may 
be desirable sometimes to enact a@ law which will determine the 
action of all persons under the authority of onr Government, de- 
ciding who is the lawful government of a foreign country. But 
that question does not arise now. 

So it is clear to my mind that for every American, whether in 
Congress or out, the question, What is the lawful Government at 
Panama? has been settled by the President. Noquestion remains 
for the Senate but whether the proposed treaty be a proper one 
and for the public interest. Otherwise, if the Executive think 
one way and we think another, and the House of Representatives 
perhaps differs from both of us, there can never be a lawful treaty 
with any power occupying the territory of Panama, and not only 
the canal must wait, but evervthing so far as our relations with 
that country is concerned must be in chaos, 


man on the face of the earth, friend or foe of | 


wre Roosevelt, who doubts that clear a anly statement? | ; ; 
re R velt, who doubts that clear and manly statement | istrations upon that question: 


Do any of you differ from me on either | 
Again, if anybody does, I wish he would | 


spoken to them out of the abundance of a brave and honest heart. | 
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I onght, perhaps, in all candor, to say one other thing. I lis. 
tened carefully to the interesting argument of my honorable 
friend from Wisconsin last Saturday. I have read carefully a)} 
that has come from the Department of State upon that subj 
I am unable to give my consent to the interpretation of the t: 
of 1846 with New Granada—the benefits of which have 4d 
to Colombia and now, as a consequence of the President’s r 
nition of the new Republic, to Panama—and to the constrn 
put upon it by my honorable friend from Wisconsin and, ii 
derstand the matter correctly, to the construction put upon it 
the President under, I suppose, the advice of his able and acc 
plished Secretary of State. 

I do not understand as they do the attitude of previons Ady 
I think we were bound to guar 
the sovereignty of New Granada and Colombia and now of 
ama, since the President has recognized it, over that Isth 
against all foreign powers, including ourselves, and that we 
also bound to guarantee it against domestic violence and insu 
tion. This has nothing to do with the Monroe doctrine. 
guaranty is against American States as well as against Eur 
powers. 

As I interpret the treaty and as I interpret the previons 4 


for this valuable and costly right of transit—in which we are 
interested than all the rest of the world put together—a 
right to occupy that Isthmus with our public forces to prot 


ereignty against any unlawful power whatever.”’ 

But, Mr. President, the case of the United States, in my opini 
under present conditions is stronger instead of weaker a 
to my view than according to the view taken by my hom 
friend from Wisconsin, as will be seen in a moment. 

3y the language of the treaty of 1846 the United States cuar: 
tees ‘‘ positively ’’ and “‘ efficaciously ’’ to New Granada— 
as special compensation for the right of way and the advantage and fa. 
the treaty, the perfect neutrality of the before-mentioned Isthmus, w 


view that the transit from one sea to the other may not be interrup 
embarrassed at any future time. 


Now, as the President claims and as every Senator who ] 
argued the question on that side claims, fhat was for the p 
of keeping that transit peaceful and neutral whatever contend 
forces might menace it. 

A domestic insurrection might be a greater menace and a n 
permanent interruption than that which would come from a 
foreign war. Suppose there were an insurrection in Panama 
the conditions along that Isthmus were like those of the v: 
of the Shenandoah or the Rappahannock in our civil war. 
United States, if it were to keep the peace during such ac 
must inevitably take one side or the other if the belligeren 
there. So our Administration says, and so our Administ 
has acted. 

Now, the treaty goes on to say that ‘‘in consequence the T 
States also guarantee in the same manner the rights of sover 
and property which New Granada has and possesses over t 
territory.’’ Upon any other construction of that treat 
United States is bound to prevent what it has recognized : 
lawful sovereignty from ever asserting its lawful authority t 
From that would follow either that the rebel authority is a 
to be recognized or in case of any disturbance that there m1 
no sovereignty existing there whatever, although a ci‘ 


a : | might last, as many Spanish wars have lasted, for a year or ! 
1s Mowe honch «x ¥ e : ‘ iene t 5 ’ z . " @J 
This power, though so important, is not an express | generation. : 


Now, Mr. President, this view is supported by the lancu 
the treaty of 1857, under which both Governments admitt 
liability of New Granada for damages cansed bya riot at Va 
as is expressly stated in the treaty, which says: 

For which the said Government of New Granada acknowle(dzes its | 


arising out of its privilege and obligation to preserve peace and ord 
the transit route. 


If it were not our right and duty to protect that sovereign! 
must follow that the right and duty were not lodged any 
We were not bound to do it ourselves, and we were bound 


| our duty to keep the peace to prevent New Granada or Colo! 


from doing it herself. This view, as I understand, was the \V 

of Secretary Seward, as expressed in his letter of April 30, !° 

in which he says (I abbreviate his language a little, but give 

entire substance) if the complete and absolute sovereignty of 

State of Colombia shall ever be assailed by any power, at ho! 

or abroad—that is, by domestic violence er foreign violence 

United States will be ready to cooperate with the Governmen! of 

their ally to maintain and defend it. 

ae says, October 27, 1878, in his dispatch to Mr. Keeler, 
a 


Our engagement has never been acknowledged to embrace the duty of 
protecting the road across the Isthmus from the violence of local factions 
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It is clear that he is not speaking of a menace to the sovereignty 
of Colombia. He further says that— 


That protection has been given. but with the consent and at the instance 
of the local authorities. Itis regarded as the undoubted duty of the Colom- 
1 on Government to protect the road from attacks of local insurgents. The 
‘ischarge of this duty will be insisted upon. 


Mr. Bayard says that— 

Our Government has auees recognized the sovereignty 
Colombia in the premises and has expressly disclaimed t 
ine the transit against domestic disturbance. 

And that— 


Whenever we have sent our forces there it hasalways been at the instance 
| with the consent of Colombia. 


and obligation of 
e duty of protect- 
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fe is speaking of local disturbances not amounting to an at- | 


tack on the sovereignty which we ourselves are bound to guar- 


tee. 

\nd President Cleveland,in his annual message of December, 
1885, says that our forces which were sent to Colombia by him to 
keep the transit open were sent there only when the local author- 
ity was temporarily powerless and always in aid of the sovereignty 
f Colombia, and that that fulfillment of our duty was highly ap- 
reciated by the Government of Colombia and has been followed 
vy expressions of its satisfaction. 

“So. Mr. President, so far as I can understand the matter, but 
r my deference to the great legal authorities who differ from 
. it would seem to me to be clear that we entered into a treaty 
i846 by which we bound ourselves to guarantee the sovereignty 
We 


—— 


f 
™m 
in 

of Colombia against domestic as against foreign violence. 
were to do it at her instance and in her aid. 

But, Mr. President, this obligation is, in my judgment, limited 
in all reason and in all justice by the absolute necessity of the 
case to the protection and guaranty of that sovereignty only when 
it is so exerted that it gives no occasion or justification for a law- 
ful resistance by the people over which it is exercised. We did 
not mean to bind ourselves in violation not only of our own Dec- 
laration of Independence, but of the doctrine we had been preach- 
ing from the beginning to all South American republics that an 
oppressed people had no right to overthrow a tyrannical govern- 
ment, and that if they undertook to do it our power was to be 
pledged to their subjugation. 

If we had made a like treaty with Spain in regard to Cuba or 
in regard to any part of South America, Tehuantepec or Nica- 
ragua or Panama, while under her rule, would it be contended 
for a moment that she could summon us to support her in aggres- 
sions like those of Weyler or those against which the whole 
South American continent and the islands of the sea had rebelled? 

There is an analogous case, well settled by all authorities, in 
international law which declares precisely the same principle, 
though adapted toa not very dissimilar state of facts. That is 
the well-settled doctrine that a treaty obligation for an alliance, 

ffensive and defensive, never binds any nation to support its 
ally in an unjust war. 

Wheaton says that Grotius and the other text writers hold that 
the casus foederis of a defensive alliance does not apply to the case 
of a war manifestly unjust, that is, to a war of aggression on the 
part of the power claiming the benefit of the alliance. And it is 
even said to be a tacit condition annexed to every treaty made in 
time of peace, stipulating to afford succors in time of war, that 
the stipulation is applicable only toajust war. To promise assist- 
ance in anunjust war certainly would be an obligation to commit 
an injustice, and no such contract is valid. 

Certainly, Mr. President, this doctrine must apply a fortiori 
to an engagement by treaty to guarantee sovereignty. No such 
treaty can be for a moment reasonably claimed to constitute an 
obligation to maintain a sovereignty against which there is a just 
and clear ground of revolution. If any power had engaged to 
maintain the sovereignty of Spain over Cuba, would it be fora 
moment contended that such a treaty bound the contracting power 
to maintain a rule so oppressive and tyrannical and cruel that we 


oO 


held ourselves justified, under the law of nations, in interposing | 


for its overthrow? 
If, therefore, the statements, so far uncontradicted and unquali- 
made by the President and made on the floor of the Senate 


rue, and Panama had an honest ground for revolution against 


fied, 
be tr 
Col 
example when we became ourselves a nation, and the doctrine 
stated tothe world in our own Declaration of Independence, then, 
in ny judgment, the treaty was not applicable or of binding force 
any longer. 
, ( if this also it seems to me that the President must necessarily 
e the judge. 





lombia, in accordance with the doctrine of which we set the | 


The treaty with New Granada, to the rights and | 


duties of which Colombia succeeded, was the law of the land, | 


binding alike upon the executive and the judicial departments. 
It was the constitutional duty of the President to see that, like 
other laws, faithfully executed. It was not a case, from its very 


nature, where he was bound to await the action of the lawmaking | 


power, 
The duty to interpose for the defense of the sovereignty of Co- 
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lombia in a proper case, like that of preserving the neutrality of the 
Isthmus, would ordinarily be an obligation of instant necessity. 
It could not await the assembling of Congress, if it arose in vaca- 
tion, and it could not await the slow action or the possibility of 
difference of opinion of a power which required the concurrent 
action of two legislative bodies and the President himself for its 
exercise. 

1 hold, therefore, Mr. President, that although, in my opinion, 
the treaty of 1846, as expounded again and again since, required 
us to protect the sovereignty of Colombia against all assailants, 
either foreign or domestic, and of course bound us to respect it 
ourselves, yet that that only bound us to guarantee and protect it 
in its lawful exercise. When it became intolerable, so that its 
subjects had a fair right of revolution on principles which we 
ourselves have declared are the fundamental and natural rights 
of every people, we were no longer bound by the obligation. And 
the question whether that condition of things had arisen was 
necessarily and solely for the Executive. 

Now, Mr. President, if this doctrine be sound, and I do not 
think it likely to be questioned. what follows? The moment Pan 
ama declared her independence and had established it, of which 
the President is the sole judge, our obligation to defend the s 
ereignty over that Isthmus, which had come down from New 
Granada to Colombia, came down from Colombia to Panan 
She bad the right to claim the advantage as she ha: led 
the obligation of the treaty of 1846, just as she would have t 


ir 





right to claim the right and succeed to the obligation of thet y 
of this year if the Hay-Herran treaty with Colombia had been 
ratified on both sides and she had accomplished her revolution 


afterwards. 
[had thought of saying a word about the charge against the 
President of undue haste in the recognition of the new Republic 
But I do not think at this late hour that I care to do more than 
te repeat precisely what I said the other day. Iam: 
not say it very clearly. I certainly failed to make the very U1 
intellect of my good friend from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], whom I 
love and honor—and who, I sometimes think, likes me a little, 
too—understand me. 

It is said that the President’s action is inconsistent with what 
we demanded of European powers at the ti 
I said, then: 





ifr +c 


: 1 
ine OL Our ClVll War. 


1 


sstion whether when he shall recognize 




















>qu and g rover 3 left 
i ral, by the Constitution to his sole discreti retion 1s 
) i1ding upon all ot! apartments of the G t. Idor t 
he could get much light t de his feet in dealing Panat I 
conditions which occurred during our civil war. 
During the impeachment of Warren Hastings, e era in 
House of Com mplained of the delays an W ( f 
i surke answered that when these ge I he ed 3 
h own courts as guides for the procedu ribunal, it was 
if a rabbit that bred four times a year shoul scr e period 
necessary for the gestation of an elephant » reverse is 
The elephant that breeds once in twelve no rule for ju 
ing of the period of gestation of a field mouse or a hu g bir 
I have been to!d by some learned naturalists since I spoke that 
the elephant takes twenty months, instead of twelve, for that in- 


mm 


teresting process. That is a matterabout which I have no knowl- 
edge and about which, I presume, Senators who hear me have no 
knowledge. If that be true, it only strengthens the force of the 
illustration. What I meant to say was that, as compared with 





our civil war, with the birth of the great Sou acy, 
determining the fate of eleven and perhaps ites, and 
rending asunder a great nation, this matter birth this 
little Republic was but a field-mouse or humming-bird transaction 
as compared with the birth of an elephant. 

All the facts, all the history, affecting that trans: nw 
well known to the President when he acted. There we reas 
for prompt haste growing out of our relations with that Isth 3 
and by reason of the necessity of having some power with w L 
we could deal in the pending negotiations relating to the isthmian 
canal. 

Now, Mr. President, the last sentence which I uttered in t! 
speech of last December was this: 

I do not undertake to say—I do not say been anyth 
far on the part of our Government liable toany ju r ism. Butthe A i- 
can people and the Senate as yet know only one part of the storys rhey are, in 
my judgment, entitled to know the wholeand to know it now, befor 
taken vee ithe Panama treaty. We are en »k tl I 
scribed by the established custom of the Gove nent for ent in 
official communication from the Executive to one or the other ] Pe 
gress, and not to get it through some individual Senator, wh 
may be colored, unconsciously, by his own wishes or by what | 


be the wishes of anybody else 
Whether I were right or wrong in that declaration, every word 


of it has been abundantly indorsed by the Pr t. Heha 

clared, as I did, that he thinks the charge unworthy of a serious 
denial. He has declared also,as I did, that having once treated 
itas worthy of attention it is better to make his denial completa 
and absolute, as he has done, and enable the American people and 


foreign critics and the men who are to write history to judge of 
the transaction by the whole story and not by a hasty narrative 
which begins on the 2d of November. 
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I shall, Mr. President, cordially and gladly support this treaty, 
as I said, whenI spoke the other day, it was my hope and expecta- 
tion todo. I shall share the exultation of the whole people when, 
in the near future, the construction of the canal shall be begun 
by the only power on earth competent to complete it, and another 
glorious chapter in the history of the world will be also another 
glorious chapter in the history of the Republic. 

For fifty-three years, ever since the Republican party was born— 
before it was baptized or christened—Massachusetts has kept in 
these seats an unbroken succession of Republican Senators. She 
has given through them fearless and honest and brave counsel. 
She has been often criticised. She has been sometimes unpopular. 
But I think on looking back that my brethren will agree with me 
that the country has been on the whole better off, and that the 
Republican party has on the whole profited by the fact that she 
has put no bridle or muzzle upon the lips or the tongue of the 
men she has chosen to represent her. In general you have come 
round to her way of thinking, and have follewed—I will not say 
her leadership, but her advice. 

I account myself the humblest and the least worthy of the men 
she has selected to represent her. I have differed, as have my 
predecessors, sometimes temporarily from by brethren, whom I 
loveand honor; but the people have kept me here, not only longer 
than any other in the Senate or House of ‘Representatives for a 
consecutive term of service and longer than any other Massa- 
chusetts Senator, but longer than any other man now in public 
life in this country. 

I have tried to be faithful to her traditions and to represent 
worthily as I might her deliberate opinions. I have tried, if I 
might, to bring it about that this great transaction, greatest in our 
history save only the achievement of our independence and the 
abolition of slavery, be performed in a way to enhance the pure 
fame of my country at home and abroad, that it shall owe noth- 
ing to power but everything to justice. 

So, Mr. President, I not only find no difficulty in giving my vote 
for this treaty, but I give it with an unqualified pleasure and sat- 
isfaction. 

I repeat what I said on the 17th of December: 


No man in this country desires more eagerly than I do—I doubtif there be 
a man living who desires so eagerly as I do—to support the Administration 
and to act with my Republican associates in this matter. I desire the build- 
ing of thecanal. It is one of the great landmarks, rarely found once ina cen- 
tury, in the progress of humanity, bringing nations together and making the 
whole world kin. Q : 

I hope it isa laudable ambition—at any rate it is my ambition—that this 
raay be accomplished in my time by the party with which I have acted from 
my youth and by the Administration of my choice. Nothing can be more 
delightful to me than that it shall be accomplished by the President of whom 
I had supposed I had the right to speak as an honored and valued personal 
friend. It is a dear ambition also that my vote may be recorded in its favor. 

I added then what I desire to repeat now: 


But let this great transaction be wrought in the great way which alone is 
worthy of it. Letit be brought to pass, if it may be, by the unanimous consent 
of all parties and the united actionofallthe people. If, unhappily, that be im- 
possible, at least let it be without the taint or suspicion of national dishonor. 

Mr. President, I am happy to believe that this great transaction 
is to be wrought in the great way which alone is worthy of it. It 
is to be brought to pass, if not absolutely, at least almost abso- 
lutely, by the unanimous consent of all parties and the united 
action of all the people. I believe it will come to pass without 
national dishonor. I may perhaps deceive myself, but I believe 
I have done something to remove from the transaction any taint 
or suspicion of national dishonor. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I have listened to the distin- 
guished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] with that de- 
light which a high order of intellectual effort always inspires; 
in this case with the added pleasure that I am in full accord with 
all he has said about the question under consideration, however 

‘it may be as to his criticisms upon myself for the speech I made 
in answer to him when he spoke in December last. 

I account myself somewhat unfortunate, Mr. President, with 
respect to this controversy in so far as there is one between the 
Senator from Massachusetts and myself. I had been otherwise 
engaged when he made his former speech to which reference is 
made and came into the Senate Chamber only as he took the floor 
and commenced to speak. I was not aware he intended to make 
aspeech. I was not aware he had introduced the resolutions to 
which he spoke. I knew nothing about that speech except only 
as I gathered it as he delivered it. I undertook to make an an- 
swer to it. It was necessarily impromptu. It was necessarily 
based on what I understood the Senator from Massachusetts at 
that time to say, 

If I misunderstood him in any respect, as the Senator in his 
speech claims I then did misunderstand him, Iam not alone in 
that misunderstanding. I have turned tothe Recorp, and I refer 
to it only that I may the better assure the Senator, and place it in 
the Recorp, that I did not intend at that time to misrepresent 
him, as I would not under any circumstances knowingly or in- 
tentionally misrepresent anyone. When the Senator concluded 
his speech, which I find in the Recorp of December 17 last, he 
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was succeeded immediately by the Senator from Maryland [Mr, 
GoRMAN], who seems to have understood the purport of the Sen- 
ator’s speech precisely as I did. I quote from the speech made by 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] on that occasion: 

Mr. President, I think the country is to be congratulated that again the 
Senator from Massachusetts, a great ieader on the other side of the Chamber, 
whose reputation is world-wide, has followed the examples that we have wit- 
nessed in this body timeand time again. When some question arises wherein 
the honor of the American people is involved, there are always enough patri- 
otic Senators to join the minority in staying the hands of the Executive power 
when it trenches upon the right of the Senate or of Congress, or attempts, 
without the consent of Congress, by an improper and inexcusable act, to in- 
volve the country in war. 

Whether or not the Senator from Maryland was justified in 
employing that language in making his answer to the Senator 
from Massachusetts will appear from a study of what had been 
said by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Ohio will also remember that 
I at once rose and said that I could not permit the Senator from 
Maryland to put me in a false position. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I remember that very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I disclaimed it at the time. 

Mr. FORAKER. But the question remained then, notwith. 
standing what the Senator from Massachusetts said, and remains 
now, whether or not a fair construction and interpretation of the 
language then employed by the Senator from Massachusetts war- 
ranted what the Senator from Maryland said. 

It is perfectly clear from the language then employed by the 
Senator from Maryland that he understood the Senator from 
Massachusetts to be making an attack upon the President of the 
United States, at least to be severely criticising him, because of 
what had been done under his direction in the Panama affair, 
Was he or not justified in that? We shall see in a moment. 

After the Senator from Maryland had concluded I made the re- 
marks which have been referred to. I have stated how I came 
to make them; that they were made on the spur of the moment 
in answer to the speech as I understood it. I knew at the time 
when I rose tospeak that I was not alone among the Republicans 
in this Chamber in the view I entertained as to the character of 
speech the Senator from Massachusetts had made. A number of 
Senators had expressed to me as their opinion of what he had said 
precisely what I understood him to have said. I rose, therefore, to 
answer, having in my mind exactly the view as to the character 
of speech made by the Senator from Massachusetts that the Sen- 
ator from Maryland had expressed. 

But I did not answer as the Senator from Maryland did. I con- 
tented myself not with opposing the resolutions—I had no objec- 
tion to them—but with stating in a prefatory way that I thought 
those resolutions should have been offered and the speech should 
have been made in executive session, because at that time we had 
pending in the Senate—it was yet then, I believe, in the Committee 
on Foreign Relations—a treaty with Panama with respect to which 
all of those questions were necessarily raised; and if any additional 
testimony or evidence or knowledge was desired by any Senator, 
it could have been secured by asking for it in executive session, 
where I think it properly belonged, as well as by asking for it in 
opensession. And it occurred to me that that was where the reso- 
lution should have been offered and there, if anywhere, where the 
speech should have been made, 

I was not alone in that opinion, Mr. President. The Senator 
from Massachusetts himself seems to have had the same kind of 
an impression, for one of the first paragraphs of his speech on 
that occasion was the statement that if as he proceeded any Sena- 
tor should think his remarks more appropriate in executive ses- 
sion, he would yield at any time for such a motion to be made. [ 
think not only did the Senator from Massachusetts feel that at 
least in all probability the speech should be made in executive 
session, but I think every member on this side of the Chamber 
was in accord with me in that opinion. Therefore it ix that, so 
far as the prefatory part of my remarks on that occasion is con- 
cerned, all that I said was entirely justified. 

I then came to discuss what the Senator had said, not at any 
length, for I simply called attention to the fact that he had read a 
lot of telegrams—all of which are set out here in the Recorp—and 
from those telegrams which he had just read he had drawn aconclu- 
sion. Let meread the language, that I may be.accurate. I said: 

He reads a lot of telegrams and draws therefrom an inference, which he 
states as his conclusion, to the effect that this Government, although denying, 
as it has been denied over and over again, any part whatever in any conniv- 
ance or intrigue in regard to the matter, was yet proceeding in such a way 
that no other conclusion could be deduced therefrom. 

Mr. President, not only did the Senator from Massachusetts say 
that in express language on that occasion, but he has repeated it, 
I think, more than once in the speech which he has just now ‘e- 
livered, for he has told us here again to-day, as he told us then, 
that from the telegrams he inferred thus and so in criticism of 
the Administration. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me? I never 
said the other day, or to-day, that I drew that conclusion—never. 
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Mr. FORAKER. Well. 
fr. HOAR. 
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yw Tunderstand 


the Senator to say then, and as I read his speech n 
l nD hich he read told 


Oram v 
bcahiiis \ 


, ndignant disbelief in any such thing, but I said the President | what he thought was an imperfect story, and that from the 


1.1 heenn his narrative at a point which did not repel it. 
: FORAKER. That is true. 
+.» yuinute he will not differ with me, I take it. 
“ty HOAR. The Senator said, if he will pardon me, that I 
drow that conclusion. 

FORAKER. Let me say—— 


HOAR. If any honest and candid man will look back he 
x e that I expressed my indignant disbelief and said that the 
] nt was the last man in the world to do such a thing, and 
‘ his own character did not make it worth while for him to | 
: lict it. But I then said, ‘‘ You have sent in a story begin- 


' nthe 4th of November, instead of sending in the whole, 
ve want the whole.”’ 

FORAKER. That is true. Iam coming to say all that. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwas calling attention, not that I believed in it, 

for | said I did not, but to the fact that there were people who 
were made uneasy by it. 

FORAKER. What I said was that the Senator read a lot 


of t rams and then stated as his conclusion deduced therefrom | 


hy ’ 


i so. 
\ir. HOAR. Read what I did say. 
r. FORAKER. Iam about to read it. 
Mr. HOAR. Read it and see. 
Mr. FORAKER. Iso understand it. -The Senator, after read- 
ing all these telegrams, said: 
lear, if this be the whole story that we have in these documents, 


t} t twenty-four hours, perhaps forty-eight hours, before the revo- 
l : e out our Government had instructed its man-of-war to prevent 
t G ‘yment of Colombia from doing anything in anticipation of the 
r ition to prevent it. 

Now. after reading these telegrams he said: ‘‘If this be the | 
whole story, then thus and so.’’ In another part of the same 
speech he referred to the fact that I referred to in my remarks in 
answer to his, that the President had disclaimed more than once 


on behalf of the Government and every official connected with 





| the Senator from Massachusetts shows that he judged him then 


the Administration that there had been any connivance, or any | 
intrigue, or any complicity whatever to bring about any such re- | 'U! ' / , : . 
this body on either side of the Chamber will concur in, that 


sult. I was speaking, Mr. President, in that connection about 
these telegrams and about the conclusion the Senator deduced 
thereirom. 
that the Senator did say in that same speech, notwithstanding he 
had quoted telegrams from which he thought only one conclusion 
could be deduced, that he had such high regard for the President 
and such implicit confidence in his word and in his honor that he 
did not believe that was the whole story. 

But how did the Senator from Massachusetts proceed? After 
having read these telegrams and after having made the statement 
that it appeared from these telegrams that we had taken these 
steps to prevent Colombia from doing anything in anticipation of 
this revolution to prevent it, the Senator used this language. 
This was the kind of language which impressed itself on my mind 
at that time; that gave to my mind the impression as to the char- 
acter of the Senator’s speech, to which I made answer as I did: 

Now, Mr. President— 

Having read the telegrams and made that statement— 

I want to know, I think the American people want to know, and have a right 
to know, whether this mighty policeman— 

Referring to the United States— 
instructed to keep the peace on that Isthmus, seeing a man about to attack 
another, before he had struck his blow, manacled the armsof the man at- 
tar so that he could not defend himself, leaving the assailant free, and 


th intly proceeded to secure from the assailant the pocketbook of the 
Victim, on the ground that he was de facto the owner? 

m “! . 

‘oO whom did that language apply? Of whom was that lan- 
guage spoken? Were we not warranted in drawing the conclusion 


from the Senator's statement that the telegrams he read showed 
What heclaimed they showed, and from his statement—this figure 


of speech about a policeman—were we not warranted in coming 
to tue conclusion that the Senator was making an attack on the 
President which, if we meant to defend the Administration, it 
Was « 


ir duty then and there to take issue with? 
we take issue with it? I said, in answer to that: 
rie reads a lot of telegrams and draws therefrom an inference, which he 





I was not unmindful of the fact, but referred to it, | 


telegrams there was only one conclusion to be deduced, and that 


If the Senator will'bear with | was one which justified criticism of the President and criticism 


of the Administration. 

Ididnotsoreadthem. Icalled the Senator’s attention toa fa 
which he had already referred toin his speech of that date—namely, 
that we had before us not only these telegrams to construe and 


| interpret as on their face they might read, but we had also before 


us the statements of the President. 

The Senator from Massachusetts had referred to the fact that 
the President had caused to be published in one of the ne 
papers of the country an extract from the message which he had 


prepared to send to the special session of Congress in November, 


but which he did not transmit to Congress because it became un- 


| necessary by reason of these events, but which he had prepared 


before those events and afterwards had published to show that he 
was telling the truth when he said to the country, and said offi- 
cially, and said in every other way in which he was called upon to 
speak, that there was no complicity, no intrigue, no connivance. 

[ said in that connection that the objection I took to the Sena- 
tor’s speech was that, boiled down to the fine point, he was cal! 


| ing upon the President of the United States to prove that he had 


been telling the truth, and I did not think that was becoming. I 
did not think so then; I do not think sonow. I think we had a 
right to judge the President—as the language ascribed tohim by 


and judges him now—as a man of honor, as a man of truth, asa 
man of patriotic purpose, as aman of lofty character, who would 
spurn to do that which the interpretation that I put upon what 
the Senator said amounted to an insinuation of. 

Now, that is not all that the Senator from Massachusetts said. 
I speak of this at more length than I perhaps should, simply 
cause of the unqualified and unlimited respect and admiration I 
have for the Senator from Massachusetts. I think all he said in 
praise of his predecessors in the office of United States Se1 r 
from Massachusetts was worthily and befittingly said. I will go 
further and say in this presence what I know every member 


as were Webster and Sumner and the other great men to whom 
he referred, they were not so great but that the senior Senator 


A 


| from Massachusetts is a worthy successor in that great 


But how did | 


oo is conclusion, to the effect that this Government, although deny- | 
‘ng, aS it has bsen denied over and over again, any part whatever in any con- 
oan o~ OF SEES in regard to the matter, was yet proceeding in such a 
: ) other conclusion could be deduced therefrom. 
President, as I read these telegrams in the light of our duty and obli- 
g nto Panama with respect to the transit across the Isthmus, I see no 
evcasion t » draw therefrom any inference except only that the President of 
eet oat ed States was alert to do, in a patriotic way, his duty as the Presi- 
ft the United States. 


a Then I was interrupted by the Senator from Massachusetts, who 
ialm 
au ‘tion which we have just now been discussing and of which I 
hin. we have made disposition. I did not intend to misrepresent 

im. Ido not think now I did misrepresent him. I understood 


ed that I had misrepresented him. That brings us back to the | 


i 


There is not a man here, on either side of this Chamber, w 
not respect him for his great learning, for his great al 
+his zeal in the public welfare, for his fidelity to duty in : 
lations of life, both public and private. When a man for whom 
[ have such unbounded regard thinks I have in any degree 
ever misrepresented him or misunderstood him, I war 
some pains to show him that Iat least did not think I was 

Now, after the Senator had made the remarks I have qu 
he proceeded—I am not reading all—first to speak in high ry 
of the President, to whom he had just referred, as I su , as 
a policeman who had manacled a man who was abont to } "u 
and then taken his pocketbook away from him and claimed it by 
some sort of de facto right, and th 





: 
n he said: 


Now, Mr. President, asthe matter stands on the information given to the 
House in Document No. 8, the shores of Colombia were patrolled by a 1 
vessels of the United States in order that that Government—the G 


of the country—should not take any 
it does not appear in that 


steps to prevent 


document where or from whom our A 




















tration secured the information that led tot 
According to the do ients sent tothe H ent t 
tidings of any revolution that came either from Pan: ‘ 
pected revolution, came November 3. © day t ha i 5 
the statement is now left in the official commu ‘re 
lution was known at Washington before it was kr I l 
Government, by its own statement, seems t ave done in 
t transit should not be disturbed was m 1k sures at 
should not occur, but to take measures that violence should 1 3 
It performedits duty of keeping t i transit a 
only by it ‘rupting it it é St in I i 
htful use, that of 1 ¢ t! i 
troops over its own te y tl t nt a breach pea i 
an unlawful revolution t 
Mr. President, is there any d« is now standing u this 
was an actol wal 


And so I might read on at greater leneth. It is true that the 
Senator from Massachusetts did mention iz l 
regard for the Presid 


He did speak of him as a man in whom he had implicit 
dence. He did speak of him as a man who appear 3 
he knew him to be, incapa! of \ t 
showed, as ho construed them. B \ : t 
avail is all that when accompanied with the § r’s int reta- 
tion of them, coupled with the declaration t no 
other interpretation than that which he put upon t , as I 
understood him. And that, Mr. President, remember all the 
while, in the face of the President’s declaration, to which 8 
Senator in that very speech referred, that there had | n n- 


plicity and no intrigue and no connivance. 
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‘e, and every other Senator on this side seemed | 
nce at that time, in the truth of what the Presi- | 
. and that it was unnecessary to require him to produce 


that he had not been making misrepresentations ot 


ments to the American people and to the Congress of th 
( aes. 
Now, the Senator says that he is entitled to credit for having 
brought this all L abe ut. Idonot know but that he is, andI gladly 


act _ ditto him. But I still remain of the opinion that it could | 
just as well have been secured in executive session, and it could | 


have been secured there, I believe, with more propriety. There 
was never a moment when the President t with held from the Con- 
gress of the United States or the American people any informa- 
tion in regard to this matter—never one moment—and as soon as 


he learned that there was a dispositign to have more light than | 


directed oes every scrap of information on the 
subject bec mpi led and sent to the Senate in order that we might 
be fully advis The President would have done that just as 
readily had he been asked about it in executive session, and we 


© 
il 


had been given h 
1 
, 
. 


would not ha uve what perhaps is not in and of itself harmful, but | 


what I think w vill be f found iz 1 the future to be a bad precedent— 


the discussion in open session of the merits of a treaty which | 


ought to be considered only in executive session. 
Mr. President, a 
in his speech except only in so far as he saw fit to critic ise , what I 
i A 
said in answer to his speech on that former occasion. I agree 


with him in the view which he takes of that which was done by 


our (¢ . rnment. I agre e in the estimat ion he aa given us here | 
of the President of the United States—of his great ability and | 
his high character as a worthy 

1bli 


official to be the head and Chief 
Magi _ >of this great Re public 

I agree with him that all that t hi 1s been ds yne is consistent with 

nor an “d a patriotic purpose and that there is nothing from be- 
ginning to end that can be legitimately cxtticiaed. The only 
thing I differ with the Senator about is the fact, as he has ex- 
pressed it, that he seems to think I was liable to some criticism 
for taking the view I expressed on a former occasion of that 
which he had seen fit then tosay. I rose me erely to correct that 


and to say that I had no idea then of 1 misrepresenting him. I | 


have no idea of misrepresenting him now, nor would I under any 


circumstances misrepresent any Se nator or anybody else with | 


whom I might chance to come into debate. One engaged in con- 

troversy does not advance himself by misre — sentation, especially 

wh en he is Sp eaking to the same audience that heard the other 
ide. I undertook then to deal fairly with this matter. am 

nly now undertaking to set myself right, if it be necessary I 

yvuld do so in order that I may continue to enjoy undiminished 
ie friendship, cordial good will, respect, and regard of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, my honorable friend from Ohio, I 
have no doubt with absolute sincerity, expressed respect for me, 
and what I have to complain of is that he accompanies that ex- 
pression of respect for me by apparently expressing his total dis- 
be lier f that what I say I meant and said I did mean and say. 

ir. FORAKER. ‘Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
there? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Possibly that was due to the example the 
Senator from Ma issachusetts had set me when he spoke so highlv 
of the President and in the same speech so severely criticised 
him. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I want to come to. 


Mr. Pre ae the Senator from Ohio has t¢ tally ‘perverted what | 


Ts: = the other day. He tot ally perverted it then, and he totally 
perverts it now, and he does that not from any desire to do so, 
but: solely because of being in a very critical frame of mind—— 
Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me tointerrupt him to 
ask 1 him a que ane 
HOAR. For nia if you like 
= ORAKER. Will the Senator kindly tell me in this con- 
1. to whom he referre when he (tang of the policeman? 
[am goin; ell you tha 


tude uf a story,a page torn out of a great volume, 
would les the , American people if the rest of the volume were not 


omeetien: Irskine once illustr: that when the attorney-general | 
nndertoolk -harge his client with saying something wrong and 
omitted half the ss ion e. He said it was as if a man should 


quote the P: Assage of Scripture, ‘‘ The fool hath said in his heart, 


There is n a? > and leave out the words “‘ The fool hath said in 


his heart.’ TK Senator from Ohio takes my se ntences, reads 


half and leaves out the rest, and then he undertakes to represent | 


what I said, again and again and again. 
I said of a story of a series of transactions which had been going | 
on a long time, you have only a page which begins in November. 





| tl 


Suppose, for instance, 


aman was giving his description of a 
and he should say that A struck B half a dozen times and 


B struck A, and the Senator should leave out the iat | Sel 


and put in as the w 


| was telling the story 
| have not put in the pr 


hole story that B struck A. So it is Jas 
and somebody should get up and say: ‘ 


evious thing which justified that blow 


have left it to appear that this man committed an unpro 


assault.’’ 
ae just see how 
regarding telegrams, 
draws from that a co 
va unwor thy conduct. 
indignant disbeli 
vO onthe conduct. Is 


the Senator goes on. He reads wha} 


| 
L 


and he went on and he says the Se 


b 


nclusion that the President has been ; 
I added to th: ats sentence an expres 

ef that the Presi sident had been 1 gi Lilt 

aid he is the last man in the world to 


oh the imputation is so foul that, in my opinion, it is no 


the while to reply to 


it. That is what I said. 


Then I went on to say that the President has undertaken 


to contradict it by giving a message to the press which do: 


contradict it. So he has shown that he thinks it ought to 
tradicted, but he has not yet contradicted it. Now,if the‘ 


from Ohio will give 1 
Mr. FORAKER. 
Senator, I know, doe 


ne his attention, I 
I am giving the Senator attention; 
s rot mean to misrepresent me, eith 


Mr. HOAR. Ido nct mean to do so. 
Mr. FORAKER. WhatI said on the former occasion and 
I sxy now is that the Senator, confining himself to these t 


| as though they told t 


he whole story, drew this conclusi 


Mr. HOAR. No; I said I did not draw the conclus' 


or FORAKER. 


| that in another conne 
tutions of the telegrams. Iwas contending that the tele; 
not warrant that statement. 


Mr. HOAR. I sais 


| show the previous st 


dent, and would dos 
. FOR: AKER. 


I know. and I stated that the S 
ction, but I was talking about the 


1 that the telegrams standing alor 
ory, Which completely exonerated th 
oinmy judgment. That is what I 
With that and with—— 


Mr. HOAR. Standing alo me. 


Mi r. FORAKER. 
dent's nel lication of 


that oa: of his mess 10 1 which th 


said the President had published for the express purpose 


ing that there was n« 


» connivance. 


Mr. HOAR. I understand 


Mr. FORAKER. 
statement about it ac 
he telegrams in the 

Mr. HOAR. Now, 
stance of the way th 
The President did n 


did not say a wordon the subjecte xcept that he gave to tl 


message in which he } 
a different right. T 
says that after the P 
put this question. I 


in a message which o 
be inconsistent with 
do not need to contr 
tradict it plainly and 

Now, that is what 


In other words, we had the Presid 
ided to the telegrams, and I was int 
light of what the President said. 
let us come to that. That is an 
» Senator from Ohio deals with this 
it contradict it. He did not disclain 
vroposed to take possession of th: 
arate is all. Then the Senator ge ts 
resident had indignantly contradi 
called attention to the fact that the 


| dent had not indignantly contradicted it; that he had « 


nly impliedly, by indirection, perhay 
it after he had contradict edit. 1] 
y 


4 


adict it, but if you are going to do 


fatly. 
I find fault with the Senator from 


He represents me to-day as having said these. thing 


Mr. FORAKER. 


| tradiction by the President—— 


I said if- 


Mr.HOAR. Let me finish the sentence; then I will list 


| Senator. 


t 


I said the President has shown that they need attention 
T 


stead of sending ina cc ont tradiction he si 


to the press, and I thi 
thing is false. He is 


1 is inme rely { 
in’: I know myself, I replied, t} 
the last man in th e world to be gui 


he is utterly incapable of it, so incapable of it that | 


| need to notice it; bu 
that he should give the whole st ory any i that he should 


said all this after the 


age ee ‘ | I deny it. 
. HOAR. i :ot refer to the President. Ireferred to the | 


Mr. FORAKER, 
nently.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, 

Mr. FORAKER 
{[Laughter.] It was 


t when he does notice it itis bett 
1 


7 
‘ 


| it. Now, after : saying that, the Senator from Ohio to- 
RAKER. nay haye misunderstood that figure of | 


py 


President had indignantly contradi 
I do not know that I used the word 
you did. 


Possibly I did. If I did I will s 
indignantly denied, and not only rm 


dignantly, but with a good deal of feeling. 


Mr. HOAR. By n 
Mr. FOR AKER. 


1e? 
No; not by you. 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. Up to the 


had made that speect 


1 Twas the first man on the face of the 


who had given this infamous charge against the Preside1 
and indignant contradiction. 


Mr. FORAKER, 


It may be that that is true so faras sp 
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in the Senate are concerned, but I quite differ from the Senator as 
to that. Here is the language that was employed by the Sen- 
‘vhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

“Mr. HOAR. Certainly; I like to hear him. [Laughter.] 

\ir. FORAKER. I am always delighted to hear the Senator. 
Here is the language I referred to. When in the speech of De- 
cember 17 1 referred to the fact that the President had entered a 
genial of any complicity, I said in that connection that he had 
di ne so in one instance by publishing an extract from his mes- 
save which he had prepared to send to the special session, but did 

t send. 

7 ‘ir. HOAR. And he did not contradict it at all. 

Mr. FORAKER. Here is what the Senator said aboutit. It 
shows that the Senator understood it was being indignantly con- 
tradicted, and I did not imagine that the Senator would take any 
other view at this time or express any other view from the lan- 
guage he then employed. The Senator said, referring to that fact: 
He has taken the uncommon step of communicating to the press extracts 


1a message which he had prepared to send to Congress, written before 
volution occurred in Panama, in order that the American people might 








fror 
1 hat it was impossible that he had expected it and still more impossible 
that he had done anything to bring it about. 

Now, Mr. President, what I said on that occasion and what I 
gay again is—— 

Mr. HOAR. Read the last sentence of my language. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, I will read it; but does the Senator 
qualify that or contradict it? 

Mr. HOAR. I explain it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, let us see. 

Mr. HOAR. Read what I said about his having decided other- 
wise. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will read it. 


I did not think myself that such an assurance tothe public was at all nec- 
essary. If the President had sent forany member of the Senate and had 
proposed to show him that message, he would, I think, have been told there 
was no occasion for him to seek to prove by any evidence beyond that of his 
own character that he had had nothing to do with any indirection or arti- 
fice. But he decided otherwise. And having decided otherwise— 

I suppose that is enough. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I wanted. 

Mr. FORAKER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. HOAR. Now read the next sentence. 

Mr. FORAKER. You will find me entirely accommodating. 
I simply did not want to take time. 

And having decided otherwise, I suppose he will like to have the imperfect 
evidence afforded by the communication to the House of Representatives 
and by the message at the beginning of the present session made complete, 
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and whatever is lacking to a complete answer to the charges which have | 


been made in the press supplied. 


That is the language to which I referred. I said the Senator 
knew when he made that speech, December 17, that the Presi- 
dent had entered a denial of complicity and intrigue on the part 
of this Government, and I referred in support of that to the fact 
that the Senator had quoted the publication by the President of 
an extract from his message with the purpose of thereby making 
a denial, and that it was so understood by the Senator himself. 

Mr. HOAR, Now, Mr. President, can not the Senator see the 
difference between saying that the President had entered a denial 
and pointing out, as I did, that all he had done in order that this 


might be contradicted was to send in a message which did not | 


afford a contradiction? 


The President has not said anything about it beyond that, and | 
I called his attention and the attention of the Senate to the fact | 


that there was no denial there, that the evidence was incomplete, 
and that it was imperfect evidence. I did not say what the Sen- 
ator keeps saying over and over again I said, that the President 
hal entered a denial. He had not entered a denial. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, what I have said over and 
ever again is that the President had denied it. 

Mr. HOAR. ThatI deny. 

Mr. FORAKER. This is not the only case in which he denied 
it, It had been denied repeatedly before that time. It had been 
— | from the State Department on behalf of the President. 
explicit denial, but the President had made this publication, 
which I understood and the Senator from Massachusetts under- 
stood to be intended to show that denial. The Senator so in- 
tery teted it in his speech. The Senator had no question in his 
mind when he made that speech but that President Roosevelt 
had denied complicity and intrigue. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. FORAKER. I refer to the Senator’s language. 

Mr. HOAR. There had been, to my knowledge, no denial from 
the State Department and no denial from the President. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator misunderstood me. There was 
no official denial. I did not mean that. 


ie President has not sent in a message to Congress making an | 


the Se 


| 


2199 


Mr. HOAR. There was no denial, official or unofficial, any- 
where. The President undoubtedly sent a document in order 
that the people might infer that he expected at that time to deal 
with this thing in another way, and I got up and said I do not be- 
lieve a word of these charges; they are foul, infamous, inconsist- 
ent with the President’s character; but he has undertaken not to 
deny them explicitly, not even to tell the whole story, but only to 
tell a very small part of it, which does not accomplish the contra- 
diction that he proposes. 

Now, I want to say one thing- 
Mr. FORAKER. Ido not want to be misunderstood and I do 
not want to be misrepresented. When I say that it was denied 
by the State Department, I do not mean that Secretary Hay, as 
Secretary of State, published a card with his name signed to it, 
but I do mean to say that in the papers it had been published re- 
peatedly on authority received from there that there was notruth 
in these stories. The very first moment that the charge was made 
it was met with such a denial. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, I want to put against the affirmation of the 
Senator from Ohio my own erplicit affirmation to the contrary. 

Mr. FORAKER. ell, we wiil look at the newspapers. 

Mr. HOAR. Not only was there no such denial, formal or in- 
formal, authorized or unauthorized, before I made my speech, but, 
to the best of my knowledge and belief, I never heard of it. Will 
the Senator set out the paper where it occurred? In what docu- 
ment? 

Mr. FORAKER. Iwill say in all the papers. Does not the 
Senator remember that when the President published the mes- 
sage he referred to, and what he said he understood to be intended 
for a denial, it was commented on in all the papers of the country? 

Mr. HOAR. Idonot know. I never heard of it, and I do not 
believe it now. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam talking about the publication of the ex- 
tracts from the special message. I said when it was published-—— 

Mr. HOAR. I have the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam asking a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must call the at- 
tention of Senators to the rules. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. HOAR. It shows how confused the Senator’s memorv is 
in these things. He has been talking all the time of the publica- 
tion of the message. 

Mr. FORAKER,. No, Mr. President. 

Mr.HOAR. He was talking of the State Department, and what 
he says was published in all the papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. HOAR. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have made no such statement as that. I 

+ 
i 





said the denial had been made over and over again,and I though 
it had been. That I can substantiate without any trouble. 
calied attention to one of the denials, and I called attention to i 
because the Senator himself had called attention to it, and had 
placed an interpretation upon it, to wit. the publication of tl 
message, as I said a moment ago. in all the papers, and the m« 
sage when it was published was discussed and was understood to 
have the effect or as intended to have the effect 
ator himself places on it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, can not the Senator see the differ- 
ence between saying that I do not believe any such thing abont 
the President is true, and that he has sent in a document intended 
to operate asadenial? But when we cometolook at it, it does not 
deny, it is not a denial, and therefore he had better send a denial 
that is a little more explicit. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly; I see that distinction 
readily concur. I am talking about the specific 
7 himself made 


f 
Mr. President, that is the way the Senator 


which the Sen- 





, end I 
nat 
Mr. HOAR. Now, 
from Ohio has treated this subject, and the way he has trea 
to-day. lIrepeated these telegrams. The first thing in tha 
tory was the telegram to one of our naval officers that if Colom- 
bians or anybody else should attempt to land troops—of course 
nobody but Colombia would attempt to land troops—on tl 
mus they should be prevented. That was the beginning o 
story; and I said, arguing for a resolution of inquiry which I 
been prevented from getting through, isit not true that th 
“an people have a right to know? 

Then I went on to add in the next sentence that it was an affront 
almost to ask such a question; that the President was incapable 
of such a thing, and it is not worth noticing except that th 
ident has noticed it, and he has noticed it without any explicit d- 
nial, and he has noticed it merely by saying, ‘‘Here isa document,”’ 
and when you look at that document it does not deny it. Then I 
went on to say that as the statement is now left the revolution 
was known at Washington before it was known on the Isthmus. 
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Then I went on to add that the President having decided other- 
wise, that is, to make a statement— 

I suppose he will like to have the imperfect evidence afforded by the com- 
munication to the House of Representatives and by the message at the be- 
gin: z of the present session made complete, and whatever is lacking toa 
complete answer to the charges which have been made in the press supplied. 


Then I said at the close of my speech that I did not undertake 
to say there was anything that had been done by our Govern- 
ment open to criticism. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator undertakes to criticiss me be- 
cause I did not offer the resolution in executive session. The 
reason why I did not bring it up in executive session was because 
I supposed it would go through as a matter of course. Does the 


Senator now claim‘that that resolution, as I offered it, was not | 
one which in the ordinary course in the Senate would go through | 


as a matter of course? 
Mr. FORAKER. No; I do not. 
Mr. HOAR. Very well. 
Mr. FORAKER. As the Senator knows, I was then engaged 


in an important examination before a committee and I was not | 


present at the sessions of the Senate at that time, and I did not 
know that any objection was made to such a resolution. I did 
not know it had been offered. But still I think it would have 
been better, having a treaty before us, if it had been offered in 
executive session. 

Mr. HOAR. 


nary proceedings as a matter of course. In fact. that resolution 
was obstructed at every point, and if I was going to get it adopted 
at all I was bound to state the reasons for it. I stated them, and 
I put into words my emphatic belief in the utter righteousness of 
the President’s conduct all through and that the charges against 
him were totally false. I made that speech with a view of bring- 
ing out what the speech or something else has brought out, and 
though the Senator from Ohio has done me injustice in many 
things, he has at least done me justice in one thing, for which I 
thank him, and that is that what I have done in this matter has 
been a public advantage, an advantage to the President and the 
party to which I belong. 


any personal consequences now or hereafter. 
Mr. FORAKER. 
heart; I said it because I believed it, but I accompanied it with 


the statement that I thought the same good could have been sub- | ‘ 4 
| should have been put out by the President in regard to a char 


served if the Senator had offered his resolution and brought on 
the debate in executive session, and that I thought it more prop- 
erly belonged there. That is what I said in that connection. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; then I have got the admission of my 
chief antagonist and the mouthpiece of all the rest that I have 
done a great public service in this matter. 
bear any personal objurgation from any quarter. 

Mr. FORAKER. The public service that the Senator has ren- 
dered is one that would have been rendered by any Senator who 
had called for any additional information. I mean by that sim- 
ply this, that there has never been at any time any withholding 


of information by the President, or the Secretary of State, or | 


anybody else in regard to this matter. 


The President has furnished, whenever called upon, and | 


promptly, all that he has been asked for; and when he learned 
that more was desired he volunteered it, as he had a right to do 
under the Constitution. 
communicate with the Senate and send us information whenever 
he may see fit or whenever he may deem it good for the public 
interest todo so. That would have been done anyhow. It was, 
therefore, no difficult service that has been rendered, yet it is a 


service in the fact that we have more light than we had at that | 


time. 

And now only one more word. The Senator quits by referring 
to the injustice, as he terms it, that I havedone him. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I think the Senator has in that remark done me an injus- 
tice, and that I have not done him any injustice. I have under- 
taken to point out to the Senator that what I said in the Senate 
on December 17 in answer to him was based upon his statement 
as to the effect of certain telegrams which he read. 
tention to the fact that he in that speech complimented the Presi- 
dent in the highest terms. 
said he had entire confidence in the truth and character of the 
President, in his honor and patriotism. 

Mr. HOAR. Those telegrams were only a part, and I said that 


when the rest of the story came I believed the President would | 


be completely exonerated. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes,I know; but, Mr. President, the trouble 
with the Senator is—and he just now gives away his whole case 
by employing the word “ exonerated ’’—he thought the President 
could exonerate himself; in other words, the exception I took to 
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: Now, then, Mr. President, the Senator admits | 
that the resolution I offered should have gone through in the ordi- | 





Now, if that be true (though I am | 
afraid the Senator said it in the kindness of his heart and not that | 
he believed it was wholly true), I am perfectly content to suffer | 


I did not say anything in my kindness of | 


I am quite content to | 


It is his privilege as well as his duty to | 





I called at- | 


I called attention to the fact that he | 
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that speech was that it was criticising the President without hay. 
ing a just right to doso, for I did not read those telegrams as ;| 
Senator from Massachusetts did. I said I read those telegra; 
the light of the President’s statement and the President’; 
nials—denials made on behalf of the President and the Adm 
tration. The President can not go and sign an interview, sic» ; 
card, or sign a public statement as ordinary individuals are }) 
leged to do. He is not expected todoso. But we all know | 
the Administration puts out information; and every Senator 
knew that the Administration had denied the charge that a: 
trigue or connivance had been resorted to. 
The Senator from Massachusetts referred to the fact that ; 
President had published a part of his message with that p 
in view. He did not think, perhaps, the President shoul: 
done so; but he understood that to be a denial on the part 
President of that charge, and he so expressed himself in his 
All I said was that I read the telegrams from which the Ss) 


18 


in 


drew his criticism in the light of that denial of the President: x) 
in view of that denial and other denials that had been mado, [ had 
absolute faith that all the Administration had done was abov: 
beyond criticism; and the Senator himself, in the most adm 
speech which he has made to-day, has said he believes that. 
that I think I am content. 

I did not say that the Senator had criticised the President wit! 
out at the same time stating that he did not believe those att 
but believed that full information would bring out an exon ra- 
tion. WhatI was complaining of was that the Senator was criti 
cising the President for that which he had done, in the fa 
the President’s denial. I meant that, but I had certainly: 
tention of doing the Senator any injustice. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, one sentence more. I thin! 
Senator’s last statement of what I said in regard to what 
President said is incorrect. Itis not worth while in contr 
ing a statement to point out’something in a document as a (i 
that for the purpose of contradiction is not complete; and | state 
that we had better have the rest of the story, not criticising the 
President. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, in answer tothat I have only 
this to say: The Senator from Massachusetts certainly kno 
we all do, that the President would be busy publishing 
cards all the while if he had to negative in that way all 
charges made against his Administration. In other words, it 
the more dignified, the more becoming, and the more usual 
which the President has taken. I do not think that I ever 
statement such as the Senator from Massachusetts seems to t 


a 


of this kind. 

Mr.F-OAR. Onthecontrary, Mr. President, immediatel 
I made that speech the President sent in a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BEVERIDGE in the c! 
The Chair must state to the Senator from Massachuse a 
the reporters can not hear him when he addresses the Seuat 
from Ohio instead of the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Ohio has been addressi: 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio | 
floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, of course the Presid 
always communicate with Congress officially, and that is { 
way in which hecan with propriety communicate. He had « 
nicated officially; he had sent to the House of Representative 
formation asked for. The Senator from Massachusetts read 
way; I read it another, perhaps due to the fact that I att 
more importance to the denial, as I understood it to be, t! 
that we have been discussing. 

But whether it was the one thing or the other, the poi: 
made then and the point I make now is that I was commer 
simply on the interpretation placed by the Senator upo 
telegrams. True, the Senator went on to extol the Pres 
having a true and patriotic purpose, but still the char 
made and remains; but those telegrams, when properly ) 
preted, amount to only what I contend for. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I do not intend to * 
part in the laundry work which has been going on on t 
side of the Chamber, but while the imperfectly washed 
lican linen is drying on the line I wish to submit a few r 
on another branch of the question. 

I will take occasion, however, to call attention to one 14 
in the speech of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
which I believe was not quoted by the Senator from Ol! 
FoORAKER] and which, as I understand it, is not affected b 
thing the Senator from Massachusetts has said to-day. 
course of that speech the Senator from Massachusetts said: 


Do you think it well to proclaim to the sixteen republics at the “° ith 
that if they are weak, or even if they are liable to frequent revolu we 
will deal with them hereafter, if we fancy it for our interest, as we 4" 
charged with having dealt with Colombia? 







































































1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





2201 


=—s Ne 


And again: 

sya we Willing to say that if this revolution had not happened we meant 
to take that strip of territory by the strong hand and to pay Colombia what 
ve should think proper damages? Do you claim that every South American 
vn holds its property subject to our right of eminent domain? 

That, Mr. President, was a very distinct criticism of the Presi- 
dent. That must have referred, I think, toa certain passage in 
the President’s message, and it has not been affected by anything 

ha Senator from Massachusetts has said to-day by way of dis- 
claimer of any intention to reflect upon the President, for the 
President in his message did expressly declare a desire or a pur- 
pose, if necessary, to seize the territory of Colombia by force, and 
without asking any other consent except a compelled and en- 
forced consent. 

It is also true that the President in his message admits or de- 
clares that he was anticipating an insurrection in Panamaas a 
possible means of securing the Pannma Canal. He admits that 
he was looking forward to that event; and in the very nature of 
things, Mr. President, if he expected to secure the Panama Canal 
by means of an insurrection there, he must have intended to aid 
that insurrection, because in no other way could that insurrection 
have possibly been successful, or, at least, it could not have been 
successful within the time necessary to accomplish the purpose 
he had in view. 

t is also true, Mr. President, that the leading conspirators in 
Panama did firmly believe in advance that they would have the 
help of this Government in the event they raised the standard of 
insurrection, and that they would not have attempted that insur- 
rection if they had not so believed. 

It is also true that a French person by the name of Bunau- 
Varilla, of whom I intend to speak briefly in a little while, gave 
assurances from the city of Washington or from the city of New 
York to those conspirators that if they did raise an insurrection, 
the Government of the United States would help them and that 
its war ships would be there on time for that purpose. 

it isalso true that when the insurrection did begin, the war ships 
were there precisely as the promise had been made that they 
should be. ; 

Mr. President, what I wish to say now is with reference to that 
gentleman who gave these assurances in the name of and on be- 
half of the Government of the United States. 

A few days ago I had something to say with respect to this 
Bunau-Varilla, minister from the new-made Republic of Panama, 


a citizenof France. I then declared that this person who claims | 


not only to have known the secret purposes of this Government, 
but to have influenced them, and whose claim is supported by 
a number of unfortunate coincidences, was one of the very worst 
of the knaves whose thieving operations bankrupted the old 
Panama Canal Company. Without cumbering the REcorpD with 
extracts, I asserted that these facts appeared from the official 
records of his own country, the Republic of France. 

As it has been lately intimated that Bunau-Varilla will shortly 
resign his position as minister from the Republic of Panama and 


return to France, and that his reason for doing so is that he only | 


desired to serve his French corporation, and that he has accom- 


plished all he desires in that respect, I think it well to show more | 


in detail both the character of the man with whom this Adminis- 
tration has had such intimate relations and the character of the 
concern which, under the guise of an American minister, he has 
undertaken to serve. 

[ shall therefore have printed in the Recorp the extracts from 
official reports and documents to which I referred. But before 
doing so 1 wish to make a brief but clear statement with respect 
to the operations of this canal company which brought shame and 
disgrace upon every man in France connected with its manage- 
ment, and which, with change of name, but without change of 
character, has transferred the field of its activity from France to 
the United States. From the first to the last scandal and dishonor 
have attached themselves to all the operations of this company. 
Whether its field of activity was in France or Panama or the 
United States the slime of the serpent was over it all. 

Corruption fastened itself upon the old Panama Canal Company 
atitsvery birth. It was compromised in the beginning by its re- 
lations with one Baron De Reinach, a banker and promoter, who 
maintained corrupt relations with a large number of French 
hewspapers and politicians. 

I le Lesseps sought in vain to free himself of these associations, 
relying upon his own reputation as an engineer tosecure financial 
backing for his enterprise. The result was that he found it 
fiercely assailed by all the infiuences under De Reinach’s control, 
and he was compelled to surrender. With the active aid of De 
Reinach, his venal newspapers, and other powers at his command, 
the scheme obtained great popularity, and $285,000,000 were sub- 
scribed to: it, chiefly by the French peasantry and small shop- 
eee many of the investments representing the savings of a 
letime, 











Of this $285,000,000 about $170,000,000 was corruptly expended 
in the bribery of French newspapers, cabinet ministers, and 
members of the French Parliament. About $115,000,000 were 
nominally expended on the canal work, but about half of this 
sum went into the pockets of swindling contractors and others, 
and represented not a single day’s work on the canal. Among 
the worst of these thieving contractors, as I have said, was this 
man Bunau-Varilla, who has played so large a part in the recent 
exploits of this Administration, and I beg leave to present now a 
few extracts from official French publications to show the char- 
acter of this man. 

I have these publications here in the French language, and any 
French scholar in the Senate who desires to examine them is wel- 
come to do so. 

In the report of the trial in Paris of a cabinet minister, several 
members of the French congress, and certain officials of the old 
Panama Canal Company, for swindling the honest investors in 
that company, I find the following statement, under date of March 
15, 1893, made by the attorney-general: 

We are now at 1886. At this moment the attitude of M. De Lesseps was so 
grievous that the secretary-general of the company, an honest man, M. Mar- 
tin, thus expresses himself before the first chamber of the court: 

“In the course of the month of June, 1888, I learned that 
been had with M. Bunau-Varilla to substitute him for a Hollan 
which had been given the excavation of the Culebra. Some days later 
informed that cf the price to be allowed Bun: ‘ila he was to hand r 
a part of the price of each cubic meter toa third person, who was indicated 
to me as being M. Jacques de Reinach.” 

M. Martin then proceeds to say: “As it was my duty to at once inforn 
management of any rumors which I thought we! 
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: il founded, when some days 
later the question came up of verifying this arrangement by the council f 
felt mysel 





unable to continue in the office which had been confided to me.” 

The attorney-general then added: 

When M. De Lesseps was confronted with this witness he did not contra- 
dict his testimony. ‘The witness was asked: “Did you make this statement 
to M. Charles De Lesseps?’’ And he answered: ‘‘ Yes.” He was then asked: 
“What cid M De Lesseps say?’ ‘He said nothing, and when I felt sure t! 
arrang¢ ment was to be ratified I resigned.”’ M. Charles De Lesseps said i 
my presence to M. Fontaine: ‘Is it not possible to persuade M. De Reinach to 
accept a less commission than 1 franc, 40 centimes?” 

Five years later,in 1898,the Chamber of Deputies of France 
published a report of a commission of inquiry made by its chair- 
man, M. Valle, then a member of the Chamber and now a mem- 
ber of the cabinet. On page 268 of this report is printed the tes- 
timony of M. Martin, described by the attorney-general as one 
of the few honest men who had any connection with this com- 
pany. I have this report now in my hands, printed, of course, in 
French, and any Senator here who is a French scholar may look 
at it and veyify the accuracy of the translation. M. Martin says: 











I made two voyages to the Isthmus—in 1885 and 1886. I had heard great 
abuses spoken of, especially of squandering. 
He then says: 
M. Bunau-Varilla was substituted for thill & C In place of 4 > 
francs per cubic meter, the price offere th I t 
scheme was to contract with Bunau-Varilia at i un I 
do not recall the exact figures, and I mention t nly by wa f ex- 
| ample to make my explanation clear. Having been summoned as secretary- 
general to the meeting of the executive committes « July 2, 1886, M 
De Lesseps solicited my approval of the scheme, which I refused; and ; 
| same day I wrote my resignation. I owe it to the truth to add, with great 
regret, that it was a fact within the knowledge of many persons that M 


Bunau-Varilla had agreed to make allowance of 1 franc 40 « 
cubic meter upon twenty milli f cubic meters, being the am i 
contract, which allowance was to be paid to Baron De Keinacl I left. and J 
do not know whether or not this bargain was carried out. 

With respect to this latter statement the attorney-general say 

Yes; this bargain was carried out, as is shown by the report of the expert 
at pages 857 and 358. It was even made worse. 

The plain meaning of all this is that Bunau-Varilla was , 
stituted for other firms, which ha? agreed to do the work for 





|4 or 5 francs per cubic meter, he to receive 7 francs per cubi 


meter on condition that he would divide the plunder with Baron 
de Reinach, the corrupt promoter. Mr. President,it is one of the 
many illustrations of the injustice of fate that Baron De Reinach 
committed suicide rather than face a trial, while his fellow-thief 
comes to the United States and is received with honor. 

On page 269 of this official report the attorney 
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says: 

3unau-Varilla, formerly a division director of the works of t1 > % 
Company became for the moment director-general ad interim and he 
spired the creation of a company composed of his brother, a fina 
Paris, and two contractors, and without having his name used put 1 
the head of an undertaking for a great prize. The pz f the: 
was notably raised (with an increase proven ! int d 
contracts intelligently combined » this npany ra 
They secured fixed allo 0 fre nde1 xrpenses 
of installation and organization of plant amounting to 1,500,000 fran he 
company, exclusive of written agreet paid Bunau-Va 1, W 





competition, sums amounting to 9,500,000 francs 

Mr. President, it needs no comment or exposition to show the 
significance of these facts. Bunau-Varilla took advantage « 
his temporary position as director-general to give himself con 
tracts at exorbitant prices for the purpose of enriching himsel 
by plundering the company and wrecking the enterprise. 
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I have also a statement from the official journal of France of | audacity, and but little of their power. Never for a moment did 


June 22, 1890, a statement made in the course of a debate by M. 


they forego their purpose of robbing the honest investors of their 


Jules Delehay, a member of the Chamber of Deputies, which | hard earnings, and never for a moment did they intend to give up 
shows that under one of his contracts, in what was called the | one dollar of their stolen money. 


Paraiso section, Bunau-Varilla excavated 818,500 cubic meters, 
while he charged and was paid for 1,724,536 cubic meters. This 
statement is based on the figures of the canalcompany itself. You 
may get some faint conception of the enormity of the frauds prac- 
ticed by Bunau-Varilla upon the company and the honest French 
investors from the fact that while he was receiving nearly a dou- 
ble price per cubic meter for actual excavations made he was at 
the same time receiving pay for more than twice the amount of 
work performed. 

The failure of the old company was the inevitable result of 
such frandulent transactions, and it went into bankruptcy. 

Then in due course came the organization of the new company 
to save something from the wreckage of the old. This new com- 
pany appealed in vain to the stockholders of the old company to 
furnish money to continue the work and keep the concessions 
they had obtained from Colombia alive. The original investors 
had lost all their money and all their faith, and refused to con- 
tribute. Some other method was necessary to raise the funds. 

The official report which I have here says substantially that the 
tribunal of the Seine appointed a representative of the honest in- 
vestors in the old Panama Canal Company, with full authority to 
demand ‘restitution ’’—that is the word—from those who had 
defrauded the company in order to furnish capital to start the 
new company. The sum fixed upon was 60,000,000 francs, or 
about $12,000,000, and this sum was to be obtained by forcing the 
dishonest contractors like Bunau-Varilla to disgorge a part of 
their stealings. On page 41 of this report it appears that Bunau- 
Varilla’s firm was compelled to disgorge the sum of 2,200,000 
francs, or about $425,000. 

Other dishonest contractors were compelled to disgorge some 
larger and some smaller sums—M. Eiffel, for instance, being re- 
quired to pay 10,000,000 francs, or $2,000,000. They were required 
to either pay this money into the treasury of the new company or 
submit to a revision of their accounts, and they chose to pay the 
money. In this way the $12,000,000 was raised. It was of course 
a mere bagatelle, so far as completing the canal was concerned, 
but under the contract with Colombia it was necessary to continue 
the work to prevent a lapse of the concession. This sum was in- 
tended simply to keep the concession alive while the company 
was attempting to dispose of its rights and properties to the United 
States. P 

The company then began an earnest campaign with a view to 
selling its property to this Government. Its agentsand lobbyists 
fairly swarmed in Washington City to impress upon Congress and 
upon everybody the superior advantages of the Panama route. 
Then it was we began to read in some of the newspapers such 
amazing statements as that the Nicaragua route had been re- 
jected and declared impracticable by the engineering genius of 
the world. Mr. President, I believe I am warranted in saying 
that the violent partisanship for the Panama route displayed by 
some of the newspapers and their utterly false and unfounded 
assertions with respect to the other route could not have been in- 
spired by any honest or patriotic purpose. And as these knavish 
contractors began their activity with the beginning of the Panama 
movement in this country, they continued with increasing energy 
and increasing audacity to the end. 

It was Bunau-Varilla, as the agent of this company, who ap- 

ared upon the scene when the treaty with Colombia was about to 

ail to incite and promote an insurrection in Panama, boldly prom- 
ising the support of this Government and aiding that insurrec- 
tion, as has been charged with great circumstantiality of detail, 
with the money of his French corporation and of French spec- 
ulators in its securities. It was Bunau-Varilla who hastily con- 
cluded a treaty with this Government, no citizen of Panama being 
allowed a voice in the transaction, though commissioners sent for 
that purpose were within an hour’s ride of Washington. 

The activity of these thieving contractors is explained by the 
fact that they alone are to derive any substantial benefits from 
the payment we are to make for the rights and property of the 
canal company. The last chapter in the history of this concern 
closes, as the first chapter began, with a robbery of the honest 
investors. 
Administration circles over the assumed fact that Colombia was 
trying to delay action on the treaty until the concession of the 
canal company should lapse and thus secure for herself the bene- 
fits of all the money that had gone into the construction of the 
canal. The basis of this righteous indignation crumbles to sand 
when brought into contact with the hard fact that the $40,000,000 
we are to pay does not go to the honest investors who were 
robbed, but to the thieves who robbed them. 

Even in the face of exposure and disgrace these thieving con- 
tractors seem to have lost none of their greed, none of their 


| 


There was a great deal of simulated indignation in | 


| 


It was arranged that 60 per 
cent of whatever should be obtained for the rights and property 
of this company should go to the stockholders of the old company 
and 40 per cent should go to those who had contributed capital to 
the new. 

The $40,000,000 which we are to pay for the rights and prop- 
erty of the canal company are to be divided in this proportion, 
Under that arrangement the honest investors, the peasantry, and 
the poor shopkeepers of France, whose money represents every 
dollar’s worth of work and every dollar’s worth of property, in- 
cluding the railroad, will get back $24,000,000, or about 8 per 
cent, of the $285,000,000 stolen from them, while Bunau-Varilla 
and his associates will get back $16,000,000 for the $12,000,0)0 
stealings they were compelled to disgorge. 

It is not surprising that protests have been heard in the Cham- 
ber of Deputies against the injustice done to these honest French 
investors. 

Mr. President, in my judgment this canal company has no legal 
title whatever to any of the canal property. Its contract was with 
the Republic of Colombia and it could not sell that property to 
any foreign country without the consent of Colombia. It has 
simply become derelict property, and there is nothing more than 
a moral obligation upon whomsoever may become the possessor to 
pay the value of it to the true owner. I should be willing to pay 
whatever is just and right to those who have honestly invested 
their money in this enterprise, but I recognize no moral obligation 
to pay one single dollar to the rascals who stole that money; and 
I say that under the circumstances there is nothing very fine about 
the sensitiveness which this Government has displayed with re- 
spect to the alleged rights of this syndicate of thieves and the bitter 
scorn it has exhibited for the alleged greed and rapacity of Co- 
lombia. 

There are other beneficiaries of this treaty who, perhaps, have 
not been without their influencein creating sentiment in its favor. 
One of the leading banks of New York—the Capital City Bank, I 
believe—says in a recent circular that a large proportion of the 
securities of the Panama Canal Company have been purchased at 
a low price by American speculators. Allof these are very firmly 
convinced that the salvation of the Republic depends upon the 
ratification of this treaty and they have no doubt labored with 
patriotic zeal to convince others. 

Mr. President, I have heard, on what I consider first-rate au- 
thority, that Mr. Cromwell, the attorney for this canal company, 
is to receive 5 per cent, or about $2,000,000, of the forty million 
we are to pay. I should be glad to know whether or not this is 
true, and Mr. Cromwell, no doubt, if he thinks it worth his whi!e, 
can give me and the country the information. Then I should | 
glad to know what legitimate service, as a lawyer, Mr. Cromw 
could have performed in connection with this business that w: 
entitle him to such an enormous fee, 

Mr. President, I impute no dishonest motive to any man in this 
Chamber. I even believe that Senators have persuaded tl 
minds and consciences to assent to the plainest and most flagr 
violations of the Constitution and thelaw. But the very best 
terpretation that can be put upon undisputed facts can not save 
this transaction from scandal and dishonor, 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not feel like allowing tl: 
discussion in the Senate on the general question of a treaty with 
the Republic of Panama and the conditions, history, and |: 
national and international, involved, to pass without asking the 
attention of the Senate for a little while on this general sub 
I have waited so that all other Senators who desired to spea 
might have an opportunity, and have refrained from rpeak 
until the Senate had substantially debated the question as lon; 
it desired. I take the floor now thus late in the evening beca: 
to-morrow I think the Senate ought to go into executive ses: 
and remain there until the treaty is disposed of. 

When I had the honor of reporting the treaty to the Senat 
and the gencral discussion was entered upon, being ill, I remix 
quiet, contenting myself with doing whatever might be neces 
to have the consideration of the questions go forward as order 
and rapidly as possible consistent with the importance of the su 
ject. 

The debates in open session being now about to close, I thi 
proper, as chairman of the committee reporting the treaty, 


| submit some remarks. 


There has been no greater question before the American peo})'®, 
and with which the American Congress has been called u} 
deal, than the question of a great canal uniting the two ocean 

We are about to take the final step that will end the controversy 
over the different routes and secure the actual construction of the 


canal in the interest not only of the United States, but of the 
commerce of the whole world. 


LO 
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\ty President. I was greatly diseppointed and grieved when 

“ nbia1 lto ratify the tr entered into between that 
us 1d the United States. While that treaty was far from 
5 ry to me, yet it was made with a friendly Republic, and 
no doubt. if it had been ratified by the two nations, and the 

‘- becun, both nations would have been so anxious to secure 


ssful completion of the canal that all controversies over 


7 


mld ha ive been amicably adjusted to the satisfac 
d Sta 
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tion 


a, however, declined to ratify the treaty, resulting in 


ion and the secession of Panama, and the new Repub- 
) Te oenize ad by the nations of the world. 
mn lo not intend to indulge in harsh words agains 
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mt of Colombia or her people. That countr 
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al mistake in rejecting the tre: uty. They recogni: 
nd will realize it more and more in the years to come. 
. “not at war with ( olor nbia, and let us say nothing to 


the Colombian per yp] e,in the hope that they 7 may con- 


the condition in which they now find themselves is = 


y It of their own mistake and not the fault of any other nation, 
Be is not. 
almost three-quarters of a century the constrnctign of an 
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eeding Adm inistrs \- 
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| bian soldiers were on isthmian si 


tion furth er 


E after 1850 it was thought that the canal should be built by 
iS te capita der the joint protectorate of the United States 
Great I ain. To that end the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was 
: 1 into with the object of promoting the construction of the | 
E 1, but that treaty for half a century proved to be a barrier 
{ any aad across the Isthmus. After much difficulty it 
finally abrogated. 
» treaty com plic ations standing in the way of a canal, the 
n then was, Shall the canal be built over i Nicaragua or 
| ma route? 
(he Isthmian Canal Commission, authorized by Congress to 
the investigation, reported in fi ee of the Panama route 
The Spooner Act was passed, and the President under authority 
of that act negotiated a treaty with Colombia. That treaty was 
promptly and almost unanimously ratified by the United States 
Senate, sent to Colombia March 18, 1903, wh« re it was unani- 
mously rejec ted by the ¢ JYolombian Congress wit! very little con- 
ration on October 18, 1903, and on October 31 the Colombian 
; ( ngress adjourned. 
it is well understood how liberally w e tr sated Colombia by that 
treaty. We gave her $10,000,000 instead of seven millions, which 
reed to accept under the protocol. We recognized her sov- 
ty over the canal zone; we agreed to jx int udicial tribu- 
:: nals; we gave her the first right to protect the canal by armed 
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i brief, we treated Colombia 
t Britain or any other first-cl: 
world. On November 3. thre 
journed, Panama sec oflec 1 an 
ce. 

ssion of Panama could not have been a surprise to either 
in Government or to the United States. The corre- 
hows that Senator Obaldia, a prominent Senat 


as we would have treated 
ertl eC lomb ian 


day’ 
1 lined hi 
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ld atlargeif Panama had 
was the 
thror 


take 
ral outcome of events. The con: 
izh the Isthmus means everything to the Stat 
If the United States should turn to the Nicaragua rout 

no hope that the Panama Canal would be built. To 
nstruction of a canal means the expenditure of 
on the Isthmus, and the making of that State, 
nmercial standpoint, one of the most important in C 

uth America. | 

hese circumstance 


nany other course. 


f Par ama, openly de ‘lared that should the ‘ ut} 

Panama would secede and would be right in doing 
robability of this revolution was considered and dis- 
1e Colombian Senate. In fact, it would have been a 
rise and wonder in the United States, in Colombia, and 
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he correspondence in possession of the Executive De- 
has been laid before the Senate, 
sion. There has been no concealment on the part of 
tive. That correspondence has been gone into in con- 
letail here, and there is not one particle of evidence to 
any officer of the United States encouraged or 
lution. 

mber 3 the State Department was notified by our con- 
ama that an uprising had occurred, that there 


that the government would organize, and that order 


insti- 


and on 
al ZOV - 


as no resistance to the re »volution by Colombia, 
{ ul e three consuls. constituting the provision 


either in open or ex- | 


vas no | 


nama, notified the Secretary a State officially that | bind the 








in consequence of a popular and spontaneous movement of the 
people of Panama, the independence of the Isthmus was p1 

claimed and the Republic of Panat nstituted Lap S il 
gov" rnment crganized. An envoy extraordinary and 1 t 
plenipotentiary was later appointed by the new G mment of 


Panama to the United States. O 
Panan 


peaceful, that the movement was a 


sage on November 6, 
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That matter has been discussed here to-day. Soitw l i 
unnecessary to say anything fur her on the 10? All that ; 
executive authorities, in recognizing a v t look 
to is the fact. Has anew gov ment s] exi rec- 
ognized by the people, and carrying on + inctions of a state? 
If such is the fay t, we are justif fie l in 1 rY ng that ¢ . 
ment as the lawful government of the is n ? . 

sary to wait until the parent state r mi 7 govern 
neither does it make any differenc y Ww nment 
is in exist nee. The question simply is a government 
there in substantial control and r Z e people « 
state as the governing authority? » When such a governme! 
be recognized is a question to be determined by the ] i 
his own wise discretion. Recognition is an execu ‘ b 
legislative function 

it has been correctly stated here that whether \ 
minutes or five days or five years before we recog at \V- 
ernment is not of gr importance 

Mr. President, in my inion we do not need to1 I the 
novel prin iple of interns i tional emin 1t domain, or to in any 
other principle of mal law to justify our cor 11 
ing this revolution. Eve ery act of our ] t ‘ O1 
given to the comma rs of our vi 3 war during and 
this revolution, has been justified by ou ty of 184 

The treaty, « ed intoin 1 v ! -end it of tl 
struction of a canal or railroad across t Isthn siss 1 in 
President Polk’s message, in art Dp l 

) . T tu a eiieace whil . 

This treaty was made in 1846 and l cor 1 ll f 
It has survived a number of revo_ut . : . has 
come the |] ic of Colom! On u ha ded 
another, ] nt parties in control, but the 1 
rem: Ll and rect 11 l 20 
ment, and t is ool L number é 
right ur XX AV » keep the Isthmus open, as w 
found by th ges of different Pi le ,and : ill be se 
by a refer ence to th: ieenty fomad n Wharton’s Diges 

The treaty of 1846 continues in for¢ ven though t S of 
Panama has seceded from wad Republic of Colombia. No] r 
binding upon Colombia, after she lost her sovereign r t 
territory to which Article XXX\ rs, it is now binding l 
rights and obligations have su led to the new Repul 
Panama. In other w s, the thirty-fifth article of 1 treat 
1846 is binding and descends to any gover? nt v 3 

reignty over the Isthmus of Panama 

The treaty of 1846 is what is kn Lin i : 
‘real treaty.’ . 

Mr. President, I have here extracts from some d 1 
from law writers on this subject which I will not take t ( 
now to read, but which I will nserted in my rem i 
desire to say that these same extract ive | ( l al 
two or three times by distinguished Sena 
on the subject. 

Wharton, in his work on International Law. 

‘eaties are divided by text wi - 
relate exclusively to the persor £ ¢ , 
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e state whatever intervening chang ay take pl i ial 
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constitution or in the persons of its rulers. The state continues the same, NAVY 

notwithstanding such change, and consequently the treaty relating to na- 

tional objects remains in force so long as the nation exists as an independent | NASHVILLE, Colon: 

state In the interest of peace ma ke every effort to prevent Government tr: 
Tavlor.in his work wnations eur in aantt al. | at Colon from proceeding to Panama. The transit of the Isthmus m ust be 

Tay! r, in his w rk on International Law, in section 166, speak kept open and ordey maintained. Acknowledge. 

ing of the rights which belong to the new state which has forci- 

bly separated itself from another state, says that— ae 


Booey 
Washington, D. C., November 


19 


DARLING, Acting 


F NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
The new stat e is entitled to property within it of a local character and Washington, D. C., November 8, 


to the privileges arising from treaties specially contracted for the benefit | AMERICAN CONSUL, Panama: 
of its ter rier, such, for * insti ance, as contain demar« ‘ation of boundaries, Message sent Nashville to Colon may not have been delivered. Accord. 
and such as secure to its inhabitants, or a part of them, the right to navigate ingly see that the following message is sent to Nashville immediately: 
streams running through other countries from its frontiers. = r 
““NASHVILLE, Colon: 
Mr. Taylor makes this statement on the authority of Hall on ‘In the interest of peace make every effort to prevent Government tro: 
Internat ional Law at Colon from proceeding to Panama. The transit of the Isthmus must | 
a ao . . : i ta kept open and order maintained. Acknowledge. 
From these authorities it will be seen that this treaty is bind- | 
ing upon the State of Panamaand the United States. Weowe to Secure special trains if necessary. Act promptly. L 
the Republic of Panama the same a under it as we owed OOMIS, Acting 
hi ‘ Tha » ie 9 2 + a on . 
to Colombia. The Republic of Panama has a right to expect and [(Translation.} 
demand that we shall fulfill our ailaoetonn under that treaty. * 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Under this tre aty of 1846 we guarantee the neutrality of the Washington, D. C., November ,. | 
Isthmus and the free transit over it from sea to sea. We are | NASHVILLE, Colon: 
bound to see that it is not interfered with. We are bound to pro- | . Sonbesk - Colombia sheBing Pomame. Send imamediotaly battery 3. 
. , railroad | his w weccarily YW : eld guneand 6-pounder with a force of men to Panama to compel cessatio: 
tect the railroad. In d ing this we must necessarily prevent, if | bombardment. Railroad must furnish transportation immediately. 
we can, actual hostilities along the railroad. If we permitted | DARLING, Acti 
warfare to be waged on the Isthmus it would necessarily result | 
in obstructing the free transit from sea to sea. At other times | (Translation.] 
our military forces have been used for the purpose of keeping free WASHINGTON, D. C., November 5 
and open this transit, and, as an incident thereof, has assisted the | Boston, care of American Consul, Panama: 
Government of - ‘olombia in suppressing arebellion. Nowthings Prevent recurrence bombardment of Panama. Acknowledge. 
are different. Without our aid the people of the Isthmus have | Moi 
declared and regained their independence and have set up a gov- | _ Navy DeparrMenr, 
ernment of their own; no warfare exists, and peace prevails. | _ L Washington, D. C., November 5, 1 
Under these circumstances it could not be expected that the | NASHVILLE, Colon: mid : , 
United States would forcibly overthrow this new Republic or = —— armed force of either side from landing at Colon, Porto B 
would permit a civil war to be waged on the Isthmus. Such con- | 7 Moopvy. 
duct would be contrary to our own policy and history. —- 
The instructions given to our naval commanders are thoroughly | (Translation. ] 
in accord with the treaty of 1846. They are as follows: WASHINGTON, D. C., November ¢ 
MAINE, Woods Hole, Mass.: 


| Proceed at once to Colon, coaling wherever necessary to expedite y: 
| rival. Acknowledge. 


“DARLING, Acting 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 3, 1908. (Sent 11.18 p. m.) 


Message sent to Nashville to Colon may not have been delivered. Accord- Moop 
ingly see that following message is sent to Nas/ville immediately: | 


“NASHVILLE n: 
‘‘In the interests of peace make every effort to prevent Government troops 


(Translation.] 

€ € WASHINGTON, D. C., November 9, 1 

at Colon fri m procee ding to Panama. The transit of the Isthmus must be | Dixznn, Boston: 

kept open and order mz iintained. Acknowledge. t ee yiedeaeed ie — ak te 
“DARLING, Acting.” Upon the arrival of the Marblehead sufficient force must be sent to 


Secure special train, if necessary. Act promptly. = ae tne enltan tt use ae naan eee oalteot the mente Y I .n- 
a Loomis, Acting. | ama. Protect the British steamers if necessary. . 
i oOony 
Wethington, wean mo Ciead eaten: , | The instructions given by our Government were in accor: 
© ommun icate with comman der of gunboat Bogota and state plainly that | the treaty of 1846. It will be noticed that in almost es 
this Government, being responsible for maintaining peace and keeping tran- | Sage the main cons sideration was ‘ keep the transit open. 
sit open across Isthmus, desires him to refrain from wantonly shelling the | Government is responsible for maintaining peace and keepin 
city. We Shall have a naval fore e at Pan ama in two ds ays, and are now OFr- | transit open across the Isthmus.”’ ‘* M; sintain free and uni 
dering men from the Nashville to Panama in the interests peg ‘dethi rupted transit.”’ The transit of the Isthmus must be k pt 
and order maintained. 
Gubtieten a, ee ‘Keep the transit open” is what has been insisted upon i 
: : every communication. There is nothing here to show that t! 
| was any interference on our part in this revolution. We w 
NASHVILLE, care American Consul, Colon: simply fulfilling our treaty obligations, regardless of w! 
Maintain free and uninterr upted transit. If interruption threatened by | affected. . 
armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent landing of any armed I do not know that the United States has actually or for 
fores with ‘hos ile int =r a eka p at ach ne gm ss po | prevented the landing of Colombian forces on the Isthmus 
present at Pn ni ma upon arrival of Hoxton. Have sent copy of instructions | 1 contend that the thirty-fifth article of the treaty of 1846 w 
and have telegraphed Dixie to pro eed eas Sues asorneh: eeu ine: | give us the right to prevent such landing, with hostile intent, 
- is 4 P e V — (Gor on ; oo ding if in Sana solemnent thie would precipitate ° “ part of the Isthmus of anama, | 
con flic j “Ack nowledgment is required. ~ Read the very terms of the treaty itself. It says: 
DARLING, Acting. | The United States guarantee positively and efficaciously to New Gr 
| the perfect neutrality of the before-mentioned Isthmus, with a view = 
Navy DEPARTME NT, | free transit from the one to the other sea may not be interrupted 
Washington, D. C., November 2, 1903. rassed in any future time. 
blehead, Acapulco:a | That treaty does not limit us to the protection of the act nal 
with all possible d ispatch to Panama. Telegraph in cipher your | of the railroad. It is broad enough to cover the whole Ist 
‘o. Maintain free and uninterrupted transft. If interr uption is | The purpose of the thirty- fifth article of the treaty of 18 16 w 
ened i by ari — er Ge OAs Se eae See entiba tedundan eae make the transit of the Isthmus of Panama neutral grou 
ith; in BO miles of Panama, If doubtful as to the intention of anyarmed | the benefit of the commerce of the world. The purpose of 
occupy Aeon Hill strongly with artille oy. ~ by + Ae een - thirty-fifth article of that treaty was to prevent hostilities 
+ Bi ieene stcbeatage ete — stall epuceituing the iimnsis ta utaesla See Isthmus. The freedom of the Isthmus was not only for the | 
their landing if in your judgment landing would precipitate a conflict. efit of the United States, but of the world. 
DARLING, Acting. Under the spirit and terms of the treaty of 1846 I believe t 
we would be justified in preventing the landing of the for 
: NAVY DEPARTMENT, Colombia or any other Government with hostile intentin any}: 
Washington, D. C., November 8, 1908. c Wie ail 
Cruiser ATLANTA, Kingston, Jamaica: or tot Panama. a , es 
Proceed with all possible dispatch to Colon. Acknowledge immediately. Now that anama has regained her independence and has 
When will you sail? recognized by the nations of the world asan independent repul 
DARLING, Acting. Colombia stands in no different relation to her from that of 
u Same to commander of Boston at San Juan del Sur, Nicaragua. otlier foreign nation. We are as wuch justified in protecting (1 


(Translation. ] 
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Isthmus of Panama and the transit thereof from Colombian forces 
~. we would be in protecting that Isthmus from the forces of any 
other government. 

* That portion of the thirty-fifth article of the treaty which I have 
quoted, providing for the neutrality of the Isthmus, is the most 
important provision of the treaty and was so recognized by its 
erotiators. 

P fost vroviaions was expressly inserted with the end in view of 
tho construction of the canal and railroad. 

‘"prosident Polk transmitted the treaty of 1846 to the Senate on 
February 10, 1847, with a special message of some length. Presi- 
dont Polk’s message, with the exception of two short paragraphs 
» conclusion, is devoted to the provision of the thirty-fifth arti- 
cle. which I have quoted, namely, that the Government of New 
Granada proposes to guarantee to the Government of the United 
Giates the right of passage across the Isthmus on condition that 
the United States shall make a similar guaranty to New Granada 
‘the neutrality of this portion of her territory, etc. 

President Polk also refers to the Isthmus of Panama being the 
shortest and the most practicable for the construction of the 
canal. He discusses this provision in connection with the inter- 
oceanic canal and railroad. 

It is true that the treaty of 1846 was a treaty of peace, amity, 
navigation, and commerce, but the thirty-fifth article was recog- 
nized by President Polk as being the important article of the 

reaty. 

; The forces of the United States on many occasions have been 
landed on the Isthmus of Panama to protect American interests 
and to keep open the transit under the treaty of 1846. 

In September, 1856, when Panama was a sovereign federal State 
of New Granada, a disturbance arose in the legislative assembly 
of the State and a revolution was attempted. The acting gov- 
ernor of the State sent our consul a message asking the command- 
ers of the Independence and St. Mary to land a force, which re- 
quest was complied with, and 160 marines were landed. 

On September, 27, 1860, another outbreak occurred. Com- 
mander Porter of the United States sloop of war St. Mary and the 
commander of a British war vessel landed forces to protect the lives 
of the foreign residents. The joint occupation of Panama by the 
British and American forces continued some time. This landing 
was with the sanction of the Panama authorities. 

In May, 1861, request was made by the intendente-general for 


in ¢ 


Ol 


the State of Panama to have the United States forces landed in | 


case an expedition, then fitting out at Cartagena, should invade 
the Isthmus. This request was based on the thirty-fifth article 
of the treaty of 1846. 

In March, 1865, another revolution having broken out, at the 
request of our consul at Panama and Colon, marines were landed 
for the protection of the consulate and the railroad property. 
Permission was obtained from the president of the State. 

In May, 1878, hostilities were in progress in the State of Pan- 
ama. At the request of the United States consul and a number 
of influential Americans and other citizens, a force of 200 marines 

nd sailors and 4 pieces of artillery were landed. Another land- 
ing was made on September 24 of the same year. These forces 
were withdrawn on October 28, except a small detachment of 
thirty men. These forces were used to keep open the transit. 

All along in our history since the treaty of 1846 the United 
States has regarded it as its duty and has complied with its obli- 


gation as the United States understood it, and on every occasion | 


when it was necessary to do so it has landed troops, without any 
request whatever on the part of the Colombian Government, for 


po — of protecting American citizens and to keep open the 
Tansit, 


In January, 1885, our forces were landed from the United States | 


ship Alliance, the President of the State of Panama informing the 

general superintendent of the Panama Railroad that he was unable 

ae adequate protection to the railroad property or the 
ansit, 

In April, 1885, a battalion of marines was organized, and men 
from Portsmouth, New York, and Washington sailed on the City 
of Para from New York, arriving and disembarking on the Isth- 
mus On the 11th. Transit across the Isthmus was kept up by a 
etachment on every train. A second battalion of the United 
States marines was landed at Colon on the 15th. The total force 
of sailors and marines landed from the ships of the Atlantic and 

acific squadrons was 685 officers and men. This force was re- 
lieved the latter part of May. This force was used to keep open 
the transit. The sovereign State of Panama was in revolution, 
and the revolutionary general was in control in Panama, and he 
Was notified of the landing of these troops. The revolutionary 
Seneral in command protested against the landing of the second 
battalion of troops. 

Yet the batialion was landed, the transit was kept open, and 
é merican citizens were protected. Nobody ever heard a word 
“galnst it. Everyone believed it was the duty of the Government 


to do it as it has done time out of mind, or at least as long as the 
treaty of 1846 has been in force. 

In November, 1901, and again in September, 1902, as we all re- 
member, our marines were again landed on the Isthmus to keep 


open the transit. I believe in both cases the governor of Panama 
was previously notified. 

Prior to the constitution of 1886 the State of Panama was des- 
ignated as a sovereign state, had considerable self-government, 
and on some occasions a president. The landing of our forces on 
the occasions I have designated, with the possible exception of 
the last occasion, was in most cases at the request of the local 
president or governor of Panama, the central Government of 
Colombia not being consulted. 

I do not know whether it is questioned now that the recogni- 
tion of the Republic of Panama by the United States is not a com- 
plete recognition of independence. 

The recognition by President Roosevelt of the Republic of Pan- 
ama was as full and complete a recognition of the independence 
of that Republic as could be given. 

Phillemore, Pomeroy, and other writers on international law di- 
vide recognition into recognition of belligerency, virtual recogni- 
tion, and formal recognition. Recognition of belligerency, they 
say, admits a community existing capable of carrying on war; 
virtual recognition admits a community existing having commer- 
cial relations and capable of maintaining them for the time being; 
formal recognition admits a society as existing which is in fact 
independent and sovereign. 

Formal recognition is evidenced by the making of treaties and 
the sending and receiving of ambassadors. 

The recognition of the State of Panama by President Roosevelt 
was a formal recognition. It is formal recognition of independ- 
ence, because he received aminister from that State, and because 
the President appointed and this Senate confirmed an envoy ex- 
traordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Panama. 

It has been suggested that a de facto government has not the 
right in international law to cede territory. I donot admit that 
| this new Government of Panama is merely a de facto govern- 
|ment. Itissomething more. It has become the lawful Govern- 
| ment of that State. But, admitting for the purposes of argument 

that it is a mere de facto revolutionary government, I contend 

| that such a government has the right to alienate a part of its 
| public domain. Now, let us see what the law or the authorities 
say: 

Taylor says, on the authority of Grotius and other writers on 
international law: 


| A revolutionary government may also during the period of its authority 
| alienate the whole ora part of the public domain. Upon a return to the 
| ancient régime all private property not confiscated and the public domain 
| 
| 


ee 


not alienated revert to their former owners, just asin the case of conquest 
they revert upon the evacuation of territory occupied bya public enemy. 
* * * Where foreign governments or their subjects treat with the actual 
head of the State, or a government de facto acquiesced in by the nation, and 
thus acquire a part of the public domain or private confiscated property, the 
lawful sovereign after his restoration should, as a general rule, recognize 
such transactions as valid, although they were consummated by those whom 
he considered usurpers. (Grotius, Vol. IT, chap. 14, sec. 16.) 


Wheaton, in his work on International Law, says: 

But if the national domain has been alienated or the private property con- 
fiscated by some intervening act of the state, the question as to the validity 
of such transfer becomes more difficult of solution. 

In the case of international transactions, where foreigners and foreig 
governments are concerned, the authority to alienate the public don 
presumed to exist, and may be inferred from the general treaty-maki: 
power unless there be some express limitation in the fundamental laws o 
the state. Soalso where foreign governments and their subjects treat 
the actual head of the state, or the government de facto recognized by 
acquiescence of the nation, for the acquisition of any portion of the p 
| domain or of private confiscated property, the acts of such government 1 

on principle be considered valid «a the lawful sovereign on his restorat 
(Wheaton, p. 46.) 


So, Mr. President, ven if this Government in Panama is only a 
| de facto government, I think these authorities show that sucha 
| government has a right to make this treaty with the United 
States. 

But the Government of Panama is the lawful de jure govern- 
| ment of that State. Its sovereignty and independence has been 
| completely recognized by the United States and by other nations 
| of the world. 
| Mr. President, Colombia, for many years, has received a con- 
| siderable portion of her revenues from concessions for the con- 
| 
j 
| 












1ust 
ion. 





struction of a canal across the Isthmus of Panama and from large 
annual rentals from the Panama Railroad. It is not surprisin 
that Colombia is reluctant to have this State of Panama, which 
has been so profitable to the Government of Colombia, separa 
from her. Neither is it surprising that Panama should now d 
sire to enjoy these large pecuniary advantages for the improve- 
ment of her own state. 

On April 15, 1850, Colombia made a concession for the construc- 
| tion of a railroad acrosstheIsthmus. This contract or concession 
| was revised in 1867. 

Under this contract of 1867 the Panama Railroad agreed to pay 


a 
or 
> 


+ 
( 


' © 























































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. FEBRUARY 22, 


to Colombia as a rental for the use of the necessary territory for | Every act of ours pertaining to this revolution is justified by the 
the railroad an annuity of $250,000, which she has since received. | treaty of 1846, which I have commented upon. We have, under 
sy that contract it was also agreed that the Panama Railroad | the authority given to us by that treaty, declared that Colombian 
should revert to Colombia in 1966. troops shall not land and carry on hostilities on the transit of the 
In 1878 Colombia madea concession to Lieutenant Wyse for the | Isthmus. Panama gained her independence without our hel» 
construction of a canal across the Isthmus of Panama. and since the regaining of her independence weare bound to pro. 
Under that Wyse concession it was agreed that Colombia | tect the transit through that Republic from foreign invasion. pa 
would have a right to participate in the gross receipts of the canal, | necessarily we are bound to prevent the landing of Colombian 
in amounts ranging from 5 to 8 per cent, and which should amount | troops. 
to no less than $250,000 in any oneyear. It was also agreed in this So, Mr. President, I do not see what principle of internationa] 
Wyse concession that the entire canal property would revert to | law has been violated. 
Colombia at the end of ninety-nine years. Neither has the President violated the Constitution of the United 
That Wyse concession is the basis of the rights of the Panama | States in the messages given to our naval forces, as has been coy. 
Canal Company. That concession was extended in 1890, again in | tended here. 
1893, and again in 1900, on each occasion the company paying to It is true, as we know, that under our Constitution war can only 
Colombia very large sums of money. Under the extension of | be declared by the Congress of the United States. But the orders 
1890 10,000,000 francs in gold were paid to Colombia and 5,000,000 | given to the commanders of our naval forces do not amount to a 
francs in the shares of the New Panama Canal Company. declaration of war against Colombia. 
Colombia must have received millions of dollars in cash from I have commented on these orders at length. They were in ac- 
these canal and railroad concessions. cord with the treaty. Those orders insisted, in various ways, that 
In my opinion all of the rights which Colombia enjoys under | the transit of the Isthmus must be kept open. ; 
the Wyse and railroad concessions are now the property of Pan- The President, in charge of the executive functions of this Goy- 
ama, as the new Republic of Panama succeeds to the sovereignty | ernment, has a right, and it is his duty, to execute our treaties as 
over the territory to which they relate. The canal zone being in | well as our acts of Congress. He is incharge of our foreign rela- 
the State of Panama, that State, on its separation from Colombia, | tions. The treaty of 1846 gave us the right to protect and keep 
succeeds to the rights which Colombia might have under any | open that transit. President Roosevelt was performing a prop: r 
contracts relative to the canal zone. executive function in sending our naval forces there to keep the 
Hall,in discussing the rights and obligations which go to a new | transit open. He was doing only what many of his illustrioy 


state on its forcible separation from the mother country, says, | predecessors did before him. I have given the various instanc 
page 96: 


es 

| in which other Presidents, both Republicans and Democrats, have 

On the other hand, rights possessed in respect of the lost territory, includ- sent troops to the Isthmus. The last Democratic President, Pr 
| 


ing rights under treaties relating to cessions of territory and demarcation 
? 


of boundary obligations contracted with reference to it alone, and property 
which is within it transfer themselves to the new state. 


ident Cleveland, sent troops there in 1885 without authority from 
Congress. 

No act of President Roosevelt in respect to this revolution can 
properly be.construed as a declaration of war against Colom! 

There has been no violation of the treaty of 1846, as ha: 
contended, but, on the contrary, the President has acted thorough); 
in accord with that treaty. While it is true that the treaty has 
sometimes been construed to mean that the duty rested on the 
Government of Colombia to keep the transit open during dommes 
tic disturbances, still its practical operation has been that the 
United States has repeatedly sent troops there, and in no ir 
that I now recall in which troops were sent was there any threat 
of a foreign invasion, but merely local disturbances or revolutions. 
And in this case Colombia did not ask to send troops to the Isth- 
mus to keep the transit open, assuming that she was under obliga 
tions todoso. She wanted to land troops on the Isthmus in order 
to wage a war in Panama, resulting in an interference with the 
transit. 

The President has not violated the Spooner Act in negotiating 


Ss 


That clause has been quoted, I think, a time or two before. 

it would be absurd to say that Colombia, after Panama had 
separated herself from that State and been recognized as inde- 
pendent by the world, should continue to enjoy the large pecu- 
niary profit and rental from the canal zone to which she had lost 
all title. 

It must be assumed, then, under any treaty negotiations be- 
tween the United States and Panama, that Panama lawfully pos- 
sesses all rights formerly enjoyed by Colombia under the railroad 
and canal contracts. 

The principal points made by the opposition in this debate are: 

First. That the President has violated well-known principles of 
international law in his action with reference to the new Repub- 
lic of Panama; 

Second. That he has violated the Constitution of the United 
States in the orders given to the commanders of our naval forces, 
which it is contended practically amount to a declaration of war 
against Colombia; 

Third. That he has violated the treaty of 1846; and 

Fourth. That he has violated the Spooner Act. 

These allegations, first, second, third, and fourth, were all made 
by some Senators on the other side. 

In the debates which have already taken place the several 
counts contained in this indictment against the President have 
been ably met and answered by Senators who have spoken on the 
subject, especially in the great speeches made by the senjor Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin. 

Just what principles of international law it is contended Presi- 
dent Roosevelt has violated is not very clear. 

In my judgment President Roosevelt has not violated any recog- 
nized principle of international law, either in recognizing the new 
Republic of Panama or in any action he has taken in reference to 
either Panama or Colombia. 

He did not violate any principle of international law in recog- 
nizing the new Republic. While early in our history there may 
have been some doubts expressed by statesmen as to whether rec- 
ognition is an executive or legislative act, I think it is now well 
settled, and has been since Secretary Seward’s time, that the rec- 
ognition of a new republic is purely an executive act. 

As I stated in the beginning of my remarks, in recognizing a 
new government all that the Executive authority must look to is 
the fact. If anew government has sprung into existence, which 
is recognized by the people (as this new Republic of Panama was 
promptly and enthusiastically recognized by her people) , the Presi- 
dent is justified in formally recognizing such government as the 
lawful government of the state. When such a government is to 
be recognized, how long it is to be in existence before being recog- | tenance and operation of the canal. Our relations to that now 
nized is a question entirely within the discretion of the Executive. | Republic, which will be necessarily very close in the yea™ ‘'? 

The question of intervention is not involved here. Weall know, | come, will be far more satisfactory than if we were compe!le! 
of course, the rule is nonintervention, but, nevertheless, a recog- | build and operate the canal under a treaty with Colombia, \ 
nition of anew government is moral intervention, although clearly | Government, far removed from the Isthmus, would have v«"! 
notanactof war. We have not intervened in behalf of Panama, ' little interest in the canal except as a source of revenue. 


this treaty with the Republic of Panama. 
That act provides that he shall negotiate a treaty with the Re- 
public of Panama fora right of way for the construction of : 
canalacrossthe Isthmus. But we must look tothe intent of t! 
itself; we must construe itasa whole. What was the main inte! 
of that act? The intent of Congress in passing it was that a canal 
should be constructed over the Panama route, if that route could 
be obtained. The section of that act providing for a treaty with 
Colombia was a mere incident to its main purpose. The act is 
sufficiently complied with if a treaty is made with the Govern- 
ment having the sovereignty over the Isthmus of Panama. The 
President did not have time to turn to Nicaragua after the treaty 
was rejected by the Colombian Congress. The treaty was on|! 
rejected by the Colombian Congress on October 18, but there was 
a possibility that the action of that Congress might be reconsi- 
ered until it adjourned, October 31. On November 3 Panama 
became independent. In other words, but three days elapsed 
between the time that all possible hope of the ratification of the 
treaty with Colombia was abandoned and the successful revolu- 
tion in Panama. The President very properly entered into the 
treaty with the Republic of Panama for the construction o! 4 
canal, thereby following the intent and spirit of the Spooner Ac! 
Since regaining her independence Panama has adopted 4 
stitution, elected a President, and has now a complete co! 
tional Government. When a canal is constructed that Sta‘ 
| be one of the great highways of the world’s commerce. Wit! 
large annual rental paid by the United States for the use of the 
canal zone she will be in an enviable position among the Centr! 
and South American States. At the same time the United St2's 
under the treaty will have all necessary authority for the mn 

















1904. 


Ne as | 





\fr. President, I have presented my views on the main questions 
lived in the discussion now about to close. 
ve for very many years had anintenseinterest in the subject 
uring a canalat some point on the Isthmus connecting the two 
ceans. When the question of the location of a canal was 
; »-+t under consideration, after I had the honor of membership in 
+1; Congte, Lmade some remarks favoring the canal over the Nica- 
n route, because at that time no other route seemed obtain- 
The Panama Canal route was then under the control of the 
h company, and the canal actually in process of construc- 
There was no evidence that the United States could secure 
-snama route at any price. I was anxious foracanal and 
. favor of it at any feasible point. When the Canal Com- 
finally secured what was considered a reasonable offer 





J n i ) : " 

’ ‘ommended the acceptance of the Panama route as the 
host. I followed their judgment, especially as on such investiga- 
{ .s Tcould make it became my own judgment. 


| desire, Mr. President, to say that I have no quarrel with any 
r who may prefer the Nicaragua route. I believe either 
sis feasible, and I shall not be surprised, as Senators have 
sted. if on both routes a canal shall be constructed at some 
ttnre time. If the commerce of the world needs both they will 
The Panama Canal is alone sufficient for the time, and 
v for the century. Its construction is the greatest under- 
yy any man, men, or government of this age, and its im- 
‘places it above party considerations, and [ am glad that 
pies such a position in this Senate. 
fr. President, I hope I may be excused in saying in this pres- 
e hat I feel intense gratification in the fact that I have been 
‘ ted in this Senate with the necessary work in securing a 
treaty preparatory to the construction of the Panama Canal, the 
croatest work of the century on the globe, and which, when com- 
pleted, will carry with it so great benefits and blessing to the 
people, not only of the United States, but of the nations. 
| know that the distinguished Senator from Alabama and others | 

do not manifest the faith in the outcome of the Panama Canal 
that I have, but I believe and hope that they will be found mis- 
Le nh. 
Mr. President, afew more words. I desire toexpress my thanks 
the President and Secretary of State for the course they have 
pursued in conducting the nation through the difficult and deli- 
cate ordeal through which it has passed in dealing with Colombia 
and Panama during the past few months. 
nation has been honored by their statesmanshipand honor- | 
able course. No effort has been spared to find evidenceof wrong- | 
doing on the part of the Administration, but such effort has been 
in vain. They stand before the country and the world as among 
{ remost statesmen of their time. 
‘eo known all our Presidents, beginning with Abraham Lin- 


L ‘ 





coln, whose name and fame are wide as the world, and I say, 

v ut qualification, that I have never known a Chief Magis- | 
tra ‘our great Republic more conscientious in the discharge | 
of his duty, more watchful of the nation’s honor and interest, | 
more fearless in his efforts to enforce the law than Theodore 
nh velit | 


ourse in dealing with the situation growing out of the se- 

ce n of Panama has been within the law and our treaty obli- 
gations, and I feel sure if he had failed to recognize Panama as 
n independent state, and finally had failed to make atreaty with it 
ler which, when ratified by this Senate, the work on that great, 
:-waited-for canal shall begin, there would have been millions 
\merican citizens raising their voices to-day condemning his 
ninstead of acclaiming their approval, as they are now doing. 


POWERS OF COLOMBIAN 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, in view of the statement | 
made by the Senator from Illinois, that the session to-morrow will | 
be largely devoted to executive business, I desire to call up, in | 
order to dispose of it, a resolution which I introduced some time } 
ago, chiefly for information on this general Panama subject. I 
ask the Secretary to read resolution No. 49 of the Senate. 

the PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the Secretary will read the resolution. 

Che Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Cutzerson | 
December 11 last, as follows: 


WI reas by the constitution of Colombia, adopted in 1886, it is provided: 
ARTICLE 1. The Colombian nation is reorganizedasa centralized republic. 
anit kt, 2. The sovereignty resides essentially and exclusively in thenation, 
ns ‘rom it emanate the public powers which shall be exercised within the 
nits prescribed by this constitution;"’ and 

Whereas by said constitution it is also provided: 

tats Ant. 4. The territory, together with the public property therein con- 
‘ined, belongs exclusively to the nation: ” 


esolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate is directed to 


GOVERNMENT. 


ro sider and report as ey as practicable to the Senate whether the innab- 
$3 ants and residents of the Department of Panama may lewfully form a dis- 


lari’ ‘eparate, and independent government in that territory, and particu- 
tly whether there is any governmental authority other than Colombia em- | 
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powered to grantin perpetuity the use supation, and control of land 1 
waters in the territory of Panama, with full and complete s r 
the same. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, the purpose of this r 1- 
tion has been largely accomplished by its introduction and publi- 
cation. When it was introduced inquiries in this Cham] 1 
elsewhere had been madeas to the constitutional right of J a 
to separate from Colombia distinct from the inalienabl , 
revolution, and comparison had been instituted between t 
of Panama in this instance and that of the Confederate States in 
1261 
4 yi. 

This resolution, largely academic and educational, was 1 
offered as a basis for a discussion of the doc f sec 
of course I have no such purpose in view F , 
general design in introducing it, th: 
paper organ of the Administration 1 18 : 





retary of State, the Senator from Mas: 
and the President himself have discussed 











e the question, it is not 
improper, before I withdraw the resolution, to ] out in a 
sentence, as it were, the fundamental difference between c 
tutional secession in Panama and in the South. 

The great controversy of 1861 revolved around thse southern 
contention, that the Constitution of the United States was a1 
compact between sovereign and independent States which did not 
form a consolidated or centralized government, and that its 
tory, its structural provisions, its reservation of State right 

| herently justified secession. No such claim is possible und 

| constitution of Colombia, for by its very terms all sovereigt 3 
lodged wholly and exclusively in the centralized nation. No 
logical mind which can approve constitutional secession in Panama 
can question constitutional secession in the South. 

The constitution of Colombia, Mr. President, also express] 
vides that the territory and other property belong exclusively to 
the nation; and the Senate, under ordinary circumstances, w 
be entitled to the opinion of the Committee on the Judiciary as 
to whether, under existing conditions, the United States can 
bly appropriate territory which, by the treaty of 1846, it guar 
teed in Colombia, at least against all foreign nations, inc! ; 


| the United States. 


It is evident, however, Mr. President, that no such inquiry : 
this will be permitted by the majority here, and consequently I 
ask leave to withdraw tho resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no ob 














n 
to its withdrawal. 
HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORR« 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PIPE LINES THROUGH INDIAN 7 AN 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 8317) 
authorizing the Secretary of the l I 
for pipe lines through Indian lands 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move tha ! 
cur in the amendments of the House of Rept utiv 
for a conference with the House on the bill and a: di 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was 
thorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Sena 
Mr. STEWART, Mr. PLatr of Connecticut, and Mr. Dupois 1 
appointed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to t d- 
eration of executive business. 

Ty . ’ 7 74 > 7 } + y 7 ‘ } 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proce d tot n- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes s in 

| executive session the doors were reopened, and 0 0'clock 115 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned til t w, Tu V, 
| February 23, 1904, at 11 o'clock a. m. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February h 
MEMBER OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION, 

W. Cameron Ferbes, of Massachusetts, to be a member of the 
Philippine Commission and to be secretary of the d n f 
commerce and police in the government of the Philip I S, 
provided for in the act of Congress approved July 1, 1 i 
**An act to provide for the administration of the civil 





government in the Philippine Islands, and fi 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL 


P. A. Surg. James C. Perry, of North Carolina, to be a surgeon 
in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. 
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POSTMASTERS, 
CONNECTICUT. 
Augustus G. Ising to be postmaster at Danbury, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
ILLINOIS 
M.S. Brown to be postmaster at Brighton, in the county of Ma- 
coupin and State of Illinois. 
William T. Thorp to be postmaster at Litchfield, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Illinois. 
INDIANA, 
Edwin 8S. Gilbert to be postmaster at Indiana Harbor, in the 
county of Lake and State of Indiana. 
James E. Zook to be postmaster at Lima, in the county of La- 
grange and State of Indiana. 
NEBRASKA. 
Trevanyon L. Mathews, of Nebraska, to be United States 
marshal for the district of Nebraska. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Charles F. Hopkins to be postmaster at Boonton, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey. 
Andrew Mercer to be postmaster at Lodi, in the county of Ber- 
gen and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 
Seth Allen to be postmaster at Dannemora, in the county of 
Clinton and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


22, 1904. 


Monpbay, February 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D., offered the fol- | : 
| the issue. 


lowing prayer: 

Infinite and eternal Spirit, ever present in the hearts of men to 
inspire, uphold, sustain, and guide, we bless Thee for the truly 
great and noble who have been susceptible to the heavenly in- 
fluence and who have builded even better than they knew for 
succeeding generations. Our minds turn to-day to him whom we 
delight to call the ‘‘ Father of his Country,’ and a nation will 
pour out its gratitude to Thee for his character and his deeds as a 
citizen, a soldier, a statesman, and follower of the Jesus of Naza- 
reth, and every lover of liberty the world round will sing his 
praise, whose name has become the synonym for wisdom, purity, 
and goodness. 

Help us, we beseech Thee, susceptible to that same influence, 
to go forward to larger life and grander achievements; and Thine 
be the praise, through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 


approved. 
AMENDMENT OF LAW IN RELATION TO TAXATION IN 
COLUMBIA, 


Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I ask that House bill 8690, to | 


amend the law relating to taxation in the District of Columbia, 
be re-referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. 
mous consent that House bill 8690, now on the Calendar, be taken 
from the Calendar and re-referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the 
purpose of making a motion to adjourn. 


adjourn. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
not in order. 

The SPEAKER. 
the motion. The Chair will submit the request for unanimous 
consent, if the gentleman desires that to be submitted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
Speaker. Would it not be in order to move that at the expiration 
of acertain time the House adjourn? Thenif that be true, is it not 


I make the point of order that that motion is 


adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. There are these motions: To adjourn, to ad- 
journ to a day certain, and a motion to take a recess. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do adjourn. Pending that, I submit my request 
for unanimous consent. I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk 
may read - 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request for unani- 


DISTRICT OF | 





The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- | B 


I ask, Mr. Speaker, that | 
the Clerk read the Farewell Address of George Washington, and | 
that immediately upon the termination of the reading the House | 





The Chair sustains the point of order as to | 
| Glass, 


A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. | 
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mous consent standing by itself; but nothing is in order when 
the motion to adjourn is made. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


the two together if I could, Mr. Speaker. 
I call for the regular order. 


Mr. PAYNE. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


I was merely anxious to get 


Then I ask unanimous con- 


sent, this being the 22d day of February, that the Clerk may read 
from the Clerk’s desk George Washington’s Farewell Address to 
the American people. 
I demand the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unanj- 


Mr. PAYNE. 


mous consent that George Washington’s Farewell Address }) 
read at the Clerk’s desk. 


Mr. PAYNE. 


regular order. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


Is there objection? 


I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands the 


8 


Mr. Speaker—— 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


tary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
| into the shape of a motion what I have asked unanimous consent 


for? 


I want to make a parliamen- 


Would it be in order to put 


The SPEAKER. Not against the demand for the regular 


order. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
move what is in order. 


ington this House do now adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 


Then, Mr. Speaker, I will 
I move that in memory of George Wash- 


{Laughter.] 


It is in order to move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
that the House do now adjourn; and the country will understand 


Then, Mr. Speaker, I 1 


A 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi moves that 
the House do now adjourn. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that t 
noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


Division, Mr. Speaker. 


The question was taken; and there were—ayes 66; noes 85 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


nays. 


Mr. TAWNEY. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 


A parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Would it be in order for me to read a m 
| that was made by a Democratic Member from New York 


I now call for the yea 


Cummings] in the second session of the Fifty-third Congr 


| the 22d day of February? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
The SPEAKE 


R. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 93, nays 101, an- 
swered present 10, not voting 175, as follows: 
YEAS—93. 


| Aiken, 


Ba 


Benton, 
3owers, 
Bowie. 
Brundidge, 
Burgess, 


| Caldwell, 


Candler, 
Cochran, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cow herd, 
Dickerman, 
Field, 

Fitzs 
Fitzpatrick, 
Flood, 


| Garner, 


Gilbert, 
Gillespie, 


Adams, Wis, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 


| Babcock, 
in order that at the expiration of a certain contingency the House | 


Peidler, 
Birdsall, 
Bonynge, 
Boutell, 
Bradley, 
Brandegee, 
Brick, 
Brown, Wis. 
Buckman, 
Burke, 
Burkett, 
Burton, 


Goldfogle, 
Goulden, 
Gregg, 
Griffith, 
Hamlin, 
Hardwick, 
Hay, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, Miss. 
Hitchcock, 
Howard, 
Hughes, N.J. 
Hunt, 
johnson, 
Jones, Va. 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Kline, 
Lamar, Fila. 
Lamar, Mo. 
Lever, 
Lewis, 
Lind, 
Little, 
Livingston, 


Lloyd, 
McCreary, Pa. 
McDermott, 
McLain, 
Maynard, 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, Tenn. 
Padgett, 
Patterson, N.C, 
Patterson, Pa. 


utterson, Tenn. 


hardson, Ala. 


tixey, 
Robb, 
Robinson, Ark. 
Robinson, Ind. 
Russell, 

Ryan, 
Scarborough, 
Shackleford, 
Sheppard, 
Shober, 
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Butler, Pa. 
Campbell, 
Cooper, Pa. 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Daniela, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Minn. 
Deemer, 
Dovener, 
Draper, 
Dresser, 
Dunwell, 
Esch, 


Fordney, 
Foss, 

Foster, Vt. 
Fuiler, 
Gibson, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goebel, 
Graff, 
Grosvenor, 
Hamiiton, 
Haugen, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 


I demand the regular 01 
The Chair thinks debate is not in order 


Shull, 
Sibley, 
Sims, 
Smith, K 
Smith, Ts 
Snoo! 

Spark 
Stanle 
Stepilens, 1 
Sullivan, Ma 
Talbott, 
Tate, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N.C 
Underwood, 
Waliace, 
Web! 

Wwe isse, 
Williams, Tl 
Williams, Miss 
Wynn. 


Hermann 
Hill, Con: 
Hogg, 
Holliday, 
Humphrey, W 
Hunter, 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Wash. 
Kinkaid, 
Knapp, 
Knopt?, 
Lacey, 
Lanning, 
Lawrence, 


Lilley, 
teed. 
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ering, Murdock, Scott, Stafford, 

Call, Olmsted, Shiras, Steenerson, 

Cleary, Minn. Overstreet, ae Stevens, Minn. 
.chian, Parker, Smith, Iowa Sulloway, 
ran, Payne, Smith, N. Y. Tawney, 

hall Pearre, Smith, Pa. Thomas, Iowa 

aif Perkins, Southard, Volstead, 
r. Powers, Mass. Southwick, Watson, 
‘ell Prince, Spalding, Wilson, Ill. 
a Roberts, Sperry, Young. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”’—10. 
jamson, Kehoe, Lucking, Powers, Me. 
1. Kyle, Mahon, 
ngham, Littlefield, Meyer, La. 
NOT VOTING—1i5. 
n, Dixon, Kitchin, Claude Rider, 
ns, Pa. Dougherty, Ktiuttz, Robertson, La. 

é Douglas, Lafean, Rodenberg, 

r, Driscoll, Lamb, Rucker, 

r. Dwight, Landis, Chas. B. 

head, Emerich, Landis, Frederick 

holdt, Evans, Legare, 
Finley, Lester, 
ie Flack, Lindsay, Slayden, 

Cal. Foster, Il. Littauer, Small, 
rham. Fowler, Livernash, Smith, IM. 

D, French, Longworth, Smith, Samuel W. 

rsock, Gaines, Tenn. Lorimer, Smith, Wm. Alden 

tley, Gaines, W. Va. Loudenslager, Snapp, 
ale, Garber, McAndrews, Southall, 

ks, Gardner, Mass. McCarthy, Spight, 
ard, Gardner, Mich. McNary, Sterling, 

n. Pa. Gardner, N. J. Macon, Sullivan, N.Y. 

low, Gillett, Cal. Maddox, Sulzer, 

gh, Gooch, Mahoney, Swanson, 

yn, Granger, Mann, Taylor, 

tt, Greene, Marsh, Thompson, 

r, Mo. Griggs, Martin, Tirrel, 
rd Gudger, Miller, Townsend, 

rhead, Harrison, Moon, Pa. Trimble, 

n, Haskins, Morgan, Vandiver, 

k. Hearst, Morrell, Van Duzer, 
on, Hildebrant, Needham, Van Voorhis, 

il, Hinshaw, Nevin, Vreeland, 

er, Hitt, Norris, Wachter, 

r, Wis. Hopkins, Otis, Wade, 

1s Houston, Otjen, | Wadsworth, 

: Howell, N. J. Page, Wanger, 

Ty Howell, Utah Palmer, Warner, 
wiley, Huff, Pierce, Warnock, 

packer, Hughes, W. Va. Pinckney, Weems, 

wh, Hull, Porter, Wiley, Ala. 

y, La. Humphreys, Miss. Pou, Wiley, N. J. 

. Fla. Jackson, Md. Rainey, Williamson, 
yton, Jackson, Ohio Randell, Tex. Wilson, N. Y. 
Armond, James, Ransdell, La. Woodyard, 
ny, Keliher, Reeder, Wright, 

c Kennedy, Rhea, Zenor. 
more, Ketcham, Richardson, Tenn. 


So the motion was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
lor this day: 
Mr. RODENBERG with Mr. TRIMBLE. 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. BuTLER of Missouri. 
Mr. TIRRELL with Mr. VANDIVER. 
Mr. WARNOCK with Mr. LEGARE. 
‘ir, WARNER with Mr. Garnes of Tennessee. 
Mr. RrEDER with Mr. THOMPSON. 
'r. MILLER with Mr. Spie@urT. 
r. MARTIN with Mr. SOUTHALL. s 
*. Marsu with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
lr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. 
*, LONGWORTH with Mr. Pov. 
I REDERICK LANDIS with Mr. Raney. 
LAFEAN with Mr. PINCKNEY. 
tr. KENNEDY with Mr. Paar. 
*, HASKiNs with Mr. Wiison of New York. 
r. GREENE with Mr. Linpsay. 
r, GAINES of West Virginia with Mr. Humpureys of Missis- 


*. FOWLER with Mr. Hopkins. 
CuaruLes B. LANDIS with Mr. DE ARMOND. 

*. SMITH of Illinois with Mr. GuDGER. 
Mr. DRISCOLL with Mr. EMERICH. 
Mr. DovGLas with Mr. DouGHERTY.* 
*, OTIEN with Mr. Davis of Florida. 
r. DAnRaGH with Mr. Crort. 
ir. CRUMPACKER with Mr. Byrp. 
Mr. Coorrr of Wisconsin with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
tr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. BURLESON. 
r. CONNER with Mr. LESTER. 
.. Brooks with Mr. CLAupE K1TcHIn. 
lr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. McNary, 
Mr, Nrepuam with Mr. Foster of Illinois, 
Mr. Bowrrsock with Mr. BROUSSARD, 
'. Bishop with Mr. BREAZEALE. 
Mr. Batrs with Mr. BAKER 
Mr. MorG@an with Mr. BANKHEAD, 
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Mr. ACHESON with Mr. BADGER. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 

Mr. Wm. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. JAMES. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. WoopYARD with Mr. LIVERNASH. 

Mr. LITTAvVER with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York, 

Mr. ApAMms of Pennsylvania with Mr. KELIHER. 

Mr. BuRTON with Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

Mr. LILLEY with Mr. KLurrz. 

Mr. Brown of Pennsylvania with Mr. Be of California. 

Mr. Dick with Mr. BURN.wwrT. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. Hurr with Mr. HAakRISoN. 

Mr. Howe Lu of New Jersey with Mr. SuLZER. 

Mr. MANN with Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr. MorReEwLL with Mr. Riper. 

Mr. HinsHaw with Mr. Griaas. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. STERLING with Mr. Macon, 

Mr. KYLE with Mr. GARBER. 

Mr. CASSEL with Mr. Goocu. 

Mr. VAN VoorHIs with Mr. CASsINGHAM, 

Mr. LORIMER with Mr. McANDREWs. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. DENNY. 

Mr. Giuuett of California with Mr. VAN Duzer. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Hitt with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. SNAPP with Mr. MAHONEY. 

Mr. CAPRON with Mr. GRANGER, 

Mr. Porter with Mr. ScuDDER. 

Mr. Manon with Mr. Houston. 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. Lams. 

Mr. CROMER with Mr. ZENoR. 

Mr. Oris with Mr. RHEA. 

Mr. TOWNSEND with Mr. LUCKING. 

Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. SHERLEY. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. HEARST. 

Mr. BepE with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. 

Mr. Huu. with Mr. WiLry of Alabama. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. PALMER with Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 

Mr. Huaeues of West Virginia with Mr. KrEHor, 

Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. Prerce. 

Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. RUCKER. 

For the session: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 

Mr. CURRIER with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 

Mr. DAYTON with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the naval appropriation 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Heprurn inthe 


chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
House bill 12220, the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, how much time have we had for gen- 
eral debate on this side, how much is there left on the majority 
side, and how much is there left on the other side? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is one hour and five minutes remain- 
ing on the side of the committee and one hour and twenty min- 
utes on the opposite side. ’ 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty min 
utes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxry]. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I was somewhat surprised to ob- 
serve in the public press that the Secretary of the Navy, in his 
address at the Lincoln banquet in New York a few days ago, 
seemed to treat the support of the Navy in a partisan way. In 
the course of his address he said: 

A few days ago I should not have considered that the policy of naval prog- 
ress was at all open to partisan discussion. 

And further on in his remarks: 

I have not lost hope that the policy of increasing our power upon the sea 
will be continued, whatey er party may be in control of the National Admin- 
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~ sda ee 


1e other day 


wae apprehension upon the observations 


When the Senator from Maryland was re 
in the Sen ute his party associates conferre a 
npliment of making him their leader in that 

v le ae 6, experi in public affairs, and un 

irty entit 


nce 


‘ the 

, weir from Maryland which have caused 
lensive that he had almost lost h¢ 2. It is at 
hat strange that the Secretary of the Navy should 
e on account of these observations by the Senator 
Lys, is easily the leader of his party. These apprehen- 
» honorable Secretary, I suppose, can be accounted for 
ry that 

n of t 


tsomewl! 
NS1V 


he two great political parties, and, with his pro- 
», he sees that this Senator, who, he says, is easily the 

‘r of his party, may 
then he remembers that within a few months more we are to have 
a general election, and, with the same prophetic eye, he sees that 


this standard bearer at the head of his great party will be easily 
successful at the polls. 

Mr. Chairman, in this view, in view of the fact that he may be 
transferred from a forum where he is in the minority to a forum 
where he would be in a position to direct to some extent the poli- 
cies of the country, the observations of the Senator from Mary- 
land do become of some consequence to the country. and. as the 
honorable Secretary did not give them, I will ask the Clerk to 
read from the Rrecorp of the dates of February 3 and February 


Senator from Maryland. 
The Clerk read as follows from the Recorp of February 38: 


It may be that, now that we have entered upon the control of islands 8,000 
miles di nt and have our armies there, we must maintain the establishment 
for the time , but with it comes a ~ stion from the Secretary of the 
Navy inevitable, and only the beginning, of $8,000,000 more for 
a nA ent in the far distant Pacific and coaling stations upon 
many in all the oceans, and more war ships, when we have more ships 
now tl an be manned, a navy greater by fivefold than the fathers ever 
thought necess y to maintain the Monroe doctrine and protect our interests 
in every part of the globe. 

We will always maintain the doctrine that we will prevent any foreign 
nation from interfering with the republics south of us. Asmall navy has pro- 
tected them in the past. Our present Navy would do it now if you abandon 
the oe a which has oe 2en recently entered upon of making war ourselves upon 
those epubli ‘s. Let us have their hearts and their interests, both personal 
andec iercial, with us, and there is nota nation on the face of the earth 
that w« ould attack one of them. 

[am an advocate for a navy sufficient to guard our interests. 


But you 
have ente 


red upon a plan of having as many battle ships as Germany, half 
as many as Great Britain, and your expenditures of the Navy Department 
have run up from $20,000,000 to over $100,000,000. The Navy is ge tting top- 
heavy; there are too many men, too many sailors, too many gunsafioat. We 
have more than enough to protect us and guard all our interests on every 
gea upon the faceof the globe. Let war wait and let commerce be protected. 


And as follows from the Recorp of February 4: 


The from Massachusetts, although Iam sure he did not intend it 
said that I have been an opponent of an increase of the Navy, and intimated 
that my position is one of hostility to that arm of the service, so necessary to 
protect us upon all the seas of the world. Anyone who s0 believes is in utter 
ignorance of my course upon that question, which is one of the things of 
which Iam prouder than of any other that has occurred inthe Senate. In 
my ce upon the committee having charge of appropriations for the 
Navy. from the nee of my entry into this body antif now, 
with the g 1 from Maine [Mr. HALE] and with others associated with 
us for thec tri ~nction of a navy ‘of which the whole American people might 
be proud, composed of ships of the first class, manned with the best of our 
American cit ens, and have insisted that the appropriations for it should be 
continued until our Navy reached a point where it was ample to guard 
American interests every where. 

I had no idea, and I have not now, that in. doing that we should, as it ap- 
pears this Administration intends we shall if its recommendations are carried 
out, have a navy to compete with that of Germany or Great Britain in size 
of vessel: d number of vessels, and number of men. Our conditions are 
not such as to re qui re it. 

[am opp sed to a navy for display, toa navy so large that we do not know 
what to de ith the vessels, so numerous and 80 anxious for display that they 
may be assembled in the waters of the Sound and sent forward through the 
waves fo wr the inspec tion of the Commander in Chief of our Army and Navy. 
I desire to see a substantial navy, well equipped, fit for any service that the 
American people may want of it. I do not want a hundred thousand men in 
time of peace, unnece ssary for that service, merely for display. I want econ- 
omy about it 

I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts that while a natural and nec- 
essary i! is ri ght, in 1885 and 1886 and 1887, during a _ mocratic Ad- 
ministration, we otected the interests of the country, and when Venezuela 
was thre atene d ‘by gn powers our Navy was there; no power on 
earth d .red interfere with the Republic south of us; and yet we did it at an 
expenditure of sixteen millions a year, and now the only great performance 
that I kr f is that of threatening Colombia and capturing Panama at 


Senator 


sery 


"PASE 


great fore 


ow of 
682,000,000 a year, 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, as far as I am concerned, I am 
hab to regard thi it as the position of the Democratic party in 

gard to the Navy. 

oT he Secretary of the Navy need give himself no apprehension 
as to the position of the Democratic party on the naval estab- 
lishment. The Democratic party stands for a navy and for every- 
thing else that is necessary to enforce the Monroe doctrine in the 
Western Hemisphere. It stands also fora navy and foranything 
else that is necessary to protect American interests and maintain 
respect for our flag throughout the world, 


by the most powerful le sr of the D O- | 
y the most powerful leader of the Demo- | o.tahlishment for the year 1905, and with Senate amendn 


| will be easily a round one hundred millions. 


| 


le everything he says to consideration | 


Co1 
Yavy did not favor his auditors with the | 


he sees approaching in the near future a | 


be selected as the standard bearer, and | 


FEBRUARY 


This bill carries over $96,000,000 for the support of the ; 


The estimat: 
in by the different bureaus amounted to over $150,000,0 
these were cut or scaled down by the Secretary and the 
nmittee. The present bill is fourteen millions more th 
1904, 

ae its present rate of increase we may expect the ann 

ppropriation bill to carry $150,000,000 within the un 
= 

The chairman of the Appropriations Committee may w 
nounce to the House, as he did the other day, that the: 
for 1905 would probably not be sufficient by forty million 
the appropriations for that year. What may we expec 
years at the present exorbitant increase in expenses due to 
pansive and expensive imperialism of the present Re; 
Administration? 

With this bill we lay the foundation for a great naval 
at Guantanamo, Cuba, to cost, according to the estimat: 
$12,000,000. A coaling station at that point to cost half a 
dollars is all that is required. Costly naval stations we now 
along our own coast, at New Orleans, La., Pensacola, Fla.., 


, Charleston, S. C., and there is no earthly necessity for an 


| staff. the theory, I suppose 
| should be further advised or, as I believe, controlled. 





I have labored | 


foreign territory so close to our own shores. 

The bill also provides for the establishment of a naval 
at Olongapo, in the Philippine Islands, estimated to cost b: 
ent naval boards all the way from thirty millions dow: 


| millions, though Admiral Dewey says that $800,000 should 
4 the observations on the naval establishment as made by the | 


lish all the station we need there. 

Expansion is indeed a stirring theme with which to fir: 
tional heart, but in practice it is expensive. 

For this great Navy Congress is now urged to provide a 
, being that the Secretary of t 


The Secretary of the Navy now has as his advisers and 
ants an Assistant Secretary, eight heads of bureaus, all a 
a Construction Board, and the General Board of thirtee e! 
bers, of which Admiral Dewey is the president. This 1 
advised Secretary, it is thought, needs further advice, an 
fore a general staff of many more admirals is to be added in ‘ 
ington to this already top-heavy fighting arm of the 
service. 

Instead of expanding in this direction we should, in my 0 
consolidate. 

I remember the urgent recommendation of ex-Secr« 
that at least three of the bureaus should be consolidated, 
meant at least twoadmirals less in Washington, and of cou 


| recommendations fell stillborn. 


His insistence of the need of reform was almost plaintive 
is not the case,’’ he said, speaking of the burean system, ‘ 
tail wagging the dog, but of eight tails wagging one < 
such is the condition with eight admirals, what will be 
dition when the Secretary has a general staff with many 
mirals? 

In a material way the greatest beneficiaries and. to : 
tent, the greatest advocates for this ever-expanding Navy 
contractors, and chief among these are the armor-plate 
facturersand shipbuilders. In regard to these, the many ! 
of dollars which they have received have not always bee! 
economically expended. Without going into too great ¢ 
few instances will show this. A few years ago the low 
at which Congress could secure armor plate from the Be 
and Carnegie plants was $545 per ton, and it had beer 
as $671. The Democrats in Congress insisted that thi 
orbitant; the manufacturers insisted they could not mak 
less. The result of this contest, however, was tha‘ 
facturers took the 80,000-ton contract for armor plate at 
ton instead of $545—a net saving to the Government of ¢ 
on this one contract. 

From that time to the present the Government has ¢ 
benefit of this reduction, brought about almost entire! 
agitation and insistence of the Democrats. 

The price, however, is still excessive, as the followi 
stance shows: 

Since the convening of Congress the Secretary an a 
contracts for 16,000 tons of armor. The old firms, the 
and Carnegie companies, who have an agreement on j 
stated by the Secretary and Admiral O'Neil, bid the « 
while the Midvale company, a new concern, bid $55 less 
and of the 16,000 tons 6,000 were given the lowest bidd 
other 10,000 tons divided equally between the Betl 
Carnegie companies, at’ the loss of $55 per ton, or $55 
gether, to the Government. 

It was proved by Admiral O’Neil that these een 
the Bethlehem and the Carnegie—have an agreement, 
are in concert, that they have a combination; and it w 
proved by the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Moody, who sti ut 
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testimony that it was as plain as the sun that they had a com- 

ition to control the prices. , ; 
sow. 1 want to ask what is the use of this Government passing 

denunciatory of the trusts and combines and appropriating 

000 to prosecute them, when here in Pennsylvania, the State 
+he Attorney-General, there is a trust and combination to con- 
he price of the armor plate which the Government must buy. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from Virginia 
\ir, Rrxey] yield for a question? 

rhe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield? 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes, sir; I do. 

\ir. SMITH of Kentucky. What explanation does the Secre- 
tarv of the Navy give for awarding contracts to the Carnegie and 
Refhlehem companies at $455 a ton when he could have been sup- 
»lied with the armor plate at $398 by the Midvale Company? 

* \Iy RIXEY. The Secretary of the Navy stated that there was 
no one else from whom to get this armor plate, that under the 
>ronosition of the Midvale Company it could not furnish all the 
armor plate within the time that the Department wanted it, and 
he felt compelled therefore to give these contracts to the 
Carnegie and Bethlehem companies. When asked: 
W 1s m it the fact that you could get armor at $50 a ton less a sufficient rea- 
o reject the bids and to call for other bids? 
He replied: 
No, sir; there is no place to get other bids. Who would bid? There is no- 
who makes armor except Bethlehem and Carpegie. 


y Sapratary aw © y 7a n' ~ + | 00 ‘ . . ? = 
Virtually the Secretary says that the Government was in the | post, March 28, 1903, said, referring to the recent Caribbean 


r of this trust and combination; that it had the Government 


by the throat. 
“Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Now,I would like to ask this addi- 
tional question: Was there not a provision in the last naval ap- 


riation bill requiring the Secretary of the Navy to take steps 
‘t an armor-plate plant in case he could not secure armor 
at a reasonable price? 
Mr. RIXEY. I think so. 
\ir. SMITH of Kentucky. And in the face of that provision he 
a contract for 10,000 tons of armor plate at $55 a ton more 
than what acertain other company had bid? 

Mr. RIXEY. Upon examination I find that the provision re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Kentucky was carried in a for- 
mer bill, but not in the last. 

Mr. Chairman, I should like to know why the Attorney-General 


—— 


f the United States, with this extra fund which he has for the | 


prosecution of trusts and combines, has not instituted some prose- 

itions against the Bethlehem Company and the Carnegie Com- 
pany. Ican give him as witnesses, and the record shows it, Ad- 
miral O’Neil, Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, and the Hon. 
William H. Moody, Secretary of the Navy. 

Instead of starving the trusts this Government is feeding them. 
Instead of prosecuting them this Government is rewarding them. 
_ 
try, and you give toone trust a bonus of $550,000 on one Govern- 
ment contract. In the face of this fact the Naval Committee 


would not place a limitation upon the price of armor plate, but | 
when the bill is read under the five-minute rule I intend to offer | 
anamendment providing that the Secretary of the Navy shall not | 


pay for armor plate more than he has contracted to pay to the 
Midvale Company, which is $398. 

As further proof of the exorbitant profits made out of the Gov- 
ernment contracts by this Bethlehem company, whose recent per- 
formances in the New York shipbuilding trust are so notorious, I 
give the following extracts from the hearings before the com- 

_Captain Pendleton, now superintendent of the Washington 
Navy-Yard, said: 
; We went to work with the Bethlehem Steel Company and made a big con- 
tract, which authorized them to put up a plant and make armor. We all 
Know that in five years they had paid for their plant and made fair profits, 
and they now own the plant. 

And again: 

Since that five years, in which the Government paid for the plant, we are 


paying a interest and depreciation on that same plant on the present 
contracts, ° 


Admiral O’Neil, Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, on page 5 of 
his annual report, says, speaking of some guns ordered from the 
Bethlehem company, that $2,000,000 contract for guns cost the 
Government 36 per cent more than if the Government could have 
done the work in its own Gun Factory. This it could not do be- 
cause of overwork. And in his hearings, page 153, said the 
work done in the Government Gun Factory was better and the 
guns of superior quality. 

Captain Pendleton, in his testimony, page 67, said: 

« Wi y should we pay those private companies to increase their plants when 

‘overnment can do the work at 30 or 40 per cent cheaper than anybody 
® can do it? Why should we pay the interest, insurance, and depreciation 
on their plants after we have paid for the plants, and then not control them? 
; [f all this is true in regard to the steel ow and armor plate, 
Goes 1t not justify the representatives of the taxpayers in insist- 


ing that the Gc rernment should have its own gun factory (as it 





You appropriate $500,000 to prosecute all the trusts in the coun- | 
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has) and its own armor-plate factory (as it has not), do its own 
work, and be independent of the steel-trust combination? 

An armor-plate factory owned by the Government would 
since have paid for itself many times over. 

I can not agree, Mr. Chairman, that it is either nec 
expedient at this time to add 3,000 more men to the Nayvy,a 
bill provides. We have, with the 3,000 men now provide 
34,000 men, and about 7,000 men in the Marine Corps, mak 
total of 41,000 in the naval establishment besides commiss 
officers. 

Admiral Taylor, Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, in his t« 
timony, page 184, said that 26,000 men would man the ships in 
active commission for the next five years, and on page 16¥ said 
we would lack 797 officers for the ships to be completed by 1907 
and 357 officers for the ships he supposed we would have ready 
by 1911, and this notwithstanding the last Congress provided for 
doubling the number of cadets at Annapolis. 

Truly, the Government is rushing headlong in its 
greatest navy of the world! 

I submit there is no necessity for this increase of 3,000 men, and 
I shall not support it. 

We now have complete and in commission 12 battle ships, 2 
armored cruisers, and 2 protected cruisers, besides a large 


long 






ra 


Pe 1 
race for the 


num- 
ber of smaller vessels of war, as monitors, auxiliary cruisers, tor- 
pedo boats, and submarine boats. 

Admiral Dewey, in an interview published in the Washington 


maneuvers: 
They were the greatest object lessons of that kind, probably, that the world 


has ever seen. It was an object lesson to the Kaiser more than to any ot! 


person. Think of it—fifty-four warships, including colliers and al Ger- 
many could not possibly get a fleet over here that could fight such an aggre- 
gation as that. 

In addition to the ships then in commission we now have under 


construction the following: Twelve battle ships (including the 
Missouri) ,8 armored cruisers, 8 protected cruisers (making 28 war 
ships proper, which more than doubles what we already have), 2 
gunboats, 2 training ships, 1 training brig, 6 torpedo boats, and 2 
steel tugs, a total of 41, on which we still owe $82,000,000. 

Will any conservative man, who has no ax to grind, say that 
this is not sufficient? 

Why should we go on as is done in this bill and authorize con- 
tracts for other ships to cost $30,000,000? Why not first complete 
and pay for the ships already authorized, and then consider our 
ability to support the naval establishment as it will then exist? 

If we stopped now and neither built nor authorized another 


| ship prior to 1907, we would then have the third strongest navy in 


| the world, and who is it that thinks it necessary that we should 
| be either first or second? 





| 
| 
| 


| Austria 


The report by the chairman of the committee on this bill shows 
that if all the vessels now building were completed the United 
States would rank third, with only Great Britain and France 
ahead of her. Below I give table: 


, 
snow 


Relative order of war-ship strength as would be the case were vessels building 
now compiele d. 
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For years past it has been a favorite topic for the Navy expan- 
sionist to insist that we should keep abreast of Germany, Now, 
France and Germany are building six battle ships each; we are 
buildingtwelve. Germany is building three armored cruisers; we 
are buildingeight. Germany is building no protected cruisers; we 
are buildingeight. We have under construction of these great ships 
100,000 tons more than Germany. We are building more rapidly 


rapl \ 
; 





than any other nation on earth except Great Britain, as the follow- 
ing table, taken from the report of the chairman of the Committees 
on Naval Affairs, shows, the estimate being in tons displaceme1 
Vessels building January 1, 1904. 
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tural classes greatly improved. These twenty-five millions 
be saved from the one hundred millions for the Navy, and y; 


| efficiency not be lessened. 
Does anyone | 


Let the people demand economy in the matter of the A; 
Navy, and pensions, and $50,000,000 could be a ap 
internal improvements which more especially concern the ¢ 
districts. Iam not a sectional or class legislator, but w! 
vored interests are growing fat upon the favor j al ‘a smi] 
Government, I favor an insistence by the great agricultu 
te mete stretching from ocean to ocean, of some respect at 
sideration for their happiness, their prosperity, and px eth 
very existence. Without good roads, farm life is not at 
and our young people leave it. Make it attractive, and th 


our young people and draw others from the great sities 


Let the farmer prosper and the balance of mankind wi 
suffer. Had the hundreds of millions spent upon Cul 
Philippine Islands been spent in public utilities withir 
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s no 
say that every great thoroughfare within the Unite: 

the magnificent roads 
Greece of ancient times and of France in modern ti: 
the people demand less of imp ‘rialism and Asiatic ¢ 

more consideration for and improvement of the conditi 
taxpayer at home. [Loud apy 1 vuse. | 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Louisiana 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Does the gentleman from 
to have me proceed? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield fif 
utes of the time remaining to the gentleman from Ol 
SNOOK]. 

Mr. SNOOK. Mr. Chairman, before beginning my r 
xtend them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio as! 
consent to extend and revise his remarks. Is there obj 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SNOOK. Mr. Chairman, I will further ask that I 
allowed to proceed without interruption, as I have a | 
ment that I should like to follow, and my time is limit 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to be in 
during his remarks. 

Mr. SNOOK. Mr. Chairman, inthe Fifty-seventh Co 
Senate passed what is commonly known as the “ ship 
bill. It then came before the House Committee on 
Marine and Fisheries for consideration. 

After many hearings and much discussion that comn 
fused to report the measure, thus ending its considerat 
‘ress Was concerned. 

However, in the last campaign in my State it was a1 
by the Republican leaders on the stump and given out 
the press that the bill was to be passed in the Fifty-ei 
egress, and that there was to be no let up on the fight w 
been enacted into law. 

On the convening of Congress, however, it 
through the utterances of the Republican leaders, as pu 
that there will be no import 
legislation during the present session of Congre: Nod 
ing the ult that such legislation might heal ive on the 

, the party adopts a policy of delay. 

But now a majority of the Committee on Merchant M 
Fisheries report to this House a bill to create a commi 
duty it shall be ** to investigate and to report to the C 
the first day of its next session what legislation is d 
the development of the American merc 
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commerce.’”’ 


There can be no doubt as to the intention of the 


| press a subsidy bill similar to that adopted by the 
from Cumberland, Md., to | 
nded on it about | 


Fifty-seventh Congress just as soon as Congress 
after the national election. There can be little d 
will be the repo - of the commission to be appoi 
report on the bill to create that 
Ly oleae form of legislation except su 
nators who are to have a place on the c 
d by the father and most ardent advocat 
ill adop ted by the Senate in the Fifty-seven 
take it that that bill will be the basis 
ion offered as the result of the hearings 
sion. I had the honor to be a member of t 
last Congress which rejected that measure 

The reasons that then impel ed me to join with the 
mitt » in the defeat of the Senate bill [ beli 
cood, onl inasmuch as I have never given the reas 

subject is again before the House, I d 

time to offer the reason why I am opposed to st 
and in doing so I shall, therefore. confine what } 
the subsidy question to the provisions of the bill as 
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Se the last Congress, believing that that bill will be the 
be eS new legislation proposed on the subject, and a fair 
sample of all that can be offered. 

The necessity for the restoration of the merchant marine of our 

oma has been apparent to the people for many years. Its 

‘ause has been pled with so much force and eloquence by the 
leaders of my own party for the last quarter of a century that I 
must confess at the outset that I feel almost any course would be 
justified that promises the restoration of the American flag to 
the high seas. As early as the year 1884, having just become a 
v ter, 1 remember there came into my hands a speech made on 

his subject in this House by the Hon. S. S. Cox, of New York. 
T he clear statement of the case made by this eloquent orator, of 
the advantages to be gained by my country by possessing a mer- 
‘ chant marine commensurate in size with its population and 

‘ealth, an argument which I believe has never been surpassed, 

eft a lasting impression on my mind which has become more 
iixed by the passing of years. 

Therefore, when I find men so widely experienced in business 
and leg cislation, whom I know to be honest and unselfish in their 
devotion to their country, whom I am confident devoutly believe 
that they are about to accomplish by subsidy legislation that 
which so many of the wisest and best of my own party have so 
often asserted to be a necessity, I repeat that it is with the ut- 
most diffidence that Iundertake the opposition of sucha measure. 
It is true that the people of my party have demanded the restora- 
tion of the merchant :narine to the high seas, and for twenty-five 
years and more have advocated measures which seem to them to 
pre mise this end. While they have been persistent in endeayvor- 
ing to attain this object, they have never believed that it could 
be accomplished by subsidizing shipowners and shipbuilders, nor 
by voting them a bounty from the public Treasury. Our leaders 
have held that a safe regard for precedent and the simplest rules 
of equity and justice forbid taking the money which has been 
raised by taxation on the whole people, representing, as it neces- 
sarily does, the fruit of the toil, which they have willingly yielded 
up as a sacrifice for the benefit of a just and equitable Govern- 
ment, and bestowing it on any single class that its business may 
be fayored and advanced at the expense of all. 

The arguments made in favor of such legislation are made up 
in the main with eloquent appeals to our patriotism, as they pic- 
ture the advantages and blessings that will follow the flag when 
it becomes a daily visitor in the ports of the world. This appeal 
has accompanied every measure and every argument for the res- 
toration of our merchant marine. It describes the situation. It 
enforces the necessity for relief, but I submit neither a descrip- 
tion of the depths to which our carrying trade has fallen, the ne- 
cessity for its restoration, nor a fervid and eloquent picturing of 

the end thus to be attained give any convincing proof that the 
payment of a subsidy will reinstate our country among the lead- 
ing maritime nations of the world. 

‘The real questions at issue are: Is there a necessity at this time 
for such legislation? Are its provisions just and equitable to all | 
th ep ople? Can we as a republic afford to establish the prece- 

dent which its enactment will bring about? Will it accomplish 
that which its adherents claim for it? That is, will the payment 
of a subsidy of itself enable our people to build and maintain a 
large merchant marine? Will it not enrich a few shipowners at 
the expense of the taxpayers and permit these owners to form a 
trust that will reap its profits directly from the public Treasury? 
These are some of the questions that must be answered by the 
friends of such a bill and which I propose now to briefly discuss, 
and in this discussion I shall confine myself to the provisions of 
the bill as it passed the Senate in the Fifty-seventh Congress. 

An analysis of that bill shows that it is divided into three heads, 
the first of which in substance provides: 

That the Postmaster-General is directed to contract with citi- 
zens of the United States for not less than a term of fifteen years 
for carry ing mails on American steamships between ports of the 
United States and foreign countries, such mail service to be 
equitably distributed among Atlantic, Mexican, Gulf, and Pacific 
Pp —_ and said contracts to be made with the lowest responsible 

vidde r. 

All vessels must be American built, owned, and officered; first 
two years, one-fourth; next three years, one-third, and remain- 
ing time at least one-half of crew must be American citizens. 

All ships shall be steel-screwed steamships and divided into the 
following classes, each class being paid compensation as follows: 

First. Vessels over 10,000 tons and 20 knots or over, 2.7 cents 
per 100 nautical miles sailed per gross ton. 

Second. Vessels over 10,000 tons and 19 knots and less than 20, 

2.4 cents per 100 nautical miles sailed per gross ton. 

Third. Vessels over 5,000 tons and 18 knots or over, 2.3 cents 
per 100 nautical miles sailed per gross ton. 

Fourth. Vessels over 5,000 tons and 17 knots and less than 18, 
2.1 cents per 100 nautical miles sailed per gross ton. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ce CL 
————$— 





2213 


~~ cliadeialametadeanameedemeiameaiia test | ities Vessels over 5,000 tons and 16 knots and less than 17, 1.9 
cents per 100 nautical miles sailed per gross ton. 

Sixth. Vessels over 5,000 tons and 15 knots and less than 16,1.7 
cents per 100 nautical miles sailed per gross ton. 

Seventh. Vessels over 2,000 tons and 14 knots or over, 1.5 « 
per 100 nautical miles sailed per gross ton. 

That all of the first, second, third, fourth, and fifth classes shall 
be constructed with reference to conversion into auxiliary cruisers. 

That all such vessels shall take as cadets or app rentices one 
American boy under 21 years of age for each 1,000 tons gross 
register, and one for each majority fraction thereof, to be edu- 
cated in the duties of seamanship. 

The second title provides for the payment of a general su bsidy 
to our merchant marine engaged in the foreign trade, and is in 
substance as follows: The Secretary of the Treasury is directed 
to pay, subject to the provisions of the bill, to the owners of 
American-built vessels engaged in the foreign trade, on each 
entry, not exceeding sixteen in one year, both sail and steam, 1 
cent per gross ton for each nautical mile sailed. By Senate amend- 
ment this compensation is confined to vessels of over 1,000 gross 
tons on each entry, not exceeding sixteen in one year. 

On each vessel of over 1,000 gross tons made and registered after 
the passage of the act for a period of five years after registration 
one-fourth of 1 cent per ton for each 100 nautical miles sailed in 
addition to the foregoing 1 cent per gross ton, 

This compensation shall not be allowed— 

First. To a vessel whose voyage is less than 150 miles from her 
port of departure from the United States. 

Second. To a vessel on a voyage less than one-half of the whole 
length of which shall have been on a sea between a port of the 
United States and a foreign port. 

Third. To a vessel which shall not be of the class A 1. ' 

Fourth. To a vessel of which less than one-fourth the crew 
shall be American citizens or within the provisions of section 
2174, Revised Statutes. 

Fifth. To a barge or canal boat. 

Sixth. Toa foreign- -built vessel. 

Any vessel before receiving compensation, if required, shall 
carry the United States mails ‘free. 

Said vessels before receiving compensation, if required by the 
as of the Treasury, shall carry apprentices, as provided in 
title 1 

The owners of vessels receiving compensation shall agree that 
the United States shall have the right to take or employ the ves- 
sels at any time it may deem necessary upon compensating owners, 

Title 3 provides there shall be paid to owners of vessels en- 
gaged in the deep-sea fisheries three months in the year, if one- 
third the crew be citizens of the United States, $2 per gross ton 
per annum, and to citizens engaged as crew three months ina 
year $1 per month during time employed. 

We find, therefore, that the first of the titles into which it is 
divided provides for the payment of mail subsidies and is, in effect, 
merely an amendment of the act of 1891, under which our pres- 
ent contracts were made with American ships for foreign mail 
service. 

The act of 1891 divided ships into four classes: 

First. Ships of not less than 8,000 tons, with a speed of not leas 
than 20 knots an hour. 

Second. Ships of not less than 5,000 tons, with a speed of not 
less than 16 knots an honr. 

Third. Ships of not less than 2 
than 14 knots an hour. 

Fourth. Ships of not less than 1,500 tons, with a speed of not 
less than 12 knots an hour. 

The compensation received by the various classes of ships for 
carrying the mails under this act is as follows: 

First class, not to exceed $4 per mile sailed. 

Second class, not to exceed $2 per mile sailed, 

Third class, not to exceed $1 per mile sailed. 

Fourth class, not to exceed 66} cents per mile sailed. 

We have already given the classification of ships entitled to en- 
gage in the carrying of foreign mails under the Senate bill and 
the compensation to be paid to each class. Let t is see what would 
be the effect of such a change in legislation, when the present con- 
tracts made under the act of 1891 expire and the Governme ent 
comes to ask for renewal. 

The Commissioner of Navigation has made some in 


‘ents 


,000 tons, with a speed of not less 


teresting 
figures on this subject. He tells us that the compensation paid to 
the St. Paul, a ship of the first class, under the present contract, 
made under the provisions of the act of 1891, for a trip from New 


York to Southampton, amounted to $14,564, and that the rate 
of compensation fixed for the same ship under the Senate bill 
would be $19,881. Under the present contract we paid the Phila- 
delphia and New York for each trip from New York to South- 
ampton at the rate of $14,556 per trip, while under the Senate bill 
this compensation would be increased to $18,238 for the same trip. 
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I shall not undertake to give the exact figures showing the in- 
crease in cost to the Government of maintaining its present for- 
eign mail service under the proposed legislation upon the expira- 
tion of the present contracts, but the figures already given show 
conclusively that this service, taking no account of that to be 
established, would be increased fully one-third in the cost of its 
maintenance. This increase is most forcibly set forth in a table 
used by Senator CLAY in his argument against the bill in the Sen- 
ate during the Fifty-seventh Congress, which is as follows: 


This description will give a proper comparison of the routes and services 
to be performed under the act of Tsoi and the present bill. This difference 
can be more forcibly illustrated by giving the amounts per mile that ships 
would receive for carrying foreign mail under the law of 1891and theamount 
ships would receive for the same service under the provisions of this bill. 
First, take ships with a capacity of 10,000 tons: The 20-knot ship under the 
act of 1891 would receive $4 per mile, and under the proposed bill the same 
ship would receive $4.70 per mile. The 19-knot ship under the law of 1891 
would receive $2 pe mile; the same ship under the proposed bill would re- 
ceive $4.36 per mile. 

A ship with a speed of 16, 17,and 18 knots, under the act of 1891, each would 
receive $2 per mile, while an 18-knot ship, under the bill of 1901, would receive 
$4 per mile; a 17-knot ship, $3.65 per mile; a 16-knot ship, $3.80 per mile; a 15- 
knot ship, $2.96, and a 14-knot ship, $2.61 per mile. Now, take ships witha 
tonnage capacity of 9,00tons. Under the proposed bill, a 19-knot ship would 
receive $3.60 per mile; an 18-knot ship, $3.60 per mile; a 17-knot ship, $3.29 per 
mile; a 16-knot ship, $2.97 per mile; a 15-knot ship, $2.66 per mile; a 14-knot 
ship, $2.35 per mile; while under the act of 1891, which we are now proposing 
to amend, ships with speed as above specified would only receive $2 per mile 
for carrying foreign mail, except the 14 and 15 knot ships, and each of these 
we ae eceive $1 per mile, and 13 and 12 knot ships would receive 663 cents 

er mile 4 
, Practically the same results will be obtained with — ranging from 8,000 
to 5,000 tons. Take ships with a tonnage capacity of 7,000 tons carrying our 
foreign mails. Under existing law, the five classes known as 20, 19, 18, 17,and 
16 knots, would each receive $2 per mile; under this bill the first three classes 
would each receive $2.80 per mile, an increase of 80 cents per mile over the act 
of 1891. I think these figures will be found to be exactly correct. 


The author of the measure said that it will increase the amount 
paid for carrying our foreign mails from $1,826,046 to $4,700,352. 

I am in no way opposed to paying most liberally for ocean mail 
service for the United States. Itis admitted by everyone that 
England and Germany have in many instances received material 
benefit from pursuing a liberal policy toward the carriers of their 
transoceanic mails; but the mail-subsidy provisions of this bill 
are in no way patterned after the policy so successfully pursued 
by Great Britain. England’s colonial systems have within their 
borders over 200,000,000 people. To these colonies have gone 
from the mother country some of the best blood of the British 
Isles. Here they have settled and made their homes, are culti- 
vating the lands, and building up vast commercial industries, and 
it is absolutely necessary for political reasons that England shall 
maintain almost hourly communication with her colonies. 

It has been the maintenance of this relationship, such as a 
mother would keep up with her children, that has brought about 
England’s great political strength, yet the assistance she has 
rendered her shipping industry by way of mail subsidy has, in the 
main, been for the purpose of cementing and holding fast to this 
close relationship with her colonies. In 1894 the present Com- 
missioner of Navigation investigated this subject and verified the 
truth of these stitements. He then said: 


[Report of Commissioner of Navigation for 1894, page xx.] 


The object of the British Governmentin paying steamship companies to 
carry foreign mail is to secure the quickest, surest, and cheapest mail com- 
munication for British merchants with all parts of the globe. To attain this 
end it does not hesitate to withdraw its payments to British steamship com- 
panies and transfer them to foreign railroads. The theory that the encour- 
agement of British navigation is the purpose of British mail compensation 
will not stand before the fact that French and Italian railways are utilized 
as far as possible for the mail service,and that recent and undeveloped plans 
for a trans-Atlantic service to Canada are based on the possibility of par- 
tially substituting the Canadian Pacific Railway for the Suez Canal as an im- 
portant link in the mail connection between Great Britain, China, Japan, 
and Australia. Any impression that the ocean mail paymentsof Great Brit- 
ain are so large as to become bounties will be modified by a reference to the 
payments of the United States and Great Britain, respectively, for trans- 
Atlantic mail service last year, as stated by the Postmasters-General of the 
United States and Great Britain in Appendix K. 

Encouragement to navigation has only been incidental and secondary to 
political and commercial considerations, and, as indicated, where circum- 
stances permit it is being withdrawn and arrangements with the railroads of 
France, Italy, Canada, and the United Statesarein parttakingits place. The 

ercentage of payments to steamship lines to the entire cost of transporting 
British mails is steadily decreasing. 

But the sufficient facts to demonstrate that Great Britain does not subsi- 
dize shipping in the sense in which the word is used in the United States are 
that the profit of the mail lines do not average higher than those of merchant 
lines, that the stock quotations of one class of securities are not higher than 
the other, and, finally, that barely 3 per cent of the British mercantile ma- 
rine receives public funds in any form. 


It is, therefore, clear that the policy of the English Government 
in the payment of mail subsidies to maintain mail communication 
by particular lines with certain ports of her colonies can not be 
used as an argument in favor of a bill with general provisions like 
that passed by the Senate—without a single provision compelling 
the establishment of a new line, but the main object and purpose 
of which must necessarily be an increase of pay to lines already 
established. 

In the statement quoted the Commissioner of Navigation refers 
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to the ocean-mail payments for the year 1893, as paid by the 
United States to the American and British liners, to show that 
the amount received by the English ships is compensatory merely, 
and that while that paid by the United States to the American 
lineis called mail pay it is in the main nothing but a subsidy or gift. 

Although this statement was made by the Commissioner in 1894, 
and he has since undergone a change of heart that has dimmed 
his memory, a comparison of the amounts paid for 1901 to the 
English and American lines, respectively, for the same Atlantic 
service leads to the same logical conclusion to which he was lead 
in 1894, and emphasizes the fact that the sums to be paid under 
the first provision of this bill were not intended to be paid as com- 
pensation for carrying the mails, but by far the larger part would 
be a subsidy or gift to ocean liners already in existence, which are 
now carrying the mails for the Government under contracts long 
since entered into and which have never up to this time offered 
any serious complaint that the contracts they voluntarily made 
do not adequately compensate them for all services rendered; and 
it must be borne in mind that the tonnage and sailing features of 
this bill were so framed as to favor the lines already in existence, 
were so drawn as to give the maximum rate of subsidy to the 
lines now contracting with theGovernment. We have had much 
talk about the necessity of securing larger ships with a greater 
rate of speed, but, notwithstanding all this talk, there was no pro- 
vision in the bill for the payment of greater subsidy to anyone 
that may construct larger vessels or those with greater rate of 
speed than the ones now owned by the American line and already 
contracting with the Government for the carrying of the mails 
under the act of 1891. 

Take the Atlantic mail service for the year 1902, the American 
Line carried for the United States 71,000,000 grams of letters and 
641,000,000 grams of printed matter, and received as compensa- 
tion under its present contract $528,536. During the same year the 
Cunard Line carried 137,000,000 grams of letters and 835,000,000 
grams of printed matter and received only $213,103, while the 
White Star Line carried 62,000,000 grams of letters and 326,000,000 
grams of printed matter and received $91,591. Thus we see that 
this corporation that is tottering and about to fall, although it 
receives three times the amount paid to its competitors, in order 
to exist must have its compensation still increased one-third. 

In fact the one never-failing argument advanced by the friends 
of subsidy is that England has maintained her supremacy of the 
seas and shown a steady increase in the amount of her shipping 
engaged in the foreign trade because she has paid such large 
mail subsidies, and that if we will follow her example we can be 
equally prosperous. Is this contention true? In 1901 the total 
weight of our foreign mail was 9,198,853 pounds, for the carrying 
of which we paid nearly $2,000,000. The total weight of the for- 
eign mail of Great Britain for the same period was 20,970,300 
pounds, for the carrying of which she paid $4,500,000. The cost of 
England’s foreign mail service in proportion to the amount carried 
was, therefore, far cheaper than the same service of the United 
States under the contracts made by her under the act of 1891. 
And it must be remembered that a large part of the United States 
mail was carried in foreign vessels, which received no additional 
pay under the provisions of the law of 1891. It is therefore clear 
that if contracts for carrying all foreign mails should be made 
under the provisions of the law already in existence the mail 
subsidy paid by this country in proportion to the amount of mail 

carried would far exceed that paid by Great Britain. 

I wish it clearly understood that Iam heartily in favor of main- 
taining a foreign mail service equal to that of any country in the 
world. I maintain that to accomplish this purpose we must work 
along the lines that have proven so successful in other countries 
by giving aid to create a means of communication that did not 
formerly exist to our people, by fostering new routes that here- 
tofore had no existence and that can not exist without aia. The 
author of this bill when it was pending in the Senate told of the 
new routes to be established. But we have heard no suggestion 
from the Postmaster-General. There was no provision in the bill 
that names a single new route. I believe that the committees of 
Congress are sufficiently intelligent to understand as to the ad- 
visability of establishing new foreign mail routes. If not th 
committees, then the House itself. And if not the House, the 
Senate of the United States is capable of meeting and solving such 
problems. Isubmit that we have been too willing to turn over 
to others the rights that belong to us and to cast upon various 
Departments the duties which belong toCongress. If routes are 
to be established between us and our newly acquired possessions, 
this question should be submitted to this body, should be investi- 
gated and passed on only after a careful and thorough investiga- 
tion. 

This provision, we are told, will increase the amount expended 
for foreign mail service by over $3,000,600, and yet the measure 
did not designate a single new line that is to be established. The 
Post-Office Department has made no demand for new lines. The 












1904. 





Superintendent of the Foreign Mail Service has been silent. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2215 


He | the construction of a ship by the American builder can be ob- 


has not contended that the law of 1891 is inefficient. I maintain | tained as cheaply in this country as in any other. 
that the principal effect of such a measure would be to increase | 


Whether he meant to so express hiniself or not, I believe this 


the pay of the present lines. It is an attempt to subsidize under | to be true. In 1891 we began for the first time to export iron and 
the guise of mail contracts; to vote away the money of the peo- | steel plates from this country to Europe to be used in the con- 
ple under false pretense under the claim of pay for carrying | struction of ships. This trade, which amounted to only a fow 
the mails, when it is nothing but a general subsidy scheme and | hundred dollars in value in 1891, has so grown that in 1901 we 
open to all the criticism that can be made against sucha policy. | sold the European builders of ships steel plates and beams weigh- 

That this criticism of the bill is well founded is shown by a | ing 108,380,359 pounds, valued at $1,752,873. It must be remem- 
speech made by Secretary Shaw in Chicago on September 2, 1903, | bered that the coal and ore from which these plates were made 


in which he said: 

If we ever secure the trade of the countries to which I have referred, we 
will first secure regular lines of communication with these countries, and if 
we ever secure these lines assistance must be afforded. Whoof you, owning 
a steamship, would divert it from participation in trans-Atlantic commerce, 
where there is much to be done, aud send it on regular trips to countries 
where wé have little or no commerce? 

Do not misunderstand me. I am not mourning the defeat of any ship- 
subsidy bill; but I shall mourn exceedingly the defeat of a bill, if any such 
shall ever be introduced, which, if enacted, would insure regular lines of 
American ships, flying the American flag, and carrying American merchants 
and commercial travelers, with their wares and merchandise, the product of 
Ar an labor, into those countries to which I have referred. Such a bill 
must offer special advantages to ships plying between our portsand countries 
where our trade is undeveloped. 

But much was claimed for the provision in the title providing 
that all vessels receiving the postal subsidy should be so con- 
structed that they can be converted into auxiliary cruisers. This 
is the day of the perfect battle ship. The naval fleets of the prin- 
cipal countries of the world are so highly developed. They are 
constructed to move at such high rate of speed that boats of mer- 
chant class would be of no avail ina modern naval war. We 
have almost this same provision in the law of 1891, and the lim- 
ited service they were able to render the country in six months’ 
time entailed for the use of the only four boats available an ex- 
pense of nearly $3,000,000, a sum large enough to have built and 
equipped a respectable ship. 

It must be remembered that the highest rate of subsidy was 
offered to the vessels of 20knots. England and Germany now have 
many merchant vessels excelling this rateof speed. Every nation 
is striving to build a navy so fleet as to be able to run down ves- 
sels of the merchant class. As early as 1900 the report of the 
Bureau of Navigation showed that we were building fifty war 
vessels whose average rate of speed was 23.4 knots. We are now 
building many cruisers of 22 knots capacity, and a number of tor- 
pedo boats and torpedo-boat destroyers able to sail at from 26 to 
80 knots per hour. These boats would soon run down and de- 
stroy any cruiser such as could be made from our merchant ves- 
sels. And it seems to me clear that such vessels add no strength 
whatever to our fleet in time of war. 

This contention is clearly borne out by the report of the commis- 
sion appointed by the House of Commons to inquire into the sub- 
ject of ship subsidies, which may be found in the Report of the 
Commissioner of Navigation for 1903, page 274, where they say: 
Your committee, after due consideration, is of opinion that the principle of 
subsidies byor forthe Admiralty is only justified for obtaining @ limited num- 
ber of vessels of the highest speed and great coal endurance among the mer- 
cantile marine, built according to the Admiralty requirements, for purposes 
of national defense, provided that the Admiralty find it more economical to 
subsidize swift merchant steamers than to build naval ships. 

But coming now to discuss the general question of subsidiz- 
ing our merchant marine, for, after all, that question is directly 
involved in all of the sections of the bill, we find that one of 
the claims made by the friends of this measure was that it costs 
25 per cent more to construct a merchant vessel in this country 
than in English or German shipyards, and that this additional 
cost, with an additional cost of operation, practically prohibits 
the operation of American-made ships in competition with for- 
eign-made vessels. 

There may, as yet, bea slight difference in the cost of construc- 
tion, but if there is a difference it is greatly exaggerated by the 
people clamoring for the passage of subsidy legislation. If we 
have not reached the point where we can build the very best steel 
ships in our own yards in open competition with the shipbuilders 
of the world, then all the facts clearly show that day is not far 

nthe future. And all of thiscan and will be done in American 

yards without the aid of subsidy. Those who plead for Govern- 
ment aid do not agree on the reasons for the alleged ‘increase in 
the cost of building ships in American yards over those built by 
German and English builders. 

The Senator from Maine said that in the furnishing of raw ma- 
terials to-day very likely we can supply them as cheaply as they 
can be bought anywhere in the world, but that raw materials 






only makv up one half the cost of a ship, the labor employed in | 


construction being the other half. 


In that construction we pay the men who do the work twice the wages 
that are paid on the Clyde to-day, and more than twice the wages paid in the 
German yards, 


He did not make himself quite as clear as I wish he had, but I 
take it that he admits that practically all the materials used in 


| 





were dug from the ground by American miners; +] 
was cast in American furnaces manned by Am 


at the iron 
ican laborers: 


that the steel plates were rolled by this same labor, which re- 
ceives the highest wages of any toiler in the world. To the first 


cost was added the manufacturer’s profit and the t \S- 
portation, and yet they were sold in open competition with the 
product of the factories of the Old World. This makes it clear 
that we are able to furnish one of the chief products that enter 
into the cost of building a ship at as low a figure as our foreign 
competitor, and that this is done without any sacrifice on the 
part of American labor. 

But some-who discussed the bill did not go as far as the Senator 
from Maine. They claimed that the difference in cost lies to 
materials as well as to the labor used in the construction of the 
ship itself. They say there is a difference in the cost of 


cost of trax 


applies 


mining 
the ore, the casting of the pig iron, and the manufacture of the 
plates and sheets, and that all this enhances the cost of building 


American vessels. It is easy enough to assert a thing and claim 
itis true. But if the assertion will not stand when measured by 
the facts as they actually exist, then that assertion must fall. 
When we show conclusively that our manufacturers are able to 
add the cost of ocean transportation to their product and sel 


la 
million and three-quarter dollars’ worth of such product to the 
foreign shipbuilder at his own home in competition with the same 


material made by his own people and many times ata lower price, 
how can this assertion stand? 

But suppose this contention was true and that the materials 
produced in America used in constructing a ship do cost mor 
This does not mean that a ship in this country must cost more 
than one of foreign make, Everything needed in the construction 
aad equipment of a ship in the United States for use in the fi 
eign trade is now admitted free of duty. This has been the law 
for a number of years, and in the act of July 24, 1897, the free 
list is extended to inciude all such articles. 

I submit there is no other industry that enjoys such adva 
The eloquent argument as to the increased cost of materi 


ray 


. 


)T- 


ntave 
ig8. 


ials can 
therefore have no weight whatever, for the plain reason that 
the American shipbuilder has open to him the markets of al! the 
world from which he is free to choose his materials. And the 
fact that very few importations have been made under this privi- 
lege, but, on the contrary, as I have shown, we have been ex- 
porting our products to the Old World proves beyond doubt that 
the Senator from Maine was right, that the cost of the material 


used in shipbuilding is no more in the United States than in 
Europe. 





This question of the cost of building ships is nonew one. It 
has been discussed by our people for many years. In an article 
printed in the North American Review as long ago as January 
1892, Charles Cramp, the great shipbuilder, used this language: 

The proper form in which to put the question is: Can you build a ship to 
do the work of the City of New York or the Majestic or the ¢ e- 
spects forthe same cost? Tothat question I would reply: “ Ye : wit as 


small a margin as would be likely to prevail in a similar case between an 
two British shipyards.” * * * 









It is the fact that the “first cos. “of ships is not only not a prime f r, 
but it is not even a serious factor, in any competition that may occur be- 
tween this country and Great Britain for a share of the trattic of the 
ocean. * * * 

American shipyards have built orare building about forty naval vessels of 
numerous rates and types, all of the very highest and effective 18 
world; and this development has been crowded intoa space of abou en 
years. © * ® 

The disparity of cost of naval ships between our yards and those of Great 
Britain, ton for ton, gun for gun, and perfor for performance, has 
dwindled in seven years until, in the case of the ee latest ba ships, the 
margin between our classes and those of similar construction abroad may be 
expressed by a very smallfigure. * * * 

f the current policy of naval reconstruction be pursued for en i 
cade (1902), coupled with a vigorousand consistent execution the tres 
recently enacted in behalf of the merchant marine nwh rms 
the subject of this paper will be asked no more; unless eed, poi ild 
be reversed and Englishmen be asking one another, Can we build 3 as 
economically as they can in the United States? 

He understands the situation; he states the case most clearly. 
The policy which he asks to have continued has been strictly ad- 

| hered to, and I believe his prediction has been verified by the 
result. 

In 1869, before a committee of this House, John Roach said: 

Pig iron is the basis of all other metals connected with the making and re- 
pair of ships. If Congress will take all the duties from American iron, re- 
ducing it to the price of foreign iron, then we are prepared to compete with 


foreign builders. The labor question is misstated. 
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The conditions asked for by Mr. Roach have been brought about. 
Everything needed in the building and equipping of ships for for- 
eign trade has been exempted from the burden of tariff dues. It 
is true that when this statement was made by Mr. Roach England 
had no rival in the manufacture of iron and steel products. At 
that time she had so fully developed her iron industries that she 
was able to furnish the materials necessary for the construction of 
a steel ship at figures that could not be approached by any other 
country in the world. This condition no longerexists. Wehave 
opened and developed the richest iron and coal mines in the 
world. The splendid genius of American manhood has-applied 
itself to this great problem and has solved it with the same suc- 
cess that it has every other problem that has been submitted toit 
for solution. 

In 1869, when Mr. Roach was lamenting our inability to produce 
iron in competition with England, our annual product only 
amounted to one and a half million tons, while Great Britain was 
producing 5,000,000 tons; yet in 1890 we passed our rival in the 
production of pig iron, and every year since that time have main- 
tained our supremacy in the production of this article, which is 
the basis of steel shipbuilding, reaching in the year 1900 the un- 
rivaled position of producing an output of over 14,000,000 tons. 

It must be remembered that the argument of the payment of 
superior wages applies with the same force to this industry as it 
does to shipbuilding, and if carried to its logical conclusion 
would prevent our people engaged in this industry from selling 
their products in foreign markets in competition with European 
manufactures. 

Is it true, then, that because we pay higher wages to the labor- 
ers engaged in this trade that their product can not be sold in com- 
petition with that of the English manufacturer, who pays his men 
far lower wages? On the contrary, we find that the American 
producers of iron and steel and their various products, after sup- 
plying the home demand, have pushed their trade right into the 
countries of low wages, and have there sold their goods at a profit. 
In 1900 the makers of iron made, exported, and sold to foreign 
countries raw pig iron of the value of $4,654,582. And yet thisis 
only the beginning of what has been done. In the same year we 
exported products of iron and steel, such as steel rails, sheets and 
plates, hardware, saws, machinery, nails and spikes, and other 
articles manufactured wholly from steel and iron to the value of 
$1 29,633,480, and for the year 1903 to the value of $99,036,697. 
These articles were all made by the best-paid labor the world has 
ever known. According to the argument used by the friends of 
this bill, the makers would have been absolutely prohibited from 
making sales in competition with English manufacturers who paid 
less wages. 

Another Senator, in discussing this subject, says that from the 
ore in the earth to the finished product every process and step is 
labor, and nothing but labor, and therefore, he says, a ship can not 
be built by American builders and sold in competition with those 
who pay their laborers less wages. He could say the same thing 
with equal force of any of the products I have named that went 
to make up the $129,000,000 of exports of iron and steel mannfac- 
ture. But when made and applied to these articles this argument 
must fall to the ground for the reason that these figures demon- 
strate to a mathematical certainty that these products are being 
sold in open competition with the world. Is it not clear that the 
size of the wages paid does not control the ability to sell as cheaply 
as those who pay less wages? The truth is, the American business 
man is so progressive and thorough in his methods; the American 
laborer is so intelligent, that we are able to manufacture these 
articles with so much economy that we are capturing the mar- 
kets of the world, notwithstanding we pay our workmen the 
highest rate of wages. This energy is just beginning to be di- 
rected to the shipbuilding industry, and it promises to accom- 

lish without Government aid the same results that have been 
rought about in other branches of the steel industry. 

This progress is well described in an article printed in our con- 
sular reports for 1900, from which I quote: 


Gradually the Americans are pushing their way into the British colonies. 
The last railroad builtin India has American rails. American manufacturers 
export their iron and motors, their machinery, and galvanic wires to Cape 
Colony. Egypt, too, has Philadelphia bridge builders on the scene. Three 
hundred railroad coaches have found their way from Jersey City into the 
land of the Pharaohs, and electrical tramways are forged in the foundries of 
Pittsburg to connect Cairo with the Pyramids. Even Europe is not safe 
against the invasion of American goods. Russia, France,Germany, and Italy 
must pay tribute. England herself buys American locomotives, steel rails 
oe ware, railroad coaches, and even coal. Sheffield, the home of the steel 
industry, has been dethroned by Pittsburg. It would be frivolty to remain 
indifferent to the expansion of this leviathan people. 


If, therefore, American manufacturers have demonstrated that 
steel rails, locomotives, railroad coaches, electrical machinery, 
bridges, steel plates, steel wire, hardware, nails, structural steel, 
and raw iron itself can be made with American labor without 
subsidy and sold in competition with English and German prod- 








ucts of like character, I maintain that they will accomplish the 
same results in our shipbuilding industry. 

But the advocates of subsidy ask why this has not been already 
accomplished. Why have we not built up a merchant marine? 
I believe these questions can be easily and truly answered. And 
the reason will not be found to be the payment of higher wages 
to American workmen engaged in the shipping industry. Shortly 
before the war between the States, England, whose iron industries 
were then well developed, began the building of steel vessels, 
Our merchant marine was then composed of wooden ships, in the 
building of which we far excelled other countries, owing to the 
cheap and abundant supply of timber. 

England possessing the advantage of having her iron industries 
developed to such a high state of perfection, on the advent of the 
steel vessel, which proved to be far superior to our wooden ships, 
began at once tosupplant us in our control of the foreign carrying 
trade. I call attention to the following table, used by Senator 
Vest in his argument on this subject before the Fifty-sixth 
Congress: 

Total imports and exports in vessels. 


Per cent 
Value in Value carried 
Year ending June 30— American | in foreign Total. in Amer- 
vessels. vessels. ican 
vessels. 
085 , 764, 954 | $330,087, 038 72.5 
232 fs" 505,711 | 434,612,943 72.7 
404 | 128,219,817 | 417,955,221 70.5 
127 | 152,287,677 69.5 
539 | 170,591,875 | 577,290,414 70.5 
462 | 181,139,904 | 536,625,366 75.6 
274 | 159,386,576 | 641,604,850 75.2 
,027 | 218,519,796 | 723,850, 823 70.5 
858 304 60,066,267 | 607,257,571 73.7 
df 381 | 229,816,211 | 695,557,592 66.9 
86 7,757 | 255,040,793 | 762,288, 66.5 
6 881,516,788 | 208,478,278 5 65.2 
DUE cinckienal acinomae baie usaeee 217,695,418 | 218,015,296 | 435,710,714 50 
PRR eee 241,872,471 | 843,056,031 | 584,928, 502 41.4 
RR i iain htemibdiaiietea ciel , 061, 485,793,548 | 669, 855,034 27.5 
MUNI bc cok tetera te eacalecaee 167,402,872 | 437,010,124 | 604,412,996 27.7 
NOUN san inhacknicsac te uhadoamenee eee 825,711,861 | 685,226,691 |1,010, 938, 552 82.2 
BEE ansocdnantccecdiudbuteen 297, 834,904 | 581,330,408 | 879,165,307 83.9 
BO ciciinciii as bina cans omatecdane 297,981,573 | 550,546,074 | 848,527,647 85.1 
TN i a ca re ee 289,956,772 | 586,492,012 | 876,448, 7! 3.1 
BW sdickéciccnssntbenanuacne 852,969,401 | 638,927,488 | 991,896,889 85.6 


This table shows that the decline began with the appearance of 
the steel ship in 1850. While we were then carrying 72.5 per cent 
of all American exports and imports in American ships, the per- 
centage had declined to 65.2 per cent in 1861. This decline was 
greatly augmented by the civil war, as our merchant carrying 
trade in imports and exports fell off from 65.2 per cent in 1861 to 
27.7 per cent in 1865. During this time our vessel owners, to 
avoid the dangers and hazards arising out of the war, either sold 
their ships or placed them under foreign register. The extent to 
which we were affected during the war period is shown by the 
following table: 


Sold to | 
Aban- | Sold to 2 | Total 
Year. Lost. | doned. | aliens. ara decrease 


| i Oe C— 


| 
Tonnage.| Tonnage.| Tonnage. Tonnage. Tonnage 
59, 567 5, 649 | 94, 15% 


WS cutecaubenndssnenckeecaeed ‘ SE ltccn cesses , 180 
DR dcpisbensd dksden seen eee 41, 352 14,802 | 117,756 73, 269 247,179 
Rc atiabaienciekenamntmnaenedienl 52, 041 10,817 | 222,199 10, 602 295, 659 
i teatdtedataphoneieandmena 64, 851 18,210 | 300,865 12,331 891 , 257 
SOPs cciccdiacenbpahsoueuseuie 47,033 4,678 | 133,882 |.........- 185, 543 
Wi ivdcinid condudtbiabelcsokeutalt 36, 893 2,176 Se ais 61, 186 
BEE c cidiisncucnuildebienmebieil 28,041 14, 958 ih isetitiees 52, 087 


This table shows that in four years we sold to aliens American 
ships amounting in tonnage to 774,652 gross tons. These were all 
American ships, constructed in American yards by American me- 
chanics. The same necessity for a merchant marine then existed 
as now. The same party that urges the subsidy legislation was 
then in power, yet no effort was made to secure their return to 
the American flag, 

When the war was over and our people once more turned to 
the pursuits of industry, a new factor was dominating the ocean 
carrying trade. The steel ship had proved itself in every way so 
superior to the wooden vessel that it at once became the master 
of the seas. Our people had excelled in the making of wooden 
ships and by this means had been able to control their share of 
the foreign carrying trade, but while we had been engaged in war 
England had most rapidly developed her iron and steel industries 
and perfected her methods of constructing ships from these prod- 
ucts. Our own iron and steel industries, as | have shown, wer® 
as yet in their infancy. 

The political party in power refused to alter, change, or relax 
the navigation laws which had been adopted at the founding o! 
the Government, as has been so often shown, by means of a com- 
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promise between the shipping interests of New England and those 
desiring to prosecute the slave trade. In short, the decline in 
our carrying trade was due to the following causes: The vast 
superiority of steel 6ver wooden vessels; the high state of per- 
fection to Which England had developed her iron and steel indus- 
tries; the undeveloped state of these industries in our own 
country, and refusal to grant to our citizens the right to pur- 
chase English-made steel vessels. By this means we would have 
familiarized our mechanics and builders with the materials out 
of which they were constructed and the manner in which they 
were made and at once established yards for repairs and the build- 
4 *. 
yan nation. > tHE 
decline in our foreign shipping. ; 

There were many other pursuits that seemed to promise our peo- 
ple better hope of success than following the sea. Our internal 


country was undeveloped. Furnishing its various sections with | 


means of transporting their products, and intercommunication 
promised labor hunting employment and capital seeking invest- 
ment the largest returns. The most perfect system of railroads 
in the world was a necessity. A most rich and fertilecountry lay 
along and contiguous to the Great Lakes. It was yielding vast 
crops of immense value, the transportation of which by the way 
of the lakes was sure to yield the largest profits to ship builders 
and owners. Our people were most progressive and intelligent 
and demanded for their necessities, their comfort, and convenience 
every labor-saving device, every manufactured product that sci- 
ence and ingenuity could devise. 
promised untold riches to adventurous capital. 

We had millions of acres of the richest soil, such as that de- 


scribed by the late Senator from Kansas, where “ you tickle the | 


ground with a hoe and it laughs witha harvest.” The people of 
the Old World needed and were asking for the products of these 
lands to supply them with bread. With a most liberal hand the 
Government bestowed these lands on her citizens, and thousands 
of them found free homes and busied themselves with the de- 
velopment of agriculture, our greatest industry. 

So the pendulum swung back. Thepecple, lured by such bright 
hopes and prospects, left the pursuit of the sea and devoted them- 
selves almost wholly to the development of our domestic indus- 


tries, which in time, as I have shown, have reached a high state | 


of perfection. Capital invested here no longer yields such enor- 
mous returns. Our country has been covered with the most 
complete system of railroads that the world has ever seen. The 
carrying trade of our lakes is the pride of our country and the 
wonder of the world. Our manufactures have passed those of all 
the world in excellence, so that they not only supply our own 
country with what it needs, but have reached out until in 1903 
they sold to foreign nations a product valued at $421,453,915. 
Our farms—I need say nothing of these, for they have been so well 
developed and the value of their products is so great that when 
undertaken to be expressed in figures it can not well be compre- 
hended by the human mind, reaching, in 1903, a product valued 
at $913,584,571. 

All these fields of industry have been developed, and we are 


once more turning our attention to the sea, and our capitalists | 


have become so eager that, notwithstanding our navigation !aws 
prohibit the sailing of foreign-made ships under our flag, they 
are every day reorganizing the lines belonging to other countries 
and making them the property of American capital. On June 
30, 1901, as shown by the Commissioner of Navigation, American 
citizens owned foreign vessels of 672,000 gross tonnage. Vessels 
not included in this list by the Commissioner, but owned by Ameri- 
cans, and purchases made since that time would no doubt swell 
the list of foreign ships owned by Americans to over a million 
tons. This shows that the American people are once more turn- 
ing their attention to the sea, and I maintain that the present 
course, reinforced with American intelligence and business ability, 
with the advantages this trade already possesses, will ultimately 
lead to the same result attained in Germany. 

While therefore it must be admitted that the American manu- 
facturer is able to compete with all his rivals in other branches of 
industry, the advocates of subsidy say that this is impossible in 
shipbuilding. All argument and reason is laid aside and the 
Whole case is based on letters received by the Commissioner of 
Navigation from the Atlantic Transport Company, of Baltimore. 
Written by its president, Mr. Baker. In this letter it is claimed 
that this company purchased four ships at Belfast and fourin the 
United States. That the four built in American yards cost his 
company one-third more than those constructed in British yards. 
And the friends of this kind of legislation immediately say that 
the whole case is proven and that nothing remains to be said. 
Can it be possible that an argument based upon such premises 
can be conclusive? This company is on the anxious seat. Itisa 
Most earnest advocate of subsidy and will be one of the bene- 
ficiaries if this act becomes a law. 


- of smaller vessels, a policy so successfully used by the Ger- | 
na These were the causes that led to the unprecedented | 


And this field of enterprise | 
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No one knows the conditions under which these contracts were 
made. There are many reasons other than the ones on which the 
fathers of this bill rely that might influence the difference in cost 
in this case. Because some ardent advocate of the payment of 
| subsidies paid more for an American than he did for an English 

vessel I submit ought not to be proof enongh to convince any man 
that such ships can not and are not built as cheaply in American 
as in English yards. On the other hand I contend that the mel- 
ancholy frame of mind in which the Commissioner of Navigation 
| finds himself, when considering the prospective growth of our 
merchant marine, is due to the bitter reflections that harass his 
conscience when he contemplates the sore straits to which he is 
driven to invent argument to controvert the position he formerly 
maintained with so much force and persistence, rather than to 
any logical conclusion that can be deduced from the figures given 
| in his report. 
| It is true that our business men are as keen, active, intelligent, 
and farseeing as any in the world, and it goes without saying 
that you will not find them so influenced by sentiment as to find 
| them buying in a market where their purchase will cost them 
one-third more than they can obtain it for in another market. It 
| has never been charged, and if claimed has never been proven, 
that the Standard Oil Company is actuated by sentimental mo- 
tives in its business transactions. It is an axiom that when this 
company lets go of a dollar it is sure to get value received for the 
investment, and, like the man from Missouri, must be shown full 
value before it parts with the dollar. Yet I find in the report of 
the Commissioner of Navigation for 1901 this important news. 
He says: 

The important additions to the square-rigged fleet are the two stsel ships, 
| Astral a Acme, built to carry oil to the East for the Standard Oil Company, 
| which is also building abroad similar vessels for the same purpose. 

And on the same page of the report, in speaking of the ships in 
course of construction, he says: ‘ 

Construction during the current fiscal year promises nearly, if not quite, 
| to equal the greatest in our history. In 1855 we built 583.,000tons. The strike 
in the shipbuilding trade about the end of the past fiscal year delayed work 
on some vessels nearing completion which under ordinary conditions would 
have been included in lastyear’s figures. Four large steamers for the Pacific, 
aggregating over 60,000 tons, will have been under contract for two yearsand 
should be completed before next July. Two of these, Korea and Siberia, the 

finest vessels yet designed by any nation for trade with Asia, have been 
launched. 

The last two were built by the people who control the recent 
combination of western railroads for the use of these roads in the 
| Asiatic trade. These people are well known to be the shrewdest 
and most capable financiers in the United States, and yet you 
would have us believe they are willing to squander over $2,000,000 
| for the sake of sentiment; neither can it be contended that the 

construction of these vessels was commenced in the hope of the 

passage of subsidy legislation, for the builder, Mr. J. J. Hill, ina 

speech before the Chicago Board of Trade, said that he was build- 

ing them in American yards because they could be built more 
| cheaply there than abroad. These are the ships that the Com- 
missioner of Navigation described as the finest ever designed for 
the Asiatic trade. 

When we find the business judgment of such institutions as the 
Standard Oil Company and these financiers, and the absolute 
word of such men as Mr. Hill, reenforced by the conclusion that 
| must necessarily be drawn from the fact that we are successfully 

competing with our rivals in every other line of industry, I ask 
is it fair to ignore all this because Mr. Baker happened to write 
a letter to the Commissioner of Navigation? Everything shows 
that our shipbuilding industry is working out its own salva- 
tion. 

The Senator from Maine, in his argument in favor of a subsidy 
bill, claims that Great Britain, France, Germany, Italy, and Spain 
| pay large subsidies to their merchant marine, and I presume by 
| this he means to argue that for this reason we must do likewise. 
| He does not, however, show that the only two countries named 
| that can show any material prosperity in this industry are England 
|and Germany. We have already shown that the mail subsidy 
| paid by England is paid for the purpose of keeping in close touch 

vith her colonies; that this pay does not amount to as much in 

| proportion to the mail carried as that now paid by our own country 
| under the provisions of the law of 1891. 
The Commissioner of Navigation informs us that barely 3 per 
| cent of the British mercantile marine receives public fundsin any 
|form. Great Britain has built up her vast foreign trade and be- 
| come mistress of the seas through hertramp ships, which do not 
| receive @ single penny of Government aid. This great fleet of 
commercial ships has been built and maintained and is now car- 
rying more than one-half of the trade of the world without even 
the hope of governmental fee orreward. And yet gentlemen are 
so bold. as to point to this splendid example of what has been done 
without subsidy as an argument for such a measure. 

Many also claim that the splendid progress made in recent years 
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by Germany in her shipping industries furnishes proof for the 
policies contained in such a measure. I believe careful study of 
the policies which have built up the merchant marine of Ger- 
many offers a most complete answer to the argument offered by 
he friends of subsidy. The German people, as soon almost as 
‘ry merchant marine began to decline, fully recognized the con- 
ditions I have heretofore pointed out that permitted the English 
people, for the time being, to excel in the building of steel vessels. 
The Government at once allowed her citizens to go into the open 
market and buy their ships. Asa consequence her people very 
soon became familiar with the kind of materials msed-and ‘the 
manner in which steel ships were built. At first small yards 
sprang up for the repair of vessels. The Government adopted a 
most liberal policy in permitting builders to obtain materials for 
repair or the building of new vessels. The result was that these 
small yards began to grow on the work they received by way of 
repairs. And though she did not change her policy as to the pur- 
chase of English ships, under these conditions their shipyards 
have increased until now they are building ships in open compe- 
tition with the world. 

The increase in her shipping has been drawn from every possi- 
ble source. She has been England’s largest purchaser. This is 
shown by the following, quoted from Lloyd’s Register for 1901: 

Over 23 per cent. of the total output has been built to the order of foreign 
and colonial shipowners in 1900, as compared with 19 per cent in 1899, 22 per 
cent in 1898, and 25 per cent in 1897. As was also the casein 1899, Germany has 
this year provided the largest amount of work for British shipbuilders, 25 
vessels of 103,625 tons (nearly —— centof the total output) having been 
built for that country. Austria-Hungary follows with 25 vessels of 80,426 
tons. Next comes Holland with %, 403 tons, France with 21,034 tons, and Spain 
with 19,038 tons. 

And the following from Lloyd’s Register for 1903: 


In 1902 over 18 per cent of the total output has been built to the order of 
foreignand colonial shipowners, 2s compared with 23 per cent in both 1901 and 
1900, .9 per cent in 1899, 22 per cent in 18¥4,and 25 per cent in 1597. As wasialso 
the case in 1899, 1900, and 1901, Germany has provided the largest amount. of 
work for British shipbuilders, 18 vessels, of 54,658 tons (3.8 per cent of the total 
output), having been built for thatcountry. The British co‘onies follow with 
33 vessels, of 40,966 tons. Next come Austria Hungary with 37,905 tons, and 
Greece with 30,237 tons. 


mails in 1903 nearly $2,000,000, but this has been paid on the same 
theory as that paid by Great Britain for communication with her 
colonies and for establishing mail communication with ports that 
she did not before reach. What sums she has given as mail sub- 
sidies have not brought about the growth in her merchant marine, 
and this claim is made by no one save the American advocates of 
subsidy legislation. I call attention to the following letter writ- 
ten by the director-general of the Hamburg-American Line to the 
editor of the London Times and reproduced in the report of the 
Commissioner of Navigation for 1901: 
THE GERMAN MERCHANT MARINE. 


[Clipping from the London Times of Saturday, August 31, 1901,] 
To the editor of the Times. 

Str: For along time past the assertion has repeatedly been made in the 
English press that the success of the German merchant marine is to be at- 
tributed to large subsidies paid by the German Government. 

This statement does not only appear in the daily papers, but frequently 
even in periodicals specially devoted to the interests of shipping. The 


| 
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1901, and the total net tonnage from 982,355 in 1870 to 2.093.093 
and there is nothing contained in the German policy of free hips 
and the establishment of particular mail lines to insure direct 
communication with her citizens and colonists engaged in ¢ m. 
mercial pursuits in the Far East that furnishes any argument for 
the provisions contained in such legislation which provide for 
large subsidy to all American vessels carrying the American mails 
— for a subsidy to all American ships engaged in the foreien 
trade. 

Norway. which gives no subsidy whatever and gives to her 
vessel owners less than $150,000 for carrying the mails, } 
creased her steam tonnage from 13,715 tons in 1870 to 482,247 
in 1899, and is the only country that has not suffered a decr 
in her sailing tonnage, having about 44,000 tons more in 1899 
in 1870. On the other hand, the two largest subsidy-paying | 
tries, according to their fleets, are Italy and France, and thes 
countries have failed to show such an increase in their‘mer 
marine as would warrant any country in adopting their policies, 
Italy gave a subsidy in 1899 of $2,185,266; her steam tonnage only 
increased from 32,100 tons in 1870 to 424,711 tons in 1901, whils 
she suffered during that period a decrease in her total tonnage 
from 1,012,164 in 1870 to 999,918 tons in 1901. France began the 
system of granting bounties and subsidies to owners and builders 
of ships as early as 1881 and has been the most consistent nation 
in following out this policy. She has increased the pay from year 
to year until in the year 1899 it reached the largest amount paid 
by any country in the world. 

With a total net tonnage of 957,755, she paid as total Governm: 
pay to her ships 30 per cent more than England with a total of 
10,751,892. What has been the effect of the payment of these su)- 
sidies and bounties? France has given the system its fairest and 
best test. Does the result accomplished give promise that the 


ign 
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ns 
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Dant 
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| hopes and expectations of the friends of such a bill will be realized? 


| the system a most thorough and persistent trial, her efforts h: 
| been in vain and have resulted in failure. Since 1870 Norwa 


On the other hand, the figures show that while France has given 
ave 
ry has 


: | increased her net steam tonnage from 13,715 to 482,247 tons in 
It is true that she paid to several of her lines for carrying the | 


1899; Germany from 81,994 tons to 1,150,159 tons; England from 


| 1,112,434 tons to 6,917,492; while France has only increased her 


| gives the amount of her tonnage from 1889 to 1899 and 


Hamburg-American Line has thus been particularly pointed out as owing to | 


the material assistance received from the Government its ability to run 


steamers like the Deutschland and its development into the largest shipping | 


company in the world. 

I have, so far, never looked npon these statements as sufficiently impor- 

tant to demand public rectification. Observing, however, that of late in 

our country intense interest seems to be taken in this question, so that 
Lantiy a day passes without prominent English papers dealing with this 
subject, I now think I ought to correct this erroneous idea about German 
shipping subsidies, and I therefore beg to state that up to the year 1900 the 
Hamburg-American Line never received any Government subsidy. Since 
last year we are sharing ina subyention granted for the maintenance ofa 
regular fortnightly mail service between Germany and the Far East, and 
up to the present two of our steamers sre running under this contract. 
Last year the share which we received out of this subsidy amounted to about 
£13,000. For this the mails have to be forwarded without further payment, 
and there are so many conditions relating to the high class of vessels, speed, 
itinerary, etc., that the subsidy so far has proved to be insufficient for the 
realization of a profit. 

For none of our other lines is a contribution paid by the State, and for the 
conveyance of mails on all these lines we receive nothing but the customary 
rates, which are certainly not largerin Germany than in your country. 

We do not even receive the subsidy which the British Government pays to 
the large British steamship companies for fitting and keeping certain spe- 
cially suitable steamers at the disposal of the Admiralty in case of mobiliza- 
tion. The large German steamship companies have hitherto agreed to render 
like services without demanding any payment in return, 

Iam, sir, your obedient servant, 
ALBERT BALLIN, 
Director-General Hamburg-American Line. 
Hamaounea, August 28. 

The policy pursued by the German Government has been to 
extend aid only to the lines to the Far East, to places with which 
she had no former communication, such as China, Japan, Aus- 
tralia, and the German possessions in the Pacific Ocean. The 
ships that received this aid are compelled to be built in German 
yards. All others can be bought in any market in theworld. It 
is this liberal policy that has increased the net steam tonnage of 


the German Empire from 81,994 in 1870 to 1,506,039 met tons in 


steam tonnage from 154,415 to 507,120 tons. The following table 


chow 
SHOWS 
clearer than words can express how vain has been the struggle. 


Tonnage of French mercantile marine. 


Steamers. Sailing vessels. Tot al 


Net ton-! Net ton- | — 
|” nage. pens nage. —- 


492, 634 
499,921 
§21, 872 
498, 562 
408, 841 
491 , 972 
500,568 
6008, 677 
499, 409 
485, 615 


, 


14, 128 
14,001 
3,890 


440,051 
444,092 
426, 207 
407 , 044 
896, 582 
308, 567 
386,510 
390, 394 


| 
All vessels of 2tons and upward are included in theabove retu! 


No accurate information is obtainable of yalue as shown by insu 
turns or otherwise. 


These figures show that notwithstanding the payment « 
enormous bounties and subsidies her merchant marine inc: 
from 1889 to 1899 but 14,436 tons. The present Commiss 
Navigation sums up the case in his report for 1894 in the | 
ing true language: 


[Report of the Commissioner of Navigation for 1804, page xx!.) 


The results of nine years’ trial of a complete bounty system in Fra 
volving an expenditure of $19,000,000,and of seven years’ trial ofas 
tem in Italy, atan expense of $5,500,000, are stated in Appendix K. 
ger results attained in both countries warrant the statement that th 
which enters upon thissystem of building upa merchant marine wit!) 
pectation of success must do'so with a free hand and nocare for the 
must be prepared tospend not $1,000,000 or $2,000,000 a year, but sever 
thatsum annually foralong period. That bya sufficiently large and 
ous expenditure of public money shipyards can be established succe: 
any comntry does not admit of question. It is not deemed necessar 
sider here the propriety of that course as a matter of public ek 
sirability from the economic point of view. ‘Those nations which hay 
theattempt have not succeeded, confessedly for the reason that tl 
penditures wero not large enough. 

In France and Italy the advocates of the system maintain that if t! 
struction bounties had not been paid for some years past sbipbnildin; 
have shrunk to insignificant proportions. The practical difficulty in t! ; 
of the establishment of a bounty system is that if the distribution of pup’ 
funds is made general an expense is entailed greater than a people taxe! [7 
the purpose will long endure; while if the favor is extended to but 'cw." 
operates as a discrimination against other domestic interests in naviss':0" 
and in éffect’ builds up part of the interest at the expense of the who's 
terest. The experience of France and Italy demonstrates that the shipow - 
ers of both countries find it more to their profit to buy ships in the cheapes 
market than to avail themselves of government bounties conditioned up 
the purchase of higher-priced domestic shipping. Had this alternative 0° 
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i doubtless have dis 
beens oe te oe area an Tae ane oak have ro 
«red to the use of the British flag, as is the custom, under our registry law, 
“she leading shipowners in trans-Atlantic trade. 

Thisisa brief review of the amount of aid rendered by European 

untries to their shipping interests and a discussion of the pur- 
ose for which this aid is extended by the various countries. The 
‘ailure that Italy and France have experienced with the subsidy 
policy I believe fully warrants the conclusion that the policy pur- 
<ned by the countries of Europe offer no inducement or argument 
for the adoption of subsidy legislation and give no promise of the 
vesults so confidently claimed by its advocates. : . 

ihe advocates of such bills often refer, however, in glowing 
terms to what has been done by European countries through the 
payment of subsidies. I have yet to hear a single one of them 
refer to our own experience in this line. The chapter in our own 
country which relates this experience, which describes the scandal 
over the attempt to increase the subsidy in 1872 to the Pacific 
Mail, is passed over in silence. / ; 

The story is familiar to every student of American history. At 
various times we granted bounties to various lines and the system 
was tried in each case for a number of years. The Collins Line 
received $585,000 per year: the Pacific Mail, $500,000 per year. 


( 


The Brazilian Line received a subsidy from 1866 to 1876. Inno | 


case did we materially increase our commerce through this course 
or add to our merchant marine. In eachcase it proved a failure, 
and each case only led to demands for increased aid, and so fla- 
crant and bold was the attempt to secure larger bounties that 
the corrupt and bold methods used by the parties interested to se- 
cure larger subsidies threw suspicion on many of the Members of 
Congress and brought about one of the worst scandals ever con- 
nected with American legislation. 

The reason for the adoption of such legislation as is proposed, 
as expressed by the Senator from Maine, is one, and only one— 
American wages. That is, he claims the wages paid to our labor- 


the Américan vessel could invariably obtain a crew at the same 
wages at which one was shipped by the foreign vessel. It has 
been claimed that in disputing this point we have relied on argu- 
ment only. But here is the actual experience of two sailors, and 
added to this is the experience of a whole union, always alert 
and active to secure any legislation that will better their condi- 
tion or increase their pay, speaking through their representative 
and declaring that the law of supply and demand and the port, 
not the flag, governs the wages paid to sailors engaged in the 
foreign trade. 

To maintain, therefore, as some do, that there is such a wide 
difference, is to charge the American shipowner and master with 
imbecility—a charge that can not well be maintained against a 
class of citizens who have shown as much good sense, thrift, and 
economy as the American businessmen. When the shipping bill 
was pending before the Fifty-sixth Congress, the minority of the 

sommittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries made a report to 
this House, in which they discussed very fully this question of 
the difference in wages of seamen employed on vessels of Ameri- 
can register and those of foreign countries. And taking the 
wages as given out by the shipowners themselves, which the 
committees was compelled to do, as they were the only figures 
accessible in comparing the wages paid on the American liner 
St. Paul with the fast Liverpool passenger liner Campania, they 


| found that the difference in wages paid to the officers and skilled 


employees did not materially differ, but that in the common la- 


| borers there was a difference which in the course of a year would 


ers, mechanics, and sailors in the construction and operation of | 


ships practically prohibit us from taking any part in the carry- 
ing trade of the world. I shall not claim that the wages paid to 
American mechanics engaged in shipbuilding and to our sailors 
on vessels engaged in the foreign trade do not exceed those paid 
to foreigners engaged in the same lines. But I doassert that the 
difference in amount paid to sailors engaged on American vessels 


and those engaged by other countries is largely exaggerated, and | 


for myself I believe that many of the figures given out are padded 
for the purpose of affecting legislation. 

It must be remembered that the laws do not require American 
shipowners to obtain their crews in American ports. Section 4915 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States provides, ‘‘ Every 
master of a vessel in the foreign trade may engage any seamen 
at any port out of the United States, to serve for one or more 
round trips from and to the port of departure or for a definite 
time, whatever the destination.” It is a matter of common 
knowledge that the crew of our merchant marine engaged in the 
foreign and coasting trade are composed almost wholly of for- 
elgners. 

Referring to this matter in his report for 1894, the Commissioner 
of Navigation says that— 

Only a small part of the crews of the Indiana, Illinois, Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
and of the Pacific Mail = engaged in Asiatic trade are shipped at 

r 


New York, Philadelphia, and San Francisco, about four-fifths of their crew 
being shipped at Liverpool, Antwerp, and Hongkong. 


aggregate about $15,900. 
To compensate for this difference under the provisions of the 


| bill it was proposed to give to her owners each year a subsidy of 


$278,334. Underthe contract made with her owners under the law 
of 1891 shereceived as pay for carrying the mails each year, provided 
she made fourteen trips, the sum of $203,896. Thus we see that 
the pay to a single vessel would be increased under such a bill 
about $75,000 per year for carrying the mails, although there has 
not been a suggestion that the present contract can not be renewed. 

It must be remembered, too, that there is but very little differ- 
ence in the pay of the officers and skilled workmen, so if the bill 
should ever becomea law there will be norise in the wages, although 
the subsidy would seem to warrant it, for the part of the crew that 
must be American citizens will be the officers and mechanics, and 
the places of the common laborers will be filled by foreigners, and 
they will be hired in the cheapest labor market that can be found 
as is now being done in the Pacific trade. 

In a hearing before the committee of the House on the shipping 
bill pending before the Fifty-sixth Congress, Mr. Clyde said the 
sum that the American line ships would get under a similar bill 
would be no more than sufficient to compensate their American 
owners for the addition in cost of furnishing ocean transporta- 
tion with that type of ship, as compared with furnishing it under 
the British, Norwegian, or other foreign flag in the same type of 
ship. We have seen that the difference in cost of labor on one of 
the American ocean liners does not exceed that on a British liner 
by more than $16,000, yet the subsidy proposed to be paid was 
$278,000. How can such payment be justified? 


> 


The Coast Seamen’s Journal say:: 


| misleading. 


That the shipping interests go into the market and employ the 


cheapest labor obtainable is conclusively shown by a hearing be- 
fore the Senate committee in the Fifty-seventh Congress, which 
shows that in the Asiatic trade two-thirds of the crew employed 
are Chinese and are paid only $7.50 per month. I maintain, there- 
fore, that the poopie 

exercising the same ability exercised by every other class of busi- 
ness men and will employ their labor where it can be employed 
cheapest, as long as the law permits the American shipowner to 
engage his sailors in any port of the world, in any place that they 
can be engaged the cheapest. 

This was also clearly proven to be true by the testimony of the 
only two sailors that have appeared before the Committee of the 
House in the Fifty-seventh Congress. Mr. Forsythe, who repre- 
sented the Seamen’s Union, comprising 12,000 sailors, said that 
the sailors objected to placing the necessity for subsidy legisla- 
tion to be an alleged difference in wages paid in the foreign trade, 
for the reason that there was none, and the experience of his 
people, with whom he was in close touch, was that they received 
no ore pay when engaged in the foreign trade than the sailors 
of other countries, 


the scale of wages. Mr. Campbell, an ex-sailor and an ardent 


i cate of subsidies, in answer to questions, repeatedly asserted 


same port seeking to ship a crew, his experience taught him that 


Wages are equal on the vessels of all nationalities when shipping crews in 
any given port. In other words, it is the rule of the port and not the flag of 
the ship thet governs wages. The usual statistics on this subject are grossly 

And says the Commissioner of Navigation in his report for 
1894: 

Unlike the manufacturer, whose labor market is to a degree at least re- 
stricted, the shipowner is at liberty to employ labor in any market where, 
on account of its abundance, its quality, or its cost, he finds it for his advan- 


: ; | tage to do so. 
who are engaged in the foreign trade are | . 


Indeed, it would seem to be quite unnecessary to quote from 
these persons whose research and experience entitle them to speak 
with authority on this subject; for inasmuch as the same source 
of employment is open to all nationalities engaged in the foreign 


| trade, it follows as a logical conclusion that it is not reasonable 
| to assert that there can be such a wide difference in the wages 


at when an American and a foreign vessel were lying in the | 





paid as to entirely prohibit one nationality from engaging in that 
pursuit. 

And in concluding what I have to say on this subject I desire 
to quote briefiy from one of the most distinguished men who hag 
ever been a Member of this House, one who gave the subject 
the most careful and painstaking study and research, one whom 
I have heard my friends on the other side of the Chamber eulo- 
gize so eloquently and so often for his wisdom and knowledge. I 
refer to the late Nelson Dingley, jr., of Maine, and I quote from 


r | a speech h de in this House, and these are his words: 
That the law of the port and not the law of the flag governed ete 


It is claimed that the fact has developed itself unmistakably that the only 
reason we do notextend that trade further, that we do not build more wooden 
vessels for the foreign trade, is that after we have built we can not run them 
as cheaply as our foreign competitors. 
| Why not? It has been said that the question of wages of seamen is one 
' that meets us here and can not be overcome. I wish to show you, Mr, 
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Speaker and gentlemen, that in the foreign carrying trade the question of 
wages, especially as to sailing vessels, is not one that seriously interferes with 
us. And why? The American vessel engaged in the foreign carrying trade 
a large proportion of the time is in foreign ports, and so has the privilege of 
engaging her seamen at any port she may visit. 

It may be that in shipping men at San Francisco and New York there isa 
slight discrimination—not much, by the way—because from the nature of 
the case, competing upon the ocean on the same platform, wages of seamen 
have been brought down toa common standard. The difference in price be- 
tween the wages of seamen in New York and Liverpool is trifling. Practi- 
cally, with the liberty which a vessel has when it enters a foreign port to 
ship a new crew, it may be said that so far as sailing vessels are concerned 
this is not an element that enters seriously into the question. 

So far as steamships are concerned, which from the very nature of the 
trade require a permanent crew, there is some difficulty, but not:enough to 
seriously interfere with the extension of our foreign carrying trade. 

It, however, can not be proven that the amount of wages paid 
to the sailors controls the ability of a country to maintain a mer- 
chant marine. This is no new argument, On the other hand, it 
has been often asserted on this floor that the amount of wages 
paid does not control. If the contention of gentlemen who favor 
subsidy, that the payment of higher wages to sailors than some 
other country may pay forbids the maintenance of a merchant 
marine, why is it that England, who has paid and continues to 
pay her sailors the highest wages of any European country fol- 
lowing the sea, has outstripped every other nation in the race for 
supremacy, and has continued to steadily increase her shipping 
until it has reached at the close of 1901 the unprecedented figure 
of 10,751,392 tens? And so healthy and steady has been the 
growth and development that each year since 1840, with the ex- 
ception of ten years, when the decrease has been insignificant, 
has shown an increase in tonnage over the preceding year, grow- 
ing from 3,311,538 gross tons in 1840 to 15,357,052 in 1903, 

While France, which pays the largest subsidy of any country in 
the world, and far lower wages than England, shows that while 
she had a net tonnage of 932,735 in 1889, in 1899 had only in- 
creased to 957,755, and six out of the ten years show a decrease 
over each preceding year; and Italy, which pays the next largest 
subsidy of any European country after France in proportion to 
her tonnage, although she pays the smallest wages to herseamen, 
has fallen off in her tonnage from 1,012,164 tons in 1870 to 874,054 
in 1899, a net decrease of 138,110 tons. 

This argument has never been answered and never can be 
answered. Itshows beyond dispute to an unbiased mind that the 
development and maintenance of a merchant marine depends on 
other things than the amount of wages paid the sdilors or the 
amount of subsidy voted from the public treasury. [Applause.] 

That we are right and that the prosperity of the merchant ma- 
rine of a country depends upon other things than subsidy or 
bounty is clearly shown by the report of the commission ap- 
pointed by the House of Commons; for this body, after giving all 
the facts elicited, in a summing up of the case, use the following 
language: 

Your committee trust, in conclusion, that they have collected a large 
amount of valuable information; they ave not directed by the terms of the 
reference to make recommendations, butitmay be convenient to summarize 
heir opinions expressed in the course of this report. They are: 

1. That the granting of shipping subsidies at considerable pecuniary cost 
by foreign governments has favored the development of competition against 
British shipowners and trade upon the principal routes of ocean communica- 
tion, and assisted in the transfer from British to continental ports of some 
branches of foreign and colonial trade; but that, notwithstanding the foster- 
ing effect of subsidies upon foreign competition, British steam shipping and 
trade have in the main held their own, and under fair conditions British 
shipowners are able to maintain the maritime commerce of the country. 

2. That subsidies are the minor factor, and commercial skill and industry 
the major factors of the recent development of the shipping and trade of 
certain foreign countries, and notably of Germany, where, for example, the 
granting of through bills of lading via the State railways has had an impor- 
tant effect. In some other countries subsidies have led to no satisfactory 
results. 

3. That the subsidies given by forelgn governments to selected lines or 
owners tend to restrict free competition, and so to facilitate the establish- 
ment of federations and shippivg rings, and therefore that no subsidy should 
be granted without government control over maximum rates of freight and 
over this combination of subsidized with unsubsidized owners to restrict 
competition. 

4. That the competition of British shipowners with their commercial rivals 
upon fair conditions, without Government interference by way of subsidies 
or by way of control of freights, is more healthy, and likely to be more bene- 
ficial to the nation and Empire than a state-subsidized and state-controlled 
system under which the shipowner woud have to depend less upon his indi- 
vidual energy and skill and more upon the favor and support of the Goy- 
ernment. 

5. That a general system of subsidies other than for services rendered is 
costly and inexpedient. 

One of the objects which it is claimed will be attained by the 
passage of such a measure is the promotion of commerce, the in- 
crease of our export trade. If that is the object to be attained, 
why is it that the largest subsidies were to be paid to the fast 
ocean liners engaged in the passenger service, which carry acom- 
paratively small amount of freight, while the slower vessels and 
those of smaller size receive less aid, and those under 1,000 tons 
receive no assistance whatever? No picture that can be drawn of 
the evils resulting from our want of a merchant marine ean re- 
ceive much coloring from the state of our export trade. 


On the other hand, during the period when our people have 
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owned so small a percentage of foreign shipping our export trade 
has been enjoying the most phenomenal growth ever recorded in 
the history of nations. This trade, which amounted to only $7.29 
per capita in 1868, had increased to $17.96 per capita in 1900, ang 
even this enormous figure has since been surpassed. In 1860 the 
value of all exports was only $188,000,000, while in 1903 it amounted 
to $1,457,575,865. 

Of all our exports, 63 per cent in value and a far larger percent. 
age in weight and bulk are farm products, and yet the vessels 
carrying these products were to receive the smallest rate of sub. 
sidy. the purpose of the friends of this legislation is the pro. 
motion of commerce, why should this be the case? In anappeniix 
I give the manifest of the Georgic for March. 13, 1900, and the S+, 
Louis for February 20, 1900, in so far as they relate to farm 
products. The St. Louis is a 20-knot steamer of 11,626 tons, and 
would receive the highest rate of pay under this bill, to wit, 2.7 
cents per ton per 100 nautical miles. The Georgie is a freight 
steamer of 10,077 gross tons and 13 knots, and will receive the 
lowest rate of subsidy, or 1 cent per 100 nautical miles sailed 
per ton. 

This shows that the St. Louis carried no real farm products 
and only about 400 tons of partly manufactured products, of which 
dressed beef, the product of the beef trust, is the principal; not 
a pound of flour or cotton or a bushel of wheat, corn, or oat 
while the cargo of the boat picked out by the provisions of that 
bill to. receive the smallest rate of subsidy carried about 7,000 tons 
of raw farm products, enough to fill the freight space on the Si. 
Louis twice. 

The total value of our domestic exports for the year 1903 was 
$1,457,575,865. Of that sum, agricultural products amounted to 
$913,584,571, or 62.68 per cent of all the exports of the country, 
We have shown that the fast-sailing ocean liners, which receive 
nearly three times as much subsidy as the freighters, carry only 
about 5 per cent of the farm products. It was pointed out to tho 
committee in the Fifty-seventh Congress, in the hearings, that 
smnall sailing vessels of less than 1,000 tons, which carry small 
loads and can sail into ports with shallow harbors, go scouting 
on experimental trips to new ports, opening up communication 
and establishing new trade, and though the chief object of such 
a billis the promotion of commerce by the payment of subsidies, 
these pioneers of trade were to receive no share in the bounties 
under the Senate bill. 

The bill which was pending in the Fifty-sixth Congress con- 
tained a provision requiring each vessel receiving compensation 
to carry acargo amounting to at least 50 per cent of her gross 
tonnage. Very much was claimed for this provision in the re- 
port of the committee and the discussion. It was claimed tha 
this would compel the fast ocean liners to carry freight as we! 
as passengers. And if it had not contained exceptions intend: 
to relieve passenger steamers, it would have been a most beneticia 
provision. But the farmers and mannfacturers, seeking to in- 
crease their foreign trade and to reduce their freight rates, sought 
in vain for such a provision in the bill which passed the Senate. 

It must have hampered or interfered with the operations of 
these great ocean steamers, the owners of which have been s0 
diligent in their demand for this legislation and so persistent in 
advocating its adoption. If, therefore, the former bill was open 
to objection because of its limitations to the cargo provisions, how 
much more objectionable must be a bill which contains no cargo 
provisions whatever. The language used by the minority in i's 
report to the House in the Fifty-sixth Congress applied to tle 
Senate bill without qualification. 


We are asked to pay not for the purpose of promoting commerce, but for 
the purpose of assisting in sending American tourists abroad whocan afford 
without any Government aid, to travel and spend their money in Wurop:. 
The Government is asked to pay not for the exportation of American prod- 
ucts, but for the exportation of American customers for foreign marke‘s. 


Is there any just hope that the adoption of the proposed policy 
will lower the rate of freights? On this subject we have nothing 
but the bare assertion of its advocates. No example, no instan 
has been pointed out where this result has been accomplishe(! 
The conditions of the trade govern the rates. In fact, the very 
claims of its supporters negative the idea that it will bring abou 
reduction in rates. 

The claim for the necessity of its passage, the one grand arz"- 
ment relied on, is that the aid to be paid will equalize conditions 
and place the American owner on equality with the foreign 
The money paid out will go to the owner to compensate him for 
what he is compelled to invest in building and spend in op r' 
ing ships in excess of the amount expended by foreign cow pet! 

on. 

Such a measure promises no extension of our foreign trade and 
will give no lowering of the rates of ocean freight to our mU- 
facturers and farmers. 

It is claimed, however, that in the event that two of the power 
ful European nations should engage in war we would have 00 
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: means of transportation for products, and some one in the heat 
4 of debate has said that ‘‘if the war lasted long enough, the prod- 
9 nets of the American farm.and the American shop would stand 

: in the storehouse until they rotted.” 

if This is a favorite argument with the advocates of this system. 
“ Is it at all likely that any such result would follow a Europe an | 


war? It is as 

wonld follow, but with all due defference to the gentlemen who 

‘8 make sueh assertions, I for one shall ask higher proof: than naked 

3 ion. In either peace or war the European people must eat. 

i of war their home industries will be somewhat disturbed. 

ll times they must look to the surplus of the American farm 

heir sustenance, and though war may come, their people will 

rve, but are bound to supply their wants from the surplus 
roducts of America. 

hould continue, it would not be long until the vess« 
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When I hear one assert that because two of the maritin 
s of Europe happen to be engaged in war the produ ts « 
ind fa “t ries will Seaadt aes “d to rot for w: of ocean t 
on, I feel assured that in the heat of del ate he has for the 
time being forgotten the force and power of American character 
nd the ability of the American people to carry to a successful 
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enterprise that may be necessary. To preach such doc - 
| must close his eyes to the history of the 1 10st com 
1ph that the industrial world has ever witnessed. In l 
dire results which our frien¢s predict would follow suc! 


r, all history and all reason show it to be true beyond dispute 
that a protracted European war would stimulat ea builk L our 
! int marine. Such ¢ ] 
. century of subsidy. [Ap yplause. 

the advocates of the subsidy policy were truly in earnest in 
their claim that one of the first objects sought to be attained by 
the bill is the ae of ships in American yards, why did we 
not find in the bill the provisions — in the bill introduced 
in the ) Fi fty-sixth Congress, whereby the owners receiviz 
sidy were compelled to build new vessels equal to 25 per ec 
the tonnage of the vessels receiving aid under the terms of the 
ct. and the provision that American citizens having their capital 


? and 
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invested in foreign vessels should be entitled to procure an Am¢ r- 
ican register of their boats and tor: ceive one-half the regular 
rate of subsidy, provided they build other ships of equal tonnage 


rican yards? 
promoters of this measure must know that if any subsidy 
ation at all is enacted, these two provisions or simil 






leg ar 
( would stimulate the building of ships in American yards far 
more than any or all of the provisions contained in the measure, 
yet they were ignored and turned down without any apology. 
» can then wonder that it is claimed that the i moters of 
islation were far more anxious about giving aid toth ywn- 
ers of the ships Now engaged in the foreign trade than they were 
late the shipbuilding industry in American yards? If 
i legislation is to - adopted, no good excuse can be given for 
ion of thes se two provisions already intended to encour- 
American shipbuilding. 
ems to me that : it is therefore clear that there is now no 
ty for such legislation, for the following reason 
Our shipbuilding industry enjoys many advantages not 
d by other industries. It has succes fully passed the ¢ 
I ental stage, is developing, and, without further aid, in a 
short time will construct vessels in c mpetition with the 
rs of all the world. 
The history of the development of our steel industries, in 
h the same high-priced labor is employed, proves beyond € 
cha we can attain the same degree of perfection in shiz 
» law of thé port and not the law of the flag gov } 
of the sailor. 
Wages do not control the pow r of a people to own and oper- 
rchant marine; this depends upon the busi 
{ the people, the efficie n¢ y of the labor, and the giving of 





n by the people to that particular pursuit. 










The policy of England and Germany of granting mail pay 
shipping interests for political purposes is not the cause 
prosperity o th eir merchant marine and affords no argu- 
I t y pol i oy. 
@ 03 rsal policy followed by European countri¢ 
been that of fre wehien; and whatever prosperity they have en- 
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Mr. Kerr characterized the arguments for subsidies as “the old and pre- 
tentious prayer of the few, the aggregated wealth of the rich corporations, 








for extorting contributions from the people. These contributions are for 
their own individual pecuniary benefit. The country will gain nothing by 
them. Commerce will become no cheaper.” 
301 nin F’. Butler said: ‘I am opposed diametrically, with all my might, 
vith all my judgment, with all my strength, to the ideas of subsidizing any 
lines whatever. The only time when this Government attempted to subsi- 


dize a line of steamers, the great Collins Line, we notonly lost our money, but 
we ruined those whom we undertook to aid.”’ 
On March 20, 1872, the amendment was lost and the appropriation bill was 


pa 





lay 2 the bill was reported to the Senate by the chairman of the Com- 
n Appropriations with the above amendment attached. 

nator Chandler, of Michigan, said: “Itisdesirable toown ironships, very 
desirable, and I hope to see the day when we shall have our old supremacy 
in shippi but it never will be done by subsidies. It is not_ the subsidized 
lines of Great Britain that pay the largest returns. You will never restore 
your flag to the ocean by subsidies, [care not how great you may make them. 

Tou may increase your subsidies to $10,000,000 a year and you will not restore 

rour flag. 
. Senator Morrill, of Maine, said: ‘Is it practicable to recall our shipping? 
I think it is,and by the simple st process. Nota dollar of subsidies. Give us 
cheap materials, and we will doit. Give us the ground on which we stand, 
so that we shall have materials just as cheap as they can be afforded else- 
where, and then all these shipyards and all that skilled labor will be at work 
at once; and you will find that we shall restore the balance of the shipping 
interests on the ocean that now stands against us.” 

Senator Sherman, of Ohio, said: ‘Since we can not build these vessels 
within 20 or 30 per cent of the cost in England, why not admit them free? 
Why not admit them duty free, raise the American flag upon them, put 
American officers upon their decks, and have American lines instead of Brit- 
ish lines? Why, sir, if that bill should prass, authorizing foreign ships when 
owned by American citizens to be used for the present—for three years— 
under the American flag, one-half of the lines between New York and Eng- 
land would bé American lines in sixty days.” 

Senator Edmunds said: “‘It is a favor to asetof men who wish to get some 
money out of the Treasury. * * * Iamnot ready tograntanybody money 
out of the Treasury until there is a pretty good reason for it.” 
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ship is totake the man who now has his hand on your throat and confess that 
whatever you are todo you are to dofor him. I must say that that meets 
my respectfuladmiration. Inasmuch as the whole object of this performance 
is to increase the profits of these lines already established, and inasmuch as 

“body seems to agree that whatever we are to do in the way of opening 
yetition is a mere cover that will amount to nothing, it is only putting a 
thin veil over the nakedness of the monstrosity. 
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** Why not do it fair and square, as the Senator from Nevada’s argument 
tends to show, and say at once that whoever has a line now shall take all the 
money out of the Treasury that is left and have done with it? That is the 
true way. Then, if the people complain of us for spending their money 








wastef they will at least give us credit for boing honest in telling them 
plainly that we are plundering them. This is the best way; so that if we are 
guilty of a little dereliction of duty in taking their money out of their pock- 
ets, we shall at least have the corresponding benefit, the mitigation, in their 
judgment, that we have done it plainly and squarely, so that there is no dis- 
guise about it. 

** Senators are right who say that this notion about advertising is perfectly 
useless, except perhaps as against the China line, which is now a corpora- 
tion with immense capital and immense profits that may bid against this 
very line. The Japan and China line may bid for this very service, and take 
some of its discarded ships or buy some others, which is easy enough to do, 
and put them on this line, and by and by we shall have an enormous mo- 
nopoly in the Pacific confined to one line, the Pacific Mail, that has driven off 
from that ocean every other enterprise of American citizens and everybody 
else.” 

Fernando Woodsaid: ‘* When the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Shellabarger] 
yesterday made his historical references to the nations of ancient and mod- 
ern times, he, in my judgment, failed entirely to make the proper applica- 
tion to the present condition and attitude of things in the United States. 
Out of all the nations to which he referred he instanced but one, which, ac- 
cording to his own argument, had advanced its commerce by subsidies, and 
that was England. I think that if he will closely examine the contracts made 
by the British Government with these different subsidized lines, he will find 
that in every instance the bounties are given as an equivalent for mail car- 
rying and that outside of what is considered assuch an equivalent not one 
dollar is given as subsidy even by the English Government itself.” 

On May 3, 1872, Senator Morton said, what is even more true of the present 
than of the Pacific Mail bill: “I want to say that my information is that the 
business of this company is prosperous; that they have made money, and that 
they can put on thisadditional service without any subsidy, and weare voting 
it without any evidence, without the slightest proof that it is necessary in 
order to procure the additional service and in order to sustain the interests 
of commerce. Weareacting without evidence, or rather we are acting in the 
face of evidence, for all the evidence on the subject is that this company can 
put on this additional service without this subsidy and that their_interests 
require them to do so.” 

Senator Harlan said, on May 7, 1872: ‘** Voting bounties or subsidies to stimu- 
late the investment of capital in any particular branch of businessis nota 
desirable class of legislation. It might stimulate the production of corn in 
Iowa if Congress would vote an appropriation to pay John Doe and Richard 
Roe 25 cents a bushel bounty on all the corn they may raiso in the next ten 
years. Ihave no doubt it would increase the amount of corn that those two 
1 But ought it to be voted on that account?” 
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ndividuals would produce. 
Senator McCreery said, February 23, 1875: “I believe that this subsidy was 
procured by bribery and fraud, and that is a sufficient ground for me to place 
my voteinfavor of itsrepeal. Other Senatorsmay cast their own votes upon 
whatever grounds they choose: but as for my single self, I make no defense 
and no apology for bribery and fraud, no matter in what shape or in what 
form they may show themselves. From the sneak thief who adroitly pur- 
loins your handkerchief, rising through all the grades of grand and petit lar- 
ceny, to the lobby organized on a capital of half a million to plunder the 
Treasury, I condemn them all. * * * The representatives of the States 
and the people should never cease their efforts until these corrupting influ- 
ences are expelled in disgrace from the Capitol.” 
The Brazilian Line was subsidized from 1866 to 1876, and the American ex- 
orts to Brazil remained practically stationary at from $5,000,000 to $7,000,000. 
t was universally recognized asa failure, and the subsidy was withdrawn. 
When the subsidy was withdrawn the exports immediately began toincrease. 
During the last five years they have varied from $12,000,000 to,$13,250,000 per 
ear. 
The Pacific Mail to Japan was subsidized, and the exports increased but 
slightly and were about $1,000,000. After the subsidy was withdrawn the 
trade begai to increase, and our exports now amount to from $17,000,000 to 
20,000,000. 
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The Venezuelan Red D Line was subsidized under the postal law of | 
and under the operation of the subsidy our exports to that country |} 
yao off nearly 50 per cent. In 1891 they were $4,784,956; in 1899 they w 
$2,851,604. 

In 1872 the Pacific Mail tried to get an increase of its subsidy, and 
pended $900,000 in promiscuous bribery. The Congressional investi¢ 
that followed revealed a piece of legislative corruption paralleled on 
the Pacific railroad bribes of the same year. In every one of these insta 
Congress refused to renew the subsidy on the expiration of the cont; 
showing conclusively that they had failed to accomplish their purpose 

The minority of the committee have searched in vain for an instar 
the history of nations where a subsidy to an established line has iner 
foreign trade or lowered freight rates. 

COST OF OPERATING SHIPS. 


The next point to consider is the difference in cost of operating a shi; 
der the American flag and under a foreign flag. In comparing the ev 
running a ship under the American flag with the cost of running a si: 
ship under the British flag, both ina regular service between the sam 
adjacent ports, we have to take into consideration the following items 


1. Coal. 

2. Oil. 

3. Trimming of coal. 
4. Stevedoring. 

5. Food. 

6. Insurance. 


7. Port expenses. 

8. Wages of officers and crew. 

(land 2) Coal and oil will be bought by both ships wherever it is best 
and cheapest. There is thus no difference as to these two items wheth: 
ship is American or British. 

(3 and 4) The cost of trimming coal and stevedoring cargo ought to 
no difference. Asa matter of fact, the American Line pays for steved 
45 cents per hour for sundry work in New York, while several of the Bri: 
lines pay the regular wages fixed by the longshoremen’s union, 60 cents | 
hour, for the same work. 

(5) People who have traveled by the White Star Line (British), Cu 1 
Line (British), and American Line (American), and who are thus able to 


t | pare the feeding on the steamers of these different lines, will admit tha 
On May 7, 1872, Senator Edmunds said: ** Then the only way to get a good | 


quality and quantity of food supplied are very similar onall of these steai 

(6) On the insurance item there ought not to exist any difference eithe 
far as the rate of insurance isconcerned. Of course the amount insured: 
be higher in the case of an American-built ship if the recent statements of 
our shipping people are to be believed in preference to their statements 
few yearsago. However, the higher amount to be paid on this item by 
American shipowner is not on account of having his ship run under + 
American flag, but having it built in the United States. Consequently 1 
amount insured on the many foreign-built ships which, in accordance 
this subsidy bill, are to be transferred to American registry will not | 
fected by the mere fact of changing the flag. 

(7) The port expenses ought to be less for American vessels, which do not 
pay tonnage taxes in the United States, whereas foreign ships clearing 
3ritish ports have to pay this considerable item. Port expenses in Great 

Britain are the same for British and non-British steamers. 
(8) Wages of oficers.—Here we note the following differences: 


Fast American liner (St. Paul): Fast Liverpool passenger liner 
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RIOS CREO nencnncmonca - $120.00 (Campania): 
Second officer ........... ‘ 70.00 og $1¥ 
Third officer............. i 60.00 Pirst OFNCO?... ..<...<ecn<. 
Fourth officer ......<.scse 4.00 Second officer -.......... i t 
Chief engineer ......- —_—— | Exira second officer..... J ’ 
F rst assistant engineer.. 100.00 ry te ) 
Junior first assistant engi- Fourth officer ............ r) 

WOOP oi Phoned coe eta - 85.00 Chief engineer. -.......... - 15.0 
Extra first assistant engi- Senior second engineer .. 1). (i 

WORE: 5. co coca aoe > 85.00 Second engineer __....... ss 4) 
Senior second engineer -. 70.00 Senior third engineer ---. 75.0) 
Junior second engineer .. €5.00 Third engineer ........... 12.50 
renior third engineer.... 60.00 Senior fourth engineer .. — 67.5v) 
Junior third engineer .... 55.00 Fifth engineer...........-. ti 
Fourth engineer ....... sed £0.00 

—— TR ict eae, ans 
A hos cniacnmcteenndics 1,010.00 


This shows an immaterial difference of $15in favor of the British ship. 
The crew wages are as follows: 








| Caremmibee ooo ooo a ee $4 

Carpenter’s mate ......-...... pt ee Gti bcrcceddbceiGaesccorcs 
DR ic rc ceiiaScesaate me ee 
Boatswain’s mate -.........-.- - 27.50 | Boatswain’s mate -........2.... 
Master at arms................ - 25.00! Boatswain’s mate _. 
BARONS 2. cccccncn iaknackanee ence Se | SEMBCer Ob OFT. .....<...-...-- 

- SN tha eiaaee 

ANNE ip cuabaiaiealbn dha dasa « 200.00 
Total 2 ) 


In these wages we do not find any material difference either. 
Stewards received the same amount on both the American and B: 
“es ror 
n the engine room, however, the wages paid on the American shij 
higher than those paid on the British ships: 


CATORDOED 6 occ cncinecss wasssusean et kon do cocmgcunedusnes- $ 
Firemen....... om. ON 1h I ot Be oid ica caenan : 
Trimmers ------- 30.00 | Trimmers 





If we take into consideration that the ships we are comparing at pr 
have on board, say, 20 greasers, 50 firemen, and 5) trimmers, we arrive a 
first difference of some consequenoo in favor of the British ship: 

Bet POND ssincmutisid Sandeccsrth a dundinis jaime eaten $ 
50 by $15 


IN, a scrsidsietosctes a Sle acd cine aa Rae a aie ae I to 


This would make a difference of $15,900 a year, to equalize which the st 
ship St. Paul would receive a yearly subsidy of $408,596.54. 

In the hearings before the House Committee on the Merchant Marine 
Fisheries we find a statement made by Mr. Clyde on behalf of Mr. Gri: 
It reads as follows: 

“The sum that the American Line ships will get under the bill will b 
more than sufficient to compensate their American owners for the addi 
in cost of furnishing ocean transportation with that type of ship as « 
pes with furnishing it under the British or Norwegian or other for 

> the same type of ship.” 
_ We have seen that the only material differences between the cost of r 
ning an ocean liner under the American flag and the British flag are to 
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aaa to one-twentieth of the subsidy which the American ship would 


kK OF SUBSIDY WILL GO TO PASSENGER SHIPS, WHICH CARRY BUT 
LITTLE CARGO AND PRA‘ TICALLY NO FARM PRODUCTS. 


nly are the rates of subsidy twice as high for swift passenger steam- 
rdinary freighters, but, as will appear from an examination of the 

of subsidy which would go to various steamships and lines, the pas 

at least for the first few years, would get co 

ail the subsidy given, an id yet the passenger 

re ny n about 10 per cent of our total export 

r agricultural export 

fule ration of the manifests of passenger and freight steam Ts 

ta apparer nt, and leads to the further conclusion that th 


1eTs, 
steamers do not 
ts and less than 5 per 





xamiut 






‘s carry mainly a high class of freight, compo od 
fy red goods exported at prices considerably below those 
to American consumers. A comparison of the outgoing manifests 

ft passeng rT with those of two freight steamers follows. 
t. Paul isa swiit pass seuger steamer of the American Line, with a 
nnage of 11,629 ton 
ies 


‘ttan isa freighter of the Atlantic Transport Company, with a 


unage of 8,004 tons and a speed of 14 — ts. 
















































he igoing manifests of the St. Paul for April 3, 1900, and of the 
in for De ember 16, 1899, we summarize the follow’ ing as to the farm 
I ‘ts carried by each: 
Manhat-' < : 
tan. St. Paul. 
I ole. Of CORT x ociidtecncnccdsscessda ccocunsocnsceunasoweness 138, 645 | None. 
1 Fs esis retin cabinet 1, 360 | None 
Vn = Se ee BO, 325 None. 
> ben Of OGRE « ecccnccacccccecces ccceconcesconcescceces cacesces 335 | None. 
O8 BEF ccccniccnn eieccnen <scecnccdanndsasstndcucacnanis 4,518 None. 
r 262; None 
Sa 11, 5382 | 2 
H 800 None. 
I 106 | None 
Box PE elt teed abel: 1,946 | 1 
yer e S a aee 1,551 1,050 
W . ax staves -....-.------------------------------------- 1,27 None 
v None. 
B: 102 
Boxes 672 
Hog None. 
Case None 
Cases 0 | None. 
Bags of 2 | 2 
Sacks of pe =. Sarracenia arenaasipiiap tans 125 | oY 
Chastity it NR at eee a cic cic queda conn emansieidinaiiane | 441 | None. 
Cases of nn REE SS RE TERR BEER 63 355 
Ce I hited cea o tctm denne cddoasdeaamnaeed | None. 2,796 
Packages and crates of poultry -..................--...----- | None. | 1, 547 
Boxes, cases, etz., of meat, lard, oleomargarine, etc......- None. | 8,145 
From these manifests it is evident that the St. Paul carried practically no | 
fa roducts, unless lard, bacon, dressed beef, and canned meats. Includ- 
ing such products, the St. Paul apparently carried only 500 or 600 tons of 
such freigh 
The Ma ihattan, with a gross tonnage of about two- thirds that of the St 
Paul, and which would get about two-fifths as much subsidy per trip as the 
St. I carried of corn alone more than enough to fill the whole cargo ca- 
pacity (3,500 tons) of the St. Paul. Of corn, oats, hay, cattle, and horses the 
M t carried enough to fill the St. Paul twice. of these distinctly 
far ucts the St. Paul carried not a ton. Of the farm products and 
se factured farm products the Manhattan appears to have carried at 
least tiftes en times as many tons as did the St. P ul that is, per ton of farm 
yroducts carried (concerning which this bill professes such concern) the St. 
b would get thirty-seven times as much subsidy as would the Manhattan. 
The St. Louis is a swift passenger steamer of the American Line, with a 
gross tonnage of 11,629 tons 
» Geor gic is a freight steamer of 10,077 gross tons and 13 knots speed. 
5 elongs to the White Star Line. 
omparison of the outgoing manifests of the Georgic for March 13, 1909, 
and of the St. Louis for February 20, 1900, as to the farm products carried, 
gives the following results: 
Georgic. St. Louis. 
Bi 8| None. 
B 3, § None. 
I 7 None. 
< 5 None. 
: t None. 
LL eé PN a se 919 | None. 
mea i of horse a a a a7 None. 
su rN 89, 917 None. 
I a a 10, 936 None 
ORI Ng 9, 659 None 
I re ne 571 347 
Un ne Oy NO ne ce aaa 1, 624 | 1, 162 
a 6, 506 | 4,250 
I a a RE 783 | None. 
* dey: da Ea iat snhick boi duck ahan phasekinasudanigiinbunn 6, 661 3:78] 
OP a ET sR 4, 306 None 
lles of RASS EGER via Pa 832 | None 
; as 30 10 
So ae a 16 None. 
‘ La oe 250 None. 
Cra A DUNN oii ee ys 131 None 
a i see 648 None. 
ACO a cuinedanad 123 12 
a lerces i Nk a eg ey 58 None. | 
Cases of i cate ae a None 1, 200 
Boxes of bacon and hams | ...... 2c. -cceeecccnonccouccceo. None 902 


ese 








Thus the St. Louis carried no real farm products and only about 400 tons of 
sae ly manufactured farm products, of which dressed beef is the principal 
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1 the wages paid the hands in the engine room. This difference does | The Georgic, with a gross tonnage considerably less than that of the 


re SB 
Louis, and which woul ld get only one-half as much subsidy per tri arrie 





of raw farm products—corn, hay, cats, straw, cattle, hors W i, 
and barley—about 7,000 tons, or enough to fill the St. Louis tw Of these 

ducts the St. Louis did urry a ton 

Of farm products anufactured farm products tl ap 

pears ate ave carried at least twenty t 3 aS many 3 4. 
Or of fa products carried the St. Lo would receive a Ss as 
sieaheahaliee en uld the Georgic. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairma T yield twenty-five minu he 
gentleman from Ohio { Mr. BU RTON | 

The CHAIRM2 The gentleman from Ohio is r¢ zed for 
twenty-five mit ates. 

Mr. BU RTO Ir. Chairman, I am opposed te the 1 ~ 





gramme exemplifie d by this bill. I oppos it because I beli \- 
volves a de parture » from the fundamental principles an 3 
which are alike the bulwark and the honor of this ] 

It involves great extravagance; but that is, aft r 
consideration. We can in no way illustrate th: ur 
naval establishment so well as by referring to certai 

In the years 1886 and 1887 there was expended for 1 N re. 
spectively $13,907,000 and $15,141,000. The expenditures for the 
year 1903 were $82,000,000. The present bill carries a total of 
$96,000,000, almost seven times as great an amount 
pended in 1886, and more than six times as great as t] nount 


expended in 1887. What is the need of t 
nation on earth is atts acking us or threatening 
In 1895 the Executive insisted that Gr vat Britain shonld settle 
a dispute with ths little Republic of Venezuela by ar! 


his grea 


ing 


us; 


The demand was complied with. In 1898 we insisted upon the 
independence of Cuba--that it should be wrested from : untry 
whic ‘h had held the island for nearly four hundre An 





attempt was made to form a combination of the nations of Europe 
against us. That effort failed, and failed utterly. About the 
same time a European statesman sought to make an economi 
combination or alliance of the countries of Europe agai us, SO 
that there might be retaliatory tariffs against the United States. 
That effort failed. 

What country is questioning our control in the Philip; 
What country held back when our President insisted that Panama 
be independent of Colombia? Certainly there have be: 


n 


ine q? 


nN Oy Pp T- 
tunities enough in the last six or seven years for the nations of 
the earth to combine or intervene against us and cause us = 


culty; but every time we have been allowed to pursue our cours 


| as we pleased. 


The fact is, we do not need a great navy unless there is a com- 


| bination of all European powers against the United States, and 


| in the 





what is more unlikely? If there were a combination of al 
powers we could not provide a navy which could cope with them 


without such a change in political, social, and economic con diti ns 
as would be absolutely appalling to us. Indeed we could not 
build a navy greater and stronger than that of Great Britain 
alone, without changing the whole framework of si in this 


country. 
Why is it that the navy of Great Britain is so prominent, an 
why is it that it is maintained at its present stand 
efficiency? 
It is different with that country because of 


5 aTa 1D S1Z¢é 


the great number 





of people engaged in shipping and fishing, the insular nat 
the country, with its vast possessions over the sea, which it is 1 
essary to protect and foster. The very large amount « 
invested in the merchant marine, and its very great 


carrying trade, in itself furnishes the recruiting field 


| the navy, and at the same time a reason for the protection of B 
ish interests in all parts of the earth. 

Again, a not insignificant feature, in which they are 1 8 i 
rior tothe United States exc ept in thelonger re rd of years. is t 
great traditions of the Englishnavy. Itis thoroughly ay priate 
when they select names for their battle ships which are built to 
belch out fire and smoke that they should name them as they 
have. His Majesty’s war ships, the Colossus, the Pou the 
Thunderer, and the Terrible. That which would be e1 I 
bast in another country is entire ly appropriate when we 
the magnitude and ~ aoe of the English navy. 

What is the reason, then, for this great expenditure of $ . 
000, an amount ae ac ea the total that is exper 
strictly civil side of the Government, bearing i 
Post-Office is nearly self-sustaining? It means t 
ing the nations of the earth to attack us. It mea 
declaring to the world that we are going t 
tirely different from that w 1 we ha 
that we are striving to dominate poli l iirs in ¢ 
of the earth. Is anybody afraid of the Monroe doctrine? In t 
years we have had instances enough to show that that « 
admitted by all nations to be an established fact in the dij 
policy of the world. It has been strained at timrs, in the oj 
of some of us, without awakening any opposition whatever, so 


there is no cloud over it. Our supremac y in this he misphere is 
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admitted, and that supremacy will rest upon the strongest foun- 
dation while it is exercised in justice and with the desire to pro- 
mote honesty and good faith between these republics and all the 
nations of the earth. [Applause.] 

Mr. Calhoun saidthe Monroe doctrine did not mean that we are 
to uphold one of these South American republics if in the wrong. 
President Roosevelt,in our day, said it does not mean that we are 
to shield them from paying their honest debts. The Monroe doc- 
trine is nota doctrine or proclamation of injustice to other powers. 
Rightly considered it means that in this hemisphere republican 
government must prevail, and that weak nations shall-be—pre- 
tected against the strong. It isone which is in itself'so manifestly 
just that no power of the world will ever dare attack it when 
properly maintained and when it is kept within its reasonable 
limits. : 

I understand one gentleman of this House, speaking afew days 
ago, said that Germany would soon attack us. What hobgoblin 
disturbed him in his dreams? [Laughter.] There is just about 
as much chance of war with Germany as that by some great cata- 
clysm part of the Eastern Hemisphere will slip over here, so that 
one of her capes will abut against our country. The nations of 
Europe respect us; they honor us, and, so far as fear is salutary, 
they fearus. We have an economic advantage as compared with 
any part of the whole world. They know that in war our friend- 
ship is necessary. War is not a matter alone of battle ships, nor 
of men and cannon, but of resources and of staying qualities, of 
ability to provide for the strain and distress of a great struggle. 
What nation of Europe, if it were engaged in war, would desire 
to lose our friendship and good will? 

There is another very important phase of this question. The 
tendency of the present time is toward peace. The situation is 
now such in the Old World that no country can go to war with- 
out grave reason, at least without incurring the condemnation of 
the rest. Since 1815, during which time, as it would seem, the 
world has grown in inventions and in the improvements which 
come with civilization more than in all the centuries before, the 
nations of Europe have tried to maintain peace and amity, be- 
cause they knew that war, with its devastation and bloodshed, 
brings unhappiness and calamity to all the nations of the earth. 

So the nations are warned they must not go to war unless they 
have the most weighty reasons. Now, here is our country, one 
which should most of all set an example which shall look to- 
ward a better day of peace and amity, that is spending six times 
as much for its Navy as it did seventeen years ago. We have 
nothing to do with their rivalries and quarrels. Almost asmuch 
as by our republican institutions and the push and energy of the 
American citizen we have gained our present standing among the 
nations of the earth by our splendid isolation. We are remote 
from wars and conflicts. Shall we declare to the nations of the 
earth that we will depart from those old policies; that new am- 
bitions inspire and actuate us? Shall our battle ships line up 
with the battle ships of the countries which for centuries have 
been maintaining an extensive and depressing military establish- 
ment? 

If so, the indication does not look toward peace; it looks toward 
war, and we will be taking a backward step. ‘‘ My art, it was 
but justice,’’ were the words the dramatist put in the mouth of 
Cardinal Richelieu. Our art and our glory, they are but justice. 
[Applause.] And if we stand for the triumphs of just diplomacy 
rather than by those of cannons and guns, we will gain the 
respect of the world. Oh, but, some one says, it needs war to 
bestir and maintain our manhood. There are enough opportuni- 
ties for heroism in this world, with its tragedies and difficulties, 
without war. I have listened here sometimes to men who fo- 
mented conflict by their utterances. I have wished there was a 
rule in this House that when a man talked in favor of war it 
should be settled that in case war ensued he must stand in the 
most conspicuous place on the firing line for at least the length 
of time he consumed in Lis speech. [Applause.] 

‘* They are the men behind the guns,”’ says one of our humor- 
ists; ‘‘ yes, 4,000 miles behind the gun and willing to be farther.’’ 
[Applause.] We can not afford as a country to allow our exam- 
ple to be exerted in the direction of war and great military estab- 
lishments. It is not alone the first .expense, which will increase 
far more than we can realize, but we must consider that proba- 
bly for every dollar invested in a battle ship, in a short space of 
years $10 will be required for the maintenance and equipment 
of the ambitious naval establishment which is projected. You 
must have dry docks and you must have naval stations; you must 
have coaling stations and colliers, with all the incidents whieh 
belong to a great navy. Nearly one hundred millions will be ex- 
pended now and far more in the early future. But far more im- 
portant than the expenditure of money is the threatening prospect 
for the future which this policy affords. 

I wish that the words of him whose birthday we celebrate to- 
day could be heard again. His heart was always for peace. He 








— 


was ready to fight and to die for his country, but he left in his 
Farewell Address that which is a priceless heritage, the injur.- 
tion to cultivate and maintain peace and good will with all y).- 
tions. 
ciples which will be immortal because they are immortally rig}):, 
I wish I could with some degree of force so much as whisper iy 
the ears of men those words of William McKinley: 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] He set forth prin. 


Let us ever remember that our interest is in concord, not conflict; that 


our true glory rests in the triumphs of peace, not those of war. 


Oh, but it is said, ‘‘ Thisismerely a defensive measure; the best 


way to secure peace is to be ready for war, and so build up a 
great navy.”’ 
when he said: ‘‘ We know that we are humble, but we are afraid 
that other people that are not humble will get the start of us.” 
The best way to secure peace is to promote every means for an 
amicable settlement of national controversies by an international! 
tribunal like the courts which render judgments between ini 

viduals, so that its judgments may be sanctioned and enforce. 
The strongest sanction that can be given as the years will go hy, 
a force as strong as a despotism for the enforcement of its do- 
crees, will be that of public opinion, which is the controlling force 


How similar to that are the words of Uriah Heey 


in our own country at this day. 
Every step that you take to build other battle ships and to in- 


crease the Navy is another influence against settling disputes in 


this way. Is there no voice to be raised among us in favor of 


making advancement in settling the world’s controversies in an 
amicable manner? 
in our naval programme? I want to call attention to this report 
to show that in comparison with us France and Germany ani 
other powers are abating in their efforts for a greater navy. It 
is the United States that is going ahead with the greatest rapidity; 
it is the United States that is saying we must be prepared for 
war; it is the United States that is saying, in effect, if not in 
words, we are to be ready for war, which means that we invite 


Are we to go even ahead of the other nations 


war. 

I want to call attention briefly, for this is a matter which pre- 
sents some political considerations, to several paragraphs in the 
Democratic national platform of 1900. That platform says: 

We are in favor of extending the Republic’s influence among the nat 


but believe that influence should be extended not by force or violence, but 
through the persuasive power of a high and honorable example. 


Now, did you mean it? Was it merely an idealistic dream o 
that hot day at Kansas City, or was it an expression of the policy 
of the party? Has that idea outlawed since 1900? If so, how long 
does it take for the declaration in a party platform to outlaw? Is i 
three years or is it four years? Will that clause, or one similar to 
it, be repeated by your convention in 1904? In the face of that, 
are you going to vote for a $100,000,000 naval bill to-day? 

I say this not with any accusation that this plank was mere 
buncombe in that party platform. I say it because I think this 
question should be viewed from the broad standpoint of sts 
manship, of what is best not for a political party or organization, 
but for our common country. It might even have been less im- 
portant whether we elected McKinley or Bryan in 1900,import:nt 
as it was, in comparison with the great questions that might uriso 
affecting the whole future of the Republic. 

Again it was said in that platform: 

We oppose militarism. 


Well, is not a navy a part of militarism? Is not the desire to be 
second in the nations of the earth with your Navyanupbuilding «f 
militarism? Has anyone from that side filed a minority report 0» 
any naval bill that has come into the House within the last t! 
or four years? If not, why are these planks in your platform 
there if you are in favor of this large programme, this exten! 
expenditure, this declaration to the world that America is to bv 4 
military power? Are these declarations to be repeated when 5 
meet at St. Louis, or wherever you meet? We should cry hal’ 
every issue thatlooks toward war or the preparation for war. ‘T).1s 
should not be a party question. 

One gentleman, as I understand, opposed this bill because t!\2 
material for the Navy was made by the trusts. That shows |: 
when a man gets a fad in his mind, he will go astray. You wi! 
never attack the naval programme with any such popgun as th:' 
by saying that the material that belongs in the ships is made !)y 
trust. There isa broader and higher ground, and that is its 
fects upon the future of this great nation. upon civilization | 
and everywhere. Shall our statesmanship, with its aspiratio! 
its forecast of the future, look toward peace and amity and goo! 
will, or shall it look toward the bloody days of war? For one | 
want to say that I am unable to vote for a bill that carries ~» 
large an amount as this. I am unable to vote for a bill that - 
clares that the United States, which should be the herald of pea 
the leader in all great movements of civilization, is going 
double and treble and quadruple its Navy, all under the stale 
ment that we claim that it is in the interest of peace. 
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ntlemen, you are not going to make the world think that it 

e interest of peace. 

as own inner consciousness, you believe that these battle 

“and cruisers and torpedo boats mean that. They mean, 

r. the gratification of a desire that we shall enjoy the tri- 

hs of war upon the land and the sea again. I would not de- 

+ fromthe glories of the Americ sn Navy. I believe it is an effi- 

naval force, one which, as ex-President Harrison said, man 

- qian, gun for gun, shall be the best in the world; but this bill 

something very different from that. This is a programme 

more ambitious and emphatic. It seems to display a desire 

the future policy of this country shall be one of conflict. 
plause. | 

~ The CHAIRMAN. 

r. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield so much of my time remain- 

ing to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Powrrs] as he 


The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 


The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is rec- 
ognized for forty minutes. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, 
that I shall take but a very few moments. 
Member of this House I have taken great pleasure in following 
the m cr ent leadership of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bur- 
TON] who has just taken his sé a. I have recognized in the gen- 
tleman great learning. ¢reat ability, and great leadership. Ihave 

him bring onto the floor of this House a bill carrying an ap- 


I will say 


Since I have been a | 
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I doubt whether, if you reflect upon | gress, in March, 


| W. Harris, a Member of C 


2 


a at a @ 





Affairs presented at the first session of the Forty-seventh Con- 
1882, which would appear to settle this much- 
mooted que stion at once and for all time. This report, which 
contains more than 200 pages, was prepar d by the Hon. Benjamin 

ongress from Massachu ‘tts, who 
at that time chairman of the House Committee on Naval Affairs 
Mr. Harris is still living, at the age of some four 
still in perfect possession of that splendid mental vigor and equi 


scor \ rs and 


ment which rendered him a man of large influence whil or 
in this House. I am not aware that he has ever comp] 1 be- 
cause a deserved c redit fairly due him has never, up to t pres- 
ent time, been accorded him. nor am I aware that he has ever 


made complaint when the credit has been given to others 
he has so well earned and fairly belongs to him. This re 
ought to settle the question without further discussion. 

It sets forth the weakness of pur Navy as it existed in 1882, 
showing that we had at that time only thirty-eight vesse!s whi 
could be of any possible service in naval warfare, most of \ h 
were second-rate ships, not one well adapted for service 


and ma 
of which were built during the civil war, and even pri a 
time. The total tonnage of these thirty-eight vessels amonnted 
to some 37,000, about the equal of the tonnage of two Oo. our 
large battle ships at the present time. They carried only 357 guns 
| of all calibers, none of which were of high pa wer or breech- 
loaders. 
This report, after pointing out the great naval strength of other 
commercial nations, goes on to state that long delay looking to 


propriation of from fifty tosixty millions of dollars for internal im- | 


provements and carry that bill through and defend it perfectly to | 
ago one | 


-end. Iremember that something like twenty years 
my predecessors was de feated for what was called his vote for 
river and harbor ‘‘steal,’’ and yet it was a bill which carried 
an appropriation of only fifteen or twenty millions of dollars, 
Still, under the educating influence of my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. Burton] to-day the American people thoroughly believe in 
he improvement of our rivers and harbors, and no man in my 
district could be elected to-day who did not vote for a liberal ap- 
propriation in favor of such internal improvements. But I have 
enized to-day in the speech of the gentleman from Ohio what 
ms to me to be a false note. I have recognized in that speech 
want of that spirit and broad-mindedness which has character- 
ized his career since he has been a Member of this House. If I 
understand correctly his proposition, it is that the time has come 
when the United States can well afford to abandon its Navy and 
disband its Army, and yet I bear in mind, as you do, that it has 
been less than six years since the treaty of peace between this 
country and Spain, coming after a war that was carried on and 
won by the magnificent spirit and conduct of the United States 
N LvVV 
[i want to ask my friend from Ohio what could we have done 


for Cuba if we had been in the condition which the United States 
Navy was in twenty years ago? Wecould not have carried on a 


‘which we claimed at that time and which we claim now was 
in the interests of humanity. But let us look at the world at 

rze. To-day the United States has a navy which ranks fifth in 
nitnde among the navies of the world. Great Britain stands 

with a navy which has a tonnage of 1,516,040. France 
com snext. with a navy having a tonnage of 576.108. Then comes 
Russia, With a navy having a tonnage of 416.158; then Germany, 


Ww hs a tonnage of 387,874, and the United States, with a tonnage 
of 294,405. In this table accompanying the committee’s report 
will be 


” ships which we are now building are completed. 

t will give us a navy having a tonnage of 616,275,and make us 
rank as the third navy in the world, and in effici iency 
second. To-day, while this bill is under discussion, two of the 
great nations of the earth are engaged i in war; one a nation repre- 
senting 140,000,000 of people of the Caucasian race, and the other 
a nat ion representing 40,000,000 of people of a different race. So 
far the war has not been upon land, but has been upon the seas. 


| whether steel or iron shall be used in the c 


the building up of our Navy would not 
a crime. 

The report, in taking up the question of 
struction of the Navy, says that the first 


only be a folly but even 
for the con- 
involved is 
mstruction of vessel 
recommended to be built. The report then goes on to state tl 
arguments in favor of the adoption of steel, reaching the con- 
clusion that steel is the best possible material for ship cons 
tion, and says that the committee unhesitatingly rec 
adoption. And the committee, in this report, rec 
construction of the larger types of vessels to be 
be the most effective. both in speed and power. 
The report concludes by saying that the report made by the 
committee is entirely unanimous, and that no question of politi 


material 


question 


ruc- 
mmends 1ts 
mmends the 


built of steel to 








or party interest has for a moment divided it, and closes with the 
following language: 

We see the country which we leve and honor wit! ual zeal, a« v 
which ought even now to lead the world in c¢ ! nd which, f 

| great promise, may justly aspire to become the ruler of the seas, hel; s 

the ocean to defend itself against even the feebler nav powers, at 
out division of spntiment, seck to provi I a t re 
grave a misfortune, and the beginning « wl ay | 


found the comparative strength of the United States when | 
| 1882? 


at least the | 


While Great Britain, and France, and Germany, and all the na- | 


Hons of Europe are increasing their navies 
to say that this 
on the face of the globe; bathed, as it is, by the Atlantic on the 
one side and the Pacific upon the other—what right have we to 
Say that we are secure, unless we have a navy that compares 
favorably with the navies of the great nations of the earth? 
During the past fifteen years there has been a large amount of 
di cussion with reference to the origin of what is known as the 
‘hew’’ or ‘steel’? Navy. There has been more discussion as to 


;, what right have we 


nation, with the greatest seacoast of any nation | 


| for the purpose of warfare. 


whom the credit is due for originating this new method of construc- | 


tion. Men high in office and in the councils of each political party 


have at different times been credited with the honor of being the 
author or father of the new Navy. 
1 have before me the report of the House Committee on Naval | 


XXXVIII——140 





hoped for results. 
Mr. Harris has lived to see the fruition of his hopes, the build- 
ing up of a great navy. which will stand third in tonnage and 


second in efficiency among the nations of the world, when the 
ships now under construction are completed. 

No one can read the vigorous language contained in that report 
without fully comprehending that the Naval Committee of the 
Forty-seventh Congress, of which Mr. Harris was chairman, be- 
lieved in the building up of an efficient navy. not for the purpo 
of warfare, but as a safeguard for peace. Thecommittee reached 


this conclusion not as Republicans, not as Democrats, but as 
American citizens, more interested in the safety and developme1 
of the country than in the success of party ambition. 

Mr. Chairman, what do you suppose was our naval stre1 1 
That is only twenty-two yi yet in 1882 we had 
but thirty -eight vesse ‘Is, many of them built du 


es ago; v 
‘ing the civil war:a 
few small vessels built directly after the civil war; and the total 
tonnage of our entire navy in 1882, twenty-two years ago, was 
37,000. To-day we build two great battle ships which have a 
combined tonnage nearly equal to that of the entire navy in 1882. 
The total number of guns on those thirty-eight vessels was 357: 
and there was not a single gun that was known as a breech-load- 
ing, rifled, long-range gun on any one of those thirty-eight 
sels. We built between 1865 and 1882 a number of small vessels, 
of which the total tonnage was only 11,400. 

But in 1882 the Committee on Naval Affairs of this House came 
forward with a proposition to build up a steel navy, and we com- 
menced soon after that the building up of this great navy which 
is the pride of the American people. 

Mr. Chairman, I deny that we are building up a navy to-day 
I deny that we are building up a 
navy to-day as achallenge to any country on the face globe. 
Weare building up this navy for what purpose? For the pur- 
pose of our own defense and the defense and protection of Amer- 
ican commerce. Go back in American history and see what has 
been the result when we have not had a navy. At the close of 
the Revolutionary war we practically had no navy, and what 
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was the result? The first we knew there commenced reprisals on 
our commerce in the Mediterranean Sea. The pirates of Algiers 
came out and demanded tribute of the United States. And what 
did we do? We were at their mercy. We did what many other 
nations did at that time. We.paid them a tribute amounting to 
more than $1,000,000 for the protection of our commerce in the 
Mediterranean and adjoining seas. And why did we doit? Simply 
because we had no navy to defend our commerce. And then 
France, seeing our weakness, brought on the naval warfare which 
followed. Gre it Britain, seeing our weakness on the sea, brought 
on th war of 1812, Then the American people—a maritime peo- 
ple, nposite people, for our people have come from the great 
maritime races of the world, from Portugal, from Spain, from 
Sweden, from Gre vat Britain, and from F'rance—took measures to 
neet the emergency. We then built up a navy and fought out 
that war of 1812 up mn the lakes and upon the sea in a manner that 
reflected great credit upon the American seaman. 

Suppose we had pe a great navy at the opening of our civil 

var. Itmight have averted war. But now we have reached the 

time when we are building up this Navy. And whyare we build- 
ing it up? We are not building it up for the purpose of being 
the greatest nation 1 upon the seas; but we are building it up for 
the purpose of having peace between ourselves and the rest of the 
world. 

My friend from Ohio says that we are an isolated nation. That 
may have been true years ago, but itis not true now. That was 
true in 1882, when the House Committee came out in favor of a 
stronger and larger Navy. Butitisnot trueto-day. The Ameri- 
can flag to-d: iy floats over Porto Rico. It floats thousands of 
miles to the westward, near the scene of the great conflict that 
is going on to-day. American commerce is whitening the seas, 
and American commerce must be protected. 

Talk about the expense. I admit that this bill carries a large 
amount; but suppose, Mr. Chairman, that some naval power were 
to close for a single week the port of New York, what would be 
the expense to the American people? 

To my mind, Mr. Chairman, it is the duty of this House to vote 
the appropriation that is now called for. In voting that appro- 
pri n L believe that we vote in accordance with the sentiment 
of the American people. 
are at va 


uy 
upon t 


riance upon questions of the tariff; they are at variance 
e question of coinage and banking; they are at variance 
ipon many questions conne cted with political economy. But, 
80 fore as I have been able to observe, the American people are 
not in any way at variance on the question of building up a 
i all give us the strength upon the seas that we have 
which shall give protection to the American 
y be and to American commerce wherever 
ise. | 
Il take no more time exci “pt that I desire to 
that I be allowed to extend my remarks in the 


1 oo l 
aot 


AIRM4 a The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
ttoextend his remarksin'the Recorp. Isthere 


re was no ay poser 
FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
in from Indiana r fr. ROBINSON]. 

Ir. RA BIN SON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, a few days 
newspaper article appeared in the Washington press, and became 
current throughout the coun tr} y , bearing on the ne ds of the serv- 
ice and the deserts of the carriers in the rural free-delivery de- 
partment. A response to that ¢ came to me from carriers in my 
county of Allen in Indiana, and as the matter i 
all and important at this time I present it. The carriers signing 
the petition I know pe meet o be good citizens and good car- 
riers, and much weight should be attached to their judgment. 


MONROEVILLE, 
Mr. JAmEs M. Roprnson, Washington, D. C. 

Dear SIR AND FRIEND: We noticed the appeal of F. C. Cunningham in 
the 1 ng paper to have all carriers and patrons interested in the service 
to urze Congress to adopt the “sliding scale” in the rural carriers’ salary 
ques n now before Congress. 

Now, we are very much ypposed to the ‘ 
Congress to pass the bill just 
Con Sttoe cf the Wi ole. W 
vear to distribute ma 
the first year. 

} Cunninghé 


sagoa 
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‘sliding scale” and would like for 
as the subcommittee has presented it to the 
e think that whatever it is worth the third 
il to our patrons it is most certainly worth the same 


im talks about efficiency and the most excellent service 
only attained by years in the service—why, there in nothing in that at all. 

The first month a carrier becomes acquainted with all his patrons and the 
work pertaining to his office, and can deliver and collect mail then gs satis- 
factorily as he can twenty years hence 

He spokeof the 
as the subcommittee has presented it. How about the large per centage who 
went into the service within the last year with the expectation of a raised 
fixed salary? 

It is the new men who most need the raise. Many of them wert in debt 
for part or all of their outfit, and how will they ever pay it on a 450 salary? 

Those men who have been plodding away for three years or more will 
work for $60 per month, and we think there will be general satisfaction and 
harmony among all the carriers. 
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Iam aware that the American people | 


| training 





; interesting to us | ; : , : ; 
but certainly at the present time there ig no necessity for | 


large percentage of men who would resign if the bill passed | 


FEBRUARY 22, 


Kindly use your good offices in having the bill pass at a straight salary of 
$720 per annum. 


If Congress should see fit to give us the fifteen days off each year on ful] 
pay and all the national holidays we would certainly appreciate it ver y mu ch. 
Thanking you in advance for the kindness you may do us, we beg tor n, 
Very ‘respectfully, yours, 
CHARLES W. PuRMAN. 
Henry C. Davis, 
ALEX. R. PARKER. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, has the e 
time for general debate expired? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate upon the pa 
of the minority has closed. There are still twenty minutes re- 
maining to the majority. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman does not 
need that time, we would like to have it. 

a I think we had better go on with the reading 
the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to be recognized for twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unwilling to entertain that 
request, the House having fixed the time—five hours on either 
side. The five hours of the minority having expired, if the ma- 
jority do not see fit to use their time, the Chair will hold that 
that has expired also, and will direct the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the Chair will excuse mea 
moment, I think the Chair perhaps may take a different view of 
that. It was understood, upon this side, at any rate, that if any 
thing arose in the debate demanding reply, thirty minutes would 
be given to this side over and above what was given. Now. I 
understand the gentleman from Illinois did notso understand th 
agreement 

Mr. FOSS. I was nota party to that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But the gentleman from G 
gia told me that that was the agreement. 

The CHAIRMAN. That argument should be addressed to the 
gentleman from Illinois. The Chair knew nothing about it. 

Mr. FOSS. I was not a party to the agreement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PAY OF THE NAVY. 

Pay and allowances prescribed by law of officers on sea duty; 
shore and other duty; officers on waiting orders; officers on the reti 
clerks to commandants of yards and stations; clerks to paymas $i 
and stations; general storekeepers; receiving ships oat other veesr 
mutation of quarters for officers on shore not occupying public qu 
including boatswains, gunners, carpenters, sailmakers, warrant mac! 
pharmac ists, and mates, and also naval construc tor sand assists ant nav: 
structors; pay of enlisted men on the retired list; extra pay to menr 
ing y unde rr honorable discharge; interest on deposits by men; D ay of 

efticers, seamen, landsmen, and apprentices, including men in the eng 
fore e, and men detailed for duty with Naval Militia, and for the 
mission, 31,50 men; the 8,000 additional men her ein authorized m: 
cruited u ‘por ithe passage of this act, and 2,500 apprentices under traini: 
tations and on board training shi ips, at the pay prescribed | 


$19,324,093. 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend that parag 
by inserting in lieu of $19,000,000 the sum of $18,000,000. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 2, line 14, strike out “ nineteen’ and insert “eighteen;"’s 
will read “eighteen million three hundred and twenty-four thousa 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I understand that this par 


| is the paragraph that provides for the pay of the enlisted 
| The bill provides for an increase of 8,000 men, and, as I vi 
| there is no necessity for this increase at this time. 


I donot 
to say that the increase may not be necessary at some future tf 


ing for these men. They will cost about $1,000,000 a 
Admiral Taylor, on this point, said: 
We now have 31,000 men of that 34,000. For the next few years it 


pected that 26,000 will be manning our ships in activec ominission, tha 
5,000 of the remaining 8,000 will be under training, some in these bar: 


| some on board ship, ‘for we expect to train many of them in our n 


and our colliers; and the remaining 3,000 we 


expect to be awaiting 


| ment, being transferred from one point to another, sick in hospital, « 


porarily out of active service from other causes. 


The admiral who has charge of this department in the 
says that 26,000 men will be sufficient for the next few yea 
man our ships. We now have a provision for 31,000. Why 
vide for an additional 3,000 men, to cost a million dollars a jy 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will my 
league allow me a question there? . 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield ' 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. RIXEY. Ido. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Does not the same authority 
recommend that these men should be enlisted at this time, so that 
they shall be prepared for service in the future? 

Mr. RIXEY. Certainly he does. He states that, and I draw 
my own conclusion. The term of enlistment in the Navy is four 
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vears. We already have in the Navy sufficient men to man the 
ships that, in my judgment, we will have in commission in the next 

ur years. ‘Then, why provide for 3,000 more? * 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. My colleague’s conclusions are 
not those of Admiral Taylor. 

Mr. RIXEY. I draw my conclusions from facts stated by Ad- 
miral Taylor and I give them to the House. We now have pro- 
vision for 31,000 men, and it is unnecessary to raise this to 34,000 
when only 26,600 are required to actually man our ships for the 
next few years. 

Mr. FOSS. 
down. The Department has figured out to a dollar just what it 
will cost for the pay of officers, midshipmen,and men. This bill 


provides for an increase of 3,000 men, and while it is barely pos- | 


le we will not be able to enlist these 3,000 men, yet we have cut 


down their estimate to the very lowest possible point by $500,000. | 


| from $15,000 to $65,000, and it is the purpose of the Navy Depart- 
ndment of the gentleman from Virgini: vill absolutely | j 
endment of the gentleman from Virginia, we will absolutely 


Now, if we cut any further, or, in other words, if we adopt the 


Mr. Chairman, [hope this amendment will be voted | 
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the point of order can be made to apply only to the last two lines 
in that paragraph, lines 7 and 8, on page 4? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can apply his point of or- 
der to the whole or any part of the paragraph. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Then I desire to reserve the 
point of order against the last two lines. I will state, Mr. Chair- 
man, that my reason for this is that at the present the island of 
Guam, as 1 understand it, is being governed by the Navy De- 
partment. Whatever law or order or whatever form of govern- 
ment or administration they have on that island is given them by 
the Navy Department, which has heretofore paid its officials there 
out of the emergency fund. 

That emergency fund originated four or five years ago. and 


| against it many of us on this side of the House have protested ses- 
sion after session of Congress. In this bill the emergency fund 
| has been left out, but this contingent fund has been increased 


in this bill leave some men out; in other words we will fail to pro- 


vide for their pay and their salary. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. What was their estimates? 

Mr. FOSS. Nineteen million eight hundred and twenty-four 
thousand and ninety-three dollars. Now, we have cut that down 
by $00,000, and the gentleman desires to go further. I hope this 
ainendment will be voted down, because it isa blow at the men 
and the officers in the Navy. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 
the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. FOSS. I yield. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I would like to ask the chair- 
man what is the estimated cost for these extra 3,000 men? AsI 
understand the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, it is 
intended only to cut off the enlistment of these 3,000 men and no 
others. 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman knows that we need these 3,000 
men 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 
we do need them? 

Mr. FOSS (continuing). 
of our ships. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. But the gentleman from Tli- 
nois does not think that we will need them for the next two or 
three years, does he? 

Mr. FOSS. We need them now to train them, so that when 
our ships are ready the men will be ready to man them. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Have we training stations to 
train these extra 3,000 men now? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; we can train these 3,000 men now. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Where? 

Mr. FOSS. Admiral Taylor said we ought to provide more 
men, but that we did not have adequate training facilities, and 
therefore he only asks for 3,000 in this bill. 

Mr. TATE. If the gentleman will permit me 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

Mr. FOSS. Ido. 

Mr. TATE. If the gentleman had the 3,000 men now, where 

would he train them; what training school would you put them 
in? Where would you put them? 
_ Mr. FOSS. Wewould putthemin Newport. There is a train- 
ing school there; and there is one at Yerba Buena Island, in San 
Francisco Bay. We have a small training station down at Nor- 
folk. I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. RIXEY. Division! 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 81. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask 


That is the question, whether 


To provide for the proper maming 





Contingent, Navy: For all emergencies and extraordinary expenses, exclu- 
Sive of personal services in the Navy Department or any of its subordinate 
bureaus or the offices at Washington, D. C., arising at home or abroad, but 
lnpossible to be anticipated or classified, to be expended on the approval and 


suthority of the Secretary of the Navy, and for such purposes as he may | 


Geem proper, $65,000: Provided, That the accounting officers of the Treasury 
are hereby authorized and directed to allow, in the settlement of the accounts 
of disbursing officers involved, payments made under the appropriation * Con- 
tingent, Navy,” to civilian eanplovees appointed by the Navy Department for 
Cuty in and serving at naval stations maintained in the island possessions dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1905, and until such time as Congress shall make specific 
“ppropriation for the pay of such employees. 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to re- 
serve the point of order as to the proviso to this paragraph. I 
desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. That inquiry is, whether 


| willing, therefore, for this contingent-fund 


ment, as I am informed, to pay these officials at Guam hereafter 
from this contingent fund. I think that Congress ought to pro- 
vide some kind of government for that little island. It has no 
government now except this by the Navy Department, and I am 
appropriation this 
year to pay the officials there, but I do not believe that we onght 
to incorporate a clause in the item which will have the appearam 

of making that kind of a government over the island permanent 


I believe that with the last two lines eliminated from this para- 
graph this provision will apply only to this year’s appropriation. 
I think it will be easier to give that island some kind of govern- 
ment by authority of Congress directly hereafter than if we leave 


the paragraph as itisnow. We ought notto declare in any way 
that it is the policy of Congress to permit the Navy De 
to continue to govern that island. Therefore I insist upon 
point of order against those two lines. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, as follows: 


riment 


the 


Depots for coal: To enable the Secretary of the Navy to execute the pro- 
visions of section 1552 of the Revised Statutes, authorizing the Secr 
the Navy to establish, at stich places as he may deem necessary, s 
pots for coal and other fuel, for the supply of steamshi; 
the purchase of necessary land, $600,000 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
point of order against the paragraph on page 15 that the law does 
not authorize the purchase of land. 

The Revised Statutes, Mr. Chairman, authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy ‘‘ to establish, at such places as he may deem neces 
sary, suitable depots for coal and other fuel for the supply of 
steamships of war.’’ It contains no authority for the purch 
of land. I believe a fair and reasonable construction of the Re- 
vised Statutes would confine the Secretary of the Navy to land 
belonging to the United States, already owned by the United 
States, and I do not believe that a fair construction of the Revised 


3 Of war, incinding 


Statutes would authorize the President of the United States or 
the Secretary of the Navy to purchase land from Cuba or any 


other independent government or fr. n the people of any other 
independent government. 

I will state to the Chair that in the hearings it has been an- 
nounced by the Secretary of the Navy, and I believe it is included 
in the report on this bill, that the purpose of this item is to estab- 
lish a coaling station at Guantanamo, in the island of Cuba, 40 or 
50 miles southeast of Santiago, and the appropriation is for that 
purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, if my colleague 
will allow me to ask him a question—— 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Do you understand it is the 
purpose of the Department to establish a coaling station on the 
land at Guantanamo which we already have? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I understand that this para- 


graph includes the purchase of necessary land and for that rea- 


| son I make the point of order against it, and I believe that the 


| point of order will be good against the paragraph if it did not 


include this extra authority to purchase land. because I do not 


| believe the Revised Statutes of the United States under a proper 


| construction would justify the Secretary of the Navy in estab- 


lishing a coaling station outside of the territory of the United 
States. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule upon this. 
The section referred to reads: 


The Secretary of the Navy may establish at such places as he 1 eem 
necessary suitable depots of coal and other fuel for the supply of nuships 
of war. 


It seems, therefore, to the present occupant of the chair that 
the authority to ‘‘establish*’ gives him the authority t 
either by rent or by purchase, as may seem necessary to the Sec- 
retary; therefore the point of order is overruled. 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I will respect- 
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fully appeal from the decision of the Chair upon this point of 
order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the 











Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken; and, on a division demanded by Mr. 
WiLiiamM W. Kircut, there were—ayes 87, noes 51; so the deci- 
cion of the Chair stood as the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. WI LIAM W.KITCHIN. Mr. ¢ 
out the paragraph, and on that I wish to be heard. 






































































































































































































































































































































S.C. Weupon this-side are in favor of a good navy,a ee 
navy, anavy with the best ships, the best armor, and the best 





ordnance in every respect, yet we believe that there ought to be 
the increase of these enormous expen: diva 's which ar 


growing year after year. The House has an opportu- 











a limit 1 tg 

















so rapidly 

















nity to save this expenditure of $12,000,000, and in the interest of 
the people we ought to take advantage of it. 
in my judgment a mere coaling station there could be defended. 





Twelve million dollars means a great deal more than a coaling 


























station. It means dry docks, it means each of the nine bureaus 
of the Navy Department having a civil establishment there, and 
it means many other things than a coaling stationonly. I do not 
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belles », as was intimated by the chairman of this committee in 
his speech the other day, that in any part of this country there is 
a disposition to stop the increase of the American Navy. Ido 
not believe anyb ay is in favor of a perpetual standstill policy; 
but there are millions of people who believe that our‘Navy to-day 
is sufficient for all a of te -day and who are not afraid of 
Germany or of England or of any other country, who believe 
thi that good sense and patriotism require is to maintain a 
gradual and moderate increase of our Navy, keeping up with the 








necessities of the country, but not running wild. not being stam- 
peded by baseless fear of war or by an abnormal desire to patrol 
the seas of the world as an international policeman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina has expired. 
Mr. BUT LER of Pennsylvania. 









































Mr. Chairman, it developed in 








the hearings had by the Naval Affairs Committee that the Secre- 
i of the Navy was extremely urgent that this appropriation 
should be made, not only the item to which the gentleman from 
North Carolina {[ Mr, WiLitaM W. Kircuin] has taken exception to, 





but other provisions in this bill which relate to the construction and 
maintenance of a navy-yard at Guantanamo, Cuba. Mr. Chair- 
man, the qui stion having been put to the Secretary of the Navy, 
he made this statement in regard to Guantanamo: 






















































In regard to Guantanamo and Olongapo, I want to say in the beginning 
that no words of mine can overestimate the national importance of those two 
stations. I think I would rather see every appropriation for public works 
in the bill go out than to fail on these two stations. 














her said: 





He furt 





sions of the Plattame: 
» constitution of the R 


ant to the provi 


+", line pr i ivy) ¢ 
and tne ¢ respo ¥ provision in bh 


\ Iment, so called, 
‘public of Cuba, 


















































t vo Governments agreed upon the lease of two coaling an d naval stations 
WwW 1 Cuba mr ) eee ee itt amendment was not limited, but by 
2 it the number has beenc ined to two, one of them at Bahia Honda, 
W i me 6) miles west of Ha ub ane, on the northern coast of Cuba, and 
theo t Guantanamo, which is some 40 miles east of Santiago,on the 
southern coast of Cuba. 




















In pursuance of the recommendation made by the Secretary of 
the Navy, and the estimates of the Department, the Naval Affairs 
Committee, with very great care, and ratte ra great deal of exami- 
nation and a great deal of patience, concluded, and the Secretary 
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‘hairman, I move to strike | 


| grossly extra ragant, the estimates made for Guantanamo were, 
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of the Navy not opposing the conclusion that was arrived at by 
the committee, that this year less money might be vactually needed 
than, perhaps, at_some time in the future; ‘that, in order to keep 
expenses from reaching a limit that the country might think w: is 


think, almost cut in two, certainly were decreased one-third. 

It is proposed by this Government to establish a naval station 
at Guantanamo. Its purpose must be apparent to everybody 
It is the opinion of the Department and experts—and I do not s: 
that we can do better than to accept the opinion of naval expert 
on such a subject—that there is no place on the southern seas 
that presents such strategic advantages as is found in Guantanan 
Bay. We were careful ‘when agreements were made with C 
when the Platt amendments were accepted by the Republic, 
Cuba, to reserve, for certain reasons, the opportunity of construct 
ing naval stations on that island. 

As to Guantanamo as a place of very great strategic importan: 


| there is no division whatever among the naval experts. Ili 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
paragraph read. We do not know what the motion is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph has been read. The gen- | 
tleman from North Carolina proposes to strike out th 1e paragrap h | 
included in lines numbered 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, ay 13 on page 15 of 
the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, this appropria- 
tion, as I have already stated, is to be used at Guantananvo, in 
Cuba. We have heard an able and patriotic speech by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio this afternoon against the enormous appropria- 
tions that we are called upon to make for the Navy. I want to 
remind the House how these ——— bills grow year after 
year. Thisitem isanentering wedge for an appropriation that will 
finally require to equip the plant there $12,000,000, and entail 
upon the Government a constant annual expenditure to maintain 
it. The Secretary of the Navy stated that to equip a plant such 
as they had in mind at Guantanamo would require a total cost of 
about 812.000.0600. 

In this bill is carried only an amount of $985,000. Six hundred 
thousand in this item and in anothe r part of the bill $385.000 are 
appro} rig ted forGuantanamo. We have another item in this bill 
of a comparatively small appropria ition for: re in the Philip- 
pine Isla Ai ;, while, as has been "de ‘lared before the Naval Affairs 
Comn sin the hearings, that project will cost from eight to 
twelve million dollars—perhaps much more. 

Do we need this great naval station at Guantanamo? We have 
a naval station at Key West, one at Pensacola, one at Charleston 


» | from Ohio [Mr. Bur 


| Democrats here in an unfair attitude before 


| nee x1 not doubt that for a moment. 
| alarmed at these expenditures, but am, like him, willing 


| ernment can not build the public buildings that 


| effect of 


agreed all around that by reason of its fine location on the sout! 
ern line of Cuba, by reason of the magnificent harbor tha 
found there, with almost a sufficient depth of water to ena! 
ships to sail up to the land, there is no piace that suggests it 


so favorably to the Department as suitably located to maintain a 


naval station. 
few days from this time the treaty that is now pending— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expir 
Debate on this motion is concluded. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask una: 
mous consent that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WiLL1A) 
may be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
unanimous consent. 
graph? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been concluded on this mot 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then, Mr. Chairman, I m 
to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theg 


Has debate been concluded on this par 


Vo 


entleiuan from Mississippi moves 1 


| strike out the last word. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 


think deserve far more than a passing notice. He spoke with } 
usual deliberation and his usual sound judgment in great pa 
but in one respect, at any rate, I think the gentleman put 

) ‘the country. H 
called upon us to vote against this appropriation bill for the Ame: 
ican Navy. No gentleman in this House understands better 
such a vote. Such a vote, if successful, would m 
this—that the battle ships and cruisers of the American Na 
were to lie up at their wharves and rust and rot; that Ameri 
sailors are to go unclad and unfed. Now, the gentleman 
that the Democratic party has announced itself as a great p: 
party. It is; and I agree with Mr. Jefferson, who said, ‘ 
frank enough to say that my passion is peace.” 

But a charge upon that line comes with poor grace from a R 
publican, whose party has brought about the condition of thin 
which has rendered this extravagance necessary, or at any r 
possible. It was not the Democratic party that proposed to 
**a-world-powering.’’ It was you gentlemen on thatside of 
Chamber, and you might just as well understand now as 
after that a country which goes *‘ a-world-powering’”’ goes out i 
the world with a chip on its shoulder, and it had better be r 
for a row, because it is always inviting a row. [Applaus 
Now, when the time comes to terminate the folly of 
a-world-powering,’’ if the Democracy shall be clothed with p 
she will terminate it. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bur: 
I am not only, like 


BV! 


to 
further into them. 

Here is an army bill carrying seventy-five millions, a naval ! 
carrying ninety-six millions, a fortification bill carrying se\ 
inillions—one hundred and seventy-eight millions of money « 
pended per annum for war “‘ preparations ’’—and what is the r 
of it? It is so starving home development that the very commnii 
tee of which the gentleman is chairman, the Committee on Riv 
and Harbors, can not bring in a bill for river and harbor appr 


‘ 


| priations; for the purpose not of expenditure, but of investm: 


in the interests of the people; for every dollar that is expended 
home development brings back a return. The United States Go\ 


they too are investments, because they save rent wherever the) 
are built. 

I say this much—I go this far with the gentleman—that wh 
you propose upon this bill new and unnecessary expenditure 
order to carry further and beyond the ships already provided 
contracted for, or for which provision is made by law, then w 
can stand with him, some of us, and some of us can not, just as 


Mr. Chairman, it being understood that within a 


Mr. Chairman, I do not want 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
TON] said some things this morning th it | 


are needed, and 


l 








+ will be the case on that side of the Chamber, and why? Pe 


mes a question for each Representative to decide in his own 
nd as to whether he think Sa us articular battle ship, a particu- 





ruiser, a particular naval station, started for the first time 
this bill and not requiring merely c lothing and food and equip- 
: t for those taking care of an existing situation, is necessary 


s unnecessary. ‘hat is a question of business, of common 
oreach Member todecide. Now, I am glad to hear a voice 
don that side, which means logically, whatever it may have 
+ mean otherwise—means, when carried to its last logical 
that some of 





; this— you are beginning to awaken to the 

the more money which is spent in ** wor ld-powering *’— 
powering’? with ch lips upon our shoulders as bullies in 
a of the nations—the less mon iey there is left to make us 


strong and great and powerful and rich at home. 
CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
W [LLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, as a substi- 
my previous motion I move to strike out the last two 
CHAT ion of the Chair, it is not in 
for th utleman to make that motion at this time. 
WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I ask unanimous con- 
y five minutes more. 
‘MAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 


RMAN. In the opin 


ro ocecul 


The CHAI! 





: mous co ose to occupy five minutes more. Is there olijection? 
; The Chi -§, irs none. 
Mr. WILLI 1A} MS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is 


d ilar that you put into a vain—aye, vainglorious— old 
an or modern land-grabbing national policy that does not 

‘t a dollar somewhere from a schoolhouse, from a good 
from the comfort of home, or from river improvement or 


| harbor deepening, or from a public building in the United States. 
Now, Mr. Chairman. I want to add that the most defensible of 
jese appropriations are the appropriations foranavy. ldonot 
e why this coun try needs more than 25.000 to 35,000 soldiers at 
/ the must. I do not see why fee needs all this money bei ing ap- 


propriated for fortifications. believe that the advice which was 
given by the oracle to Sineilateaton and the other Dalsoiiena 
who asked it in the ancient days was good for them, and with a 
ge of language is good for us. The reply of the oracle was 

t “the best fortification of Athens was wooden walls,”’ and 
when they went back they construed that to mean ships—at that 
uilt out of wood; and of all the money that you are going to 


"ay i," 


wad d 


for military preparation and military defense the mon y 
best spent is that spent in steel and iron ships—iron walls. [Ap- 
plause.}] Instead of waiting until the enemy lands to devastate 





your shores and to kill you or be killed by you, you should, so far 


possible, sink him at sea. 
aking for myself. I shall be glad to cooperate with the gen- 
tleman on the other side in cutting down the Army of the United 





to 25,000 or 30,000 men, that are needed for the most part 





“— for police supervision. by the way. Iwould be glad if themo 
y taken from that sort of expenditure and from fortification could 
be put into the work of home development and some of it in 
1 ul ¢ ense, 
Naval defense, not offense. Why. Mr. Chairman, we have had 
experience lately that ought to teach us a lesson in the 
‘ way of making us feel more safe about ourselves. We have he 
a great continental isolation, 3,000 miles of ocean on one side an + 
a twice as many upon the other. What was the experience of 
E Great Britain in the last — war? She found that even with the 
gre eat t levi ithans of the deep she could hardly transport more than 
one regiment of men at one time in one ship. with their arms 
in provisions, and accouterments. What was the consequence? On 
FS if most powerful and wealthy nations, considering its Pp opula 
E Hon and area, upon the face of this globe found it almost impos- 
se 8 to carry troops enough to guard communication from the 
3 seacoast, rail communication and otherwise, and put itself upon 
E a tual fighting parity, man for man and gun for gun, in the 
& i with a little republic in the center of Afvica. 
t will be very hard indeed for any nation in this world, trans 
q porting her troops in ships, a regiment at a time, to land upon 
the American coast a number of men that could not be starved to 
death in very short order, or bodily surrounded ar ad overcome by 
, the National Guard and militia of the neighborhood, if even our 


} 


ir forces could not be gotten up. And then, if, furthermore, 
the enemy are to ran the g: intlet of an American Navy at sea, 
though not of ** world-power ” and world-conquering proportions, 
» tsimply of American proportions for home defense, they would 


‘ita yet more difficalt job. 
_ And do you think they do not know that as well as we know it? 
They iknow it vastly better. 

Bat you have entered upon this ‘ 


* arena. You 
have twisted the British lion’s tail; 


* world- power 
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ise, after all, this is ~ and can not be a party question. It | 


you have, through the news- ! 


papers and otherwise, 
this rapid-transit 


insulted Germany; you have engaged in 
business in Panama, and the whole world sits 


quiet. Why? Because they know war with the | ed States 
| would be unprofitable from every sort of standpoint. 
Gentleman ought not to try to put the Democratic party in 
attitude of inconsistency because it has said it is in fay 
coming a *‘ war power’’ by setting a great example to tl 1. 
rather than going around armed asa b ully ~ nore and l 
does not vote down an appropriation bill to« and feed An 


can sailors or to keep ships already i in commission afloat ar 
on with the contracts we already have made. [Loud : 
the Democratic side. } 

{Here the hammer fe 2 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman. I 


—~ 


a 
certainty 


se'f clear to the gentleman from Mississippi if he has g 
from what I said any intimation that I favored allowin 
shi ips now under way to remain inc mplet r to aban 
maintenance of the Navy. I did say that I should vote ; 
this bill. and I expect to do so if opportunity ot 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Youa if we would 
join you now in the consideration of that pla 


Mr. BURTON. Yes. sir. Bi t what it s ms t “me w 


enough was this, that a material modification ht t 
in this bill. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ithinkso,too. [Ay 


side 


That the further construction of 


the De mocratic 
Mr. BU UT 


should be aad cual until we are done Ww se 
course of building, and I really can not s WwW i 
doing its duty to this House and to the « ntry withou 


stand in that direction. 
Mr. WILI 1AM W. KITCHIN. 
interruption right there? 
Mr. BURT‘ N. Certainly. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCI 


filed views against th 
t 


Will the gentleman 


LIN. ( 
then pending naval bill. and. s r as 











( 
know, it is the only time that such a thing ha \ 
fought all these things over, we called attention to 
and extravagances. We received no support, as | 
that side of the House at all. If wehad ther lthei 
the gentleman aiding us, we might have acco d VW 
haveinevery ( ongress since then protested ag 
We have given the gentleman and his 1 idsa 
to vote to cut down expenses. 

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman is m b 1 r 
statement. I a een » informed 

Mr. WILLIAM KITCHIN. The n ty ve ft 
position, as I Gdeaeeel it—certainly t} for w 
speak have taken the position—that the gentler as advocated 
here to-day. 

Mr. BURTON. Iam glad to be it i that at or ! 1 
minority report was filed. Iwas not awar t 
there is a sincere desire to carry o ind make pa 
of this country. he provision of the Kansas (¢ 1 f 
be satisfied wi filing one minority 1 I 
oa he ines tes ince st, to be stren 
to the end, with ea stop and 1 r to 
four years ago, but to continue it from tl m 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman 
another interruption: 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Ohio y t 

) 


1 Carolin: 
7 
rtainly. 


ir. WILLIAM W. KIT« 


‘HIN. D 








tate to this House that the only way to oppose a | 
take to reduce its extravagances is to file a mit V rey 
of course we fight the bill out here. Nobody is in 
propriati thing for the Nav Vi ire all in 
eradu e and of a faithful 1 i of \ \ 
but it is n red of us, I thn to fil 1inority Vv 
time, because it is a matter of judgment upon ea 
bill. We do not oppose the making of a proper app 
Mr. BURTON. Will the gentleman state how ma 
been mustered on his side at any time in favor , redu 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I can not t ? 
but I can state that a large major y of 
favor of it on every occasion when a test vote has b 
| my judgment. 
Mr. BURTON. Will the gentleman stat 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. And I should like to ask the 
gentlem an, how many votes have you mustered on 1 
‘favor of your views? 
Mr. BURTON. Will the gentleman state on what is 
these votes were taken that he refers 1 
“ 





2230 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. There has been a test aie | Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ido not want you to think 
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every occasion, as I recollect, in the last five years, and one test | that I think so. 


here this afternoon. 

Mr. BURTON. 
on this committee, the leading representative of the Démocratic 
party on this committee, favored this bill in toto? He, of course, 
can answer for himself. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. The gentleman who represents 
the minority on this committee can answer for himself, but what 
I have stated is that the majority of the Democratic membership 
of this House have heretofore taken the position that the minority, 
with whom I have cooperated, have taken. 

Mr. BURTON. I think, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RIXEY. I should just like to state 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Obio yield to the 
gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes. 

Mr. RIXEY. Ishould like to state to my friend that when this 
matter was in committee there was a motion to eliminate the bat- 
tle ship and the armored cruisers, upon the ground that the naval 
establishment recommended one battle ship, one armored cruiser, 
and three protected cruisers, and stated in their recommendation 
that they were to be considered in the order of their importance 
in the inverse order—that is, the three protected cruisers first, 
then the armored cruiser, and then the battle ship, and a majority 
of the minority members of the committee thought that the battle 
ship and the armored cruiser might be left out of this bill. 

Mr. BURTON. However, is it not true that they favored an 
increase of the Navy by building additional ships at this time? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not to the same extent as the 
majority. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Iask unanimous consent, Mr. 
Chairman, that the time of the gentleman from Ohio be extended 
five minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wish to amend the request 
by asking that the gentleman be allowed ten minutes additional. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Ohio be ex- 
tended ten minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURTON. This may be taken as true—— 

Mr. RIXEY. Do you want an answer to your question? 

Mr. BURTON. Ishould like to be uninterrupted for a mo- 
ment. The enlargement of the Navy has proceeded with the ap- 
proval of the majority of the minority, and the minority have at 
least been unfortunate in the impression created in the country, 
that this bill with its incidents, with the increases involved, has 
been framed in accordance with the substantially unanimous 
judgment of this House. Now, the gentleman from Mississippi 
makes some remarks in regard to—— 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will my friend allow a single suggestion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from Missouri? 

Mr. BURTON. Ido. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Lheartily approve the position that the gen- 
tleman is so ably championing; but I want to inform him also 
that he is mistaken in supposing that this position which he is 
now controverting has been unanimous or even had the support 
of the majority of the minority either in the committee orin the 
House. 

Mr. BURTON. Then, what is the attitude of the minority? 
Here is the plain platform of 1900, on which the minority do not 
agree. One of the most unequivocal and clearest provisions in 
the platform. How could that minority if it ever w shed to seek 
the approval of the citizens of the country who oppose the en- 
largement of the Navy claim that they made effective opposition 
to it? Here is the plank of the platform. He who runs may 
read. It is as clear as anything there; and this confession is 
made: We do not agree in supporting that plank of the platform. 
If that be the case, how does the country know that you will 
agree if ever it should happen that you should get into power? 
Were these mere appeals to be observed and regarded by you or 
utterly disregarded, as you should choose? 

Mr. VANDIVER. If the gentleman will allow me, I merely 
suggest 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri, if he desires 
to interrupt, will address the Chair. 

Mr. BURTON. I shall have to decline. 

Now, mention has been made of the omission to pass a river 
and harbor bill at this session. It is probable that the responsi- 
bility for that rests very largely with the committee, and, of 
course, if there is any blame it will rest uponits chairman. Iam 
perfect'y willing to take that responsibility. 


| 


for. 
The time of the gentleman from Ohio has | 





Mr. BURTON. Thirty-eight millions of dollars are now lying 


Is it not trne that the leader of the minority | in the Treasury available for river and harbor improvemen({s 


nearly twice as great an amount as was ever expended in a sine. 
year. na 
amount of $8,000,000, making in all $45,000,000. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a questi,» 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to his 
colleague? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is the gentleman also able to stat: 
amount of money that will be carried in the sundry civil bill 
the purposes of public buildings? 

Mr. BURTON. That Iam not posted upon. 
that. I have no doubt it is a large amount. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it not a fact that it will be much larger 
than ever carried by any public-building bill except that of last 
year? 

Mr. BURTON. Ishould presume so, but Iam not accurately 
informed upon that question. : 
That makes $46,000,000 to be expended the coming year, m 

than twice as much as was expended in any single year sinc 
beginning of river and harbor improvements. What does t 
show? That it would be futile to passa river and harbor )il 
with this situation. If there is any lack of promptness in ihe 
prosecution of that class of public work, the blame rests with t! 
machinery of the executive department, which carries out { 
will of Congress. Itis our intention to bring in a bill carr 

an amount sufficient to maintain the work not expressly provi 
Thus if any reproach can rest upon this side of the Hi 

or upon anybody, I am willing to take the reproach myself, ) 
cause, as it seems to me, it was a sensible thing to do under tl. 
circuinstances. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
to be misunderstood there. 
I am blaming him? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
the necessity for it. 

Mr. BURTON. I think the system is wrong. The work 
prosecuted by the engineers engaged—not from their fault. 
because of the insufficient number of them—proceeds tarudily. 
It should also be said that the delays in preparing the plans and 
the time required by the Attorney-General’s Department in « 
demning necessary property are factors in the situation. 

Now, something has been said about our being a world power. 

I do not see what blame can rest upon the Republican part) 
that respect. We took possession of the Philippines becaus: 
supposed our intervention over there was just as necessary ; 
Cuba. Whatever the decision may be, one thing is certain, 
whether it was well for the United States or not, it was well for 
the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands that we should take | 
session, and the Republican party proposes to administer that 
trust and maintain order and advance civilization if it can po 
sibly be done. [Applause.] I do not want to be understood asa 
nonresistant. A great deal has been said in favor of withdrawal 
from the Philippines. Suppose in the face of brigandage and 
bellion there the flag that went proudly into Manila Harbor sh 
come down. Suppose the American Army and Navy should do 
what they have never done in history—give way without a { 
in the face of a foe, and our troops sail away. The leaders of i!) 
party that brought it about might as well call on the rocks and 
hills to fall on them -o hide them from the condemnation they 
would receive from the people of this country and from the wor! 
Of that much we may be sure. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I desire toask the gentleman this question: 
Does the gentleman from Ohio now contend that there is a st 
of war and brigandage in the Philippines now? 

Mr. BURTON. I do contend this, that without an efici 
constabulary there would be outbreaks, though great results h 
been accomplished by our control there. 

Mr. HARDWICK. One further question. ; 

Mr. BURTON. I hardly see how this applies to the line o! 
gument to which I have been addressing myself. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I do not want to draw the gentleman from 
the line of his argument, but the gentleman was discussing t 
question of withdrawing or not withdrawing from the Philipp: 
Islands, or whether or not we were under fire there, The gentic- 
man, then, is in favor, as I understand it, of withdrawing fru: 
there as soon as the islands are pacified? 


I can not state 


Mr. Chairman, I do not want 
I hope the gentleman does not think 


I am blaming the system and 














oor OE: 





Ks 
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Mr, BURTON. Whether there is a firing line there or not it 
we ald be a surrender; it would be a withdrawal that would have 
' nts of cowardice. That is what I meant to say. 
ir. HARDWICK. Why s0, if resistance has ceased? 

Me. BI TRTON. Because we took possession there for a pur- 
pose, and that purpose would be abandoned entirely if we should 


:, . Sa lem 


©. . 

‘r FOSS. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a question? 

‘he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield tothe gentleman 

\ir, BURTON. Certainly I yield to the gentleman from MDli- 
and 1 — to thank the gentleman from IDlinois for giving 


ot 





me time, beeanse he knew I was going to speak against this bill. 
ir. F< SS. T would like to ask the gentleman whether or not 
he thinks that we ought to have a fleet in the Orient large enough 


and strong enough to protect 


the Philippines? 
r. BURTON. Why, I 


I presume I should say yes. Ww hat is 











the reason, though. that we need any more battle ships to protect 
th ‘linpines? Who is raising any cry against us? Who is 
t tening to attack the Philippines at all? 
Vr. FOSS. In reply to that let me answer him in the words of 
i I In ply 
A miral Dewey: 
1 General Young the other day, when we were on the joint board, 
y iould have a war ™’—God forbid!—‘ how long could the Army 
gt the Philippines after the Navy left?” He said, ‘Six weeks; possibly 
tw hs.” 


Mr. BURTON. Why, Mr. Ciatemem, that goes on the assump- 
we are g ing to have a war, that we will be involved in a 

quarrel. Now, a quarrel if it arose with reference to 

pines would require a né aval force in ex: there is a united 

movement against us, of any you are even proposing to build. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be considered 

as Wi hdrawn. 

_ LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
I was at some loss to determine whether the gentleman 

from Ohio in quoting the Democ1 

the Na vy. did so with an approval— 

Mir 8 URT¢ IN. Mr. Chairman, will the gen 


. .£ 
eSs, u 





qu ne 

CHATRMAN, Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 
Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 
Mr. BURTON. I may say that there was an implied approval 
of the sentiment there: but I think the gentleman will recall that 
I asked the question as to what had been done by the party in 
pursnance thereof. 

Mr. LACEY. I think the Democratic side of this Chamber 
misunderstood my friend as indorsing their platform and speak- 
ing for it with approval. I hope they did. I was at some little 
loss to understand the position he took. But in order that in the 
Recorp the statement of the Republican party on this question 
may be clearly set out, I desire to read what that party says on 
this sub: ect. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
that, will he let me ask him a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In so far as that particular 
ntiment read by the gentleman from Ohio is concerned, do you 
not indorse the Democratic platform? 

Mr. LACEY. I am going to give you what I believe on that 
subject. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to know, as f:r as 
that particular sentiment is concerned, if the gentleman does n 
think that is sound? 

. LACEY. What part does the gentleman refer to? 
. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. To the one that the gentle- 
man from Ohio read. I will read it to you again. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to have the gentleman read it, b 
I would like to have the two go side by side. 


‘ir, WILLIAMS of Mississippi (reading )— 


3efore the gentleman does 


Cause 








We are in favor of extending the Republic’s influence among the nat 
but : 6 that influence should be extended not by f 1 viole: 
through the persuasive power of a high and honorable exa ple. 

Now, if the gentleman objects to that he would object to the 


Lord’s Pra tyer in the Democratic platform. 
plause on the Democratic side. | 
sACEY. The gentlemen on the other side 


{Laughter and ap- 


> and the leader 


of tin . Dose «cratic side in particular, indorses the sentiment as 
, restrictive of the expansion of the American Navy. So far 
as the moral question is involved, extending American power by 


peacet al means is concerned, there is no conilict between the two 
pohtical parties. But the issue here to-day is whether the Amer 
ican N; avy shall be expanded or not. The argument was macs 

that if you expand the Navy you increase the danger of war: 

if you hs ive & Navy you must have war in order to utilize the navy. 
Now, on the contrary, the Navy is preventive of war. 


the Phibp- 


ratic platform on the subject on | 
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very walls that the gentieman from Mississippi describes as de- 
Seeeek Aaaae ane defensive to-day, exce} t t] are el 
instead of wood, nd the posit ion of the Republican party ; well 


stated in the platf rm, which I will read 





ENLARGEMENT OF THE NAVY 

The peace and security of the Republic, and the nee ? t- 
ful i rence among the nations of the earth de 
mensurate with its position and res} ty i 
ce ued enlargement of the Navy and a complete system of harbor i 
seacoast aeronses 

Now, this supplements the doctrine of our Democratic friends. 
You add the two t rand you have something su 
take off the enlargement of the Navy to meet the cor W 
are confror ted with, and you have si! ily rot the L rd’s | 
for the purposes of defending the United States of America 

* : tT 1 7 } ana +} ¢ } vor wr 
ughter on the Republican side}, and that has never proved 
eitective. 

The battle ship isthe gr nt onsem policeman t » keep the peace on 
the high seas. It is the defense of our seacoast. an LO 
cratic opponents will not dare raise their voices against 1s & 
liberal appropriation for the American Navy. They will take 
shelter, if at all, on the ground that the amount proposed is more 
thanisneeded. The question after all, on both sides of this Hon 


what would be a just and reasonable amount ¢ 
ler existing conditions. 


is as to 
un 


The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, the ¢g n 
from Iowa | Mr. Lacey!,. I think, stated the meat of this ; 
tion. Suppose one side of this House is in favor of a large in- 
| crease in the Navy, each Member of it might well differ as to 
what specific increase should be had each vear. One1 ! t 
be in favor of one battle ship a Vear, anotier of two battle s Ds 
@ year, and another of a dozen battle ships a year; and in addi- 
tion to the battle ships one might be in favor of one armored 
cruiser each year, and another of two armored cruisers, and an- 
other of adozen. If the other side of the House is in fa of a 
smaller increase each year, they might differ as to what that in- 
crease should be. One might be m favor of one battle shin. an- 


tleman yield for a | 


ther of two battle ships; or one might be in 
mother of two cruisers, another might be iu 
ship and a cruiser, and another might favor 

I think if anyone should take the pains tog 
he history of the increase of the 


favor of 

favor of one battle 
two of each 
I o back and 
Navy for the last six or s 


one cruiser 


years he would find that while both sides were in favor of an in- 
crease of the Navy, while neither side was in favor of *‘ standing 
pat’’ on it. yet he would find that the Republican party h u 
in favor of enormous increase, entailing vastly increased and. in 


my judgment, extravagant expenses on the p 
side has been in favor of a more economical 
crease. I belong to that class of 


ought to increase the Navy, 


,a more moderate in- 
Democrats who 
but increase 


believe t it Wwe 
it gradually and mod- 
h ; 


erately. I, myself, would not object to having a stated pro- 
grammane providing t ir a certain number of battle ships anda 

‘ertain number of armored cruisers. to be constructed ring a 
certain period cf years. I am notin favor ofa ‘* stand pat” policy 
and declaring to the world that we will no longer increase the 


Navy. 

Why, Congress has in the last few years,in a single session, 
passed bidls authorizii 1 ps that v 
when pat upon the se 90,000,000. Thirty millions 


g the cor 


n another year, and this bill will entail a future exper 
$30,000 000 for ships. Suppose we cut that — voanda 
this bill ships to cost $15,000,000, ¢ and hereafter for severa ars 
authorize $15,00 atta worth, would not that be a constant and 
steady increase, and would it not meet the demands of ‘ 
country, and wou dit not appeal to the patri 
nomical sense of the American people? After the passage of 
bill, which carries more than $ 1,000 n i 

uipping shipsalready under construction, we will t 1pon 

s obligations to be 1} aiter paid ¢ re than $ oO 
tinish and equip the ships already authorized and th: 
this bill. 

I have never believed in making t ( ’ great 
nation to override and intimidate the other | 

rorld. I believe in having a navy capable of ting ca 
interests when war comes, and I believe in providing a 
for our defense in time of peace. 

I would take, if it were in my power, part of the an 
sary for the big ships authorized in t particular l 
torpedo boats, these submarine boats, and I y 
ficient number of them to put them rv in nt h 
he United States. While we may t have t I is 
the people may not be willing and should not be taxed t i 


enough battle ships to go out and destroy th 
still we can economically build suificient torpedo } 
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navies of the world off our shores. We can do that reasonably 
and economically. For one-half the cost of the ships authorized 
in this bill we could build enough submarines to protect every 
important harbor in the United States. For the price of one bat- 
tle ship we can build twenty-five submarine boats. No officers of 
any navy in the world would dare take a ship into a harbor pro- 
tected by submarine boats. Admiral Dewey stated before our com- 
mittee in the Fifty-sixth Congress that if the Spanish Government 
had had two submarine boats in Manila Harbor, and he and his 


men had known it, the strain would have been too much for | 


"human nerve, and they never would have entered that harbor; 
and thus it would be. 

Noman would risk the lives and no man would risk his own repu- 
tation in history by taking a battle ship freighted with 600 or a 
thousand men into a harbor where these submarine monsters lay 
concealed. Again, I believe that sort of defense to be the cheap- 
est and most effective that human ingenuity can provide for our 
harbors. I also believe thatif it had not been for great corporate 
interests desiring large ships which require vast tons of steel and 
armor which they sell, the sentiment of the country would have 
been more in favor of defending our coast by the smaller boats. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to be allowed to continue for two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that his time be extended for two minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Another thing, Mr. Chairman, 
when you build these submarine boats for defense and put them 
in your harbors, your great battle ships can go out after the enemy 
and will not have to hug our shores to defend us. When you 
build smaller boats, these torpedo carriers, you liberate your bat- 
tle ships. The building of the smaller craft eliminates the neces- 
sity of having so many larger and more expensive battle ships. 
I know a navy requires large expense. I know we have to keep 
up our navy-yards. We must continue the construction of ships 
and must preserve what we already have. But I believe that 
with an expenditure of one-half of what we are expending in new 
construction we can provide a more effective navy for defense 
against any possible enemy by appropriating a large portion of it 
to the proper means of defense. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 
stated the spirit which has actuated me in my service on this Na- 
val Committee. It has not been my fortune to be on the subcom- 
mittee that practically prepared this bill. I have heard many of 
the hearings. I have gone through these bills carefully session 
after session of Congress. 

I know there is not a man in this House that would feel more 
humiliated by an American defeat than myself; I know there is 
not a man in America that would rather see the American Navy 
overcome all possible rivals than myself; but there are two things 
to consider—the necessity of what we are doing, measured by the 
amount of danger from the outside, and the great people who have 
to pay these enormous expenses. We appropriate $96,000,000 by 
this bill. That means $7 out of the Treasury for every head of a 
family in the United States—$7 to each family. Where will it 
end? If you are going to establish great naval stations in the 
Philippines and in Cuba, and constantly and increasingly add to 
the Navy and its expense by such exorbitant strides, where will it 
end? Ten years ago the Navy cost $25,000,000; now mear $100,- 
000,000. What will it be ten years from now? The thing to do 
is to moderate the increase. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate on this amendment is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. DAYT 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ments will be considered as withdrawn. The gentleman from 
West Virginia moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr.DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the position 
taken by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] here to-day is a 
most remarkable one. In violation of his own party’s platforms, 
as [ will show later on, he has announced his opposition and deter- 
mination to vote against this bill providing for the naval service 
and a reasonable increase of its matériel. He has gone further, 
and made a direct appeal to the minority side to join him against 
his own party in this opposition. I congratulate the able and 
distinguished gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] upon 
his answer to this appeal, and his clear statement of Democratic 
position touching this question. 

It is not, as he has said, a partisan question, and nothing in the 
Democratic platform, as I read it, can be construed into opposi- 
tion to the upbuilding of the Navy. A platform of this kind is 
significant not only for its direct declarations, but also frequently 
for tts omission of direct declarations. In this’ case the omission 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


‘“T 
aN. 
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of the last Democratic platform of any declaration against the 
policy of naval building is, under the peculiar circumstances, very 
significant. ; 

One clause of it does denounce what is called ‘‘ militarism.’’ [+ 
distinctly opposes the existence of a large standing army and in- 
sists that a small army with the home guard is sufficient for the 
country’sdefense at home. That declaration is, however, signiti- 
cant in the fact that nota word of it can be construed to relate to 
the United States Navy andtoits upbuilding. Therefore, as I said 
on Saturday last, this is a question upon which it seems both par- 
ties can stand—a careful, thorough upbuilding of the Navy for 
national peace, national honor, and national defense. 

So far as I know, the gentleman from Ohio must stand on an- 
other and a different platform from that of either of the partis: 
and I insist that it is a platform that has nothing in it; that is, 
‘* neither flesh nor fowl nor good red herring.”’ Itisnotan Amvri- 
can platform; and it is not the platform of the Republican party, 
which we have a right to aanl upon and which has been reiter- 
ated time and again in the conventions of our party for the last 
twenty years. 

In order to make this clear I want to read some of these pliat- 
forms to see how far the gentleman in his appeal to the minority 
has been seeking to place himself upon the platform of the minvor- 
ity and against the declarations of his own party. 

In 1884 the platform of the Republican party demanded this: 

We demand the restoration of our Navy to its old-time strength and effi 
ciency, that it may in any sea protect the rights of American citizens and 
the interests of American commerce. 

In 1888 the Republican party proclaimed this: 


We earnestly recommend that prompt action be taken by Congress in t) 
enactment of such legislation as will best secure the rehabilitation of 
American merchant marine, and we protest against the passage by Congr-s 
of a free-ship bill as calculated to work injustice to labor by lessening the 
wages of those engaged in preparing materials such as those directly « 
ployed incur shipyards. We demand appropriations for the early rebuilding 
of our Navy. 


s In 1892 the same party in its party platform made this declara- 
ion: 

We favor the extension of our foreign commerce, the restoration of our 
mercantile marine by home-built ships, and the creation of a navy for the 
protection of our national interests and the honor of our flag. 

And in 1896, when we elected that great American statesman 
from the gentleman’s own State of Ohio whose memory every 
Republican reveres to-day, and when we swept this country from 
one end to the other, we stood upon this platform, and the gen- 
tleman himself was sent to this House upon this platform: 

The peace and security of the Republic and the maintenance of its rightful 
influence among the nations of the earth demand a naval power comme: 
rate with its position and responsibility. We therefore favor the continued 
—— of the Navy and a complete system of harbor and seaport 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAYTON. Iask for five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] for five min- 
utes? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, we have heretofore stood in 
this House and seen those who were near and dear to us in part) 
principles get away from their moorings and cross to the other 
side. If the gentleman from Ohio must go from us, we will 
deeply regret it. But where can he go for a platform on itliis 
question? He can not stand on the Republican platform, nor cin 
he stand on the Democratic platform touching the upbuilding 
the United States Navy. The significant clause in the latt 
platform denouncing militarism and the omission of any re!vr- 
ence to the Navy show that they favor or are at least not ad) 
to the upbuilding of the naval service, while the gentle 
stands in distinct opposition, as I have shown by party declar: 
tion, to every principle on which he was elected to this floor. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, it is time for us to think about t! 
party declarations. It is time for us sometimes to reme! 
that we have reason to be proud of the record of our party when 
we have gone to the country upon party declarations; and there 
is no victory that we have achieved that has ever brought us 
more lasting success and greater good to the country than tliat 
of 1896 when we elected William McKinley upon the ringing 
declaration, amongst others, that we should uphold the American 
ae and continue to uphold it. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, we are always glad to welco 
recruits, but I for one am not willing that a new recruit shal! | 
dertake to lecture me as to my duty. [Laughter and applau- 

I have nothing to do with the effort. on the part of the gentle: 
from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] to read the gentleman fri 
Ohio out of the Republican party. . The position of a majority ' 
the minority members of the Committee on Naval Affairs wi!) 
regard to the increase of the Navy was that we should not «n- 
nounce that we would never build another ship, but it was that 
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we are now building faster than any nation in the world, with the 
exception of Great Britain, and it was unnecessary to authorize | 
more battle ships at this time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
‘ontract. 
™ Mr. RIXEY. We now have completed twelve battle ships. | 
We have under contract twelve more, so that when the battle 
ships under contract shall have been completed, our Navy will be 
then twice the size that it is to-day. In the statement which is 
furnished by the Committee on Naval Affairs, and which I be- 
lieve to be accurate, I find that Great Britain is building ships to 
the amount of 351,000 tons, the United States 322,000, France 
only 180,000, Russia 142,000, Germany 118,000. We are building 
nearly three times as fast as Germany; and when the ships al- 
ready authorized are completed, we wi!l have far outstripped | 
Germany in the number of battle ships and their tonnage. 

The position of the Democratic party is that while we owe 
32,000,000 upon these ships already contracted for, and while the 
ships contracted for will double our Navy, it is not necessary at 
this time to authorize ships to cost $30,000,000. In view of the 
statement made by the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations that we might expect a deficit, why not let the building 
programme for this year stand until another year and save 
$20.000,000 here? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 

Mr. RIXEY. They tell us that they have not the money for 
any internal improvements. Save $30,000,000 here; it will not 
cripple the Navy, it will not affect its efficiency, and you will 
have the money. Admiral Taylor testified before the committee— 
and his statement is in print—that by 1907 we would still lack 797 
officers for our Navy as at present authorized. If this is true, | 
and it is true, why go on and authorize ships to be built for which 
we have not the officers? The position of the, Democratic party 
is not that this appropriation bill must be voted against, and we | 
reject the advice of the Republican Member [Mr. Burton], who 
advises us to take that position. Weare for a reasonable support 
of any navy that is necessary for the exigencies of the time. For 
myself I believe that we are to-day the second naval power in the | 
world. Our ships are new, whilst many of the battle ships and 
armored cruisers of the Old World are so old that they ought to be 
relegated to the second or the third line of defense. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be considered 
as withdrawn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last four words. 

I was greatly affected by the powerful appeal made by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi |Mr. WILLIAMs], the leader of the mi- 
nority on this floor, when he made such a pathetic appeal in re- 
gard to the expenditures of the public moneys, or rather the non- 
expenditure of the public moneys, by the Republican party in the 
present Congress. He said that these war bills were soabsorbing 
of the public revenues that we could not build public buildings. 
[infer that a great many people holding office are at present dis- | 
tributing the mails in the open air. He said that we could not 
dig harbors and rivers, and a sad condition was depicted by him, 
so that sadness came over me. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuRTON] came to my rescue and 
relieved my mind somewhat when he stated that it was proposed 
in the coming sundry civil bill to appropriate double the amount 
of money for the improvement of rivers and harbors that had been 
expended by the last Democratic Congress. That relieved my 
mind on the river and harbor question. But still I feared that | 
the public buildings were being neglected, and I instituted a 
search. I have found very much to relieve my anxiety. I find 
that in the forthcoming sundry civil bill there will be appropri- 
ated $10,545,883.79 for public buildings now under construction 
and those already authorized by acts of Congress approved by the 
President and upon which no money has hitherto been expended. 
Upward of ten million and a half dollars! This in time of practi- 
cal war, as I now learn; this when the money in the Treasury is 
— absorbed by the war bills about which we have heard so | 
much, 

I thought I would look and see what was a reasonable expendi- 
ture under a Democratic Administration in time of profound peace, 
80 | went back to the long session of the Fifty-third Congress, and | 
over against the upward of ten million and a half proposed to be | 
expended for public buildings at this session of Congress I found | 
that the Fifty-third Congress, the last Democratic Congress that | 
we have had and probably the last we will have [laughter], in a | 
time @f profound peace, when they had to borrow the money at a 
high rate of interest, expended $1,126,500 for public buildings. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Ten times as much. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. About nine times as much in the present 
expenditures; and that is about the ratio of all that is great and 
good in administration existing to-day between the two parties 





That we have more under 


Like rivers and harbors. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| his seat 


| intend to vote against the aniendment. 


| stations as outposts for coast defense are right, and such is the 
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so far as the record goes. 
publican side. } 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last five 
words. I desire to call the attention of members of the commit- 
tee to the question of the tonnage of our ships which we are now 
building. Owing to the fact that there have been numerous de- 
lays in the construction of our ships, it would appear that we are 
building a great many shipsatthe present time. If the contracts 
had been lived up to, more than half the tonnage to-day which is 
in process of construction would be built. So it isnota fair state- 
ment to take that particular diagram here which shows that we 
are building largely at the present time unless you take along 


[Laughter and applause on the Re- 


| with it the other statement, and that is this: Take, for instance, 
|a period of years, since January 1, 1898, during the last five « 


Navy? Great Britain has added 641,000 tons; France has add 
218,000 tons; Russia has added 160,000 tons; Germany, 190,00! 
tons; Japan, 153,000 tons, but the United States only 117,000 tons 
during the last six years. Now, take that statement and couple 
the other with it when you take into consideration the question 
of how much we have built and how much we are building to-day. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to discuss this question any 
further at this time, and I call for a vote upon the pending mo- 
tion, which I believe is to strike out the paragraph on page 15, 
** depots for coal.”’ 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Before the gentleman takes 


iT 
six years,and how much tonnage have we added to the American 
l 
) 





The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York is recog- 
nized. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask 


| the gentleman from Ilinois a question. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BASSETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
line. I understand that the pending amendment is to strike out, 
on page 15, the lines beginning with 7; and I understand further 
that this appropriation which is proposed to be stricken out ap- 
plies to the coaling station at Guantanamo Harbor. It is to the 
need of this coaling station that I propose to address myself. as I 
And as I presume I will 
be somewhat alone on this side, I wish to explain briefly my rea- 
sons. In my judgment a coaling station at this point on the 
southern side of the island of Cuba, controlling as it does the 
Caribbean Sea,is a most important part of the home coast de- 


| fense, and is entirely different from the proposition to place 


defenses in the Philippines or in distant parts of the world. 

f one will examine on a map the routes of travel from our large 
cities, like Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, to South Amer- 
ican ports and between Atlantic seaboard towns and the proposed 
Panama Canal, he will see that ships do not go between Cuba and 
Florida, but pass the eastern end of the island of Cuba. We need 
coaling stations for our war shipsnear this route. The mainland 
is much too faraway. Thestrategic importance of the Caribbean 
Sea demands such stations. 

As developments at the Isthmus go on during the next decade 


| that route past the eastern end of Cuba will become more and 
| more important, and the proper defense of this route and the 
| control of the Caribbean Sea become part of the coast defenses ot 


the United States and not part of a foreign enterprise. Stations 
and fortifications half around the world are no portion of our 
home defense. They will be sources of great expense, and in war 
with a great power a weakness rather thana help, But coaling 
location at Guantanamo Bay. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from North Carolina. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Contingent, Bureau of Equipment: For freight and 
equipment stores; packing boxes and materi 
graphing, books, and models, stationery; fur 
navy-yards; postage on letters sent abroad; f e, ic nd 
arising under cognizance of the Bureau of Equipment unforesee 
sible to classify, $35,000. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 









Mr. Chairman, I move to 


| strike out the last word. 


Just to illustrate that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] is not quite as accurate in figuring at the time as in 
prefiguring things, he tells us that we are going to make more 
public building appropriations upon some appropriation bill and 
more river and harbor appropriations on some other general ap- 
propriation bill than we would have got if we had a public build- 
ings bill and a river and harbor bill. 

Well, now, there are some things that mathematics can prove 
to me even read im the confident and hasty manner in which 
the gentleman reads them, or rather prepared in the hasty man- 
ner and read in the confident manner in which he uses them, but 
it would be very hard to convince me by any kind of figures that 














we are going to get the river and harbor appropriations we need 
al have this year when the River and Harbor Commit- | 
tee will not act; and it 18 very hard to convince me that we are | 
et as Many = lic buildings as we ought to have when | 
you are afraid for the Public Buildings Co umittee to act and 


report for new legislation to the House. 





Now, Mr. Chairman, | know that the great harbor of New York | 
is waiting for much-needed improvements; I know that New | 
Orleans is waiting; I know that Baltimore is waiting; I know that | 
the great Mississippi Valley, the central artery of our commerce | 


} 








and trade, overflowed and partially devastated last year, is waiting; 
I know that representatives of all those interests have been here 
knocking at committee doors and have gotten ** merely hearings, | 
and nothing more,’ and I know that these representatives of | 
suffering interests would not be here unless they were here for | 
eomething. I know that the word has passed out to the country 
that home developments must be starved this year to some extent, 
because there is a threatened deficit in the Treasury. By the | 
way, I want to say right here, Mr. Chairman, that nothing scares | 
me to death as much as a th eatened deficit. You have got your | 
deficit, and we will win our great confiict in the next Presidential 
election just about in time to go in with a deficit, and then you 
will come along and swear it took place “in anticipation of a 
Democratic victory.’’? [Applause on the Democratic side.] You 
have con ed beforehand you are going to have . and you will 
swear tien we produced it. 


I expect to half of that side of the House up saying, “‘At | 
the time the deficit began to declare itself the deficit, Madame 
Deficit and Monsieur Deficit had news of a Democratic victory in | 
advance,”’ and that you knew beforehand that the deficit had the | 
news, and that you are ‘‘ prepared to substantiate the solidity of 
the information upon the part of the ceficit.””. I know what you 
have been talking. I know that you have been saying that you 
would pass the general appropriation bills and get away from 
here wit thout any other legislation, except per haps @ service pen- | 
sion to tax the South, just as soon as you possibly could, and the 
gentleman from Ohio and I both know—we are bound to know 
it—that for this year river and harbor improvements and a great | 
many other useful things are being decreased in their appropria- 
tions, and public works and home development are suffering be- 
cause of the vast amount of money that has been made necessary 
to carry on the Government under the present régime with this 
wrld-p policy. 

The C HAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
W ithout objection, the pro forma amendment is withdrawn, 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 


Contingent, Bureau of Yards and Docks: For contingent expenses that may 
arise at navy-yards and stations, $40,000, 


66 ox, 
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a HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I move to substitute $20,000 
he $40,000 herein provided. 
The ¢ CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 19, : out “forty ’ and insert “twenty.” 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, in support of that I 
wish to call the attention of this committee to the fact that this 
bill provides for contingent funds in the various bureaus amount- 
ing to $631,358, as follows: Navy proper, $65,000; Bureau of Navi- 
gation, $30,358; Bureau of Equipment, $35,000; Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, $40,000; Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, $50,000; 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, $250,000; Superintendent of 
Naval Academy, $1,000; Marine Corps, $160,000. 

That is over $600,000, Mr. Chairman, in contingent funds pro- 
vided in various bureaus in this bill, which ¢ are practically ex- | 
pended without any supervision—practically lef t to the judgment | 
and discretion of the various chiefs and heads of these bureaus. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, a short time ago I introduced a resolution of 
inquiry as to the , number of horses and carriages maintained at 
public expense being used by various officials, and it was also pro 
vided that it should be stated from what funds these expenses 
wert amine It de cane yped upon one of the replies—a reply made by 
the Navy De artment —that two horses at least had been bou; ght 
and « hart d to the contingent fund of the Bureau of Yards and 
Node, and, so far as I was able to find out, the only excuse for 
charging it to this particular fund was the fact that the horses | 
had docked tails. I think these various contingent funds shouid | 


for 


in line 16, strik 


be watched. ‘They cause great leaks. 
Mr. F« SS, Mr. Chairman, there is no increase in this appro- 


pri: it ion this year. It is the same as last year, and it is urgently 
recommends “4 not only by the burean chiefs, but by the Secre- 


tary of the Navy. I therefore call for a vote. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was not agreed to. 
The Cle rk read as follows: he 
Ni iwy-yard, Pensacola, Fla.: For one clerk, at $1,200; one mail messenger, 
at $2 per diem, inc sludi ng Sundays; one electrician, at $1,400; one draftsman, 
at $4 per diem, $1,252; one foreman laborer, at $3.52 per diem, $1,101.76; one | 
stenographer, typewriter, and telegraph operator, at $3.04 per diem, $951.52; | 


one writer, at $2.80 per diem, $876.40; in all, $7,511.68. 
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| simply to call attention to the fact that the appropriation f 


| and he said he was not. 


| to the priva 


| that 
_ of the yard at New York—the land alone—is some $ 


| an opportunity to join with me ‘n attempting to dispose an 


| was for the removal of Hendersons Point. 


| BurTON] at that time stated that, from information at hand 


| the chair. 
| reading clerk, 





FEBRUARY 2 


22, 





——~ 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 


| outthe last word. I desired toask the gentleman from Illinois | Mr, 


Foss] a question a few minutes ago when his time was de 


] tred 
by the ¢ ‘hairman to be out. 


i understood the gentleman to stat 
that we had constructed in the iast five years 117,000 tons o 
vessels. Now, the question that I wanted to ask the gen‘ ie wn 
I will put in the form of a statement. In the last ae appropria- 
tion bills we have authorized an increase of the Navy to an 


3 


' Wa r 


amount of 316,000 tons. While the amount that we have con- 
structed in five years, as an increase of the Navy is 117,000 tong, 
yet we have authorized in the last five years 316,000 tons. I with- 
draw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. C hairman, I move to strike ont the 
last two or three words. Mr. Chairman, I do that at this time 


1 8 
civil establishment at Pensacola has increased from $1,932 t 
$7,500 this year. 

Saturday the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Day7 ] 
referred to some remarks I made on the naval appropriation bill, 
and stated that in order to test my patriotism and sinceri ty he 
was willing to join me in advocating the sale of the navy-yard at 
New York. I asked him if he was willing to turn over all the 
work being done by the Government yards to the private plants, 
Yet, Mr. Chairman, it appears from the 
hearings before the Committee on Naval Affairs this year that 
the only place on the Atlantic seacoast controlled by the ( Sove 
ment at which a first-class battle ship can be docked is at the N 
York Navy-Yard. If this navy-yard were to be disposed of at 
this time, the only places that a first-class battle ship could be 
docked would be at Cramps’ yard and at Newport News Ship- 
building Company's plant. 

I insist that the gentleman’s statement, if madein good faith 
and the proposed sale were effected, it would be of material benetit 
e shipbuilding plants. I assume, however, that his 
statement was merely a part of a great deal of cheap buncombe 
is indulgedin by some gentlemen. Hestates th: ut oo ; 
525,000, it 


| is not so easy, even if desirable, to find a pure haser for Jan ni of 


that character as the gentleman assumes. According to the her- 
ings before the gentleman’s committee, that yard did at least 75 
per cent more repair work than was done by any other yard. 
I recall the time when the gentleman from West Virginia had 
1 to 
prevent the undue growth of some of the insignificant navy- 
yards of this country. I recollect in the first session of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress, when the gentleman from West Virginia | Mr. 
DAYTON] was a conferee on the naval appropriation bill. The 
conferees at that time brought in a report agreeing to two items 
in the bill which had been placed there by the Senate—one item 
at the Portsmonth 
Navy- Yard, which would cost, when complete, $749,000; the other 
provided for buildings at the Charlestown Navy- Yard which, wien 


| complete, would cost $913,900. 


Mfr 


The chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors | 


even after removal of meee Point, at Portsmouth vard, 
an expense of $750,000, the facilities for merchant vessels w 
be seriously affected, ae that, in his opinion, it would not at 
help a battle ship to enter the navy-y ard. 

I have looked carefully into the Recorp at the time that 


cussion was up in the House, and the gentleman from West \ 
ginia [Mr. Dayton] did not then seem to be inspired with the 
same patriotic desire to stop the increase of these insignificant 


navy-yards. He kept silent in his seat at that time. He now, in 


| his patriotic enthusiasm, is willing to dispose of the most effi 


the best equipped, and the only navy-yard on the Atlantic 
where it is possible to dock a first-class battle ship; and I in 
that if the gentleman was sincere in that statement that tl 
object he possibly could have would be to send the wor! 
there upon naval vessels into the private plants upon the Atia: 
coast. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment, without 
tion, will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Naval station, Guam: One clerk, $1,600; 1foreman machinist, 


e) (fy) 1 
. < . tia , 
senger and janitor, $600; in all, $3,800. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumn(! 
a message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkins4y, ifs 
announced that the Senate had disagreed to t! 


| amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 391. 
| authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant right of w: 


for pipe lines through Indian lands, had asked a conference with 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
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J had appointed Mr. Stewart, Mr. Piatt of Connecticut, and 
Mr. Dugots as the conferees on the part of the Senate, 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
The committee resumed its session. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the | 


word for the purpose of asking a question. I wish to ask 

gentleman from Lilinois if these employees at Guam are the 

emplovees that are to be taken care of under the contingent ap- 
ation earlier in the bill, on pages 3 and 4? 

iy. FOSS. These are employees under the Bureau of Yards 


nd Docks 


tlhose that will be taken care of in the earlier appropriation? 
\ir. FOSS. Yes. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the Clerk to read 
the next section, and then I will move that the committee rise, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In all, civil establishment, Bureau of Yards and Docks, $148,790.92, and no | 


“9 


other fund appropriated by this act shall be used in payment for such | 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
T1se. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HeEpBuRN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12220, the 
1 


1aval appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
STEAMER BEAUMONT. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time for filing the minority views on the bill (H. R. 4570) 
to provide an American register for the steamer Beawmont be 
extended until Friday morning next. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 


consent to have the time for filing the views of the minority from | 


the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries on House bill 
4570 extended to Friday morning next. Is there objection? 
| After a pause.] The Chair hear none. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appropri- 
ate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 3607. An act making appropriations for the removal of the 


and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they presented to the President of the United 
States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 3584. An act to authorize the resubdivision of lots or 
blocks in the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 11823. An act to authorize the Director of the Census to 
cooperate with the secretary of state of the State of Michigan and 
with officials of other States in taking the census of manufac- 
tures; 

H. R. 9640. An act to amend an act granting tothe Keokuk and 

familton Water Power Company right to construct and main- 
tain adam, and so forth, approved February 8, 1901; 
‘ 7 R. 3172. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
4. Pogue; 

H. R. 8272, 
Hardy; 

H. R. 8387. 
Craigue: 

H. R. 3345. 
P. Clarke; 

H. R. 3367. 
W. Kerby; 

H. R. 8411. 
J. Hart: 

H. R. 3435, 
Pratt: 

H. R. 3521. 
Hawker: 

H. R. 8407. 
Lewis: 

H. R. 3616. 
Davis; 

H. R. 3617 
M. Everett: 

H. R. 3665. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 
An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 


Jones: 
wa R. 3815, An act granting an increase of pension to Hester E. 
Mooney; 
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\Ir. FIVZGERALD. And they are additional employees and | 





A. R. 4325. An act granting an increase of pension to John A, 
SAR. 7798. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
| Black; 
“7 R. 6028. An act granting an increase of pension to Anson 
| Heffron; 
ae R. 6032. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


S. Bellows; 

H. R. 7374. An 
Perkins; 

H. R. 6588, An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Cummings; 

H. R. 5199. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
M. Johnson; 

H. R. 5617. An act granting an increase 
P. Hereford; 

H. R. 5634, An act granting an increase of pension to R 
L. Miles; 

H. R. 6701. An act granting 


act granting an increase of pension to Jabez 


of pension to William 


an increase of pension to John A. 


| Reeds; 


H. R. 7756. An 
Schroder; 

H. R, 7594. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Miller; 

H. BR. 6994. An act granting an increase of pension to Tl 
Nebrich; 

H. R. 7682. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


| H. Howard: 


H. R. 5818. An act granting an increase of pension to P 
Snow; 

H. R. 8729. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustus 
S. Remick; 

H. R. 5883. An act granting 


nLip 


an increase of pension to Dayid 


Warentz; 
H. R. 6036. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Shafer; 


H. R. 5609. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Grigsby; 

H. R. 5471. An act granting an increase of pension to A. Marion 
Gamble: 

H. R. 6005. An act granting an increase of pension to Gi 
B. Davis; 

H. R. 5531. An act granting an increase of pe nsion to Marvin 
Nash; 

H. R. 6071. An act 
C. Null; 

H. R. 6947, An act 
H. Cooper; 

H. R. 7439. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 
Bates: 

H. R. 6562. 
A. Thompson; 

H. R. 7355. An 
Barrett; 

H. R. 4457. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Meldrum: 

H. R. 4887. An 
N. Thorpe; 

H. R. 4823. An 
Wurtz; 

H. R. 4276. An act granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 


E. Burritt: 


rge 


granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to George 


act granting an increase of pension to 


H. R. 4629. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C. Pond; 
H. R. 4031. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


R. Wasson; 

H. R. 4915. An act 
W. Hibbert: 

H. R. 4937. An act 
Conklin; 

H. R. 5718. An act 
Heiser; 

H. R. 
Chenowith: 

H. R. 6061. An act 
D. Brown: 


granting an increase of pension to James 


granting an increase of pension to Emily 


granting an increase of pension to Adolph 


ero 
$tOwe 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


granting an increase of pension to Alphens 


H. R. 5720. An act granting an increase of pens to Willi ! 
T. Filler; 

H. R. 2912. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
A. Jones: 

H. R. 138. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


Hale; 
H. R. 198. 


An act granting an increase of pensi 


} on to Emmett 


| Cole: 


H. R. 165. 
Adelsperger; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Th 


mad 
Las 
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ranting an increase of pension to Dana | 


granting an increase of pension to Dexter T. 


An act grantiz 


ng an increase of pension to James W. 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 


act grat 


ng an increase of pension to Mark A. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 


An act granti 


An act granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
Man: 


681. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella P. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


561. An act granting an increase of pension to Eri 


R. 249. 
te 
H. R. 1859. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
annon; 
R. 1906. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mollie J. 


1 An act granting 
: eed hard; 
i. R. 2016, An act granting an increase of pension to George 


dner; 


R. 2111. 


an increase of pension to George 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry D. 


[. it, 2201, 
McDonald: 
H. R. 2558, An act granting 
intz; 
ae R. 
Phillips; 
ie ‘R 2916. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
S. Howard; 
ae {. 8187. An 
Je "eV 
 R. 6 3442. An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Wallace 
H. R. 5534. An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
Shaw Love joy; 
H. R. 8207. An act granting 
ison, 
7095. An act granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
i es, 
H. R. 7757. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Davidh eiser: 
H. R. 5299. 
Wh ger. 


H. R. 6091. 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 


an increase of pension to George 


2822. An act granting an increase of pension to Louiza 


act granting an increase of pension to George 


an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 
5 5 P 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edward | 
| which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 


H. R. 6020. 
P. Conner: 

H. R. 8717. 
Edwards: 

H. R. 6547. 

H. R. 134. 

H. BR. 195. 

H. R. 219. 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


An act granting a pension to John Holzer; 
An act granting a pension to Wilhelmina Miller; 
An act granting a pension to Michael Landy; 
An act granting a pension to Minerva J. Burton; 


SIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ing an increase of pension to James K. 


| out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1073); 
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H. R. 529. An act granting a pension to Emma H. Higley; 
H. R. 754. An act granting a pension to John M. Lawton: 
H. R. 2040. An act grantit ig a pension to James Anderson: 
H. R. 2427. An act granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas: 
H. R, 2932. An act granting a pension to Dudley R. W. Wil- 
liams: 
H.R. 
A. BR. 
H. B. 
H.R. 
H. R. 
H. R. 
H. R. 
H. BR. 


8298, 
3299, 


Uwe 
7515. 


4625. 


An act granting a pension to Mary E. Pennock: 
An act granting a pension to Medie M. Flanders: 
An act granting a pension to Rebecca A. oe ithia 
An act granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash; 
5528. An act granting a pension to Maria Lindhorst; 
4946. An act granting a pension to James IF. Wheel 
8123. An act granting a pension to Eliza S. Smith; 
8920. An act granting a pension to Harriet A. Tucker; 

H. R. 6085. An act granting a pension to Anna M. Maier: 

H. R. 9029. An act granting a pension to Georgie S. Barbo 

H. R. 5538. An act granting a pension to Jane Elizabeth Bu 
lock; 


H. 7072. 

H. R. 5372. 

H. R. 8728. 

. 4578. 
han; 

A. 1855. 


An act granting a pension to Mary McCall; 

An act granting a pension to Mariah Kuechler; 
An act granting a pension to Matilda Lafferty; 
An act granting a pension to Catharine M. McClana- 


An act granting a pension to Harriett B. Riley: 
H. R. 4365. An act granting a pension to Barney L. Bro 
H. R. 8748. An act for the relief of Serenus Kilbourne: and 
H. R. 4759. An act granting an increase of pension to David P. 

McDonald. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, reference of House resolution 218 y 
changed from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to the C 
mittee on Accounts. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Then, on i uation of Mr. Foss (at 5o’clock and 9 minutes p.m 

the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. 


tXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive 
munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
fcllows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans: 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of Ag 
ture submitting an estimate of appropriation for greenhou 
the Department—to the Committee on Appropriations, and orc 
to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
LUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fo 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivet 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein na 
as follows: 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6480) to « 
grazing in forest reserves, reported the same without amend 
accompanied by a report (No. 1148); which said bill and re 
were referred to the House Calendar. : 


AND RI 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutio: 
the following titles were severally reported from committees 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Wh 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3534) granti: 
increase of pension to John S. Parker, reported the same wit 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1071); which said 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3415) grantin 
increase of pension to Manluff W. Reynolds, reported th: 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1072); \ 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
3267) grantin 
increase of pension to Mary V. Carson, reported the same \ 
which si 


BILLS A? 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 562) grantin 
increase of pension to Emeline F. Emmons, reported the same wit! 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1074); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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\y. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
ich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2491) granting a 
son to Larkin Maynard, reported the same with amendment, 
mpanied by a report (No. 1075); which said bill and report 
referred to the Private Calendar. ‘ 
also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
of the House (H. R. 1519) granting a pension to Thomas P. 
_ reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
senort (No. 1076); which said bill and report were referred to the 
p ‘vate Calendar. 
\y. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
‘ys. to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9390) 
ng anincrease of pension to Dr.S.L. Tyner,reported the same 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1077); which 
billand report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
' 1 was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9726) granting a 
n to John McEliece, reported the same with amendment, 
panied by a report (No. 1078); which said bill and report 
referred to the Private Calendar. a 
_ GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10264) granting 
rease of pension to Louis C. Amberg, reported the same 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1079); 
il and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3839) granting an 
i of pension to George B. Abbott, reported the same with- 


which | 





endment, accompanied by a report (No. 1080); which said | 


11 report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same commiétee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11428) for the relief of Augustus Fel- 
lows, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

No. 1081); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 
Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| said bill and report were r 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10847) 
granting an increase of pension to James O. Knowles, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1092); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committe 
which was referred the bill of the Sena 
increase of pension to William S. Bur 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1093 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referre: 


n Invalid Pensions, to 
late (S. 2649) granting an 


h, reported the same with- 





bill of the Senate (S. 2200) granting an imcrease of pension to 
Charles R. Collins, reported the same withont amet ( aut 





companied by a report (No. 1094); whic 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


‘h said bill and report were 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Iny Pet ) 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2 ra n 
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increase of pension to Harriet H. Howlett, rep 
out amendment, accompanied by a rer 
bill and report were referred to the Priv r. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2490) granting a pensi I 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1096); which said bill and rep 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid ] 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1834) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John W. Paul, reported t! me 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1097); which 
‘ferred to the Private Ca r. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to which was referred the bill of t1 anti 





I 
rt were? rred to the P 





| increase of pension to John S. Stanger, rep d the sar 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1098); which l 
bill and report were referred to the Privat lend 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11141) granting | 


rease of pension to John B. Keller, reported the same witl 
idment, accompanied by a report (No. 1082); which said bill 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
1 was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2490) granting a 
n to John Maynard, reported the same with amendment, 
panied by a report (No. 1083); which said bill and report 
re referred to the Private Calendar. 
SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12073) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eliza J. Gardner, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1084); which 
aid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9756) 
x an increase of pension to Jesse T. Bennett, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1085); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11845) g 





rrant- 


an increase of pension to David C. McVicker, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1086 

Which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

§ to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9576 


san increase of pension to Eli M. McElwain, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1087 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9815) granting 
increase of pension to Ephraim O, Gilbert, reported the same 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1088); which said 
vil and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

‘ir. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
Wiich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10919) granting 
in Increase of pension to Susan E. Oliver, reported the same with 
auendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1089); which said bill 
und report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
> sl f the House (H. R. 10209) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Delaney, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1090); which said bill and report were 
relerred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill ef the House (H. R. 10901) granting 


? 


in increase of pension to John Quinn, reported the same with 


7 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1091); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 














He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
bill of the Senate (S. 3488) granting an increase of ] 
Charles E. McIntire, reported the same without amendm 
companied by areport (No. 1099); which said bill and rey 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred t 
| bill of the Senate (S. 1803) granting an increase of ] 
John M. Morgan, reported the same withont amendment 
panied by a report (No. 1100); which said bill and 1 wel 
referred to the Private Calendar 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R 
granting an increase of pension to Joshua D. Griffith, 1 ried 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal 
I GIB , from the Committee on Invalid Pension 
Wi 1 was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12352) ex: 
an increase of pension to William H. C I rted tl) ! 
with amendment companied by a report (N 2); whic! l 
bill and report w r itothe P te ( lar 
He also, from the s comm to whicl 31 1t 
bill of the House (H. R. 11557) gn a sion \ I 
Barton, reported the same with amend t,a 
report (No. 1103); which said bill and report were r t 
Private Calendar 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


Mr. BRADLEY, fr 











which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 805) graz 
increase of pension to George W. McConl re] ad the s 
with amendment, acc 7 a repo! Ni 
said bill and iI FP t l 

Mr. DEEMER 8 Invalid ] t 
which was 1 re ut 6S ul 
crease of pension t ; r 1 tl 
mel nt panied by a rej No. 1105); w l 
and report were referred to the te C r 

He also, from the same co1 e, to ¥ Ww referred 
bill of the Senate (S. 3569) granting an increaseof per L 
A. Chamberlain, reported the same withont amendment 
panied by a report (No. 1106); which said bill and r wel 
referred to the Private Calendar 

He also, from the same committee, to which was ref 1 t 
bill of the Senate (S. 2179) granting an increase of 
Thomas Harkison, reported the same hout an ! t 


companied by a report (No. 1107); 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2043) granting an increase of pension to 


which said bill and r 


ne I ni 
Andrew J. Williams, reported the same without amendment, : 
companied by a report (No. 1108); which said bill and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee 


m Invalid Pensions, to 
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which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1530) granting an 
increase of pension to Theron T. Lamphere, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1109); which | 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 
bill of the Senate (S. 1616) granting an increase of pension to | 
Michael Donovan, reported the same without amendment, accom- | 
panied by a report (No. 1110); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1796) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew Woodworth, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1111); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1554) granting an increase of pension to John 
D. Pickard, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1112); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3527) granting an 
increase of pension to Jerningham Boone, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1118); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 354) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Clara B. Griswold, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1114); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


bill of the Senate (S. 3130) granting an increase of pension to 


Nathan P. Bowman, reported the same without amendment, ac- | 
companied by areport (No. 1115); which said bill and report were | 


referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3738) granting an increase of pension to 
Linus 8S. Ludington, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1116); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3373) granting a pension to Eliza Williams, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1117); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1591) granting an 
increase of pension to James Hahn, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1118); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 935) granting a pension to Mary §. Clark, 


reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report | 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private | 


(No. 1119); 

Calendar. 
Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1272) granting an 


increase of pension to Samuel Rollins, reported the same without | 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1120); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3645) granting an 
increase of pension to Francis Hall, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1121); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3085) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Lane, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1122); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3423) grant- 
ing an increase “f yension to Joseph H. Ottey, reported the same 
without amendme:.+, accompanied by a report (No. 1123); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (5S. 3291) granting an increase of pension to 
John Olson Bakken, alias John Olson, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1124); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3452) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Male, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1125); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY., from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2999) granting an 
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; increase of pension to Malvina C. Buzzell, reported the same wit); 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1126); which sai ‘d 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

| He also, from the same committee, to which was referred t), 

| bill of Ahe § Senate (S. 2948) granting an increase of pension to 
| George Hyde, reported the same without amendment, acco.)- 

panied by a report (No. 1127); which said bill and rep rt were re- 

ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| bill of the Senate (S. 2940) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Liddle, reported the same without amendment, accom. 
panied by a report (No. 1128); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2445) granting an increase of — 
George M. Waters, reported the same without Smoemiment, 
| companied by a report (No. 1129); which said bill and re; 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2429) granting an increase of pension to 
John Dow, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1130); which said bill and report were referiod 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid P. 
| sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. ( 
granting an increase of pension to Ellis House, reported the sa 
| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1131); w! 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committtee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2198) granting a 
| pension to Thomas Irvin, reportefl the same without amendment, 
which said bill and rep 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1627) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Alonzo R. Kibbe, reported the san 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1133); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOW AY, from the Committee - Invalid Pensions 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1678) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Rudolph Reinhart, reported the same wi 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1134); which 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred tlic 
bill of the Senate (S. 900) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel M. Smith, reported the same without amendment, acco 
| panied by a report (No. 1135); which said bill and report w: 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred th» 
bill of the House (H. R. 1170) granting an increase of pension 
| Lewis L. Bean, reported the same with amendment, accompanicd 
by a report (No. 1136); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred t 
| bill of the Senate (S. 693) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. De Rocher, reported the same without amendment 
accompanied by a report (No. 1137); which said bill and rep 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred thie 
bill of the Senate (S. 156) granting an increase of pension to Har 
riet L. Ford, reported the same without amendment, accom 
nied by a report (No. 1138); which said bill and report were 
| referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Healso, from the same committee, to which was referred t 
bill of the Senate (S. 148) granting an increase of pension to 1 
| jamin H. Smalley, reported the same without amendment, acco 
panied by a report (No. 1139); which said bill and report w: 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred (!\ 
bill of the Senate (S. 153) granting an increase of pension to Wi! 
liam W. Turk, reported the same without amendment, accom) 
nied by a report (No. 1140); which said bill and report w: 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred t! 
bill of the Senate (S. 2969) granting a pension to Henry _— 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re} 
(No. 1141); which said bill and report were referred to the yPri vai 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred ¢! 
bill of the Senate (S. 3397) granting an increase of pension t» 
George B. Christy, reported the same without amendment, ac°o! 
panied by a report (No. 1142); whieh said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ‘0 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9082) granting 

an increase of pension to Chester F. Kimball, reported the samc 


| accompanied by a report (No. 1132); 


ov 
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ith amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1143); which said 

} il and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

ir. SI LLOW AY. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

wW h ic h was referred the billof the Senate (S. 2966) granting a pen- 

n to William Conover, reported the same without amendment, 

panied by a report (No. 1144); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. GIBSOS v, 7 mm the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred th ill of the Senate (S. 2662) granting an increase 
of pension to tn H. Carrow, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied | by a report (No. 1145); which said bill and 

nort were referred to the Private Cale ondar. 

ir. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on In 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 729) granting an 
increase of pension to Freeman O. Hodge, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1146); which 
id bill and report were referred to the Private Cale ndar. 

~. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
whit was referre d the 1 bil ll of the Senate e (S. 283! ) granting a pen- 
sion to Louisa Lyon, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
comjanied by a report (No. 1147); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Tinder clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12701) granting a pension to Sarah E. Hatch— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on yoy 

ill (H. R. 12706) granting a pension to C. Otis Johnson— 
Committee on eae ulid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


UBLIC BILLS, RESOLU oT NS, AND MEMORIALS. 
t ider clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 12762) relative to the nat u-, 
ralization laws of the United States—to the Committee on hmmi- 
1 and Naturalization. 

ir, McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 12763) to amend section 
17 of the act of Congress approved June 6, 1902, entitled “An act 
to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to author- 
ii » purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the 
erection and ¢ mpletion of public buildings, and for other pur- 
i ‘—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 12764) to make final disposition 





( e affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian ' itory 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on — Affairs. 
Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12765) to amend sec- 


tion 45 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce revenue and « qu li 
duties on imports, and for other purposes,’ approved October 1, 
1 to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

lr. LANNING: A bill (H.R. 12766 


J 


)} to establish ¢ 








n military camp ground in Somerset County, in the State of 
Ney rsey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Ir. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. 2767) to amend an act 

led ‘An act to regulate commerce,’’ approved February 4 
1d to further preven tthe payment of commissions or 1 
bat n freight—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreig 
C ce. 

i ir. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12768) to 
( nto effec 4 the provisions of a convention sign 1 at Wash- 
ington, July 24, 1899, between the United States and France, un- 
der a hority of « An act to ) provide revenue for the G vernment 
al courage the industries of the United States.’ approved 


+ Ph 


Jwy 24, 1897, and transmitted to the Senate of the United States 


by the President, at Washington, December 6, 1899—to the Com- 
mittce on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 12769) authorizing the Se: 
‘y of the Treasury to procure a copy in bronze of David d’An 


plaster head of Lafayette, now at Mount Vernon—to the 
Committee on the Library. 
By Mr. SLEMP: A bill 
hument to the memory of Gen. William Campbell—to the 
Cominittee on the Library. 
By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 12771) to increase the 
mit of ccst for the erection of a public building at Atlantic, 
Lowa—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


(H. R. 12770) for the erec tion of a 
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By Mr. SL AY DE N (bh yr gq Ue st): A bill (H. R. 12772) to restore 


certain officers of the United States Army to their proper places 
ae their respective lineal lists—to the Committee on Military 
é fairs. 


By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 12773) to repeal the act to estab- 
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waa2D 


lish a uniform system of bankruptcy thro 
| States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 12774) authorizing the State 
of Arkansas to fix its western boundary—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 12775) to amend the cus- 
toms drawback law—to the ag gee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. prov -§ 
of Natchez Harbor, on Mississi cal tiga, at Natchez, Miss.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbor 

By Mr. BURKETT: A joint resolutio 
tend the time for construction of the Akron, 
ern Railroad, in Alask: » the ¢ ee ( - the 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A joint resolu (H. 
ing the time before which the c¢ ceaiiatand laws 
can be put into effect either as between the isla 
pine Archipelago or as between the Philippine Is! 
United States to July 1, 1906—to the Committee on the ] 
Marine and Fisherie - 


By Mr. FLOOD: £ 


TTws4 7 
uU hitead 


yughout the 


2776) to pr 





















A joint resolution 


H. J. Res. 116) asking the 

















President of the United States to make such investizations to 
elicit facts in reference to the restric tic ns put u pon the sais of 
American tobaeco—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLI AMS of Mississippi: A resolution (H. Res. 227) 
requesting the Secretary of War to inform the H 1 whether 
and to what ex tent the right of freespeech and of free political 
action prevail in the Philipy jine Islands since the cessation of Los- 
tilities—-to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A resolution (H. Res. 228) authorizing the 
Committee on Accounts to provi ° n el 
vator conductors—to the Commi 

By M r. LOVERING: A re:zol a 
rules of the House—to the Commit 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and s lly r t as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 12777 t of Waltex 
W. Harris—to the Committee on ( ms 

By Mr. BOWER S: A bill (H. R. 127 rranting a pe i to 
William H. to the Commit on 

3y Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R . 1 } 3 h 
to Henrietta R. Young—to th n? I g 3 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bi R. 12 g 
to James G. Rumbolz—to t! I 

By Mr. COWHER D: A bill R 
of pen ntou y v lara ) i . 

1 (H.R ting at 
I l son { bi i 

Al a ») g l n n I - 

» the Si } 

By Mr. A bill (H. { 
per sion W. Waug ) ( 

Pensions 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R 5) t , 
t rd of James N - ( 1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 127 col 
thur A. Snyd the ( t 1 

Also. a bi i. R. 76 oe 
Emma Van ( 

Al ! 1 
Bi t ) 

Also, a H.R 

er » tl ( i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1 p 
\ ¢ to the ¢ ny 

By Mr. GOEI I \ v 2 
John J. Troxell e Col t 

Also, a bill (H. R. 127 ! 

Henry H. Struve—to i lid 

Also, a bill (H. R I y an 
Willi 1 Hand to ) l ? 

Also, a bill (H. R 
Thomas J. Pay to the Cor 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12795) er: ng an incre i 
L. Lee—to the Committee on h i Per ? 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A biil (H. R. 12796) for the reli EJ 
B. Beavers—to the Committee on ( ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12797 rt Li f John B. J] 3 ' 
the Committee on Claim 

Also,a bill (H. R. 1279 ranting a pension to Willian East— 


to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12799) granting a pension to Elizabeth Clay— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Re 
) 


By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 12800) granting a pension to 
»bert L. Franks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H.R. 12801) granting an increase of 
ension to H. B. Meyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 12802) for the relief of Albert D. 
Dunlap—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 12803) granting certain lands to 
the city of Durango, Colo.—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 12804) granting an 
increase of pension to Smith B. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12805) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret J. Snook—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12806) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Horrall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12807) 
granting an increase of pension to John B, Penrose—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12808) grant- 
ing a pension to Harriet 8. Ripley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12809)-granting a pension to Amanda M. 
Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12810) granting a pension to Octavia J. 
Trull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 12811) for the relief of James 
Fears—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 12812) granting a pension 
to Solomon F. Wekr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12818) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Poole—to the Committve on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12814) for the relief of Adam Eichner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 12815) for the relief of B. J. 
Lujan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 12816) for the relief of 
George E. Dodd—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12817) granting 
a pension to Kate D, Marlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12818) granting a pension to N. M. Brock- 
way—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 12819) granting a pension | 


to William D. Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12820) granting an increase of pension to 
Isabella Bryson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12821) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Burdo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Obediah A. Bigley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12823) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hodges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12824) granting an increase of pension to 

tebecca Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 12825) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Merrill Heffron—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12826) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles I. Pierce—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 12827) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Agnes Flynn—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: A bill (H. R. 12828) granting a pension to 
Josephine Hoffman—to the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R. 12829) granting an increase of 
pension to Johanna J. Naughton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 12830) providing for the reinstate- 
ment in and retirement from the Navy of Frank A. R. George— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of Western Association of Shoe 
Wholesalers, praying for legislation granting additional powers 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
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Also, memorial of the North Dakota Retail Hardware Associa- 
tion, against legislation for the establishment of a parcels-post 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the women’s clubs of Dlinois, favoring the 
passage of a bill for a national forest reserve in the White Moun- 
tains, in New Hampshire—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of members of the Ministerial Alliance of Kan 
kakee, Ill., urging passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petitions of members of the Presbyterian 
Church, and of Charles E. McKinley and 19 others, of New Wiil- 
mington, Pa., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to th, 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of George E. Matthews and 12 
other voters of Buffalo, N. Y., opposing the eight-hour bill—to 
the Committee on Labor, 

Also, petition of George E. Matthews and 12 other voters, op- 
posing the anticonspiracy and anti-injunction bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of 'Typothetz of Buffalo, N. Y., opposing the 
eight-hour and the anticonspiracy bills—to the Committee on th 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of F. N. Dow and others, of Port 
land, Me., owners of motor carriages, favoring the passage « 
the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Walter W. Harris, asking for one month 
extra pay as corporal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petitions of Dora Terrell, heir at law of 
Andrew J. Huston; J. A. McDonald, heir of James McDonald: 
Woddens M. Walker, heir of Thaddeus Walker, and R. J. May 
field, praying for reference of claims to the Court of Claims un 
der the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. BOUTELL: Resolution of Chicago Board of Trade, fa- 
voring passage of bill H. R. 7871—to the Committee on the Jud 
ciary. 

By Mr. BOWIE: Petitions of the legal representatives of the 
estate of William Ozley and of Thomas B. Parker, for refere: 
of claim to Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Com 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRICK (by request): Petition of A. L. Prescott and 33 
other voters of Goshen, Ind., favoring the Hepburn-Dolliver bil! 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: Petition of Wisconsin Li, 
Stock Breeders’ Association, in favor of increasing the allowa1 
of agricultural experiment stations of the different States—to 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Western Association of Shoe Wholesal 


| favoring more power to Interstate Commerce Commission—to t 


Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Petition of James H. Meritt, for refer 


| ence of claim to Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to t! 


| Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12822) granting an increase of pension to | 


By Mr. BURKE: Petition of W. Dyktra and others, of M 
roe; J. A. McLane and others, of Rockham; J. E. Walker a 
others, of Davis; C. W. Albright, of Iroquois; D. H. Lofters, 
De Sonett, and R. H. Williams, of Brookings, 8. Dak., opposi 
a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and I 
Roads. 

3y Mr. BURKETT: Resolution of the Western Association 
Shoe Wholesalers—to the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of East Lincoln Woman’s Christian Temperan 
Union and F. M. Esterbrook and 24 other voters of Lincoln, Nel) 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on t 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of wives, sisters, ard daught 
of soldiers, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committ 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petitions of Robert C. Reed and of heirs 0! 
Cynthia Daniel, for reference of claims to the Court of Claims u 
der the Bowman Act—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the legal representatives of the estate « 
Leonard F. Daniel, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims 
under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of the Western Asso 
tion of Shoe Wholesalers, in regard to discrimination in tari! 
rates of transportation—to the Committee on Interstate and Por 
eign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Kansas State Temperance Union, in fav: 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of members of the Brotherhood of Boiler Max« 
and Iron-ship Builders of America, in favor of bills 5S, 225! a1 
2263 and H. R. 12222 and 7056—to the Committee on the Merchan 

Marine and Fisheries. : 
Also, petition of Mrs. W. E. Stanley, State regent, Daughters 
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of the American Revolution, of Kansas, for the passage of a na- 


tional flag law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 6332, 
eranting a pension to Rachel Davis—to the Committee on Invalid 
,enslons. 

; By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of members of the State Soldiers’ 
Home, Fort Dodge, Kans.,in favor of bill H. R. 7873—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

~ Also, resolutions of Muddy Creek Grange, No. 1437. of Kansas, 
jn favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Daughters of the American Revolution of Kan- 
sas, in favor of a national-flag law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Kansas State Temperance Union. in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
eudiciary. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition of 117 citizens of Evart, Mich., 
favoring bill H. R. 4072—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of William B. Rutherford and 
petition of John W. Bean, for reference of claims to Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: Petitions of Walton M. Briggs and 42 
others, James O. Rhodes and 13 others, and Charles F. Coy and 
many others, all of New York City, in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of National German-American Al- 
liance, opposing Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


By Mr. DRESSER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 


perance Union of Kane, Pa., urging the passage of a bill to pre- 
vent nullification of State liquor laws—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

sy Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Western Association of Shoe 

V holesalers, opposing passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Wilson Colwell Post, No. 38, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, favoring passage of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, petition of I. N. Barnes, of Grand Forks, N. Dak., oppos- 
ing passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
O:tice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. EVANS: Resolutions of Colonel William G. Murry Post, 
No. 39, of Hollidaysburg; Fred. G. Ward Post, No. 468, of Altoona; 
Sergeant Thomas McCloskey Post, No. 314, of Gallitzin; Colonel 
D. M. Jones Post, No. 172, of Tyrone; Major William Watson 
Post, No. 332, of Bedford; Sanford F. Beyer Post, No. 426, of Belle- 
wood. and Lieutenant S. C. Potts Post, No. 62, of Altoona, all in 
the State of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of New York, favoring the reduction of the tax on alcohol to 
70 cents a gallon—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolutions of the German-American Alliance, opposing 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the assembly of the State of New York, 
favoring the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Petition of Rev. R. W. Watts and 59 others 
of the Tenth Congressional district of Virginia, in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILBERT: Petition of merchants of Stamford, Ky., 
opposing the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

sy Mr. GOEBEL: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to John L. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Resolutions of the senate of the State of 
New York, favoring the passage of the bill to promote the effi- 
ciency of the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

_Also, petition of the New York Board of Trade and Transporta- 
tion, for an appropriation for the improvement of the Harlem 
River and Bronx Kills—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, favoring the passage of a bill for the estab- 
lishment of a board for the protection of children and animals— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_Also, resolutions of the United Commercial Travelers, New 
York Council, asking amendment to bankruptcy act so as to in- 
clude traveling and city salesmen as preferred creditors—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Indorsement of John E. Bendix Post, No. 
402, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New York, of 
the service-pension bill of the national pension committee of the 
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Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of Lucian Post, No. 410, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Lucian, Ill., favoring passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid: Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Frank Reed Post, No. 409, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Tuscola, Ill., favoring a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Wilson Circle of Ladies of the Grand Army 
of the Republic. of Peoria, I11.; Dunham Post. No. 141, of De- 
catur; Walter Blanchard Post, No. 386, of Naperville: E. G. 
Trask Post. No. 388, of Chatsworth: G. W. Sanders Post, No. 393, 
of Arcola; Barnes Post, No. 395, of Kingston; George W. Hewitt 
Post, No. 898, of Franklin Grove; John O. Duer Post, No. 399, of 
Hanover; E. L. Gooding Post, No. 401, of Lockport; Mother 
Bickerdike Post, No. 402, of Edinburg; Mattoon Post. No. 404. of 
Mattoon, and R. M. A. Hawk Post, No. 406, of Savanna, all in 
Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of aservice-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen 
sion to William East: also testimony in support of bill granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Clay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of tobacco growers of Switzerland County, 
Ind., in favor of bill to amend the revenne laws relating to t. 
bacco sold by farmers and others—to the 
and Means. 

Also, petitions to accompany bills for relief of John B. Beavers 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Resolution of Mason Post, No. 16, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Vermont, in favor of the passage of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, petition of R. P. Lord and 42 others, of Barre, Vt.. in 
favor ot the passage of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. HAY: Petition of Isaac B. Frye and 27 other voters of 
Mountain Falls, Va., urging passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Albert D. Dunlap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

3y Mr. HINSHAW: Petitions of Woman's Temperance Union 
of Hebron, Nebr., and the Society of Christian Endeavor of Mar- 
quette, Nebr., urging the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Committee on Ways 


By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
14191, by Mr. Norton, from the Ohio Wine Association—to th: 


Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, papers to accompany each of the following bills: H. I 
5572, granting a pension to Mary A. Harrison: H. R. 10053, gran 
ing an increase of pension to Charles A. Reeser; H. R. 1005 
granting an increase of pension to Jacob M. Zartman; H. | 
I 

] 


‘ 


10056, granting an increase of pension to Henry Thoman: H. 
10057, granting a pension to John Richardson; H. R. 10695, ¢ 
ing an increase of pension to Jefferson Martin: H. R. 10696, grant 
ing an increase of pension to Frederick Clink. and H. R. 11912, 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Balskey—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Boilers and Iron Ship Builders’ 
Union, for the passage of bills H. R. 16, 139, and 7056—to the Cor 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the United Mine Workers of Foster. Iowa, 
in favor of anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, resolution of the Western Association of Shoe Whole- 
salers, favoring increasing the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petitions of George M. Prentice and 14 
others, and Rey. F. M. Estes and 28 others, of Holyoke, Mass., in 
favor of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of the representatives of the estate 
of Harriet F. Isaac, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims 
under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of Horrace Cum- 
mins and others, citizens of Eagle Lake, Minn.,in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCDERMOTT: Petitions of Second United Presbyterian 
Church and 44 voters, and of James M. Gimpsey and 11 voters, of 
Jersey City, N. J., favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALLACE: Petitions of Isham H. Mark, heir of 
William Mark, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims, and 
of J. C. Kerr, heir of Taliaperro S. B. Kerr, for reference of claim 
to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


ll- 
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By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of Theodore J. Hanyeburg and | 
46 other business firms, of Washburn, Md., opposing the parcels- 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill for 
increase of pension of Harvey Miller—to the Committee on in- 
valid pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to increase pension of 
James L. Harroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of W. J. Dillman, chairman of 
the board of supervisors, of Sacramento, Cal., relative to bridges 


and dam en Mokelumne River—to the Committee on Rivers and } 


Harbors. 
Also, petition of Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, 


Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petition of Whipple Post, No. 49, Grand Army of the 
» 
served in the war of the rebellion at $12 per month—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, petition of Manufacturers and Producers’ Association of 
‘alifornia, opposing bill S. 3937, known as the Foraker bill—io 
Committee on: Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Iso, resolution of Manufacturers and Producers’ Association 
‘alifornia, relative to customs—to the Committee on the 


ERS of Massachusetts: Petitions of George R. 
, of Norwood; General Sylvanis Thayer Post, 
»; St. John Chamber Post, No. 72. 
0, of Franklin; C. C. Phillips Post, No. 14, of Hoppington; | 
George H. Maintien Post, No. 133, of Plainsville, and E. B. Put- 
nam Post, of Chelsea, all in Massachusetts, Grand Army of the 
Republic. favoring a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. REEDER: Petition of citizens of Phillipsburg, Kans., in 
favor of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 
sy Mr. REID: Petitions of Mary Lefevre, Manerva J. Spake, 
iJ. C. Turner, heir of William S. Turner and Anne Turner, 
reference of claims to the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
-to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Petitions of Joseph A. 
Hardwick; Nancy Taylor, heir of Nancy Dilworth, and Frank B. 
Buels, heir of Dempsey D. Buels, for reference of claims to the 


Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on | 


War Claims. 
Aliso, petition of citizens of Limestone County, Ala., favoring 
age of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 

riculture. 

Mr. ROBB: 

James Fears, 


pa 


Papers to accompany Honse bill for the relief 
of Centerville, Mo.—to the Committee on Claims. | 
By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of C. S. Jackson, op- | 


of 


posing parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 
3y Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of George E. Dodd, of Mis- 
i, for extra pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
ilso, petition of Rev. B. F. Logan, of Cole Camp, Mo., urging 
passage 
Judiciary. 


Also, petition of Orrin Hamlin and 34 other voters. S. E. Briggs 
and 44 other voters, and D. P. Anderson and 34 other voters, all of 
Versailles, Mo. urging passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petition of James A. Gordon and 
15 other citizens of Cabin Hill, N. Y., urging passage of the Hep- 
burn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petition of Turk Post, No. 


ow 
ow 


of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Little Post, No. 237, 
public, Department of Pennsylvania, favoring a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Spring Church, Armstrong County, 
Pa., favoring passage of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Resolutions of the Northeastern District 
Union, Christian Endeavor, of Florida, in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committees on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Florida, asking for an ap- 
propriation to dredge Little Sarasota Bay, Venice Bay, and the 
opening of Caseys Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

sy Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Central Labor Union of Hart- 
ford, Conn., in opposition to the bill to create a national arbitra- 
tion tribunal—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Hartford Central Labor Union, of Hart- 
ford, Conn., favoring increasing the capacity of the Naval Gun 
Factory —to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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tepublic, of Eureka, Cal., favoring pensioning soldiers who | 


ré of Stoughton; | 
eraham Post, No. 121. of Hyde Park; Franklin Post, 


of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the | 
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By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Resolutions of the assembly 


| of the State of New York, favorable to the passage of the Brown- 


low good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the National League of Commission My 
chants, relating to freights—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade held at Washington, 


| D. C., for the material increase of American shipping in the fo: 


eign trade—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish 
eries. 


Also, resolutions of the Maritime Association of the Port of 


| New York, for the improvement of Point Judith, R. I.—to ti 
| Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
San Francisco, favoring service-pension bill—to the Committee on | 


Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New York, 


| approving bill H. R. 7056—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


Also, resolution of the United German Societies of New Yor 
opposing the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Jud 


le 
L 


clary. 


Also, resolution of Brooklyn Council, No. 165, United Commer 
cial Travelers, urging passage of an amendment to the bankruptc) 


| bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, memorial of the National Rural Letter Carr‘ers’ 
tion, for an increase in salary—to the Committee on the Pi 


Asso 


| Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of A. B. Webber and 19 others, of 


| Bedford, Mass., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: Petition of heirs of Michael K. White, 
for reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committ 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEBB: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 12529, gr 
ing a pension to Sarah Green—to the Committee on Pension 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 12528, granting an in 
of pension to Stephen M. Davis—to the Committee on Inya! 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11344—o t} 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 12680—to the Committ 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: Petitions of legal heirs of tl« 
tate of William T. Daniel, for reference of claim to Court 
Claims under the Bowman Act,and of Robert J. A. String 
reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committe: 
War Claims. : 


SENATE. 
TuESDAY, February 28, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epnwarp Everett HALF. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kan, and by unanimous ¢ 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the Journal 
will stand approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of t! 
Rheinpfaelzer Sick Relief Society, of Pittsburg; of the St. Jose} 
German Catholic Beneficial Society, of Scranton; of the Boni 
cius Brotherhood, of Reading; of the St. Bernard’s Benet 
Society, of Shamokin, and of the Fourteen Saints Beneficial Ass 
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| ciation, of Altoona, all in the State of Pennsylvania; of the C! 


ton Heights Gesang Verein, of Cincinnati, and of Manlius Lode, 
No. 23, of Cleveland, in the State of Ohio: of the Vershu'ts 


| Drivers’ Association, of Brooklyn, and of the Oerel Pleasure C! 
: : oe : | of New York City, in the State of New York; 
, Grand Army of the Republic, of Dayton, Pa., favoring passage | Society, of Medford, and of the St. Bonifacius Benevolent Soci’ 


. . | of Medford, in the State of Wisconsin; of the Norddeutsc! 
Grand Army of the Re- | 


of the Helve 


Verein, of San Francisco, Cal., and of the Eintracht Verein. 
Portland, Oreg., remonstrating against the enactment of legis! 
tion to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicati 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciat 

Mr. PENROSE. I present a preamble and resolutions una 
mously adopted by the board of directors of the Philadelphia 
Bourse, relating to arbitration between the United States and 
foreign nations, particularly with Great Britain. The paper 
brief, and I ask to have it readand referred to the Committee 
Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 


Re arbitration treaties between the United States and foreign nations, pa 
ticularly with Great Britain. Preamble and resolutions unanimous 
adopted by the board of directors of the Philadelphia Bourse, February 
10, 1904. 


Whereas in the intercourse of nations, as in that of individuals, differences 
of | cn disputes, and controversies are bound from time to time to arise; 
an 
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Whereas those methods of settlement of such questions as will least dis- | 
turb the commercial and industrial welfare of the disputing nations are most 
highly to be recommended and indorsed; and . 

whereas by the establishment in 1899 of the Permanent Court of Arbitra- 

¢ion at The Hague, to which the United States wasa party, a means has been | 
»rovided for the settlement of such questions as may be referred to the 
court; and ‘ aa . . : 

Whereas the principle of arbitration is more in harmony with the doctrine 

f Christianity ten is war with all itsattendant horrors and burdens: There- | 

e, be it 

"Re solved, That in the opinion of the Philadelphia Bourse the welfare of the | 
eitizens of the United States would be materially increased by the conclusion | 
of treaties With the other nations of the world, and particularly with Great 
hritain, which shall provide for the reference of all international questions 
which shall have failed of settlement through the usual means to the Per- 
manent Court of Arbitration at The Hague, or to such other tribunal of arbi- | 
tration as may be deemed advisable. 

| 
} 
' 
| 
' 


Resolved, That a copy of,these resolutions be forwarded to the President of | 
the United States, to the Secretary of State, and to the United States Senate 
and House of Representatives, with the hope that such steps may be speedily 
taken as Will result in the desired action. 

True copy. Attest: 

SEAL. ] Emin P. ALBRECHT, Secretary. 


Mr. BURROWS. I present a preamble and resolutions adopted 
by the Detroit Board of Commerce, relative to the recognition of 
the Republic of Panama. I ask that the resolutions be printed | 
in the RECORD, as they are brief, and that they be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the | 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: | 

Preamble. 
| 
| 


The action of the National Administration in accrediting the Government 
recently established upon the Isthmus of Panama has been subjected to un- 
deserved criticism, upon the accusation that United States officials incited 
the revolt and that our Government showed unseemly haste in recognizing 
the newly formed Republic. 

It is not reasonable to aa the revolution in Panama upon any out- 
side influences. The relations between Colombia and that State furnish 
provocations sufficient to incite revolt. The central Government at Bogota 
imposed heavy burdens of taxation upon Panama without the consent of that 
State and without giving it adequate representation in the confederated 
Senate, at the same time expending the revenue not for needed administra- 
tive work in the territory where it is raised, but in other parts of the Con- 
federation. It was guilty of many acts of oppression which Lad been a cause 
of irritation for years. Our Government, by its own avowals and by other 
unimpeachable testimony, isacquitted of the charge of inciting the revolution, 
but it could not fail to be aware that such an event was impending, for its 
prospect was seen and discussed by the public journals of this and other 
t 


ountries. It would have been unpardonable negligence for our officials not 

» be aware of its approach or prepared for the emergency. 

It isa recognized rule of international law that ‘‘a state shall not be recog- 
nized as independent until it has shown its ar to maintain its independ- | 
ence.’ But it is also an accepted doctrine that there are exceptions to this | 
rule when treaty rights or national interests and safety or interest of col- | 
lective civilization are involved. Under all these exceptions the United 
States was, beyond question or peradventure, justified in recognizing the 
Panama Government as the only alternative to a condition of disorder that 
would have put in actual peril American rights and interests, and would 
have je sare ized a work that was of great importance to the whole commer- 
cial world, 

This country was the first to recognize the new Republic, and very prop- 
erly, because it was more Ssumediately concurned than any other. That the 
administrative action was judiciously taken is confirmed by the fact that | 
the new Government was speedily recognized by the great nations of the 
— including Great Britain, Germany, France, Austria-Hungary, and 

taiy. 

When the Republic of Panama declared its independence our Government 
was confronted with a new situation in respect to the great improvement 
which the whole commercial world expects it to make—the construction of a 
canal across the Isthmus. ‘On the one hand,” as stated in acommunication 
from Secretary Hay, ‘stood the Government of Colombia, invoking in the 
name of the treaty of 1846 the aid of this Government in its efforts to sup- 
~ 3s the revolution; on the other hand stood the eer of Panama, that 
1ad come into being in order that the great design of that treaty might not 
be forever frustrated, but might be fulfilled. The Isthmus was threatened 
with desolation by another civil war. The interests of the whole civilized 
world were involved. The Republic of Panama stood for these interests; the 
Colombian Government opposed them. It recognized the independence of | 
the Republic of Panama, and upon its judgment and action in the emergency 
the powers of the world have set the seal of their approval.” 

In view of these facts it is appropriate that patriotic citizens, and espe- 
cially such organizationsas the Detroit Board of Commerce, should express 
their —— ed indorsement of the course of our Government. 

Be it therefore 
_ Resolved, That the action of the United States Government in recognizing 
the yp of Panama is deserving of unqualified support and com- 
Inendation, “| 

Resolved, That it is for the best interests of this country and of the whole 
commercial world that the pending treaty with the Republic of Panama be 
speedily ratified, and that the construction of the interoceanic canal be im- 
mediately begun and advanced to completion as rapidly as practicable. 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be transmitted to the President 
of the United States and to the Senators and Representatives of Michigan. 

Yr J. MURPHY, President, 
By E. M. Rircuig, Secretary. 
_Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Detroit Council, No. 9, 
United Commercial Travelers, of Detroit, Mich.. praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the present bankruptcy law; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the common council of Detroit, | 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
establishment of a pneumatic-tube postal service at that city; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Club of Adrian, | 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
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establishment of a national forest reserve in the White Mountains 


| of New Hampshire; which was referred to the Committee on 


Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Institute Society 
of Calhoun County, Mich., and a petition of the congregation of 
the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Kalamazoo, Mich.. pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inters‘ate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Fox Typewriter Company, 
of Grand Rapids, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Diamond Crystal Salt 


| Company, of St. Clair, Mich., remonstrating against the passage 


of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Co.n- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 
Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Brightwood Park 


| Citizens’ Association, of the District of Columbia, praying for the 


enactment of legislation to regulate the operation of street rail- 
ways in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 


| mittee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of Phil. K. Faulk Regi- 
ment, No. 18, Union Veterans’ Union, Division of South Dakota. of 


| Yankton, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 


law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Current Events Club, of 
Rapid City, S. Dak., praying for the passage of the so-called 
pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 

He also presented a petition of Grand Lodge, Brotherhood of 


| Boiler Makers and Iron Shipbuilders, praying for the enactment 
| of legislation to develop the American merchant marine, and also 


to regulate the shipping trade between the ports of the United 
States and ports or places in the Philippine Islands, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of Lawrence Circle, No. 75, 


Department of Kansas, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Lawrence, Kans., praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Haviland and 
Downs, in the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Phillips County, Parsons, Viola, 
Woodston, Osborne County, Gray County, Conway Springs, and 
Cedarvale,:of the Kansas State Temperance Union of Topeka; 
of the Walnut Creek Quarterly Meeting of Friends of North- 
branch, and of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Chetopa, allin the State of Kansas, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans: ortation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. BALL presented a petition of Newcastle Grange, No. 3 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Newcastle County, Del.. praying for the 


+ 
t 
1 


} 
i 


| passage of the so-called Brownlow good-roads bill; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented memorials of sundry citi- 
zens of New York City and Brooklyn, in the State of New York, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti-injunction 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the executive committee of the 
National German-American Alliance of New York City, r 
strating against the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
terstate transportion of intoxicating liquors; which was ref« 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of F. Haven Ross, of Cato: of Charles 
Roller & Sons, of Buffalo, and of Charles A. Wolgast. of Mar- 
tinsville, all in the State of New York, praying for the passage 
the so-called Brownlow good-roads bill: which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Rochester 


rred 


New York City, and Brooklyn, all in the State of New York, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and L 

Mr. KEARNS presented a petition of George R. Maxwell Post, 
No. 5, Department of Utah, Grand Army of the Republic. of 
Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the American Associa f 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels. of Camden, N. J., praying 


praying 

for the enactment of legislation providing for the construction of 

a light-house on the Outer Diamond Shoal, on the coast of North 
Carolina; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Missionary Society 


of Oakland, Cal., praying for an investigation of the char 


gS 
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made : filed against Hon. Rerp Smootr, a Senator from the 
State of . tah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, 


REPORTS OF 


COMMITTEES. 


ir. SMOOT, from the Commi ttee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2204) gran ting an increase of pension to 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 106) 
amending public resolution No. 8. Fifty-sixth Congress, second 
session, approved February 23, 1901,‘* providing for the print- 
ing annually of the report on field. operations of the Division of 
Soils, Department of Agriculture,”’ asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Printing: which was agree d to. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, fron mane 


to whom was referred the bill ( 


Yomimittee on Naval Affairs, 
4224) to correct the naval rec- 


ord of Aifred Burgess, reporte a it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a —_— thereon. 

Mr. afc CUMBER, from ‘is C vommi ttee on Pensions, to whom 
were referr ad tl » following bills, re verted them each with an 
amendn ent. al d bmitt at reports thereon: 


A. bill (A. R. 807) granting an increase of perfsion-to William 
F. Benefiel; a 
A bill (H. R 

Duttenhaver. 
Mr. McCUMBER, 
were referred the following bills, reported them 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (8. 3781 saisitioas to the payment and disposition of pen- 
sion money due to inmates of the Government Hospital for the 
Insane; 


severally with- 


\ddison B. Stone, reported it without tower mnt, and subinitted | 





11) granting an increase of pension to Phillip | 


from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


Al (H. R. 4466) granting an increase of pension to William | 


R. burton 


A bill FL. R. 1317) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
KE. Mclintire: 
A bill (H. R. 2995) granting a pension to Mary Korth; 


increase of pension to William F. Thompson, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. OVERMAN), from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 877) granting a pension to Ann M. Driggars; and 

A bill (H. R. 880) granting a pension to Caroline S. Winn. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. TALIAFERRO), from the Committee 


| on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 


them severally without amendment, 
thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 4630) granting an increase of pension to Thadd 
S. Collins; 
A bill (H. R. 4814) granting an increase of pension to John F, 
Slade; 
A bill (H. R. 4750) granting a pension to William J. Jacksor 
A bill (H. R. 4540) granting a pension to Amanda Skinner; and 
A bill (H. R. 5045) granting an increase of pension to Albert §, 
Elmore. 


and submitted reports 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President.of the United States, by Mr. B. 
F. Barnes, one of his secretaries, announced thatthe President 
had on the 20th instant approved and signed the act (5S. 1490) to 
authorize the sale of a part of what is knownas the Red Lake In- 
dian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota. 


RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA—PANAMA CANAL, 


Mr. CULLOM. Asis, I think, known toall members of the Sen 
ate, to-day we shall becalled upon to vote, under the agreement 
on the canal treaty. There is considerable discussion yet desired 
upon the treaty before we go into executive session. The result 
will be that if we delay by firstdisposing of the morning business 
we shall be quite late in the night in getting through with the 
treaty. 

I hope that every Senator who has reports to make or oth 
morning business to transact will defer until we dispose of t 


he 


| treaty to-day, and to-mor row morning, if not earlier, we shall all 
| have an opportunity of presenting routine business. 


\ 1 (H. R. 3769) granting an increase of pension to Clinton | 


wf 
ali. aoe yv, 

A bill (A. R. 4891) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas | 
Schwe ed 

A 1 (H. R. 6951) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
G. Corr; 

A bill (A. R. 7486) granting an increase of pension to James 
Smith: 


\ bill (H. R. 10192) granting a pension to Martha Mullins; 
A bill (H. R. 10991) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
C. McFarlai id; 
\ bil (H. R. 1563) granting an increase of pension to Ory War- 
riner 
A hill (H. Ri. 


eed 


ll (A. R. 


374) granting an increase of pension to John 


3936) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 


A ii (Fr. EA 
F. Hackett; 
bill (H. R. 1566) granting an increase of pension to Ellis T. 
Peirce: 

AD sof ‘H R. 8284) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
G. W« 

‘A Di ie ( TL. R. 2470) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
S. Packard; 

A ae (H.. R. 4151) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Foland; 

A bill ( (H. R. 4198) granting an: increase of pension to Edwin 
Lak 


3602) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 





A ‘pill (H. R. 4892) 

A bill (H. R.. 9125 
S. King; and 

A bill (Hi. R. 1287) g 
Dopp. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Burton), from the Committee on 
Pensions, ti > who m were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports ‘thereon: 

it (H. R. 4702) granting an increase of pension to John T. 


) granting a pension to Abbie E. Webster; 
) gr 


ranting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. 


A bill (H. R. 9710) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Frazier; 

A bill (H. R. 
Arnold: and ; ; 

A bill (H. R. 1485) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Fergnson. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Burton), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2947) granting an 


10682) granting an increase of pension to Marion 


I ask that. the resolution known asthe Bacon resolution be no 
laid before the Senate, so that these desirous of speaking—as | 
understand several Senators wish to speak for a few moment 
may have that opportunity, and then we will go into executive 
session. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the resolution submitted by Mr. Bacon on the 12th ultimo, as 
modified by: him:on the 8th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That. the President: be. respectfully informed that the Se: 
favor and advise the negotiation, with a view to its ratification, of a tre: 
with the Republie of Colombia, to the end that. there may. be peacefully an: 
satisfactorily. determined and adjusted all differences between the U) 
States and the Republic of Colombia, with the intent of removing any 
of irritation or conflict, and of restoring the cordial relations heretoior Be 
isting between the United States and Colombia, and also of securin , 
hearty cooperation of the Colombian people in the construction of the cau 
at Panama. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to:say a very few words. 
Without any special order of the Senate, and by what may be 
termed a general tacit agreement, there has been by Senators a 
discussion in the open Senate of the pending Panama treaty, and 
Senators have on the one side and the other stated the reas 
why they will vote for or against the ratification of the treaty. 
As this is my last opportunity, desire to avail myself of the privi- 
lege which has thus been exercised by Senators to.state how | 
shall vote upon the treaty and to give my reason for it, for I have 


bh 


| but one reason. 


I shall not enter into a discussion of any of the questions in- 
oe d, and my only reason in now making any statemert is t! 
I do not desire to be misconstrued or misunderstood on accoun! 
of the vote which I shall cast. I desire that it shall be understood 





' ; ster | what I intend by my vote, and I still more desire that there shall 
anting an increase of pension to William | 


not be implied by that vote anything I do not intend shall be im- 
plied. 

It is not necessary at this time, Mr. President, that I should 
state what are my views or my opinions relative to recent occu! 
rences upon the Isthmus of Panama further than to say that so 
far.as those occurrences:embrace actions which are alleged on the 
part. of the United States, I entirely disapprove of them. 

It is a very much mooted question, and has been for many years, 
whether a Senator in vasting bis vote upon any measure should 


| be guided by the wishes of the people of his State or whether he 


should be controlled by hisown judgment. There are very strony 
arguments which have been urged upon either side of this ques- 
tion. There are those who think that a Senator should be so 


_ guided, and there are others who contend that he should not be; 


and, as I said, very strong afguments can be adduced and have 
been adduced im support of either the one or the other proposition. 
Of course one necessarily has to consider a question of that kind 





ar 


ae 
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in the course of his Senatorial service; and it has been a matter 
of thought to me in the past. As the consequence of the reflec- 
tion which I have given to it I have heretofore come to the con- 
Jusion, which I still entertain, that it isthe duty of a Senator 
to be guided by the wish of the people of his State when their 
wish is indicated in a manner not to leave him in doubt as to 
what itis. In my capacity as a Senator I stand as a representa- 
V 


_and I conceive it to be my duty as such, generally speaking, 
vhere no constitutional question is involved, to vote in accord- 
, with the known wish of the people of my State upon any 
tion of such importance, or where there has been such inter- 
est aroused in it as to elicit from the people an expression which 
leaves no doubt as to their wish. 
And, Mr. President, I think that this is very much more so in 
a case Where the measure is one of large scope and where it nat- 
urally involves ina vast degree the material interests of the people. 
In this particular case I desire to say that, regardless of my 
own personal views in the matter, after the most careful inquiry 
by my colleague {Mr. CLay] and myself, and through sources of 
information coming to us voluntarily, there is nodoubt left upon 
our minds that it is the wish of a large majority of the people of 
Georgia that we should vote for this treaty, and, in compliance 
with that wish and in pursuance of the duty which I conceive de- 
yolves upon me under such circumstances, I shall do so. 
| want to say, however, Mr. President, that while I believe, in 
fact, while I am quite contident, that the majority of the people 
of mv State desire that I shall vote for this treaty, I do not under- 
stand by any means that they approve of the recent occurrences 
on the Isthmus of Panama, so far as they involve any of the al- 
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amount of compensation to be made when such responsibility shall be estab- 
lished, the Senate in that case favor and advise the negotiation. with a view 
to its ratification, of a treaty with the Republic of Color a submitting to 
the Permanent Court of Arbitration at The Hague or to some other tr nal 
to be agreed upon, for impartial arbitrament and peaceft etermination. ali 
questions between the United States and the Republ f ig 


out of the matters herein recited. 
The modified resolution, which I will read to the Senate. in- 
tended to take the place of the original resolution, is as { 
Resolved, Thatthe President b 


» respectfully informed that the Senate fa 





and advise the negotiation, with a view to its ratification, of a treaty 
Republic of Colombia, to the end that the nay be peacefull d 

torily determined and adjusted ali differences between the United $ l 
the Republic of Colombia, with the intent of removingany cause of 

or conilict and of restoring the cordial relations here e existing t een 
the United States and Colombia, and also of securing the hearty i 
of the Colombian people in the construction of the canal at Panama 


While the original resolution is satisfactory to myself, I have 
modified it in this way simply to meet some criticisms < : 
ology which have been made by Senators onthe other side of the 
Chamber. 

In addition to this change of phraseology, it will be noted that 
in the modified resolution the provision in the original resoluti 
looking to a submission of the controversy to The Hague 
has been eliminated. I would be unwilling that it should 
thought I had abandoned the contention that a submission to The 
Hague tribunal is a proper proceeding in case there shoul 
failure in the effort at peaceful agreement, but, as a refer 
arbitration is a secondary proceeding only to be had when t 






| is a failure at peaceful agreement, that provision may very wi 


leged actions of the United States in aiding the accomplishment | 


of the revolution. I believe quite the contrary of that. 

But. Mr. President, the people of Georgia and of the whole South 
have been striving for this canal for fifty years. and they are nat- 
urally impatient of anything which they think will cause any 
additional delay in the beginning and prosecution of the work of 
building an isthmian canal. 


They are of opinion that whatever injury has been done to Co- | 


lombia by the dismemberment of the territory of Colombia can | 


not be remedied by a rejection of the treaty; and they believe that 
the only practical effect of a rejection of the treaty is to cause a 
still further delay in the beginning of the construction of the 
canal, 

Now, sir, I know that a very great deal can be said and is said 
contrary to the correctness of that proposition. Without stop- 
lerstand, the position of those who, while they favor the rat- 
‘ation of the treaty, do not approve of illegal actions by the 
nited States in connection with the revolution upon the Isthmus 
of Panama. If the people of Georgia thought that the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty involved an approval of the alleged illegal 
actions of the United States in connection with the revolution, as 
earnestly as they wish the building of the canal they would be 
opposed to the ratification of the treaty. 

| think it proper I should further state that, while the people of 
my State think that whatever wrong has been done to Colombia 


( 
pi 
ul 
i 
{ 


ng to discuss it, 1 only state it for the purpose of giving, as I | 


by the dismemberment of her territory can not be remedied by | 


the rejection of this treaty, they are very decidedly of the opinion 


that it is the duty of the United States Government to endeavor to | 


agree with Colombia upon a peaceful settlement of all claims 
and all differences which have grown out of the occurrences 
connected with the recent revolution in Panama; and I believe, 
ir, that that view is shared not only by the people of Georgia, 
ut generally by the conservative people in the United 
I 


States. 

lave myself been very much impressed with the strength of 

hat view. JI have been very much in sympathy with it, and I 

have very strongly desired to contribute what I could to the ac- 
complishment of that end. 

As is known to the Senate, I have introduced a resolution, and 
® modified resolution, and I have offered an amendment to the 
treaty, all looking to this end. I desire, in order that these sev- 
eral propositions may appear in sequence in the RECORD, now to 
read them to the Senate. The original resolution is as follows: 


] 
I 
t 


Resolved, That the President be respectfully informed that the Senate 








favor and advise the negotiation, with a view to its ratification, of a treaty 
with the Republic of Colombia, to the end that there may be peacefully and 
Satisfactorily determined and adjusted all differences between the United | 
= sand the Republic of Colombia growing out of the recent revolution in 
P a and the consequent secession of Panama from Colombia, and the | 
fil d aid and assistance by the land and naval power of the United States | 
in the suecessful accomplishment of said revolution and secession, through | 
the a d forcible prevention by said land or naval forces of the assertion 
and maintenance by Colombia of her sovereignty and authority in Panama; 


and that full and complete compensation may be made by the United States 


to the Republic of Colombia for the loss of her sovereignty and property | 


rig} 


United States through the land or naval forces of the same. 


fesolved further, That the President be respectfully informed that if it 
should prove to be impracticable for the United States and the Republic of 
olombia to agree through a convention upon the question of the eaid alleged 
respousibility on the part of the United States, or upon the question of the 


its in Panama, so far as the same may be shown to be due to any actof the | 


‘ 


be postponed for the present, until it is seen whether there can 
such peaceful agreement. 

And then, I have offered to the treaty an amendment which 
has been made public, and which 1 will now read. The amend- 
ment which I have offered is to the first article of the tr 
The first article is one which guarantees to Panama t 
eignty of Panama, and to that I propose an amen 
way of an addition, which is in these words: 








uaranty on the part of ie U i 
ic of Panama, and in further consider 


“In consideration of the 
independence of the Repul 






importance to both the United States and the Republic of Panazma.t! 
shall be peaceful and cordial relations between their Governme! 
ple, respectively, and the Governmentand people of ‘ mmbia 

and between the United States and the Republic of Panam ‘ 


ment of the United States, both for the United State 
































yublic of Panama, and in thei re t 
Republic of Colombia and agree in I ‘ 
paid to and received by the Rep le at 
the surrender and quitclai f an ‘ 
| claimed by the Republic of Colo1 te 
in the Republic of Panama,and o: I le ess 
fore granted by the Repul ( b the } al a 
pany and tothe Panama Rai Company, or clain or it 

id compan and on acc of any ar | claims ia 
to the proy y of the New Panama Canal Compan of . 
road Company or shares or other interest in the sam« i 
pensati yr any all alleged claims he Repu Co 
either t nited States or t Republ -anan a unt of 
revolution in Panama and the secession of Panama fror I 
lombia, or any alleged matter or thing connect therewit \ s 
ther agreed that the United Sta shall guarantee to the ¢ 
Colombia the payment in full of the sum of money 1 shall i 
upon for the said considerations.” 

Under the restrictions which have been observed, al 
there has been no order passed uy es I 
proper that | should discuss the Visions oO s propos 
ment in the open session, and I will reserve it for the consid 
tion of the Senate in executive session. 

I will repeat, however, that I think th roval of the resol 
tions which I have offered in the Sena i ar 
proposed to the treaty which I have just read, is sl 
only by the people of Georgia, but by the thoughtful and 
servative people of the United States, and I believe that as 1 
passes the truth of that statement will become more aj t t 
the Senate and to the people. 

It is not the desire, sir, of the thoughtful and cons v 
of the United States that Colombia shall 1} hand! 
| domestic revolution and anarchy which will certainly f v 

| the Government of Colombia lies down in supine submis 
does not attempt to seek any redress for alleged wrongs, ¥ 
whether they exist or not. are believed byt } i 
to exist. Nor is it the wish of the conser i 1 

| people of the U 1 States that the Govern of C 
the effort to avoid that domestic disorder and ana ' 
effort to redress the wrongs its people believe they h 
shall engage in a war with the United Stat 
we may be of our perfect capacity to deal w 
any material sacrifice on the part of the U 

I do not desire to trespass further upon tl 
In order that my vote shall not be misunder lorn 
that it may not be taken to imply that wl [ 
imply, I deemed it proper to make these few 1 : 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I have no intention of mal a 
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speech. I did not think until this morning that I would say any- 
thing. I simply desire to say now, however, that if [believed the 
defeat of this treaty would restore the conditions which existed 
in Colombia prior to the secession of Panama I would vote against 
it. But we all know that it will not restore that condition. We 
know that the Republic of Panama has been recognized by the 
principal governments of the world, that it is backed by the United 
States, and so long as it is sustained by this Government it will 
remain a republic. If it be such a republic it has the same rights 
and the same power to make treaties asany other country. There- 
fore, the defeat of the treaty would not change that condition. 

If I believed, Ir. President, that the defeat of the treaty would 
compel the Presic vent to construct the canal at Nicaragua, as was 
his plain duty to do last fall when it became certain that a treaty 
could not be made with Colombia, I would vote against it. But 
we all know that he will not build it at Nicaragua. He has said 
so ina public message delivered to both Houses. We all know 
that a majority of the Senate, and a majority of the Senate prob- 
ably for some time yet to come, would never consent to build the 
canal at Nicaragua, where I believe it ought to have been built, 
where the law said the President should build it if he failed in a 
treaty with Colombia. But the defeat of this treaty would not 
bring that about. 

If | believed that a vote for this treaty could be rightfully con- 
strued as an indorsement of the action of the President of the 
United States, then I would vote against it. 

But. Mr. President, it seems to me when a fact is established, 
when it is permanent, when it is fixed, that because we make a 
treaty with what is regarded asan independent nation we become 
responsible for all the acts which brought that nation into exist- 
ence is not tenable ground. 

The same thing that was done in Panama was almost precisely 
done in Hawaii. The President of the United States used the 
Army of the United States to change the government in Hawaii. 
And yet Hawaii has become one of the Territories of this coun- 
try, and we deal with it as we deal with any other Territory, 
though many of us believed that the manner in which we ac- 


° . ° j 
quired it was not honorable to this Government and ought never 


to have taken place. I can see nodifference in that case and this. 
Both are on the same line. 

I do not approve of what the President did. I think the coun- 
try believes to-day that he used the marines down there to prevent 
Colombia from asserting her authority in a way that he was not 
authorized to do, and that his acts can not be justified. I believe 
in the first speech made by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Hoar] and not in the last one. But, as I said, it is accomplished. 
It has been done. 


I have no particular sympathy with Colombia, although I think | 


she has been badly treated. Iam frank to say that it isa matter 
of little consequence to me whether they have two so-called re- 
publics or half a dozen out of that territory. 
influences me. Perhaps on account of my early education my 
natural sympathies would go out to the other party—to the party 
that seceded and was engaged in revolution. I think if I had 
sympathy between either it would be with them. 

sut I do not approve the act of the President of the United 
States, and while no doubt the President stated the truth when 
he stated that he had not encouraged the revolution, I believe 
that the parties here who were working in the interests of the 
revolution had assurances from the State Department here that 
the naval forces would be used precisely as they were used. That 
I do not think any man can approve. But when an act has been 
done, is past, and settled, I can not see how a treaty with the Re- 
public of Panama can be considered as approval. 

But perhaps after all, Mr. President, the most persuasive reason 
for me to vote for the treaty is that which I think controls most 


Senators here, though it is sometimes considered a weakness to | 


admit it, and that is I believe four-fifths of the people of the State 
from which I come want me to vote for it. Ithinkthatthey want 
the canal. I think that while they do not approve of what was 
done, they think it is done and past and that it can not be reme- 
died by a defeat of the treaty. They believe that the defeat of 
this treaty will not secure a canal at Nicaragua. They believe 
that if it is defeated it will simply delay for some years the con- 
struction of any canal, a subject in which they have such an in- 
tense interest. 

The people of the Southern States for years have believed—I 
sometimes fear that their hopes will not be realized—that the build- 
ing of an isthmian canal will have a tendency to largely increase 
the price of cotton, which is their great product. They believe 
that it will reduce very largely the freight rates in order to trans- 
port it to the eastern country, which is their market. They be- 
lieve that it will have a tendency to build up the southern ports 
and be of peculiar advantage to the South. 

That is what they believe about it, and they are impatient at 
any delay which prevents the beginning of the construction of the 
canal, They preferred, as I think, that the canal should have 
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been built at Nicaragua, but if they can not get it at Nicaragua 
they want it at Panama. 

I voted for the Colombian treaty to build the canal at Panama. 
althongh I had voted against the Spooner amendment, and voted 
in favor of the Nicaragua route. Afterwards, when that be- 
came impossible, I voted, as I said, for the treaty with Colombia. 

This treaty with Panama is more favorable to the United 
States. It is made with a nation which has back of it much 
stronger power than Colombia had when we made that treaty 
with her. F 

The people of the South want this canal. I believe in the oli- 
fashioned doctrine that it is the duty of a Senator, on a matter of 
mere public policy, to either carry out the wishes of his people or 
to resign and let them send some one here who will carry them 
out. I believe in that, and I have always believed in it. 

I do not mean to say, Mr. President, that I believe in obeying 
the will of the people when they would have a Senator violate t! 
oath he had taken to support the Constitution. I do not belicyo 
in obeying them when it involves the question of a Senato: 
honor, or the honor of the Government, or the honor of the State 
which he represents. In all cases of that kind I would not hesi- 
tate to vote contrary to their wishes. 

Take, for instance, the Paris treaty and the act of this Govern- 
ment in reference to the Philippines. There is no power on this 
earth that could have made me vote for it or to support it, direct!) 
or indirectly, because I believed that that act of this Governme: 
was a crime, a disgrace, and a shame, and that it will fix a stain 
upon this Government from which it will never recover. 

But this is wholly different. As I said, the people of the South 
want it, and whatever the people of the South want, I want. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, if no further remarks are to be made in 
open session, I will move an executive session. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say a word or two before we go into 
executive session. 

Mr. CULLOM. [yield for that purpose. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain the 
Senate more than a moment, or a few moments at least. I ha 
discussed this question at considerable length heretofore, and | 
am not going over the old ground. 

Yesterday the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Ho. 
told us that we were about to realize the dream of the centur 
we are to havea water communication between the Atlantic an 
the Pacific. It has never been anything else but a dream until 
the present time at least. The project of building this canal or a 
canal in some section of that country is older than the settleme: 
in the United States. 

And yet, Mr. President, we are about to build a canal upor 
line that has never been examined and never surveyed as 1! 
enterprise of this kind demands; and to this hour, when we are 


| about to vote millions and millions of money, some of the | 
It is not that that | 


engineers of the world declare that it is an impossible sche! 
I do not believe that myself, Mr. President. I believe it is a p 
sible scheme, but I do believe what I have asserted here a 
and again in the last twenty years, that no man living can s 
what that scheme will cost. 

I have said, Mr. President, and I wish to repeat, that I h 
been opposed to a canal of this character. I have not belli 
and I do not now believe that, if the canal is constructed as 1 
posed, it will be of any considerable value to us as a nation 01 
the people of the world commercially. I do not believe that 
these days of great ships and great enterprises you can pers: 
the commerce of the world to climb a hill and then climb do 
again. 

Mr. President, there has been haste. We are told that we want 
to begin to dig. If twenty years ago you had built this c: 
upon any proposition then proposed to the human race, it w 
bea worthless ditch to-day. If you had built it since we ! 
been voting in the Senate for propositions of that kind, it wo 
be worthless to the commerce of the world. 

Mr. President, in my judgment this canal will not be built 
now proposed, for I believe the good judgment and common s: 
of the American people will, by the time we have reached a pr 
tical development of this proposed canal, discover that suc! 
‘anal will not meet the demands of the commerce of the wo 
While, I repeat, no man living can tell what it will cost, whe 
the cost be great or small, the American people, having ¢ 
menced the work, will undoubtedly complete it; not in ci 
years. not in the day of most of us who sit here, but in tir 
give the commerce of the world a canal such as ought to be built 
if one is to be built at all. 

I believe—and I have given attention to this question for v~ 
nearly a quarter of acentury—that we have greatly overrate: 
advantages and blessings which are to flow from the construc 
tion of this canal, whether it be a lock canal ora tide-water can! 

I do not care to go into the question of the wisdom of the con- 
struction of this proposed canal, either as a tide-water canal or 
lock canal; but I rose to say that, in my judgment, when this 
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a is ratified, as it will probably be to-day, and when the rati- | unless it were the one lying just below, v 
BS ns are exchanged, it will become a law of the United States, | ne: rly, if not quite. an impossible 1 
will be my duty as one of the representatives of the States | so stated, that I had h 1 if 
1 it will be the duty of all of us here to provide for the execu- | build it as a sea-leve 
of the project contained in that law. It will need, Mr. Presi- Mr. President, I think the first thing 1 
hi Vv 











an appropriation: it will need some details in the way of | have ratified this treaty—I 
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of them if to-day it were het or his approval or « tl ! rable 
No project which I hay r voted ild to-d \\ l Mr. | ] 
demands: no project which we have ever 1 i lo f } I ; 
| be satisfactory to any intel] gem engineer in the present | from which the F ed, j Lb 
1. of the shipping of the work I believe that the present | a different 
is much b ie etic chet andl behind existing demands » to work ¢ ( 
e was the first pre ject, which I vot l against, I sho ild ( ‘ning it and t { lay I 
s 1 yr twelve years azo. h re mnow, ner a sSanvi i 
fr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator fron Mr. Presi: t. I shall consi 
( an rg exact idea as to what this project is to 1} 1 y todo 1 wh 


e ( to what kind of a canal is going to be built? the land to « ite that law hon ( 
5 fr. TELLER. If the Senator from Nevada had been in the | an American Senator. B ise | 
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a prophecy that has been made as to this canal has lacked | I to see ac plished. 
B t cactness of knowledge whic h renders prophecies valuable Mr. SIMMONS. Mir. President 
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E to Ke the be st engineers in the world, declared that canal | areqnuest that we shall 
built for $127,000,000 big enough and deep enough toac- | I understand wil 
late the commerce of the world—a sea-level canal. juestion { t 
5 KT ident, the French spent two hundr 1d Mr.S ‘j ‘ I 
Fr 1 n dollars, and the canal is not now more me to pres 
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to say to the commercial world that it would cost five hun- | Dlinois |Mr. CvuLLom], and tl 
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: nee his time and of the world. a declared that $127,000,000 | expressly st i that I did1 
complete the work. When they used this $127.000,000 | of this Government had i Py 


; ied for more, until they to Kf rom the French people two | Panama. I had 
: lred and sixty-odd millions of money and sunk it in this i 
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and $20,000,000 to the lobbyists who secured the action of | fore the actu volt been 1 -y 
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mental element, that did much to carry the votes of this Senate | Insurrection; that a milita 
tor that canal upon the theory that we were giving back to the | pi d men had been organized e 
rtunate Frenchmen a part, at least, of their investment. I einie wal fficers situated a 
r one voted for this canal with the deci: ‘ration on the floor that | to cast their lot with the Ist! \ 
I voted for it in the hope that some day it might be made a sea- | come: that ‘the Panama Canal ¢ iR l 
; level canal, and not because I believed as between a lock canal on | powerful factors in Colom 
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Bolivar—were in sympathy with the Panamaians and, to a more 
or less extent, themselves ripe for a revolution. 

All these and other circumstances, tending to show widespread 
di-content in the various Departments of Colombia and the de- 
moralization of its army and navy, were well known and sup- 
ported, as I thought, the contention that the insurrection in Pan- 
ama was not upon the initiative of this country, but of the peo- 
ple of Panama and the adjacent Departments of Colombia. That 
this revolution followed as a result of the defeat by the Colom- 
bian Congress of the Panama treaty, I have but little doubt. 
That it would have succeeded without our interference I can not 
say, but I do rejoice that this country is no longer under treaty 
obligations to Colombia to support her in maintaining a rule of 
despotism over these wretched people. That is what we have 
been doing for fifty years, and to my mind it is the most regret- 
tible feature of this whole business. 

‘In my former speech upon this subject, I criticised the Admin- 
i:stration for interfering before it had recognized the independence 
of Panama, with the rightful efforts of Colombia to suppress the 
insurrection and enforce obedience to her authority upon the 
Isthmus. I criticised the recognition of the independence of Pan- 
sia by the President as hasty and in disregard of international 
law and precedent. But, Mr. President, notwithstanding my dis- 

ent from the action of the Administration in these particulars 
when the President, in the exercise of his undoubted right under 
the Constitution and the uniform practice, recagnized the inde- 
pendence of Panama and the other great nations of the world 
joined in that recognition, I realized the fact, whether rightfully 
or wrongfully accomplished, Panama was an independent nation, 
and we must deal with her as suchor not at all, leaving these and 
dther questions to be dealt with as separate propositions. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will my friend from North Carolina yield to 
me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield tothe Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. When the Government of Panama was recog- 
nized as anindependent government, did it not become the United 
States to remain neutral, as between two foreign nations, and did 
we not put ourselves in hostility to one of them? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, when the Government of Pan- 
ama was recognized as an independent government, then all the 
rights and duties arising out of the treaty of 1846 at once attached 
both to us and to Panama, and from the minute of recognition it 
became our duty to protect the sovereignty of Panama, as it had 
been our duty to protect the sovereignty of Colombia, over the Isth- 
mus before the recognition. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him another 
question? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. We were under obligation to protect the sov- 
ereignty of Colombia. How could we ignore that? 

Mr. SPOONER. As long as she had the sovereignty. 

Mr. DANIEL. Our engagement was to defend and protect her 
sovereignty over the Isthmus of Panama, and not to aid another 
party to take it away from her. That is the way our former 
Presidents and Secretaries of State defined it. That was the doc- 
trine in the time of Lincoln and Grant. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Up to the minute of recognition our duty was 
to maintain the sovereignty of Colombia over the Isthmus under 
the treaty; after the recognition, eo instanti, that duty was trans- 
ferred from Colombia to Panama. That I understand to be the 
law applicable to the facts of this particular case. 

Mr. President, the position I have just defined for myself I 
think is and has been substantially the position of most if not all 
of the Senators on this side of the Chamber who intend to vote 
for the treaty. Under these circumstances 1 was surprised to 
read in the Washington Post of this morning the deliverance of 
the late Secretary of War, Mr. Root, at Chicago last night. I 
will read a brief extract from that speech. It is as follows: 

The conduct of the United States Government in recognizing the in- 
dependence of Panama, in making the treaty, and in exercising police 
power over territory traversed by the Panama Railroad and the partly con- 
structed canal during the period of revolution, has been severely criticised 
by some of our own citizens, who have said in substance that in this busi- 
ness our Government has violated the rules of international law, has been 
grasping and unfair, and has, by the exercise of brute force, trampled down 
the rights of a weaker nation in violation of those principles of justice which 
should control the conduct of nations as of men. 

in vonsidering these charges we may well thrust aside as carrying no weight 
of authority the expressions of those who, while they condemn the conduct of 
our Government, areinfavor of the treaty. They curiously reverse the divine 
rule. and scem to hate the sinner while they love the sin. 

We need not pay very much heed either to that class of temperamental 
and perennial faultfinders whom we have and always will have with us, as 
an incident of free institutions, who are against every government of which 
they do not personally form a part and in whose eyes everything done by 
others is wrong. 


Undoubtedly, Mr. President, to use the phraseology of Mr. 
Root, sin has been committed in this business, and one of the chief 


| 





sinners is the ex-Secretary of War himself, for there is reason to 
believe that he is largely responsible for the reprehensible acti), 
of thisGovernment in these matters. Nearly every Senator upon 
this side of the Chamber, if not every one, whether he intends {. 
vote for the treaty or against it, believes that wrong has been done 
to Colombia and that reparation should be made for that wrony. 
and they intend to insist that reparation shall be made. But, Mr. 
President, those of us who expect to vote for the treaty do not in- 
tend by that act to condone the sins of the Administration; ani [ 
want to say to Senators on the other side of this Chamber that if 
I understand the sentiments of Senators on this side of the Chan- 
ber who intend to vote for the treaty, they would vote with prac- 
tical unanimity against itand it would be defeated if they thougiit, 
as the ex-Secretary of War declares he thinks, that by voting for 
this treaty they would condone, indorse, or acquiesce in the 
wrongful action of the Administration toward Colombia. 

Mr. President, ours is a government of divided powers. Tho 
States have certain powers and the Federal Government has cer- 
tain powers. Within its own sphere the powers of each are ex- 
clusive and supreme. Both in the State government and in the 
Federal Government these powers are subdivided and distributed 
into legislative, judicial, and executive functions. It is a fun 
mental principle of our system that these departments of govern- 
ment shall be kept separate and apart, and, excepting rare in- 
stances, where their duties are in a measure by express provisi: n 
coordinate, neither is permitted to trench upon the other, and ea 
is bound by the action of the other taken in the lawful exercis: 
its functions. In the judiciary department the Supreme Court is 
the depository of ultimate power; its interpretation of the laws 
enacted by Congress is final. The only remedy the legislatiy, 
branch of the Government and even the people have in case of 
what seems to it and them to be a wrongful interpretation is n: 
legislation upon the subject. This court alone determines thie 
constitutionality of all legislative enactment. If it shall deci 
wrongfully, the only effective remedy would be by amendment 
the Constitution. 

In other words, within its sphere its power is exclusive and 
decisions are final and binding, not only upon the judiciary de- 
partment, but upon every other department of the Governn 
and upon the people of the country as well. Long years be! 
the war, when the question of slavery and the status of the n: 
under the Constitution had become an acute question in t 
country, the famous Dred Scott case, which involved questin 
about which there was the sharpest political and moral conflict 
and division, was submitted to the Supreme Court for settlement 
The decision of the court in that case was one which met with 
almost universal disapproval in certain parts of the country; 
deed, no decision ever rendered by that court has met with suc! 
general disapproval in these sections of the country as did that 
decision. It was denounced in the severest and bitterest and 
most unmeasured terms, and yet that decision had to be accept 
and acted upon. It had been decided by the tribunal invested | 
the Constitution with the power of final adjudication. There was 
no appeal fromit. Nothing but war could reverse it, and it re 
mained the law of the land and was accepted and acted upon 
such until it was overthrown and changed by the arbitrament 
the sword. 

Not long ago the question of the status of the Philippines an 
the Filipinos under the Constitution was a burning question 
Were these people subjects, or were they citizens? Could we hol 
that country under the flag, but not under the Constituti 
Whether these people and this country should be dealt with 
Congress in the way the Republican party insisted upon deali: 
with them and it, or in the way the Democratic party insis!o! 
upon dealing with them and it, depended upon the decision of the 
Supreme Court as to the status of these people and this country 
under the Constitution. If the Supreme Court decided one w 
then we could continue to rule them as subjects and not as « 
zens and to hold this territory under the flag but not under | 
Constitution. If it decided the other way, it would be necess:r) 
to change the whole system of laws and theory of governme 
which the Republican party had planned and to treat them «s 
citizens under the Constitution as well as under the flag. ‘I! 
decision was favorable to the Republican contention; but if it | 
been different, as much as it would have disconcerted the pl: 
of that party, it would have been compelled to accept it and eit! 
retain the Philippines and accord to them the privileges ani 
— of the Constitution or have relinquished all control oy! 
them. 

Now, under the Constitution and the practice of this Gove! 
ment in dealing with foreign nations, in receiving foreign mi! 
ters, and in accrediting ministers and ambassadors from this (o 
foreign countries, the recognition of belligerency or independen:e 
of a foreign government is an Executive function, vested in t 
President as the Chief Executive of the nation; and when, in 
exercise of that function, he recognizes the belligerency or 1n' 
pendence of a foreign country, whether that recognition be righ 
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ful or wrongful, whether in accordance with precedent or not, 
whether in accordance with the feelings and sentiments of the 
ple or not, whether it meets with the approval of the legisla- 
crete and judicial departments of the Government or not, it is 


NOV 


binding upon both of those departments and upon the people as | 


ell 
5 Mr. President, in support of this position, I call the attention 
of tl 1e Senate to the following statement of Mr. Wharton, a great 
r upon international law, found in Wharton’s International 
fa uw, second edition, page 5951: 


T! e numl erof instances in which the Executive has recognized a new 
1 power without consulting Congress (because not anti: ‘ipating conse- 
s which made such consultation nec wey ) has been very great. No 
n has been made by Congress in any of these instances. The le gisla- 
ower has thus for one hundred years impliedly confi irmed the view 
the right to recognize a new foreign government belonged to the Execu- 
rdifitise rrect doctrine sae tthe same power can not be exercised 
e same purposes by two dif snt branches of the Government, this im- 
approv al is cone ‘lusive of ig whole present controversy. (54th Cong., 

S. Doc. 56.) 





” 


Also to the following extract from the Commentaries of Judge 
Storey upon the Cc mstitution, sections 55 and 56 and 55-67: 


But a much more delicate occasion is when a civil war breaks out ina 
n. and two nations are formed, or two parties in the same nation, eac h 
ing the sovereignty of the w hole, and the contest remains as yet unde- 

‘ fagrante bello. * * * The exercise of this prerogative of acknowl- 
edving new nations or ministers is, therefore, under such circumstances, an 
tive function of great dé slicacy, which require s the utmost caution and 
ion. * * * “Tf such recognition is made it is conclusive upon the 
ess, indeed, it can be reversed by an act of Congress repudiating 
n the other hand, such recognition has been refused by the Executive, 
1 that Congress may, notwithstanding, solemnly acknowledge the 
sty of the nation or party (citing Rawle). These, however, are 
yropositions Which have hitherto remained ‘as abstract statements under the 
( titution, and therefore can be propounded, not as absolutely true, but as 
open to discussion if they should ever arise in the course of our foreign 
1acy. The Constitution has expressly invested the Executive with 
r to receive ambassadors and other ministers. It has not expressly 
d Congress with the power either to repudiate or acknowledge 

ia * 


a power 







so extensive in its reach over our foreign relations could not 
properly be conferred on any other than the executive department will ad- 
mit ttledoubt. That it should be exclusively confided to that depart- 
mi rithout any participation of the Senate in the func tions (that be dy be- 
ointly intrusted with the treaty-making power) is not so obvious. 
y the circumstance that in all foreign governments the power was 
ely confided to the executive department, and the utter impractica- 
f kee ping the Senate constantly in session, and the suddenness of the 
encies which might require the action of the Government, conduce - 
» thee ti sblis hment of the authority in its present form. It is not, indeed,: 
power likely to be abused, though it is pregnant with consequences often i 
volv ae question of peace or war. And in our short experience the revo- 
ns in F ‘rance and the revolutions in South America have alres vdy placed 
n situations to feel its critical characterand the necessity of having atthe 
f the Government an Executive of sober judgment, enlightened views 
and firm and exalted patriotism. 


Also, to the following extract from Mr. Pomeroy, 
roy’s Constitutional Law, pages 669, 670, and 672 


All foreign relations are thus confided exe lusively to the Presi dent or to 
I mnection with the Senate. * * 

Of the unlimited extent and transc ondana importance of this functic ont hus 
ed to the Executive, either alone or in connection with the Senate, there 

nodoubt. * * * 

C gress may pass resolvesin relation to questions of an international char- 
act ut these can only have a certain moral weight; they have no legal 
effect the “y can not bind the Executive. The necessity for ‘this is evident: 
I ut ons generally require a certain degree of secrecy; one mind and 

| must alw ays | be more efficient in such matters than a large deliberative 
asser ly. * ¢ 
Che President can not declare war; Congressalone possesses this attribute. 
t the President may, without any possibility of hindrance from the Legis- 

‘a, so conduct the foreign intercourse, the diplomatic negotiations with 

r governments, as to force a war, as to compei another nation to take the 
tiative; and this step once taken, the challenge can not be refused. 


I also desire to call the attention of the Senate to the decision 


Pr Lb 





found in 








} 


of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Williams | 


against 
this case the court uses the following emphatic language in de- 





of foreign governments and the binding effect of such recogni- 
n upon the people and the coordinate departments of the Gov- 
ernment: 

\nd there can be no doubt that when the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment, which is charged with our foreign relations, shall in its correspondence 


La fi ci ign nation assume a fact in regard to the sovereignty of any island 

r it is conclusive on the judic tal department. And in this view it 

; ni material to inquire, nor is it the province of the court to determine, 
Whether the Executive be wright or wrong. It is enough to know that in the 


: of his constitutional functions he has decided the question. Having 
his under the responsibilities which belong to him, it is obligatory on 
ple and the Government of the Union. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 
The P ger be pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Caro +. ld to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. § seat INS. Certainly. 
Mr. ¢ CULBERA YN. Do I understand the Senator from North 
arolina to read that decision on the point that the Executive has 
— xclusive authority to recognize foreign governments? 
Mr. SIMMONS. I read that, sir, to show that where the Ex- | 
ecutive does, in the exercise of his authority, recognize a foreign 
Sovernment, the courts are bound by it, and every other depart- 





Suffolk Insurance Company, reported in 13 Peters. In | 


‘ing the powers of the Executive in the matter of recognition | 


| dealt with separately and distinctly. 


| doubts and misgivings suggests, that Congre: 


ment of the Government is bound by it, until it is ove 
affirmative action. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from North Carolina of 
course does not mean to say that that decision holds that the leg- 
islative branch of the Government is bound by the Executive act. 

On the contrary, I invite his attention to the fact that the deci- 
sion simply holds, which is the universal rule, that in a political 
matter the courts are bound by the act of the Executive or the 
other coordinate branches of the Government having jurisdiction 
of such matters under the Constitution. 


rturned by 


But it is a very differ- 
ent proposition, if the Senator will pardon me, to say that the 
courts feel bound by the acts of the Executive in such instances 
and saying that the legislative branch of the Government would 
be bound by it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I donot of course mean to say that the legis- 
lative department of the Government would be bound by an act 
of the Executive in the exercise of a coordinate function, a func- 
tion as to which another department enjoys coordinate power 
with him or as to which it has the power of review. 

I cited that case for the purpose of showing that the recogni- 
tion of belligerency and independence in the first instance is ex- 
clusively an executive act. It may be, as Judge Story wit 

s could repudiate 
that act. It may be that Congress could make that act ineffect- 
ive to a certain extent by refusing to pay the salary of a minister 
dispatched to that country from this Government; but that would 
not militate against the proposition that recognition is exclu- 
sively an executive act. Even if Congress possess the power of 
repudiation, there is now no proposition to do that. To defeat 
this treaty will not have that effect. If we defeat this treaty. the 
status will not be changed. Wewill still have a minister in Pan- 
ama, and Panama will still have a minister here. 

Mr. President, on yesterday there was a deliverance in t 
Chamber by the senior Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. Hoar}, 
recognized by all as one of the greatest constitutional lawyers in 
this country. No man’s opinion upon a legal question is entitled 
to more weight than his. Itis, in the main, in accord with the 
position I have just taken and with the authorities I have read 
and I wish again to call the attention of the Senate to his we 
words and to incorpora te - m as a part of 1 ay vi ORDATKS: 

Mr. President, the time for the v ote is so near an 
mittee on Foreign Relations and< th er Senators 
Wisconsin—have discussed thé 8 ques stion so thore 
enter intoan argument now. Iw all however, 
questions. 

First, I wish to speak of the charge that th he Preside nt has} 
in the recognition of the ne Republic. Th 
cretion, The power of recognition of a fore 
separate existen of i ts de facto governmen 
within the exclusive di ion of the Pre 

solutely bindi ng upon al ll ot] er de] partment 
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s of the 



























ter was debated when some z¢ lous friends of ours 1 rC ) 
rec e the insurg nt government which was then lit I 
in ¢ a. 

‘hose gentlemen, some of them at any rate, admit their mistake 1 
This power, though so important, is notan express power. Itisa 
power coming from the President's power i duty to appoi 
ambassadors, other public ministers, and ls, and his power i 

e that the laws, including treaties law 1 Lith 

It is impossible that the exercise of r should wait f 
bling of Congress in those cases that arise ir Lors 
until the lawmaking power, consisting of three separate and 
authorities, can agree and can act. Ihave thous b 
ceived where such a duty and authority may exis t p 
It may be desirable sometimes to enacta law whic] 
of all persons under the authority of our G : r wi 
lawful government of a foreign country. But t sn 
now. 

So it is clear to my mind that for every American, whether in Congress or 
ou , the question, What is the lawful Gov: ent at Pa } n 

tled by the Preside nt. No question rema rthe S 1 r 

the proposed treaty be a proper one and fo1 ic int O 
if the Exec ‘utive think one way id we think a r, and Hou Rep- 
resentatives perhaps differs fri both of us, there can never . lawful 
treaty with any power occupying the territory of Panama andt ’ 
canal must wait, but everything so far as our relations with that is 
concerned must be in chaos. 

Mr. President, in my judgment, the wit one question 1 
the Senate at this time, and that is w + ther this is a meritorious 


treaty—a treaty which the Senate, in the joie of the country 
and of the disch: irge of its duties to the world, ought to ratify. 
The other questions, the question of right and wrong in connec- 
tion with the revolution in and recognition of the independence 
of Panama, are separate and distinct questions and should 1 
It may be that they 

to have been dealt with before the ratification of = treaty. I 
had hoped they would be. I had he 7 1d that the resoluti 


the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] looking to neg 
| tions with Colombia for adjustment of all differences between it 
and us growing out of these transactions would be acted upon 


before the treaty was disposed of. Whenever that 1 
comes to a vote [ think it will have the unanimous c 
this side of the Chamber. [| don’t know what fate it may m 
from the other side of the Chamber. 

It may be that that side of the Chamber would pref or to deal 
with these questions upon its own initiative, but I firmly believe 
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22 FEBRUARY 23, 
tha feeling in this Chamber and in the country, - Mr. McCUMBE I move that the Senate concur in 
co ed t 1e Democratic party, that measures should be taken | amendments of the House of Representatives. 
loo the rightful adjustment of differences between us and} The motion was agreed to. : 
Col | growing out of the acts of the Administration in con- | AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
n tht lution in Panama. Whether action is taken | Mr. PROCTOR. I gave notice a week ago that I wonld: 
= ring fr aoe sEOnSy a afterwards, I have an abid- | the agricultural appropri: ition bill at the earliest pos sible 
~—.* a a will be taken, and that | q¢ is not a lengthy bill. I move that the Senate proceed | 
80 ; will be measurably righted. But if any- | ~ ; 
+} il is to be accomplished in this direction, it will | consideration. 14 I tha @ , a, : BR 
ha plished not by the def this treaty, not by | The motion was agreed to; and the S -— 6, 6 In Commit ; 
ci m of its ra ition with questions growing | the Whole, processed. to comeider me ae Us. B ee 2 
© | recognition, but by separate action and appropriations for the Departme nt of Agriculture for th 
* tea year ending June 30, 1905, which had been reported fr 
. ee Committee on Agriculture and Forestry with amendment 
a ee . | Mr. PROCTOR. Iask that the first formal reading of th: 
} ‘ LOM. Im hat the Senate proceed to the consid- | be dispensed with, that it be read for amendments, and t! 
Lely . committee amendments first receive consideration. 
x o; and the Senate proceeded to thecon-| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from \ 
61 Lui business, After two hours and thirty- | asks unanimous consent that the formal reading of tl 
Be it In ¢ ive session the doors were reopened. | dispensed with, that it be read for amendments, and that 
REPUBLIC OF PANAMA. mittee amendments first receive consideration. Is ther 
Mr. M GAN. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. I | tion? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 
Wish t quire whether any response has come from the Presi- The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 
ce the d States to a resolution of the Senate recently The first amendment of the Committee on Acriculit 
ne or information as to the constitution and form | estry was, under the head of ‘* Department of Agricu 
p if Panama? page 2, line 1, after the word “ dollars,’’ to insert ** one 1 
{ESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no information | 3°,500;”’ so as to read: 
t I has be received. Office of the Secretary: For compensat m of Secretary of A 
BILLS INTRODUCED. > miata adent . f the : Das 5 ‘Agi buildir : 3 ne heat ( < 
I MALLORY (for Mr. TaLiarerro) introduced a bill The amendment was agreed to. 
rovu fo a r sittings x the cireuit and district courts The next amendment was, on page 2, line 2 ncreace ; 
( dis f Flori in the city of Fernandina, in | propriation for the salary of one electrician the offi 
8: which w read “ss ice by its title, and referred to | Gocretary of Agriculture. from $900 to $1.0 0. 
the ( »on the Judiciary : The amendment was agreed to. 
) CREARY introduced a bill ( . 304) for the relief of The next amendment was, on page 3, line 6, to increas 
S »; Which was read twice by its title, and referred | apnropriation for maintenance of the office of the Secr ’ 
to e on Ciaims, Agriculture from $71,300 to $73,900. 
’ LEY (by request) introduced a’ 1505) to amend The amendm it was agreed to. 
mea entitled "An act to increase the iency of the permanent The next amendment was, on page 3, line 15, to incr 
hment of the United States whi *h was read | tot al appropriation for office of the Secretary from $76 ’ 
s title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- | e789 ago. ; 7 ss 
fa ies ial ial n (S. 4506) to provide f _| The amendment was agreed to. vs 
; eae au vv0) LO Prov de for the con The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Weathe 
§ \ i P canal conn cting the wate rs of the Dela- | rean,’’ on page 3, line 23, after the word ‘‘one,” to s 
A peake | vial as a means 0! Laguna and naval de- | « meteorologist’ and insert ‘** professor of nfeteorology 
fi 1 commercial purposes; which was read twice by its | to read: 
at d | t o tl » Committee on Cor nm rc oS Salaries, Weather Bureau: * * * One you r of mete E 
M I INS introduceéd the followi bills: which were sev- | shall hav charge of the river and flood service, $38,000, et« 
e1 read | by their titles, and re ito the Committee on The amendment was agreed to. 
I St ; ‘ : c me The next amendment was, on page line 8, after t! e 
2 S. ’) granting an increase of pension to Francis G. | « one.’ to strike out “ district forecaster’ and insert “ e 
gs i it s , ; . : climate and crop division,’’ and in line 5, before the word } 
| (S. 4508) granting an increase of pension to John M. jars” to insert *‘ five hundred:”’ so as to read: ‘ 
By ae One chief of clit — and crop division, at $2.500, for duty in t) ; 
1 (S. 4509) granting a pension to Marcelina S. Groff; Washington or elsewhere, as the needs of the Bureau may demand é 
ll (S. 4510) granting an increase of pension to Aaron §5. Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to the change of des F. 
P “ . : 5 d but I want to ask why the salary is proposed to be raised 
bill (S. 4511) granting an increase of pension to James L. me. PROCTOR. Iwill state that the chairman strugg 
P 3 and ; ; x : estly to keep down any increases in this Bureau, but the 
ill (S. 4512) granting an increase of pension to Hial E. ia ‘increased considerably; new stations have been es 
W eC. ; most every year: several last year; and the chief insisted 
KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 4513) to provide for the | the increase was necessary to retain the services of this ma1 
temporary government of the Panama Canal territory, the pro- | has been in the service for many years and has been of! 
te n of the canal works, and for other purposes; which was | hicher salary to go elsewhere. That was the statement of ( 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Inter- | Woore of the Bureau. 
oceanic Canals Mr. LODGE. I suppose it is almost impossible for th ; 
JERRY 8. FISH. ernment to compete in salaries with those on the outside. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate theamend- | led me to ask the question was that I had understood t! 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1330) grant- other cases, on the legislative bill, the Committee on App 
ine a pension to Jerry §. Fish: which was to strike out all after the | tions had determined that salaries were not to be advanc 
enacting clause and insert: ally this year. It seemed to me that we ought to have son a 
a cas aie 2 good reason before entering on it in any department. I 
That t ecretary of the Interi r be, and he is hereby, authorized and | >. . 5 ois iheinga 1 + 
directed to place on the pension rc Laub ct to the pro ‘and limitations | 1t in one case, I do not see why we should not do it in 
of the pe a laws, the name of Jerry &. Fish, helpless and d ‘pendent son of | equally deserving. 
heen Berens, Se chaelnery ehant ompany B, Tw y ne en atthe The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ag 
- Ag SOLA eee is =a to the amendment reported by the Committee on Agricult 
McCU MB R. In Ae that the Senate concur m theamend- | “ ‘The amendment was agreed to. 
ment of the House or entatives. The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amen 
ne 2 = reed to. | the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 4 
GREEN B, YAWN, 10, before the word ‘*' clerks,’’ to strike out ** four’’ and 1 E 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the | “ five;” and in line 11, before the word “ dollars,” to strik 
amend nts of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 486) | ‘‘ seven thousand two hundred ”’ and insert ‘* nine thousand 
granting a pension to Green B. Yawn; which were, in line 4, after | as to read: 
‘roll,’ toinsert ‘* subject to the provisions and limitations of the | _ One chief clerk, $2,250; four chiefs of division, $2,000 each, $8,000; a 


, to strike ont ‘‘ of Graceville, Fla.;’’ and 


y,”’ to insert “war with Spain.” 


in line 


** Infe 


nsion laws 


pene Ae 
in Tine 7, after 


rian and c limatologist, $2,000; five clerks of class 4, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


$9,000, et 
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The next amendment was, on page 4, line 15, before the word 
“clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-four” and insert ‘* twenty-five;”’ 

line 16, before the word ** dollars,”’ to strike out ** twenty-eight 
thousand eight hundred’ and insert “‘ thirty thousand;” in the 
-.me line, before the word *‘ clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ fifteen’ and 
ort“ gixteen,’”? and in line 17, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to 
-+rike out * fifteen’? and insert ‘‘sixteen;”’ so as to read: 
" pwenty-five clerks of class 1, $30,000; sixteen clerks, at $1,000 each, $16,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 11, after the word 
“messengers,” to insert “* messenger boys;’’ in line 13, after the 
word “messengers,” to insert ‘‘ messenger boys;’’ and in line 15, 
after the word “five,” to insert ** messengers;”’ so as to read: 

Thirteen messengers, maeneneee boys, or laborers, at $600 each, $7,800; four 


messengers, messenger boys, or laborers, at $480 each, $1,920; five messengers, 
messenger boys, or laborers, at $450 each, $2,250, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 20, to increase the to- 
tal appropriation for salaries, Weather Bureau, from $176,440 to 
$180,940. 

" The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 1, to increase the to- 
tal appropriation for maintenance of the Weather Bureau from 
$1,333,740 to $1,338,240. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Ani- 
mal Industry,’’ on page 11, line 25, to increase the appropriation 
for carrying out the provisions of the act approved May 29, 1884, 
establishing the Bureau of Animal Industry, and the act approved 
August 30, 1890, providing for an inspection of meats and ani- 
mals, ete., from $1,200,000 to $1,250,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 2, to insert: 

For experiments in animal breeding in cooperation with State agricultural 

ms, $50,000. 

Mr. LODGE. On the amendment which has just been stated 
I should like to ask the chairman if it is not something entirely 
new. It seems to me that it is entering the Government on some- 
thing very new. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is substantially new. There was a very 
strong application from the noncorn-producing States for a meas- 
ure of this kind. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] are very much inter- 
ested in it, and I see neither of them here for the moment. 

It appeared .before the committee that the cattle from those 
noncorn-producing States were not fattened there; that it was 
impossible to transport corn there, and that foreign countries 
produce beef better than ours on the whole, as I believe they do— 
the English beef—with no corn at all. The amendment is for 
experiments in the breeding of animals suited especially to the 
noncorn-producing States. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will not the Senator from Vermont say that 


r 


i 


he thinks the Government goes as far in that direction asit ought | 
to go when it admits to this country animals for that purpose | 
without any duty? The Government has a right to go that far, | 


[ grant you, but it looks to me as if it had gone as far as it ought 
to go when it relieves the importation of such stock from duty. 
Mr. PROCTOR. The law is very strict about the importation 
bt animals free of duty for breeding purposes, and confines it to 
well-known breeds that are roatabared. pure blooded. No breed 
of cattle of any account has been originated in this country, that 
| know of. We have been depending upon foreign breeds. It 


was believed by those who appeared before the committee, and | 


there was a very strong delegation before the committee, that a 
breed might be developed which would be very valuable. I could 


read the statements of some of those who appeared before the com- | 


mittee, but perhaps it is not necessary. The Senator from Colo- 
rado is now in his seat, and can state the case better than I can. 

Mr. BAILEY. Even if it were true that we have developed no 
breed, we have brought to a high state of perfection more than 
one breed. It is not correct, however, to say that we have not 
developed a breed. I think the harness horse may well be said 
to be an American breed. 

Mr. PROCTOR, Trotting horses. I will admit that. 

Mr. BAILEY. And without any governmental assistance or 
encouragement. I believe the highest price ever paid for short- 
horned cattle was paid in this country, also. They were said to 
have been the most excellent lot of animals ever offered at public 
sale, and the first ten or fifteen averaged over $10,000. And all 
that was done without any further assistance or encouragement 
than the admission of breeding animals free of duty. 

| think when we establish experimental stations and admit 


‘nimals free of duty we have gone as far in encouraging those | 
things as the Government ought to go. Butof course this amend- | 


ment will stay in. A point of order would take it out if the 
Senate wanted it to go out, 





Mr. LODGE. I will say to the Senator that I propose to make 
the point of order as soon as I can be recognized. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Texas seems to miss a 
point here. Thisis to develop a breed of animals that can get 
along without corn. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then itis unfortunately worded. I might be 
willing to see the Government make an appropriation to deter- 
mine if they could not fatten cattle without corn. We do now 
fatten them in the South, in the cotton-growing districts. on 
cotton-seed meal. If the people of the West can find a product 
which will fit their cattle for the markets of this or other coun- 
tries, I might be willing to see an appropriation made for that 
purpose, for the Government has already entered upon that 
policy. 

Mr. WARREN. May I interrupt the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. The purpose is to determine whether we can 
not develop a better breed or breeds of cattle and better modes of 
feeding, so that in the arid regions and in the far West, where we 
do not raise corn, we may fatten at least so many of our own 
beeves as are needed for near home or local consumption. We 
now raise the cattle, but we have to send them to the great corn- 
growing States to prepare them for the eastern markets, and then 
for the beef we want for our own table we have to buy the same 
cattle at Omaha, Kansas City, St. Joseph, or Chicago and ship 
them back on hoof or in dressed beef in order to get good fat beet 
especially in parts of the country where the range is no longer 
fresh. This amendment comprehends that part of the question 
as well as the matter of preparing stock for general beef shipment. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is not an unmixed evil that the various sec- 
tions of the country fit into each other in that way. If the good 
people in the West are able to fatten their cattle, it becomes a 
question, then, what is to become of the corn growers in Iowa and 
Illinois and the other great corn-growing States. <A very large 
part of the crop grown by the soil and industry of those people 
goes to this very purpose. They grow the cattle on the cheap 
lands of the western ranges, ship them to the Iowa, Illinois, and 
Indiana farmers, and their corn is fed to those cattle, thus mak- 
ing it the industry of one section to raise them where they can 
raise them cheaply and the industry of another section to fatten 
them for the market. And just exactly why the people of lowa 
and Illinois and Indiana ought to be taxed for the purpose of en- 
abling their friends in the West to avoid having to buy their corn 
to feed their cattle is not plain to a layman’s mind. 


Still I am willing to see the Government, by a mere naked ap- 
propriation, make every kind of useful experiment with a view 
to cheapening the food products of the people of this country. In 


the way of feeding I have no doubt the Government has experi- 
ment stations in the West where these experiments may be con- 
ducted. But establishing a breeding farm to raise crossbred 
animals goes a good deal farther than we have heretofore been 
asked to go; and if the Government can engage in that business, 
a storehouse, a bank, a factory, and all these other things will 


follow. I believe that the farmers of the country generally conld 
well be left to apply such knowledge as the Government supplies 
them with, and if it can conduct experiments in the articles to be 


fed to these animals and furnish that information to th: 
the rest, I think, may safely be left to the farmers. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think we would know more 
about this matter if we would look into the statement made by t 
Secretary of Agriculture before the committee. I do not know 

The Secretary came before 


farmers 


whether or not it has been printed. 
the committee, and while I am not a member of the committee [ 
went down to hear what he said upon this subject, because there 
were two very intelligent gentlemen from Colorado, one a prac- 
tical farmer and another a professor in our agricultural college, 
who were here urging an appropriation of this sort. . The Govy- 
ernment has established in every State an agricultural stati 
Whether or not that was a wise thing to do, that is the policy we 
entered upon many years ago, and that is, I suppose, what w 
will maintain. 

Mr. SPOONER. It produces good results. 

Mr. TELLER. And, as the Senator from Wisconsin says, it 
produces good results. Nearly all of the States have added to 
these Government appropriations, so that the States and the Govy- 
ernment are acting in conjunction in reference to this matter. 

Now, the Secretary stated that he wanted to try not to er 
a new breed, but to determine what is the best breed for each sec- 
tion of the country. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then it seems to me the amendment 
made acceptable to everybody by striking out the w 
breeding ’’ and inserting ‘* animal feeding;’’ 

For experiments in animal feeding. 

I myself should have no objection to that. 

Mr. TELLER. Just for the moment I do not care to be par- 
ticular about the form of it. That is a matter of very little con- 
sequence, provided it carries out the purpose of the Secretary, 


could be 
‘animal 


so as to read: 
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» Secretary said that if he got this appropriation he would 
make the experiment at four stations, taking one in the East, one 
in the South, one in the northern part of the country, where the 
ut ‘actically perhaps of the same type, but where there 
1any variations of that type, and one in the West. 
in the West what we call the range cattle. They are 
largely the product of the use of well-bred bulls upon the native 
cows. As has been stated, we ship our stock largely to the East— 


-braska, 





We thave 


to Ne Illinois, lowa, Kansas, and other corn-raising 
States—and nobody needs to be afraid that we will not continue 
to ship a very big percentage of all we raise to those sections. 
We have been shipping our cattle there and having them slaugh- 
tered in Chicago and buying the beef in our western cities, which 
makes it a very expensive thing to our people. We get avery 
smiil sum for the cattle and pay a very high price for the beef. 

A sentleman who came before the committee, who has been 
one of the most successful agriculturists in the country, in the 
mountains at an elevation of over 6,000 feet above the sea, who 
has been successful in producing fine cattle, fine sheep, and fine 
horses, and who has made money at it, whospenta yearin Europe 
studying this question, is deeply interested in it. Heis amember 


of the board of trustees of our agricultural college. 





the gentlemen who went before the committee and made a state- 
ment. 

Now, it appears to me, from what I gathered from himand from | 
the Secretary, that the real purpose is to see if they can select the 
best type for each section of the country—-to determine what is 


the best breed for the North, and what is the best for the South, 
and what is the best breed for us in our western country, where 
if we feed any corn we must import it. We raise wheat and bar- 
ley. and a peculiar forage for that country called “alfalfa.” Itis 
raised somewhat, perhaps, in Texas. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And in Missouri, too. 

Mir. TELLER. But, as far as I know, it is not raised in any 
quantity east of the Mississippi River, although I believe it is be- 
ing tried with some prospect of success as far east as the State of 
New York. That is a crop which is very great and valuable in 
our part of the country. cutting it three times a year, and getting 
of the hay from 1 to 2 tons an acre ateach cutting. It isa cheap 
food, but itis nota fattening food. You can not prepare on it 
alone cattle for the market so that they will go to the great cen- 
ters like Chicago and Omaha and get a first-class price. 

it occurred to this gentleman, who saw the feeding in Europe, 
where practically no corn is fed to cattle, that if we would feed 
wheat and barley and perhaps oats and grain of that kind insome 
combination which might be prepared, we could do what they 
are doing in Europe to a limited extent, and only to a limited ex- 
tent, because we raise more cattle than we can fatten, and for the 
home product atleast we might get a cheaper if not a better feed. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not understand from the Secretary 
that he proposes to go into what the Senator from Texas calls the 
breeding of stock. Itis not necessary that he should do that in 
our part of the country, for we have been buying the very high- 
est-priced stock, not only in this country, but we have been im- 
porting that kind of cattle from Europe to our western range. 
It will not do to put them out upon the range, but by crossbreed- 
ing we might get a stock that it will do to put on the range, and 


He is one of | 


i 





| 


| 


| 





we will get a stock, perhaps, thatis better for our peculiar condi- | 


tions out there than that of the very high-bred and high-priced 
stock of Europe. 

It does not seem to me that we are entering upon any innova- 
ion. Weare only enabling the Secretary of Agriculture to do 
what he has already been doing, but we enable him to do it, not 
in one place, but in several places. Weare doing what the Gov- 
ernment station in Colorado has been trying to do, what the agri- 
cultural college of Colorado has been trying to do, and what, I 
have no doubt, other sections of the country have been trying 
to do. 

Mr. President, the amount is not great when you come to divide 
it into four diferent sections of the country. 


I think myself it | 


. . . 4 3: . » | 
is an experiment that could be well tried under the direction of | 


the Secretary of Agriculture. Iam not given much to eulogies, 
but I have been here fora long time; I have had some connection, 
more or less. with all the Secretaries of Agriculture we have had, 
and I have been an agriculturist. 
enough and able to own a farm, I have owned it—several of them 
for that matter—and I have taken great interest in these sub- 
jects, and I say that all the other Secretaries of Agriculture we 
ever had. pnitir them together, have not been as valuable, in 
my judgment, to this country as the present Secretary of Agri- 
culture. 

Mr. STEWART and others. 

Mr. TILLMAN. So we all say. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Colorado, I suppose, with all 
his commendation here, understands that while he is an agricul- 
turist some of the rest of us are farmers, and he knows the differ- 
ence between an agriculturist and a farmer. 


I say so. 


Ever since I have been old | 


| our varying conditions. We li} 
| do the very best it can with its conditions, 





Mr. TELLER. Ido, Mr. President. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Will the Senator please let us understand +1, 
difference? 

Mr. TELLER. The farmers of this country, at least in m 
part of it, are the men who make money on their farms, 
agriculturist, according to my notion and experience, is a 1 
who farms for the love of it and not to make money, and he ra ly 
ever makes any money. That is about the difference. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me,I will 
another definition current in our part of the country. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to ino 
for a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator asked if what the Secretary said 
before the committee had been printed. It was not print 
my stenographer took notes of it, and I will read half ad 
lines. Secretary Wilson said: 

As a people, as a nation, we have produced a trotting horse and a lard 
We have developed the best trotting horses in the world. The necess 
market for corn has induced our people to createa lard hog, and we ha 
best lard hogin the world. We bring fine breedsof horses, cattle, shee; i 
hogs to the United States, and keep them everywhere. Weshould breed for 
localities. The different sections of the country vary in conditions. Thwy 
make good animals in Europe without corn. They make good meats in ' 
South without corn. But the animal to make it from, that is the prin 
thing—the systematic production, the systematic experimentation 
series of years with regard to whatanimal will be the most profitable { 
We would like to help each of the different sections 


0 


‘| he 
in 


2) 
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There were several gentlemen before the committee. I do: 
need to refer to what they said. However, one of them said 

Great Britain and Canada feed very little corn, and they produce a | 
quality of meats than we do. 

Professor Carlyle, another witness, said: 
~ The trouble is we have not the stock to begin with. 

I thought the Senator might wish to know what the Sec: 
said. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam sorry that the Secretary’s statement | 
fore the committee was not printed and presented to the s+ 
I am sure that if the Senate had heard of it, everyone would 
favor of this small appropriation, for it is small when it is divided 
into four sections of the country. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to say a word on another point. I 
was alluded to before the committee, and I wish to say some 
about it myself. We have no good type of cavalry horse i 
United States. I believe it will be admitted that our cava 
horses are not of any particular class, and that we have n 
of horse which might be called a cavalry horse; it is a horse « 
too light or too heavy. Wecan raise in the western coun! 
horse of medium weight, such as the Government calls fi 
cavalry purposes, with more stomach and strength in prop n 
to his weight than can be raised in any other part of the | i 
States. He has a better hoof than any other horse I have 
known. 

I have had some experience with those native horses rais: 
the western country. I have bought a common horse tha 


| cost $65 or $70 and never had a shoeon; I have ridden it ov 


country at the rate of 75 miles a day without any detriment t 
horse. That can not be done anywhere in the eastern country. 
No horse is raised here in the East that you can do that with. | 
have seen horses that cost $300 or $400 apiece brought to our port 
of the country that could not compare with those native hors: 
endurance and service of that character. 

Now, the Secretary can try a little of this appropriation 01 
stock of horses we can raise in that country. Certainly th: 


ernment has an interest in it as much as the people of the Wes! \T 


of any other section of the country. I donot think we do so1 
for the farmer, and certainly you have not done so much f: 

farmer of the West that you need be afraid of a small appr 
tion, inasmuch as we are not establishing any new princi} 
departing on any new lines. You are doing just what we 

been doing, and it is only to amplify and increase what th 

retary has been doing and what we ought to do that we ask 
appropriation, and it seems to me that we ought to have it wit 
any controversy. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think there is but one opi: 
anywhere as to the most admirable work that has been dou 
the Secretary of Agriculture and the very great service h 
rendered to American agriculture. I know we all feel that 
money we placed in his hands would be most wisely and j 
ciously expended. 

My objection to this provision arises from the fact that if is 4 


| new policy, the entering on a new course of expenditure. I! 


small appropriation with a limitless future. If we begin t 


periment in breeding farm animals there is no reason wh: ) 
should stop there. It will go on year by year. There is no ri 
son that conld be alleged why we should not improve the | L 


of race horses or make experiments abroad as to the best ¢ 
and the best horses for use in this country, We now admit 
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bh) dstock free. It seems to me that this is a small beginning 
ery large enterprise. It is to my mind also clearly out of 
It is general legislation; it has not been estimated for; 

| | make the point of order against it. 
vr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 
PRES! DENT pro tempore. 





It has been estimated for. 
I make the point of order that it 


We ARR oe N. 
LODGE. is general leg- 
rILLMAN. Mr. President, I hope you will submit the 
r to the Senate, just as you did another important 
ie other day, 
neritorious scheme, in my judgment. 
is e listened to the various arguments which have been made 
i fellow-Senators here in regard to this matter, and I want 
{ yea little y rsonal experience and observation. I believe I 
ght to talk about agriculture, as that is about the only 
r made a living at. 
PAT TTERSON. And lecturing? 
M TILLMA N. No; Ido not make any living at lecturing; 
t} 2 » issue, which comes from notorie ty or other sources, 
li¢is an ‘addition to my salary here. 


1, of orde 


ne Ql 





~ J wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that under 
this amendment we can begin, under the present efficient and able 
Se wy of Agriculture, what I would regard as a very valuable 
anes 


I intend to offer an amendment to the paragraph, if the Chair 
dos t decide that he is going to stand by the rule and not sub- 
Senate. I propose to make it read: 


riments in animal breeding in cooperation with State agricultural 


{the importation of new breeds, $50,000, 


mit 16 to the 


gentlemen, just listen to me one moment on that subject. 
lecade from 1850 to 1860, and possibly a few years prior to 
that date, some of the wealthy men in my State, men of great 
learning and knowledge, spent immense sums of money in the 
for new breeds of cattle and sheep, and for grasses and 
of things adapted to our climate. We have in that country 
now a grass imported by Governor Means from somewhere—I do 
- where—which is a terrible pest to a cotton plantation, 

lendid forage crop and hay producer and a good grazing 
grass Pr is known as ‘‘ Means grass’’ now. 

Another one of our governors—he was a governor some time in 


the African Broadtail sheep, but it is given up by everyone fa- 
miliar with th.t breed of sheep. They have run out and gone. 
The negroes and dogs and poverty and one thing or another have 
caused them practically to disappear. 
desirable, and the lack would not continue if we could help it. 
But | know of nobody down there or anywhere else in the South 
who is able now to go to the habitat in Asia, or wherever these 
sheep were originally bred, and go to the expense of thousands of 
dollars to bring them here. There were introduced also from 
India by one of those men I have spoken of a breed of cattle called 
the Brahmin, and it was proven by experiment and actual test 
that the oxen of that breed could pull more and stand more hard 
usage than any breed of cattle that were ever known of in that 
country. 

Nc w, if we will just turn our attention, our economical mind, 
in the direetion of saving money somewhere else and not under- 
take to hamper the present Secretary of Agriculture, in his fine 
common-sense view of his duties and his practical knowledge of 
agriculture and of its needs, under the bugaboo that he is going 
to go -_ this, that, and the other thing, and that this is pater- 
nalisim, We can accomplish a great deal with this $50,000 by sim- 
ply pr oviding that he may be allowed, in addition to this experi- 
In feeding and in breeding the present breeds. to c reate by 
( 1g a breed of horses and a breed of cattle adapted to the 
various eal, tions of our country, and we will have accomplished a 
great dea 
‘tf my friend from Massachusetts will take the trouble to read 
y treatise on sheep, he will know that in the little island of 
neland, only 50,000 square miles, there are six or seven distinct 
is of sheep which owe their characteristics and their value 
solely to the locality from which they come—the Southdowns, the 
Lec stershires, the Suffolks, Blackfaces, and soon. I do not re- 
call the other names distinctly. Iam a little rusty on my agri- 
Culvure; and I have not lectured at a fair for a good while, I will 

to my friend from Colorado [Mr. ParreRsoNn]; but there are 
in England to-day breeds of sheep which, as I said, are worthless 
rain parts of the island, while they are the supreme essence 
‘riority in other parts, just simply because the climate and 

sand the soil and other things make a difference in the 
feed upon which the sheep live. 
_ Now, C understand my friend from Colorado here [Mr. TELLER] 
‘S anxious to have something to do with trying to have a breed of 
cattle come in the West which will grow fat enough to turn into 


mer 
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| where else rathe r than t 
The Chair sustains the point | 


and not bring in the rule to hammer to death | 
| and we can begin to distribu 


|; amendment which I of 


IIE? 
Kook 2) 





beef at home and not have to be sent to Illinois or Iowa or some- 
where east to be fattened sufficiently to let them furnish grease 
enough to cook them, having to pay the railroad charges both 
ways. Thonestly th ink that Senators could economize 
ake this o tC. 

the head of the Agricultura] 


If we had a theorist or a man at 





Department over here who was lacking in common se1 lw 
aspendthrift, I would say, ‘*‘ Do not let us bother with giving | 
any more money;” but this is a valuable opportunity to obtain 
some of the breeds which exist elsewhere and which are not her 


and which I know to have existed in my State, as the African 
3roadtail sheep, the Brahmin « olales Sa [ recall, and di 
others. These can beiz nporte 2d by y the nment and bred ! 
te the ir a geny, and t] 
are to accrue would be very on very evident 1 
I hope the Senator from Ma husetts wil 
of order and let the committee amendment go throi 
ter—after the word * stations,’ in lin 
insert the words ‘‘ and the imp — 1 of new breeds *’—in ord 
that the Secretary of Agriculture may 


yover 





great ; i 
sense and the facilities of this great Gi ent toi nto 
this c: untry those cattle, sheep, and other animals which will add 
to the opportunity of your poor farmer to get some x | 
for his labor. 
I want to sayright now to my friend from Colorado that lid 
not give the right definition a little while ago to the agri : 
and the farmer. The farmer is a man who makes a living with 


his hands, and the agriculturist is aman who makes a living with 


his mouth; and there are too many agriculturists in the Sen [ 
am afraid. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I observe that the sc uae f th 
amendment has begunto grow already. The Senator from South 


Carolina wants to add * 

TILLMAN. 
Mr. LODGE. I be 
state that I was corr 


‘the —— tation of new b ree i- 
Otherwise [ do not care ——— & 
ieve I have the floor. mer rely 
‘t in saying that this \ 


alx mnt i 


a to 
was not e stin a Ps 


Itis not in the Book of Estimates. Of course, there is a { 
from the Secretary, but that is not an estimate, tt not ¢ 
| mated for; it is not reported from any sta nding committee; it 


his life—imported some sheep from somewhere in Africa called | 


That was something very | 


a new item; it is not to carry out 

derstood the Chair, however, 

- >» PRESIDENT | 
Mr. PROCTOR 


any existing legislation. I un 
to sustain the point of order, 

ro tempore. The Chair did 
: i wish to say, in regard to the estimate—— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I call attention to the fact t 
order can be made practically against every item of the 
There is no general legislation in relation to this expendi 
Every paragraph—— 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me. 
that it is not estimated for: that it is not 
ing committee; that it is a new 
any existing law. 

Mr. PROCTOR. 


1at that 1 r If f 


I mi ide the De int 
reported from a stand- 
item and is not in pursuance of 
I wish to state, in regard to the « 


Sstlmate—— 


Mr. PATTERSON. 1 ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
what Senate rule is violated simply because a has not been esti- 
mated for or has not bec en before a standing ommitt e Id 
understand that that prohibits the placin; of anitem upon a g 


eral appropriation bi ‘1. 
Mr. LODGE. I think. if the Senator 
Mr. PROCTOR. I called the sibentic 
Agriculture to the f _ there was no estimate for this item, 
and he said one would be forwarded me. He afterwards told 
me by telephone that it ~ id been forw: arcle d. I have not receiv 
it. Ittakes several days, and we had aholiday. I have no 
it is on the way. 


Lt IDG rl i. 


ill read Rul e XVI - 


of te Secretary 





Mr. If the Senator will turn to the last part of para- 
graph 1 of Rule XVI, it reads 

Mr. PATTERSON. On what page? 

Mr. LODGE. On page 16. It reads: 

No amendments shall be regeived to any general apprepriat 1 
effect of which wi ze be to increas Lappropriation alread 
bill, or toa id a new item of ay propriation, unless it be made to carry out 


the provision of some exist in LW 
I make the point that : the 


amendment does not carry out tl 
provision of any existing law; 


that it is a new item of appr 


tion, and that it is not in pursuance of an estimate of the head 
one of the Departments, which is included in the same rule ido 
not think there can be any question about the rul 

Mr. TILLMAN. What went with that rule th: rday,v 
the St. Louis exposition question was here? 

Mr. LODGE. That is another rule That is the q 
relevancy. whic h is submitted under clause 3 of Rule XVI 

Mr. TILLMAN. There is nota bit of difference. If the S 


ate thinks it relevant « 
wish the Senator would give us the opportunity. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not are the pr int that it is irrelevant. It 
is obviously germane to the I make the point of order, as 
have stated it. It is not estimated for and it isa new item, al 


of which are forbidden by Rule XVI, 


a ay * : hai aed 
nd desirable the Senate can say so; ar 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Does it not come from the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry? I understood that it came from a stand- 
ing committee. 

Mr. LODGE. It does not make any difference; it isanew item 
— without an estimate, and is not in pursuance of existing 

aw. 
to discuss the ruling. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I desire only a moment. I 
have no desire to discuss a question already decided, but I should 
have been glad of a word, at least, on the point of order before it 
was decided. 

If I am correct, the amount estimated for under this paragraph 
has not been exceeded, in fact, is yet some $50,000 below the esti- 
mate. Furthermore, if I understand the language, the use of 
this amount of money for the purpose proposed is clearly within 
the authority of the first paragraph. I am not the author of the 
language of the amendment, and it may be understood to mean 
something that the committee did not intend, but placing it in as 
it is, is really a limit as to how much shall be expended in that 
particular direction. 

For instance, near the top of page 12, under this appropriation, 
among other things, is said: 

The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to use any part of this 
sum he inay deem necessary or expedient, in such manner as he may think 
best, in the collection of information concerning live stock, dairy, and other 
animai products. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Wyoming allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Did I understand him to say that the total is not 
increased? 

Mr. WARREN. The total is not increased. 

Mr. LODGE. It is increased from $200,000 to $300,000. 

Mr. WARREN. No; you are mistaken. The estimate made 
by the Department is still $50,000 above the amount appropriated. 

Mr. LODGE. This is a new item. 

Mr. WARREN. I think it is not a new item. 
the Senator and I differ. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido not think that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has read all of Rule XVI. 

Mr. LODGE. I have read the whole of it a great many times. 

Mr. PATTERSON. What I meant was that I do not think the 
Senator read it upon this occasion to the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I didnot. It does not all bear on the question 
before the Senate. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The rule, as I understand the status of 
this amendment, removes it altogether from the objection made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. Let us see. Commencing 
in the middle of the rule, where the Senator did, it reads: 


And noamendments shall be received toany general appropriation bill the 
effect of which will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the 
bill, or toadd a newitem of appropriation, uniess it be made to carry out 
the provisions of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution 
previously passed by the Senate during that session; or unless the same be 
moved by direction of a standing or select committee of the Senate—— 


Mr. SPOONER. ‘“Or’”’ 
Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; the rule continues: 


or proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the head of some one of the De- 
partments. 


That is where 


Mr. President, this is clearly an amendment moved by one of | 


the regular committees of this Senate, to wit, the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SPOONER. If it is estimated for. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If it is estimated for. Then thereare two 
clauses in this rule which withdraw this item from the objection 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts. I ask the Senator from 


Massachusetts whether this item is or is not proposed by one of | 


the standing committees of the Senate? ; 
Mr. LODGE. This rule as to an amendment being moved bya 


standing or select committee means a standing or select commit- | 


tee other than the appropriating committee. 
clear from the next clause of the rule. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Not at all. 
same be moved by direction of a standing or select committee.’’ 
Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will read the next clause of the 


That is perfectly 


propriations. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly it does; but at the same time it 
provides for an amendment, no matter to what extent_the item 
may be increased, provided it has been recommended by any 
standing or select committee of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Committee on Agriculture had recom- 
mended this provision to the Senate as a separate bill or resolu- 
tion, and had put it on the Calendar, that might have brought it 


in order: I do not know how that would have been; but the in- | 


tent of the rule is perfectly clear from the next paragraph that 
the item would have to be moved by direction of a standing or 
select committee of the Senate and be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


3ut the Chair has already ruled upon it, and I do not care | 





The language is, “‘ unless the | 


| committees. 
rule, he will see it requires a reference to the Committee on Ap- | 





FEBRUARY 23, 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ifthe Senator from Colorado will permit mo 
I would ask the Senator from Massachusetts, was not that rule as 
it is now interpreted by him the rule before the appropriation 
bills were distributed? The Appropriations Committee has noth- 
ing to do with the agricultural appropriation bill. The estimates 
are sent to the Committee on Agriculture, the bill is considered 
by that committee, and the Appropriations Committee does not 
touch it or see it. 

Mr. LODGE. The Committee on Agriculture is substituted 
for the Committee on Appropriations, and the amendment has 
got to come from a standing or select committee other than the 
appropriating committee. That is the purpose of the rule. 

Mr. TILLMAN. How could anyone else introduce an amewd- 
ment to the agricultural appropriation bill more fitly and appro- 
priately than the committee itself? 

Mr. LODGE. I think that it was the original practice of the 
Senate—and I am sure the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON}, who 
has had large experience, will confirm me in regard to that propo- 
sition—that the amendment must be proposed by other than the 
appropriating committee. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Colorado 
will allow the Chair, the Appropriations Committee could at any 
time make anything under the sun in order which was germane 
to a bill which had been reported, and so could the Committee on 
Agriculture make anything in order, if the construction of the 
Senator from Colorado is the right construction of the rule. The 
Chair has no manner of doubt about this amendment being out 
of order, although the Chair is perfect!y willing to submit it, if 
it is desirable, to the Senate. 

Several SENATORS. No, no. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, there is some force in what 
the Chair says, but the rule never has been changed since the dis- 
tribution of the appropriation bills in the Senate. When this rule 
was adopted, the Committee on Appropriations had all of the ap- 
propriation bills, and the Committee on Appropriations had noth- 
ing whatever but appropriation bills. No subject was committed 
to that committee except appropriations. Now, the Committce on 
Agriculture is not simply an appropriation committee as to appro- 
priations for the Agricultural Department, but it is a standing 
committee of the Senate on agriculture. It deals with all the 
bills introduced here referring to agricultural subjects. 

It may be a casus omissus. It may be, and I think it is, true 
that the rule ought to have been changed after the distribution 
of these appropriation bills, which I think never should have ovc- 
curred, and which I think has cost the country a vast amount of 
money and has not added at all to the efficiency or economy of 
appropriations. I think it was a mistake, but the rule never has 
been changed. 

The only appropriation bill that is referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture is the agricultural appropriation bill. That is only 
one item of the business of that committee. The committee deals 
with a vast number of bills which are not appropriation bills. Is 
it not true, therefore, that it is both, as to the agricultural appro- 
priations, an appropriation committee and a standing committee 
of the Senate on the general subject? No other committee cou! 
entertain an amendment of this kind. If the appropriation il 
had not been distributed, then the Committee on Agriculture 
would have reported the proposition for reference to the Appro- 
priations Committee. Now, can the Chair supply by a ruling tli 
defect which results from the distribution of the appropriit 
bills without any adaptation of this rule to that changed situation: 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask theSenator if he does not see that the 
province of appropriating money in an appropriation bill is « 
tirely distinct from the general scope of the duties of a commit 


| in any other relation? 


When certain bills were taken from the Appropriations Com- 
mittee and distributed to other committees, those cominittees | 
came for that end appropriating committees or appropriat 
They have two functions—the general function 
the committee in dealing with subjects intrusted to them t! 
are generic and proper for them, and they are substituted for t' 
Committee on Appropriations on appropriation bills to this exte: 

Now, as the Chair has indicated, if all that is necessary is 
the Committee on Agriculture—because it is a standing comu 
tee—to report a clause in an appropriation bill, they can 
anything in order. If this provision had been introduced 1 
the Senate and had been referred to the Committee on Agric 
ture or to any other committee, and had been reported baci : 
an amendment to the appropriation bill, then, even if the C! 
mittee on Agriculture did that, I should not be certain that 
might not come under the general head upon which it is sous 
now to hold this provision upon the bill. But nothing apps.'> 
to show that that has been done. 
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The Committee on Agriculture, without this having been re- 
forred as an amendment and without its having been sent as an 
amendment by the Senate to the agricultural appropriation bill, 


jas. so far as I can see, independently, without any such refer- 


and without the Senate passing upon it and referring it as 

» a yendment, bodily put itin. ‘ If that committee can do that, by 

+}o «ame line of reasoning the Appropriations Committee, being 

standing committee of the Senate—it is clearly that—can put 

thing upon any appropriation bill and take it out of that ex- 

lnding clause, which is so important in the running of appropria- 
tion bills in this body. 


it seems to me that distinction is clear; that the Chair is right; | 


that it not being a matter of relevancy, of being germane, 

which is submitted, it is a pure matter for the ruling of the 

Chair. 7 

Sometimes it has been contended that the Committee on Ap- 

propriations, as a standing committee, can put anything on an 
sare priation bill; but I, as an old member of the Appropriations 


C: mmittee, have never advanced that ground and have never 
nal itained it. 

: The truth is, as a matter of good policy and good legislation, 
the authority and power of any appropriating committee, whether 
it be the Committee on Appropriations or Agriculture or Military 
Affairs or Naval Affairs, instead of being broadened and widened, 
ought to be hedged in and restricted and kept down, for the 
temptation is always to put everything upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Even an exposition loan. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator from Maine through? 

Mr. HALE. Iask the Senator’s pardon. I have put rathera 
long question and, I fear, taxed the Senator’s patience. 

Mr. SPOONER. The trouble with the Senator’s proposition is 
that he is asking the Chair to take a liberty, I think, with the 
rules; he is asking the Chair to do what the Senate ought to have 
done, perhaps. 

Mr. Lé DGE. The Chair has ruled twice already. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not accept the rebuke of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not intend any rebuke. 
attention to the fact that the Chair had ruled. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Chair also said that he would submit 
the question to the Senate. : 

Mr. SPOONER. The Chair will call me to order if I am pro- 
ceeding out of order, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Wisconsin to order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
an interruption, Task him to read part of clause 2 of this rule, 
which I think will perhaps give him some additional light as to 
the purpose of the rule. ' 

Mr. SPOONER. 
ever as to the present situation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
amendments which are submitted by direction of a standing com- 


, 
ALLL LLt 


Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And that is what I understood to be the con- 
tention of the Senator from Wisconsin—that this amendment 
was submitted by direction of a standing committee. 
second clause says that an amendment submitted by direction of 
a standing committee shall be first referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but the Senator only illustrates 


I simply called 


He is too glad to hear him. 





Mr. ALDRICH. So if the Senator wants to follow the rules | 


strictly and not ask the Chair to depart from them, he will have 
to take that clause into consideration, it seems to me, as well as 
the last part of clause 1. 

Mr. SPOONER. I thank the Senator from Rhode Island for 
emphasizing what I was saying. That wasthe old rule; that was 


at 


when there was a Committee on Appropriations whose function 


was solely to deal with appropriation bills; that was when the | 


mmittee on Agriculture could report an ameiidment, to be re- 
erred to the Committee on Appropriations; but that situation no 
longer exists. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But will the Senator from Wisconsin agree 
with me that the plain purpose of this clause and the rule, taken 
together, is that no new items of appropriation shall be inserted 


‘1 an appropriation bill without the concurrence of two standing | 


ci minittees of the Senate? 
Mr. SPOONER. Ah, but, Mr. President, the trouble is (and 


U think it is a complication) that when the Senate—I repeat, in 
Ce Judgment, mistakenly—took away from the Appropriations 


mumuttee certain appropriation bills and distributed them among 


other committees of this body they failed to change the rule, and | 


they can not now ask the Chair to change the rule or to adapt it 
t p. new situation. 

Mr, McCOMAS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me 
0 ask a question for information? 


The Chair declines to call the | 





Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin, the chairman of the Committee on Rules, whether it 
would not be now permissible and practical to refer an amend 


ment to the Committee on Agriculture as the standing commi 
on agriculture, and for that committee toreport that amendmer 
to the Senate, to be referred, under this rule, to the Committee on 


Agriculture as a committee on appropriations? 

Mr. SPOONER. One day-—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. One day before the consideration of tl 
amendment. I ask that in good faith, under this rule 

Ma SPOONER. Of course the Senator asks it in good faith; 
but for the Committee on Agriculture to solemnly adopt a propo- 


| sition and report it to the Senate as one which, in its opini 


should be incorporated in the agricultural appropriation bill. and 
for the Senate to refer it back to the Committee on Agriculture 
in order to give that committee jurisdiction to incorporate it in 
the bill, is working in a circle. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is. 

Mr. SPOONER. It involves an absurdity. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But would it not still make the rule as it is 
effective? 

Mr. SPOONER. But, Mr. President, the trouble with it ail is 
that the Committee on Agriculture now. deals with the il 
tural appropriation bill and is at the same time a stand com- 


| mittee of this body. 


If the Senator from Wisconsin will permit | 


Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me to interrup 


him? ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator’s contention on that 
point is well taken—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Lam very greatly gratified by that assu 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to direct the attention of t] 

| tor, who is chairman of the Committee on Rules, to the fi 
clause of paragraph 3,on which, I think, the point of ord 
to have rested. 1t provides that— 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill. 

I want to ask the Senator if it is not manifest that this new 
item inserted by the Committee on Agriculture does not come un- 
der that restriction in clause 3 of Rule XVI? 

Mr. BACON. Ido not think that is the meaning of *‘ general 
legislation ’’ at all. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That was not the point of the Senator 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Massachuset Mr 
LopGE] made that point, but he coupled it with oth 
that I think were not as potent as that point. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The ruling was1 n that point. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; the first ruling was. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Willthe Senator from Wisconsin t me? 


It doesnot give me any additional light what- | 


The second clause clearly intends to apply to | 


And the | 


Mr. GALLINGER. I should like, if the Senator from Wi 
sin will gratify me to that extent, to have him answer th : 
tion I have propounded in all seriousness, whether or not, in his 
opinion, this new provision is not obnoxious to that rule? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ialways wish to be frank. I am not cert 


whether itis or not. This is the agricultural appropriation 1 
It makes a large appropriation to be expended by the Agricultural 
Department. 


| Mr. TILLMAN, For one year only. 


Mr. SPOONER. It is based on estimates, and this item 
| mated for by the Agricultural Department. I am not 
certain—— 

Mr. BACON. I want to say to the Sena 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will allow me to finish my sen- 


tence 


Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. 


Mr. SPOONER. I am not at all certain that this item would 
fall within the definition of new legislation. If that is to b 
rule, under the circumstances which surround this bill, there will 
not be much, if anything, in these general appropriation Is—I 

| would not put it that way—but there will be a creat deal that is 


important estimated for by the Department in all of the 
| appropriation bills, naval and all, which must go out. 
Mr. HALE. That is true, Mr. President, if the point is made. 


We go through that experience at every session Cor S, 
Clauses are reported that are clearly subject to that sv eo 
provision of Rule XVI, that general legislation shall not be per- 


mitted; but they go nem. con. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is an appropriation 
general legislation? 

Mr. HALE. That has been decided. That is not general leg- 
| islation any more than it is general legislation, after a building 
has been started, to add tothat building and make appropriations 
for it. That question was all fought out perhaps fifteen or 
twenty years ago, and it was declared that it was in continuation 
| of the service and of the uses of the Department; but there are 

hundreds of items that are reported by the different committees 


G2, 


1: 


for a new battle ship 
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and for which appropriations are carried on different bills, which, 
if any Senator made the point. would go out. 

My idea about general legislation—and I suppose it is the idea 
of the Senator from Wisconsin, who is a good lawyer—is that 
anything that is not private legislation is general legislation. 
When we declare, either in a separate bill by itself, or in an 
appropriation bill, that the Secretary of Agriculture shall have 
power to import breeds of cattle or horses, which he now can not 
do, that is general legislation; it applies only to one subject, but 
it is general legislation. 

Mr. WARREN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly; but I am speaking in the time of the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. WARREN. 
view taken by the Chair or by the Senators as to the application 
of the paragraph of the rule which has been referred to, the fact 
remains that the amendment under discussion provides for exactly 
the same kind of appropriation as is used in providing for or 
adding to something that has already been commenced. It is 
precisely such a case asif a building were under progress, and an 


appropriation was made to enlarge it, by adding to its construc- | 
So far as I know, at the eastern and western colleges, at | 


tion. 
the experimental stations, they have in a very small way com- 
menced the breeding of live stock. 

Mr. BAILEY. They are doing it, then, without authority. 

Mr. WARREN. Iam stating the facts. 

Mr. HALE. State agricultural institutions are not in charge 
of the General Government. We endowed them by great appro- 
priations of land. 
was done that that would be the end of it; but we endowed them, 
and then they passed under the jurisdiction and domination of 
the States. 
ought not to have 
than we have with 
lege laboratory at Cambridge or New Haven or Brunswick, in my 
own State. 


anything more to do with their experiments 


islation. 
Suppose it had been introduced as a separate bill giving this 


power that never before was exercised by a Secretary of Agricul- | 


ture, would the Senator from Wisconsin have any doubt that that 
would be general legislation? 


This would be the same. 
I am not at all sure whether this is or is not 
My mind was directed entirely to the other 


public legislation. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
general legislation. 
proposition. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. 


Congress creating the Bureau of Animal Industry would make 
this item thoroughly in accord with and in execution of existing 
legislation. The very object of that act was toimprove the breed- 
ing of cattle and the care of stock. 
this agricultural appropriation bill, that practically the whole 
body of it consists in providing for these experiments. If the 
Senate takes that position it will simply surrender to the House 
the exclusive function of writing the agricultural appropriation 
bills. 
these experiments in stock and grasses and other things. 

Mr. TILLMAN. This bill is full of amendments to the present 
law. made by the other House. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. There is no general legislation upon the 
subject. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To save time, the Chair is in- 
clined to submit this question to the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I think that while the objection 


may be made under the second clause, there is no ground upon | 


which itcan be properly made upon the third clause. This is not 
general legislation in the meaning of that term as construed by 
the courts. Nothing can be general legislation which is in the 
shape of an amendment upon the same subject as the bill. 

The question as to what is general legislation and what is spe- 
cific legislation has been repeatedly decided by the courts, and 


without going into it, for I have not the books here and can not | 


call from memory the attention of the Senate to where the de- 
cisions are to be found, I will say that Iam quite sure an inves- 
tigation will show that the courts have decided that there is a 
broad line of distinction between general and specific legislation, 
and this particular proposed amendment being, as it is, some- 
thing which relates to the subject-matter of the bill, can not pos- 
sibly fall under the head or designation of general legislation. 
Mr. HALE. Now, let me ask the Senator a question. Sup- 
pose in an appropriation bill that provides for the salaries of the 
nine Supreme judges—there is the subject-matter upon an ap- 


If 1 may be permitted; whatever may be the | 


I remember it was very well said when that | 


We have had no more to do with them since, or | 
an experiment in a private laboratory or col- | 


Therefore, I am clear in my own mind that this | 
amendment is subject to the point of order that it is general leg- | 


Legislation on particular subjects, | 
although confined to one subject, does not go into the statutes as | 
private legisiation, but goes into that realm of the statutes that is | 


Mr. President, if the Senator from Wisconsin | 
will permit me, I have a very distinct impression that the act of | 


I amsatisfied, from reading | 


There are not ten lines of this bill that do not refer to | 
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propriation bill—the Committee on Appropriations reports a <a]. 
ary for an additional judge. Wecan make an additional jude: 

Mr. BACON. Yes; but there is where the general legislatioy, 
would come in—in the making of a judge. 

Mr. HALE. I know, but it is on a bill relating to the judyes, 

Mr. BACON. I know. 

Mr. HALE. It is on an appropriation bill—— 

Mr. BACON. If it was a bill—— ' 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator’s contention is true, that anything 
which is put on an appropriation bill which relates to the sul)ject- 
matter of the appropriation bill is not general legislation, then woe 
| have embarked upon the widest and broadest track that I haye 
| ever known to be suggested in the United States Senate. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Maine will permit m. 
state my proposition before he rejoins, I will endeavor to adap: ij 
to the particular question he has asked. 

The Senator has asked whether if we had before us a bill fixine 
the salaries of judges and on that bill we proposed to create a1 
judge and fix the salary, it would or would not be general |, 
| lation. Undoubtedly it would be, because the subject-ma: 
would not be, as the Senator from Maine suggested, the maki; 
of judges. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will let me proceed suffici 
to express my idea. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. The subject-matter would not be the question 
| of the creation of judges, but the subject-matter would ) 
question of salaries. Now,if we had before usa bill in which we 
were endeavoring to exercise the constitutional power to cre. 
inferior courts and make judges thereof, and there should iy 
such a bill an amendment to create an additional judge, t) 
| would not be general legislation in the sense of this rule, but 
would be a legitimate amendment to that particular subject- 

matter. 

Mr. HALE. Now, right on this point, let me put the Sena‘ 
another proposition. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let me ask the Senator from Georgia a ques 
tion. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Maine will allow me to 
| answer one proposition before he puts another, with his permis 
sion. I will yield, 7f he desires it. however. Go ahead. 

Mr. HALE. Iwas going a little further. Does the Senator 
| think that on an appropri:tion bill appropriating money for t 

salaries of judges—the salaries of judges, not the number of judges 

which are fixed by general law and general legislation—we coul: 

increase the salaries of judges which are fixed by general law 
| That is certainly pertinent. 

Mr. BACON. There would come in the question whether it 
was objectionable under the second clause, and not whethe 
| amendment would come under the objection of being general leg 
| islation 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator think it would be general 
legislation to increase the salaries of the judges? 

Mr. BACON. Ido not think it would be 

Mr. HALE. ThenI donot agree with the Senator from Georgia 

Mr. BACON. That would come in under the second cl 
but not under the one as to general legislati: un. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The two illustrations made by the Senator 
from Maine are entirely to be differentiated from this proposi' 
because the additional judge or judges created would hold 
life. It would be a permanent provision of law. It isthe same wth 
respect to the appropriation for their salaries. This appropria- 
tion dies at the end of the Congress or the year. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is temporary. 

Mr. HALE. I do not take somuch stock in my first suggestion! 
as I do in the second one, and that does seem to me to be ve! 

| pertinent. 

Mr. BACON. As to the amendment? 

Mr. HALE. As toa provision where we are appropriating ' 
salaries that are fixed by general law. as in the case of the ju 
of the Supreme Court. Now, to say that upon an appropri 
bill we can change that general law and increase the salari 
| the judges because it is not general legislation is. if the Sen 

will allow me, as it seems to me, an absurd conclusion. 

Mr. BACON. I am very much obliged to the Senator. I 
only sorry to have to differ from him. 

| I donot think there can be any possible maintenance of |! 
| proposition that it is objectionable as general legislation. Wh 





r the 


you come back to the proposition—because here is really wi 
the crucial point is—whether, under the second clause, as 
amendment the rule has been complied with, I wish only to make 
one suggestion in addition to what has been said by Senators. 
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The fact has already been called to the attention of the Senate 
that that rule was made at a time when all appropriations were 
in charge of one committee, which committee had no general 
charge of any other general bill, and therefore committees which 
had charge of bills relating to their particular jurisdiction passed 
upon the question as one which was of importance to that sub- 

-ot-matter, and under the rule it went to the general Appropria- 
+:ons Committee, which had the decision of the question, so far as 
recommendations to the Senate would go, as to what appropria- 
tions should be made. . , 

The point to which I desire to call the attention of the Senate is 
this: Under the changed rule either it must be held that the Agri- 
cultural Committee, now having the agricultural bill, has the 
right to present an amendment, and when it does so it comes 
within the rule, or else the rule is nugatory as it now stands, and 
it is impossible that there could be a recommendation by the Agri- 
cultural Committee which could be enacted into law by going to 
the Appropriations Committee. Why? Because the general Ap- 
propriations Committee of the Senate has no jurisdiction of the 
acricultural bill. It has nothing to do with it. The Agricultural 
Committee has exclusive charge of the question of appropriations 
for the Agricultural Department, and therefore that committee 
must act in the dual capacity of a general committee on the sub- 
‘oct of agriculture and a general committee on the subject of the 
priation of money for the A gricultural Department, or else 
the power of amendment by recommendation of the Committee 

| Agriculture is entirely lost and gone until this rule shall be 

ended, 

think, Mr. President, that that is a plain proposition; and I 
do think, if there is any doubt about the question, that this is a 
matter of such importance that the appropriation onght to be 

le. The Agricultural Department has accomplished a great 
ix in its investigations, in the experiments it has made as to 
branches of agriculture. Here is one upon which it has here- 
re never made investigation. 


because now the Appropriations Committee and the Agri- 
ire Committee have as to this bill been consolidated this 
should be entirely abrogated it seems to me is going too 


ir. BAILEY. Mr. President, it seems to me that there was a 
in which to make this amendment in order, but that way has 
heen pursued. If the Senator from Wyoming, the Senator 


m Colorado, or any Senator interested in this matter had in- | 


iced it as an amendment and it had been referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture, I do not think the Committee on Agri- 


ture would have been disabled from reporting it back simply | 


ause it happened also to report the bill to which it was pro- 
lasanamendment. The purpose. I take it, of allowing an 

‘ ndment which had been recommended by a standing or select 
committee of the Senate was not merely to have the judgment of 


It is one which affects every | 
nof this country and a most important industry; and to | 


reams case cen 





nm, however, disappeared when the two functions were united | 


he samecommittee. But it also had another purpose. 
mittee of the Senate has no power over any measure until it has 
n referred to that committee. I believe that no committee of 
the Senate could originate any matter, bill, or amendment until 
the bill or amendment had been referred to it by the Senate. In 


Acom- | 


other words, if the Senate refers to a committee a bill, then that | 


ommittee has jurisdiction ofthe bill and can report amendments 
which are permissible under the rule. 

But there was no reference of this item. This measure was 
not introduced into the Senate. It was not referred toa standing 
or a select committee of the Senate. 
Committee on Agriculture had reported it back with the recom- 
mendation that it be adopted as an amendment to the general 
ppropriation bill reported by that committee itself, then it would 
have been in order under the rule. Otherwise, my judgment is 

at it is not. 
But, Mr. President, it is a waste of time and breath to argue a 
question of order which has been submitted to the Senate. We 


college an experiment station of that kind. 
State—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
illustration a little? 
Mr. BAILEY. Iam always glad to be informed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The experiment stations provided 
the Hatch bill, which were given in each State $15,000, do a great 
deal more than merely experiment in feeding. 1 am one of t! 
directors or trustees or something of the station in my State. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me do the Senator the honor to say that he 
is the founder of it- 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well. 

Mr. BAILEY. For I believe it was established under his ad- 
ministration as governor, was it not? 

Mr. TILLMAN. That was the college, for the establishment 
of which some people gave me credit; but I am speaking of the 
stations founded first by Mr. Morrill. He was the originator of 
the idea of sucheducation. Later on Mr. Hatch was the father of 
an act giving $15,000 to each State for the purpose of experiments. 

I want to say that at that station we are experimenting with a 
great many things besides feeding. We have bought three or 
four or five of the best breeds of cattle and some sheep, and we 
are enlarging and trying to give our people the benefit of those 
object lessons in the use of improved breeds and better blood and 
mixtures of blood, which are necessary in order to advance tl 
interests of agriculture in our State, and the bill expressly pro- 
vides for it. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from South Carolina adds nothing 
to my knowledge by that statement, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaLuncer 
Does the Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator from 
Maine? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. When the Senator says, ‘‘ We are doing it,’ 
whom does he mean? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Imean theStateof South Carolina. and every 
other State in the Union, including the one which the Senator] 
the honor to represent and represents so ably, has an experim 
station at which this very thing is being earried on right n 

Mr. HALE. By the State? 

Mr. TILLMAN. By the State, with Federal money. 

Mr. BAILEY. I perfectly understand that; but it is necessary 
to buy in order to feed, and wherever there is an appropri 
authorizing an experiment in feeding an a 
very force of the term, imply the authority to buy before they 
feed. 

These stations have performed a very useful work, but, Mr. 
President, we talk in this body about the propriety of appropri- 
ating money for the berefit of this and the benefit of that class or 


We have in my own 


Will the Senator allow me to enlarge his 


for under 





in the chai1 





bul 
nimal, it must, by tl 


1 | industry, as if we were wholly oblivious of the fact that the Goy 
the two committees. Undoubtedly that was a goodreason. That | 


ernment must take this money from the taxpayers before it can 
give it back to them. If the special pleas which from day to day 
are made for the appropriation of public moneys are all to be 
heeded, then where is the limit to the taxation that shall me 

them? We seem to have forgotten the essential fact in political 
economy that the Government has nothing to give except what it 
first takes from the pockets of its people, and when we appeal f 


a gift here, or if you prefer to call it an appropriation here, f 


L 


| another and new enterprise and you enter upon a still further un- 


If it had been, and the | 


| an experience on that a few days ago when my distinguished | 


riend the Senator from Maine appropriated on the urgent defi- 
ciency bill $4,600,000, and I made the point of order against that 
sum, reenforced by the statements of those high in authority, that 
the Treasury was not well able to spare it. But by a vote that 
was so overwhelming that I did not want to call for the yeas and 
nays the amendment was retained. 

i protest against this as I did against that appropriation. I 
think it a species of paternalism to be loaning the money to a 
private corporation for the purpose of exhibiting the products of 
the country. Here we have ‘a proposition to establish a stock 

rm in connection with an experiment station. We have gone 
as far as we ought to go in the feeding of animals. Every State 


in the Union has established at its agricultural or mechanical ! in England, its original home, nor in Scotland 
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explored region, where, I appeal to Senators, shall we fix the limit 

of taxation? The people of this country to-day—— 
Mr.SPOONER. You ought not to draw the line on the farmer. 
Mr. BAILEY. So faraslam conc 





‘rned, [know noclass. Iam 
probably as much interested in the farmer, though not quite so 
profuse in my protestations in his behalf, as any re, and 
vastly more interested in the improv rt I spend 
all my leisure time, take all my vacation at n, in 


trying to improve the breed of horses, ¢ 
[ have seen what is, inmy judgment, the gre: t breed of hors 

? 

t 





in the world established almost now to vI evi 
much of governmental aid as relief from the 1} 

seen the intelligent farmers of the United States 1e with 
their own intelligence and their own means u e bred 





a purely American horse which challenges comparison with the 
world to-day. 

The American trotting horse is purely an American product. 
Only the foundation, probably, which our Virginia ancestors 
brought here in the shape of the remarkable thoroughbreds im- 
ported in the early days of the Republic enter at all into this 
marvelous piece of horseflesh, and that has been accomplished 
without the aid of the Government in any particular. I haye 
seen the American farmer breed and perfect the Shorthorn cow 
until nowhere in the world surpassed. Ni 


to-day can lt teven 


, its later home, can 
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the American Shorthorn brute be surpassed. They have done 
this, too, without coming to the Government for aid. 

If our farmers by their intelligence and skill have accomplished 

this, let us not now teach them that they must stop their ex- 

nts to let the Government experiment for them. I believe 

hin 1en independence of the Government rather than 


iRSON. Mr. President— 
IDING OFFICER. Does the 


ett 
Colorado? 


Senator from Texas 


itor from Texasshould carry his | 
‘al conclusion, would he not abolish the | 


its logi 
iral Department? 
EY. No; I would not go that far. 
N. That is the logical outcome, because the 
is spending the money of the people for the purpose 
ping foods, fruits, fibers, and everything that enters into 
the domestic < commercial life of the 
which might 
try of individuals. 
BAILEY. And could better be developed. 
PATTERSON. Well, that is a question. 
sEY. Notin my judgment. 
(TERSON. The logical result of the 
Senator from Texas is that that Department and 
Departments of the 
money 
comes 


t 


vila 


country, every one of 


Government should be abolished, and that no 


from the pockets of the people before the people can get 
benefit of the experiments. 

BATLEY. Iam free to say that if I had my way I would 
rtment of State, a Judiciary Department, a Post- 
, a Treasury Department, a War Department, 
’ Department. 

ena Si r when the Interior Department was cre- 
ve voted against it as the great Senator from 
ina, Mr. Calhoun, voted against it, and he prophesied 
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would become the fruitful source of paternalism and 


Yr 
Ai 


‘tment 


interference with the local affairs of the States. If 
here when the Agricultural Department was created, 


e voted against it, for from that Department have | 


indred injurious interferences with the people of this 


very bill contains a provision which authorizes 


of Agriculture to exclude imports from this country 
} 


This 
ry 
he believes that there is something wrong with them. 


e 


nt, we are fast becoming a government of bureaus. 
y has been that way for thirty years. Congress no 
anything; it authorizes the President or some of his 
ers to do it for us. No matter what it is necessary 
re never attend to the details here; we simply re- 
ves by either conferring the power on the President or 
ne of the Cabinet officers. 


Mr. SPOONER. We confer the power upon other people to 


ag Ot 


cu Lue 
BAILEY. No; weconfer authority and leave other people 
cally tomakelaws. We,asit were, make the frame, and they 
up. it has gone from bad to worse. 
» oleomargarine bill; in the next one we have a pure-food 
ill, and now we have @ proposition to authorize the Secretary 
rriculture, upon certain examinations, to forbid the Secre- 
of the Treasury to deliver imported goods to the consignee. 
‘alk it in no spirit of reflection on these Departments, but it 
man nature that every man seeks to enlarge his power. Every 
ks to increase the importance of the bureau over which 
, and if he can make a Cabinet office out of the bureau 

1 with that much more importance and authority. 
If this were a question simply of giving the money, I believe I 
ould rather give it to the farmers than to give it to any other 
ple, because they get less of what the Government 
s, but I protest against the idea, iterated and reiterated almost 
in this Cham] hat the Government must do something 
y. ernment ought. simply to do justice by 
and leave the people to manage their own affairs and 


mn experim 


1 Dl 
M1¢ 
peop 


WW ents. 
hile this is my opinion, I am not simple-minded 
lieve that anybody else shares it with me. I perfectly 
that in this day and generation we all are for those 
peal to our section. A man tries to protect the Treas- 
ds to protect it against his own constituents; then, 
rtunately. he is changed. One of the brightest as well as one 
f the most bitter things ever spoken by one of the wittiest men 
| r served in the House of Representatives was said of a 
great and useful member of that body, who was known as the 
** Watchdog of the Treasury.’’ On one occasion, when an appro- 
priation was coming very near to his home, he was unusually silent 
about it, or rather he was active in its behalf, and this wit con- 


loped by the skill and enterprise and indus- | 


contention of the | 
other kindred | 








In one Congress we | 


| into the future. 
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vulsed the House by exclaiming, “‘A watchdog never barks at the 
home folks! ”’ 

Mr. HOAR. May Ibe allowed, asacontribution to that history 
to say that it was said in the year 1869 or 1870, when I first ey: 
tered the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. Butit wassaid afterwards, under circumsta) 
exactly as I relate them. I do not say that it was original. 
would hardly want to dignify it as a matter of history. It belon 
to the lighter literature of Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the thing was said in regard to tho | 
E. B. Washburne, of Iinois, whose brother, Cadwallader W; 
burn, got a bill through, and somebody, to whose measure Mr. F£. 2 


‘had objected, inquired of the Speaker whether there had not b 


an objection from the Representative from Illinois. TheSpea 
said, ‘* No,’’ when he observed that “ the watchdog does not | 
when one of the family goes by.”’ 

Mr. BAILEY. That might have been the suggestion of y 
I have related, though it was not exactly the same. 

But, Mr. President, it does not occur to me that the farmer 
this country are asking the Government to establish for them 
new departure, for it isa newdeparture. In other countries 
conduct these governmental breeding farms. They do in Fr 
they do in Russia; and I believe they do in Germany, though t 
do not in Great Britain. But here, for the first time, we are 1 
asked to convert a mere experiment of feeding into the bu 
of a breeding operation; and if we go on to that point I confe 


3 | inability to see any line where the Government ought to « 
should be appropriated for such purposes, because it first 


its operation and the operation of the individual citizen ou; 
to begin. 

If this provision read “for experiments in animal feeding” | 
should not object, because the Government has already en 
upon that. The Government has already gone so far in that 
rection that there is small hope it may ever be induced to 
back. But surely on an appropriation outof the public Tre: 
to demonstrate to the people of the United States the excell 
of different kinds of food applied to different kinds of ani 
we ought to halt, and we ought to leave the people to cond 
hereafter, as they have so successfully conducted it heret: 
their own experiments in breeding the live stock of this cou 

If our live stock were inferior to the live stock of other 
tries there would be an argument appealing to some, but n: 
me. But, the age of the country considered, no nation of 


| earth can match our live stock in excellence, and let us allow 


progress to continue as it has been achieved by the intellig 
the thrift, the industry of the live-stock growers and the faru 
of the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this rule, to which in my opi: 
the amendment is obnoxious on every point, is the only ru 
have which protects us in any degree from general legislation 
from all sorts of legislation on appropriation bills. The pr 
tion which it givesis perhaps rather meager at best. It cert 
is almost nothing when it is referred to the Senate for de 

I donot want tosee that rule injured any further, Mr. Presi! 
I do not want tosee the precedent established which a direct \ 
that the amendment is in order would establish, and therei 
withdraw the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massac! 
setts withdraws the point of order. The question is on agr 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Ma 
chusetis was wise in withdrawing the point of order. We ou 
so far as we can, tomaintain some force in Rule XVf. If we: 
ride it time and again by the vote of the Senate it ceases to ha 
any force as a parliamentary law. 

It has been said in the course of this debate that tivis is | 
vision for only one year. If Senators will read the amend: 
they will see that it of necessity runs into the future, an 
You can not experiment in animal br 
with or without cooperation with a State institution, by bu 
sheep, cattle, or horses and bringing them here, as it has | 
said it is desirable to do under this amendment, and begin ' 
process of making fine breeds under one year. You can i 
port any result to the country under three or four or five yea! 

I venture the forecast that next year we shall be asked to : 
$100,000, and that the year after it will be more; that a bu 
for the breeding of animals and increasing the quality and 
value of live stock will be incorporated in the agricultural! a) 
priation bills, and it will be said, as it has been said here, th 
is desirable to do it because it is for a portion of our citizens 
are farm dwellers. My State is full of small farmers but ¢ 
farmers; but they do not—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would let me go on for a ™ 
ment. But they do not importune me into what is, as the Sen 
tor from Texas has said, a pure piece of paternalism. ; 

If we set up experiments in the breeding of animals with re! 
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erence to agricultural products, I do not see why we should not 
eo into experiments in manufactures. Can anyone tell me why 
;f we do this we should not experiment about the kind of shoes 
that it is best for the farmer to wear, about the sort of vehicles 
it is best for him to drive in over the roads, or the clothes that 
he puts upon his back or the backs of his children, and all things 
that enter into his life? 

As the Senator from Texas has said, it is paternalism, the in- 
-ocation to the General Government to do the things that here- 
ofore have been done by the individual or, at the farthest, by 
he State. And posterity will find, Mr. President, as the Senator 
rom Texas has said, that there is no limit which can be drawn 
y the human imagination that will not be exceeded when we 
embark upon that scheme. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
‘ield? 

. Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would wait a moment, and 
then I will be through. 

Mr. HOAR. I wanted to ask the Senator a question before he 
cot through. 
~ Mr. HALE. We are appealed to for good roads, for rural free 
mail delivery, and all the other things. Itis said we must do that 
generally for the people, as though the mission of the Govern- 
ment is to take into its hands all the things that illustrate and 
enter into the everyday life of the people because an appropria- 
tion of money will help them. 

| had some thought of making a point of order on the provision 
upon page 21, where there is lodged in the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture the power to prevent and stop importations, but I do not 
know—- 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator if that is not an absolutely 
different proposition from this one? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; it is different, of course, but the same thing 
will be said for it that is said for this proposition. When that is 


V 
tT 
t 
i 
i 
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reached I shall, with some considerable feeling of hopelessness | 


and inadequacy, look to see it submitted to the Senate, and the 
Senate is quite likely to declare that it is a good thing and, it will 
be said, in the hands of a good Secretary, and he is a good Secre- 
tary, that it will do no harm, and that it will result in a better 
examination and scrutiny about food products. It may be that 
I shall venture to make the point of order, but, as I said, I shall 
not doit ina very hopeful way. Ido not expect that anything 
we may do can stop the provisions, whatever they may be, upon 
the agricultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine has 
alluded somewhat to the increase of this appropriation. The Sena- 
tor will very soon have in his charge a bill, and perhaps a little 


comparison of the increases in appropriations might well be made. | 


He will have in his charge a bill the increases on which, for 
this year over last year, are more than double the entire agricul- 
tural appropriation bill, and they are forty-two times as much as 
the increases the committee have proposed on this bill. I havea 
table of increases of the agricultural appropriation bill for several 
years past, and I printed it in the report. 

Mr. HALE. I made no point about the amount of money. 
That is not of the slightest consequence. I make no point on 
that. It is not worth consideration. The naval appropriation 
bill, which the Senator, I suppose, refers to, will contain an ap- 
propriation of nearly $20,000,000; and now, on the military side 
of the Government, we are spending larger sums of money than— 
I will not say our grandfathers, but larger than our fathers ever 
dreamed was possible. The Senator can read his minutes, but I will 
admit beforehand that the naval appropriation bill will in amount 
surpass anything ever expected to be appropriated. I do not 


raise on this matter the question of the amount of money that is | 


involved. That is not of any account. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I agree in much that the Sen- | 


ator has said in regard to the paternal character of legislation. 
But this is a peculiar Department, stretching all over the courtry, 
al id it must necessarily engage in experimentation largely. Indi- 
viduals can not carry on the necessary experiments for the de- 
vel pment of our agriculture. That industry is the basis of our 
prosperity. Not all the experiments will be successful, but many 
of them have been successful, a single one of which would more 
than repay to the country, some of them many times more, the 
entire expense of the appropriation. 

Now, I for one have not favored a large increase. Last year we 


reported an increase of three hundred and forty-odd thousand dol- | 


lars, and we saved $130,000—less than 40 per cent of it—in the con- 
ference. For one, I do not wish to go before the farmers of this 
country as @ Republican with too narrow appropriations on this 
measure. I think as we reported them they are very moderate 
indeed. We have reported about $360,000 additional, and it is, of 
course, safe tosay that not all of the items will be enacted into law. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
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HALE] has been speaking very eloquently and forcibly about the 
scope of this bill, how tar it goes and how much farther it is go- 
ing to go. I want to call his attention to the fact that the Bureau 
of Animal Industry, of which he speaks, is already in existence, 
and if he will look on line 6 of this very same page 14 he will find 
that the aggregate appropriations for that Bureau in this bill are 
$1,387,880. Now, that isa large sum of money. But let us ses 
what are some of the results of it. 

If the Senator will turn back to page 11, he will find that this 
Bureau has the ‘‘ regulations for the safe transport and humane 
treatment of export cattle from the United States to foreign coun- 
tries;’’ it has the ‘‘ inspection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses 
and products thereof which are the subjects of interstate and for- 
eign commerce,’’ and then here comes something which comes 
closer home to him: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to more effectually suppress and 
prevent the spread of contagious and infectious diseases of live stock. 

I recall (it has not been very long ago) when we had a woeful 
complaint from New England about the foot-and-mouth disease 
in cattle, which threatened destruction, desolatidn, I will not say 
to the measly stock interests of that country, but in comparison 
with the West it was measly. Yet Congress voted the $500,000 
necessary to stamp out that contagious, infectious, deadly disea 
there among the farms of New England. I think the Senator 
ought not to be so hard on the balance of us who have agriculture 
mainly, as we in the South have, and in the West, who are look- 
ing for just a little help from Uncle Sam in the way of aiding us 
to solve the problems which confront us, and he should be willing 
to give us a little light, a little assistance, a little paternalism, if 
need be. We have had a good deal of paternalism of one kind 
and another, and I think New England has had a little more than 
her share. 

Mr. HALE. The matter the Senator refers to, if he will allow 
me, I remember very well. It was a matter that was cognate to 
legislation that we have about a thousand things, where there is 
something immediate, which spreads consternation, disaster, loss 
of property and life, and we dointervene. It did not come from 
the State of Maine; it came—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. It was mainly in Massachusetts, as I recall 
the fact. 

Mr. HALE. It came from other States. But what was mainly 





behind that was the pressure upon the Secretary of Agriculture 
from the West to prevent that disease from being sent by ship- 
ment of trainsso that it would break out in Western States. That 
was the strong reason and argument for the interposition of Con- 
| gress, that it must be put down where it was before it magnified 
and amplified and went to the four corners of the earth, so far as 
| this country goes. It was not a local matter. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam not treating it as a local matter. It is 
one of the duties of this great Bureau of Animal Industry, to 
which I call the Senator’s attention, and I merely wanted to re- 
mind him that his own immediate neighborhood had been bene- 
fited by the scientific supervision and work of this very Bureau 
which he is—I will not say abusing, because the Senator does not 
abuse anybody; he does not indulge in that kind of thing; his ar- 
guments and reasoning are always very strong and forcible. I 
| realize, as he says, that there is danger of extravagance: but do 
not let us draw the line on the hard-working farmers of the coun- 
try and be so liberal with other industries. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, before the Senator from South 
Carolina resumes his seat, do I understand him to say that he re- 
gards this appropriation to experiment in breeding cattle as on all 
fours with an appropriation to stamp outa disease that would not 
‘confine itself to any State, and therefore no State could be ex 
| pected to incur the expense of protecting the n 

Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I will say that anything which relates to in- 
spection and growth and fostering care and supervision of our 
great stock industry meets my approval, and when we spend 
| money on one phase of it, we ought to spend money on any and 
all phases of it which promise good results. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam as guilty of objection as the Senator from 
Maine, and Iam hardly willing to allow this to be presented a 


7 . . . , i 
the same. The difference is that the one proposes to impro' 





ighboring States? 
If the Senator wants an answer—— 





| prosperity, we will say, of the live-stock industry. I would say, 

| let the live-stock industry improve its own prosperity. But th 
other was a proposition to protect innocent owners of cattle from 
the dangerous infection of cattle coming from other sections. 

| This foot-and-mouth disease travels fast and is destructive. It 


could hardly be expected that the State of Massachusetts would 
| incur the expense of protecting the cattle owners in linois, In- 
diana, and Texas and South Carolina from that disease. 

There was an important instance in which the Government was 
| undoubtedly justifiably intervening to protect the people of some 
States from injury by interstate commerce coming from other 









e>ope? 
yy 0) 
s. I myself as cheerfully voted for the appropriation to ex- 
usinate the foot-and-mouth disease as I ever voted for a public 
expenditure in my life. 
[ just said, if the Senator will allow me, that the 
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Mr. HALE. 
pressure for that measure came upon the Secretary of Agriculture 
first, and through him to Congress, from the great West, which 
was filled with apprehension of this infection. It did not come 
from New England, butit came from the country broadly, atlarge, 
and that was the basis upon which the appropriation was put at 
that time. 

BAILEY. Undoubtedly. 
HALE. The Senator is quite right. 
r. BAILEY. And, very sensibly, what was protecting the 
untry ought not to have fallen upon any single State. It 
learly within the Government’s power over interstate com- 
I voted for that very cheerfully, and I would vote for that 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, it was more largely 
in the regulation of foreign commerce, and that was chiefly 
inspired by persons in the West who raise cattle and sheep for 
exportation and whose exports were being stopped abroad on the 
ground that disease existed amongst the cattle here. 

fr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I hope I am not 
understood here as complaining of that expenditure of money. I 
am only pointing that out as one of the valuable labors which the 
Secretary of Agriculture, through one of his bureaus, has been 
instrumental in performing. I want to give money to that and 
to all other good works that are based on common sense and the 
advancement of the interests of the agriculture of this country. 
That is what I stand here for. And this breeding idea is a very 
valuable one if carried out in a sensible way, as I have no doubt 
the present Secretary of Agriculture will carry it out. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not exactly understand that the Senator 
from South Carolina was complaining at that particular expendi- 
ture, but rather that he was complaining at us who complain at 
this for not likewise having complained at that, and I simply took 
issue with him. 

Mr. TILLMAN. TheSenator set metheexample. Hehas just 
been complaining of the Chair for not looking at the rule with the 
same eyesight the other day as that with which he wanted him to 
look at it to-day. 
low other people to have some views as well as yourself. 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no. I complained the other day when the 
Chair did 
day when it was the other way. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I think you have been against it both times. 

Mr. BAILEY. I believe that the Chair was right to-day. 
course I mean no criticism of the Chair; but if I had had the 
honor to be the presiding officer, I would have enforced that rule 
against the St. Louis Exposition item; and if I had had the honor 
to be the presiding officer, I would have heid this item to be out 
of order. I make no complaint because the presiding officer, anx- 
ious to administer the rules of the Senate according to the will of 
the Senate, submitted the question to the Senate in both cases. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, this matter has been pretty 
fully discussed. I have tried to take a little time myself. If this 
amendment can be acted upon, it will bring the bill to a stopping 
plate, and I will then make a motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is one other committee 
amendment to the portion of the bill which has been under dis- 
cussion, changing the total. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yes; that should be acted upon before we 
adjourn. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry was, on page 14, line 5, to increase the total appropriation 
for maintenance of the Bureau of Animal Industry from $1,237,880 
to $1,387,880. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’cloeck and 25 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Febru- 
ary 24, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 23, 1904. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Frank K. Hill to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy 
from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Lieut. Commander Charles 
Laird, promoted. 

Gunner Frank L. Hoagland to be a chief gunner in the Navy 


from the 2d day of February, 1903, having completed ten years’ 
service in his present grade, 


You must look at it mutatis mutandis, and al- | 
not enforce the rule in my favor, and I complained to- 


Of | 
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Carpenter Wilbur F. Stevenson to be a chief carpenter in the 
Navy from the 27th day of July, 1902, having completed ten years’ 
service in his present grade. 

PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

George Elfers, of New York, to be a second assistant engineer 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, with the rank 
of third lieutenant, to succeed E. W. Davis, promoted, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 22, 1 
CONSUL. 
Fred D. Fisher, of Oregon, to be consul of the United States at 
Tamsui, Formosa. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Elijah H. Cope, a citizen of Tennessee, to be an assistant pay- 

master in the Navy from the 13th day of February, 1904, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Commander Alexander Sharp, jr., to be a commander 
in the Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904. 

Ensign Roe W. Vincent to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
Navy from the 28th day of January, 1°04, 

Commander James K. Cogswell to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 4th day of February, 1964. 

Commander William H. Everett to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 4th day of February, 1904. 

Ensign James B. Gilmer to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904. 

Lieut. Commander Nathaniel R. Usher to be a commander 
the Navy from the 4th day of february, 1904. 


in 


in the Navy from the 24th day of October, 1903. 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Capt. Ben H. Fuller, United States Marine Corps, to be a major 
in said corps from the 27th day of December, 1903. 
POSTMASTERS, 
ARKANSAS. 
James R. Gibson to be postmaster at Hope, in the county 
Hempstead and State of Arkansas. 
INDIANA, 
Charles Laramore to be postmaster at Knox, in the count) 
Starke and State of Indiana. 
KANSAS. 
M. M. Lee to be postmaster at St. Marys, in the county 
Pottawatomie and State of Kansas. 
KENTUCKY. 
Charles G. Robinson to be postmaster at Earlington, in th 
county of Hopkins and State of Kentucky. 
MASSACHUSETTS, 
Thomas F. Hill to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the count: 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
William L. Nickerson to be postmaster at Chatham, in 
county of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN, 
Eugene T. Slayton to be postmaster at Lapeer, in the county 
Lapeer and State of Michigan. 
MINNESOTA. 
John Atz to be postmaster at Hancock, in the county of Stev 
and State of Minnesota. 
NEW JERSEY. 
George F. Breder to be postmaster at Egg Harbor “ity, in the 
county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 
William C. Collins to be postmaster at Homer, in the county 
Cortland and State of New York. 
Clarence L. King to be postmaster at Tupper Lake, in the 
county of Franklin and State of New York. 
Frank F. Simpson to be postmaster at Highland, in the county 
of Ulster and State of New York, 


TREATY WITH PANAMA. 


During the executive session the injunction of secrecy was re 
moved from the vote on the resolution of the Senate advising 


| consenting to the ratification of a convention between the Un: 


| 


| States and the Republic of Panama for the construction of a - 
| canal to connect the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific occ: 
| signed on November 18, 1903, and from the vote on any propose! 


amendment thereto. 


On motion by Mr. Bacoy, to amend Article I by adding the 
following at the close thereof: 


In consideration of the guaranty on the part of the United States of the 
independence of the Republic of Panama, and in further consideration of the 
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tance to both the United States and the Republic of Panama, that there 
be peaceful and cordial relations between their Governments and peo- 
pectively, and the Government and people of Colombia, it is agreed 


1 es} 
: 


lic of Panama, and in their names, shall be empowered to treat with 


‘ sublic of Colombia and agree in their behalf upon a sum of money to 
i i to and received by the Republic of Colombia in full compensation for 
+h. enrrender and quitclaim of any and all right of sovereignty alleged and 


i by the Republic of Colombia in, to, and over the territory embraced 
Republic of Panama, and on account of any and all concessions here- 
. cranted by the Republic of Colombia to the New Panama Canal Com- 
nd to the Panama Railroad Company, or claimed or held by either of 
panies, and on account of any and all claims and alleged rights in or 
property of the New Panama Canal Company and of the Panama Rail- 
mpany or shares or other interest inthe same; and aiso in full com- 
ion for any and all alleged claims of the Republic of Colombia against 
; iblic of Panama on account of the recent revolution in Panama and 
‘ ssion of Panama from the Republic of Colombia, or any alleged mat- 
; ¢ connected therewith. And itis further agreed that the United 
all guarantee tothe Government of Colombia the payment in full 
im of money which shall be agreed upon for the sai 


On the question to agree thereto, it was determined in the nega- 
yeas 24, nays 49. 
Those who voted in the affirmative are: 


| between the United Statesand the Republic of Panama that the Gov- | 
nt of the United States, acting both for the United States and for the | 


considerations. | 





| sideration of the naval appropriation bill, with Mr. F: 


Messrs. Bacon, Bate, Berry, Blackburn, Clarke of Arkansas, 
Clay. Cockrell, Dubois, Latimer, MeCreary, Mallory, Money, 
M in. Newlands, Patterson, Pettus, Taliaferro, Teller, Tillman. 

[Lose who voted in the negative are: 

Messrs. Alger, Allee, Allison, Ankeny, Ball, Beveridge, Burn- 
ham, Burrows, Clapp, Clark of Wyoming, Depew, Dietrich, Dil- 
lincham, Dolliver, Dryden, Fairbanks, Foraker, Frye, Fulton, 
Gallinger. Gamble, Gibson, Hale, Hansbrough, Heyburn, Hoar, | 
Hopkins, Kean, Kearns, Kittredge, Lodge, McComas, McCumber, 





‘nery, Millard, Mitchell, Nelson, Penrose, Perkins, Platt of 
Connecticut, Platt of New York, Proctor, Scott, Smoot, Spooner, 
ren, Wetmore. 

During the roll call pairs were announced, as follows: 


Mr. Martin, in the affirmative, with Mr. Cullom, in the negative. | 


Mi 


r. McLaurin, in the affirmative, with Mr. Hawley, in the nega- 
tive 
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| for other purposes, which was ordered printed, and referr 
| the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Unio 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BI 
By direction of the Committee on Appropriations, Mr. 





Creary of Minnesota reported the bill (H. R. 12833) making ay 
| propriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1905, and 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all 
points of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi reserves all 


points of order on the bill. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House-resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 12220, the naval 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
TER of 
Vermont in the chair. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 












Navy-yard, New York, N. Y.: Paving and grading, to continue. $10.00; 
railroad system, extensions, $10,000; electric plant, extensions, $20) ) Ig 
for yards and docks, $2,000; railroad equipment, $10,000; cranes, $7.50: 
ground conduits, $20,000; sewers and drains, $6,000; com t . 
additions, $4,5U -omotive and r sae xtensions, $5,000; 1 1, 
extension, $10,000; latrings, additional, $4,000: extension of | - 
granite an iconcrete dry dock, to continue, $200,000; prison on cob deck, $ 
in all, navy-yard, New York, N. Y., $371,500. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have 

| read, 
| The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 28, line 9, insert.after the word “dollars” the words ‘dry docks, ex 


Mr. Overman, in the affirmative; witli Mr. Quay,in the negative. | 
On the question to agree to the resolution advising and consent- | 


ing to the ratification of the convention, 
vas determined in the affirmative, two-thirds of the Senators 
present concurring therein—yeas 66, nays 14. 


hose who voted in the affirmative are: 

Messrs. Aldrich, Alger, Allee, Allison, Ankeny, Bacon, Ball, 
Bard, Berry, Beveridge, Burnham, Burrows, Clapp, Clark of Wy- 
oming, Clarke of Arkansas, Clay, Cockrell, Cullom, Depew, Die- 
trich, Dillingham, Dolliver, Dryden, Elkins, Fairbanks, Foraker, 
Foster of Louisiana, Frye, Fulton, Gallinger, Gamble, Gibson, 
Hale, Hansbrough, Heyburn, Hoar. Hopkins, Kean, Kearns, Kit- 
tredge, Laéimer, Lodge, Long, McComas, McCreary, McCumber, 
Mel 
Perkins, Platt of Connecticut, Platt of New York, Proctor, 


Juarles, Scott, Simmons, Smoot, Spooner, Stewart, Taliaferro, 
Warren, and Wetmore—66. 


Those who voted in the negative are: 
Messrs. Bailey, Bate, Blackburn, Carmack, Culberson, Daniel, 


nery, Mallory, Millard, Mitchell, Money, Nelson, Penrose, | 





| coming year. 


traordinary repairs, $20,000.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr.-Chairman, this is one of the items 
submitted as necessary at the navy-yard at New York for the 
The purpose of it is to provide for extraordinary 
repairs which may perhaps be necessary during the coming fiscal 
year. It is not intended that this money shall be expended unless 
by reason of some accident which would require it. From the 
report of the Bureau of Yards and Docks the following appears 
in reference to this item: 


Dry dock No. 3 at this navy-yard requires extensive repairs from time to 






time topreventleaksfrom developing. Thisdock., like all timber structures of 
this character, isasource of constant expense, owing to the action of the water 
which gets in underneath and back of the sides of the dock and finally works 
its way through and develops into a leak which, if not repaired, would soon 


cause serious damage. This item of repairs is so expensive thatit has been 
deemed proper to ask a specialappropriation for the purpose. 

In the hearings before the Naval Committee it appeared that 
this dock is im constant use and that by reason of injury sustained 
by the dock at the time of the docking of the Massachusetts it 
was necessary to expend $4,000 or $5,000 to put it in condition. 


| The dock is necessary in the work of the yard,and unless some 


Dubois, Gorman, Morgan, Newlands, Patterson, Pettus, Teller, | 
and Tillman—14. 

During the roll call pairs were announced as follows: 

MW 


Mr. Overman, in the negative. 

Messrs. Foster of Washington and Hawley, in the affirmative, 
wit! Mr. McLaurin, in the negative. 
_ Mssrs. Burton and Stone, in the affirmative, with Mr. Martin, 
in the negative. 


ati BSL 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuEsDAY, February 28, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 


CORRECTION, 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, yesterday I was ill 
and unable to attend the session of the House. I find in the re- 
port of the vote yesterday I appear as paired with the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Warner], and paired against reading the 
E arewell Address of Washington. I had no such pair, andif I 
had been here I should have voted to read it. It should be regu- 
larly read every day in the United States, at every fireside and in 
every schoolhouse in the United States. Of course there was not 
injustice intended by anyone to anyone, but I want this explana- 
tion to go in the RECorD. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will stand corrected. 


| fund is available to meet and make repairs as required serious 


essrs. Quay and Clark of Montana, in the affirmative, with | 


loss will be occasioned. At this time I desire to call attention to 
the fact that the committee in making up this bill has cut the 
estimate for the New York yard out of all proportion to the other 
yards in the country. In no other bill, perhaps, that comes be- 
fore this House is ‘* the cohesive power of public plunder’ so well 
exemplified. From the report of the committee it appears that 
for the Boston yard $361,860 was estimated and $256,800 allowed. 
For the naval station at Subig Bay $725,000 was asked and the 
same sum allowed. At League Island $605,470 was asked and 
$512,970 allowed. At Mare Island $303,300 was asked and $260,000 
allowed. At Norfolk $848,500 was estimated, $959,000 allowed; 
at Pensacola, Fla., $97,000 estimated, $94,000 allowed: at Ports- 
mouth, N. H., $150,000 estimated, $147,000 allowed: at Puget 
Sound, Wash., $299,500 estimated, $292,500 allowed; at Washing- 
ton, D. C., $657,744 estimated, $575,906 allowed; at Guantanamo, 
Cuba, $1,015,000 estimated, $385,000 allowed; at Olongapo, P. I., 
$862,395 estimated, and this sum was allowed; at New York 
$2.073.000 was estimated and $371,000 allowed. 

Eliminating from the estimates sub: aitted for the New York 
yard the sum of $1,500,000 asked for the purpose of improving 
the water front there, the sum asked for other improvements is 
$575,000. Of this amount, the committee allows $371,000. 

It is a somewhat significant fact, too, that in relation to one of 
the navy-yards of the country, although no estimates whatever 
have been submitted to the committee, as appears from its report, 
yet the committee has seen fit to allow $271,000 for improv ements 
at that yard. 

Personally I have no interest whatever in this appropriation. 
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It is asked for by the Department in order that when leaks hap- 
pen in this dock they may at once be repaired with the money 
available under this appropriation, and thereby greater expendi- 
ture be saved. 

This appropriation is asked, as I have stated, upon the theory 
that ‘‘a stitch in time will save nine.’’ It appears from the hear- 
ings of the Committee on Naval Affairs that the amount of repair 
work at the New York yard during the past year exceeded that 
done at any other yard by at least 75 percent. This is the only 
yard possessed by the Government upon the Atlantic coast which 
has facilities for docking first-class battle ships. It is the only 
yard where fleets can be sent to be overhauled and prepared for 
efficient action, either in time of peace or in war. And I submit, 
while this money is not asked to be positively expended, but merely 
for use in case of great emergency, in order to avoid larger expend- 
itures if the occasion arises, that it is the part of wisdom for this 
committee to place this sum at the disposal of the Department. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentieman from 
New York I desire to say that if we should appropriate in this 
bill for all the estimates urged by the Department the bill would 
carry $106,000,000. The committee has had to go over all these 
estimates in a very careful and systematic way and has provided 
in this bill for those appropriations that are the most urgent for 
the coming fiscal year. 

Now, in regard to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York, I desire to state that Admiral Endicott, Chief of 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks, appearing before the committee, 
made the statement that this particular appropriation was not 
imperative. I read from his own language: 


And I shall adapt myself to your pleasure about allowing it. 


Now, we had to draw a distinction between some of these esti- 
mates. Where the demand was most urgent we put the amount 
in the bill; and those estimates that were not urgent we left out, 
realizing, of course, that next year and year after, if it should be- 
come necessary, we can appropriate at that time. 

Now, the gentleman says we have cut down largely the sums 
for navy-yards. It is a fact that we have done so, but that is 
very easily explained. There was ah estimate here for a million 
and a half of dollars for the rearrangement of the piers in the 
New York yard. A number of naval officers connected with the 


yard were appointed to make examination, and they recommended 


that improvement. That involved the building of four piers. It 
involved the cutting off from the cob dock of the New York yard 
6 acres of land—nearly one-half of the present landed area of 
that navy-yard—when we know, when everybody knows, that 
the great trouble at the New York yard to-day is that we have 
not enough land there. It not only involved that, but it also in- 
volved the destruction of the Whitney Basin, for the dredging 
out of which we had appropriated thousands of dollars. It cut 
that out entirely. The committee said, ‘‘ Before we will go into 
this proposition we will wait another year, because a million and 
a half dollars means only the beginning; it does not provide for 
all the cost of this rearrangement of that yard.”’ 

So far as the New York yard is concerned. let me say to the 
gentleman from New York that he will find, if he looks back over 
the years, that we have appropriated more for the New York yard 
than for half a dozen other yards put together—$90,000,000, I 
think, in all since 1825 for the New York yard. 

Now, the New York yard has been an important yard—why? 
Because we have not had any other yards in sufficient shape to 
repair some of the ships. We have been rebuilding the Boston 
yard; we have been building up the League Island yard; we have 
been building up the Norfolk yard, and while we have been build- 
ing up these yards the New York yard has been doing most of 
the repair work. 

I believe it ought to be the policy of the Department from now 
on to distribute this repair work. Where so much money is be- 
ing appropriated out of the public Treasury for repairs of our 
ships, I say it is good policy that the work should be distributed 
over the country, that all this work should not go into a single 
navy-yard. 


Mr. Chairman, I can not help thinking, in view of the speech of | 
the gentleman from New York the other day, that he belongs to | 
that class of naval enthusiasts who believe in putting all the Navy | 
I will tell him that I be- | 


on the land and none of it upon the sea. 
lieve in such an expenditure of naval appropriations as will pro- 


vide for putting every dollar we appropriate for naval purposes, | 


so far as we can, upon the sea and as little of it as possible upon 
the land. 
Mr. LIND rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
[Mr. Fosst has expired. 
Mr. LIND. 
from Illinois | Mr. Foss] a question. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


The time of the gentleman from [linois | 


I ask unanimous consent to ask the gentleman | 


Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield for a ques. 


tion? 

Mr. FOSS. I yield. 

Mr. LIND. In view of the statement just made, I would ack 
the chairman of the committtee how it is that an appropriation of 
upward of $200,000 was made for a navy-yard in excess of any 
recommendation or estimate, an appropriation not even asked fo; 
by the Navy Department? 

Mr. FOSS. What is the item? 

Mr. LIND. The preceding speaker [Mr. FitzGERALD] stated 
that this bill carried an item of upward of $200,000 for a nayy- 
yard somewhere that was not asked for or estimated by the Nayy 
Department. ‘ 

Mr. FOSS. I should like to have the gentleman designate that 
item. 

Mr. LIND. I will ask the gentleman from New York | Mr. 
FITZGERALD] to do so. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why, if the gentleman will turn to page 
8 of his own report he will find it. I assumed that he knew what 
was in his report, and in the bill, too. 

Mr. FOSS. I do. 

Mr. LIND. The question has not been answered, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. FOSS. Iask the gentleman to point out the item on page 
8 of my report. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman can find it if he looks 
under the items where it shows the amounts appropriated last 
year, the amounts estimated for this year, and the amount: 
propriated for this year. 

Mr. FOSS. I will ask the gentleman to point out that item. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Ifthe gentleman can not find it I will 
not help him, because he knows better than I do what it is. 

Mr. FOSS. I do not know what is in the gentleman’s head. 

Mr. MAHON. Nothing. 

Mr. LIND. Do you know what is in your own bill? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; I do know what is in the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then, if the gentleman—— 

Mr. FOSS. If the gentleman will point out the specific item to 
which he refers, I should like to have him do it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
Tlinois will read the last line on page 8 he will find what I refer to. 

Mr. FOSS. The last line on page 8, ‘‘ Naval station, New Or- 
leans, La.’’ Is that the item? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; that is the item. 

Mr. LIND. Now, I willask the gentleman from Illinois if it is 
a fact—— 

Mr. FOSS. I will ask the gentleman from Louisiana | Mr. 
MEYER], the leader of the minority of the committee, to ex) lain 
that item. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, it is true that the 
item referred to does not figure in the Department’s estimate. |) - 
cause originally the estimate made by the Chief of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks involves the amount of $530,500. Upon consid- 
eration of that proposal on the part of the Secretary of the Navy 
he concluded that it was rather excessive, in view of the many 
other objects requiring provision, and referred it to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs for its action. 

You will find, Mr. Chairman, in the hearings before that eo 
mittee that the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, I 
Admiral Endicott, with the sanction of the Secretary of the Navy 
presented a supplemental estimate embracing the amounts in }:"! 
which were subsequently incorporated in the bill and report«« 
the committee, which was also materially reduced in the i 
of economy. 

The navy-yard in the city of New Orleans is in process of ¢ 
struction; a considerable amount has already been appropri: 
and much work performed. A steel floating dock, admitted t 
be the very best in the world, and capable of docking the lar 
battle ships of the Navy, as well as the heaviest freight carrivrs, 
has been placed there and is doing good work. 

The report of the Navy Department shows that already twen'- 
| seven merchant ships have been docked there during th | 
year and some few war ships. It isadmitted that a naval sta 
at New Orleans, the outlet of the great Micsissippi River. 
military as wellasa commercial necessity, and the Secretary « 
Navy in failing to incorporate in his estimates any recow) 
| dation for an appropriation for that yard had no idea and 1 
tention, so he assured me, of neglecting it, but he said lc 
| assured that the committee was amply able to deal with the 
| ject, after having secured further information of the progr 
| the work and the necessities of the establishment. 

The appropriations herein incorporated are very mode™' 

| They are by no means what could properly be appropriated { T 
the speedy completion of the station, but they are ample to « 

| tinue the work of construction for the next fiscal year in a reas 
able way. 


ap- 


terests 
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it is needless for me, Mr. Chairman, to enter upon the question 
: to the necessity for that naval station. Years ago commission 
after commission was appointed to investigate and report upon 
at hest site on the shores of the Gulf of Mexico for such a sta- 
‘on. The city of New Orleans was determined upon. The naval 
ition was appropriate d for. It was initiated in the Fifty-third 
gress, and appro priations were made for the purchase of 
ional land required. Since that time there have been mod- 


aAAst 
addi t 


erate bat § steady appropriations made in every Congress for its 
advancement and availability to perform all necessary work. Itis 
a vel rsally ac dmitted that the station at New Orleans, command- | 


ing the mouth of the great Mississippi River, is one of the most 


import ant in the entire naval establishment. Thecommittee has 
unanimously incorporated this provision in the bill after careful 
inves igation. If it were stricken out it certainly would be a 


vital blow to one of the most useful and necessary Government 


este blishments in the United States. 
BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me 
a : him a question? 
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Certainly. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I was very much interested 


in endeavoring to hear what the gentleman said. Iam not sure 
but that the committee did exceed the estimate of the Secretary 
here. I think it exceeded $500,000. 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Five hundred and twenty thou- 
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i five hundred and fifty dollars was the estimate originally 
submitted to the Secretary. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. These estimates were reduced 
by the Secretary of the Navy. 
MEYER of Louisiana. He took no action on them, but | 
expres sed willingness to submit it to the action of the committee. 
r. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I believe the committee added 
to the estimate of the Secretary of the Navy as to certain yards. 
Increases were made exceeding the recommendation made by the 
Secretary of the Navy, although the estimates of the Bureau of 


Yards and Docks amounted to more by over $500,000. 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Such I believe to be the case. 
Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 


tion, as I have been unable thus far to get an answer from the 
chairman of the committee. I will ask the gentleman —— 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Iam not sure I can answer. 
Mr. LIND (continuing). Whether this is a fair illustration of 
the n method of constructing your bill, and the principles that 
ed you in perfecting it? 
Ms BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 


some 


\ 


the different bureaus of the naval establishment amounted to 
more than $155,000,000. The Secretary of the Navy reduced 
these estimates. We had a number of hearings by the bureau 
chi ao it might have been under the circumstances which 
apt . al a this may have been one of them, where the recom- 
m on of the Secret iry of the Navy was slightly exceeded. 
But in no case, let me assure you, has the estimate of the bureau | 
been exceeded. The estimate of the Secretary of the Navy may 
have been exceeded. But in this instance the estimate of the 
bureau chief was reduced more than 33 per cent. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. ; 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

p 


28, line 13, after the word “dollars,” insert 
, $1,500,000. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it is with no hope that 
this amendment will be adopted that it is offered. It is merely 
) present to the committee some things in connection with the 
New York yard which have not yet been said. 

_ the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] and the gentleman 
trom West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] seem to imagine that they can 
( > me some embarrassment by asserting that I favor build- 
ing up a land navy rather than building upa seanavy. I wish to 
say, Mr, Chairman, that the mere fact that I am opposed to the 
programme which I know has been formulated by the Depart- 
ment for the 

trom opposing its recommendation. 


“improvement of water 


on 


ee _ | only man who opposed this plan was Admiral Endicott, the Chi 
Now, while it is true that in | 
instances, this being one, the estimates did exceed the rec- | Admiral Bowles’s plan was to cut awa 
ommendation of the Secretary of the Navy, estimates made by | 


—HOUSE. < 





purpose of unloading useless lands upon the Department. I am 
as familiar with the lands sold by the Government to the « rf 
Brooklyn, which was a portion of that yard there, as any man in 
this House. The land sold ' was used asa publicdump. It wasa 
public nuisance and a menace to the health of the ple of 
Brooklyn. The city of Br oklyn purchased from the Go ment 
@ part of what was known as the nav al hospi i land n i for 
$700,000. ae 1a part of what was known as the navy 
yard land proper for $1,208,666. The intention at tha Ws 
| that the Government should u — the » $2,000,000 re ed from 
the sale of the lands upon the east side of the navy-yard in order 
to purchase land upon the west side, where it is properly i 
} 


Sé AW eTé ok 


water 


* i 
, lighted, and with sufficient water front and dept 
to be useful to the yard. 








Part of the programme was carried out; be other part has 
never been carried out. Inr anual to this proposed improv nt 
which is incorporated in this amendment, in the hearings | re 
the committee Admiral Endicott was asked: 

Was the board appo nted to investigate this proposed improvement di 
rected to report by rity of the Secretary of the Navy? 

Admiral ENDIC(¢ »; I think not. 

Then comes this pap 

The commandant wanted it done, and he appointed the board 

Admiral ENpicorr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, that is a remarkable assertion for the head of a 
bureau of the Navy Department to make. In the last n 
the Fifty-seventh Congress the Senate adopted a resolution w 1 
Meco “1 the Secretary of the Navy to 
report as soon as possible what improvements are necessary on the water 
front in the navy-yard at Brooklyn for the proper berthing of batt 3 
and fieets 

The Secretary of the Navy referred the matter to the com- 
mandant of the Brooklyn yard and directed him to appoint a 

| board, and this board recommended this plan. This plan is 
known as the Bowles plan. It has been under consideration in 
the Navy Department for four or five years. It was originated 
by former Rear-Admiral Bowles, the head of the Bureau of Con 
struction and Repair, and,I can say safely, and without fear of 
contradiction, one of the best-equipped men who ever served the 


Government in the Navy Department, and a great loss was suf 
fered by the Department when he left it. 

Admiral Bowles made a thorough study of the improvements 
required at the Brooklyn Navy-Yar | 
and this plan is the one that he fir 


le Was stationed there, 
ally favored and urged. The 
ef 
=a had a plan of his own. 

y a portion of the so-c 


1 xa hi!) 
awiate tf 


of the Bureau of Yards and Dock 


| 7 
alled 


‘Cob Dock,’’ which is an island built upon a shoal in front of 
the yard, and contains now merely a few insignificant buildings. 
His plan was to cut away the dock and to build out into the river 
I . 
| a number of piers, so that there would be adequate pier room and 
sliy ) room. Admiral Endicott proposed to cut into the mainland; 
I pro} 


| position is not to mak« 


e sea force may be unpopular will in no way deter me | 


This item is recommended by a board appointed by direction of | 


a ie Secretary of the Navy. It is for the purpose of making avail- 


and great ships. Gentlemen of the committee cavil continually 
at proposed improvements in the New York yard. They say that 

th 2 Peop le of Brooklyn came to Congress ten or a dozen years azo, 
and succeeded in getting Congress to consent to the sa ile of some 
navy lands for the sum of about $2,000,000—$1,908,666; and now 
that it is proposed to buy lands which would be valuable and use- 
ful for the purposes of the yard there for practically the same 


amount these same gentlemen say that they come here for the 


e the navy-yard at New York for the proper handling of fleets | 


to take the land which was being utilized for other purposes and 
| needed for other purposes and make slips in that way. He was 
the only officer of all those who have considered the proposed im 


provements for this yard who opposed the Bowles ] 
miral Endicott says that he finally consented, 
men desired to have it done. 

I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that I know that the committee’s dis- 
the necessary improvements at that yard. 
Personally, I am indifferent to what the committee does, but in 
haying an efficient and properly equipped naval 


lan; and Ad- 
because so many 


tation, which 
can be of service and benefit to the Government in the work 
of repairing its vessels, I am interested. If this yard were lo- 


cat d at some other point, if it were equipped as it 
would adv = just as steemany these proposed improvements 
There is much said by gentler en who are members of the com- 
nittee aha: dis spensing and ¢ chine away with unnecessary yards, 
yet my experience has been that those who sing the loudest 
in that strain are those least disposed to join in any movement to 
ispense with ‘“‘the out-of-the-way yards,’ as Admiral Bowles 
was accustomed to term them, and they aoe those who are n 
inclined to cripple the most efficient yard the Government now has. 
The following is the letter of the Secr« ee of the Navy and the 

report of the board appointed by him: 
[Senate Document No. 165, Fifty-seventh Con 
WATER FRONT, NAVY-YARD, 


is now, I 


108th 


vress, secon 


KLYN, N. Y. 


sRO 





Letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a copy of areport made 
by the board appointed by the comman tn it of the navy-yard, New York, 
to consider and recommend what imp ents are necessary on the 
vater front at the navy-y: — Brookly1 N Y., for the berthing of battle 
ships and fleets. February 23, 1903 Referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be pr inted 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, February #1, 1908 
_ $rr: I have the honor to acknowledge the following resolution of the 
Senate: 
“IN THE SENATE OF THE UNTTED STATES, 





“ February 16, 1903. 
“* Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to report to the 
Senate as soon as practicable what imp rovements are necessary in the water 





2264 


front in the navy-yard, Brooklyn, N. Y., for the proper berthing of battle | 


ships and fleets, 
“Attest: 

In view of the 
Congress, it has 
would be desirable to the question raised by this resolution. Upon the re- 
ceipt of the resolution it was referred to the commandant of the navy-yard, 
New York, who appointed a board composed of officers on duty as heads of 
departments at that yard. This board has made the report, a copy of which 
I transmit without approval or disapproval, owing to the lack of opportunity 
for careful examination 
the respectful consideration which it would receive in the Department. 

Very respectfully, 


“CHARLES G. BENNETT, Secretary.” 


W. H. Moopy, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORF, 
United States Senate. 


NAVY-YARD, NEw York, February 19, 1903. 

Srr: 1. The board appointed by your order of the 18th instant to consider, 
as soon as practicable, what improvements are necessary on the water front 
at the navy-yard, Brooklyn, N. Y., for the berthing of battle ships and fleets, 
respectfully submits the following report, with reterence to the accompany- 
ing plan of the yard, showing the present and proposed water-front lines: 

2. The present water front on the navy-yard side up to the beginning of 
the causeway has a length available for berthing five large vessels, and this 
is the only part which is conveniently accessible to the repair shops and stores 
of the yard. The building of the Connecticut will withdraw a berth for one 
large vessel, and y 
other berth fora ve vessel will be withdrawn from use. It is manifest 
that the berthing space in ee of the yard is the most valuable and its 
enlargement more necessary than at any other part for the fitting out and 
repair of vessels. 

3. The south side of the Cob Dock has berths for two large vessels; Whit 
ney Basin for tive large vessels: the northwest part of Cob Dock, including 
the new coal pier (No. 2 on plan), berths for four large vessels. No part of 
this berthing space is conveniently situated for repairs of vessels, and the 
cost of such repairs will be from 15 to 25 per cent more than if the vessels 
were berthed at the navy-yard side. 

+. The removal of that part of Cob Dock shown in blue hatching on the 
accompanying plan would take away the berthing space for four large ves- 
sels, but it would permit the building piers marked “B, C, D, E, and F” on 
the plan, and the extension of the sea wall, as shown at ‘‘A,” giving berths 
for twelve large vessels instead-of the existing five, and incited ot the three 
remaining after the withdrawal of the tworeferred to in connection with 
the battle ship and dry dock No. 4. 

5. The removal, in part, of the Cob Dock, and building of piers, as described 
in the last paragraph, is the essential part of the improvement for ships fit- 


ting out and under repairs and requiring berthing near the shops and store- | 
The piers marked 1 and 2—1 built in part, and 2 built entirely—and- 


houses 
the proposed piers 3, 4, and 5 are parts of the existing project for increase of 
berths. They would not interfere with, but would supplement piers ‘“‘A” to 
“FF.” The berths at thenumbered piers will be needed, but are secondary in 
importance to those noted by letters. 

6. That part of the yard about the wharf at “A” is adjacent to the great 
storehouses and the principal point of heavy receipts and shipments. It 
should be enlarged by the purchase or condemnation of the adjacent district 
in Brooklyn bounded by Hudson avenue tothe present angle of the navy-yard 
wall, northwest boundary. The purchase recommended is not, however, es- 
sential to the improvement in the water front required for berthing of battle 
ships and fleets, but has particular regard to the shipment part of the yard. 
This is a matter of great and urgent importance in the expansion of the 
water front, this being the chief shipping point for the entire Navy. 

7. The ad 
elsewhere of the buildings now on Cob Dock necessary for the use of recruits 
of the Navy, of which a large number receive their initial training in con- 
nection with receiving ships at this station. The oflice building can be 
moved, but the other three buildings are old, unsuitable, and could not be 
moved, but should be torn away with the Cob Dock. 

&. The following estimates are submitted: 

(a) Cost of removal of Cob Dock, as indicated, to 30 feet below mean 

low water 

(6) Increasing depth of the part in front of Cob Dock and in Whit- 
ney Basin, adjacent to part of Cob Dock to be removed, to a 
uniform depth of 30 feet below mean low water 

(c) Construction of piers B,C, D, E, and F, according to kind of 

‘ucture adopted, $250,000 to $750.000, the lower estimate being 

r piers similar to those recently constructed in the North 

River by the New York Dock Department. Mean suggested... 
Constructing 1,180 linear feet of wall at “A” (see plan) 
Completing pier No. 1, but not to be extended beyond the present 

pling a ° 35, 000 
Minctese ai Gigr OF SOG 5 icin odin a cada tuansdawndudw andiigphiactione 15,000 
Railroad track, 5,900 linear feet 21.000 

vy crane track, 1,000 linear feet, to piers 20, 000 
terations of water system, including 6,700 linear feet of water 


$260,000 


110, 000 


‘ 


500, 000 
118, 000 


17,000 
70,000 
-uction of piers 3, 4, and 5 ©00, 000 


-urchase of land to increase water front near ‘“*A,” to provide 


The items down to and including j are the ones essential to the proposed 
plan of improvement, and the total cost of these items, as estimated above, 
aggregates $1,165,000. 

“4. Civil Engineer R. C. Hollyday, United States Navy, being absent, Civil 
Engineer L. F. Bellinger, United States Navy, was called by the board for 
consultation as to estimates presented above. 
Very respectfully, P. F. HARRINGTON, 
Captain, United States Navy, Senior Member. 
R. 8S. SNow, 
Captain, United States Navy. 
J. A. B. SMITH, 
Captain, United States Navy. 
R. P. RODGERS, 
Commander, United States Navy. 
J. B. BRIGGS, 
Commander, United States Navy. 
W.L. Capps, 
Naval Constructor, United States Navy. 

From the small amount of time I have been able to devote to this subject, 

I concurin the general arrangementand plan recommended. Iam, however, 


unalterably opposed to the construction of any but the most substantial pier | 


of permanent construction, each pier so constructed that the heaviest type 
of traveling crane cap be operated on each pier if desired. 
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short time remaining before the expiration of the present 
been impossible for me to give such personal attention as | 


1en the construction of dry dock No. 4 shall begin an- | 


99 
meu) 


FEBRUARY 


I estimate the cost of the recommended plan, on the basis of masonry piers 
with tracks for heaviest cranes, items a to J, inclusive, of this report 
| $1,500,000. 
R. C. Hottuypay, 
Civil Engineer, United States Navy. 
The COMMANDANT, : 
Navy-Yard, New York. 


Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I thought when the gentleman 


| spoke the other day against the increase of the Navy that when 
The report, however, is transmitted as entitled to | 


we got down to the New York Navy-Yard we would hear froim 
him in advocacy of a large expenditure toward building up tha 
local yard at the expense of the building up of the Navy at sea. 
It has turned out just precisely as I indicated, or at that time in- 
timated, it would turn out. Now, I want to say to the gentlem 
of this committee that there are some of us who have not a sin 
interest in the world in naval stations or navy-yards who have 
upon that committee seeking to be fair to all the yards and | 
have had the idea that it was highly important that we sho 
have ships at sea, and that navy-yards were nothing but an adj 
to the sea navy; a necessity, it was true, but a necessity only in 
| proportion to the number of ships to be repaired. I want to ca!! 
attention to the fact that this New York Navy-Yard has been a 
| source of trouble to the committee for a number of years. 

| gentleman has reminded us that because of the fact that t! 
were docks at the navy-yard it was a menace to the health 
Brooklyn and that therefore Congress was induced to sell a} 
tion of this yard. 

I want to say to you that the proposition that the gentle 
now advocates is to put in five or six slips in the yard at Brook 
for this very same unhealthy, injurious purpose of docking th 
ships. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. DAYTON. Iwill yield to the gentleman in just a moment 
It is almost impossible to define where the gentleman stands—w! 
he does want in reference to the navy-yard. Certain it is‘ 
the scheme he advocates and refers to was sent to our commi| 
without indorsement by the Department, and we have not, upon 
his word or upon the word of a single officer of the Navy Dep 
| ment, incorporated it into this bill. It involves the destructio 
several shops already in existence at that navy-yard, and i 





. . . 1 . . | 
yption of the plan herein pri ao will require the rebuilding | 


| volves not only the destruction of those shops, but the rebui! 
of similar shops at another point inthe yard. It involves the | 
of about 6 acres of ground and the loss of the basin that \ 
| dredged out at an expense of thousands and hundreds of t 
sands of dollars. Now I will yield to the gentleman from N: 
York. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I simply wish to call the gentleman's at- 
| tention to the fact that he evidently misunderstood a word tht I 
used. I did not use the word ‘‘dock;”’’ I used the words ** pu! 
dump.’’ This land was used as a place for dumping refuse. 
Mr. DAYTON. Used by the Navy Department as a p 
| dump? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; it was not used by the Navy Depart 
ment. It was used by trespassers as a public dump. 

Mr. DAYTON. Well, I beg the gentleman’s pardon for: 
understanding the word which he used. I call attention to i 
fact that that was simply a matter of police regulation for 
city of Brooklyn. If it allowed its health to be endangered | 
use of that kind, it could have abated it, and it was a very | 
excuse for us to dispose of land for a million or two dollars t! 
is worth to-day ten or twelve million dollars. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from West Virzi 
yield to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman knows better than : 
other Member in this House that the local authorities have « 
lutely no right to enter on Government land and attempt to 1 
ulate what is done there, not in the cause of public health 
anything else. 

Mr. DAYTON. I know just as well that no man, no citize1 
Brooklyn who trespasses upon the Government land for the } 
pose of creating a nuisance of that kind, could do so without be! 
amenable to the United States statutes as well as to the lo 
police regulations of the city. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. 
authorities have no jurisdiction. 

Mr. DAYTON. I yielded to the gentleman for the purpose 

| answering any question he might ask. That is a matter th 
he and I may differ about. If there is any courtesy I can exte! 

| to the gentleman by the way of answering any other question, | 
should be glad to do so, but I do not want him to take up all 

| my time. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman can get all the time ! 

| desires. 

Mr. DAYTON. I do not want my time extended. I want to 

| say to the gentleman this—in a nutshell: There is no intention on 


The ] 
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the part of the Naval Committee to discriminate against this yard | of the committee to explain two or three items in this paragraph 


ey long asitisa yard. There has never been any intention to 
discriminate against it. Now, one word in regard to the ques- 

on put by the gentleman on the other side, in reference to the 
way these additional supplemental estimates come in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from West Vir- 

inia has expired. 

Mr. DAYTON. I will ask, Mr. Chairman, for two minutes 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that he may proceed for two minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause,] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to him that every 
item in this bill has been gone over at least twice by the Naval 
Committee. It has been studied from every point of view. Addi- 
tional supplemental estimates came in and have been incorporated 
intothe bill. Itis soin regard tothe items affecting the Louisiana 
Navy-Yard; it is so in regard to the Norfolk Navy-Yard. For 
instance, we have been condemning land at Norfolk. We have 
had a decision of the court since the original estimates were made, 
and the Secretary of the Navy, in the last hour, sent to the com- 
mittee a recommendation that we should put in this bill the sum 
of $400.000 in order to pay for the land that had been condemned 
by judicial proceeding, and the decision of which reached the 
Department after the original estimates had been sent in. That 
does not indicate in any way, shape, or form that this committee 
has not given the most careful, scrutinizing attention to every 
item that has entered into the bill. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for two 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan- 
imous consent that he may proceed for two minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the explanations 
by the gentleman from Louisiana |Mr. MryeEr] and likewise to 
the explanations by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Day- 
TON]. They would appear satisfactory, and I should be satisfied 
but for the remarkable fact that the chairman of the cominittee, 
when I interrogated him, did not seem to know anything about 
this item, or, if he did know, he hesitated and refused to answer. 
It seemed to cause embarrassment, and he laughed and snickered, 
and apologized for tne presence of the item in the bill, and re- 
ferred me to the leader of the minority on the committee. 

[ asked the question in good faith. I felt that I had a right as 
a Member of this House to be informed upon it. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. LIND. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. I thought the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
MEYER] was more capable of making an explanation of that ap- 
propriation than I was, and I therefore yielded to him out of 
ce urtesy. 

Mr. LIND. But that was after it had been drawn out of the 
chairman, as by a corkscrew, that there was an item of that char- 
acter. He did not even deign to answer my question. He re- 
ferred me to the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITzGERraLp]. 
Then there had to be cross references to page and line before the 
chairman would answer. 

Mr. FOSS. May I say to the gentleman that I did not know 
what particular item the gentleman referred to and did not refer 
him to the remark made by the gentleman from New York; but 
as soon as I found out what item the gentleman was referring to, 
then, out of courtesy, I yielded to my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Louisiana |[Mr. MEYER], who is more famil- 
lar with and better capable of explaining that item than I. 

_Mr. LIND. Let me ask the chairman of the committee a ques- 
tion. Are theitems in the bill which have not been recommended 
by the Secretary of the Navy so numerous that one must furnish 
a bill of particulars when one would inquire in regard.to such an 
item? Is this the kind of information to appeal to the member- 
ship of this House? That is the question that I would ask. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mirne- 
sota has expired. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
be Navy-yard, League Island, Pa.: To continue retaining wall about reserve 

isin, $80,000; grading and paving, to continue, $25.000; sewer system, exten- 
ns, $3,500; electric plant, extensions, $100,000; railroad system, extensions, 
000; dredging and filling in Delaware water front, to continue, $30,000; 


water system, extension, $5,000; underground conduit system, $8,000; fire-pro- 
‘ection system, extensions, $10,000; sea-wall extension, $50,000; one officers’ 


e- 


quarters, $3,000; extension of reserve basin, to continue dredging, $75,000; loco- | 


motive crane track, extension, $30,000; storehouse for naval supplies, to com- 
plete, $80,470; in all, navy-yard, League Island, $512,970. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Ido so solely with the intention of asking the chairman 


| building, which has already been authorized under a pre 


which would seem at first sight extravagant. 
there appears: 
Electric plants, extensions, $100,000. 


In lines 20 and 21 


In lines 2 and 3, page 29, there appears the following: 


Extension of reserve station, to continue dredging, $75,000 
And in lines 4 and 5, page 29, appears the following: 
Storehouse for naval supplies, to complete, $80,470. 


Calling attention tothe first item, Mr. Chairman, it would seem 
that $100,000 for the mere extension of an electric-light plant is a 
very large amount. I would inquire, also, what is the item refer- 
ring to the extension of the reserve station, to continue dredging, 
$75.000, and as to whether or not this appropriation completes the 
work. lalsocall attention to the item for the storehouse, $80,470, 
which would seem to be a large amount. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to refer the gentleman 
to the hearings before the committee, where Admiral Endi 
Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, appeared before the 
committee. As to the first item, Admiral Endicott said: 


We need all that money. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. You do not need it all. You had $75,000 last year 


Xs 








Admiral Enpicorr. But the duty on this plan increasing very much, 
and I think you will have to give us more money. Steam Engineering is talk 
ing about taking their power from us. I do not think we ought to figure too 


closely on these power plants. They are just the life of the yards, and the 
duty is increasing so much. Every new building that goes up requires more 
steam. electric light, and in the cases of some. more power: and it is all to be 
furnished from this plant. I think this item is very important. 

Those are the words of Admiral Endicott, who is charged with 
the duty of estimating for appropriations necessary to carry on 
the work of this Bureau. It may besaid in reference to the new 
League Island yard that we have been building up that yard dnr- 
ing the last few years. We havefoundit necessary todo so. We- 
have built a great many new buildings there. The old buildings 
were built fifty and sixty years ago, and in view of that fact Ad- 
miral Endicott finds, I presume, the necessity for a large appro- 
priation for this particular item. 

Now, in reference to the extension of the reserve station and to 
continue dredging, $75,000, I would stete that the estimate was 
$100.000 as recommended by the chief of the Bureau and we cnt 
it to $75.000. Reading in referance to this, on page 312 of the 
hearings, the following is fonnd: 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The next item is * 
continue dredging, $100,000." 

Admiral Enpicort. The full amount of that item ought to stand 





xtension of reserve station, to 


The CHAIRMAN. You can get along with less than $100,000 
Admiral ENpicorr. Yes, sir; but we ought to go on with the other work 
You can make it $75,000. I would nut like to have it reduced below t 


Now, as the gentleman knows, if he has ever been to League 
Island, we have there a great reserve basin, a fresh-water basin, 
really the only great fresh-water basin in connection with our 
vards: and it is there where we lay up our ships. In view of that 
fact. and in view of Admiral Endicott’s testimony and the hearing 
upon it, it struck the committee that they could not afford to cut 
down that item any more, so they cut it down 25 per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Uhio has 
expired. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Ohio may be 
extended. 

Mr. BURTON. 
Tllinois. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. That the time of the gentle- 
man from Illinois may be extended in order that he may be able 
to answer the questions propounded by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to extend the time of the gentleman from [li- 
nois to such time as he may require to answer the questions pr 
pounded. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The Chairman will allow me 
to say that I think the item estimated for was to complete the 
building appropriated fortwo yearsago. Ithasb en appr ipriated 
for from time to time, and this appropriation is to complete the 
building. 

Mr. FOSS. 


tlar { 
gentieman trom 


Let that be the time of the 


I have the passage now, and I will read it: 


Storage house for naval supplies, act March 3.1901, to cost $224,649. A con 
tract was nace for this building November 1, 1%, to st S210.000. At the 


1 Pi, ie, 
end of the fiscal year 44 per cent of the work had been completed 
The amount now asked to complete the building is slightly in 
excess of the original estimated cost, owing to unexpe 
penses incurred in connection with the 
ing. This last 


ted ex- 
‘onstruction of the build- 
item is to complete the appropriation for this 


; act 
Vi0OUs act 


| of Congress. 


Mr.BURTON. Willthe gentleman yield for a further question? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. BURTON. 


counting tT 


CONGRESSIONAL 


What is the total cost of this electrical plant, 
his appropriation for extension? 
Mr. FOSS. I can not state to the gentleman what the total cost 

We have appropriated every year for the last two or three 
years certain sums for the electrical plant, and as the work pro- 
gresses and the Bureau sees the necessity of further extension we 
appropriate for such extension. 

Mr. BURTON. Iselectrical power being substituted for steam 
power in that and other navy-yards? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, sir, it is; and I presume the time will come 
when the power at all our navy-yards will be wholly electrical. 

Mr. BURTON. Is there a steam electrical plant in all the 
navy-yards? 

Mr. FOSS. There is. 

Mr. BURTON. Is the gentleman able to state the expense of 
any one of those plants? 

Mr. FOSS. Iam not able to state that now; but I can very 
easily find out the figures by consulting the Department. 

Mr. BURTON. Well, Mr. Chairman, although it seems to me 
this item is extravagant, I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, Washington, D. C.: Building for power plant, extension, to 
complete, $135,964; coal storage and handling plant for new power plant, 
$19.044; machinery for power plant, extension, $205,200; sewer system, to ex- 
tend, $10,000; walls about extension of yard, $32,000; grading, to continue, 
$5,000; paving, to extend, $10,000; drainage, to extend, $5000: underground 
conduit system, extension, $10,000; dredging, $5,000; electric-light plant, ex- 
tension, $5,000; telephone and time systems, extensions, $2,000: pipe-fitters’ 
shop, $20,000; one locomotive crane, $10,000; one 15)-ton platform scale, $3.675; 
buiiding for electric-power plant, extension, $97,983; in all, navy-yard, Wash- 
ington, $575,906. 


is. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman,I move to amend byinsert- | 


ing after the word ‘“‘ dollars,’’ in line 2, page 30, the words ‘for 
extension of gun factory, $200,000.”’ 

The Clerk read the amendment offered by Mr. Hirrcucock. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I find that in the hearings 


before this committee Captain Pendleton, one of the Government | 
experts, a man who has been in the service of the gun factory for | 


a great many years, gave certain testimony. Ishail ask to extend 
this testimony verbatim in my remarks, but will merely refer 
now to the substance of it. 


He stated, in the first place, that the capacity of the gun factories | 
of America under private control was not sufficient to carry out | 
the present programme of gun manufacture for navy increase al- 


ready provided for. 
facture in these private factories cost the Government far more 


money than the cost of manufacturing in Government factories. | 
He said, further, that there were only two factories in the United | 
States where large guns could be made, and he recommended an | 
appropriation of $500,000 for the gun factory in the Washington 


Navy- Yard. 
I will read a part of his testimony: 


Mr. VREELAND. You mean that they can not produce enongh in quantity 
or quality? 


Captain PENDLETON. In quantity. Every concern in thecountry that can | 


do this kind of work has now all the work they can do for some years, with 
the ships already authorized. Now, we have plenty of time to get ready to 
caamael and preyare for this future work, but we have to take it up at once. 
Something has to be done. Nothing was done last year. I want to state, in 


explanation of the gun factory, that the Government can do this work at 
much less cost. 


While we were getting our plant ready for work we had tocontract for | 


the Gand 8inch guns. We had contracts with a firm near West Point and 
another firm at S uth Boston. E 
We paid in both places always the same price—$3,30) apiece for the assem- 


bling of every 6-inch gun, and we furnished all the tools with which todo the | 


work. 

As soon as we were able to take the work ourselves they cost $1,300. (To 
the cost of all the work we do we add 40 percent tocover the shop expenses— 
that is, we take the price of labor and materialsand add 40 per cent, and that 
is the cost.) We built those guns ata cost of $1,300 each. 


Further on, referring to the acquisition of certain guns from | 


private factories, Captain Pendleton testified: 


Before the Department made that contract they sent for meandasked me | 


to make a liberal estimate of what it ought to cost. I had every item gone 
over and a detailed estimate worked out. The Department had to contract 
for this work and pay practically $500,000 more to get those guns than the es- 
timate we put on the work. 

Mr. BurLer. I think that Admiral O’Neil stated yesterday that in buying 
$2,000,000 worth of guns they cost $2,500,000? 


$2,000,000 GUNS COST GOVERNMENT $2,500,000 UNDER CONTRACT. 


Captain PENDLETON. The cost is half a million dollars more than I esti- | 


mated they would cost, and I went into every detail. 


So he continues in his testimony; and, so far as I have been 
able to learn, there was nothing before the committee to dispute 
the fact that the investment of $500,000 in the extension of this 
Government gun factory would save to the Government perhaps 
40 per cent of the cost of these guns as now made in private fac- 
tories, a saving which would soon amount to millions of dollars. 

I should like to have the chairman of the committee tell us why 
it is that in the face of this fact no recommendation is made for 
the extension of this gun factory to put the Government in a 
position to make its own guns much cheaper than they can be 
made in the private factories. 


He stated,.in the next place, that gun manu- | 
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Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman state to the House what 
| Captain Pendleton said in regard to the proportion of the guns 
which he intended to make if this Government gun factory should 
| be provided for? 
| Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
| gentleman can. 
| Mr. RIXEY. Ican. Captain Pendleton stated before the com- 
| mittee that he proposed to make only about two-thirds of the 

guns. He further stated that he is now making two-thirds of 
them. We asked him to explain why it was that he wanted t] 
gun factory enlarged unless he intended todoallthe work. But 
he expressly disclaimed any intention of doing all the work. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. RIXEY. Iask that the time of the gentleman be extended 
five minutes. 


| 
| The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection? 


I am not able to refer to that; perhaps t! 


There was no objection. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I have no doubt the gentleman correctly 
states the proposition. 
Mr. RIXEY. And I want to state to my friend that it was 
| upon the statement of Captain Pendleton himself that the mi- 
nority members of the committee did not urge the appropriation 
| for the eplargement of this factory. If Captain Pendleton hid 
said to the committee that with this enlargement, with this $4,( 
000 which the plant would cost, he could then do all the work ani 
save this money to the Government, we would have favored the 
proposition to enlarge the factory; but he stated that he did not 
propose to do any more than two-thirds of the work, because he 
wanted to encourage the private factories in the country. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not proposed in 
this amendment, and I think no one would propose such a radical 
| step, to construct a gun factory to manufacture all the guns re- 
| quired by the United States; but what we should do is to extend 
the gun factory sufficiently to manufacture a larger portion of the 
guns that the United States requires and afford the United States 
at all times a refuge from the rapacious and extortionate demands 
of private factories when they bid on Government guns and con- 
| spire to overcharge the Government. 
| Mr. RIXEY. The Government does manufacture now two 
thirds of the guns. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Captain Pendleton later on in this hearing 
| used this language: 

Mr. VREELAND. Do you not think the prospect is that these compan 
| with all their facilities by 1907 will be able to do the portion of the Gov 
ment’s work which you are unable to do? 

Captain PENDLETON. No,I donot. Isay thatif the present plants, } 
| Government and private, do not expand, nobody can do the work prom) 

to keep up with future demands. ie important thing is this: Why sh 
we pay these private companies to increase their plants when the Gover: 
ment can do the work at 3U or 40 per cent cheaper than anybody else can d 
Why should we pay the interest, insurance, and depreciation on their plants 
after we have paid for the plants, and then not own or control them? 

T echo that query. Why should the Government not construct 
and enlarge its own plants? Why should the Government pa: 
30 or 40 per cent more to private factories, when by enlarging its 
own plants, as its own expert recommends, these guns that tl 
| Government requires can be made for 30 or 40 per cent less t! 

the contract price? I should like to have the chairman of t 
Naval Affairs Committee say why it is that he recommends eve 
thing for the contractors and nothing for Government works 
compete with the contractors? 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Chairman, this item was not reco: 
| mended by the Navy Department. It has not been recomm 
| by the Navy Board. It has not been recommended by the © 
tary of the Navy. The head of what is called the Washin 
Gun Factory, who naturally desires to put himeelf at the heoac 
as large a plant as possible, appeared before our comuuiiitee al 
| secured permission to present his views. 
| Now, the gentleman from Nebraska inquires why the Govern- 
| ment does not build allofitsguns. I wouid say to him that t! 
| is no proposition, even by the gentleman who appeared before 
committee, that the Government shall build all of its guns. ! 
an impossibility for the Government of the United States to 
the great guns which it uses for its coast defenses and for arn 
its battle ships. There is no proposition that the Govern™m 
should do anything more than what is called ‘‘ assembling” t: 
| guns, anything more than to finish the guns here in the Gov 
ment Gun Factory at Washington, and in the military gun fact 
at Watervliet, N. Y. This expenditure which the gentlen 
proposes would be the entering wedge for building a great ¢ 
factory here in Washington, which in the end, he admits, wou 
cost four or five or six million dollars. Mr, Chairman, I am 

of those who believe that where fair trade conditions exist t 
Government of the United States might better buy all the goors 

that it needs in all the great departments of the Government. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry: 
Mr. VREELAND. Yes. ; 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Did not Captain Pendleton testify that 
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«500.000 would make a sufficient extension at the present time to | we buy a part of it—we get it 40 per cent cheaper than when we 


enable the Government to produce these guns for its own use 30 | buy it, as I recollect the testimony. 


or 40 per cent cheaper than the manufacturers were producing 
them? And why should we not do this and save all these millions 
that we pay to the private factories? 

Mr. VREELAND. If the gentleman will only think a minute, 
this is for a commencement, and this money would run it over 
until another year, when he could come before the committee 
again, say that the Government had already started into this 
work. and that it should be kept on, and ask you for still greater 
appropriations to continue the work. Competition in the manu- 
facture of guns lias increased during the last few years. At least 
two great steel plants in this country have equipped themselves 
for the purpose of building and furnishing these guns to the 
Government. 


| 


| said a moment ago, Mr. Chairman, that I was one of those | 


who believe that the Government of the United States, where fair 
trade competition exists, might better buy all the supplies that it 
needs in all the great departments of the Government. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has hardly 
answered my question. I asked him whether it was not testified 
before the Committee on Naval Affairs by Admiral O’Neil that 
the Government in buying $2,000,000 worth of guns was forced to 
pay $2,500,000 for them? 

Mr. VREELAND. Well, the committee heard these matters. 
They fully considered the point raised by him. The members of 
the committee inquired into what basis he had for that informa- 
tion that he could build guns cheaper than we now buy them. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Will the gentleman yield to an interruption? 

Mr. VREELAND. Yes. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Ihave been informed, and I have reason to be- 
lieve it is true, that the contractors, the steel works that take 
Government contracts to cast the guns, do 60 per cent of the en- 
tire work upon that gun. 

Mr. FOSS. Nearer 80 per cent. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Nearers0 percent. The Government does from 
20) to 30 per cent, and yet 60 per cent of the entire price of the cost 
of that gun is represented by the work that the Government does 
and only 30 or 40 per cent of the work represented by the work of 
the steel company who contracts for the gun, I am informed, and 
I would like to know if it is true, and if it is, how can the gen- 
tleman get away from the proposition? You can go down here 
to the Public Printer to have a speech printed that you delivered 
yesterday, and he will charge $8 a thousand for that speech, while 
youcan go to another printer, outside of the Government, and 
get a thousand copies for $2.50 or $3 a thousand. If you will find 
one Department of the Government of the United States where 
they have done work cheaper than the private individual or cor- 
poration, then point it out. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I would like either one of the gentlemen 
on the other side to answer this question 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VREELAND. Yes. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Whether there was a word of testimony 
disputing Captain Pendleton or the Admiral of the United States 
Navy when they testified that these guns were being produced 20 
to 4) per cent cheaper than we are now paying? 

Mr. VREELAND. Iwould say tothe gentleman that the com- 
mittee did not feel interested enough in the subject at that time 
to go into the testimony. There is no testimony before the com- 





mittee, There was simply a statement by the captain of the gun 
founiry here at Washington. There were a few questions di- 


rected to the captain. He had avery incomplete knowledge of 
the cost to the Government of these guns. It developed that 
there was a great amount of money invested in the plants that 
manufacture these guns. It turned out, for example, that no 
attention was paid to the hundred thousand dollars which was 
paid to men for leave of absence now by the Department each 
year as an item of cost. All these items which are paid are nec- 
escarily a part of the cost, and should be charged in an account 
as to the cost of these guns. I would say to the gentleman that 
aiter hearing the captain’s testimony, having the desire to equip 
the Navy of the United States with the best possible guns as 
aply as can be done, the committee did not feel interested 

ch to start in with an expenditure which would amount to 
ve or six million dollars in experiments whereby the Govern- 
— sh _ try to build the guns it now buys. [Cries of 
ote! 

Mr.. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I will state 
that Iwas not present at the hearing before the committee on 
this item, but I have read Captain Pendleton’s testimony, and 
from my experience with other matters I am satisfied that it will 
be in the interest of economy to enlarge the Government Gun 
Factory and enable our own officials to finish more guns. Every 
member of the committee will remember that in the case of smoke- 
less powder by making our powder—and we make a part of it, 


1 
Ch 
eno 
¢: 
i 


Every gentleman in the 
country knows that before we began to agitate for a Government 
armor-plate factory that the armor-plate makers 

Mr. VREELAND. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. In one minute. That the 
armor-plate makers charged us $545 a ton, and when it was signi- 
fied to them that we would like to hear something from them on 
prices, they refused to give us any other proposition; but after 
the agitation for an armor-plate factory came up we succeeded 
in getting that armor plate for $100 a ton less, and we have 
thereby, in the last four years, saved the Government $3.000,000 
by the mere agitation for an armor-plate factory. Captain Pen- 
dleton says here, in speaking of guns: 

We paid in bi th soaeee always the same ee $3,300 apiece, for the assem- 
bling of every 6-inch gun, and we furnished all the tools with which to dothe 
work. Assoon as we were able to take the work ourselves they cost $1,300 

A saving of $2,000 apiece in guns. Now, what is the question 
of the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. VREELAND. The gentleman makes the assertion that 
there is very much profit. for instance, in the manufacture of 
smokeless powder. I would ask the gentleman whether he takes 


| into account the money invested in that plant and all of the 
| things that go to make up a great manufacturing plant? 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I would say to the gentleman 
that in the hearing Admiral O'Neil, I believe it was. gave all the 
facts and gave all the figures and gave the history of his experi- 
ence with the gunpowder factory and stated his conclusions in 
figures in the hearing, and the gentleman by looking them up 
can find them himself in a few minutes and find just what has 
been our experience with powder. 

Mr. VREELAND. I would ask if there has been a recom- 


| mendation made by the gentleman as to building factories? 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. What is that? 

Mr. VREELAND. Is there any recommendation made by the 
Admiral as to building a factory? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. The Admiral was strongly in 
favor of enlarging it last year, and I presume he is this year. I 
did not hear his testimony this year and have notreadit. Iknow 
there was a proposition coming from this side of the House to in- 
crease that powder factory last year: but Captain Pendleton’s 
testimony is fresh as to guns; the gentleman from Nebraska has 
just called attention to it, and he says that $500,000 can equip this 
factory. He says that as things are now he can not finish the 
guns that are needed for battle ships and cruisers already au- 
thorized until 1907. So the probability is that unless we increase 
the plant the work of the Government will get further and fur- 
ther behind from year to year in the Ordnance Department. 

Mr. VREELAND. I would like to ask the gentleman if he 
would be w_lling to make an expenditure of four or five million 
dollars of hisown money based on Captain Pendleton’s testimony? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. ‘The gentleman must take me 
to be a multimillionaire. 1 am not, and have not four or five 
million doliars to invest in it, but I should think if I could get 
into one of the armor-plate trusts or some other great trust which 
sells all the great supplies to the Government, I would be soon 
able to make such an investment. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] No, it is a clear business proposition, Mr. Chairman, in 
the interest of economy, in the interest of getting our guns 


ite 


cheaper. The Government turnsout the best product. I believe 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska ought to be 


f 
adopted. While it will entail some increased expense now, Ca] 
tain Pendleton’s testimony shows in the long run that even withi1 
a very few years it will save vastly more for the Governmen 
than the cost of the factory. 
| Here the hammer fell. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on this amendment 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr.Chairman,I move to strike out th t word. 


1T)- 


1 
L 


+ 


lo 
la 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I intend to support the commit- 
tee on this proposition. No oneinthis House has a record clearer 
than I have for providing for the protection of the Governmen 
against the armor-plate trust. It isas plainas daylight, says Sec- 
retary Moody, that there is a trust. that the Bethlehem and Car- 


negie companies are in a combination, and that it dictates price 


on armor plate to the Government. ‘ 

If it appeared that the amendment of the gentleman had the ef- 
fect to protect the Government against this trust, I w support 
it with pleasure and would have advocated it in commi But 
the fact is that Captain Pendleton, who proposed the enlargement 
of the factory, told the committee that he did not propose to take 
from that trust one particle of the work that it now ha { will 


read you from the hearings. 
that point. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. 


I interrogated him especially on 


Mr. Chairman—— 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield to 
mtleman from Nebraska? 
. RIXEY. I will. 

HITCHCOCK. Of course the gentleman does not claim, 
even if he constrnes Captain Pendleton’s words as he does, that 
Captain Pendleton would mark out the policy of the United States. 
If this Congress orders the construction of a Government gun 
factory, certainly there would be a power in this Government to 
manufacture guns in that factory. 

Mr. RIXEY. The answer to that is that Captain Pendleton is 
the mover of this project, and he outlines what he expects to do 
with it. This is what he says: 
X 


a4 
iT. 


{r. RixEy. How many guns will be required for the ships already author- 
15 


CAN DO TWO-THIRDS OF WORK AT GUN FACTORY. 


iz 


LETON. I have not gone into the number. I have only gone | 


at there is authorized. 

horized between now and 107. 

ty. You want an appropriation to increase your factory so that 
he other third? 


wa 


We can do two-thirds of the 


QUESTION. 
Captain PmENDLETON. No, that is not it. The question is this, that we 
bave (his much work already authorized. Ido not think that the Congress 
is¢ g t they have already authorized; that there is some- 
n: that the demand is going to continue, and if we 

907 are going to be further behind and further 


ivui We 


under the present conditions you can take | 


ready authorized? 
i NDLETON. Yes rc. 
Rixey. You say you can, under present conditions, take care of two- 
ds, and that you do not propose to take care of the other third if you get 
iditional appropriation. Is that true? 
piain PENDLETON. Ido not think we-ill be able to take care of the 
other third; no. My idea is this, that the plants in existence should be util- 
ized—I mean the private plants—and encouraged and assisted in every way 
that we can assist them to do this work, because there isso much work that 
they can do, but the question is, who is going to make the expansion? 
Mr. Rixey. Right i 
said that you were in favor of giving to Midvale and 
finishing of some of these guns? 
Captain PENDLETON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Rixpy. If you are, then those two factories can do the forging and the 
ling of some of the guns. You say you want to encourage them? 
ptain PENDLZTON. Yes, sir. 
Rixpy. Then why do you want an addition to do all the work? 
piain PENDLETON. We want them to do it. Wecan take care of two- 
of the work between now and 1907, but what work is going to be au 
Lin addition to that there is nobody who can take care of. 
WapbeE. As I understand, there is a great amount of work provided for 
ll run you up to 1907? 
PENDLETON. Yes, sir, 
is of the work 
ey. If you want this $4,000,000 to expand this plant, and that plant 
re of all the work, why Go you1 propose to do it? 
Capitai ENDLETON. I do not think that that plant will then be able to do 
all the wore. 


ethlehem concerns the 


The report of the board was that we could 


NO OBLIGATION TO GIVE WORK TO BETHLEHEM COMPANY 
DO WORK UPON REASONABLE TERMS. 


UNLESS IT WILL 


Mr. Rrxey. Do you believe there is any obligation upon the Government 
to give this work to the Bethlehem company, or any other company, unless 
the company will do it upon reasonable terms? 

Captain PENDLETON. No, sir. 


Mr. Rixgy. With an expenditure of $4,000,000, will you not be able totake | 


if all this work for the’ Government? 

( ain PENDLETON. No. We get surprised sometimes by the action of 
Congress in the authorization of ships. 

Captain Pendleton’s idea is that there is going to be so much 
authorization for new ships that it will be necessary to enlarge 
the gun factory at Washington Navy-Yard to do two-thirds of 
the work. He says he does not propose to take from the Bethle- 
hem and the Carnegie companies the proportion of this work 
which they now have. Isay I will support a proposition to en- 
large the gun factory when we have the assurance that this Gov- 
ernment will do its work there and save the vast amount we now 
pay to these companies. 

It is true, as demonstrated by testimony, that this Government 
does this work from 30 to 40 per cent less than private factories. 
It was shown by Captain Pendleton that this was after allowing 
40 per cent for incidentals and things he could not enumerate. 

There is no question in my mind but that the Government 
ought to enlarge its factory. It ought to build an armor-plate 
factory, and ought to protect itself against the steel-trust combi- 
nation, but I am not willing to vote $4,000,000 unless this Govern- 
ment can be compelled to do the work in its own factory. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska. The ex- 
perience has been that whenever the Government has entered 
into the work of supplying itself with materials required in the 
Army or the Navy for war purposes, it has greatly reduced the cost 
of such material. We have effected a saving of 40 per cent in 
the cost of smokeless powder. The testimony before the Naval 
Committee is that it cost $2.500,000 to obtain from private manu- 
facturers guns which the Government can build for $2,000,000. 

t appears from the hearings before the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs that the Bethlehem Armor Plate Factory paid for itself in 
five years, and that those who own and control it have also re- 
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on that point, as 1 understood you a moment ago, you | sys : + > 
: vais ens the | competition with the one at the Government yard at New York. 
|The result of all our experience has been that these concerns 


| tridge cases $23 apiece. 


| they are turned out by the thousand. 1 
| merly cost the Government $1.30-and $1.40 apiece, actually cost in our shop, 
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ceived interest upon their money and a reasonable profit upon 
the amount invested. 

The only vessel that was ever built for the Government which 
is up to date in construction is the one now being built by the 
Newport News Shipbuilding Company in competition with t] 
one being built at the navy-yard in New York. Yesterday ¢] 
gentleman from Illinois stated, if I recollect correctly, that ih: 
had been no battle ships added to the Navy, no first-class battle 
ships, since 1898. 

Mr. FOSS. What is the gentleman’s statement? I did not 
hear it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understood the gentleman to say t! 
there had been no first-class battle ships finished for the Gove: 
ment since 1898. My date may be wrong, but I want to get it 
correctly. 

Mr. FOSS. I do not think that is true. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will put the date in the RecorD which 
the gentleman used. 

Mr. FOSS. If I remember rightly, the Missouri has just gone 
into commission. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is that the only one? 

Mr. FOSS. Iam not sure about the Ohio. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will take the statement from the Rr 
ORD which the gentleman made. I have his statement here. 
find that I am in error as to the statement made by the gentleman 
from Illinois. He said: ‘‘If the contracts had been lived up to, 
more than half the tonnage to-day which is in the course of con- 
struction would be built.’’ The reason that he gave was that t} 
contractors had not lived up to their contract and delivered the 
vessels according to the terms of the contract. The report of 
the Secretary of the Navy shows that every single vessel now un- 
der contract for the Government is behind time, except the one 
vessel at Newport News Ship Building Company being built in 


whose business is largely to furnish materials to the Government 
under contract, take advantage of the defenseless position of tle 
Government and simply do as they please unless the Government 


| is in position to take the work from them. 


I believe this extension of the gun factory is in the interest of 
economy. It may be that some gentleman will say that it is a 
movement to upbuild this land navy, about which they speak so 


| much in ridicule; but it is unquestionably in the interest of the 
| greatest economy and the most efficiency for best results. 


I trust 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska will be 


| adopted. 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, right in con- 


| nection with what the gentleman has said I desire to read from 


page 72 of the hearings. This is from the testimony of Captain 


| Pendleton: 


Tn 1897 we had no cartridge-case shops. We had to pay for the 6-inch car 
All the Eastern people were combined, and that w 
their price for the 6-inch case. Our experiences before, during, and sul 
quent to the Spanish war caused us to build a cartridge-case shop, costing 
$200,000. Now our -inch cartridge cases cost us from $10 to $11 apiece, ani 
The small cartridge cases which 


for material and labor, 39 cents. ; ; 
We have spent $230,000 on —— ant and in five years the difference in the 
cost of the product has been $500,000. 


On page 66 the same witness says: 


I have just spoken about the $500,000 more which it cost to do the work 
outside than by the Government. Now, take another little instance. Ab 
a year ago the question came up in regard to powder tanks for the 5-i! 
guns. Itisasmail matter. We had:to have 15,(00 of them for the six 3,5!" 
ton ships. They were advertised for because it was thought we were ! 
able to do it in addition to our work. We appealed to the Departme! 
give us some of the work. Wesaid we could make them for $6apiece. TT! 
said, ‘All right, you can have 10,000,” and the outsiders only got 5,000. 
lowest contract they could make was for $9.75. We finished our 1U,000, in ad 
dition to our other work, and made a saving of over $37,000. 

Mr. WADE. What was the actual cost to you on your estimate? 

Capiain PENDLETON. Five dollars and ninety-eight cents apiece. 
timated to do the work for $6. That $5.98 incited 
add on everything. 


The whole shop, and the equipment for that coppersmith shop which is 
doing all of our work, did not cost $87,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is closed. _ 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strik¢ 
out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee moves tO 
strike out the last two words. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, during my entire 
history in this House I have supported every movement towar 
building a Government armor iactory,a Government; powce! 
factory, and a Government gun factory to free the Government 
of the United States from the grasp of the trusts that were max 
ing these munitions of war. 


We: 
d the 40 per cent which we 
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T have shown time and time again in Congress by letters, offi- 
|. that the great war powers of Europe have their government 


-ories of this kind, and the reason they have them isthis: They | 


hove private individuals to make part of these munitions of war 
that they may, as it were, have their lamps trimmed and burn- 
in time of peace, and if their factories burn down the govern- 
mont in the meantime has established the government factory, 
so th at the government factory can proceed to carry out the pri- 
vate contract. In addition to this, these official letters have inva- 
stated to me that the reasons why these governments have 
‘ cir d different government factories was to produce a healthy 
c etition, so that part of the work is given to the private indi- 
; scale and part given to the government facteries. Now, my 
fy i from Virginia [Mr. Rixty] seems to have abandoned a 
proposition he has alwa iys fought for and is about to oppose the 
measure offered by the gentleman from Nebraska. I know that 
he has stood here day in and day out for several days and nights 
and fought for this and similar propositions and for the very rea- 
son that I have stated. 
abandoned his former position. 

ir, RIXEY. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow me to 

pt him? 
Mr. GALNES of Tennessee. 

sad restion. 

r. RIXEY. I think I have been as consistent in my record 

e gentleman. 

- GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; you have up to this time. 

. And if we had any assurance that this work 
would be done by the Government, if we spend the $4,000,000 
ask d, I would willingly have supported the proposition in the 
eorm t’ee and here. But the very superintendent who was urg- 
ing it uon the committee stated that he did not propose to take 
rticle of this additional work to this factory. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is he mightier than Congress— 


a 


ain 
RIALY. 


mightier than the Government? 
ir. RIXEY. He is the man who originated and was pressing 
this rovision; the Navy Department did not recommend it. 
. GAINES of Tennessee. What provision? 
- RIXEY. The proposition to enlarge the Government Gun 


Fa tory at Washington. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman believe 
that the Government ought to have its own factory—that it ought 
to be independent? 

Mr. RIAEY. My view about the matter is just this: That the 
Gun Factory at the Washington Navy- Yard, if we limit our in- 
crease of the Navy to what it ought to be, can do all the work. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But they are not going to stop the 
increase of the Navy at a proper limit. They are going to keep 
on building these war dogs until we have dogs enongh to go down 


before breakfast any day and wherever we find an island that we 
tl suitable for our colonial purpose bring it within the juris- 


diction of the United States. [Laughter.] 


rhe gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. RrxEy] knows very well that 
we have in a great measure disenthralled the Government of the 
United States from this armor-plate trust by threatening to build 
a Government factory. We have disentl hralled the Government 
of the United States by building a powder factory, and the last 
recommendation of Mr. Long as Secretary of the Navy was that 
we give more money to enlarge the Goverment powder factory, 
and Congress gave it. We hear it stated here that we are now 
making powder 40 per cent cheaper than we could get anybody 
else to make it. No one disputes this successfully. 

Now, we want the Gun Fac tory at Washington enlarged; at 
least this amendment proposes to do that. My friend from Vir- 
ginia, I see, is opposed to that proposition. He says that he 
14 be in favor of it if the Government would have guns made 

Why, sir, can not Congress order them made there? Is 
the gentleman from Virginia a part of Congress? Are not 
we, the people,’’ here, within the limitations of the Constitu- 
ton, clothed with the right to compel these Federal institutions 
to do what Congress wants them to do? 

The CHAIRMAN, 
has expired. 

\ir. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask the indulgence of the com- 
mittee for a few minutes longer, as I have been interrupted. 

CHAIRMAN, Is there unanimous consent that the gen- 
ticman from Tennessee shall have five minutes longer? 
tr. MAHON. Yes; forty minntes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; I do not want “forty min- 
utes,’ and I do not want a minute ‘and a half of my friend's in- 
terruption if he is going to talk in that way. 

F Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield again 
for an interruption? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RIXEY. The gentleman seems to harp upon the stat 


ement 
that he can not understand my position. 


I can not understand why he has now | 


Yes; if the gentleman wishes to | 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
Mr. RIXEY. I thought that I stated it several times 
phatically. As I view it, the annual increas: shiy 
Navy ought to be kept down to a lower limit than has been fol- 
lowed for the past five years. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
Mr. RIXEY. 
Mr. GAIN 


I regret that I do not. 


Are we 
We are in favor—— 
TES of Tennessee. Who are in favor? 


going to do that? 





Mr. RiXEY. Iam, for one- 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am, too, but is Congress in favor 
of it? 


Mr. RIXEY. AndI think the gentleman from Tennessee is, 
for another. Ithink that one battle ship and one armored cruiser 
ought to be enough to be built annua lly by this Government. I 

take it that the gan factory at the Wa igton Navy-Yard can 
take care of the guns for at battle ship and one armored 
cruiser every year. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, The gentleman is speaking of what 
the Government has already authorized—what is authorized by 
existing law. But here we are authorizing the building of more 
ships, and more guns will have to be made for tli 






least one 


se ships. 





Therefore the gun factory here at Washington will have to } 
enlarged to make the guns and to arr mnge for the ships t] Ww 


are proposing toauthorize. That is what Iam talking about. I 
want to save money to the Government. 


I ask why is it not a good thing for the Government to havea 
| gun factory, anyway, fully equipped? I say,and I hope my good 


The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 


friend will agree es me, that we ought to have a gun factory 
hig enough to do all of our work, whether the Government in fact 
does it all or only a part. Congress can fix this and control Cap- 
tain Pendleton. too. 

Let Congress order these guns to be made there, because we can 
make them 40 per cent cheaper, and we can mak o the mm beiter, as 
we have made gunpowder better, Mr. Chairman. 

When we had competition in this armor-plate 
the Bethlehem concern and the Carnegie conc 
the Russian contract, what did Russia pay for American armor 
plate? She got it for $249.70a ton. That was. however, when 
the Carnegie and Bethlehem concerns competed for this contract. 
They fought each other in this contract, but they united, and 
they put up the price on the American Government to a t S670 
per ton, and when Congress threatened here in the Fifty-fifth and 
Fifty-sixth Congresses to build a Government factory to mak: 
armor plate, then they reduced their rates down in the ne 
hood of $450 or $500 a ton. So you can see, gentlemen, how much 
even a threat does. 

One more proposition and I have done, Mr 
a private individual makes these implements vi y 
ernment, there is no criminal penalty, as I w aecale id it, if that 
concern does not make it right. If there is a dereliction of duty, 
if there is negligence, there is no penalty non ised; but let 
guns be made at a Government factory, where there will be 

plendid naval officers to supervise it, and what do you have? If 
anything goes wrong, the officer in charge is court-mat 
otherwise punished. 

So we do not have anything go wrong there, Mr. Chairman, but 
we have had things go radically wrong when outs ide individuals 
have undertaken to make our Government armor plat 
they furnished armor plate here that had blowholes in a part of 

t 


matter, when 
rn competed for 


airman. When 


it, but the makers were not punished. We pulled that armor 
plate off the sides of our ships. Nobody was punished, but let a 
man of the Navy be guilty of imposing that sort of work on the 
Government and he is punis — because he is under both 

rules and regulations of the Navy. Hence [ say itis right and 
proper, because of that. and as a matter of economy, that the 


Government of the United States should equip itself with : 
nificent gun factory, and enlarge our powder factory, and build 
our armor-plate factory. [Applause on the Democratic sid 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call fi 


ra vote. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to th 1- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska | Mr. Hircr |. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I call for a division. 

The question being taken, the committee divided, and there 


were—ayes 43, noes 73. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LEGARE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the a 1dment which I 
end to the Clerk’s desk. 


SE 

mm . mm 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fi m § ul 5 
an amendment, which will be read by the ¢ 

The Clerk read as follow S: 

Amend by inserting after line 4, page 30. as follows 

“Navy-yard, Charleston, S.C Machine op for m engineerine.tocom- 
plete, $34,000; power house for steam engineeril _ ry lete, $25.4 stone 
and concrete dry dock, to cor inue $500,000; workshop, to comple 30) 000s 


equipment building, to comple 
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and repair, to complete, $150,000; foundry, for construction and repair, to 
compleie, $5,009; in all, navy-yard, Charleston, S. C., $656,500.” 

EGARE. I offer this amendment, Mr. Chairman, with 
considerable confidence, feeling as I do that the Committee on 
Naval Affairsin ignoring the Charleston Navy-Yard had no inten- 
tion of being unjust or unfair to the people of my district. To 
the contrary, I feel the committee has been actuated only by a 
desire to do that which in its opinion was to the best interests of 
the Government. I shall have no trouble, however, in convinc- 
ing the Members of this House, the gentlemen of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs included, that a great wrong would be perpe- 
trated and a great injustice be done should this bill be passed in 
its present shape and without this amendment, and that not only 
would irreparable injury be wrought to my people, who are a 
part of this great Government, but to the Government itself. 

I say that there has been a mistake or a misunderstanding con- 
cerning this matter, for upon due inquiry and investigation I find 
that in some way the gentlemen in charge of the original bill were 
impressed with the idea, first, that sufficient funds had already 
been appropriated in previous bills to carry on this work, and that 
this would be a new and unnecessary expenditure; second, that 
the Navy Department were not the originators of the plan to build 
a navy-yard at Charleston, had never controlledit, and werein no 
way responsible for its completion or maintenance, and, third, 
that Charleston was not the proper place for a navy-yard anyhow, 
and while it is not my purpose to make a speech in any sense of 
the word, I do wish to as briefly as possible remove this false im- 
pression by simply making a plain, concise explanation of the en- 
tire matter and ask your earnest cooperation in the passage of this 
amendment. Inthe first place, then, sirs, permit me to say to you, 
in explanation of the amounts already appropriated for the yard, 
that the same was made by Congress for specific purposes and is 
for the completion of separate and distinct contracts from those 
mentioned in my amendment. For instance: 

The act of March 3, 1903, made appropriations as follows: 

Px wer house and fuel storage, for construction and repair, to com- 

saint shop, for construction and repair, to complete 

Joiner shop, for construction and repair, to complete 

Machine shop, for steam engineering 60, 000 
Power house, for steam engineering 25, 000 

What I am asking for to-day is an appropriation to continue 
and complete contracts already executed by the Government and 
for which the Government is responsible. I have not taken the 
entire estimate as furnished by the Navy Department. This 
amounts in all to $951,500, and includes a number of estimates 
for new contracts, and in order to meet this situation fairly 
and squarely, I have eliminated each and every new item, and 
stand here to-day asking you for only such amounts as are neces- 
sary to continue and complete work already contracted for. 
These contracts have been executed by our Government, and con- 
tractors from all over the land have moved there with men and 
material and machinery at great expense, and have already com- 
pleted a large part of the work. Unless this appropriation is 
forthcoming, they will be compelled to shut down, because under 
the terms of their contracts they receive a certain percentage of 
their pay as the work progresses. Over $600,000 worth of these 


Mr. 








\Date of com- 
Amount. pletion. 


fF MG NEOER 5 oon ook nisin cad cc dns cunwdsasnwuaceeeasadiene Oe 1 ee 
mandant’s office 33,989.00 | July 19,1904 

g No. 183, equipment building ...-............-. 123,575.00 | June 4,1904 
suilding No. 9, steam-engineering buildings 290,001.00 | Dec. 4,1904 
Machine shop No. 3, for construction and repair ....} 115, 486. 02 | Dec. 31,1904 
Joiner shop, for construction and repair (No. 5) 99, 061. 00 Oct. 29,1904 


You can readily see, therefore, the hardship that would result 
rom your failure to appropriate this money at once. I mean 


1ardship to the contractors and the great number of men em- | 
) 


loyed by them. Already they have been wiring me to know 
vyhat provision has been made in the bill for a continuance of 
their contracts and have begun to shut down work. I wish to 
read the following from one of my home papers: 


TO STOP WORK AT 


SCORED, 


THE NAVY-YARD 
APPROPRIATE 
ONLY TEMPORARY. 

A number of the employees at the Charleston Navy-Yard have received 


lack of funds. 
* ~ * * * Ea * 

The notice of the laying off of the men was received in the past few days. 
The first men to be laid off will be the field force, draftsmen, and inspectors, 
who are directly in the employ of the Government. With no force to give 
the lines and elevations for the building work and no representatives of the 
Government to inspect the progress of the work, it is to be seen that the time 
would not be far distant whan the actual mechanical force would also be 


contracts must be completed before the end of the year, as follows: | 





-MUCH PROGRESS HAS LATELY BEEN | 
AND MATTERS ARE IN EXCELLENT SHAPE—CONGRESS CERTAIN TO | 
AMPLE FUNDS TO CONTINUE, AND SUSPENSION WILL BE | 
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laid off, but aside from the sequence the construction of the buildings wil] ), 
stopped on account of the expenditure of the appropriation. 
* * * * * * + 
The suspension of work for any extended time will prove serious to tha 
large force of employees who have located at the navy-yard, and its effect 
will be felt in the city as well. 


The suspension of work may prove very damaging to the dry dock espo. 
cially which is under construction. ; 


Mr. GROSVENOR,. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

Mr. LEGARE. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Whatis the nature of the work of these 
contracts the gentleman speaks of; what does it relate to? 

Mr. LEGARE. It relates to ‘‘machine shop for steam envi- 
neering,’’ to complete; ‘‘ power house for steam engineering,”’ to 
complete; ‘‘stone and concrete dry dock,’’ to continue, and the 
like. Permit me also to say, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And these contracts were made pursuant 
to statute in force at the time they were made? 

Mr. LEGARE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And now no provision is made in this )ill, 
as I understand, either for the completion of the contracts or set- 

lement with the contractors for any damage? 

Mr. LEGARE. Thatisit. You have stated the case, sir, ex- 
actly as I have endeavored to present it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Iask that the gentleman’s time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from South Caro! 
be extended. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. LEGARE. I thank the gentleman from Illinois. 

So much, then, for the necessity of this appropriation. W) 
of the Navy Department’s responsibility for this navy-yari’ 
On the 25th day of last January the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. 
Moody, made the following statements before the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 


The Navy Department has no responsibility whatever for the Charles- 
ton Navy-Yard. It never recommended it; it never desired it. The es 
mates were made in response to a resolution of the Senate to estimate for 
buildings required for a first-class navy-yard. 

* + eg * * * * 


But the Department has had no control whatever over its establishment, 
over the character of the yard that should be there, how much money + I 
be spent there, what buildings should be put there. The Department hes 
never been consulted. 

Now, it is not my purpose to attack this statement; in fact, | 
hesitate as to whether I should even discuss the same, emanating 
as it did from so high an authority. But, actuated asIam bya 
sense of duty to those whom I represent and holding as I do the 
verified facts in my hand, I must at least be allowed to say that 
the Secretary was mistaken. He says: ‘‘ The Navy Department 
never recommended the Charleston Navy-Yard.’’ I hold in my 
hand a copy of the first letter written upon this subject. It wa 
written by the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks to Mr 


| Moody’s predecessor, Secretary Long. It containsa recommenie- 


tion that the navy-yard be removed from Port Royal to Charles- 
ton. Secretary Long on the same day wrote to the Senate trans- 
mitting this letter and commending the matter to its ‘‘ favorab! 
consideration.”’ 

I wish to read these two letters because it shows absolutely and 
conclusively that the matter originated with the Navy Depuart- 
ment. They are as follows: 


[Letter to Secretary Long.] 


BUREAU OF YARDS AND Docks, NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., May 7, 
Srr: Referring to naval appropriation bill H. R. 10450, reportec to th 
ate on the 3d instant, the Bureau desires to draw attention to the prov 
for public works at the naval station, Port Royal, S. C., page 30, lin 
seq. It will be observed that the bill authorizes the rebuilding in concr 
stone, or both, of the timber dry dock at this station, at a cost of $500,000) 
bill carries for the station the sum of $414,000, $200,000 of which is for 
mencing the work on the dock, and the. balance, $214,000, for other } 
works toward securing an ordinary state of efficiency. The work aut! 
by the bill named involves $300,000 outlay upon the dry dockin excess 


| $200,000 appropriated, making a total of $712,000. 


The dry dock was constructed in 1894-95, at a cost of $449,487.09, and 1! 
has since been expended upon the body of the dock over $25,000 for re} 
Its history from a period even before its completion has been a series 
cidents in the way of failure of portions of the structure, involving the ! 
abutments, and the altar system upon the interior, and it is now ins 
condition that a satisfactory rebuilding in concrete or stone, or both, ! 
sary to render it entirely safe, will involve the expenditure of such a ! 
sum of money as to bring its cost to about $1,000,000. ; 

On June 8), 1899, the value of the real estate and chattels, including 


: : L | dock, at the Port Royal station was estimated at $906,630.75, and the co- 
notice of the proposed suspension of the work next week on account of the | 


repairs during the last fiscal year has been $18,743.63. P 
Juring the year the mayor of the city of Charleston, S. C., suggeste 
propriety of transferring the naval station to that city from Port R 
stating among other things the facilities for transportation to the int 
the proximity of a large commercial city, the convenience of obtaining 
times skilled labor of all classes, an abundance of fresh water, etc., @ 
tages which are lacking at Port Royal. While the transfer would und ; 
edly result in the loss of a great deal of money which has been expended at 
Port Royal, the proposition to expend the appropriations which are ».W 











tion makes the 





present th ie proper time to consider the ques- | 
+ a change, if one is ever to be made. To remain at Port Royal | 
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navy-yard at Charleston. There can be no question, then, a: 
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Just alittle more, and I shall leave the matter for your just and 
conscientious opinion and decision. 

Some few years ago the Government expended a half million 
dollars for a navy-yard at Port Royal. This station has been al- 
most entirely abandoned; in fact, it is utterly useless; and this 
money has been practically wasted. Is it proposed that this new 
enterprise or navy-yard shall likewise be abandoned; and if so, 
why? ? You have some seven navy-yards and stations north of 
Hatteras, and any fair-minded man must realize that sooner or 
later you must establish important naval stations on our southern 
coast, unless you propose to abandon that coast entirely in the 
event of war. 

We are certainly entitled to equal protection with the north- 
er : ports; justice requires it and necessity demands it. TheSouth 

ast becoming the center of the world’s industry. The clouds 

of poet judice and ignorance that have obscured its splendor for 

he past forty years are fast passing away. A northern writer, 
after careful investigation and travel, has said that— 

The South is the bonanza of the future; that all the great and sudden o 
sortunities for wealth, or most of them, have been developed in the North- 

tern Statesand on the Pacific coast, but that hereis a vast country, with the 
mate in the world, with conditions of health absolutely unparalleled, 

StS untouched, with numerous veins of coal and iron that have 

nown anything beyond their original conditions, with a soil that 

r’ ¢ ult vation for ‘little capital can support a tremendous popula- 
conditions in the atmosphere for comfortable living, winter and 

hich exist nowhere else in the country. 

to youfrom the South, sirs, and tell you that this is true; 
Sc ath has more favorable conditions for unlimited activ- 
oe energy and enterprise, and unlimited success than 
ntry on the face of the globe. England, for ex- 
‘the foremost and most successful nations of the 
compelled to rely upon other countries for material for 
1anufactures, for food for her people, and for markets for her 
We of the South are able to feed our own people and 
upply all the wantsof England. We have an unbounded wealth 
in cotton, iron, coal, phosphate, timber, and tobacco, and I ask 
you, sirs, What country of the known world can boast of more 
than four of these? 

he industry, thrift, energy, and w salth of the South have been 
the greatest factors in building up our commerce and converting 
our country into a world power. Have we not the right, then, to 
come to you and ask protection at your hands, you who are the 
dominant faction of this House? 

All the old scars have been effaced; bitterness has passed away. 
We are one people, one great country, and I come to you to-day 
represent ing the people from a section of the country as true and 
+ as yours, and in their behalf I demand of your con- 
sciences and your intelligence that they receive proper representa- 
tion in these matters. 

We have one of the greatest harbors on the Atlantic. 
might search the whole coast and not find a spot so well adapted 
and suitable in every respect for a naval station, situated about 
the middle of the south Atlantic coast, a good harbor of magnifi- 
cent proportions, deep water, and accessible for vessels of the 
largest size and heaviest draft. It is in a sheltered location, con- 
venient for navigation, and also in a favorable position with re- 

pect to the principal lines of defense. It is secure from water 
attack by reason of its position and natural .arroundings; in fact, 
it is absolutely defensible against any enemy. Its land defenses 
on Sullivans Island have been practically completed, and there is 
no fear of destruction or capture, or even material damage, from 
any possible enemy. 

Charleston is 7 or 8 miles from the ocean, and the naval station 
} miles above Charleston, and thus the longest range guns could 

e one of the best lighted and best buoyed harbors in the 

ites, easy of access by night as well as by day. We 

nel 600 feet wide with more than 26 feet of water at 

low r tides there being a rise of 5 feet in the tide, we have 
than 31 feet of water at high tide. Just a few days ago a 

| entered our port in the nighttime with a draft of 26 feet 4 
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The largest war vessels when heavily laden draw only | 


There are no more able and effic ient pilots in this or 
, ry than the members of the Charleston Pilots’ 
much for the water facilities. 


naval-station purposes. Charleston has an energetic, progressive, 
and enterprising population in the neighborhood of 60,000, and 
has as its tributary as magnificent and rich a country as the sun 
ever shoneupon. We have three railroads running into the town 
an abundant supply of lab r,anda healthy climate that is suit- 
for outdoor as well as indoor work. While other navy- 
of the country are frozen over for months at a time, our 
te permits of labor every day in the year. 
furnished a magnificent supply of pure, fresh water for the use of 
this n cones -yard. 

What more can be desired, or asked, or demanded? 
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hesitate, sirs, to stand here and say to you we have a port suit. 
able in every possible way for this work—yea, a port preeminen n 

not only in the South, but along the entire Atlantic and Gy) 
coasts, and I appeal to your sense of justice and right when I ask 
that you permit the Government of the United States to comply 
with its solemn compact with the contractors in charge of ¢});; 
work and with the people of this port by voting for my amend 
ment. [Loud applause. } 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state the facts in ref 
ence to this matter, and it is my intention to give the facts ay, 
reasons why the committee did not see fit to put any appropri 
tion in this bill. I may say that I think the committee wer 
unanimous in regard toit. I know this, that the motion did yo} 
come from this side of the committee. 

Mr. LEGARE. Will the gentleman yield to an interrupt ion’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentlen 
from South Carolina? 

Mr. FOSS. Ido. 

Mr. LEGARE. The gentleman says that the motion did n 
come from his side of the House. Thatistrue. But the mem 
ber of the committee, the gentleman from Iowa, who did ma 
the motion, being away, I wired him and have his telegrain 
reply, saying that if the rest of the committee would concur. 
would raise no objection to my amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, this was the situation be! 
the committee. The House has never made an appropriation { 
this yard. It was put on in the Senate, and the appropriations | 
this yard have always been made in the Senate. It has been 1 
garded as a kind of Senatorial oe sition. Now, we have a} 
priated for this yard to date $1,363,300. That much mon 
have appropriated for the Charleston yard—$1 363.300, and } 
only that, but when we transferred the yard from Port Royal t 
Charleston we reappropriated all the money that was left u 
pended at the Port Royal yard, which, according to the state 
of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, so the clerk tel 
amounted to $340,103, making, then, the total appropriatior ms { 
are available for this yard in round numbers a little over $1. 
000. Now, let me see how much work has been done. Th: 
the amounts of work wholly completed: Drainage system, : 
957.95; one officers’ quarters, $7,463; railroad system, $30,2s' 
wharf, $33,504; making, in all,a total amount of $83,222 on y 
wholly completed. 

Now, the amount of money actually paid out, including t! 
works and also the price of the land, amounts to $264,422.24 
that we have, after paying for the works completed and the | 
of the land, in the neighborhood, roundly, of about $1,450,' 


| appropriations already made which are to be expended for \ 


already authorized. Now, what is the total amount of wor! 
ready authorized which has not yet been completed? Th: 
amount under contract and under construction is $1,385,361 
that is to say, according to this statement which I have f 
Admiral Endicott, we have already appropriated oe m 
to pay for all the work which is under contract to-day, but 1 
of the work authorized. Now, Mr. Chairman, you and 
and the Members of this House know, that we can only do : 
so much every year. Itstruck the committee that we had al: 
appropriated 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman h 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, 
may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks 1 
mous consent that he be granted five minutes more. Is ther 
jection? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. Itstruck the committee that we had m« mey en 
appropriated to carry on the work of this yard for the co! 
fiscal year. We are appropriating only for this next fivcal ) 
we are not appropriating for the following fiscal year. Ww 8 
be back here in a few months and make the necessary ap} 
tions for the coming year. Now,i have no disposition in a 
way to cut down this yard at all. It has been authorized by ‘ 
gress, but it seems to the committee, and the committee \ 


se arnired 
3 Expire 


I ask unanimous consent 


| unanimous upon it, that we ought not to appropriate any 1) 
| at this time. 


Now, I will make that statement about it and | 


; | it to the committee entirely to settle the question. 
1d facilities are equally as convenient and adaptable for | 


Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman,I move to st! 
out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina m 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. It seems to me that sin 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs has left this ma' 
with the Committee of the Whole, which has charge of it ps yw, 


| should not hesitate to adopt this amendment. as the plai 
And we have | 


stated by the gentleman from South C arolina [Mr. LEGARE 1 I 
convince everybody that we ought to put in this appropr - c ni 
the Charleston Navy-Yard. The gentleman from Ohio | M 

VENOR] in asking the gentleman from South Carolina sino or th 
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questions made plain the situation of this yard. He made it plain 
¢hat these contracts are authorized by law; that they were en- 
tored into by authority of Congress. Although this yard may 
h: ve been considered a Senatorial proposition, the gentleman 
evidently meaning by that that it originated in the Senate, which 
:< true, yet it is now a proposition of the people of the United 
States. It matters not whether the original act creating the 
Charleston Navy-Yard originated in this body or at the other end 
of the Capitol, it is now our proposition. 

’ Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentleman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MUDD. I ask for information because I did not happen 
to be at the hearing when this matter was considered. The gen- 
tleman from Mllinois, the chairman of the committee, I under- 
stood, stated that we had appropriated sufficient money for all 
the contracts that have been entered into. I would like to know 
what is the understanding of the gentleman from North Carolina 
as to that? 

Mr, WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. My understanding is the 
money has not been appropriated to complete all the contracts 
that have been entered into. 

Mr. MUDD. I understood that; that is a matter I would like 
to have some light upon. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Now, I may be in error upon 
that. but such is my understanding. 

Mr. FOSS. The fact, as I have stated it, is that we have 
already appropriated enough money to complete the works which 
have already been contracted for. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Take the dry dock. 

Mr. FOSS. Notincluding the dry dock, because the gentleman 
knows that construction runs along for a number of years. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. That is exactly it. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Maryland? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Yes. 

Mr. MUDD. The question is, Have we appropriated money 
enough for the next fiscal year? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. My understanding is that we 
have not. I have not the Department's statement at hand. but 
there are other projects there already authorized by law for which 
there has been no appropriation. As I understand the position 
of the gentleman from Illinois, he is willing for this matter to be 
covsidered now without prejudice. The fact that it has been 
omitted from the bill he does not desire to count against this 

rop sition. 
’ Mr. LEGARE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Yes. 

Mr. LEGARE. I stated, which the gentleman perhaps did not 
hear, that I went to Admiral Endicott’s office yesterday morning, 
and included in this amendment only such matters as have already 
been contracted for and for which he said there was not sufficient 
—_ y to carry on the work, contracts that are to be completed 
this year. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. And from the gentleman’s 
statement [understood the Admiral was recommending only such 
matters as could not conveniently be avoided. It is true we have 
heretofore appropriated nearly one and three-quarter millions of 
dollars for that navy-yard, but everybody in the House knows 
that you can not make a navy-yard with $2,000,000. It has been 
Stated here to-day that the Brooklyn Navy-Yard represents an 
investment of $19,000,000. The Norfolk yard represents many 
millions, the Boston Navy-Yard many millions, the Portsmouth 
(N. H.) Navy-Yard many millions, the Mare Island yard many 
millions. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Yes. 

_ Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman state what 
the depth of water is at Charleston? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Yes; but let me say to the 
g utleman that when we have spent as much money there as we 
have in the Delaware River we will have as great a depth of water 
at Charleston as we now have at League Island. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Grosvenor). The time of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina and the time of the gentleman from 
South Carolina has expired. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that I may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that he may proceed for five minutes more, 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 





Will the gentleman allow me 
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Mr. LEGARE. May I interrupt the gentleman? 
Mr. WiLLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield te the 
gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. LEGARE. Mr. Chairman, the depth of water on Charles- 
ton bar is 31 feet and a little over at high tide and 26 feet and a 
little more at low tide. Only last week a vessel came into port in 
distress in the night time drawing 26 feet 4 inches of water. The 
heaviest draft war vessel when loaded only draws 27 feet of water. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, Ithankthe gen- 
tleman from South Carolina for that information. I did not have 
it. I am not an expert on harbors. I believe that this amend- 
ment is a fair and just proposition. 

We all realize that it must be appropriated some time, and 
why not in such a manner as not to discontinue the progress of 
the work that is now contracted for? We do not hesitate to ap- 
propriate for Boston, for Portsmouth, N. H., for Brooklyn, N. Y., 
for coaling stations in different parts of the country, the training 
station at Rhode Island, the navy-yard at Mare Island; and why 
should this proposition be made an exception? 

I am in favor of economy, yet I believe this proposition will 
appeal to the reason of every gentleman here. As I have said, I 
do not understand the chairman of the Naval Committee him- 
self to be opposed to this proposition; he is willing to submit it 
to the House without prejudice. I heartily favor the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, chairman of the committee, said that the 
provision for the Charleston yard was left out by practically 
unanimous consent, I would like to make a statement about this 
particular item. The proposition for the Charleston Navy-Yard 
has never been very popular with the House Naval Committee be- 
cause of the statement made before that committee that there 
was not sufficient depth of water there to justify a navy-yard, but 
from the statement now made by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. LEGARE] that information seems not to be correct and 
that there are deep-water facilities at that place. 

The Members not on the conference committee were, perhaps, 
influenced in our position by some statements of those who were 
in conference in dealing with the Senate on this proposition. The 
Charleston Navy-Yard did not originate with the House commit- 
tee, but on the Senate side, and when our conferees came back 
and reported that they had provided for the Charleston Navy- 
Yard and were asked why, they replied the proposition was forced 
upon them. 

We had sympathy for them and were willing to stand by them 
temporarily. But, as the time for conference again apprcaches, 
I believe it would be as well for us t> save them the trouble of 
having the proposition pitched down their throats again. In ad- 
dition to that, as suggested by a gentleman near me, it might 
be as well for us to assert ths right of the House. I want to say 
in all frankness to the membership of this House that I think the 
proposition has gone so far that we can not stop it now and say 
that that yard shall be abandened. 

I will say that in my judgment there are too many yards on 
the Atlantic coast. We have them from New Orleans to Ports- 
mouth, N. H.; not at every few miles of the coast, but too close 
together to answer the needs of the Government; but I think that 
before we undertake to abandon any one yard the whole system 
ought to be considered. Weought to take the whole subject into 
consideration, from Portsmouth to New Orleans, and decide what 
yards, if any. should be abandoned. I do not believe that 
Naval Committee will feel that it has been turned down if this 
proposition is inserted. I believe that committee recognizes that 
the proposition will have to go in the bill, and it is well to receive 
it now. 

We can consider hereafter what yards should be abandoned. 
We have two yards on the New Engiand coast within 50 miles of 

sach other, carrying millions of dollars annually, conceded by 
every member of the House committee that one or the other 
ought to be abandoned and the property sold; yet there has been 
no action taken to carry that out. Under the circumstances I 
shall vote for the proposition of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. LEGARE]. I believe it is wise to make the provision 


and put it in this bill. I notice that in the amendment which 
brings in here and has offered he provides for aless sum than tI 


recommended by the Secretary of the Navy. Every item v 
he offers in his amendment has been recommended by the S 
tary of the Navy in the estimates which he sent to the I 


fon 


committee, and there can be no danger in adopting thea i- 

ment of the gentleman from South Carolina. [Applau 
TheCHAIRMAN. The debate on this proposition is exhausted. 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move to 


strike out the last two words. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
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LLL ee an 


man from South Carolina [Mr. LEGARE] tells us that there are 
contracts in existence on which the contractors can sue in the 
Court of Ciaims, there recovering their money in case we do not 
adopt his amendment. If that statement is correct, obviously 
there is no reason for this economy. There is no economy in it, 
if the gentleman from South Carolina is correct. On the other 


hand, the chairman of the committee [Mr. Foss] says that a suf- 
ficient sum has alread 


Vv 
1 
<A 


been appropriated to take care of all im- 
provements contracted for. In return, the gentleman from South 
Carolina adduces evidence from Admiral Endicott to show that 


his original statement was correct, and that sufficient money has | 


not been appropriated and that, therefore, these contractors can 
sue in the Court of Claims and can recover there. Now 
like to ask the 
of the gen 


chairman of the committee if, after the statement 
leman from South Carolina, he is still satisfied that 
sufficient money has been appropriated to cover these items and 
that, therefore, it will be impossible for those contractors to re- 
cover in the Court of Claims? Obviously, it is not worth while 
for this House to omit an item from this appropriation bill, if 
there is no economy in such a course. 

Mr. FOSS. 
thought there was a sufficient amount of money already appro- 
priated, 
day or so, that is something I do not know anything about, but, 
of course, gentlemen, it is simply a question. You car 
ate the money this year or you can appropriate it next. 
build just as fast as you like in building up a navy-yard. You 
can build it all in one year or all in two years. I have no doubt, 
I wil! say to my friend the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 


LEGARE|, that the appropriation will be made next year if it is | 


not made this year, but all we want to do is to appropriate just 
that measure of money which is necessary each year. I am not 


going to say it is not so, but it is barely possible that we do need | 


a little more appropriation for that dry dock. I do not know 
just when the payments are to be made, but I do think that of 
those items which the gentleman has put in here the item for 
carrying on the work of the dry dock is the most important. I 
think that is $300,000. 

Now, I want to be perfectly fair and square with the gentle- 
man. Weare not trying to cut out this yard, or anything of that 
sort. We recognize the supreme power of Congress. Congress 
has established this yard. Of course it was initiated over in the 
Senate, but the House agreed to it on its conference report, and 
there is no disposition in any way to cut down this yard, but to 
give only that measure of appropriation which is necessary to 
builditup. Consequently I have made the statement that I have 
in all fairness to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Le- 


any prejudice one way or the other, and if you see fit to put in 
the appropriation, why, that is your action and not mine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from South Carolina. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval station, Guantanamo, Cuba: Dry dock, $200,000; dredging at Toro 
Key, $40,000; sea wall at Toro Key, $75,000; reservoir and water system, 
$5°.000; clearing and grading, $20,000; in all, $385,000. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the paragraph 
just read by striking out, in the first lime, the word ‘‘ naval” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ coaling.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, if this amendment should prevail, I will follow 
it with an amendment to strike out the provision for the dry doek 
and for the dredging at that place. As I view it, all that this 
country needs at Guantanamo, Cuba, is a coaling station. I do 
not believe there is any necessity for establishing at that point a 


naval station, which would mean that every bureau would have | going to establish any great naval station there. 


its plant there, and that this station would be maintained at a 
great annual expenditure. 

[t is well known that we have turned over this island to the 
people of Cuba. We have naval stations at three or four points 


utterly useless for us to establish a great naval station upon the 
coast of Cuba, only a short distance away. 
coaling station there. 
But there is a vast difference when we come to consider the cost 


at Guantanamo, it should be limited to that. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Navy. in his 
hearing before the committee, used, in regard to Guantanamo 
and also Olongapo, this language: 


n nal importance of these two stations. I think I would rather see every 
RI ypriation for public works in the bill go out than to fail on those two 
stations 


a part of the military appropriation bill for the fiscal year ending 


Mr. Chairman, that was my statement—that I | 
7 





| station at this very point, Guantanamo. 
GARE], and in all fairness to the Members of this House, withont | 








( 
|< 
} & 


We ought to have a | 
We coaled there during the war with Spain. | 


June 30, 1902, we entered into certain agreements with Cuba. I 
read from article 7 of that agreement: 

That to enable the United States to maintain the independenceof Cu} 
to protect the people thereof, as well as for its own defense, the Govern: ient 
of Cuba will sell or lease to the United States land necessary for coaling i? 
naval stations at certain specified points to be agreed upon with the | resi- 
dent of the United States. 

In pursuance of that resolution, known as the “ Platt rosoly. 
tion,” the President of the United States made an agreement \7ith 
the President of Cuba,a copy of which I have here, in which two 
coaling or naval stations were set out, one at Guantanamo, on 


A and 


| the southern coast of Cuba, and the other on the northern ea: 
, I should | 


at Olongapo. It is not proposed to do anything toward the de. 
velopment of the latter, but it is proposed in this bill to start iy 
gradually for the development of a small naval base at Guanta- 
namo. 

Last year we made an appropriation in the naval appropriation 
bill of $100,000 toward the development of that station. This year 
there was carried in the deficiency bill an appropriation of $200) 000 
for the same object. In the present bill we propose a modest ap- 
propriation of about $350,000. It is necessary and important that 


| we should have a station at Guantanamo, on the south side of 
Now, if the contracts have been assigned in the last | 


Cuba. We have a beautiful harbor there. It has been my p! 


| ure to visit it, and there can not be a better location for our pays] 
appropri- | 
You can | 


station—to defend our interests in the West Indies and at :he 
same time to be a defense to the Panama Canal, which we are 
going to build, and right away, too. Not only that, but also a 
defense tothe Monroedoctrine. Thereis no better location, there is 
10 more important strategic point than right there at Guantanamo, 
it is not proposed by the committee to build up a great naval 
station, but simply a small station where we can make a few | 
essary repairs—dock our ships and serape off the barnacles, and 
preserve them in that way instead of bringing them home. 

Now, in view of the earnest recommendation of the Secretary 
of the Navy and the Department, I ask this committee to vote 
down the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend by striking out the last word. I think that the vote upon 
this item will be a test vote as to whether we shall have simply a 
proper coaling station at this point or whether we shall have a 
naval station. As I discussed th's proposition at some lengt!: yes- 
terday, I do not wish to occupy much time now. 

Gentlemen will recall that in another part of this bill—on page 
15, I believe—there is an item of $600,000 to be used for coalin 
stations, a part of which—how much I do not know, perhaps «ll, 
but certainly a portion of it—to be used in establishing a coaling 

Therefore we have a 
proper coaling station at that point already provided for, and it 
is unnecessary to retain this item in the bill if all we want there 
is a coaling station. Guantanamo is 40 miles east of Santiagy. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does not the gentleman b 
that our failure to make this appropriation would be construe: as 
a relinquishment of our right there? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I donot thinkit would be con- 
strued as a relinquishment of our right to establish a coaling sta- 
tion there. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. It would amount to a relinquish- 
ment of our right to establish a naval base there. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Under the treaty. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Surely I have already stated 


| that it would be a relinquishment of our purpose to establish 
| great naval station there, but it would not be relinquishing 


right to establish a proper coaling station there or any other r 
we have. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Ido not understand that we 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Well, I do. The zentlon 
loes not understand the proposition in full,in my judgment 
Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Moody, stated befere the comn 


' A ‘ LS | that the total cost of this establishment, according to the pr 
upon the South Atlantic coast; and it does seem to me to be | plan, was estimated to be $12,083,965.40. Does not the gent 


from Michigan think that $12,000,000 would establish a 41 
naval station there? 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That may be the outside li 


. = rence | : OSt | but this present appropriaticn does not contemplate any \ 
of establishing and maintaining a naval station and a coaling | 


station, and if, as I think, a coaling station is all that is required | 


large expenditure. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. As I remarked yesterday. 


| would commit us to that proposition, and while the country | 


not understand it, while you will only be appropriating 


| in this item, it will commit you toa final appropriation excee« 


: ; | $12,000,000, according to present estimates. 
want to say in the beginning that no words of mine can overestimate the | 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And if you do not make this 
propriation, in my judgment, it will be construed as a reling" 


us. | ment of our rights under the treaty, and an abandonment 0! | 
Under the Platt resolution, which, as gentlemen will recall, was | 


purpose and intention of the Platt amendment, by virtue of wh 
we acquired valuable rights in Cuba. 
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Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Then the gentleman has not 
read the former part of the bill, and he has not read the hearings; 
hecause, as 1 have stated, the $600,000 item on page 15 is stated 
by the chairman of this committee, in his report, to go in part, if 
not altogether, toward the establishment of a coaling station at 
this very place. Striking this item out will be an abandonment 
of no right we have in Cuba. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
league allow a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. AsIT have already stated, Mr. 
Chairman, certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
will compel the Secretary of the Navy to establish a coal heap at 

juantanamo? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Nothing in the world except 
that honest, good faith that ought to actuate the conduct of every 


Mr. Chairman, will my col- 


one in reference to an appropriation granted for an express pur- | 


pose. The hearings show it, the report shows it, everything shows 


it: and if the Secretary did not establish a coaling station there | 


under the $600,000 appropriation elsewhere authorized, he would 
not act in good faith to the American people. And so, as I said, 
the question upon that item is whether you will have a coaling 
station there, or whether you will have a larger and a greater 
hing, a naval station there. In my judgment the necessities of 
the United States do not warrant the latter. 


We have a naval station at Pensacola, we have a naval station | 
at New Orleans, we have a naval station at Key West, and one at | 


Charleston; and, in my judgment, another great naval station in 
that part of the world is not required by the necessities of the 
country. If you establish a great naval station there, it will mean 
a large permanent annual appropriation for its maintenance. If 
you want to limit it to a mere coaling station, strike out this item; 
but if in your judgment it is best for the interests of the country, 
all things considered, to establish a great naval station there, then 
retain it. This estimate of $12,000,000 is the present estimate. 
In my judgment, if you start to develop a great naval station 


there you will never develop it at an expense of only $12,000,000, | 


but suspect it will cost vastly more than that. For these reasons 
I support the proposition of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
RIxry]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The pro forma amendment will be consid- 
ered as withdrawn. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rixry]. 


The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. | 


Nxky) there were—ayes 58, noes 87. 
Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Naval station, Olongapo, P. I.: To complete survey of reservation, $20,000; 


for repairing buildings erected by the Spaniards for temporary use as shops, 
storehouses, offices, and so forth, $25,000; toward building 1,750 feet of quay 
wall, at $144 per foot (one-fourth), $63,000; commandant’s quarters, $9,000; 
three officers’ quarters, $18,000; toward constructing marine barracks and 
outbuildings, $50,000; marine officers’ quarters, $6,000; dredging entrance ta 
basin—channel 400 by 35 feet deep, about 25,000 cubic yards, at 30 cents, $7,500; 
dredging in basin in front of qua 
floating dock, $48,000; water supply from —_ springs (capacity 50,000 
gallons in ten hours), 11,000 feet 4-inch galvanized-iron pipe, 47} cents per foot, 
: ; Valves and fittings, $250; freight and transportation, $720; distribution 
in the yard, $1,500; laying pipes, $3,200; temporary reservoir, 40 by 40 by 10 
feet, capacity 100,000 gallons, $5,000; one pier for use in landing and receiving 
stores for immediate use, $100,000; toward coaling plant, $500,000; in all, $862,395. 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
the whole of this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves to 
strike out the entire paragraph. 


* 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 


A JONES of Virginia addressed the committee. 
penix, 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. Chairman, I have not worried the 
House with my ideas upon any part of the naval bill, but the dis- 
cussion has now come to a point where it seems to me that I may 
with propriety express my views. All the objections made upon 
the other side to the provisions in this naval bill seem to turn 
upon two points: First, that the bill is a very extravagant bill; 
second, that it isa bill which departs from the traditional policies 
of the Government and is to be used to build up anavy to threaten 
somebody, and toembroil this nation in trouble with foreign pow- 
ers. Mr, Chairman, both of those propositions are as remote from 
the truth as they well could be. The distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Burton] yesterday arose in this body and stated 
that he was opposed to this bill because he believed it— 
to be a departure from the fundamental principles and policies which are 


alike the bulwark and the honor of this Republic. It involves great extrava- 
gance; but that is, after all, a minor consideration, 


See Ap- 


What is there in this bill that | 


walls, 160,000 cubic yards, at 30 cents, for | 


He then goes on and says: 

We can in no way illustrate the growth of our nayal establishment so well 
as by referring to certain figures. 

Then he refers to figures, and says that the expense to this coun- 
try on account of the maintenance of the American Navy has 
increased to a proportion where it ought to be stopped, and to an 
unreasonable degree. Now, what are the facts about that? 
Everybody knows that the expenses of this Government are in- 
creasing in every department. They are legitimately increasing, 
and they will continue to legitimately increase, and they should. 
This country is no longer acountry of small things. The amounts 
in the naval bill have increased, but has the ratio between these 
amounts and the value of the property of the country to be de- 
fended increased? No; it has decreased, and that is the point 
that determines whether the expenditure is extravagant or not. 

Let me call the attention of the committee to the report of the 
| Secretary of the Navy for the present year. There at the bottom 
of page 32 of the Secretary’s report is a tabulated statement show- 
ing that from 1801 to 1810, when the Government had just emerged 
from the domination of Great Britain and was in its swaddling 
clothes, the expenditures for naval purposes were 1} mills on the 
| dollar of the property of the United States. Fromm 1811 to 1820 
they were 2} mills on the dollar of the property of the United 
| States. From 1820 to 1830 they werelimills. From i830 to 1840 
| they were 14 mills, and so on; and the average for the whole cen- 

tury, from 1800 to 1900, was 1} mills on the dollar of the property 
of thiscountry. The present bill necessitates only eighty-five one- 
| hundredths of 1 mill upon the property of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut has expired. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous 
consent that my colleague may be allowed to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. Chairman, I shall not take over ten 
minutes. 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks that 
his time be extended ten minutes. Is there objection? [After a 


pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, may I ask 
4+ question? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I prefer not to be interrupted, as I have 
only ten minutes.’ Now, Mr. Chairman, it appears that the naval 
expenditures carried by this bill are now only about three-quar- 


the gentleman 


| ters of a mill on the dollar of the property of this country. And 
| yet the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WimuramM W. 


KITCHIN] stood up here yesterday and said it involved the taxing 

of $7 upon every family in the country. Nothing could be far- 
| ther from the facts than that. I want to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton], who claims that the in- 
crease of the American Navy is a departure from the fundamental 
and traditional policies of the Government, to the message of 
President Monroe in 1824, who said, speaking of the Navy: 

The Navy is the arm from which our Government will always derive most 
aidin the support ofour * * * rights. Every power engaged in wat ll 
| know the strength of our naval power, the number of our ships of each c! 

their condition, and the promptitude with which we may bring 
service, and will pay due csnaileention to that argument. 

Now, he knew what counts in time of trouble with foreign 
powers. President Monroe was not in favor of the Quaker policy 
of disarming because we had a high moral sentiment in this 
country, relying upon the same to exist in the Orient andin other 
countries of the world, and you gentlemen know it. 

Why do you not join with us and build up the American Navy? 
I apprehend there will be no dissensions upon this side of the 
| Chamber upon that question. We areinthe majority, Mr. Chair- 
|man. Wehave installeda Republican Executive and a Republican 

Secretary of the Navy. They recommend to us these appropria- 
tions. The President of the United States says in his annual mes- 
sage to this session of Congress: 


wil 
ass, 
nt 


them ito 


I heartily congratulate the Congress upon the steady progress in building 
up the American Navy. Wecan not afford a let-up in this great work. To 
stand still means to go back. There should be no cessation in adding to the 
effective units of the fighting strength of the fleet. Meanwhile the N 


| Department and the officers of the Navy are doing well their part 
| ing constant service at sea under conditions akin to those tr 
| 

} 

| 





or a 
Our officers and enlisted men are learning to handle the batt! 
ers, and torpedo boats with high efficiency in fleet and squ 





It idron f rm: tions, 
and the standard of marksmanship is being steadily raised. The best work 
ashore is indispensable, but the highest duty of a naval officer is to exercise 
command at sea. 


The establishment of a naval base in the Philippines ought not to be longer 


yonteceee. Such a base is desirable in time of peace; in time of war it would 
| be indispensable, and its lack would beruinous. Without it our fleet y i 
be helpless. Our naval experts are agreed that Subig Bay is the prope: ) 
| for the purpose. The national interests require that the work of fortifica- 


| tion and development of a naval station at Subig Bay be begun atane 
| date, for under the best conditions it is a work which will con 


f ume much 
time. 
, Mr. Chairman, personally I regard this as the most im- 
Now, Mr. Chairma r lly I 1 th tl t 
portant feature of the whole bill. It makes no difference what 


the future policy of the United States shall be with relation to 
the holding of the Philippine Islands under this, that, or the other 
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form of government. We need a naval station there if we hold 
them, and we need it more if we let them go. In any case we 
need a dry dock there. I think gentlemen will agree with me, 
even the gentlemen who in one breath sound their deep affection 
for the American Navy and in the next vote against the appro- 
priations for its support. 


I think even they will agree with us on this side that it is hardly | 
a courageous or politic thing to do to send our blue jackets 8,000 | 
miles from home over into the Philippine Islands, aboard our ships | 
and under our flag, and then to say: “If you get hit, if your boat | 


There is no dry dock | the Naval Committee, to abandon the station at Cavite for w! 


gets punctured below the water line, sink. 
for repairs.”” And what good is a dry dock unless it is fortified 
and protected? Is that a patriotic policy? What is the price of 
a dry dock? This dry dock will probably cost a million and a 
quarter of dollars. A single battle ship costs $7,000,000 dollars, 
and this dock may save a whole fleet in time of war. It is prac- 
tically constructed now. 
we are prepared to defend it. We need a fortified base. We 
have got to haveit. The joint board have recommended it, and 
in that connection I desire to read a portion of the report of the 
joint board, signed by Admiral Dewey, to this House. 
Dewey says: 


The Secretary of the Navy in his annual report has given the reasons in 
favor of establishing the principal naval station of the Philippines in Subig 
Bay. In his words, “It would seem as if this body of opinion ought to be 
deemed conclusive. I know of no other military question upon which such 
unanimity exists.’ The decision of the Goverpment, then, needing only the 
appropriation by Congress to give it effect, to establish a naval base in Subig 
Bay may be re garded as fixed. The Navy Department has already in view 
the deposit of a large store of coal at Olongapo—the site chosen for the naval 
station in Subig Bay—and the floating dry dock authorized by Congress at a 
cost (including transportation) of about a million and a quarter dollars is 
destined for the same place. Obviously such resources, unprotected by for- 
tifications, would be at the mercy of the enemy, or—only less disastrous con- 
sequence 
hindering instead of promoting its activity 

The joint board is unanimously of the opinion-— 

(1) That without a fortified naval base in the Philippines the Asiatic fleet 
can not keep open the lines of communication for supplies from the United 


States, or between the army posts within the Philippines, without which | 
not hold command of 


supplies the military forces of the United States coul 
the islands. 

2) That Manila is not, but that Subig Bay is, suited for a naval base and 
station, and of all harbors in the archipelago it is the best for the purpose. 


3) That the fortification of Subig Bay is essential to the security of a naval 


station located there. 

(4) That a fortified naval base at Subig Bay will contribute materially to 
the defense of Manila Bay. 

The Secretary of War in his annual report calls attention to “ the neces- 
sity of co structing defenses for our insular possessions,” and names Subig 
Bay and Manila Bay among other places for which “ projects for defense * * * 
have been madeé and approved, and estimates for the necessary construction 
have been transmitted to Congress;’’ and adds, “there ought to be no delay 
in putting a!l of these points in such a condition that at least they will not be 
defenseless against any sudden foray by a single lightly armed cruiser.” 


Now, what is the objection to fortifying a naval base? Is it 


desirable to heap up stores of coal, of provisions, of ammunition, | 
8,000 miles from home and then abandon them for the aid and 


comfort of the enemy? Is that good military strategy? The gen- 


tlemen have submitted their issues of **imper’alism ’’ and “‘ mili- | 


tarism ”’ and all that sort of rot to the American people. 
ment has been rendered. 
of the Philippine Islands, she will go out of the front door with 
the flag flying. [Applause.]| Mr. Chairman, I trust the proposi- 


Judg- 


tion of the gentleman from Virginia to strike this appropriation | 


from the bill will be defeated. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
liamentary inquiry. 


The CHAIRMAN. The debate on this question is exhausted. | 


The gentleman will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is it in order for me to resort 
to the usual subterfuge of moving to strike out the last word? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisin order. The Chair will entertain a 
motion of that kind. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Then I make the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
ognized. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I understand that the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Jonrs] made the statement that in the 
last bill that passed this House, known as the “* urgent deficiency 
bill,’’ there was an appropriation for a naval station at Manila. 
Am I right? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. For extending the construction and 
repair shops at the naval station at Manila. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Did the gentleman state the 
amount? 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
propriation. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 


I did not. 


In this bill there is the stu- 


pendous appropria‘ion of twenty-eight hundred dollars for the | 


purpose of putting a roof on a joiner shop at Cavite. This House 
agreed—— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| gentleman once. 


| terrupt me at least once. 


| addition to the one in the urgent deficiency bill? @ 
| intention of the Government, of the Navy Department, to aban- 


There is no use taking it there unless | 





would enforce the presence of the fleet to defend them, thereby 


Whenever the United States goes out | 


Mr. Chairman, I rise to a par- | 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania is rec- | 


I said there was an ap- | 
| tleman how the Navy Department can carry it to Olonga) 


9 
“mV, 


FEBRUARY 


— 


Mr. JONES of Virginia rose. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I decline. I submitted to th, 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. But I permitted the gentleman to jp. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Very well. I beg the pardon 
of the gentleman from Virginia, and I will cheerfully answer his 
question. 
Mr. JONES of Virginia. I want to ask the gentleman if it js 
the purpose of the Navy Department, as stated in the report of 


we have appropriated in a former naval bill a large sum, and 
which we make two other appropriations in this naval bil] 
Task if iti 


don that property there? 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, itis a pk 
to answer the gentleman’s question. I know nothing wha 


| of the intention of the Administration or of the Department 
| cept as it is made manifest in the hearings before the commit! 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. That is the statement in your rep 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I understand it to be t! 


| tention of the Department to abandon Cavite for two re: 


First, Cavite can not be successfully fortified; and second. 

is not a sufficient depth of water at that point to enable us to fi 

our great ships—two insurmountable objections. I am info 

that it appeared in the hearings—a fact that I had forgoi' 

that a battle ship can not float within 2 miles of the naval s‘ 

at Cavite. Furthermore, let me inform the gentleman from \ 

ginia that even the Spaniards, years before we met them at 

nila Bay, had concluded to abandon that station for the very 

reasons that I have already given. c 
Mr. JONES of Virginia. Will the gentleman permit on 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Then I ask why it was that the Nay 
Committee, of which the gentleman was a member in the | 
Congress 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Appropriated $349,000 for the 
lishment of a naval station at a point where a man-of-war ci 
go within 2 miles of it. [Applause on the Democratic sid 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, it is a fu 
pleasure to answer that question. We live from day to 
There is no naval station at Olongapo at which a ship can l« 
paired at this time. It is actually necessary, absolutely 1 
sary, that there should be repairs made upon our ships e 


| question? 


| these days of peace, and therefore the Appropriation Comuiittes 


made them, I assume, for temporary purposes only. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. The gentleman knows that we | 
just passed an item in this bill which appropriates $725 ,00 
dry dock at Cavite. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pen 
vania has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania have his time extended for five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks un 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from’ Penns) 
may be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I would like to answer th 
question of the gentleman from Virginia. The gentleman 
two ears with which he can hear, and I will ask if he did not he 
the chairman of the committee say, for he said it plainly au 
assume the gentleman has been listening, that it is the int 
of the Department to take that dry dock up to Subig Bay, 301 
away. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. One word just there. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Wait one minute, please 

The appropriation having originally been made for a dry d 
at Cavite we continued the appropriation for this year for ' 
dry dock at Cavite—simply a name: nothing more. It is a {! 
ing dry dock; it can be dragged from place to place. It will ! 
to be dragged from the point where it now is in Maryland ac! 
the Atlantic, through the canal, around to Manila. If it cu 
dragged that far successfully, it can be dragged a few miles {ar 


| ther to Subig Bay. 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. That is very true; but the law | 
vides that this dry dock shall be at Cavite. Now, I ask the 


Subig Bay when the law which provides for its construction } 

vides expressly that it shall be at Cavite in Manila Bay. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I did not hear 

all the gentleman hassaid; but I assume he objects to the charactct 
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of the appropriation because of the language in which it is made. 
rye that the appropriation is for a dry dock at Cavite. 
theless, this House has the power to direct otherwise. 

; nothing in the statute that will compel this dry dock to 
ae ted at that particular point any more than a battle ship. 
1} simply the name of the dry dock. It is sonamed because 
intended to go into the Philippines, and when we made the 
¢ ypropriation for this floating dry dock it was not known 
4] -o should go to Subig Bay for a naval station. Everybody 
range in the Philippines. The Department had sent its 

erts there for the purpose of ascertaining the best possi- 

t. with reference to the condition of the water and the 

lings, for the construction of a great naval station, and 

hat conelusion could be reached we made the appropria- 
r Cavite, the station which seemed then most available for 
he purposes of our Navy. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Is the gentleman aware that the re- 
port of hisown committee on page 8 states that this naval station 

ich we have already established isin Subig Bay, in the Philip- 
ne Islands, when as a matter of fact it is in Manila Bay? 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. If Ican have one minute to 
mveelf I should like to have it. If the gentleman will excuse me, 
t care about talking in concert any longer. 
It has been coneluded by the wisest men we have, the men who 
sail our ships and look after our naval programme, that the best 
place for a naval station in the Philippines is at Subig Bay. Fur- 
thermore, it has been determined by them as well as by the mili- 
{ ificers of the Army that it is impossible to fortify Manila 
Bay. The harbor there has a mouth 4or5 miles wide, Along 
one side of this harbor is water of sufficient depth to enable 
great ships to sail close to the land. Consequently the guns de- 
fending this harbor, the ordnance in the fortifications, would be 
about 4 or 5 miles from the attacking ships; and, as Admiral 
Dewey said, the enemy could not be reached with certainty. 

On the other side it is not possible to fortify by reason of the 
character of the land. Therefore, it has been concluded that we 
ought to abandon Cavite before more money isspent at that point 
and locate ourselves for all future time at Olongapo, on Subig 
Bay. The harbor there has a magnificent depth of water. Ships 
be taken directly to the land. Furthermore, as an evidence 
it is a good place to go, even the Spaniards, as I have said, 


can 


a 
concluded many years ago that this placeand not Manila Bay was 
the proper place for such a station. 


{Here the hammer fell. } 
[Mr. LIND addressed the committee. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 


See Appendix. | 


Mr. Chairman, just a moment. 


I want to make one proposition. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania | Mr. Butler] stated a few moments ago that the reason 
why we were going to do this building at Olongapo was because 
we were going to abandon Cavite, and that the reason why they 
were going to abandon Cavite was because we could not geta 
man-of-war within 2 miles of Cavite. Will you please tell me 
how the Spanish fleet got into Cavite harbor, if that isso, and how 
Dewey ever got his great ships there to sink those Spanish vessels? 
Why, Mr. Chairman, I had the distingnished honor not only to 
go in one of our small vessels over to Cavite, but I got off from 
that ve 


sel and climbed up on top of the wreck of a Spanish ship 

sunk by Dewey within 300 yards of the Cavite shore. 

Mr. LOUD. When the statement is made that you can not get 
tle ship within 2 miles of the shore there, it is true. The 


ttle of Manila was not fought with battle ships; it was fonght | 


I 
with « ruisers ofthe smaller class. The largest vessel we had there 
was only a little over 5,000 tons. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
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How did the big Spanish ships get | 


in there that were backed up in that very harbor? I do not mean | 
to that Iam correct about the question of the depth of the | 
wa but that is a practical way of proving the depth. These 
Wrecks were within two or three hundred yards of the shore, and 
I climbed out on top of them; and they were sunk there by Dewey’s 
£ Liow did Dewey’s vessels get there? How did the Spanish 
sl ‘et in there? How did they move around during that bat- 
tle if the bay was shallow? 

Mr. LOUD. The Spanish ships that were within two or three 


hu red yards of the shore were only the small, minor ships, of 
on'y about a thousand tons. 
GAINES of Tennessee. 
the largest ship. 
in 


I climbed on top of the remains of 
How did the Spanish fleet manage to back up 
“ere? They had large men-of-war. 

Mr. LOUD. They did not. 


GAINES of Tennessee. And when I was there the naval 


off “rs Were very anxious to have that place improved and sub- 

mitted plans, ete. and the cost to me and to other Members, I think. 

weet LOUD. The Spanish did not have a battleship or anything 
al 106 


ked. like it at Manila, and you ought to know that. 
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Not after Dewey’s guns had got 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
in their work. 

Mr. LOUD. Nor before that, either. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The remains of t 
there, near the shore. 


7 
} 
i 


10Se ships were 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman submit to 
a question? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If it is a single question, yes. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Were you there at the same 


time that the gentleman from Michigan was? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I did not have the distinguished 
honor nor the pleasure. I wish he had been there. If he had 
been there when I was there, he would have seen what I am talk- 
ing about. Iwas there two summers ago. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
it seems to me as though we were making child’s play of this 
question of spending money in the Philippine Islands. We are 
spending our money there, not the money collected from the Fil- 
ipinos, but we are taking our own money, which should be used 


| in river and harbor improvements and public buildings and to 
| pay the claims of the people that ought to have been paid long 
ago, and improving first one thing and then another in the Phil- 


ippine Islands and then abandoning them and going elsewhere. 
I wonder who is furnishing the labor, steel, iron, and material for 
all these changes. Now, here is a great Spanish harbor where 
this fleet took refuge and backed up, as it were, and met Dewey 
with his great ships. 

Talk to me about not being able to get within 2 miles of Cavite! 
Why, Mr. Chairman, they must have filled up Manila Bay over 


ra 
aU, 


there, ifthatisthecase. The McClellan went all around over that 
place, between Manila City and Cavite. Oneof our large men-of- 
war was anchored in the bay as I went over to Cavite. Manila Bay 


is deep and angry. I do not know who has stated to this Naval 
Committee that youcan not get within 2 milesof Cavite. Ican not 
believe it after having seen what I did. I think the statement is 
refuted by these physical facts. And it does seem to me like we 
should call a halt on spending so much money for permanent im- 


provements in the Philippine Islands and look after our own peo- 
ple’s wants whose moneys we are lavishly sinking in these islands. 
{Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 


last three words. 

I think it is fair that the committee should understand from 
the members of the Naval Committee, who have examined this 
subject and who have acted upon the recommendations of the 
officials of the Government charged with that duty, just what it 


se 








is that we intend to do under the item now under consideration. 

Here is an item appropriating some $800,000 for coaling sta- 

ions, for dry docks, for wharves, for preliminary work in the 

Philippine Islands. Notwithstanding the criticisms of my friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] and other naval experts on that 
side of the House who have gone down to the seain ships, I desire 
to say that the Navy Department of this Government, the War 
Department of this Government, all the trained experts employed 
by this Government to determine a proper place for a naval sta- 
tion in the Philippine Islands have, without exception, unani- 
mously declared in favor of a naval station at Subig Bay 

Nor will the Government suffer much in loss, because the float- 
ing dry dock, the machinery for the coal docks, nearly all tl c- 
pense that we have laid out at Manila, we are informed ul 
officers, can be readily moved to the new station at Subig Bay 
We are simply voicing here the unanimous report of ry naval 
officer and every expert who has examined the subject in favor of 
placing the naval station at Subig Bay. 

The question, then, is as: raised by our friends on the other side. 
Shall we build a station atall in the Philippine Islands? They 
complain that we are unwilling to say at our purpose is there. 
They complain that they are unwilling to expend any money 
for a station at all until we tell whether we propose to perma 
nently remain in the Philippine Islands, 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me our Democratic friends 
can find an answer inthe platform of the last Democratic rty 
and in the answer of the American people at the 1: n ial 
election. In1900 the Democratic party in convention assembled 
declared that the question of retaining the Philippines should be 
the paramount issue before the American peop! In so far as 
they could do it, they made it the paramount issue before the 
American people. They went before the people upon the ground 
that we should retreat from the Philippines: that we should 
either leave them a helpless wreck, or that we should trad 1 
off to some other nation for a jackknife, regardless of al @ EXx- 
penditure of blood and money we had made, and retreat irom 
those islands. 

They went before the American people upon that sition 
I say to the gentlemen on the other side they received an answer 
from the American people that we would stay in the Philippine 


Islands; that we would stay there so long as duty to humanity 
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and the interests of the American people compelled us to stay 
there. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] But, Mr. 
Chairman, even from their point of view, they should join with 
us in building a naval station in the Philippines. I have never 
heard it contended by any Democratic authority in any platform 
or upon the stump by Democrats or by the Democratic party that 
even if we decided to abandon the Philippine Islands, if we sail 
away and leave them, but that we should retain there a naval 
station, fully equipped for the vessels of the United States and 
the great commerce of the United States which is growing now 
in the East. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been glad to see the opinions brought out 
in this debate. I have been glad to see the Democratic party as 
a whole are willing to see, and that they stand up for the build- 
ing up of the American Navy, and that with us they have been 
unable to lift up their voice against it; and I protest here that 
those who have do not represent the American people nor any 
section of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
[Cries of ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes. It has 
been stated that the appropriation asked for is one that will lead 
up to large cost. making in all $9,000,000. I want to read from 
the hearing of Admiral Dewey before the committee, in which he 
testifies as follows: 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Admiral, I think the last scheme submitted by the Gen- 
eral Board and by the Department tothe committee involved an expenditure 
of some $9,000,000, if it was completed and carried to ultimate perfection. 
Now, is it not possible to put the rudiments of a coaling station there and 
have it properly defended—the coaling station and dry dock—for a much 
sinaller sum than that? 

Admiral Dewrr. I should think so. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. So that ultimately, if we wanted to, we could extend it, 
but would still have a defensible post there, for a much smaller sum? 


Admiral Dewey. Yes; in my opinion it could be done, as you say, for a 
much smaller sum. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. So that with an appropriation of a million dollars, say, 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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| 


| peace. 
| imposition and attack. We are now respected for our strength; 





we could get a defensible and practicable base there without committing the | 


country to an ultimate expenditure of $9,000,000, and if we decided to go no 


answer the possene purpose? 

Admiral Drwry. Ishouldsayso. I think that this $800,000 does not include 
the defense of the station. That is for the Army to look after. In addition 
to what we have there at present, you know there are five of those destroy- 
ers—torpedo-boat destroyers—on the way. They will be useful. 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do you anticipate, for present purposes, that it will be neces- 
sary to spend very much money to build accommodations for the workmen 
at Olongap ? 

Admiral DEWEY. No, sir. 

Now, as to Subig Bay. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question just there, as to that $800,000. 

Mr. LOUD. Not at present. Now, as to Subig Bay. In our 
hearings it came out that the coal ships which take coal to the 
Philippines can get nowhere near Cavite Station. They have to 
anchor out a mile or more from the shore. The coal is taken 
from those transports on cascoes, small lighters, and is conveyed 
to the shore at Cavite and there taken out upon the dock and 


placed in piles, and when the war ships want the coal the coal is | 


taken out on the cascoes again and floated to the war ships and 
there put on board. Admiral Dewey said in answer to this ques- 
tion put by myself: 

Speaking on the subject of coaling ships, Admiral, to get the coal from the 
colliers that come from the United States, they must discharge first into cas- 
coes and then upon the docks, and it makes double handling? 

Admiral DEWEY. Yes; both ways. 

Mr. Loup. And that makes it very complicated and multiplies the work? 
Admiral Dewey. Yes, and it makes it very expensive. 
the coal gets into the bunkers of our ships it is mostly dust. 

Now, in answer to the gentleman from Tennessee, I ask if it is 
impossible to get the colliers in there at Cavite Station, how is it 
possible to get war ships in there? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What did you say about the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. LOUD. Admiral Dewey stated it was impossible to get 


14: . . | 
colliers in there, and they had to anchor a mile or more out, and | 


the coal had to be taken by small boats to the shore and then 
back again. If that is so, how are you going to get battle ships 
in there if you can not get colliers in there? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is where the Spanish ships 
were. 

Mr. LOUD. Yes; but when the Spanish ships, sunk by our 
fle t, were resting on the bottom of Cavite Bay, their upper works 
were out of water, their holds merely filled, the decks just under 
water at high tide. 

Just before the hattle ended Admiral Dewey sent the little 
Petrel (800 tons), the only ship he dared to send into the shoal 
water, to destroy the small ships close in to Cavite Station. 

The Olympia (5,870 tous, 214 feet draft) could not get in to 
Cavite Station, and the Olympia is but one-third the size of the 
battle ships under discussion. 


| ma 
| and all appropriations heretofore made for any bureau is hereby reap)! 
| priated and made available for the consolidation of the bureaus herein pro- 
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was not water enough under her to allow the ship to sink further 
than her deck line. 

It is useless to maintain a naval station for our ships of a]] 
classes in these shallow waters at Cavite. Before any further ex- 
penditures are made there, for this and other reasons I believe 
this station should be transferred to Olongapo, in Subig Ray. 
a there is an abundant depth of water for ships of deepest 
draft. 

On page 545 of same report Admiral Dewey said: 

I would have enough battle ships to have a good, strong fleet hero [United 
States], and one strong enough there also. It might save a war. 

Again, same page, 545, Admiral Dewey said: 


I think if we were to have forty-eight battle ships within the next twenty 
years, they [foreign nations] would let us alone. ; 


Again, page 547, he says: 

The possession of that fleet of ships would be a preventive of war. 

I believe Admiral Dewey’s statement that a navy of reasonable 
strength ‘‘ might save a war,’’ and that with such a navy foreign 
nations ‘*‘ would let us alone,’’ and that ‘‘ the possession of that 
fleet of ships would be a preventive of war’’ is right—not only 
because it is Admiral Dewey’s opinion, but because it is amply 
demonstrated by history. 

In the last half century there have been no naval wars in whic! 
nations having strong navies have taken part. England, France, 
Germany, and Russia have not been looking for war because of 
their naval strength. It is rather the price they have paid for 
Our own naval weakness has in the past subjected us to 


let us not be again despised for our weakness. A navy of reason- 


| able power is, I believe, our best and only safeguard. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 


The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to con- 
solidate the several power plants in any or all of the several navy-yards and 


san } ) | stations at each navy-yard and station under the Bureauof Yardsand Docks 
further with it we would still have something that could be defended and | 


for the generation and distribution of light, heat, and power for all the pur 
oses of the Navy. To the above end all such plants may be transferred 
rom other bureaus to the Bureau of Yards and Docks, and all appropriat 
heretofore made for power houses and power plants for bureaus other than 
Yards and Docks are hereby reappropriated and made available under the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks for the consolidations herein provided for; and 


ns 


| to further carry out the purposes of this provision there is hereby appropvri- 
| ated the sum of $300,000. 


Mr. TATE. Mr. Chairman, under the provisions of this para- 
graph, on pages 35 and 36 of this bill, it is proposed to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to consolidate the power plants in the 
several navy-yards of the United States. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
this is a step in the right direction. It is estimated that we save 


| by that one provision authorizing the consolidation of the power 


plants alone $250,000 a year. Now,I shall send to the Clerk's 
desk and ask that a substitute be adopted in lieu of this provisi 
giving the Secretary of the Navy general authority, whenever 
his opinion he thinks it is necessary and economical to do so, 
consolidate any and all of the bureaus at the navy-yards. I 
that the Clerk read the amendment I offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia offers a1 


m, 
in 
to 


7 
ask 


| amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by Te all of the 

line 18 on page 35, to the word “‘and,’ 

ing in lieu thereof: 
“The Secretar 


paragraph after the word “dollar,” 
in line 5, page 36, and insert the foll: 


of the Navy is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to con- 


| Solidate any or all of the several plants. shops, and works of the severa! }u- 
And by the time 


reaus in the several navy-yards and stations at each navy-yard and station 
To the above end all such plants, shops, and works may be transferred fr! 
one bureau to another, or all the several bureaus at the several nav y-) ards 
be consolidated into one central bureau at each navy-yard and static: 


vided for.” 


Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to reserve a point of 
order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia re- 
serves the point of order. 

Mr. TATE. I think the point of order is too late, Mr. Chair- 
man. This is an amendment to a paragraph in this bill. No 
point of order was made on this paragraph in the bill when it 
was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order was 
made as quickly as could be after the amendment was read. 

Mr. TATE. But I understand, Mr. Chairman, the point ©! 
order is to my amendment, and not to the paragraph in the }1!!. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. ; 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amendment ' 
to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to consolidate the sever! 
bureaus in our navy-yards and stations. In most of our nav) 
yards the Bureau of Steam Engineering, the Bureau of Constr’ 
tion, the Bureau of Ordnance, the Bureau of Equipment, and tle 


The Castilla (3,342 tons) was the largest Spanish ship, and there |! Bureau of Yards and Docks each have a separate and complet 





CONGRESSIONAL 


manufacturing establishment. What good business reason can 
there be given for the establishment under each of these bureaus 
of a power plant, a machine shop, a blacksmith shop, a foundry, 
a paint shop, etc.? Why should we duplicate our power plants, 
machine shops, and other shops in each of these bureaus in our 
navy-yards? There can, in my opinion, Mr. Chairman, be no good 
reas n for the enormous expense in duplicating these expensive 
plants and shops, when by consolidating them we would save to 
the people of this country annually not less than $5,000,000, and 
probably @ much greater sum than this. Why not simplify this 
work by having one central power plant, one central machine 
shop, one central blacksmith shop, one central foundry, one cen- 
ral paint shop in each of our navy-yards?) 

The purpose of my amendment is to authorize the Secretary to 
make this consolidation. The amendment of the committee only 
authorizes the consolidation of the power plant, and, as I have 
before stated, that alone isa saving of $250,000 a year. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, let us adopt this amendment and authorize the 
Secretary to consolidate the other plants and shops. This con- 
solidation is in the interest of economy, harmony, and good serv- 
ice. The present bureau system is cumbersome, extravagant, 
and productive of friction among our officers. No private busi- 
ness concern would be carried on for one day under the present 
wasteful bureau system now in force in our navy-yards. Why, 
Mr. Chairman, under the present bureau system you will find 
that these shops are often engaged in the same class of work. 
You will find a foreman or inspector in one of these shops super- 
vising the making or manufacturing of a similar article to that 
being made at the same time in the shops of one or more of the 
other bureaus in the same navy-yards. 

Under this system we must continue to erect, repair, and keep 
up all the numerous buildings and furnish all the machinery, 

ols, and supplies necessary to carry on all of these separate 


) 


lants and shops in each of these numerous bureaus in our navy- 
ards. Sir, this multiplicity of plants and shops should not longer 
In this bureau 
m we have too much division of authority, too many chiefs 
1at seem to show more interest in enlarging the jurisdiction of 
cir bureaus and in extending their authority than in the eco- 
1omical administration of our navy-yards. 


ra 


vs 


t 
I 
y 
be tolerated by the representatives of the people. 
t 
I 


consolidate the other plants and shops, and thereby save this un- 
necessary expense of duplication that is now costing this country 
in every one of our navy-yards at least 25 per cent and, in my 
opinion, one-third more than it would cost under the consolida- 
tion I propose by this amendment. [fApplause.]} 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to disagree 


with my colleague on the Naval Affairs Committee, for whose | 


judgment I have great respect, but I want to say to the members 


of the committee, without entering into a discussion of the facts, | 
that there are two or three reasons why we are not ready to take | 
In the first place, there is a | 


tep proposed by his amendment. 
ry distinct and decided opinion against the view expressed by 
i that there would be any saving to the Navy Department by 
msolidation of the mechanical departments. There is a very 
tinct and decided opinion in the Navy Department and among 
erts that such a combination would be against the supe- 


‘work we are now doing and against the efficiency of the | 
; and there is also Mr. Chairman, a distinct and decided | 


n,that such a consolidation at this time would be impracti- 


ir. TATE. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a ques- | 
? J o 


r. DAYTON. Certainly. 
. TATE. Is it not true that the Secretary of the Navy 
mmends a consolidation of the bureaus in his report? 
Ir. DAYTON. I think not. 
Mr. TATE. I will call the gentleman’s attention to the lan- 
guage of the report. 
Mr. DAYTON. The gentleman refers to Secretary Moody? 
Mr. TATE. Ido. He says: 
The proposals for changes may be classified as follows: First, alterations 
> organization of the navy-yard which will increase the power and 
sibility there over and for work progressing therein. Second, con- 
lation of the bureaus in the Department. 
P Mr. DAYTON. I-want to ask my friend if he is correct about 
that being a recommend: ‘on of the Secretary of the Navy; if, on 


ViLaby 


the contrary, he is not making a request of the committee to in- | 


vestigate and determine these things? 
__ lr. TATE. This isthe report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
Nov ember 23, 1903, and that is the language of the report. 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, but I ask the gentleman, because I have 
not the report here, is that a recommendation by the Secretary? 
This is my recollection of it, that it is a request that we shall in- 
vestigate and determine for ourselves these matters without his 
expressing his opinion about them, 


The proposition to | 
consolidate the power plant is an admission that he should also | 
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Mr. TATE. If the gentleman asks me the direct question, I 
will answer it. The Secretary of the Navy, as I understand his 
position, is in favor of consolidating these bureaus. He is in 
favor of consolidating this work at thenavy-yards; he is in favor 
of economizing at the navy-yards in every way he can. Let me 
ask the gentleman from West Virginia a question. If itis proper 
to give the Secretary of the Navy the discretion to consolidate the 
power plants at the navy-yards, why not enlarge that discretion 
and let him carry out the scheme of consolidation in whatever 
way he thinks will be for the benefit of the Government? 

Mr. DAYTON. I will answer the gentleman in this way: I 
do not understand the position of the Secretary of the Navy to be 
that which the gentleman has stated. I have no question as to 
his sincerity and his belief as to the Secretary’s position— 

Mr. TATE. It is nota question of my statement; it is a ques- 
tion of the statement in the report. 

Mr. DAYTON. If my colleague will allow me to close my 
statement, I do not understand that to be the position of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, but, outside of that, I undersfand the position 
of our navy-yards to depend very largely upon the experts who 
have control and who are responsible for the work in the yards. 
Both of these provisions, Mr. Chairman, are contrary to existing 
law. 

The point of order which I reserved, and which I feel compelled 
to make absolutely, certainly goes to the amendment proposed by 
my colleague on the committee. I want to say frankly that I 
want this consolidation to extend to the power, heat, and light 
plants,‘in order that we may determine the vexed question of 
whether or not such consolidation to a further extent will be ad- 
visable. Certain it is that it will require the expenditure of a 
much larger sum than we have provided for in this bill to make 
any such consolidation to any material extent. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HEpsBuRN). The time of the gentleman 
has expired. The Chair is prepared to rule on the point of order. 
It has been held that a paragraph which changes existing law, 
being allowed by general consent to remain, may be perfected by 
any germane amendment. If a point of order had been made to 
the original paragraph, the point would have been sustained, but 
by common consent it was retained in the bill. Therefore the 
Chair holds that this amendment, being germane, is not obnox- 
ious to the rule. The point of order is overruled, 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this motion is exhausted. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves to stril 
word. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, the Secret 
mended an investigation by the commit 
namely, alterations in the organization of n 
increase the power and responsibility ther 
gressing thereunder; second, the consolidati 
the Department; third, the creation of the 


) } 
e out the 


| Secretary nowhere that I can find rec 
| proposition pending here 


+ 


I before the commi 

Mr. TATE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOSS. Ido. 

Mr. TATE. Tho gentleman will find on page 5 of tl 
tary’s report the following languags 
yposal for changes r 
ition of the nav 


ponsi bility t 


The pr ay be cl! 

y-yards, whicl 

1ereover and for work progressing 

Mr. FOSS. The Secretary does state that 1: 
Mr. TATE, Well, then, he proposes the ch 
Mr. FOSS. Oh,no; the Secretary does not } 

The Secretary says proposals have been made, s j 

eral board, some, perchance, by the Bureau of Construct 
ther boards in the Navy Department, but he does not 

and say that he proposes the change. He says | 


+ 


No 
Ail 
1 
‘har 
roy 


| been made to him, and as aresult of that hex m 


+ 


| the committee investigate these different matter 


Mr. TATE. Then the gentleman admits that he asks us to in- 
vestigate and act upon this proposal. I understand you admit 
that that is his position. Is that correct? 


Mr. FOSS. Heasksustoinvestigate these propos: 


| propositions—— 


Mr. TATE. In point of fact, did not Secretary Long recom- 
mend this same provision or something similar, and in point of 
fact, does the gentleman not know that the Secretary favored this 
consolidation? 

Mr. FOSS. I know that Secretary Long favored the consolida- 
tion of the bureaus, and I introduced the bill for the con lation 
of bureaus, but I am not prepared now, without a thorough in- 
vestigation into the question, to say that these shall be 
consolidated. 

Mr. TATE. One other question. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 


} ‘ 
nrean 
vureaus 
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Mr. FOSS. I do. 

Mr. TATE. Do I understand the gentleman to be afraid to 
place this discretion in the Secretary to act whenever he thinks 
proper upon this question? That is solely the purpose of my 
amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. So far as the Secretary has gone at the present 
time in his recommendation, as I understand it, which is disclosed 
by the hearings, is that he is in favor of a consolidation as far as 
it affects power, heat, and light plants, and that we have done. 

I do not understand that he has gone a single step further than 
that. Now, I will say to my friend- 

Mr. BOWIE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him this 


power in the Secretary of the Navy at his discretion to consolidate 
these bureaus if he thinks it best to do so in the future? What 
objection can there be to giving him that discretion? I under- 
stand that is all the amendment proposes. 

Mr. FOSS. Ido not know that there is any particular objec- 
tion one way or the other, except that before going into this mat- 
ter we should like to investigate it. Ithink the committee ought 
to investigate—we have not done so—to see whether this measure 
would be wise or not. 

Mr. TATE. What would you investigate? Would you inves- 
tigate whether you were afraid to trust the Secretary of the Navy, 
or would you investigate the merits of the question itself? 

Mr. FOSS. Under our law to-day the Secretary of the Navy 
has the power to distribute the work among the different bureaus 
as hemay deem proper. He can minimize one bureau and mag- 
nify another. But I do not think it would be wise to go to the 
extent that the gentleman urges at this time. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TATE] a very important one. 
This matter has been investigated by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. During the past summer, under an appropriation carried 
in an appropriation bill of one year ago, the Naval Committee 
went to the different navy-yards on the Atlantic coast and heard 
the statements of the commandants and other officers of the yards; 
and I call attention to the fact that without exception the com- 


mandant of every yard said that there ought to be a consolidation | 


of the different piants in the yards. 
; 

us in this matter; but, as he stated in the hearings before the 

committee, he wants the authority of Congress. 

to give it to him. 

tary of the Navy with the discretion to consolidate the bureaus, 

surely the Republican party can trust him in this respect. 

We have to lodge this discretion somewhere. 
are willing to lodge it with the Secretary of the Navy. I think 
economy he may consolidate these bureaus if he sees fit to do so. 

What is the objection to this? 
justment of positions and a general shake up on some lines per- 
haps. I would not only authorize but instruct the Secretary to 


and economy in the Government work. 

I shall support with pleasure the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia. 
looks to economy. It will tend to reduce appropriations in the 
future for our many navy-yards. [Cries of ‘** Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. NORRIS. I call for the reading of the amendment. 

There being no objection, the amendment of Mr. TaTE was again 
read. 

The question being taken, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. DAYTON. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 77, noes 83. 

Mr. TATE. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. TaTE and Mr. Foss were ap- 
pointed. 


ah 


The committee divided; and Mr. Foss (for the tellers) reported 
ayes 100, noes 100. 

Mr. TATE. That does notagree with mycount. I counted 98 
in the affirmative, and afterwards 3 others voted on that side, 
making 101 in the affirmative. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be some misun- 
derstanding between the tellers. I ask unanimous consent that 
the vote may be taken again by the tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia re- 
quests that the vote be taken again. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The request should be first that the vote al- 
ready taken be vacated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair put the proposition as the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia stated it. Is there objection to the 


| and specifications for public works, and for plans and estimates required by 


| the appropriation for the “Increase of the Navy.” 





feel absolutely certain that the Secretary of the Navy is with | 


We on this side | 


It would bring about a read- | 


It looks to efficient work in the navy-yards and it | 
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request? [A pause.] The Chairhears none. The tellers wil] re. 


sume their places. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 9). 


; noes 105. 


Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Plans and specifications for public works: For the preparation of pl 


section 3663, Revised Statutes, for public works, $45,000. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to ask the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs a ques- 


| tion about this paragraph, which I think must have crept ino 
question: What possible objection can there be to vesting the | 


the bill by inadvertence. 
The gentleman from Illinois, of course, recollects that last year, 


| at the suggestion of the Secretary of the Navy, the large appro- 


priation, under increase of the Navy, for clerks, was done away 
with, and that this year, on the legislative bill, after conference 
with the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. Foss], that was chanced 
and a specific appropriation was made for draftsmen, ete. Now 
I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois if this really is not 
mistake, if this is not reverting to the old practice, and is n 
changing what we agreed upon this year on the legislative bill: 

Mr. FOSS. In reply to the gentleman I would state that wher 
the Secretary of the Navy was before the committee I asked hin 
this question: 

The CHATRMAN. I understand in the legislative bill there are certain re- 
forms instituted in reference to clerks, for instance, and I would like to | 


a us, Mr. Secretary, how far-reaching it is, and how it affects our 
if at all. 

Secretary Moopy. I do not see how it affects your bill atall. The reform 
instituted in that bill grew out of a condition which may be illustrated ly 
Under a law of sey 
years ago it was provided that clerks, copyists—and there were some « 
descriptive words—could be employed out of the appropriation for *‘ In: 
of the Navy,” but must be reported to Congress. As the law stood befor 
this legislative bill was reported, and would stand now, all the money appr 
priated for ‘Increase of Navy” might be expended for clerk hire. Th: 
no limit on it. The Appropriations Committee took up a good man; 
we had employed under that_provision of law and appropriated for | 
specifically and then placed a limit upon the amount that could be emp! 


out of the general appropriation. 
Now, I put that direct question to the Secretary, covering the 
particular points that the gentleman has brought up, and that i 
his answer. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 


’ 
a 
U 


Mr. Chairman, I think t) 


| gentleman does not quite answer my question, because ther: 
$ ¢ I say we ought | in the legislative bill a special paragraph which provided: 
If the Democratic party can trust the Secre- | 


That the services of skilled draftsmen and such other technical ser 


| as the Secretary may deem necessary may be employed in the Bur 


Yards and Docks, etc. 


I wanted to know if I was mistaken. It seemed to me that t! 


| covered this precise paragraph which the gentleman has here 
this discretion ought to be given him, so that in the interest of | under the new arrangement that we made after consultation w 


the gentleman from-Illinois. Now, why does not that paragray! 
in the legislative bill cover the very same purposes which t 


| paragraph provides for? Andif it does, of course it is superfiuci 
| to have it in here. 
consolidate the same kind of plants in the several navy-yards | 


whenever, in his judgment, it would promote efficiency, dispatch, | on Appropriations were trying to institute was to prevent 


| employing of clerks under the increase of the Navy. 


Mr. FOSS. As I understood it, the reform that the Commi 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes. 


Mr. FOSS. Thatis not this itematall. Under the increase 


| the Navy we have had the power to employ clerks, but we } 
taken this ont now, as I understand it, and have reduced the : 


correspondingly. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 
Mr. FOSS. Task that the gentleman have five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the ti 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts be extended. Is ti 
objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 


Yes. 


Now, I think the gent! 


| either does not see the scope of my question or possibly he «| 


not recollect the hearing, which would be quite natural; but w! 


| was done in reference to the employment of clerks under th: 


crease of the Navy was done after consultation with the geutle- 


| man, and of course it had his hearty concurrence. 


Mr. FOSS. Certainly. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The purpose was to preve!' 


| this general appropriation from being subject to this use and to 
| have it specific. 
| course, a general appropriation and not specific. 


Now, this section which you have in here is, 0! 
On the legisia- 
tive bill we madea specific appropriation covering, it seems to 11°, 
exactly this clause. It said that the services of skilled draftsmen, 
etc., may be employed. Now, what I wish to ask is, Why does 
not that provision in the legislative bill cover this, and, therefore, 


| why is this necessary? And, still more, why is not this a rever- 


sion to the old system, which the gentleman himself as well as tho 
House desired to get rid of? It seems to me this is such a rever- 
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cion. and I should like to ask the gentleman why it is not, and | also to the gentleman from West Virginia, who is the author of 


why the clause which I refer to in the legislative bill does not 
ver this exact purpose? 

Mr. FOSS. I take it that in the legislative bill the Committee 
on Appropriations appropriated for the heads of the Departments 
nd forthe Department herein Washington. This appropriation, 

| understand it, is for the yards and stations elsewhere. 

“Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. If that is so, it is not in- 
tended to be employed in Washington? 

Mr. FOSS, Ido not understand so. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That would answer the ques- 
tion: but would it not be well, then, to put something in the bill 
to make that clear? Because otherwise it obviously is a repetition 
of an appropriation which has already been made. 

The gentleman, it seems to me, would carry out the purpose he 
wishes, so as not to cover the appropriation the Secretary already 
has, if he would put in ‘‘ outside of Washington.”’ 

Mr. FOSS. Iwill say to the gentleman, we have added the 
last clause, Which was new legislation really, for plans and esti- 
mates, required by section 3663 of the Revised Statutes, for public 
work. We have added there something thatis new. That is to 
cay. in that section of the Revised Statutes there is a requirement 
upon every bureau chief whenever he makes an estimate for pub- 
lic works of any kind or character that he shall present full esti- 
mates and plans before that work is authorized. That is an old, 
obsolete statute. ; 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Which is never observed. 

Mr. FOSS. And has never been observed. 
thinks that it would be wise, that it would tend toward greater 
economy in the building up of these yards and making improve- 
ments, that we enforce that statute, so to speak, by making the 
small appropriation of $10,000. So there is an addition there that 
I do not think would apply to the gentleman’s other point. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Ido not wish to make any 
amendment myself. I simply wish to call the attention of the 
ventleman to it, because I know he agrees with me that this is 
carried on. 
that he would conform to it if he would add, ‘‘to be employed 
outside of Washington.’’ I leave that for him to determine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Ido not know exactly what language to putin. I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Now, I do not want to offer any amendment here. 


a 


The gentle- 


| new legislation, in violation of clause 2 of Rule XXI. 


the provision in the bill, and I understand that it meets with their 
approval, or at least that they will make no objection to it. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval training station, Great Lakes: The purchase of land and the estab- 
lishment of a naval training station on the shore of Lake Michigan, south of 
latitude 43° 30’, $250,000. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point 
of order against that provision of the bill on the ground that it is 
As it pro- 
vides for a station where none exists, it is entirely new legislation. 
Mr. Chairman, in view of the extraordinary position in which that 


| puts me before the House, I ask unanimous consent that I be al- 
| lowed to explain my reason for making that point at this time, 


| raising the point of order. 


The committee | 


I suggest to the gentleman that as that is his opinion, | 


TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that he be permitted time to explain his views upon 
this paragraph. Is there objection? 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that the 
gentleman wants to make an explanation about that, will not 
modify his request that he hear a representative of the Naval Com- 
mittee give his earnest request that he do not make the point. 
Will you not reserve it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will reserve the point of order, 
and ask unanimous consent that I may have an opportunity—— 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Ifthe Chair is ready torule upon this point, 
it seems to me that time is a little too valuable to spend in ex- 
plaining anything about it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I think, in view of the fact of the 
peculiar phraseology that there is in this provision of the bill, 
and that I live in and the people of my district have a site lo- 
cated within that zone, that I ought to be permitted to state the 
reasons why I raise the point of order against that provision of 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman that he be permitted to explain his views upon this para- 
graph? 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to object, 1 ut 


| I want to know whether the gentleman purposes to withdraw his 
| point of order? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do not intend to withdraw it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the gen- 


man and I agree perfectly upon the intent of the Secretary of the | 


Navy, who administers the law, and who is absolutely in favor of 
this reform. He initiated it himself, and therefore I would 
rather leave it as it is, unless the gentleman desires to offer an 
amendment; and if he does, I will not object. 

Mr. MUDD. My recollection in reading one of the hearings 
was that this work is not to be done outside of Washington, but 
to do work that for the last few years has not been done at all. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. MUDD. They have not been carrying out the statute for 
years. I donot think there is a duplication of money in the legis- 
lative bill at all. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In order to further improve the groundsat the Naval Academy and secure 
est site for the naval hospital heretofore authorized and appropriated 

r, the removal of the cemetery from its present site to another to be se- 

cted is authorized and directed, and to this end the sum of $30,000, or so 

h as is necessary, to be immediately available, is authorized to be ex- 

pended out of the $3,000,000 above appropriated. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On line 4, page 37, strike out the words “and directed,” and insert after 
the word “authorized,” the following words: ‘if the Secretary in his discre- 
tion shall deem advisable.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. MUDD. I would like to be heard briefly on the amend- 
ment. The provision of the bill requires the removal of the cem- 
etery of the Naval Academy, including, of course, the remains of 
all those who have been buried there. It is rather a gruesome 
proposition, and of doubtful wisdom and propriety, in my judg- 


mn 
mu¢ 


necessity. If I should follow my own views, I would move to 
strixe out the paragraph; but as I did not happen to be present 
at the hearings upon this particular subject-matter and did not 
hear the reasons for it then set forth, I am not entirely familiar 
With the grounds upon which it is asked. The amendment that 
| offer goes only to the effect of making the removal discretion- 
ary with the Secretary instead of making it mandatory. It places 
the responsibility of whatever action may be taken in his hands, 
and while I can not now look upon the proposition with favor, I 
am willing to trust the judgment of the Secretary. I have sub- 
mitted the amendment to the chairman of the committee, and 


tleman is recognized for five minutes. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, can not I have 
more than five minutes? 
The CHAIRMAN. What time does the gentleman request? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will ask for ten minutes 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman have ten 


| minutes. 


That only applies to $10,000 | 


nent, at all times, unless clearly required by the most urgent | 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that he may be permitted to address the committee for ten min- 
utes. Is there objection? 


{After a pause.] The Chair hears 


none. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I have spoken of 


| the importance of the pending paragraph and of the peculiar 
position in which I am placed by raising the point of order against 
it. It reads as follows: 
Naval training station, Great Lakes: The purchase of land and the estub- 
lishment of a naval training station on the shore of Lake Michigan, ith of 


latitude 43° 30’, $250,000. 


This paragraph is important in several respects. It is imy 


oOr- 
i I 


pects. 
| tant because of the mere amount of money involved, the proposed 


t 
initial expenditure being $250,000, and a much larger sum would 


be immediately necessary. One of the witnesses before the Com- 


| mittee on Naval Affairs said that $750,000 would be required to 
| put the station in a condition of great efficiency. But even that 

sum does not include the amount necessary to construct a harbor 
| at Lake Bluff. And that is what this paragraph means—the loca- 


tion of this station at Lake Bluff, in the 
sented by my distinguished friend the chairman of the ‘ 


district so ably repre- 


YY ++ 
Tninit- 


| tee on Naval Affairs. 





Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I dispute the proposition. The 
board has recommended—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Did the gentleman interrupt me 


for a question or for a speech? 

Mr. FOSS. I want to explain that. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If the gentleman will permit me 
I will move, after I conclude, that the gentleman have unlimited 
time to reply to what I shall say. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Ifthe gentleman desires toask a 
question, I will answer as best I can any that he may choose to 
propound; but if he wishes to make a reply to my remarks, I 
submit that it will be proper for him to do so after I have com- 
pleted my statement. 

I say this with all respect to the gentleman, and with no desire 
to make any accusation against him or any other person, but 
with the purpose, nevertheless, to acquaint the Members of the 
House with the facts. These facts demonstrate that, regardless 
of its phraseology, the pending paragraph means just what, a 
moment ago, I said that it means—that this naval training sta- 
tion shall be located at Lake Blu, in the State of Illinois. The 
paragraph, on its face, seems to leave the Government a choice 
< sites, including one at Racine, but in reality it does nothing 
of the kind. It can be demonstrated that it means Lake Bluff 
and nothing else. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
your objection. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I desire only that the Members of 
the House shall have the information necessary to enable them to 
understand what this paragraph means. This is an important 
matter—— 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. There are other sites outside of 
Lake Bluff, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (continuing). It had its origin in 
a law passed by Congress in July, 1902, which I will read: 


of s1 


I hope that is not the purpose of 


il-training stati 


ion, Great Lakes: The Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
i to appoint a board composed of naval officers, whose duty it shall be 


“+ 
act 


And I beg the committee to observe that the language of this 
statute is mandatory, not discretionary— 
shall be to select on the Great Lakes a suitable site foran additional naval 
training station, and having selected such site, if upon private lands, to esti- 
mate its vaiue and ascertain, as nearly as practicable, the cost for which it 
can be purchased or acquired, and of their proceedings and actions to make 
full and detailed report to the Secretary, who shall transmit such report, 
with his recommendations thereon, to Congress for its action; and to defray 
the expenses of said board the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to be immediately available, is hereby appropriated out of any 
noneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
This statute did not request this board, in its discretion, to select 
or not to select asite. It declared that the duty of the board 
i1all be to select a site.’’ In effect, it commanded the board to 
cha site. And it did more. 
t a site before making areport. The language is plain— 
ll betoselectasite, * * * 


a si! aud having selected such 
full and detailed report— 


to Make 


The words ‘‘ having selected such site’’ in this statute can have 


meaning, which is that the board was to select a site be- 
‘making its report. Congress knew, when it passed that law, 

if there were to be 
a 


t it before asking for money to pay for it. 


the 5th of July, 1902, almost two years ago, a board of three 


ippointed under this mandatory statute to select a site, and 


7 


Ane colar asc ee 
ving selecte aas 


tte 
- ? 


to make a full and detailed report tothe 
tary of the Navy of their proceedings. Several sites were 
on each of the Great Lakes. 
le 43° 80’, there 
at Lake Blu 
1, and Racine. 
he 4th of August, 1902, the board made its first vi 
On that day 


were a number of 


sites 
“4 aes ae) 
Michigan City, Mu: 


offered, including 


W314 


it to my 


Lon 4 
SULLA Ue 


After the inspection I accepted 
d on its special train to Racine, 10 miles distant. 
from Illinois | Mr. Foss] was also on the train. 
reaching Racine a committee of the Business Men’s 
] citizens were waiting with carriages. T 

to the hotel and then started for Wind Point. 

t near the city limits the board left their carriages, 
standing on the bank of the lake, looked across the bay at thesite 
at Wind Point, at a distance from it of about 14 miles, and at no 

n that day did ro any nearer toit. Becanse of their 
iz of timeand because the board said that they would again visit 
ine to inspect the site, nothing was then thought of this fail- 
This visit was upon as being merely pre- 


an 


< 
nd opner 


e@ it. 
minary. 

On October 31, 1902, the board made its second and last vi 

‘ine. On this occasion the senior member of the |} 

absent, only two of its m rs being present. Thesetw 
men cat C late train in the afternc , n we reac} 
site it was so dark that lights were burning in the farm h 
The members of the boar i carriag 


once, and that w: site. 


Ty 


noe on ¢ 


_ . oui oe 
Cut O ci1os »OniV 


7 2 “ . 
teiy on reaching the 


3immed 
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In effect,it required the board to | 


such a station on one of the Great Lakes, | 
; some time make the necessary appropriations, and Con- | 


therefore commanded the board to select a site and tell all | 


| dated November 29, 1902. 
skegon, wilh waukee, Ke- | 


I met the board at Kenosha, and, together | 
vith a committee of citizens, we visited the site near that city. | 
an invitation to accompany the | 
The gen- | 

to the gentleman from Michigan? 


| properly to inspect it. 


They were | 
then driven across the site, but it was too dark to see at all well, 


FEBRUARY 23, 


and the return trip-was immediately begun. One month later, 

on November 29, 1902, the board made a report, in which it was 

set forth that they had not selected a site, and that in the opinion 

of the board Congress ought first to vote $250,000 to purchase a 

site on Lake Michigan south of 43° 30’, to be selected by the Secre- 

—_ - the Navy, which, of course, meant to be selected by th 
oard, 

Thus before the board had selected a site asrequired by the 1a, 
under which they were appointed, before they had submitted th 
estimate required by the law, and before Congress was furnish 
any information on which it could base intelligent action, it wa 
asked to appropriate a quarter of a million of dollars to buy a sit 
of which it knew absolutely nothing. The proposed appropri 
tion came before the House in February a year ago in the naval 
appropriation bill and went out on a point of order raised by t! 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin may have all the time that he desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Wisconsin may have time 
to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? [After a pause. | 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I am obliged to 
the gentleman from Illinois and also to the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, report was rendered on the 29th of November, 
1902. Congress met a few days later, on the first Monday in 
December. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The regular session. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That was the regular session, as 
the gentleman from Maine now admits. [Laughter.] That 
tire session passed away, but the board made no further report 
The session ended on the 4th of March, 1903. April, May, Ju 
July, August, September, and October, 1903, passed, and still no 
final report. They were appointed July 5, 1902, to select a sit 
and report in detail concerning it, yet there was no final report 
until November, 19083—seventeen months after the date of their 


| appointment, and a year after their first report. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman let me cail lis 
attention to a fact? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yi 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


Certainly. 
Mr. FOSS. 


I want to call the attention of the gentlema 


| the itinerary on page 15 of the first report, showing each « 


where the committes was. November 1 they were at Chica 


| On the 4th of August and all through August and part of Oct 
| and November this shows where the committee was. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Iadmit that. But all that v 
in 1902; the months I have mentioned were in 1903. I am q: 
familiar with the itinerary. I have read it a number of tim 
the first report. As to dates, it exactly corroborates what I ! 
said. They were at Racine on the 4th day of August and 
dist of October, 1902, and at no other time. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, I thought the gentleman was expressi! 


| great surprise to think they did not get this report in sooner. 
On Lake Michigan, below | 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Oh, no. The first report 
That was early enough. But | 
surprised that they put it in at all until after they had sele: 
a site, as Congress had directed, and until they were prepare: 
furnish the information required by the law and absolutely ne 
sary if Congress were to act intelligently. 

Mr. WM.ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, does the gentler 
object to this because Racine has not been properly investiga 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin y! 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, if the gentlem 
will pardon me, I think that I shall make my position plain | 
fore I conclude. I do not know what the investigations |! 
been elsewhere, but I do know exactly what the investigation v 
at Racine. I shall not impute bad faith to any person, but | 
propose to state thefacts. I havesaid that on October 31, 1902, | 
date of their last visit, the two members of the board who c 
to Racine did not reach the site at Wind Point until too du 
In support of this statement permit 1m: 
read from a communication written me by two gentlemen 
pointed a special committee by the Racine Business Men’s A: 


| ciation to have in charge the subject of the proposed naval tra 


ing station. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr.Ch ran, may Task the gentleman a questi 
I would ask if he was with the beard on these two occasions! 
Mr. COOPER Wisconsin. Iwas with both visit 
while they were iv the city, and rode as far as they did. : 
Mr. FOSS. Does the gentleman say they did not go within a 
mile and a haif of the site? 


them on 
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. The first time? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The first time. 

Mr. FOSS. And yet the gentleman was there toshow them the 
cite. Did the gentleman ask them to go there? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. One of the committee informed 
the board that there were, I think, from 100 to 300 acres to be 
had at Wind Point, and that the land was all admirably suited to 
the purposes of such a site. He said: ‘‘ You can see one side or 
edge of it from here. The Government can get it for about $250 
an acre, and we can give you that in a very short time.’’ The 
members of the board said: *‘ We can see from here the general 
ovitline. We are pressed for time now, but we will be back in 
tbis vicinity again to inspect this site.’’ Everybody seemed to 
understand that this visit was merely preliminary, as the board 
had not time that day to make an inspection. 

Mr. FOSS. Was anyone else present on that occasion? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
men, citizens of Racine. 

Mr. FOSS. And the gentleman was there to meet them, to take 
them out for the express purpose of showing them the site? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Irode up with them and the com- 
mittee of business men. , 
Mr. FOSS. 

ause he says they did not want to go and see the site? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; not that. 
were in a hurry. 
that they would come back ata later day to inspect this site. In 
this connection permit me to read from the letter to which I re- 
ferred a moment ago: 

In explanation as to the reason why, in our opinion, the naval examining 
board did not give Racine first place in every respect is due to the fact that 
Admiral Taylor and the other members of the board who visited Racine in 
August, 1902, did not get nearer than 1} miles of the site because of lack of time. 
They were simply driven to the north city limits and had a view of the loca- 
tion 1} miles across the bay lying between Racine and Wind Point, and, fur- 
ther, that on the second visit Admiral Taylor was not present atall. Rear- 
Admiral McR. Winslow, commander of the United States Navy, and H. H. 
Rousseau, junior member and recorder of the board, arrived at the proposed 

after lights had been lit in the farmhouses surrounding the site, and 
therefore could make but a superficial examination. Then our understand- 
ing here at Racine was that when the choice should be narrowed down toa 
of the best sites that we should have another visit from the committee, 
would make a careful examination. No such visit was made. 
Mr. DAYTON. DoT understand the gentleman to favor the 
erection of a training station on Lake Michigan or at some point 
in the Northwest? I do, do I not? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do favor the location of such a 
tation on Lake Michigan. 

Mr. DAYTON. Then what objection would the gentleman 
have to an amendment authorizing the site to be hereafter deter- 
mined by a body that might be entirely impartial? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have prepared an amendment, 
which I propose to offer at the proper time, providing for the ap- 
pointment of a new board. 

Mr. Chairman, up to the time Congress assembled in special 
session last November this board had made only one report, and 
that one was dated November 29, 1902. On the 11th of Novem- 
ber last—that is, November, 1903—after Congress convened in spe- 
cial session, the Secretary of the Navy sent to Congress a letter, 
in which he said: 

I have the honor now to transmit a copy of the final report of the board, 
in which Lake Bluff, 82 miles from Chicago, is recommended as the most 
suitable site for a naval training station. 

Then he adds: 

In view of the large price at which land at that point is held by the own- 
ers, the board suggests four other sites as suitable which, in the order of 
the . Se are as follows: Racine, Muskegoa, Milwaukee, and Michi- 
gal Fs 

Now. what were the prices at which land was obtainable at 
these places when the first report was made—the report in which 
Congress was first asked for a lump-sum appropriation of $250,000? 
Milwaukee, $700 per acre; Racine, $250; Michigan City, $125; 
Muskegon, $100, and Lake Bluff, $900 per acre. And the prices 
were the same at the date of the final report. All the long delay 
did no good so far as prices are concerned. 

But— 


Says the commission, and so says the Secretary of the Navy— 


in view of the um pekee at which this land is held at Lake Bluff the com- 
niission recommends other sites within that particular zone. 


be 


wl 


Ss 
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Yes; about a half dozen gentle- | 


And the gentleman did not take them to the site | 


They saica that they | 
They had a special train and announced to us | 


That reads as if Muskegon, Milwaukee, Racine, and Michigan | 
City were all to be further considered; and yet, sir, as I have said, | 
an analysis of the evidence demonstrates that the pending par- | 


agraph of this bill means Lake Bluff, and absolutely nothing but 
Lake Bluff. 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] denied that statement | 


when I made it a few minutes ago. Let us, therefore, look a 
little further into the facts which go to prove its truth or 
its falsity. On the 5th of last month (January, 1904) Admiral 
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Taylor, the senior memberof the board, testified before the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. I read from the printed report of the 
hearings: 

Admiral TAyYLor. Our first report was in that region I have mentioned. 
We were then permitted by the Secretary 

Mr. R1xEey. How much of the coast of Lake Michigan does that include? 

Admiral TAYLOR. That includes southern Wisconsin, Illinois, Indiana, and 
Michigan. 

Mr. RrixEy. How many miles? 

Admiral TAYLOR. About 250 miles. 

Mr. Rrixey. Have you come to any more definite conclusion than that as to 
locality? 

Admiral TAaYLor. Yes, sir; by the order of our Secretary two or three 
months ago we selected the best of sites in that region. 

He says that two or three months ago, by order of the Secretary 
of the Navy, the board selected the best of sites in that region. 
‘*Two or three months ago’’ was about the time their final re- 
port was presented, yet nearly two years ago Congress by law 
required the board to select a site, make estimates, and report in 
detail. 

Admiral Taylor further said: 

Admiral Tayuor. Two, sir, have been especially thought of by the board. 
One is within a mile or twoof Racine, known as Windy Point, W 
The other is a point called Lake Bluff, a few miles south of Waukegan, in the 
northern part of Illinois. 

Mr. Rrxery. Did your board decide as between these two points? 

Admiral TAYLOR. The board, as I say, mentioned No. 1 

Mr. RIxeyY. Has it mentioned any one first? 

Admiral TayLor. I have forgotten whether ws 
of merit. Those are the two points, however. 

Mr. RixEy. Did your board decide as between the two? 

Admiral TayLor. I do not remember, sir. I remember saying these tw 
but | do not remember that we said which of these two 

Mr. RixEy. Would there be any objection to your stating 
between the two? 

Admiral Tay1or. I believe they are equal. 

Here we have the senior member of the board saying that he 
had forgotten whether they reported a first choice. My own 
judgment is that Admiral Taylor was too busy to give this matter 
much attention. 

Mr. Rrxery. Did your board decide as between the two? 

Admiral TAYLOR. I do not remember, sir. I remember saying these two, 
but I do not remember that we said which of these tw 

Is it not remarkable that he should so soon forget whether the 
board had decided between Lake Bluff and Racine, or whether 
they really had a first choice? This portion of his testimony would 
seem to indicate that, owing to the multiplicity of his duties, he 
had very little, or nothing, to do with the preparation of the re- 
port. He had not only forgotten whether the board had reported 
a first choice, but he gave it as his own opinion that the sites at 
tacine and at Lake Bluff are of equal merit. 

Mr. Rrxey. Would there be any objection to your stating your 
between the two? 

Admiral Tayuor. I believe they are equal. 

Here, then, according to the opinion then expressed of the 
senior member of the board, were two sites of equal merit, one at 
Racine, at $250 per acre, the other at Lake Bluff, at $900 per acre; 
yet the board in their report declare that their first choice is Lake 
Bluff. Admiral Taylor, later. during his testimony 

Mr. FOSS. I hope the gentleman will be entirely fair. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I hope— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [linois [Mr. Foss] is 
out of order unless he addresses the Chair. 

Mr. FOSS. I addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I trust that the gentleman from 
Illinois will permit me to continue reading from this testimony. 
I do not wish him just at this point to inject something which 
might tend to make it appear that I am attempting to conceal the 
truth by not reading all that I ought to read. 

I was just going to read what the gentleman himself was about 
to read. 

A little later the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER] 
asked Admiral Taylor: 

What does it cost to get enough land there to start this naval station? 

Admiral TAYLOR. Roughly, it is $250,000. 

Mr. BuTLER. How many acres will you get? 

Before answering this question it is evident, from his reply, 
that Admiral Taylor had been given a copy of the final report. 
In some places he closely follows its language. 

Admiral TayLor. Two hundred acres, at $1,000 an acre, at one point. 
The Racine locality, which we thought well of, was $250; Milwaukee, $700, 
and the Lake Bluff locality was $x). This board found that after rating the 
five it liked particularly, including Muskegon, on the other side of the lake, 
as one, and rating them according to population, physical characteristics, 
harbor facilities, and cost of land,in which they gave the first choice to 
Lake Bluff for population, for physical characteristics, and to Muskegon for 
cost of land,and so on, the following summary was reached: First choice, 
Lake Bluff; second choice, Racine: third choice, Muskegon; fourth choice, 
Milwaukee; fifth choice, Michigan City. 

This answer is full of details. But at first Admiral Taylor 
could not remember even whether the board had made a first 
choice. In this connection it is interesting to observe in his last 
answer that he says, ‘‘ they,’ not we, but ‘“‘they gave the first 
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choice to Lake Bluff.”” He had shortly before testified that he 
himself thought Racine and Lake Bluff equal. The board also ask 
an appropriation of $250,000. Admiral Taylor says that sum will 
buy 200 acres at one point. People have told me that it would 
cost hundreds of thousands, perhaps a million of dollars, to con- 
struct a good, well-protected harbor at Lake Bluff. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. At Lake Bluff? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 


Mr. ButriER. How many acres will you get? 

Admiral TAYLOR. Two hundred acres, ata thousand dollarsan acre, at one 
point. The Racine locality, which we thought well of, was $250; Milwaukee, 
$700; and the Lake Bluff locality was $900. 


And yet, notwithstanding this difference in cost, they did not in 
their first report make a selection, but distinctly refused to make 
one. When they made that report $900 an acre was too much, 
but now they are willing to buy a site at that rate per acre and to 
appropriate the money for it, although one of the board testified 
that the Racine site is the equal of the one at Lake Bluff, and can 
be bought for about one-fourth as much money. 

The money of the people of the United States is a trust fund. 
We are the trustees. We have no more right to squander it, no 
more right to vote it out of the Treasury without knowing for 
what we vote than a guardian has to fritter away the money of 
his ward. 

What is the reeson—the great, controlling reason—why they 
ave the first choice to Lake Bluff? It is, says the board, the fact 
hat Lake Bluff is nearer to the center of population. * Nearer to 
1e center of population! Racine is situated on Lake Michigan 
tween Chicago and Milwaukee. These two cities are only 83 


o 


1 


; apart. A distinguished man recently declared that fifty 
irs from now there will be practically one continuous city from 
‘hicago to Milwaukee. This will not be doubted by any person 
familiar with present conditions and with the rapid and constant 
development in progress. 

Racine is only thirty minutes from Milwaukee. Milwaukee is 
a very enterprising and rapidly growing city. Itstonnage in and 
out last year was greater than that of Chicago. It has a popula- 
tion of more than 300,000 people. Chicago contains 2,000,000 
inhabitants. Racine and Lake Binff are between these two great 
centers, but the board gave the choice to Lake Bluff because it is 
nearer to the center of population! Two hundred acres at Racine 
would be $50,000. Two hundred acres at Lake Bluff $180,000. 
But Lake Bluff is nearer the center of population! 

Lake Bluff station is 32 miles from Chicago, and Racine station 
is 28 miles farther along on the same line of railroad—28 miles 
farther from Chicago—too far from the center of population! 
Lake Bluff can be reached only on this single line of railroad, the 
Chicago and Northwestern, while Racine is accessible by the 
Chicago and Northwestern and the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. 
Paul railway systems, and also by two lines of steamers stopping 
regularly each way on their daily trips between Chicago and 
Milwaukee; but it is too far from the center of population! 

Mr. Chairman, the board, in their report, acknowledge them- 
l to be under obligations to various persons for services, ad- 
vice, and counsel. 

Among theseis Professor Walcott, the head of the United States | 
Geological Survey. I have ascertained within the last week that | 
notwithstanding this great delay in the selection of a site, not- | 
withstanding the fact that in their first report they did not name 
a site because prices were too high, but instead asked for $250,000 
to be appropriated, and that the selection be made after the ap- 
propriation—notwithstanding all of these things, the board had 
a site surveyed before they made their first report. 

Who made this survey? The experts of the United States Geo- | 
logical Survey. What site was surveyed? The Lake Bluff site, | 
the one the board now recommend. It was not an ordinary sur- 
vey, but a topographical survey, and the board have had it in | 
their possession for more than a year. As I said, it was made be- | 
fore they submitted their first report. The expert who helped | 
make it informed’ me that it was made in November, 1902, and | 
that the survey of this site and one other, both at Lake Bluff, were | 
the only ones made by the Geological Survey at the request of the 
board. These were not ordinary surveys to establish metes and 
bounds. They were topographical surveys by Government ex- | 

erts. 

Mr. FOSS. Does the gentleman mean to say—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. FOSS. I ask the gentleman to yield tome. Does the gen- 
tleman mean to say that there were no surveys or plans or any- 
thing of the other sites whatever? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The man in the office of the Geo- | 
logical Survey told me that in November, 1902, a member of the | 
board requested his office to make topographical surveys of two 
of the Lake Bluff sites, and that they were made during that 
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month. I said, ‘‘ Did you make any other? 
others were made from this office.’’ 

Mr. FOSS. That is another question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from Wis- 
consin permit an interruption? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman from Tlinois 
himself know that the board had other surveys made? Can tho 
gentleman from Illinois mention any other survey made by the 
Geological Survey for this board? 

Mr. FOSS. I will answer that question later. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to get permission 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin to interrupt him for a moment 
Would the gentleman object to the committee rising now, and 
then go on with this to-morrow morning? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Let the committee rise now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Some of us are getting tired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I reserve my right to proceed to 
morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman reserves his time. 

Mr. FOSS. I do not like to adjourn to-night without saying 
one word——— 

Mr. BARTLETT. © A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
the floor? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi asked me if I would yield the floor now and proceed to- 
morrow, to let a motion be made that the committee rise. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. To rise for the purpose of 
adjourning, and complete this in the morning. 

Mr. BARTLETT. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi mov 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. BARTLETT. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Idesire toknow if the committee rises now, 
under the circumstances, if the point of order will still be pending 

The CHAIRMAN. It will. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make my statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the gentleman from Wisconsin will 
be entitled to the floor. The gentleman from Mississippi moves 
that the committee now rise. 

Mr. FOSS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves that 
the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Pending that, Mr. Chairman, I ask unani 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Rrcorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut, pending 
the motion that the committee rise, asks unanimous consent tha 
he may have leave to extend his remarks in the Rrcorp, Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The question was taken; and the motion that the committ: 
rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 


and he replied, ‘‘ No 


| sumed the chair, Mr. Heppurn, Chairman of the Committee 
| the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that th: 


committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12220, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 
GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con 
sent that every Member who has spoken to-day on this bill may be 


| permitted to extend his remarks in the Recorp. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks nnani 
mous consent that Members who have spoken to-day may ha‘ 
leave to extend their remarks in the Rrcorp, Is there objectior 
[After a pause.} The Chair hears none. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S: 3800. An act donating gun carriages to the Connecticut com- 
missioners for the care and preservation of Fort Griswold; 

S. 2818. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River at or near the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton 


| County, Minn. ; 


5. 3720. An act to authorize the St. Joseph and Grand Island 
Railway Company, in the reconstruction of the bridge across t! 
Missouri River at or near St. Joseph, Mo., to lower said bridge 
and to shorten the draw spans thereof; 

S. 113. An act to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
the State of Vermont money appropriated by the act of Congress 
of July 1, 1902, and to adjust mutual claims between the United 
States and the State of Vermont; and 

S. 277. An act for the relief of the settlers on lands in Sherman 
County, in the State of Oregon. 








1904. 





LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Griaas, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
DAVID C. COLEMAN. 


unanimous consent, change of reference was made of the bill 
63) granting an increase of pension to David C. Coleman 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the Committee on 
ons. 


DESTRUCTION OF YELLOW-FEVER MOSQUITO. | 
Mr.SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call | 
lution No. 225, which has been favorably reported 

| the Committee on Printing. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution No. 225. 


ed, That 10,500 copies of an article entitled ‘A few general directions 
to destroying mosquitoes, particularly the yellow-fever mos 
‘. Gorgas, colonel, Medical Corps, United Army, be 

, §,00) copies of which shall be for the use of t! of Represent 
« and 2,500 copies for the Medical Corps of the United States Army, to 
«livered to the order of the Surgeon-General of the Army. 


fr, PAYNE. 


rest 


1<e 


egard 
b WwW. ¢ States 


i@ Hou 


I would like to know if this resolution has been 
1 from a committee? 
SLAYDEN. I will say to the gentleman that it has been | 
reported favorably by the Committee on Printing. 
. PAYNE. What is the total cost? 
Mr. SLAYDEN. One hundred and eighty-five dollars is the es- 
t te from the Public Printer. 
SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 
uestion was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 
motion of Mr. SLAYDEN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


[After a pause.] The 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 


letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 


from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
waterway from Norfolk, Va.,to Beaufort Inlet, North Carolina— 


to Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed, with illustrations. 

\ letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Quartermaster-General, papers relating to the 
claim of owners of the schooner Colonel Baker—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
T'nad 


ler clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
les were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
rk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as LOWS: 
r. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
ich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12647) to es- | 
lish a supreme court for the Indian Territory and to provide 
f dditional United States judges therein, and for other pur- 
poses, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
rt (No. 1191); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
ALEXANDER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
i was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1953) to provide 
an additional associate justice of the supreme court of the 
tory of New Mexico, reported the same without amendment, 
«companied by a report (No. 1198); which said bill and report | 
were = rred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state | 
of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 

Lowing titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole | 
LOUSe, as follows: 

'r. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12457) granting | 
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| with amendment. accompanied by a 


an increase of pension to Nannie J. McGurkin, rep 
report (No 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12550) eran 
an increase of pension to Emma R. Lamb, reported the same w 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1150 
and report were referred to the Private Calen 


Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12417) granting 
@ pension to Hiram Parker, reported the same with amendment 
accompanied by a report (No. 1151); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12191) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry D. Filkins, reported the san 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1152); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12086) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Jacob Wetzel, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1153); which said bill and 


report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whict 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11660 il i 
crease of pension to James Dawson, reported the same with amend- 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1154); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY., from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11169) gra ng 


an increase of pension to Reuben G. Porter, reported the same 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1155); which said 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10912) gra r 
a pension to Leonard J. Whitney, reported the same with ame 


ment, acoompanied by a report (No. 1156); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid 


Pen- 
H. R. ») 
ret ] ne 


: 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the House 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew Smith, 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1157): which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calenda 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pe s, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10576) gra 
a pension to Lulu E. McKee, reported the same with ar 
accompanied by a report (No. 1158); which said bill and re 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Im n 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1053 ‘Tar g 
a pension to George W. Farr, reported the same with ame ent 
accompanied by a report (No. 1159); which said bill and 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 99 
granting a pension to Henry Mason, reported the sa with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1160); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to wh was ref d the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9820) granting an increase of pension to 
Vint Anderson, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1161); which said bill and report were referred 


to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invali 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 97 


an increase of pension to Sarah E. Dale, reported the s \ 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1162); whi Lid | 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred t 
bill of the House (H. R. 9581) granting an increase of pe1 
Henry W. Lloyd, reported the same without ar imet 
| panied by a report (No. 1163); which said bill and report wer 


referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8287) grant a 
pension to Abram T. Carney, reported the same with an 
accompanied by a report (No. 1164); whicl l 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid P ns, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8220) s 
increase of pension to Edward B. Nugent, rey d th th 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1165); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


I 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid I to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 80190) g ra 
pension to Josiah B. Deeter, reported the same with amendment, 
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accompanied by a report (No. 1166); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from tha same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H.R. 7726) granting a pension to Jasper W. N. 
Rogers, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1167); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7470) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac B. Goforth, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1168); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7244) granting an 
increase of pension to Williamina R. Allenbaugh, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1169); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6848) granting an 
increase of pension to John W. Plattenburg, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1170); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6611) 
granting an increase of pension to Austin Murphy, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1171); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5855) granting an 
increase of pension to Herbert M. Blackwell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1172); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5648) granting a pension to Margaret 


Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5008) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry McCord, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1174); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4968) granting a | 


pension to Robert E. Clary, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1175); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4355) granting a 


pension to Martha Day, reported the same with amendment, ac- | 
companied by a report (No. 1176); which said bill and report | 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1528) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Jarolman, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1177); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2110) grantinga 
pension to Mary Farrell, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1178); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 790) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver A. Fillman, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No.-1179); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3167) granting an 
increase of pension to James Littleton, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1180); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2121) granting a 
pension to Gertrude Merrill, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1181); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2855) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Hill, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1182); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2862) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. Henrietta A. Pryce, widow of Capt. 
Thomas H. Pryce, reported the same with amendment, accom- 


panied by a report (No. 1183); which said bill and report were re. 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 7 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions ;,, 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2239) granting » 
increase of pension to Theodore E. Chatfield, reported the say). 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1184); whic} 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 5 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2289) granting an increase of pension 
Louisa R. Chitwood, reported the same without amendment. =~. 
companied by a report (No. 1185); which said billand report we: 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3053) granting » 
increase of pension to Emma E. S. Wright, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1186); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ¢, 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 89) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Markham, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1187); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, : 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3405) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary F. Pentzer, reported the same wit 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1188); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2563) granting an 
increase of pension to Elizabeth M. Banta, reported the san 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1189); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 


| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8421) for the relief . 
Herold, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a | 


report (No. 1173); which said bill and report were referred to the | 


Russel A. McKinley, reported the same without amendment, «c 
companied by a report (No. 1197); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1847) to correct the 
military record of Alexander Nugent and grant him a discharge, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied bya report (No. 112); 
which said bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1088) to remove t! 
charge of desertion from the military record of Henry A. Cryder 
man, and so forth, reported the same adversely, accompanied }) 
a report (No. 1193); which said bill and report were ordered laid 
on the table. 

Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8224) for the 1 
lief of John W. Dampman, reported the same adversely, accom 
panied by a report (No. 1194); which said bill and report were 
ordered laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred (} 
bill of the House (H. R. 2011) to correct the military record of 
Stephen W. Coakley, reported the same adversely, accompanie! 
by a report (No. 1195); which said bill and report were ordered 
laid on the table. 

Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whic) 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6412) to correct the mi! 
tary record of Amos Abbott, reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1196); which said bill and report wer 
| ordered laid on the table. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
| the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were ther 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9377) granting an increase of pension to Joli 
Morlidge— Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to tl 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4330) granting a pension to Catherine Tully 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to t! 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6666) for the relief of Willis Benefield—Comm'' 
tee on the Public Lands discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 10973) granting a pension to Harry F. Thompson— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

. By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 12831) to incorpo- 
rate the Mississippi Valley Interstate Commerce Association, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

‘ommerce. 

. By ‘Mr. ROBERTS (by request): A bill (H. R. 12832) to pro- 
vide for the registration and protection of commercial marks, 
prints, and labels used in foreign or interstate commerce, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, from the Committee on 
Appropriations: A bill (H. R. 12833) making appropriations to 

vide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
olumbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other 
rnoses—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. JORES of Washington (by request): A bill (H. R. 12834) 
in aid of the construction of the Valdez, Copper River and Tanana 
Railroad,in Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 12835) to enable the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to extend, enlarge, and improve the post- 
office and court-house building at Birmingham, Ala.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 12836) to repeal section 4716 of 
the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 12837) to establish a light- 
house and fog-signal station at the entrance to Bellingham Bay, 


a 
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State of Washington—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 


Commerce. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 12838) forthe completion of adam 
and locks in the Mermentau River, in the State of Louisiana—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12839) to provide 
for the issuance of postage-stamp certificates—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 12840) prescribing certain duties 
of internal-revenue collectors, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 12898) to createa new divi- 
sion in the eastern judicial district of the State of Missouri—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12899) constituting 


Coal City, Grundy County, Ill., a port of delivery—to the Com- | 


mittee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. TAWNEY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 117) extend- 


| sponse to President Lincoln’s call for 75,000 vo! 


ing the time before which the coastwise laws of the United States | 


can be put into effect between the islands and ports of the Philip- 
pine Archipelago to July 1, 1906—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 12841) to correct the mili- 


tary record of William Morrison—to the Committee on Military | 


Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 12842) for the relief of 
J. M. Johnston—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 12843) for the relief of 
the estate of John Moody, deceased, late of Grainger County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12844) for the relief ot the estate of Samuel 
Isworth, deceased, late of Grainger County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

iy Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 12845) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 12846) granting an increase of 


St 


pe! 
Pensions. 

; Also, a bill (H. R. 12847) for the relief of the heirs of Margaret 
P. Botts—to the Committee on War Claims. 


ef of the estate of Francis M. Fisk, deceased, late of Orleans 
Parish, La.—to the Com1inittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 12849) granting an increase 


lid Pensions. 

: Also, a bill (H. R. 12850) granting an increase of pension to 

Sunon P, Rittenhouse—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 12851) for the relief 

of Jackson Boney—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 12852) granting permission 


mto Simon U. Branstetter—to the Committee on Invalid | 


y Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 12848) for the re- | 


of pension to Ernest A. Klingenberg—to the Committee on Inva- | 


“ 
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to Capt. Julian M. Cabell, United States Army, to accept a medal 


from the Government of Great Britain—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 12853) for the relief of the 
estate of James H. Hardesty, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 12854) to correct the military 


record of Joseph Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. © 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12855) granting a pension to Elsie M. Brown- 
low—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 12854) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel Miles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 12857) for the relief of Col. 
Alexander Moore—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 12858) to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint Wilson B. Strong captain 
and quartermaster in the United States Army—to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 12859) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Donnelley—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 12860) granting a pension to John W. Horse- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12861) granting an increase of pension to Bart- 


lett Mingus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 12862) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Shively—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 12863) granting a pension to 
Clarissa Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12864) to correct the military record of George 


A. McKenzie, alias William A. Williams—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 12865) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to place the name of Adam K. Baylor on the retired list of 
the United States Navy with the rank of mate, United States 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12866) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
procure medals for the members or the legal heirs of the deceased 
members of the Worth Infantry and York Rifles, who were the 
first fully armed and equipped soldiers to do active service in re- 
and ior 


l PeT 
nteers, 





other purposes—to the Committee on Military A fiairs. 
By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12867) 
granting an increase of pension to John M. Thomas—to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12868) granting a 
increase of pension to James Armstrong— he Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 12869) granting an increase « 


+7, + 
vw tk 


pension to James Heiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pe: 1S. 
By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 12870) to re ve the cha of 
desertion from the record of Peter Calligan—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12871) to correct muster of Albert W. Ke — 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12872) granting a pension to Israel r— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12873) granting a pension lward Cook— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12874) granting an ir ase of pension to 
Mary J. Backus—to the Committee on Invalid ns 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12875) granting an in se of p ) 
John V. Lambertson—to the Committ i] 1 Pens 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12876) granting an incre ) 
Peter O. Hanlon—to the Committee on Inva 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12877) granting an i f } to 
George A. McSurely—to the Committee on Invalid Pe 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12878) granti n i to 
| Theodore F. Harrison—to the Committee or 
By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 12879 
sion to James Robinson—to the C hi i 
sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12880) grar in inc I to 
William H. Bynon—to In 
By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITI] | r the 
lief of Ellen A. Dun: the ( ( 
3y Mr. L a\ ry \ bi l (4 I + |] 
Mary I. Wa K he C 
By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. ; 
John B. Johnson—-to the Committee on In < 
By Mr. HUMPHREY of Wa t 
thorizing the President to appoi CO. 4 
paymaste! if the United States Navy on t I l i} 
Comunitiee on Naval Affairs, 
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By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 12885) for the disposition of 
certain school lands in Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12886) for the relief of Zonee Adams—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 12887) granting a pension to 
George W. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12888) granting a pension to Alfred G. 
O’ Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12889) granting a pension to John T. Horner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12890) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Locey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12891) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson D. Monnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12892) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Courtright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12893) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Sennet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12894) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Willhoit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12895) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12896) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry C. Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12897) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas R. May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referrel as follows: 
3y the SPEAKER: Memorial of Carpenters’ Union No. 174, 


of Joliet, Ill., praying for legislation limiting the use of the writ | 


of injunction—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Edward Levings and 405 other voters of Ed- 
gar County, Ill., praying for legislation for the improvement of 
roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of American Association of Masters and Pilots 
of Steam Vessels, praying for legislative encouragement for the 
project of building a light-house at Outer Diamond Shoal, near 
Cape Hatteras—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

3y Mr. BABCOCK: Protest of citizens of Millville, Wis., 
against the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of board of directors of the 
Savannah (Ga.) Cotton Exchange, favoring an appropriation for 
improvement of the Point Judith Harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petition of E. B. Fowler and 39 others, 
of Delhi, Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Club of Independence, Iowa, in 
favor of a bill for a national forest reserve in the White Moun- 
tains—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, communication from the officers of the Saloon Keepers’ 


Union of Dubuque, Iowa, in favor of a reduction of the tax on | 


whisky—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolutions adopted by Ladies’ Circle, 
No. 75, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lawrence, Mass., favor- 
ing passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, resolutions adopted by the Kansas State Temperance | 


Union, favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest of merchants of Bonner Springs, Kans., against 
the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the American 
Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, of Camden, 
N. J., approving the construction of a light-house on Diamond 
Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petitions of L. B. Caldwell, D. D., and 
127 voters, and Rev. H. T. Foster and 17 other voters, for the 
passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Resolutions of the Western Association 
of Shoe Wholesalers, at its annual meeting in St. Louis, for leg- 
islation against discriminating tariff rates of freight—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of 24,000 American workmen, for the passage of 
bill S. 2259—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 
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By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of J. C. Stanley and 64 others, of 
Booneville, Miss., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to ths 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of citizens of Oneida, Kans., in fayor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of sundry citizens of Pittshuri: 
ees against passage of eight-hour law—to the Committee on 

abor. 

Also, resolutions of Mrs. Sarah Rice Circle, No. 104, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Factoryville, Pa., in favor of ex-prisy- 
ners of war pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Samuel W. Gamble, of Portland, Oreg., rej,- 
tive to a Sabbath-observance amendment to the Lewis and Clark 

Exposition bill—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and 
Expositions. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Resolutions of the United Commerci,] 
Travelers of Sparta, Wis., Council No. 223, in favor of bill H, R. 
4489, for an amendment to the bankruptcy bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. R. Lyle and many others, of Ripon. Wis., 
in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of J. B. Reynolds Post, No. 205, of Chilton, 
Wis., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Masters and Pilots of Steam 
Vessels of Camden, N. J., for improvement by a permanent «nd 
substantial light-house near the Outer Diamond Shoal—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of the American Association of 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, urging legislation to au- 
thorize Capt. A. F. Eells to construct a light-house on or near 

| Diamond Shoal, on the coast of North Carolina—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of McPherson Circle, No. 2, Ladies of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, in favor 
of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of American Association 
of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, in favor of a light-house 
on the Outer Diamond Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committe 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Brooklyn Council, No. 165, United Com- 
mercial Travelers of America, in favor of an amendment to the 
bankruptcy bill, making traveling salesmen preferred creditors 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Manufacturers’ Association of New York. 
favoring the passage of bill H. R. 7056, for the development of 
the American merchant marine—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FLACK: Petition to accompany bill to correct the 
yoo record of Joseph Smith—to the Committee on Militar) 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of L. E. Waterman and 44 other 
voters of Rockford, Ill., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to 
| the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the National Rural Letter Carriers’ Associa- 
| tion, for additional compensation—to the Committee on the Post- 
| Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of business men of Belvidere, Il., in opposi- 
| tion to parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GARNER: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief « 
Col. Alexander Moore—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: Petition of George Murkey and 53 others 
of Fort Worth, Tex.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
ta ‘ : : * 
| the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| By Mr. GREENE: Resolutions of the National Board of “rae. 
| Philadelphia, indorsing the bill extending the navigation laws to 
| the Philippine Islands, and of the same body, favoring legislation 

confining trade between the United States and the Philippines 
American vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade and Trans 
portation, urging the completion of a harbor of refuge at Poin' 
Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. . 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts Agricultural Colles 
Alumni Club, of Boston, favoring additional appropriations tr 
State experiment stations—to the Committee on Agriculiure. 

Also, resolutions of the New England Shoe and Leather Ass.- 
ciation, of Boston, Mass., favoring the increase of power ©: t 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

| Also, resolutions of the New England Shoe and Leather Asso- 
| ciation, of Boston, Mass., favoring improvement in the consular 
service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, 
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favoring revision of the postal rates anda postal currency—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

\Jso, resolutions of William Logan Rodman Post, No. 1, and 
R. 4. Pierce Post, No. 190, of New Bedford, and Henry Clay 
Wade Post, No. 201, of Cottage City, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, and Union Veterans U nion, all of Massachusetts, favor- 
ing the enactment of a service-pension law—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ns 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of Charles E. Torbett and 18 other 
voters and J. W. Dashiell and 11 other voters of Moores Hill, 
Ind.. for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Resolutions of Iseminger Post, No. 18, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Chariton, Iowa, in favor of a 
gervice-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of McKnight Post, No. 491, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Iowa, for a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. HILDEBRANT: Papers toaccompany bill H. R. 11411— 
+o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Friends’ First Day School of Springboro, Ohio. 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels, urging the construction of a light-house 
by Capt. A. F. Ellis on or near the Outer Diamond Shoal, North 
Carolina—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOGG: Petition of citizens and members of Grand 
Army of the Republic Woman’s Relief Corps, urging passage of 
bills S. 2017 and H. R. 4079, to grant to honorably discharged 
soldiers who served ninety days a land warrant for 160 acres of 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Rocky Ford, Colo., urging passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of St. Peter’s Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Reading, Pa., for the passage of a bill to prevent nulli- 
fication of State liquor laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of surviving members of the Worth 
Infantry and York Rifles, of York, Pa., urging an appropriation 
of $10,000 for the purpose of erecting a suitable monument or 
tablet commemorating the services of said survivors—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Lieutenant R. W. Smith Post, No. 270, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Wrightsville, Pa., urging the 
passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Charles E. Davis and 
34 other voters of Pittsgrove, and J. William Gaynor and 382 
other voters of Salem, N. J., urging passage of Hepburn bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCNARY: Petition of Unitarian Church of Wallaston, 
Mass., urging passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of A. Nattrass and 17 other 


voters of Island Lake, N. Dak., for the passage of the Hepburn | 


till—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Cclonel Whipple Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of California and Nevada, for the passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_By Mr. REEDER: Petition of citizens of Osborne County, 
Kans., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

sy Mr. RIDER: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York. asking for a reduction of 70 per cent on aleohol— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

_Also, resolution of the National German-American Alliance of 
ty is City, opposing the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 

He Je lclary,. 

Also, resolution of Brooklyn Council, No. 165, United Commer- 
cial Travelers’ Association of America, urging an amendment to 
the bankruptey act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_Also, resolutions of the North Dakota Retail Hardware Asso- 
Clation, opposing passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of John E. Bendix Post, No. 402, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of New York, for the passage of a service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
y ork, approving bill H. R. 7056, for the development of the 
American merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 
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By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolutions of Pacific Coast Jobbers and | 
Manufacturers’ Association of San Francisco, protesting against | 
the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the | 
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By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of Tillman B. Johnson and 82 
other voters of Dorchester, Mass., for the passage of the Hepburn 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Samuel McBay and 7 other voters of Revere, 
Mass., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the North Dakota Retail Hard- 
ware Association, against a parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of citizens of Tipton, Mo., 
urging an increase of pension to William H. Bynon Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Mary J. Storey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petition of Vale 
and 10 others, of Cherry Valley, N. Y., for the passage of 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Papers to accompany bill H.R. 
693, granting a pension to 8. C. Roe—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sunset, Tex., protesting against the 
passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of many citizens of Denton. Tex., urging the] 


-to the 


nti 


iUl 


ne Herbert 
the 


aS- 


| sage of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Ag- 
| riculture. 


Also, memorial of Company A, First Regiment of Volunteer 
Militia, requesting that the provisions of the D bill be nded 
to the militia of the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Mi- 
litia. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of 39 voters of Merrill, 12 
voters of Hawarden, 60 voters of Marathon, 37 voters of Moville, 
33 voters of Sergeant Bluff, 27 voters of Aurelia, 29 votersof Hull, 
8 votersof Ashton, 48 voters of Kingsley, the Presbyterian Church 
of Sioux City, 20 voters of Sioux City, and 16 voters of Terril, all 
of Iowa, praying for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Petition and papers to accompany bill H. R. 
12828, for the relief of Josephine Hoffman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
f Canton. Pa., and of the Prohibition Alliance of Grover. Pa., 
for the passage of a bill to prevent nullification of St liquor 
aws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, February 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Enwarp EVERETT HALE 


7 


10)! 
~4y LIUVY4. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on the request of Mr. HANsBROUGH, and by unani- 


rther reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

RENT OF UNION BUILDING. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior submitting estimates of appro- 
priations for rent of fifth floor of the Union Building, on G street, 
for Patent Office models and for the removal of casts and model 
etc., thereto, $11,500; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EXPERIMENTS IN ANIMAL BREEDING, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of Agriculture submitting an estimate 
of appropriation for general expenses, Bureau of Animal Industry, 
for experiments in animal breeding in cooperation with the ex- 
periment stations, $50,000; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 113) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the 
State of Vermont money appropr.ated by the act of Congress of 
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July 1, 1902, and to adjust mutual claims between the United 
States and the State of Vermont; 

A bili (S. 277) for the relief of settlers on lands in Sherman 
County, in the State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 2818) permitting the building of a dam across the Mis- 
sissippi River at or near the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton 
County, Minn.: 

A bill (S. 3720) to authorize the St. Joseph and Grand Island 
Railway Company, in the reconstruction of the bridge across the 


Missouri River at or near St. Joseph. Mo., to lower said bridge 
and to shorten the draw spans thereof; and 

\ bill (8S. 3800) donating gun carriages to the Connecticut com- 
missioners for the care and preservation of Fort Griswold. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of the American Paper 
and Pulp Association, praying for the establishment of anational 
forest reserve in the White Mountains; which was referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Keene; of the congregations of the Methodist Epis- 
copal and Baptist churches of Peterboro; of M. L. Ware Grange, 
No. 192, Patrons of Husbandry, of Westrindge, and of the con- 
gregation of the Congregational Church of Weare, all in the State 
of New Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 

vhich were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Joseph P. Rice Post, No. 69, 
Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Westminster, Mass., and a petition of William Wadsworth Post, 
No. 165, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Duxbury, Mass., praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the American Association of 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the erection of a light-house on the 
Outer Diamond Shoal, North Carolina; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Worcester, 
Mass., praying for the passage of the so-called anti-injunction 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Young People’s Christian 
Union of Southbridge; of the congregations of the Congregational 
and Methodist churches of Sandwich; of the congregation of the 
Immanuel Baptist Church, of Boston, all in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, and a petition of the Children’s Boarding Home and 
Nursery of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of the Pat- 
tern Makers’ League of Tacoma, Wash., and a petition of Local 
Lodge No. 102, International Association of Machinists, of Ta- 
coma, Wash., praying that an appropriation of $2,000,000 be made 
toincrease the Naval Gun Factory at the Washington Navy-Yard, 
Washington, D. C.; which were referred to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Tacoma and 
Garfield, in the State of Washington, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cran- 
bury, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called ‘‘ Brownlow 
good-roads bill;’’ which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 
267, American Federation of Labor, of Trenton, N. J., praying for 
an appropriation of $2,000,000 to increase the capacity of the Na- 
val Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Newark, 
N. J., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the adoption of the metric system of weights and meas- 
ures; which was referred to the Select Committee on Standards, 
Weights, and Measures. 

He also presented a petition of the executive council, Brother- 
hood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders of America, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate shipping in the trade 
between the ports of the United States and ports in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and also for the appointment of a commission to 
consider and recommend legislation for the development of the 
American merchant marine; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the American Association of 


Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels of Camden, N. J., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the constructisn of 
a light-house on Outer Diamond Shoal, on the coast of North Cay. 
olina; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented memorials of the Robert W. Kennedy Coy. 
pany, of Trenton; of the Skillman Hardware Manufacturiyes 
Company, of Trenton; of the Trenton Fire Clay and Porcelain 
Company, of Trenton; of the Foster Engineering Company, of 
Newark; of the Fitz-Gibbon and Crist Carriage and Wagon Com. 
pany, of Trenton; of T. C. Hill & Son Company, of Trenton: of 
James E. Norris, of Trenton; of the Trenton Malleable Iron Com 
pany, of Trenton; of the Bellmark Pottery Company, of Tren: 
and of Henry Wood’s Sons, of Trenton, all in the State of Now 
Jersey, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called eie}t- 
hour bill and also the anti-injunction bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Princeton; of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the First Presbyterian Church of Lambertville; of the Chris. 
tian Endeavor Society of the First Baptist Church of Collings. 
wood; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Haddonfic\\1, 
and of the Christian Endeavor Society of Trinity Church, of At- 
lantic City, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for an inyes- 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Syoor, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. LONG (for Mr. Burton) presented a petition of Lawre 
Circle, No. 75, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of La 
rence, Kans.,and a petition of Mulvane Post, No. 203, Depart: 
of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mulvane, Kans 
ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; which wer 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. Burton) presented petitionsof sundry citizens 
of Conway Springs, Oswego, Franklin, Jewell County. Lawrence, 
Greensburg, Newton, Frankfort, and Barclay, and of the Woman 
Christian Temperance Union of Frankfort, all in the State « 
Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate + 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS presented sundry papers to accompany the bil! 
(S. 4410) to carry into effect the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the matter of the claim of David H. Hilderbrand; which were 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Fair- 
fax, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Plymouth 
Congregational Church, of St. Paul, Minn., and a petition of the 
First Swedish Methodist Episcopal Church, of St. Paul, Minn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the nullifi- 
cation of State liquor laws; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Carpenters’ Local Union 
No. 174, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Joliet, 
Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called anti-injunction ‘bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Western Association of Shoe 
Wholesalers, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of leis 
lation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Comis- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate (om- 
merce. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of Custer Post, No. 8, Depart- 
ment of West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, of |" 
burg, W. Va., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Anti-Saloon League of ! 
ley, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu':te 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which wis 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ho also presented a petition of the Grand Lodge, Brother}oo4 
of Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders, praying for the en." 
ment of legislation to increase the American merchant mari)’; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a memorial of the North D:ai0'4 
Retail Hardware Association, of Grand Forks, N. Dak., and a me- 
morial of sundry citizens of Washburn, N. Dak., remonstrat).s 
against the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of McEwan and Dougherty. of 
Park River, N. Dak., anda petition of the Implement Dealers’ 4° 
sociation of Crookston, Minn., praying for the repeal of the pr's 
ent bankruptcy law; which were referred to the Committes 0u 
the Judiciary. = 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Ministerial A'!! 
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ance, of Springfield, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation | Patrons of Husbandry, of Cedar Mill, Oreg., and a petition of 

to prevent nullification of State liquor laws; which was referred | Surprise Grange, No. 233, Patrons of Husbandry, of Turner. Oreg., 

to the Committee on the Judiciary. s praying for the passage of the so-called ‘* Brownlow good-roads 
He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Kansas | bill;’’ which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

City, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to remove all | Forestry. 

restrictions upon the sale of lands in the Indian Territory by the | Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the Manufacturers and 

allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes; which was referred to the | Producers’ Association of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating 





Committee on Indian Affairs. against the enactment of legislation to lessen the powers of the 
He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | Interstate Commerce Commission; which was referred to the 

ance Union of Jasper City, Mo., and a petition of the Council of | Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Woman’s Clubs of Kansas City, Mo., praying for an investiga- He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of California, 


tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rep Smoot, a | praying that lands in severalty be granted to landless Indians of 
Senator from the State.of Utah; which were referred to the Com- | northern California; which were referred to the Committee on 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of the Fruitdale Grange, | Healso presented petitions of sundry citizens of California, pray- 
of Mason; of Rye Grange, No. 233, of Rye; of Claremont Grange, | ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
No. 9, of Claremont; of Walpole Grange, No. 125, of Walpole; of | RrEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re- 
Amoskeag Grange, of Manchester; of Sonhegan Grange, No. 10, of | ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Amherst; of Rumford Grange, No. 109, of Concord; of the Eagle Mr. SIMMONS presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
Grange, 6f Chatham; of Chester Grange, of Chester; of Ossipee | (S. 3875) for the relief of Sidney Maxwell; which were referred 
Lake Grange, No. 175, of Ossipee; of Antrim Grange, No. 98, of | to the Committee on Claims. 

Antrim; of Mascot Grange, No. 220, of Randolph, and of Lovell| Mr. CARMACK (for Mr. Bate) presented sundry papers to ac- 
Grange, No. 5, of Washington; of the Woman’s Club of North | company the bill (S. 1337) for the relief of Sarah McClay, admin- 
Conway; of the Current Events Club, of Exeter; of the Vega Club | istratrix of Robert McClay, deceased; which were referred to the 
of Lebanon; of the Woman’s Club, of Franklin; of the Graffort | Committee on Claims. 

Club, of Portsmouth; of the Woman’s Club of Berlin; of the 
Board of Trade of Portsmouth, and of the Commercial Club of 
Keene, all in the State of New Hampshire, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the purchase of a national for- 
est reserve in the White Mountains of New Hampshire; which 
were referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the railroad committee 
of the Dubuque Club, of Dubuque, Iowa, praying for the enact- | M. Greene; 
ment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Com-| A bill (H. R. 719) granting an increase of pension to John H. 


| 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
merce Commission; which was referred to the Committee on In- Willey; 


Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5149) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Erwin: 

A bill (H. R. 2930) granting an increase of pension to Lafayette 


terstate Commerce. A bill (H. R. 10968) granting a pension to Marceline P. Hamil- 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Denison, | ton; 

Iowa, and a memorial of sundry citizens of Remsen, Iowa, remon- A bill (H. R. 4192) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
stratmg against the passage of the so-called ‘‘ parcels-post bill;’’? | A. Slocum; 

which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- an bill (H. R. 720) granting an increase of pension to Frank L. 
Roads. Tay; 

He also presented petitions of A. R. Hovey Post, No. 492, of 
Monmouth; of James B. Sample Post, No. 170, of Fort Madison, 
and Henry Dillon Post, No. 150, of Emmetsburg, all of the De- A bill (H. R. 1314) granting a pension to Denison L. Brown; 
partment of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of A bill (H. R. 4642) granting an increase of pension to William 
Iowa, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which | L. Wheeler; and 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. A bill (H. R. 4872) granting an increase of pension to Albert 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pocahontas, | W. Bradbury. 

Towa, and a petition of Prohibition Alliance No. 19, of Epworth, Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to reguiate the | to whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- | ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. A bill (H. R. 5750) granting an increase of pension to William 

Mr. WETMORE presented petitions of Rocky Hill Grange, No. | Cassidy; 

27, Patrons of Husbandry, of East Greenwich; of Kiskemint A bill (H. R. 4589) granting a pension to Henry H. Barrett; 

Grange, No, 24, Patrons of Husbandry, of East Warren; of Cum- A bill (H. R. 8984) granting an increase of pension to John I. 

berland Grange, No. 2, Patrons of Husbandry, of Arnolds Mills, | Rundberg; and 

and of the Rhode Island Poultry Association, all in the State of | A bill (H. R. 9778) granting an increase of pension to Loriston 

Rhode Island, praying that an increased appropriation be made | W. Adkins. 

for the support of United States agricultural experiment sta- Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 

tions; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and | referred the bill (H. R. 1801) granting a pension to James Allen, 

Forestry. | submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
_Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local | the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Union No. 62, American Federation of Labor, of Richmond, Ind., He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 

praying for the passage of the so-called ‘‘anticoupon present bill;’”’ | bill (H. R. 1851) granting an increase of pension to David T. 


A bill (H. R. 910) granting an increase of pension to Freeman 
York; 





which was referred to the Committee on Finance. Towles, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
fe also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Indianapolis, | thereon. : 
Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called “ anti- He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 


injunction bill;’”? which was referred to the Committee on the | fc lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
Judiciary. | submitted reports thereon: 

He also presented a memorial of the Fulton Hardware Com- A bill (H. R. 4679) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
pany, of Portland, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the | M. Pierce; 


so-called ‘* parcels-post bill;’? which was referred to the Commit-| A bill (H. R. 2769) granting an increase of pension to William 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. E. Armstrong; 
He also presented the memorial of Nordyke & Marmon Com- A bill (H. R. 2573) granting an increase of pension to William 


pany, of Indianapolis, Ind., and the memorial of J. 8. Farrell & | G. Cronkite; 

Co., of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of A bill (H. R. 4624) granting a pension to Isabella Phelps: and 
the so-called “‘ eight-hour bill;’* which were referred to the Com- A bill (H. R. 4449) granting an increase of pension to William 
mittee on Education and Labor. Brown. 

He also presented the petition of S. Bash & Co., of Fort Wayne, Mr. CULLOM. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropri- 
Ind., anda petition of the Blish Milling Company, of Seymour, | ations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9480) making appro- 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the pow- | priations for the legislative, executive. and judicial expenses of 
ers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were referred | the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. other purposes, to report it with amendments, and I submit a 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of Leeap Grange, No. 239, | brief report thereon. I give notice that on to-morrow morning, 
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if the agricultural appropriation bill which has heen under con- | A bill (H. R. 1623) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
sideration in the Senate is ont of the way, I shall ask the Senate | 


to take it up for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (4. R. 7368) granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood; 

A bill (H. R. 3370) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 4179) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
C. Kvhn; 

A bill (H. R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to Joseph G. 
Thomas; 
A bill (H. R. 783) 


The bill will be placed on the 





granting 


gan increase of pension to Nicholas 


Reinhart; 
A bill (H. R. 2001) granting an increase of pension to Nora J. 
Glahn: 
A bill (A. R. 6879) granting a pension to Reuben A. Finnell; 
A bill (H. R. 4719) granting an increase of pension to Joseph F. 


Carter: 
A bill (H. R. 599%) granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer; 
A bill (H. R. 4119) granting an increase of pension to William 
Mercer; 
A bill (H. R. 4326) granting an increase of pension to Wilfred C. 
Tc } rdell: 
A bill (H. R. 859) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Barr 

A bill (H. R. 3909) granting an increase of pension to George 
Hayden; 


4 


Reed; and 

A bill (H. R. 5479) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Anderson. 

Mr. CARMACK (for Mr. Gisson), from the Committee on 


| Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2192) granting an 


increase of pension to William O. Smith, reperted it withoy 
amendment, and submitted areport thereon. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported an amendment proposing to appropriate $4,246 to meet the 


pro rata of this Government, in accordance with its agreement at 
the Second International American Conference at the City of 
Mexico in 1902, for the purchase of the Dictionary of the Spanish 
Language by Don Rufino J. Cuervo, intended to be proposed + 


| the sundry civil appropriation bill, and moved that it be printed, 


and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committes 


| on Appropriations; which-was agreed to. 


A bill (H. R. 789) granting an increase of pension to Eli Lach- | 


man; 

A bill (H. R. 3910) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Hoffman; and 

A bill (H. R. 3462) 
Nagle. jr. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1585) for the relief of 
J. M. Bloom, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8S. 36) to reimburse John Waller, postmaster at Monticeilo, 
N. Y., for moneys expended in carrying the mail, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the 
bill (S. 2383) for the relief of Harry A. E. Pickard, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
«1 the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
it, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill CH. R. 1005) granting an increase of pension to Marab E. 
Powe il: 

A bill (H. R. 4964) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Mink; 

A bill (A. R. 5342) granting a pension to Jane E. Sntfin; 

A bill CH. R. 9060) granting an increase of pension to John 
Connors; 

A bill (EH. R. 7063) granting a pension to Ellen F. Lynch; 

A bill (H. R. 9061) granting a pension to Nettie A. Buell; 

A bill (A. R. 4910) granting an increase of pension to Pruden- 
tia L. D. Nugent; 

A bill (H. R. 10700) granting a pension to Ella D. Madden: 

A bill (H. R. 2116) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
C. Ivory; 

A bill (H. R. 941) granting an increase of pension to William 
D. Taylor: 

A bill (H. R. 10794) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Hurlbut; and 

A bill (H. R. 5030) granting a pension to William H. Mount. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9053) to amend an.act to amend an act to 
construct a bridge across the Missouri River at a point between 
Kansas City and Sibley, in Jackson County, reported it without 
amendment. ; 

Mr. CARMACK (for Mr. Patrtrrrson), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4605) granting an 
increase of pension to William Herlinger, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He aiso, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (A. R. 8922) granting a pension to Martha E. Nolen; 

A bill (H. R. 8924) granting a pension to Georgia A. White- 
head; 


granting an increase of pension to Daniel 





Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1362) for the relief of the Postal Telegrap! 
Cable Company, reported it without amendment, and submit 
2 report thereon. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2020) for the relief of Custis Parke Upshur, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, from the Committeo on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (8. 8129) to promote 


4 


| the circulation of reading matter among the blind, reported it 


vith an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

ir. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
withont amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 891) granting certain lots in Gnadenhutten, Obio, 


| to Gnadenhutten special school district; and 


A bill (H.R. 11812) relating to applications, declaratory stat 


| ments, entries, and final proofs under the homestead and other 
| land laws, and to confirm the same in certain cases when inade 


outside of the land district within which the land is situated. 
PROOFS IN LAND ENTRIES. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam directed by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, towhem was referred the bill (H. R. 8435) to amend 
the act of Congress of March 11, 1902, relating to homesteads, to 


| report it favorably without amendment, and I submit.a report 


same committee, to whom was referred the | 


thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill simply changes the law so that if 
a county or a parish is in two land districts proof may be made 
before the county officer at the county seat instead of the entry- 
mun being required to go off to some other county seat in the land 
district. Proof can only be-made now in the land district. The 
biil consists of only two or three lines, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to amend anact entitled ‘*Anact to amend sec- 


tion 2294 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,” approved 


March 11. 1902, to read as follows: 


‘That section 2204 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the 
same is hereby, amended soas to read as follows: 
“*Smc. 2204. That hereafter all proofs, affidavits, and oaths of any kind 
whaisoever required to be made by applicants.and entrymen under the 
homestead, preemption, timber-culture, desert-land, and timber and stone 
acts, may, in addition to those now authorized to take such affidavits, proofs, 
and oaths, be made before any United States commissioner or commissioner 
of the court exercising Federal jurisdiction in the Territory or before t 
judges or clerk of any courtof record in the county, parish, or land district in 
wiich the lands are situated: Provided, That in case tho affidavits, proofs, 
and oaths hereinbefore mentioned be taken out of the county in which th 
land is located the applicant must show by affidavit, satisfactory to the Com 
missioner ef the General Land Office, that it was taken before the nearest or 
most accessible officer qualified to take said affidavits, proofs, and oaths in th: 
land districts in which the lands applied for are located; but such showing 
by aftidavit need not be made in making final proof if the proof be taken in 
the town or city where the nowspaper is published in which the final proot 
notice is printed. The proof, aflidavit,and oath, when so made and duly sub 
scribed, or which may have heretofore been so made and duly subser=bed, 
shall heave the same force and effect as if made before the register and re 
ceiver, when trausmitted to them with the fees and commissions allowed ani 
required by law. 5 
“*Thatif any witness making such proof, orany applicant making such af! 
davit or oath, shall knowingly, willfully, or corruptly swear falsely to any 
raaterial matter contained in said proofs, -affidavits, or oaths he sliall be 
deemed guilty of perjury, and shall be liable to the same pains and penalties 
a3 if he had sworn falsely before the register. ‘That the fees for entries and 
for final proofs, when made before any other officer than the register auc 
receiver, shall be as follows: 
‘* Por each ailidavit, 25 cents. s 
“*Foreach deposition of claimant or witness, when not prepared by the 
officer, 25 cents. : 
‘***For each ape ion of claimant or witness, prepared by the officer, $). 
“*Any officer demanding or receiving a greater sum for such service sha! 
he guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be punished for eac! 
offense by a fine not exceeding $100.’” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. _I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed. I received a letter on the sub- 
‘oct this morning and I should like to examine the bill. I may 
cae no objection to it, but I desire to enter a motion to reconsider 
as to have time to examine it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon en- 
ters a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. MITCHELL subsequently said: I desire to withdraw the 
motion which I entered this morning to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill (H. R. 8435) to amend the act of Congress of March 
11, 1902, relating to homesteads, was passed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4514) granting an increase of 
pension to John P. Whitehouse; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 4515) granting 
a pension to John W. Stewart; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 

Pensions, 
Orde also introduced a bill (S. 4516) granting a pension to Evelyn 
S. Beardslee; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S, 4517) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel J. Zimmerman; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the petition 


60 


for increase of pension of Samuel J. Zimmerman, together with | 


the affidavits of Dr. J. M. Hindman, G@. W. Bailey, and Thomas 
J. Ramsey, and copy of military record and Pension Office record. 


I move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the | 


Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MONBY introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 4518) for the relief of James W. Person and Isabella 
M. Person; 

A bill ( 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 4520) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. M. L. Holt, 
deceased, Mrs. Jane E. Cannon, and Mrs. L. B. Shipp: 

A bill (S, 4521) for the relief of the heirs of Vernon H. Johnston, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 4522) for the relief of the estate of Alfred Swearingin, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 4523) for the relief of the estate of James Roach, de- 
ceased. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4524) granting a pension to 


James McDaniel; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


George Douglas, administrator of the estate of James S. Douglas, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4526) granting a pension to M. Francis Von Balsan; 
. A bill (8. 4527) granting an increase of pension to William O. 

O.80n; 

“ A bill (8. 4528) granting an increase of pension to Amanda M. 
and: 

A bill (8. 4529) granting an increase of pension to Jesse N. Jones; 

A bill (S. 4530) granting an increase of pension to John A. Pack- 
ard; and 

A bill (S. 4531) granting an increase of pension to JuliaC. Van- 
zant. 

Mr, TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 4582) to remove the 
chirge of desertion appearing against the military record of Da- 
dW. Trumpeller; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military | 


, nre 
é airs, 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4533) granting certain land to the 
Minslehaats Baptist Church,of Rock Sink, Fla.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

bo CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 
rr rally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
ee on Claims: 


s A a S. 4534) for the relief of the estate of Wilson Cupples, 
eceased: 


A bill (3. 4535) for the relief of the estate of David Hurst, de- 


ceased; 
A bill (S. 4586) for the relief of the heirs of Jesse Hollis, de- 


ceased; 
A bill (8. 4537) for the relief of the estates of R. L. Evans, 
deceased, and Elizabeth P, Evans, deceased; 
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A bill (S. 4538) for the relief of John W. Fowler; 

A bill (S. 4539) for the relief of the estate of Robert Edwards, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 4540) for the relief of James C. Anderson, James H. 
Tarkington, and Nannie Jones, heirs at law of James C. Ander- 
son, deceased; 

A bill (S. 4541) for the relief of the estate of Josiah P. Ashford; 
and 

A bill (S. 4542) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin Adams, 
deceased. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 4548) for the relief of W. J. 
Winsett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 4544) granting an in- 
| crease of pension to Oliver Allie; which was read twice by its 
| title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 

tee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 4545) to increase the effi- 
| ciency of the Medical Department of the United States Army; 
| which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 4546) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martha C. Paige; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 4547) for the relief of 
Mark A, Chamberlain; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
| Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 4548) granting a pension to 
| Betsy J. Northrup; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
| to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 4549) to authorize the 
appointment of road overseers and to create road districts in the 
district of Alaska, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4550) to authorize and direct the 
Secretary of War to survey and construct a military trail, com- 
mencing at or near the intersection of the Orazek and the Yukon 
| rivers, thence to Coldfoot, on the Koyukuk River. in Alaska, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills: which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


| Pensions: 


A bill (S. 4551) granting an increase of pension to Richard Gable; 

A bill (8. 4552) granting an increase of pension to Henry Stulen; 

A bill (S. 4553) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Nell; 

A bill (S. 4554) granting a pension to Samuel B. Hench: 

A bill (S. 4555) granting an increase of pension to Michael Kelly, 
alias Patrick Kelly (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4556) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 


6 
‘ 


| Abbott (with an accompanying paper). 
Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4525) for the relief of | 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (8. 4557) to amend section 6, 
act of March 3, 1883, in regard to outdoor relief by Soldi 


rs’ 

Home; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
| panying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4558) for the relief of Henry 


Brandt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 4559) granting an increase 
of pension toJohn Kenton; which was read twice by its title, and, 


| with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4560) to divide the State of Wash- 
ington into two judicial districts; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

fe also introduced a bill (S. 4561) for the reappraisement and 
sale of the undisposed of lands within the Walla Walla 
Military Meadow Reserve, in Walla Walla County, Wush.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4562) to prov ide for the 
issuance of postage-stamp certificates to be used as remitt 
in lieu of postage stamps, now commonly employ pay- 
ment of small accounts; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices an | Post-Roads. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4563) for the delivery on 
the Pacific coast of two light vessels now being built in New York 
, and referred 


e 
Fort 


ed in the ] 


to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 4564) for the relief of the 
heirs of Mrs. D. J. Booth, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Cla 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4565) for the rel 
Nathan P. English, deceased; which was read twit 


ins. 
i OF the estate or 


8 by its title, 


| and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


| 


Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4566) granting authority 
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to the President, in his discretion, to restore certain midshipmen 
to the naval service; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 4567) to prohibit Senators 
and Representatives in Congress while serving as such from ac- 
cepting, holding, or receiving the pay, allowance, or emolument 
of any executive office, agency, or commission; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 4568) for the relief 
of Mary Cluffee Laurin; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4569) for the 
relief of certain Indians by appeal from the Commission to the 
Five Civilized Tribes to the United States courts; which was read 
twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To what committee does the 
Senator from Texas desire to have the bill referred? 

Mr. BAILEY. The Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred. 

Mr. STEWART. The Committee on Indian Affairs have had 
charge of the matter all the time, and I think it had better go to 
that committee. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think the bill might go to either committee. 
I tried the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I haye been unable 
to accomplish anything with them, so I thought I would try the 
other committee. 

Mr. STEWART. It might be that you could get the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs te understand the question better than it did 
before. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have madea perfectly frank statement; I think 
the bill could be properly referred to either committee. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 4570) granting an increase of pension to Simon D. 
Mitchell (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4571) granting an increase of pension to Ella N. Har- 
vey (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4572) granting an increase of pension to Thomas R. 
Perkins (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4578) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Buck (with accompanying papers); and 
- A bill (8. 4574) granting an increase of pension to Abraham B. 

Jorton. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 4575) for the relief of the 
heirs of Theodore Dehon; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4576) donating certain obso- 
lete ordnance to the city of Boston; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 51) to ex- 
tend the time for construction of the Akron, Sterling and Northern 
Railroad, in Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $20,000 to enable the Secretary of War to make a test to 
determine the destructive effect of the Isham shell, intended to 
be proposed by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which 
hes = eg to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

e printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to allow 
commutation of quarters to all commissioned and warrant officers 
of the Navy serving on shore and not occupying public quarters, 
intended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
memorandum, referred to the-Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KITTREDGE submitted an amendment directing the 
payment to the Sioux Indians residing at Flandreau, in the State 
of South Dakota, the share of said Indians in the principal per- 
manent fund appropriated and placed in the Treasury of the 
United States to the credit of the Sioux Indians by the act ap- 
proved March 2, 1889, intended to be proposed by him to the In- 
dian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $100,000 to pay the executor or administrator of the estate of 
Eli Ayres, deceased, for land purchased by said Eli Ayres in his 
lifetime from certain Chickasaw Indians in the State of Missis- 
sippi, which land was subsequently sold and disposed of by the 
United States, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


en nL LLL 


NARRAGANSETT BAY IMPROVEMENT, 


Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following concurrent resolution: 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That tho 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directes to cause a 
survey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of dredging jy 


Pawtuxet cove, Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island, a channel 5,000 feet jn 
length from the head of the cove, 100 feet in width, and with a mean dept}; 
of 8 feet at low water. ; 


RESTRICTION ON SENATORS AND REPRESENTATIVES, 


Mr. DANIEL submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, jn- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of enacting a law providing against 
the acceptance, holding, or receipt of pay, allowances, or emolument of any 
executive office, agency, or commission, by a Senator or Representative ip 
Congress, while serving as such Senator or Representative. 

RED LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION, 

On motion of Mr. CLapp, it was 


Ordered, That 4,000 copie of the act to authorize the sale of a 
is — as the Red Lake Indian Reservation, in the State of 
printed. 


SHIPPING BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND PHILIPPINE Ports. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that Senate Document No. 124, Fifty- 
eighth Congress, second session, being a hearing before the Com- 
mittee on the Philippin® on the bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping 
in trade between ports of the United States and ports or places in 
the Philippine Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philip- 
pine Archipelago, and for other purposes, be reprinted, as the 
copies have become exhausted, 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
= this day approved and signed the following act and joint reso- 

ution: 

An act (8. 1935) providing for the holding of an additional term 
of court in the northern district of West Virginia at Martinsburg, 
W. Va.; and 

The joint resolution (S. R. 87) providing for the editions to be 
printed of the annual and special reports of the Librarian of Con- 
gress. 


art of what 
Innesota, be 


TOMBIGBEE RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. PETTUS. Iaskunanimous consent forthe present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7287) to authorize the Mobile and West 
Alabama Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Tombigbee River between the counties of Clarke and 
Choctaw, Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St. 
Stephens meridian. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPUBLIC OF PANAMA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to tlie 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 

In response to the resolution of the Senate of February 18, 1904, as follows: 

“Resolved, That the President is requested, if not imcompatible with the 
public interests, to send to the Senate such information as is in possession of 


the Government of the United States asto the present state of organization 
of the Government of the Republic of Panama. Y 

“And a copy of the constitution of said Republic, or such information «s ‘o 
the provisions thereof as may have been received by him. 

“And that he will inform the Senate as to any ordinance, or other proce: 
ing of the constitutional convention recently in session at Panama, rela. 1)4 
to the Hay-Varilla treaty now — in the Senate.” 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State on the sul)! 


HEODORE ROOSEVEL'. 

Wuire Hovssz, February 24, 190k. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iask that the agricultural appropriation bill, 
House bill 11825, be now proceeded with. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tlic 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11825) max- 
ing appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the !\s 
cal year ending June 30, 1905. a 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 14, linc °. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and Ivr- 
estry was, under the head of ‘“‘Bureau of Plant Industry,’’ on pos 
14, line 11, to increase the appropriation for the salary of the Clic! 
of the Bureau of Plant Industry from $4,000 to $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 4, to increase the 
total appropriation for salaries, Bureau of Plant Industry, fre" 
$62,930 to $63,430. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 20, before the wor! 
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‘* scientific,” to strike out ‘and student;” and in the same line, 
after the word “aids,” to strike out “‘ at an annual salary of $480 
each;”’ so as to read: 

To study and find methods for preventing the algal and other contamina- 
tions of water supplies; the employment of investigators, local and special 
agents, clerks, assistants, scientific aids, and other labor required in conduct- 
ing experiments in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and collating, di- 
gesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of such experiments, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 1, after the word 
‘Jaboratory,”’ toinsert “‘ for the erection of necessary greenhouses, 
not to exceed $2,000;” and in line 8, after the word “ dollars,” to 
insert ‘of which sum $2,000 shall be immediately available;’’ so 
as to read: 

For telegraph and telephone service; for gas and electric current; pur- 
chase of chemicals and apparatus required in the field and laboratory; for 
the erection of necessary greenhouses, not to exceed $2,000; necessary travel- 
ing expenses; for express and freight charges; the preparation of reports 
and illustrations; the rent and repairs of a building, not to exceed $3,000 per 
annum; all necessary office fixtures and supplies, and for other expenses con- 
nected with the practical work of the investigations, $150,000, of which sum 
§2,000 shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 17, before the word 
“ scientific,” to strike out ‘‘ student;”” and in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘ aids,” to strike out “‘ at an annual salary of $480 each;”’ 
so as to read: 

Pomological investigations: Investigating, collecting, and disseminatin 
information relating to the fruit industry; the collection and distribution o: 
seeds, shrubs, trees, and specimens; and for collecting and modeling fruits, 
vegetables, and other plants, and furnishing duplicate models to the experi- 
ment stations of the several States, as far as found practicable; the employ- 
ment of investigators, local and special agents, clerks, assistants, scientific 
aids, and other labor required in conducting experiments in the city of Wash- 
ington and elsewhere, etc. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish toinquire of the chairman 
of the committee whether these investigators, local and special 
agents, clerks, assistants, and scientific aids are in the classified 
service? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think the majority of them are not. 
clerks are in the classified service. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 


The | 


I suppose a majority are not. I | 
should like to inquire how it is that this Department gets the | 
opportunity for the employment of so many employees at salaries | 
which are not specified, without having been appointed under the | 
classified service, when I think no other Department has that | 
rivilege? 

, Mr. PROCTOR. That is very true, but it has always been so | 
from the beginning. The work of the Department is such that it | 
requires at certain periods and for certain purposes, temporarily 
and not constantly, a much larger force than is required for con- 
stant service. It would be impossible to classify all the help of | 
the Department. The attempt has been made, I believe, by the 
committees of both Houses—it has always been urged as fully as | 
can be—that they should be brought within the classified service. 
The question has always been up at every meeting of the commit- | 
tee I have attended, and many of them have been brought in that 
were not so a few years ago. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suppose the real reason for it, 
then, is that the Agricultural Department gets everything it asks 
for and the other Departments can not. Isuppose that is the real 
explanation. 

| was led to make the inquiry from the fact that a somewhat 
similar institution, doing somewhat similar work, except so far as 
it has been taken away from them, the Smithsonian Institution, 
can not get anybody, from a scientific aid to a laborer, appointed 
except through the classified service. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it will be borne in mind that 
the work of the Agricultural Department isin great part at special 
times, when certain erops are in certain stages of growth. That 
is one of the reasons, and generally, perhaps, that is the principal 
reason, why the work is not even and regular. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the committee, which has been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Che reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 18, line 
15, before the word “ vegetables,” to strike out ‘‘ and,’’ and in the 
same line, after the word “‘ vegetables,” to insert ‘* packages and 
packing material;’’ so as to read: 

For the purpose of increasing the exportation of American fruits and 
vegetables, and for all necessary expenses connected with the practical work 
of the same, and such fruits, vegetables, packages, and packing material as 
are needed for these investigations and experimental shipments may be 
bonght in open market and disposed of at the discretion of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, and he is authorized to apply the moneys received from the 
sales of such fruits and vegetables toward the continuation and repetition of 
these investigations and experimental shipments etc. | 

Theamendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 3, to increase the ap- | 
propriation for pomological investigations from $40,000 to $47,000; 


in line 4, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’ to strike out ‘‘ five’’ and | see 


insert ‘‘twelve;”’ and in line 6, after the word “ for,” to strike 
out ‘‘ studying the nature of Anaheim, and other diseases of vines, 
and for ascertaining the best means for protecting vineyards 
against their ravages,” and insert ‘‘ determining the adaptability 
of various grape stocks to the different soil and climatic condi- 
tions of the Pacific coast and their resistance to disease;’’ so as to 
read: 

“To investigate, mm and report upon the commercial fruit districts of 
the United States, for the purpose of determining the relative adaptability of 
the several important fruits thereto, by a study of the conditions of soil and 
climate,and of the prevalence of plant diseases existing therein as related to 
commercial fruit production, $47,000, $12,000 of which sum may, in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary, be expended in cooperation with the experiment station 
of the State of California for determining the adaptability of various grape 


stocks to the different soil and climatic conditions of the Pacific coast and 
their resistance to disease.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 22, before the word 
“ scientific,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and student;’’ and in the same line, 
after the word “‘ aids,” to strike out ‘‘ at an annual salary of $480 
each;’’ so as to read: 

_ Botanical investigations and experiments: Investigations relating to me- 
dicinal, poisonous, fiber, and other economic plants, seeds, and weeds; the 
collection of plants, traveling expenses, and express and freight charges; for 
all necessary office fixtures; the purchase of paper and all other necessary 
supplies, materials, and apparatus; for rent and ordinary repairs of 
ing for office and laboratory purposes, not to exceed $3,000; for gas 
tric current; for telegraph and telephone service; for the employm 
vestigators, local and special agents, clerks, assistants, scientific 
= labor in conducting experiments in the city of Washington 
where. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 18, to increase the 
appropriation for botanical investigations and experiments from 
$65.000 to $70,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 21, to insert: 


The Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to examine and report mpon 
the nature, quality, and condition of samples of seed and grain submitted to 
him for that purpose; to sample, examine, and certify the character and cor 
dition of parcels and cargoes of seed and grain upon request of the 


a bu 
net € 


itof 1 






aids, and 


and else- 


owner; 


| to fix and collect fees for such services and apply the money so received to 


the support of his work. 


Mr. HALE. I make the point of order against that amend 
ment. Without regard to the point as to this provision being 


| estimated for, I make the point of order that it is a new pro- 
| vision; that it is general legislation; that it confers upon the 
| Secretary of Agriculture an entirely new power; that it author- 


izes him to takes fees and apply them to this work, which, und 
the law, ought to go into the Treasury. Without amplifying 
upon it, I call the attention of the Chair to the point. In my own 
mind I have no doubt whatever about it; and so I wish to raise 
the point of order. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It ought to go out. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it seems to me that that pro- 
vision is precisely in the line of what we have been legislating in 
every agricultural appropriation bill. Provisions for the exami- 
nation of seeds and the investigation of varieties of cereals have 
been inserted in our agricultural appropriation bills every year. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will permit me, I will call 
attention to the fact that it is not only the examination but th: 
certification as to “‘ the nature, quality, and condition of samples 
of seed and grain submitted to him [the Secretary] for that pur- 
pose.”’ That struck my attention the moment the Secretary read 
it. Itis perfectly apparent toevery person who observed and lis- 
tened what the possible and probable effect of such certification 
would be. 

Mr. HALE. I will not debate the general proposition: but what 
the Senator from Indiana says is very true. It would be a certi- 
fication, which may be used for exploiting and for advertisi 
purposes, and one which the Secretary now has no right to make. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule on 
the question of order, but will hear the Senator from Vermont 
if he desires to be heard. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ido not care to discuss the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no question 
that the amendment is general legislation; it would not expire 
with the bill itself, and, being general legislation, it is clearly out 
of order. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page line 
21, before the word “ scientific,’’ to strike out ** and;”’ in the 
line, before the word ‘‘ aids,”’ to strike ont ** student:” 
line, after the word “* aids,”’ to strike out “‘at an annual salary of 
$480 each;”’ and _in line 25, before the word ‘dollars,’ to strike out 
**one thousand two hundred ”’ and insert ‘‘ two thousand,” so as 
to read: 





r 





ame 


in the same 


Grassand forage-plant investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agricul 
ture to conduct investigations of grasses, forsze plants, and animal foods in 
cooperation with other divisions of the Department; t lect and purchase 

> roots, and specimens of valuable economic grasses and forage plants 
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for investigation; experimental cultivation and distribution, and for experi- 
ments and reports upon the best methods of extirpating Johnson and other 
noxious and destructive grasses; to purchase tools, all necessary office fix- 
tures, msitecrials, apparatus, and supplies; to pay freight, express charges, 

ling expenses; for telegraph and telephone service; for gas and 


and travelin: 
electric currents; for the employment of local and special agents, clerks, as- 


sistants, scientific aids, and other labor required in conducting experiments 
in the city of Washington and elsewhere; rent and repairs of a building not 
to exceed $2,000 per annum; to prepare drawings and illustrations for circu- 
lars, reports, and bulletins, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 14, to increase the 
appropriation for grass and forage-plant investigations from 
$40.000 to $45,000. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 10, to insert: 

For the removal and reconstruction of the greenhouses on the Department 
grounds in order to accommodate the new buildings for the Department, 
$25,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 16, to increase the 
appropriation for the maintenance of the experimental farm and 
agricultural station on the Arlington estate, in the State of Vir- 
ginia, from $15,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee if by the provision in relation to the Arlington experimental 
farm it is intended to devote the Arlington estate to the purposes 
of such a farm; and if so, to what extent? It seems to me that if 
the Government wants to establish an experimental farm station, 
it would be better to buy land somewhere else and not destroy 
that property over there. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I understand the part used by 
the Department of Agriculture is what is below the Arlington 
road, down next to the river, entirely east or north of the Arling- 
ton estate proper. It is low land that is in a very bad condition. 

Mr. TELLER. If that is the fact, perhaps it will not mar the 
property. 

Mr. PROCTOR. 

Mr. TELLER. 
the description in the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, while we are on 
hat clause I should like to know just what is meant by the lan- 
guage on page 24, line 2, where reference is made to a former act, 
in which I suppose the same thing has occurred. Whatis meant 
by the language: 

To confer upon the Secretary of Agriculture and his successors jurisdic- 
tion over so much of the Government land in Alexandria County, Va., known 
as the Arlington estate, as lies east of the public road. 

What is the jurisdiction conferred upon the Secretary of Agri- 
culture? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I understand it to be that, 
whereas all of th3ze lands are under the special care of the Secre- 
tary of War, for this purpose the care of this portion of that land 
is to be transferred to the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is there no Department of the 
Government which the Secretary of Agriculture is not permitted 
to invade? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have no knowledge on this 
subject except ina general way. It seems there is a lot on the 
Arlington estate which is lying idle; a kind of an old field, which 
is asomewhat unsightly object, but it is very valuable land, being 
close to the city here, which is available for this use, and is being 
used for nothing else. Congress, in the original act which set 
apart the Arlington estate, expressly conferred upon the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture and his successors jurisdiction over a part of 
that land. I have not the act before me, but I suppose it con- 
ferred the right and power upon that Department to utilize this 
land in the way provided for; and this is a provision which speci- 
ties the boundaries of the new agricultural experimental station. 
It leaves all the woodland of the cemetery and all the rest of the 
estate which can possibly be used for its present purpose—as a 
national burying ground—untouched and undisturbed. The 
adoption of this provision will really be beautifying the Arlington 
estate, instead of leaving there in a state of nature a lot of land 
covered with weeds and brambles and bushes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of the clause making appropriations ‘‘ for tea-culture investiga- 
tions,’’ from line 17 to line 25, inclusive, on page 24. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, though it is out of order 
at this time to move an amendment to the clause which has just 
been read, I suggest tothe chairman of the committee, if I forget 
to move the amendment, that he ought to strike out the word 
‘*making,’’ before the word ‘‘ tea,’’ on line 20, and insert the word 
**producing.’’ It now reads, *‘ the cost of making tea.”’ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; that is a definite thing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, letit go. I will call it up again. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 25, 


No; it will improve it greatly. 





I could not tell the location of the farm from | 


line 4, before the word “‘ building,’’ to strike out ‘‘ rent of” and 
| insert ‘‘ repairs of present seed;’’ in line 5, before the word “ dol- 
| lars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three thousand ” and insert “‘ seven thousand 
| five hundred;’’ and in line 13, after the word ‘‘ amount,” to strike 
| out *‘ not more than $48,000 shall be expended for labor in the city 
_of Washington, D. C., and;’’ so as to make the clause read: — 


Purchase and distribution of valuable seeds: For the purchase, propaga. 
tion, testing. and distribution of valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, 
cuttings, and plants; for repairsof present seed building, not to exceed $7,5::: 
the employment of local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other la}; 
required, in the city of Washington and elsewhere; all necessary oftice fj; 
tures and supplies, fuel, transportation, paper, twine, gum, printing, posta! 
cards, gas, and electric current; traveling expenses, and all necessary mato- 
rial and repairs for putting up and distributing the same, and to be distri 
uted in localities adapted to their culture, $290,000, of which amount not | 
than $202,000 shall be allotted for Congressional distribution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 20, after the word 
‘*bulbs,’’ to insert ‘‘ trees;’’ on page 26, line 3, before the word 
| ‘‘of,’’ to strike out ‘‘and no more;’’ and in the same line, after 
| the word ‘‘ bulbs,’”’ to insert ‘‘ trees;’’ so as to read: 

And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to expend the s 
sum, as nearly as practicable, in the purchase, testing, and distribution 
such valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, the } 
he can obtain at public or private sale, and such as shall be suitable for 1 
| respective localities to which the same are to be apportioned, and in which 
| same are to be distributed as hereinafter stated, and such seeds so purchased 
| shall includea variety of vegetable and flower seeds suitable for planting « 
culture in the various sections of the United States. An equal proportion 
two-thirds of all seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants shall, 
upon their request, after due notification by the Secretary of Agriculture 
that the allotment to their respective districts is ready for distribution, | 
supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress for distri- 
bution among their constituents, or mailed by the Department upon the re- 
ceipt of their addressed franks, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 7, after the word 
**purchase,’’ to insert ‘‘testing;’’ and in line 8, after the word 
‘*bulbs,’’ to insert ‘‘ trees;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

And provided also, That the Secretary shall report, as provided in this act, 
the place, quantity, and price of seeds purchased, and the date of purc! 
| but nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to prevent the Secretary 
Agriculture from sending seeds to those who apply for thesame. And the 
| amount herein eppeopemers shall not be diverted or used for any other piu 
pose but for the purchase, testing, propagation, and distribution of valu 
seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, etc. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Doesthat word “‘ testing,’ which 
it is proposed to introduce, refer to the amendment on page »1 
which has been stricken out? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Not in the slightest, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 27, line 
25, after the word ‘* plants,”’ to strike out ‘‘from foreign cou 
tries;’’ so as to read: 

Provided further, That $40,000 of the sum thus appropriated, or so mu 
thereof as the Secretary of Agriculture shall direct, may be used to co!! 
purchase, test, propagate, and distribute rare and valuable seeds, bu!! 
trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants for experiments with referen 
their introduction into this country, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 10, after the word 
** to,”’ to insert: ‘‘ develop the domestic production of sugar-! 
seed, to demonstrate the superiority of high-grade seed, ani 1: 
demonstrate the best methods of increasing the tonnage of su 
beets, to;’’ and in line 17, before the word *‘ thousand,’’ to strik 
out ‘‘ five’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Investigating production of domestic sugar: For all expenses, includ! 
the ae of labor in the city of Washington or elsewhere, nec 
to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to develop the domestic productio: 
sugar-beet seed, to demonstrate the superiority of high-grade seed, and ' 
demonstrate the best methods of increasing the tonnage of sugar lb 
continue inquiry and ascertain the progress made in the production o 
mestic sugar from beets and sorghum, including the area of available !r 
adapted thereto by irrigation or otherwise, and to investigate ail other m 
ters concerning the same, $10,000. 

Mr. LODGE. Onthe amendment which has just been re‘, 
on page 28, if I understood the Secretary correctly, I want 
know why that amount was raised and what was the estimate’ 

Mr. PROCTOR. The estimate was $5,000; but the Secretary 
of Agriculture came before the committee and said that, thou 
he had been having $5,000 right along, it was not quite enough 
continue the work; that there was more demand, on account | 
the increase of the beet-sugar industry, for further work of t! 
Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. Ba g 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment © 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 28, lin 
19, to increase the total appropriation for maintenance of t! 
Bureau of Plant Industry from $702,930 to $760,430. : 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I note that there also is an increase, ani “ 
very substantial one. I have noted on pages of the bill alrea:) 
read two or three increases over the estimates and never an 1! 
stance which showed upon the face of the bill that there was any 
reason for them. But here is an increase of nearly $60,000 above 
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Mr. PROCTOR. 


I move to restore the words “from foreign 


inquiry; and I therefore should like to have the chairman of the | countries,’’ which were stricken out on line 25, page 27. 


committee make some explanation of that increase. 
Mr. QUARLES. I call the attention of the Senator to the 


a nbaeel 
a BEVERIDGE. I did not know the reason for it, and I 
have asked for the facts. | i 

Mr. QUARLES. That is the total of all the appropriations for 
the Bureau of Plant Industry, beginning on page 14, all these sun- 
dry and intervening pages containing sundry and divers items of 
appropriation. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh; I see. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Twenty-five thousand dollars of the amount 
is for the removing of greenhouses, made necessary by the appro- 

riation for the new building for the Department of Agriculture. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be resumed. 

Mr. KEAN. Before passing from the subject, I notice on line 
95, on page 27, the words ‘‘from foreign countries’’ are stricken 
out. In that connection I take it that an amendment should be 
made at the top of page 28. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Or else the entire proviso should go out. 

Mr. KEAN. Either one or other. At the bottom of page 27, 
line 25, the language of the bill as it came from the House was 
‘“nlants from foreign countries for experiments with reference 
to their introduction into this country.” 
seems to me, ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Or the others ought to remain in— 
one or the other. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There can be no misunderstanding of the 
meaning. It is true that the words at the top of page 28 are per- 
haps not necessary. The words ‘‘from foreign countries’’ were 
stricken out because it was necessary to introduce into our great 
country, or to transfer seeds and plants from one section toanother, 
where they are as much strangers asif they came from a foreign 
country. 

[ do not think the words “‘ into this country,’’ in line 1, on page 
28, require any amendment, though I am perfectly willing to 
change the language, and, if it is desired, I will draw an amend- 
ment subsequently to do so. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think the meaning is perfectly apparent. 
The words ‘‘ from foreign countries ’’ were stricken out, I assume, 
in order that plants and such things might be introduced into 


this country from Porto Rico, the Philippines, and our other pos- | 
sessions, as well as from foreign countries as such, so as to include 


all. 
Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator from Vermont in charge 
of this bill ought in some way to modify the proviso. If the 


words ‘‘ from foreign countries’’ are stricken out, then this pro- | 
viso will have no significance, because on page 25 is the paragraph 
which makes the appropriation, and it makes it $290,000 in all. | 


That is ‘* for the purchase, propagation, testing, and distribution 
of valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, etc.’’ Then this provsio is, that of 
this sum $40,000 ‘‘ may be used to collect, purchase, test, propa- 
gate, and distribute rare and valuable seeds,”’ etc., from foreign 
countries, 


[ take it that that proviso was inserted for a purpose as respects | 


valuable seeds, bulbs, etc., from foreign countries. Are there 
words there which are not to be found in the paragraph appropri- 
ating thetotal sum? Unless there is some reason for striking out 
the words ‘from foreign countries,’’ I think those words ought 
to be left where they are, in order that the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture may have under this appropriation the privilege of import- 


ing from foreign countries certain valuable new seeds, bulbs, | 


trees, ete.; and if he can not do it except under this proviso, it 
seems tome the whole of it ought to be left intact. 
Here is an appropriation covering the entire purchase, propa- 


The reading of the bill will | 


The latter words, it | 


| 





| 





gation, etc., amounting to $290,000. Then there is a proviso in | 


the existing law and the one proposed here which allows a portion 
of this fund to be used in the purchase of these articles from 
foreign countries. Striking out those words will prevent any 
portion of that fund from being used for the purchase of seeds, 


bulbs, ete., from foreign countries. That proviso is necessary, | 


and if it is stricken out it will have the effect, at least, to prevent | 


the nae of Agriculture from doing what he undoubtedly 
cesires to do. 

Mr. MALLORY. And for which $40,000 is appropriated. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I will propose this amend- 
ment: In line 25, withdrawing the amendment which has been 
made, by striking out the words “from foreign countries,”’ and 
‘eaving those words stand; and then, after the word “ countries,” 
by inserting ‘‘ or from our possessions; ’’ so as to read: 

PI 


i ane from foreign countries or from our possessions for experiments 
ith 


reference to their introductien into this country. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator again state 
the amendment? 


| 
| 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
regarded as disagreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. ThenI move to amend, after the words “‘ from 
foreign countries,’’ on line 25. page 27, so as to read ‘‘or from our 
possessions for experiments with reference to their cultivation in,”’ 


Disagreeing to the amend- 


The amendment, then, will be 


| substituting the words “ cultivation in’’ for ** introduction into,”’ 


which I wish stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed hy 
the Senator from Vermont will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 28, line 1, after the word “ there,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ introduction into”’ and insert ** eul- 
tivation in.”’ 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. TILLMAN. Icall the attention of the Senator from Ver- 
mont in charge of this bill to the fact, unless the Senator from 
Colorado has the floor 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator who 
has charge of the bill if he intends to limit the amount of this ap- 
propriation to the purchase of these articles from foreign coun- 
tries and from our possessions? 
ae BEVERIDGE. Forty thousand dollars is appropriated for 
that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under the general provision at the top 
page 25. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. This limits it to $40,000. 

Mr. TELLER. Does this amount of $40,000 include foreign 
countries or only our possessions? I do not know what is meant. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ithinkif the Senator in charge of the bill 
will have that portion read as proposed to be amended he will 
find the amendment has not improved it, because the purpose of 








The Senator from Colorado 


He can do that under the general 


£ 


of 


| the amendment, as I understand it, was to limit the introduction 


of bulbs, seeds, vines, etc.—their introduction from foreign coun- 
tries; ‘‘introduction,’’ not ‘‘cultivation.’’ The Senator has now 
stricken out ‘‘ introduction,’ and we certainly must introdu 
them if we are going to distribute and use them. 

I think that Senators have confused the Senator from Vermont 
with their objections, which I confess I think are a little hyper- 
critical. If the Senator will just simply content himself with 
letting the amendment go out and leave the line stand as the other 
House had it that is all anybody wants. The Secretary of Agri- 
culture already has power generally here to get anything from 
our own countries or possessions or colonies, or whatever you call 
them, without our giving him specific authority. The word 
**introduction”’ certainly ought to stay there rather than “ culti- 
vation.”’ ‘‘ Introduction and cultivation ’’ will do, but you do1 


ce 


4 10U 


| want to strike out ‘* introduction.” 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This whole proviso is precisely in 
the language of the proviso in former appropriation acts upon 


| this subject, except that the words ‘‘from foreign countries ”’ 


have been stricken out. It occurs to me, as the Senator from 
South Carolina says, that the best thing is to disagree to the 
amendment and leave it as it stood; or, if it be thought necessary, 
to add to it the words ‘‘ and our island possessions.’’ ; 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But I do not think that is nec 
sary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to ask the Secretary to read 
the proviso as it has been proposed to be amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read th 
proviso as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided further, That $40,000 of the sum thus appropriated 


The amendment has been dis- 





: ; ; : Pi I l 
thereof as the Secretary of Agriculture shall direct. may be used t . 
purchase, test, propagate, and distribute rare and valuable seeds, bulbs, trees; 
shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants from foreign countriesor from 





sions, for experiments with reference to their « ultivation in this co intry 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all right. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me the word “introduction,” as 
the Senator from South Carolina says, ought to be left in and the 
word ‘‘ cultivation’’ might be added. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The word * introduction” will 
be restored if there is no objection. It is restored, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, under the bead 
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of ‘‘ Bureau of Forestry,’’ on page 30, line 10, to increase the 
appropriation for general expenses, Bureau of Forestry, from 
$363.000 to $412,860. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 30, line 18, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the Bureau of Forestry 
from $400,140 to $450,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Chem- 
istry,’’ on page 31, line 24, after the word ‘‘ advisable,’’ to insert 
‘‘and to publish the results of such investigations when thought 


advisable;’’ so as to read: 

To investigate the adulteration of foods, condiments, beverages, and drugs 
when deemed by the Secretary of Agriculture advisable, and to publish the 
results of such investigations when thought advisable. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 17 on 


age 33. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The bill is being read for action 
on committee amendments, I suppose? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Committee amendments. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And after they are disposed of 
the bill will be open to amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like toinquire of the Senator having 
the bill in charge whether this investigation of *‘ the adulteration 
of foods, condiments, beverages, or drugs,’’ whenever the Secre- 
tary shall deem advisable, will cover the investigation of products— 
meat and vegetables and fish—kept in cold storage? 1 have been 
informed that if kept too long meats and fish and the like become 
poisonous, and that many people lose their lives from consuming 
cold-storage products. Ithink if you call for a beefsteak in al- 
most any city in the East you will find that it has lost the ele- 
ment of freshness; that it has been kept in cold storage too long. 
It has been neglected and lain there for many months, perhaps 
more, for years. 

I have had a little experience with that. Ido not know that 
many people have been murdered by it, but the use of meat kept 
too long in cold storage has made a good many men sick. 

This investigation, if it can go to that point, I think would be 
very useful to the country. I should insert after “‘ when deemed 
by the Secretary of Agriculture advisable” the words ‘‘ and the ef- 
fects of cold storage ’’—— 

Mr. ALLISON. “And also’’—— 

Mr. STEWART. ‘And also the effect of cold storage.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. ‘“ Upon meats.” 

Mr. STEWART. The effect upon meats and vegetables and 
anything kept in cold storage. The effect upon food producis. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The effect on the health. 

Mr. STEWART. The effect of cold storage upon the health. 

And also the effect of cold storage upon the health. 

I would leave out the words “‘ whendeemed * * * advisable.” 
They are unnecessary, because that would say he might do it or 
might not. Strike out ‘‘ when deemed by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture advisable ~ and insert ‘‘ and also the effect upon the health 
of the cold storage of food products.”’ 

Mr. TILLMAN. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
*‘ when deemed advisable’’ applies only to the publication. | 

Mr. STEWART. Itoughtto be published. If he finds that it 
is injurious, the people ought to be put on guard. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Do you suppose he would do that without 
any order? Else we had better | bolish him. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think it is necessary to leave that | 
in. I think it ought to be published. I think that should be | 
stricken out. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I have no objection to the amendment, but I | 
would suggest to the Senator that this matter of pure-food legis- | 
lation is before the Senate in a measure which came from the 
other House, and they have adopted in preparing that bill this 
provision. This is only one of its many provisions. The Sena- 
tor from North Dakota [Mr. MoCumeBer] is familiar with that 
matter. I think the other provisions of that measure, which has 
already a the House, covers this whole question. 

Mr. STEWART. Probably so, if it passes. But we have no 
guaranty that that bill will pass, and we are providing for in- 
vestigations by the chemical force of the Department of Agricul- 
tur. of adulterations of food products. One of the principal 
adulterations is keeping them a long time in cold storage. That 
is a decided adulteration, and it is certainly germane. I do not 
care whether or not you strike out anything if you insert after 
**advisable ’’ the words— 

Also the effect upon the health of cold-storage food products. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Willthe Senator from Nevada 
repeat his proposed amendment? 

Mr. TILLMAN, ‘On the healthfulness of food.”’ 





Mr. STEWART. “And also the effect of cold storage upon 
the healthfulness of food.’’ That will do. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 23. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me this matter is covered by the 
provision of the bill on page 32. Will the Senator read the pro- 
vision at the top of the thirty-second page? 

Mr. STEWART. The thirty-second page? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. I think he will find—— 

Mr. STEWART. That refers to coloring matter and added 
substances. 


Mr. ALDRICH. No; food preservatives. 

Mr. STEWART. Food preservatives? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Cold storage is a food preservative, I think, 

Mr. STEWART. No; that is something put in. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Salicylic acid, or something like that. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. That refers to another matter alto- 
| gether, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I do not object to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nevada will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 31, line 24, after the word “ advisa- 
ble,’’ it is proposed to insert: 

And also the effect of cold storage upon the healthfulness of foods, 

Mr. STEWART. That is it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment was not in 
order when it was offered, and this case must not be taken as a 
precedent. The committee amendments are first to be considered, 

Mr. STEWART. I suppose it can be waived for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment has been 
agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 34, line 
22, to increase the appropriation to carry on the investigations in 
collaboration with the Bureau of Animal Industry of the chemis- 
try of dairy products and of adulterants used therein, and of the 
adulterated products, etc., from $110,000 to $159,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is it in order at this time to move to strike 
out this provision? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To strike out a provision in 
the House bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. A provision in the House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not under the unanimous 
consent given, which was that committee amendments should first 
be considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then at a later time I will move to strike out 
this provision. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 34, line 
24, to increase the appropriation for the purchase and installment 
of a new boiler in the Bureau of Chemistry from $1,200 to $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 2, to increase the 
appropriation for investigations of the chemical and physical 


character of road materials from $10,000 to $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 11, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the Bureau of Chemistry 
from $124,800 to $174,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “* Burean of Soils,”’ 
on page 86, line 19, after the word “ soils,”’ to strike out “in con- 
tinental United States; ”’ so as to read: 

For investigations of soils and for indicating upon maps or plata, by colori 
or otherwise, the results of such investigations; tomap the tobacc> soils 0! | 
United States, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 37. line 5, to increase ' 
appropriation for rent of buildings for office and laboratory p" 
poses, Bureau of Soils, from $2,000 per annum to $4,000 per annw. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 16, to increase 1!\° 
appropriation for general expenses, Bureau of Soils, from $17\).!’ 
to $203,280. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, line 18, to increase t 
total app iation for maintenance of Bureau of Soils from 

$214,630 to $247,960. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 21, before the wor’ 
“of,” to strike out ‘‘ Division’ and insert ‘‘ Burean;’’ in line ~~, 
after the word ‘‘of,” tostrike out “division’’ and insert “bureau; 
in line 24, before the word “* dollars,’’ to strike ont ‘‘ two thomsan' 
seven hundred and fifty’’ and insert “‘ three thousand five hun- 
dred;’’ in the same line, after the word ‘ dollars,”’ to strike out 
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‘and for additional compensation while the office is held by the 
present incumbent, $500;’’ on page 38, line 1, after the word “of,” 
to strike out ‘‘ division’’ and insert ‘*bureau,’’ and in line 9, be- 
fore the word “ dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘ four hundred and fifty ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ seven hundred;”’ so as to make the clause read: 


3 u of Entomology, salaries: One entomologist, who shall be chief of 
ameaell $3,500; one aseistant entomologist, who shall be assistant chief of 
pureau, $1,800; one assistant entomologist or clerk, $1,600; one assistant ento- 
mologist or clerk, $1,400; two assistant entomologists or clerks, at $1,200 each, 
2,400; two clerks, at $1,000 each, $2,000; in all, $12,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 10, after the word 
‘‘expenses,”’ to strike out ‘‘ of entomological investigations’’ and 
insert ‘“‘ Bureau of Entomology;”’ in line 16, after the word ‘‘of,”’ 
to strike out: 
the codling moth and of the cotton-boll weevil and boll worm, with a view of 
ascertaining the best methods of their extermination; investigations in api- 
culture; investigations of the damage to forests and forest trees by insects. 

And insert: 
insects affecting field crops; investigations of the insects affecting small fruit 
and truck crops; forest and forest products and stored products; investiga- 
tion of insects in relation to diseases of men and domestic animals and as an- 
imal parasites; miscellaneous insect investigations, including the introduc- 
tion of beneficial insects, quarantine work, and the study of fungusand other 
diseases of insects; for the expenses of insect laboratory, collections, and ex- 
perimental gardens; investigations in apiculture and in silk culture; inves- 
tivations of insecticides and insecticide machinery. 

So as to read: 


General expenses, Bureau of Entomology: Promotion of economic ento- 
mology; investigating the history and habits of insects injurious and bene- 
ficial to agriculture, horticulture, and arboriculture; ascertaining the best 
means of destroying those found to be injurious, including an investigation 
into the ravages of insects affecting field crops; investigations of the insects 
affecting small fruit and truck crops, forest and forest products and stored 
products: investigation of insects in relation to diseases of men and domes- 
tic animals and as animal parasites; miscellaneous insect investigations, in- 

iding the introduction of beneficial insects, ——~ work, and the 
study of fungus and other diseases of insects; for the expenses of insect labo- 
ratory, collections, and experimental gardens; investigations in apiculture 
and in silk culture; investigations of insecticides and insecticide machinery, 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 15, after the word 
‘‘the,’’ to strike out ‘* Division ’’ and insert ‘‘ Bureau;’’ in line 16, 
before the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ $12,000 of which 
shall be immediately available, sixty-five’’ and insert “‘seventy- 
five;’? in line 17, before the word ** dollars,’’ to strike out “‘ five 
hundred,”? and in the same line, after the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ to 

trike out ‘of which amount not to exceed $10,000 may, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, be expended for silk 
investigations;’’ so as to read: 

Preparing, illustrating, and publishing the results of the work of the 
Bureau, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. fs 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 20, after the word 

‘for,’ to strike out ‘* Division’’ and insert ‘‘ Bureau,’’ and in 
line 21, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ seventy-nine 
hundred and fifty ’’ andinsert ‘‘ eighty-seven thousand seven hun- 
dred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Total for Bureau of Entomology, $87,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 23, before the word 
“of,” to strike out ‘* Division’’ and insert ‘‘ Bureau;’’ in line 24, 
after the word ‘‘ of,”’ to strike out ‘‘ Division’’ and insert ‘‘ Bu- 
reau;’’ in line 26, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ two 
thousand seven hundred and fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ three thousand 
five hundred;”’ on page 40, line 1, after the word “‘of,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘ Division’’ and insert ‘‘ Bureau,’’ and in line 10, before the 
word ** dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ seventeen thousand eight hundred 
and fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ eighteen thousand six hundred;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Bureau of Biological Survey, salaries: One biologist, who shall be chief of 
bureau, $3,500; one assistant biologist, who shall be assistant chief of bureau, 
$1,500; two assistant biologists, at $1,500 each, $3,000; one assistant biologist, 
$1,400; four assistant biologists, at $1,200 each, $4,800; one clerk of class 1, $1,200; 
two clerks, at $1,000 each, $2,000; one clerk, $900; in all, $18,600. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move, as anamendment tothe amendment, 
to strike out, in line 24, the words ‘‘ who shall be chief of bureau.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

2 The next amendment was, on page 40, line 11, after the word 
expenses,”’ to strike out ‘‘ of biological investigations’ and in- 
sert “‘ Bureau of Biological Survey,’’ and on page 41, line 1, after 
the word ‘“‘the,’’ where it occurs the second time, to strike out 
division ’’ and insert ‘‘ bureau;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


, General expenses, Bureau of Biological Survey: For biological investiga- 
tions, including the geographic distribution and migrations of animals, birds, 
and plants, and for the promotion of economic ornithology and mammalogy, 
for an investigation of the food, habits of North American birds and mam- 
mals in relation to agriculture, horticulture, and foresty; for the employ- 
ment of local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor required 
in conducting experiments in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and in 
png digesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of such experi- 
ments; for freight and express charges; for office fixtures and supplies, gas 
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and electric current, telegraph and telephone services; for preparation and 
publication of reports, and for illustrations, field work, and traveling and 
other expenses in the practical work of the Bureau. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 7, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to move or transport elk or other 
game animals presented to the Government or owned by it, and to fence, 
maintain, feed, and care for them on forest reserves or other public lands, 
$1,000, the same to be immediately available. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that this sum. 
$1,000, is not enough to be of any benefit. It is so small that it 
does not seem to me to be sufficient. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There was $1,000 appropriated last year that 
was not used because it was not sufficient. This they say will be 
sufficient. 

Mr. TELLER. With the last year’s appropriation? 

Mr. PROCTOR. With the last year’s appropriation. That is 
still available. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to amend this amendment by inserting 
in the tenth line, after the word ‘‘ owned,’ the words “or pur- 
chased.’’ I do not suppose the Government will go into the 
purchasing of wild animals to any extent, but there are a few 
animals, like the mountain sheep or the mountain goat, that the 
Government does not have and that it might want to purchase. 
It would not amount to much. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It was not proposed to go into the purchase 
of animals. There is a band of elks in the San Joaquin Valley of 
California different from any other elk, different from the moun- 
tain elk, and it is the only specimen of that species in existence. 
It was considered very desirable to preserve them. They belong 
to a firm, Miller & Lux, who have a large ranch and have cared 
for them, and they propose to present them to the Government. 
They do not wish to sell them or to have them destroyed, but 
they propose to present them to the Government, and there is a 
place in the Sequoia Reservation where the cliffs fence a good 
part of it. A little at each end will have to be fenced to keep 
them in. It will give them a good range and preserve a species 
of elk that would be exterminated otherwise. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to interfere with the purpose of 
the committee, for I appreciate their object, but it seems to me 
while they are about it they ought to extend it so as to bring in 
a few animals that are likely to become extinct in this country. 
One is the American moose and the other is thecaribou, Of both 
of these, particularly the caribou, a few head can be purchased 
and putin the Yellowstone Park at a very reasonable rate. Ido 
not know that I will move any amendment to this provision, but 
as long as the Government is in this line of business, it seems to 
me it would be well to consider that. If this amendment re- 
mains in in conference to be had on the bill, I should like to sug- 
gest to the chairman of the committee that they make a little ex- 
tension, if they can do so. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They will have to increase the money. 

Mr. TELLER. You would have to increase the amount of 
money, as the Senator from South Carolina says. I am told that 
the Government can buy and put into the Yellowstone Park a 
few caribou at about $50 per head. In a few years there will not 
be a caribou outside of Alaska. There are a few to be had in the 
northeastern part of our country. I am told by Mr. Jones, who 
is one of the men in charge of the Yellowstone animals, that for 
$50 a head a few can be purchased and putin the park. I should 
like to see it done, but I do not want to interfere with the matter 
to the extent of making an amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think that is a matter for future considera- 
tion. Icould deliver a lecture on the moose and caribou ques- 
tion from personal experience, but I do not think there is any 
occasion for it now. 

Mr. TELLER. I shall be delighted to attend if the Senator 
will give me notice when he is to deliver his lecture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Chair understand that the Senator from Colorado with- 
draws his proposed amendment? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; I did when I heard the statement of the 
chairman. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 41, after 
the word ‘‘for,’’ in line 13, to strike out ‘‘ Division’’ and insert 
‘* Bureau,’’ and in line 15, before the word “‘ dollars,”’ to strike 
out “fifty thousand eight hundred and fifty ’’ and insert ** fifty- 
two thousand six hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Total for Bureau of Biological Survey, $52,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 19, to increase the 
appropriation for the salary of one assistant chief of the Division 
of Accounts and Disbursements from $2,000 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 42, line 2, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the Division of Accounts 
and Disbursements, from $24,350 to $24,850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 22, to increase the 
appropriation for collecting domestic and foreign agricultural 
statistics, compiling, writing, and illustrating statistical matter 
for monthly, annual, and special reports, special investigations 
and compilations, etc., from $120,500 to $132,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. A 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 12, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Bureau of Statis- 
tics, from $187,060 to $197,260. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 15, to increase the 
appropriation for the salary of one librarian, from $1,800 to 
$2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 22, to increase the 
total appropriation for salaries, library, from $10,000 to $10,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 5, to increase the 
appropriation for purchase of technical books of reference, tech- 
nical papers, and technical periodicals necessary for the work of 
the Department, etc., from $10,000 to $12,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 21, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the library, Department 
of Agriculture, from $20,000 to $22,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 6, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘ ten’’ and insert “‘ fifteen;”’ so as to 
read: 

Agricultural experiment stations: To carry into effect the provisions of 
an act approved March 2, 1887, entitled “‘An act to establish agricultural ex- 

eriment stations in connection with the colleges established in the several 
States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts 
supplementary thereto,” and to enforce the execution thereof, $815,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see that the estimate for the appropriation 
on page 49, line 6, provides for only $810,000, and the committee 
has inserted ‘ fifteen’’ in lieu of “ten,’’ making the amount 
$815,000. I suppose that this sum was the amount directed by 
the law quoted in this paragraph; or was that a mistake, and is 
the sum of $815,000 necessary? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Secretary of Agriculture appeared be- 
fore the committee and said that this amount is necessary. He 
said: 

I estimated for $5,000 extra in that office. That is all the extra estimating 
I made for the whole office. 

That is his testimony before the committee, taken by the ste- 
nographer. I think it was an additional estimate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only called attention to it because this is an 
appropriation that is provided for specifically bylaw. I can see 
that $5,000 additional might be necessary in Porto Rico, perhaps, 
or somewhere, and I merely wanted to know why the estimate was 
increased $5,000. Iam in entire sympathy with the Senator and 
the committee in providing ample sums for this purpose. I only 
asked the question by way of explanation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous,”’ 
on page 49, in line 16, after the word ‘*‘ Congress,’’ to strike out: 

And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and directed to co- 
ordinate the work of the several stations and the work of the stations with 
the Department of Agriculture, to the end of preventing eae iupli- 
cation of work, of increasing the efficiency of the stations and the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, and to unify and systematize agricultural investigations 
in the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. This paragraph struck out by the committee 
seems to be a rather important one. I believe myself that it 
ought to be stricken out, but I think some information ought to 
be given why it was stricken out by the committee. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I have heard from a large number of the ex- 

eriment stations, and several of the officers of experiment stations 

ave been here from different States. They are under State con- 
trol, and they claim that to coordinate the work of the stations 
would give an authority to the Secretary of Agriculture that they 
did not thinkis wise. I proposed tothem thatit might be amended 
by using the word ‘‘ cooperate” instead of ‘‘ coordinate.’”’ That 
was satisfactory to the officials of the experiment stations, but 
they said, and so did the Secretary, that that authority exists 
now, and it therefore seemed best to the committee to strike it 
out. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will explain the matter a little more fully. 
On page 22 the present law and this proposed act provides that 
‘*the agricultural experiment stations are hereby authorized and 
directed to cooperate with the Secretary of Agriculture in estab- 
lishing and maintaining experimental grass stations, for deter- 





mining the best methods of caring for and improving meadows 
and grazing lands,” etc. 

I have had a good deal of experience, and I am speaking now 
because I am connected with the experiment station in my State 
as one of the board of trustees. The words here that are stricken 
out, if left in, would simply destroy the local control of the sta- 
tions and place the power in the hands of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to direct their work. F 

It might be advisable and valuable to have cooperation and co- 
ordination, and to prevent duplication of work, but any Senator 
can very readily understand that the bulletins which would bo 
then issued by the Agricultural Department would not reach the 
local clientage or clientéle, or the farmers, in any State so that 
they would be benefited thereby. We issue fifteen or twenty 
thousand bulletins in South Carolina covering the work that we 
are carrying on. Our farmers are interested in cotton. The 
farmers of Maine do not care anything about cotton. Suppose 
we should get a man in the Agricultural Department as Secre- 
tary who might be a theorist and undertake to say to the South 
Carolina experimental station people, ‘‘ You must not do this 
work because some other State somewhere else is going to do it.” 
You can very readily see that the use and benefit of the station 
locally would be destroyed absolutely. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Carolina yield? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Iagree fully with what the Senator has said. Is 
not this matter working now very satisfactorily? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Entirely so; and I do not see any use of en- 
larging the power of the Secretary of Agriculture to do more than 
to advise and superintend. He is already doing that, and as far 
as I know the stations are cooperating with the Department here. 
I think the committee of the Senate was very wise in striking out 
these words, and I hope they will see that the clause stays out. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There was a general agreement upon the 
question that the clause should be stricken out, and that is entirely 
agreeable to the Department of Agriculture. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next ameadment was, on page 50, line 15, after the word 
‘* index,” to insert ‘‘ and this fund shall be available until used;”’ 
so as to read: 

The Secretary of Agricultureis hereby.authorized to furnish to such ins* tu- 
tions or individuals as may care to buy them copies of the card index o! a: 
cultural literature prepared by the ceof Experiment Stations, and charge 
for the same a price covering the additional expense involved in the prep ra- 
tion of these copies, and he is hereby authorized to apply the moneys re 


ceived toward the expense of the preparation of the index, and this fund 
shall be available until used, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 4, after the word 
*‘ stations,” to insert ‘‘and this fund shall be available until 
used;’’ and in line 6, before the word ‘ thousand,”’ to strike out 
**ten’’ and insert ‘‘ fifteen;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That not more than $i5,000shall be expended for the maintenance 
of such stations in any one of said Territories; and the Secretary of Agricu! 
ture is authorized to sell such products as are obtained on the land belo: 
ing to the agricultural experiment stations in Alaska, Hawaii, and Porto 
Rico, and to apply the moneys received from the sale of such products to tho 
maintenance of said stations, and this fund shall be available until used; in 
all, $815,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, in line 6, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “‘ five”’ and insert “‘ten;’’ and in line 
15, after the word “‘ practice,’’ to insert ‘‘including the prepara- 
tion and printing of charts, diagrams, photographs, and lantern 
slides for use in connection with lectures delivered at farmers’ 
institutes;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That $10,000 of this sum shall be used by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to investigate and report upon the organization and progress of 
farmers’ institutes in the several States and Territories, and upon similer 
organizations in foreign countries, with special suggestions of plans and 
methods for making such organizations more effective for the disseminatiou 
of the results of the work of the Department of Agriculture and theagrict!- 
tural experiment stations and of improved methods of agricultural practi 
including the preparation and printing of charts, ern beeere? 
and lantern slides for use in connection with lectures delivered at farmers’ 
institutes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

. . 7 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 19, to increase tho 
total appropriation for Agricultural experiment stations from 
$810,000 to $815,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was,on page 52, line 22, after the wor’ 
“drainage,” to insert “and other agricultural purposes;’’ so as 
to read: 


Irrigation and drainage investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agr! 
culture to investigate and report upon the laws as affecting irrigation and 
the rights of riparian proprietors and institutions relating to irrigation and 
upon the use of irrigation waters, at home and abroad; with especial sugges 
tions of better methods for the utilization of irrigation waters in agriculture 


Does the Senator from South 
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than those incommon use, and upon plans for the removalof seepage and sur- 

jus waters by drainage, and upon the use of different kinds of power and 
aoa ances for irrigationand drainage, and other agricultural purposes, and 
f ti preparatien, printing, and illustration of reports and bulletins on ir- 
ization and drainage, inciuding employment of labor in the city of Washb- 
invton or elsewhere, etc. 


iby 
Mr. TELLER. I understand that under some unanimous- 
consent arrangement we are not allowed to move amendments 


now, but we must wait until the reading of the bill has been con- 
cluded. 


[The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The agreement was that Sen- 
atorsshould wait until the committee amendments had been acted 
upon. 


vision 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing | 


to amendment of the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
» next amendment was, on page 53, in line 7, to increase the 
viation for irrigation and drainage investigations from 
) to ST0.000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next. amendment was, on page 53, line 13, after the word 
‘‘oxporiments,”’ to insert ‘‘and object lessons in road building:”’ 
in line 14. after the word ‘‘of,’’ to insert ‘‘experts;’’ in line 17, 
ter the word ‘* experiments,’’ to Insert *‘ and field work;’’ in line 
i9, after the word ‘‘apparatus,”’ to insert ‘‘machinery,’’? and in 
line 24, before the word *‘ dollars,’ tostrike out ‘* thirty-five thou- 


Mr. TELLER. I wish to move to amend that particular pro- | 


|} under the existing law, the Secretary 
whether the articles are injurious to health or a 
Through means of his « 
Department has chemical lal i } 
rreat cities, and they: c 


sand’? and insert ‘‘ sixty-five thousand;’’ so as to make the clause | 


Tread: 
Public road inquiries: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to make in- 
liries gard to thesystems of road management throuzhout the United 
States: to make investigations in regard tothe best methods of road makine, 
a » best kinds of read-making materials in the-severai States; to con . 
experiments and object lessons in read building; for the employme 
perts, local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor required 
the city of Washington and elsewhere; for collating, digesting, reporting, 
and illustrating the results of such investigations and experiments and field 
work; for preparing, publishing, and distributing bulletinsand reports: for 
necessary Offies fixtures.and supplies, apparatus, machinery, and mat 
telegraph and telephone service; traveling and other necessary expenses, 
and to enable him to assist the agricultural colleges and experiment stations 
in disseminating information on this subject, $65,900. 


The amendment was agreed to. 















The next amendment was, on page 53, line 25, to increase the | 


total appropriation for the maintenance of the Department of 
Agriculture from $5,711,240 to $6,072,380. 

e amendment was agreed to. 

e reading of the bill was concluded. 

ir. PROCTOR. On page 37, line 22, after the word ‘‘ento- 
mologist,’? I move to strike out the words ‘‘ who shall be chief of 
bnreau.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 33, move to strike ont, commenc- 
ing in line 18, all down to and including the word ‘ package,”’ 
in line 22, on page: 34. 

Mr. BACON. The amendment proposed by the Senator is so 
large in its scope that it is impossible for us to judge whether or 
not it should be stricken out without having the opportunity to 
read it or having it read from the desk. It covers more than a 
age, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words proposed to be 

tricken out will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out, beginning in line 
18, page 33, the following: 

And the Secretary of Agriculture, whenever he has reason to beliove that 


Al 
i 


"1 
T 
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R es or goods of any description which are being imported from foreign 
countries by reason of adulteration aredangerous to the health of the people 


of the United St:tes, or which are forbidden entry or to be sold, or are re- 
stricted in sale in the conntries in-which they are made or from which they 
are exported, or which shall be falsely or-incompletely labeled in any respect 
in regard to the place of manufacture or the contents.of the package, chal 
make a request upon the Secretary of the Treasury for sampies from ori,i- 
nal packages of such articles for inspection and amalysis: and the Secretary 


of the Treasury is hereby authorized to open such original packages and | 
deliver specimens to the Secretary cf Agriculture for the purpose mentioned, | 





giving notice to the owner or consignee of such articles, who may be pres« 
and have the richt to introduce testimony before the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, either in person or by attorney or by writing, in all cases where the 
examination conducted by the Secretary of Agriculture discloses any reason 
f sleving that the products in question should be excluded, and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall refuse delivery to the consignee of any such 
goods which the Secretary of Agriculture reports tohim have been inspected 
and analyzed and found io be dangerous to health, or which are forbidden 
entry or to be sold or are restricted in sale in the countries in which they are 
made or from which they are exported, or which shall be falsely or incom- 
pletely labeled in any respect in regard. to the place of manufacture or the 
contents of the package. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I hope the committee will not 
object to the adoption of my motion toamend. This extraordi- 








hary provision places the importation of goods.of every descrip- | 


tion under the control of the Bureau of Chemistry of the Agri- 
culteral Department, and provides that that Bureau may exclude 
from importation into the United States any articles of any de- 
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which the Treasury Department can exclude the im 
articles that are injurieus to the public health, and a 
food or drink that are aduiterated. 


7 
i 

a) 
ai 


arti 
There is a complete 


7 
st 


etn toy 
rvation 


TyT"¢ 


\ 


sion under existing law for carrying out the restrictions whi 
are placed upon the importation of these articles, and furt 


visions for their forfeiture in cases of a convicti 
“wimmit me 


Mr. BAC IN. 
Mr. ALDRIC}I 


in 
in 


Secretary of the Treasury bei 
tary of Agriculture shall mal 1 
sary, but it seems to me that it is 
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I asked the Department of Agriculture as to the working 
this provision. They said there had been no seri 


it is their custom to buy a pack 
they need for purposes of examination and t 
They said they had been thanked very war 
chasers in this country 
adulterated products when t 


pure products. 
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letter from him: 


My DEAR SENATOR: Replying to your note « 
ion of this Department the provision author 
food products by the Departm« 
to say: In my opinion, some inspecti 
sary,and I know of no way better the 

‘ n for the Agricultural 
a chemist representing 
tioned at several of the larger ports. 
seriously objecting t 
for in practice the go 
is. Theefftecé of th 
1e test. are now seldom imported. I 
be determined not by the amount of adutter: ood 
| amount which the existence of the law prevents from 
Very truly, yours, 


the appro} 
to author 








Importers are not 


Hon. REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. To what law d 


Treasury refer? 


Mr. PROCTOR. 
the wording of which is almost the same. 
but I do not see any important change in the present 
I should like to ask the Senator 
Island to refer us to and to quote those provisions of law v 
said a moment ago provide that the Secretary he 
shall now inspect adulterated foods and under whic 
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where in the Treasury Department to prevent these adulterated 
and injurious substances and foods from being imported, of course 
we do not want to duplicate the work, but if there does not exist 
somewhere the power it looks to me as though it ought to exist 
somewhere. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwillread the act tothe Senator. Thesecond 
section of the act of August 30, 1890, commonly known as the 
‘* meat-inspection act,’’ provides: 

That it shall be unlawful to import into the United States any adulterated 
or unwholesome food or drug or any vinous, spirituous, or malt liquors, adul- 
terated or mixed with any poisonous or noxious chemical drug or other in- 
gredient injurious to health. Any person who shall knowingly import into 
the United States any such adulterated food or drug or drink, knowing or 
having reasons to believe the same to be adulterated, etc.— 
shall be liable to prosecution and upon conviction shall be fined 
and imprisoned. I will not stop to read the details. 

The next section provides: 

That any article designed for consumption as human food or drink, and 
any other article of the classes or description mentioned in this act, which 
shall be imported into the United States contrary to its provisions, shall be 
forfeited to the United States. 

That is a provision for fine or imprisonment and for the forfei- 
ture of the goods. The next section provides: 

Src. 4. That whenever the President is satisfied that there is good reason 
to believe that any importation is being made, or is about to be made, into 
the United States, from any foreign country, of any article used for human 
food or drink that is adulterated to an extent dangerous to the health or wel- 
fare of the people of the United States, or me of them, he may issue his 
proclamation suspending the importation of such articles trom such country 
for such period of time as he may think necessary to prevent'such importa- 
tion; and during such period it shall be unlawful to import into the United 
States from the countries designated in the proclamation of the President 
any of the articles the importation of which is so suspended. 

Now, that covers practically all the provisions of the act. Of 
course the execution of the existing law is left with the Presi- 
dent of the United States and with the Treasury Department, 
which has the sole charge of importations into the United States. 
There is nothing in the provisions which have been read as to the 
Agricultural Department, except as to labor, but what is included 
in the existing law, the enforcement of which is left where it 
should be, with the Secretary of the Treasury and the President 
of the United States. I submit that Congress has never given to 
an Executive Department or to a bureau of an Executive Depart- 
ment the right to exclude from importation into the United States 
goods of any description, depending upon the judgment of that 
bureau officer as to whether they should be excluded or not, and 
that is precisely what is done by this bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Rhode Island that the language in the present act is very much 
broader and more sweeping than the act of last year; but the gen- 
eral provisions, as the Senator from Vermont has stated, are the 
same, unless there is some bureau somewhere other than what is 
provided in the general provisions of the statute which the Sen- 
ator has just read, which of course gives the power to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, but really does not give him any specific 
authority. It doesnot give him any policemen. There is not any 
specific inpector; there is no detective. 

It looks to me like there might be some compromise arrange- 
ment made here, or some hedging about, which would enable the 
Bureau of Chemistry in the Agricultural Department to do this 
work upon the request of the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
leave it to the report of the chemist for the Secretary to determine 
himself whether they ought to be excluded, instead of leaving it 
in the power of the Secretary of Agriculture to exclude it, in his 
judgment. 

The words that are in that I object to (and the Senator has called 
attention to them) are contained on page 34, at line 11, and they 
are not in the previous act. That is all new legislation. I have 
the old act in my hand, and I have examined the two very closely 
to see where they correspond and where they disagree. 

The new words are— 
in all cases where the examination conducted by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture discloses any reason for believing that the products in question should 
be excluded. . 

Thus the Secretary of the Treasury must exclude them. I 
agree with the Senator that they ought to go out. There ought 
to be some provision here by which this chemical bureau would 
inspect and analyze and do everything else that the Secretary of 
the Treasury might want done in order to exclude adulterated 
products. We have considerable interest in this matter locally 
in one sense. As the letter just read by the Senator from Ver- 
mont shows, olive oil is one of the things which is habitually 
adulterated. We know in the South that our cotton-seed oil, 
after having been bought at about 55 cents a gallon, or something 
like that, is carried off to France and there they monkey with it 
a little and send it back to us and sell it for three or four dollars 
a gallon as olive oil. 

Is is like our California wines and other things. They take 
those, carry them abroad, where they manipulate them, and then 
import them as fine champagnes, and all that kind of thing. 
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I think the Senator from Vermont might have accomplished 
his purpose by striking out the words I have just quoted and 
using some language to amend the present law, so as to let the 
power rest in the Secretary of the Treasury to take the initiatiye 
and have the final judgment, and let the Department of Agricw|- 
ture, through its chemical bureau, do the work as it has done its 
own. I suggest that to him as an arrangement that might be 
agreeable all around. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I think in the little time tho 
Senator from South Carolina has had to examine this proposed 
change he has failed to catch the idea of it. I do not see that the 
bill makes any material change in the matter. The old law, be- 
ginning on page 7, reads: 

The Secretary of Agriculture, for the purpose mentioned, giving notice to 
the owner or consignee of such articles, who may be present and have tho 
right to introduce testimony before the Secretary of Agriculture— 

That is the present law. Now the following words are added: 
either in person or by attorney or 7 writing, in all cases where the exami- 
nation conducted by the ee Agriculture discloses any reason for }e- 
lieving that the products in question should be excluded. 

After the word ‘‘ excluded”’ there ought to be some punctua- 
tion; a semicolen, perhaps. Then the language is precisely that 
of the present law in regard to the Secretary refusing admission. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But it leaves it in the judgment of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to decide what shall be excluded, and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall then exclude such articles. That is 
the objection to this legislation. I think we ought to provide 
that the Secretary of the Treasury shall furnish samples, or that 
after the Secretary of Agriculture has obtained samples through 
the machinery provided he shall make his report to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and leave it to him to determine whether the 
articles are to be excluded or not. He would exclude, of course, 
anything that would be injurious or unhealthful. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In reply to the question asked me by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina as to what machinery the Secretary of 
the Treasury has for enforcing the existing law, I would say that 
he has an army of employees in every part of the United States; he 
has his special agents here and abroad, and he has his chemical 
laboratories, and it is the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to enforce this law by his agencies, and not to call upon the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture. The Secretary of the Treasury is con- 
stantly enforcing the existing law, and if he is not enforcing it 
he ought to be impeached. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from Rhode Island will permit 
me, is it not shown from the letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, which has been read, that he rather approves of this method 
of running down vile adulterations and excluding them? Ishould 
agree with him entirely that those two gentlemen from Iowa, 
one in the Treasury Department and the other in the Department 
of Agriculture, might be depended on to look after our stomachs 
and not let us have these impure and improper food products, 
wines, oils, etc., foisted upon us, and they seem to agree to the 
present arrangement. I am only looking forward to the tiie 
when, as to the heads of these Departments, this brotherly agree- 
ment that now exists may not be continued. Therefore, I think 
we had better provide in the law that there shall be power in the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to whom it belongs, to do this duty, 
and that the Secretary of Agriculture may gather this informa- 
tion through the Bureau of Chemistry when asked to do so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the Secretary of the 
Treasury being given the right to call upon the Secretary of Agri- 
culture for all the assistance he may be able to give him in regard 
to the examination of any of these articles of food that may be 
proposed to be improperly imported into the United States, but 
this legislation goes much further than that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I object to. I object to the 
precedent which it establishes. ' 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I simply want to call the 
attention of the Senator from Rhode Island to what I think is an 
error in his statement as to who enforcesthis law. Under the new 
provision this proposed law reads as follows: 

The Secretary of Agriculture for the purpose mentioned, giving notice to 
the owner or consignee of such articles, who may be present and have tlie 
right to oy tyr em ey — the protein! Bo ees enc in 
ducted by the Secretary of Agriculture discloses any reason for believing 
that the products in question should be excluded, and the Secretary of t!« 
Treasury shall refuse delivery to the consignee of any such goods which tho 
Secretary of Agriculture reports to him have been inspected and analyzed and 
found to be dangerous to health. 

Who is it that enforcesthislaw? The law simply provides that 
upon certain facts being established by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture then the Secretary of the Treasury shall take those facts and 
enforce the law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from North Dakota under- 
stand that the Secretary of the Treasury has any discretion 12 
this matter? 











Mr. McCUMBER. I do not know that the Secretary of the 
Treasury should have any discretion in the matter when the law 
determines what shall be sufficient evidence for him to act upon. 

Vhen it has been developed from the evidence, the Secretary of 
Acriculture having established the fact, that certain goods are not 

Jable or not of such a character as should be imported into the 
nited States, it then becomes the duty of the Secretary of the 
[reasury to refuse the admission of such goods to the United 


Stat 
“Mr. ALDRICH. It confers discretion on the Secretary of the 
Treasury and provides that the examination shall be conducted 
bv the Bureau of Chemistry in the Agricultural Department. 

“Mr. McCUMBER. Should there be any discretion in the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to refuse admission in case his own chem- 
ist had found that the goods are deleterious? 

Mr, ALDRICH. He is bound under the law, if his own chem- 
ist has found that the goods were injurious, to commence a prose- 
m in the courts of the United States and to have punishment 
ted upon importers fraudulently importing such goods. He 
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is bound to bring it to the attention of the President of the United | 


aLeCB. 
. McCUMBER. He is bound to prohibit their introduction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not under existing law. 

Mr. McCUMBER. ‘Then, if he is not, under existing law, there 
is a very good and valid reason why this proposed law should be 
substituted for the existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
all these great powers are intrusted, has the power, under exist- 
ing law, to exclude such goods if he shall find they are injurious 
to the public health. The power is with him. It does not exist 
in any bureau of chemistry. That is a matter to be determined 
by the President of the United States. 

Mr. McCUMBER. ‘The power does not exist in the Bureau of 
Yhemistry of the Agricultural Department in this proposed law. 
ll that is provided in this law is to determine whether or not 
is are in such a condition as would prohibit their introduction 
into the United States under existing law. 
t becomes the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to prohibit 

ir introduction. 
| wish to state that I can see no difference whether the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, through his chemical department, which is 
conceded to be possibly the best chemical bureau in any Depart- 
ment of the United States, determines this question for the action 
of the Secretary of the Treasury or whether it is done in an in- 
complete chemical bureau in his own Department. 
the law fixes it as the duty of the Secret 
force the law upon certain facts being established. 

I might ask, while I am on my feet, where does this objection 
come from? Who objects to it? I do not think there has been a 
law upon the statute book in the last year that has been more 

neficial to the public and which has received their approbation 


Mr 


r 
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more strongly than has this particular section of the law as it has 
been enforced. 

There is no great difference, Mr. President, between the old law 
and the one which is now proposed. The effect of both is prac- 


tically the same. The importers in the United States, those who 
are affected directly by this, all of them seem to be in favor of it 
so far as I have heard, 
| have here a few letters, to which I call the attention of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. They are letters coming from im- 
porters in this country, directed to the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and they go even to the extent of thanking him for the assistance 
given to them in the purchase of goods and in excluding the char- 
ter of goods which do not come up to our American standard 
0 oe by our previous laws. 
et 
larg 


e Importers: 
; BALTIMORE, December 5, 1903. 
Hon. JAMES WILSON, 
tary of Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: Regarding the matter of the little invoice of Haut Sauterne 
wine, No. 2889, shipped from Bordeaux to us by Jules Merman & Co. last 


sec? 


. IN 


4 


tom-house broker, as we do not wish tosell anything that is not absolutely 
ire, and are glad to know the wines are not as represented, provided such 
e the case, as we presume it must be if it has passed through Dr. Wiley’s 


»ffice— 


ot OH 


There seems to be a great deal of confidence in the country 
generally in the office of Dr. Wiley— 
therefore we will not attempt to offer any other evidence, but would like a 
copy of your report to send to our shippers to satisfy them. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
JORDAN STABLER COMPANY. 

I read this letter to the Senator simply to indicate to him that 
the importers of wines and other goods in the United States de- 
sire to be protected. Whatever may have been the previous law, 
it never has been enforced as it has been enforced in the last year. 


The President of the United States, to whom | 
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Here is a letter from H. C. Newcomb, an importer, of Phila- 
delphia: 




















PHILADELPHIA, J : 1903. 
Hon. JAMES WILSON, Bela. 
Secretary of Agriculture, W ashington, D. C. 

S1r: Lam in receipt of yours of the 18th instant in 1 t to th ls 
of Spanish olive oil imported from Seville, and wh W l t 
the Baudouin test for sesame oil. 

I thank you for the consideration shown and for r g der 
circumstances. — ; , 

True, it was imported in good faith, but had you « ted a return 
to the point of production I could not have complained 

Desiring to know the real truth respecting the olive oils of that I 
have written _to two friends there and asked them to pick rips oliv 
the trees at this propitious time and with their own hands squeeze 
oil and to send the oil to me. If they send me large enough samples, | 
he very pleased to forward one to your Department to be used in fixi1 
for future examinations, as an evidence of my app ition of your de 
do the right thing in these cases. 

My experience with your Department has been vy satisfa ~ 
such a nature that I am disposed to assist, rather than opp a y 
tions you may make in this line. 

tespectfully, yours, H. C. Newconus 

Mr. President, everyone knows that until this last law was 
passed, about a year ago, we received any amount of spurious a 
cles, wines, olive oils, and everything of that kind. Possil 
more than a twentieth part of the wines imported into the lI d 
States were of the character designated. 

Let us take the letter of S.J. Valk & Bro., of New York, which 

| is as follows: 
New YORE, ? 
Hon. JAMES WILSON, 
Secretary of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Srr: Weare in receipt if Oct 2g \ that 
referring to consular invoice No, i8i0, inv i at 
ing olive oil, that the information contained ) 
as we had always understood that tl in ; v 2 { 
and we have no desire to make any protes yvering this shipment, ! 
immediately, upon recs : Lis you t r 
the New York Custom-H 1orities, pz d to1 Pp nel 

| in question to Marseille, 
Yours, very truly, S.J. VALK 

I might read any number of letters all favoring the exist 
or the law which has been enforced through the re ation 


If they are such, then | 


In either event | 
ary of the Treasury to en- 


us take the letter of Jordan Stabler Company, of Baltimore, | 


Ry 


of this Bt 


1reau in the Department of Agriculture. 
I have here the declaration that is used as a requirement by the 








Treasury Department of all shippers of these products, wines, 
etc., into the United States. I shall read just the heading the 
declaration to show how falsely these statements are made and 
the great amount of adulterated articles which have here! re 
escaped the diligence of our custom-house officers and é 
tered into the goods of this country. Here is a declaration of a 
shipper of food products: 

I, the undersigned, do solemnly and truly d ure it Iam t! I of 
the merchandise herein mention bed at it cansi i 
products which contain no adde« nju ] T) i 

roducts were grown in Francs red ] el 
the year 1903, and are exported f L rdeaux a sl dt 
The products bear no false labels or 1 k lon 
or preservative, and are not of a character t or 1 
in sale in the country where made or from which ex 

Then follows along list containing wines, and perhaps other ar- 
ticles, amounting to many thousand dollars’ worth, and yet every 
statement is absolutely false. Nota single brand those wines 

| came from the country from which it is said to hav: ? 
ported, not a single case or barrel of them was mannf red 
the person who makes this statement, and not a single statem 
is true. 

I have been furnished—and I have them here—by the Secretary 
of Agriculture for use in the Senate with a large nu ‘of th 
bills of lading, if I may call them by such a term, all of them 
showing false statements as to the place where tl roduct is pro- 

i 7 Foxe , , . 
duced and as to their character. They are manufactured out of 
the cheapést wine basis as a rule, and never saw the section of 
France from which they are claimed to have beeen imported. 


Chey are colored and marked to correspond with some twenty or 
| thirty different grades of wine, and yet all of them are made from 
| the same particular basis. 

I am satisfied that the importersof this country desire to be pro- 
tected against counterfeits of this kind, and whatever has been 


th, we have placed the return of the wine to Bordeaux in hands of our | 





the law heretofore, it certainly has never been enforced as it has 
been within the last year under the supervision of the Department 
of Agriculture. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I regard the section under 
consideration as a very important section of this bill. I have not 
given so much attention as has the honorable Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. McCuMBER] to the question of pure food, and there- 
fore I have listened with a great deal of attention and interest to 
what he had to say about that subject. We all know, however, 
a good deal from observation and experience and from the testi- 
mony of others, of the general state of demoralization that has 
grown up in the trade in food products in the United States. 

Our country is more helpless then any other country in the 
world, because we have a system of local government here ard a 
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system of interstate commerce which mutually paralyze one an- 
other in any local effort to deal with the question of pure food. 

We have hardly a State in the Union that is able to enforce its 
own laws with respect to the rights and privileges of its own peo- 
ple, and therefore in the last ten years there has grown up in the 
country a conviction that the United States ought to take up the 
question of pure food exactly as the great countries of the Old 
World have done. Every one of them protects its people against 
the sale of adulterated and poisonous and mislabeled and fraudu- 
lent food products. Every nation in Europe has an effective sys- 
tem of supervision, and there is no country in the Old World that 
permits anybody to sell to its people articles the like of which we 
are trying to exclude under the provisions of this bill. 

It is not a new jurisdiction, as the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALpRicH] has so well pointed out. It is an old statutory 
provision of Congress; and yet everybody knows that it has been 
almost a dead letter upon the statute books of the United States, 
and that year after year the people have been compelled to sub- 
mit, many of them the innocent victims of the fraud involved in 
the importation of mislabeled, adulterated, diluted, and other- 
wise deleterious articles of food sent here from other countries. 

Fortunately we know with absolute certainty what the opera- 
tion of this provision in the agricultural appropriation bill has 
been. It came into the agricultural appropriation law one year 
ago, and for the last six months it has been in operation. In that 
time the Department of Agriculture has investigated a large num- 
ber of invoices suspected to be fraudulent under the provisions of 
this law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will my colleague allow me to correct him? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. The provision to which the Senator refers ap- 
pears first in the appropriation bill for 1900, and has been in effect 
ever since. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Very well. In the past six months the De- 


partment of Agriculture, under the provisions of the act of last | 


year, has investigated a large number of these suspicious invoices. 
Fortunately the Department, under authority of law, has been 
able to follow these invoices from their places of shipment in 
other countries, and has been notified by our consuls, exercising 
avery useful function, in my judgment, of the departure of ships 
bearing these fraudulent importations. 
been investigated by the Department of Agriculture, forty-nine 
have been found to be fraudulent under the provisions of the act 
of last year. 

Many of these were cases involving the importation of mis- 
labeled, adulterated, and otherwise injurious wine products; wine 
adulterated with sulphur and a variety of other preservatives, 
making it unsalable in any country of Europe, and left to be un- 
loaded on the only country in the world that has not had the 
moral energy to take care of the rights of its own people. 

These cargoes came here; they were promptly investigated by 
the Bureau of Chemistry, certified under the provisions of the act 
of last year to be unhealthful, promptly reported to the Secretary 


of the Treasury, and sent back, not to the country from which | 


they had come, but to some country even more helpless than we 
are in respect to such matters. 

The Secretary of Agriculture has investigated fraudulent im- 
portations of meat products, especially sausages, manufactured 
out of all varieties of articles—dog meat, horse meat, and other 
varieties of refuse meat preserved by chemicals—and sent here to 
be sold under fraudulent pretenses in market places that are abso- 
lutely without protection. 


These cargoes when they arrive here are already under sus- | 
The Department of Agriculture knows who they are in 


picion. 
Europe who send these things here, and when the cargoes arrive 


this suspicion leads the Department to immediately investigate | 
They buy a sample; they ex- | 


the character of the shipment. 
amine it; they find out its exact character, and certify it to the 
Secretary of Agriculture. If it is all right, they pay for it and 
get their money back, so the Secretary informs me, by selling 
such goods at auction on the grounds of the Department of Agr:- 
culture. If they are not right. the goods are not confiscated, but 
are directed to be reshipped and taken out of the country. They 


are not treated as our goods are treated in the great nations of | 


continental Europe. 


; , 
Sanitary decrees in central Europe seize whole cargoes of | 
Food laws condemn them practically | 
without a hearing, and have practically excluded from the great | 


American food products. 


market places of the Old World our agricultural products. 

If no question of public health at all were involved, I would be 
{n favor of arming this Government with that weapon of retalia- 
tion—a notice to the countries of the Old World that we will not 
submit to the injurious advertisement of the healthful food prod- 
ucts of the United States under mere sanitary decrees in the ports 
of Europe. 

Therefore, in my judgment, this ought to stand, first as a pro- 
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tection to the public health. We know exactly how it has oper- 
ated. Thereis nota merchant consignee of one of these fraudulent 
cargoes who has complained of the action of the Department of 
Agriculture; there is not a shipper from the Old World that has 
dared to take one of these cases—forty-nine in number—into the 
courts. 

Our own merchants have thanked the Department of Agricul- 
ture for protecting them from an imposition against which they 
were unable to protect themselves, and these shippers in Europe 
have waked up to the fact that at last we have in the United 
States an effective mechanism to prevent the unloading of these 
fraudulent articles upon our market places. 

Iam not alarmed about the growth of the power of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture. I am one of those who believe that the Sec- 
retary deals with the largest single commercial interest the Ameri- 
“an people have, and I confess that I have listened with some de- 
gree of irritation to the complaints about the expenditures and 
the waste of money in that great Department when I know that 
the entire appropriation for the maintenance of all the great 
bureaus of the Department of Agriculture put together do not 
equal the cost of a single battle ship that we will provide for by 
| act of Congress this year. 

I feel, Mr. President, that the Secretary of Agriculture should 
be given the largest possible measure of discretion, not only in 
forwarding the legitimate agricultural interests of our people 
here, but in doing what this act authorizes him to do, in prote:t- 
| ing our commerce against fraudulent imposition by the outlawed 
aud outcast merchants of other countries, who, having been driven 
out of the market places of their own countries, have for years 
taken advantage of our helpless situation to unload on us articles 
not only fraudulent in character, but injurious to the health and 
| to the lives of the people of the United States. 

Mr. BACON... Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu] to the fact that 
his criticism as to the undue power conferred upon the Secretary 
of Agriculture in this proposed law is, I think, a misconstruction 
| of the language. 

There is but one power conferred upon the Department of Agri- 
culture, and that is to determine whether any article, upon being 
| analyzed, has been found to be injurious to health. If that fact 
is reported to the Secretary of the Treasury, then the Secretary 
| of the Treasury is under obligation to accept that as a conclusive 
| finding of fact. 

I have said—but the Senator's attention was diverted at the 
time—that the only power conferred upon the Secretary of Acri 
culture by this bill is to determine, for the benefit and informa- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, when any article has been 
aanrere and found to be dangerous to health. Whenever that is 

one—— 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I will yield to 
him in a moment. 

Whenever that is done the law makes it imperative upon tl: 
Secretary of the Treasury to accept that as a conclusive findiny 
of fact and to act upon it. But so far as the other provisions in 
this proposed law are concerned, they are not confided to tlic 
judgment of the Secretary of Agriculture, but are still within 
the exclusive jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Treasury. | 
will read it and see. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor: | 
| correctly stated that after the word ‘‘ excluded,”’ in the fourteen‘) 
line, there should possibly be a semicolon, and the sentence would 
| be complete if it began there. I will read the language: 

And the Secretary of the Trereury shall refuse delivery to the consign « 
of any such goods which the Secretary of Agriculture reports to him hay 
| been inspected and analyzed and found to be dangerous to health, etc. 


He shall exclude those, and he shall also exclude any-- 
which are forbidden entry or to be sold or are restricted in sale in th: 
| countries in which they are made or from which they are exported. 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall determine whether goods 
which are sought to be introduced here are such as “‘ are forbidten 
entry or to be sold or are restricted in sale in the countries in 
which they are made or from which they are exported.”” And, 
| likewise, it is for the Secretary of the Treasury to determine 

whether they have been— 


falsely or incompletely labeled in any respect in regard to the place of 
manufacture or the contents of the package ; 


Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that the worcs 
‘*the Secretary of Agriculture ’’ do not refer to all that follows’ 
Mr. BACON. I think most decidedly they do not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the law was so drawn that it would mean 
| that and nothing else, there would be a very different question 
presented. ; 

Mr. BACON. I may be mistaken, but I do not think there is 


any possibility for any court to construe it otherwise than as | 
have suggested, 














































I will simply say to the Senator in this connection that I have 
here—which I sent for after the suggestion was made—the report 
of the hearings, to which my attention had been directed pre- 
~jously, before the Committee on Agriculture of the House, in 
which there is detailed testimony by the officers of the Agricul- 
tnral Department of all these various inspections. It seems that 
ior the existing law these inspections have been made by the 
chemists of the Agricultural Department. The Senator, if he 
will turn to this book which I hold in my hand, will find a de- 
oiled statement of the methods by which these inspections are 
made and the results which have been attained. 

For instance, I will say to the Senator that there is one state- 
ment here by Doctor Wiley, that of the goods inspected 10 per 
cent was found to be adulterated, and he goes then in detail to 
vive the results of inspections of wines and oils and canned 
meats and canned vegetables and sausages and everything of that 
kind, stating in each case what the particular poisonous articles 
are that were found in them, and establishing, as I think, in a 
y ‘ 
fyily stated by the Senator from Iowa of the injurious effects of 
the adulteration and the great importance that our people should 
e protected from the introduction of goods which, as stated by 
he Senator from Iowa, have not only been manufactured and 

mt up in violation of our own law, but are in violation of the 
laws of the country from which they come. I think it is a mat- 
f importance, and that the Senator from Rhode Island, of 
e with commendable vigilance, in his effort to accomplish 
at he deems to be right in the matter, has misconstrued it, and 


ul 


Y 


( 
cee 
} 


) not think any court in the world would construe it otherwise 
1 as I construe it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How does the Senator construe the first part 
of the paragraph? I wish he would construe that. 

Mr. BACON. The first part undoubtedly is under the juris- 
diction of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Secretary of Agriculture shall inquire 
whether the goods are injurious to health or are forbidden entry 
or incompletely labeled, and he is directed to report to the Secre- 
itary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall ex- 
ie goods which are injurious to health; and then the Senator 
says that he has no discretion beyond that. 
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ry marked degree the correctness of the proposition so force- | 


| plete. 
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Mr.QUARLES. Line1l4. It is hanging like a live wire which 
has been cut off; and for the purpose of correcting that manifest 
defect I suggest an amendment. After the word ‘ excluded,” 
in line 14, page 34, insert the following words: 

He shall so report to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

That completes the sentence, which otherwise is left entirely 
incomplete, without any predicate whatever. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

Mr. QUARLES. There is just one other suggestion I will ven- 
ture to make to my distinguished friend in charge of this bill. I 
had not the privilege of being present when this was being con- 
sidered by the committee. Of course we must all agree that it 
is a very great power which it is proposed to confer upon a public 
officer in whom we have very great confidence. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The present incumbent. 

Mr.QUARLES. The presentincumbent. But, Mr. President, 
we must frame our legislation, not with reference to our ideas of 
a particular incumbent of that office, but with reference to the 
fact that there may be in the course of time a very different man 
in that position, wielding this very great power. 

I think we are investing too much power in the hands of any 
official when we say that he may deprive a private individual or a 
company of a consignment of goods that has been sent on here if 
he shall find that the label on the outside of the packag 
Now, what does tl mean—‘* 


is inc ym- 
1at You will 


1at incomplete? 


| have as many standards of incompleteness as there are men to 


| words ‘‘ or incompletely. 


Mr. BACON. Evenif the Secretary of Agriculture might have 
conferred upon him the duty of making the investigation, there 


is in this law but one single provision that the Secretary of the 
Treasury is required to accept his judgment, and that is where 
the goods have been analyzed and are found to be injurious to 
health. The other isa matter of determination whether or not 
the fact is found to be, as stated in the law, sufficient to require 
their exclusion. 
sSEVERIDGE. 
three classes here? 
r. BACON. Yes. 
. BEVERIDGE. First, where the Secretary of Agriculture 
lyzes the food and finds it to be injurious. 
r. BACON. Yes. 
_ Mr. BEVERIDGE. In which event no discretion is left to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. BACON. Yes. 
\ir. BEVERIDGE. A second class of cases where the prod- 
s, in the countries from which they are shipped, are forbidden 
there to be sold. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Inwhich case the Secretary of Agriculture 
has no discretion; and the third case where they are falsely la- 
beled, in which the Secretary of the Treasury has sole discretion. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So it becomes perfectly obvious that there 
are a division and a confusion of powers which, at least, ought to 
receive the attention of the Senate to the extent of being straight- 
e ed out. Of course we all agree, but not with equal vigor—— 

Mr. BACON. With all due respect to the Senator from oe 
1e 


n 
u 


io not think there is any confusion in the matter at all. 


a 


~ 


nvestigation, and his report is made to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and the executive action is entirely in the hands of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and there is no confusion or division of 
authority in that matter. The Secretary of Agriculture simply 
makes that investigation and reports to the Secretary of the 
‘reasury. The Secretary of the Treasury’, then, is the sole officer 
called upon to act, and his order is that which executes the law. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. But he acts without discretion. 

; Mr. QUARLES. I wish to call the attention of the chairman 
cf the committee in charge of this bill to a manifest defect in the 
iang 
a defective sentence, entirely lacking a predicate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In what line? 


XXXVIII—145, 


In other words, the Senator says there are 


whom the proposition is referred, and if the Secreta 


ry of Agri- 


culture should find that a description either of the character of 
the goods or the place where they were manufactured is not as 


7 


complete as he would make it, you c 
although he has been guilty of no evil in 
Mr. ALDRICH. And without any process of law. 
Mr. QUARLES. And without any process of law. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. In other words, it is an entirely arbit 


the man’s good 


ynfiscate 


tant 
ent. 


rary 


act. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Purely. Such power never before has been 
given in the history of the country, and it never ought to be. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I move, in line 1, page 34, to strike out the 


” 


Mr. QUARLES. And also in line 20. I presume the Senator 
would include in his amendment the striking out of the same 
words—‘* or incompletely ’’—in line 20. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from V‘ mnt 

| proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 

TheSECRETARY. On page 34, line 1, before the word “labeled,” 
strike out the words ‘‘ or incompletely;’’ and in lire 20, p 4. 
after the word “‘ falsely,’ strike out the words “‘ or incompletely.” 

| Mr. PROCTOR. In my opinion the word “ falsely”’ covers 
everything. 

Mr. QUARLES. Everything that ought to be red, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Verm 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Iask the attention of the Sen ‘om W 
consin to a suggestion in regard tolinei4. I tl iat if t} 

| word ‘‘and”’ in that line is stricken out the live ill be re- 
moved—the sentence will be complete. The word ‘‘and”’ } 
crept into that line, and it has no place there. 

Mr. QUARLES. I should like to ask my distinguished f 1 
the Senator from Idaho how, on his theory, the information 
would be acquired by the Secretary of the Treasury? If you 


secretary of Agriculture, through his officials, is required to make | 


uage. If he will look at line 14, page 34, he will find there is | 


| 


strike out ‘‘and,’? you make no provision for any report by 
the Secretary of Agriculture to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
How is the Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain what the fact 
is unless you provide that the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
make a report to him? 

Mr. HEYBURN. This provision does not undertake t 
vide forareport. That matter will probably be arranged or pr 
vided for by the rules generally made by the Departmen 


ym 


carrying out the provisions of such an act as this. This goes no 
further than to provide an elementary principle of law, leaving 
it to the Department to execute it in the manner usual in sucl 


cases. 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, he will find in 
line 16 a provision for a report. 





Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; it is suggested to me that line 16 pro- 
vides fora report. But take this sentence and eli: ord 
*‘and,’’ and see if it does not obviate the difficulty suggested by 
the Senator from Wisconsin. I will read it: 

In all cases where the examination conducted by s ary of A 1 
ture discloses any reason for believing that the produ testion 1 
be excluded, the Secretary of the Treasury shall 1 ry 
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Leaving out the word ‘“‘and”’ makes a complete sentence. He 
shall refuse to deliver. He does not confiscate. He does not take 
the title to the property. He simply leaves it in the hands of the 
party who has attempted to perpetrate the fraud. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say a word or two in 

reference to these provisions. The provision upon the subject of 
the importation of goods injurious to health was first inserted in 
the appropriation bill for the year 1900. It applied then only 
substantially to what was already provided for in the Revised 
Statutes. as suggested by the Senator from Rhode Island, but it 
provided an additional method whereby the facts could be ascer- 
tained. 
Now, here is the statute of 1900 as it was passed, approved 
the 1st of March, 1899. 17 
Agriculture was required to deal with this subject, and it pro- 
vides, without reading what precedes— 


And the Secretary of Agriculture, whenever he has reason— 


the bill before us and compare it with this phraseology — 


articles 
the h 
Secret 


for im 


are being imported from foreign countries which are dangerous to 
ealth of the people of the United States, shall make a request upon the 
of the Treasury for samples from original packages of su 
( analysis,and the Secretary of the ‘Treasury is hereby 
authorized to oj original packages and deliver specimen: 

retary of Agric * the purpose mentioned, giving notice to the owner 
or consignee of suc cles, who may be pr nt and have the right to in- 
troduce testimony; and the Secretary of the 

to the consignee of any goods which the Secretary of Agriculture reports to 
him have been inspected and analyzed and found to be dangerous to henlth. 


That was the law of 1900, and it was mandatory, as this law is | 


mandatory, upon the Secretary of the Treasury. It is not at the 
request of the Secretary of Agriculture, but when the Secretary 
of Agriculture shall report to him that a particular importation 


is dangerous to health, then we made it his duty toexclude it. It | 
When that took place, then the importation should | 
It may be said that it was a rigorous provision | 
upon importers, but it is no more rigorous than many other pro- | 
The statute which the Senator | 
from Rhode Island read provides that the goods thus found dele- | 
terious to health shall be forfeited. So that really this isa milder | 


was a law. 
be pre yhibited. 


Aisions found in our tariff law. 


provision in one sense than that, because under the statute, as is 
shown here by Senators who have debated this question, the iden- 


tical goods which are injurious to health may be reexported to | 


more favorable countries where the government is not examining 
the goods with a view to the health of the people. 

So in 1899 we began this legislation. 
It was after Germany—this is a historical statement—and other 


countries had passed the most rigid legislation as respects the | 
adulteration of articles imported from ourowncountry. They had | 
issued rescripts or prohibitions against importations from our | 
country in manycases, it was believed by our officers, without | 


reason and when the goods thus exported were in fact goods which 
were not in any form or in any respect adulterated. 
up from our exporters that if the governments in Europe to whom 
we were selling products should undertake to exclude those goods 
upon false statements or inspections, we had only to retaliate by 
also providing that in our country we would inspect their imports 
and would reject them as they were rejecting ours. Sothat came 
into the bill of 1900. It has appeared in varied form in every agri- 
cultural appropriation bill from that time till now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the varied form and the complete change 
in the structure and purpose of the legislation that I objeet to. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
the forms have been changed, of course—whether the changes 
have been detrimental to our interests and injurious to our for- 
eign commerce, 

[ have here now the legislation of 192; thatis, the law passed in 


the law of 1900. In fact, I believe it is in the exact phraseology 
of the law of 1900. 


But I want to call the attention of the Senator from Rhode 


Island to the fact that in all these cases where these facts were | 


found it was made the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury; and 
I think the Senator from Georgia made a very good criticism as 
respects the punctuation. 

ion by the Department of Agriculture in all these laws there is a 
semicolon, so as to separate what the Secretary of Agriculture is 
to do from what the Secretary of the Treasury shall do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Lowa permit me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does he think the Secretary of the Treasury 
ought to have a discretion, as suggested by the Senator from 
Georgia, in regard to all these matters except such as are inju- 
rious to the public health? If so, there is no difference whatever 
betvreenus. If the Senator from Georgia is correct—and I under- 
stand his interpretation has the approval of the Senator from 
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| differences that exist between himself and myself upon this sub- 
ye | ject after I shall have completed what I am about to say. 
I would be glad if Senators would turn to the phrascology of | J I , : e 
| 1900 and the act of 1901 and the act of 1902. 
And the Secretary of Agriculture, whenever he has reason to believe that | 
charticles | 


3 to the See- | 


Treasury shall refuse delivery | can be made clear, thatif after the word ‘‘ which,’’ at the 


| the line, he will insert the words ‘‘ the Secretary of the Tre 





I remember it very well. | 


A ery came | 





What I want to try to do, if I can, is to see— | 


After this examination and investiga- | fear he may have misunderstood me to have applied my rema 


| to him. 
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Iowa—if it is made plain so that the ordinary man who reads can 
understand it, there will be no further discussion upon this gu, 
tion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Dol understand that the Senator from Rhode 
Island will make no objection to the phraseology of this bill if g 
semicolon is inserted? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; not a semicolon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I will proceed, if the Senator will «1! 


3- 


me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Iowa is contending tha 
except in cases where the public health is involved the disc: 
or the judgment ought to be lodged in the Secretary of the Tre 


| ury and not in thé Secretary of Agriculture, there is no differ 
iat was the first time the Secretary of 


between him and me on this question. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will allow the Senator from Rhode Island, 
as well as he can, and I know he can do it well, to ascertain 


5 


I referred to the act of 1903, which is substantially the act of 
Now I come to the 
act of 1904, which is the existing law. 

Mr. LODGE. Nineteen hundred and three? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave already considered the act of 1903. [I 
want to say a word in respect to—— 

Mr. BACON. Willthe Senator from Iowa permit me | 
gest, as the Senator from Rhode Island says he is satisfied i 


shall find,”’ it will make it complete and beyond doubt? Th 
will read in this way—— 

Mr. ALLISON. [I will. 

Mr. BACON. Itis only a suggestion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Wherein line 17? 

Mr. BACON. At the end of line 17, after the word ‘‘ wh 
insert ‘‘ the Secretary of the Treasury shall find.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that. 

oe BACON. That will make it clear beyond the possibi 

ioubt. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That harmonizes it. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 17, after the word ‘“ health?”’ 

Mr. BACON. After the word ‘‘ which,” at the end of the line 
insert ‘‘ the Secretary of the Treasury shall find.” That mal 


| Clear beyond the possibility of a doubt. 


Mr. LODGE. Yes, that makes it clear. 

Mr. ALDRIC I have no objection to that. 
my objection. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That produces harmony. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will probably agree with the Senat 
on, but I want to say that these criticisms as respects the in\ 
gation by the Secretary of Agriculture are criticisms t! 
made not only against this bill, but against laws which have 
in operation for five years, giving him the same authority 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. ALLISON. As fespects public health. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. If my friends will have the patience t 
usually have, I will endeavor to understand their criticisms, «1 
I hope they will understand my position, if I can make it ¢ 
In what I am now saying I am replying to the sugzes' 
that the Secretary of Agriculture had no right to inject him 
into this question of the chemical analysis of foods; that 
Secretary of the Treasury ought to deal with this question; 


It will ob 


| I wanted to justify the action of the Secretary of Agricultur 


showing that this duty has been imposed upon him for many 
Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator does not asstime tha‘ 


} ; | have criticised the Secretary of Agriculture. 
1901, upon this very subject, which is almost a literal following of 


Mr. ALLISON. 


Certainly not. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 


I know he is a good man; I know he is fr 


| a great State; and I know he has made a great reputation for hil 


self and has performed good service for the country. I have no 
ventured to criticise him. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not think I suggested that the Sen‘! 


from Rhode Island criticised him, though, as he disclaims 1 


Now, in 1904 there was introduced into the statutes a new ))r 


| vision. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. This year? 
Mr. ALLISON. The appropriation act for 1904, the curre 
year, under which whatever money there is is now being expencc' 


| for this purpose. 


The Secretary of Agriculture— 
I fall again into the same paragraph— 


The Secretary of Agriculture, whenever he has reason to believe that ae 
ticles are being imported from foreign countries which, by reason of such 











1904. 





. Inlteration, are dangerous to the health of the people of the United States, 
which are forbidden to be sold or restricted in sale in the countries in 

h they are made or from which they are exported. 

That is to say, if he has reason to believe that articles are being 
imported here, the sale of which is prohibited in other countries, 
then he can examine the packages just as well as if they are 
deleterious to health. They may not be injurious to health, but 
if they are prohibited at home, this country shall not become the 
dumping ground of such products— 

Or which shall be falsely labeled in any respect in regard to the place of 
manufacture or the contents of the package. 

Therefore these new elements were introduced in the act of 
4. under which the Secretary of Agriculture is now acting. 

Now, itis the question for us to consider whether or not we 
shall add to these provisions—I hope the Senator from Rhode 
Island will understand me—which prohibit the importation of ar- 
ticles deleterious to health, articles which are forbidden to be sold 
in the country of manufacture or production; whether we shall 
or shall not say somewhere 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not object to that at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Whether we shall not say somewhere in our 
statutes—and I understand the Senator from Rhode Island agrees 
with me—that if any country that trades with us shall prohibit 
the sale of any particular article in the country of production, we 
shall also say to that country, ‘‘ We will not allow it to be imported 
into and sold in ours.”’ 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Does he think the Secretary of the Treasury is 
incompetent to decide whether such a prohibition takes place in 
a foreign country? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
anticipates. 

M a JODGE. I thought you had reached that point. 

Mr. ALLISON. I had not quite reached it. I will reach it in 
amoment. I will read what this current law of 1904 also pro- 
vides. I will read the whole clause in its connection: 


Are dangerous to the health of the people of the United States, or which 
‘hidden to be sold or restricted in sale in the countries in which they 





19 





Ss. 





are made or from which they are exported, or which shall be falsely labeled | 


r —— in regard to the place of manufacture of the contents of the 


I ie, shall make a request upon the Secretary of the Treasury for sam- | 


j from original packages of such articles for inspection and analysis; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to open such original 


res, ete. 


1 then there is provision for the introduction of testimony: 


pact 
An 


And the Secretary of the Treasury shall refuse delivery to the consignee 
of any such goods which the Secretary of Agriculture reports to him have 
been inspected and analyzed and found to be dangerous to health, or which 
are forbidden to be sold or restricted in sale in the countries in which they 





made or from which they are exported, or which shall be falsely labeled 


in any respect. 


So that practically this is the existing law upon those various 


- points, except that in the phraseology of this bill it is provided | 


that there shall be added to “falsely labeled’ the words “ or in- 
completely labeled.’? I think those words ought to go out. 

Mr. PROCTOR, They have gone out. 

Mr. ALLISON. They have gone out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; they have not gone out. 

Mr. ALLISON. The words “or incompletely,’’ I say, should 
go ort of the bill, and I understand that they have already been 


elimmated by an amendment proposed by the chairman of the | 


committee. 

Now, there is another provision here which I suppose to be in- 
serted for the benefit of those who import the articles that are 
inhibited by this statute, because all these laws require the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury and the Secretary of Agriculture to allow | 


the people who are thus charged with violating the law to be 
present by counsel and with witnesses. This proposed law modi- 
fies the provision of the law for 1904 by a provision in lines 10 to 


14, inclusive, which says: 
_ The Secretary of Agriculture * * ® who may be present and havo the 
right to introduce testimony—— 
Mr, ALDRICH. - That is in the act for 1904, 
Mr. ALLISON. It is in the act for 1904. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It is in all the acts. 
Mr. ALLISON. It was in all the acts, but now this is changed 


80 that he may appear ‘‘ by attorney or by writing”’ oo 
Mr. ALDRICH. The word “attorney” is not in the Dill be- 


ore me, 


Mr. ALLISON (reading)— 








in all cases where tho examination conducted by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture di % 3¢S any reason for believing that the products in question shall be 
exciuded, 


That is to say, it enlarges the opportunity of the people who are 
charged with violating the law to appear. 


it isa question now, and that is what we have reached, whether 


these facts being found, the articles thus imported shall be pro- 
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hibited. I understand that the Senator from Rhode Island and 
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the Senator from Georgia think that the Secretary of the Treasury 
should be the final arbiter as respects this question, and to that I 
certainly have no objection. I certainly am willing that he 
shall review, if you think the Secretary of Agriculture in his ex- 
amination will not truthfully and carefully make a proper inspec- 
tion, for instance, of the article in regard to health, and if you 
want also to protect the violator of the law by requiring the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pass upon the subject, I am certainly 
willing that both of them shall have that power. They are both 
constituents of mine. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rather object to the Senator's last phrase, 
because the question whether a man has violated the law in a 
label, for instance, upon goods, is not a question of agricultural 
products, it is not a question affecting public health. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not a question affecting the personal 
safety of individuals. Is the question whether a person has put 
the right kind of a label on a case of woolen goods or a case of 
cotton goods one to be determined finally by a clerk in.the Agri- 
cultural Department? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why should it not be left to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, who is held responsible for administration, i 
body is to be held responsible? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; I say I do not object to that, and I 
accept the criticism of the Senator also that it is not quite fair to 
say that this applies only to goods that are so falsely imported 
by means of adulteration, etc. But it seems to me that in some 
way we ought to place the responsibility upon the Secretary of 
| Agriculture to deal with the questions that affect the public 
| health. 
| Mr. ALDRICH. Thatisright. I have no objection to that. 
There is no objection to it on the part of anyone. 

Mr. ALLISON. That runs through all this provision. Now, 
why do we give that power to the Secretary of Agriculture? Itis 
| because he has the machinery more effectively through the Bureau 
| of Chemistry than even the Secretary of the Treasury has. The 
| Secretary of the Treasury has the machinery to review at prob- 
ably one or two ports. Therefore, the Secretary of Agriculture 
should have this authority. 

Now, when it comes to a question of fact as respects false label- 
| ing, of course the customs officers or the officers of the Treasury 
can decide the question as well as the Secretary of Agriculture. 
But it is perfectly well known that most cases of false importa- 
tions or of importations in violation of law relate to articles of 
consumption which are in the nature of things required to be put 
to a chemical test. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
| lowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to ask him what he sup- 
poses to have been the reason for introducing into this bill, after 
the word “‘ articles,’’ the words which do not exist in the present 
law, on page 33, line 19: 

Or goods of any description. 

What does he suppose was the necessity of that, or, if there be a 
necessity, how does it enlarge the powers of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture? I supposed the word ‘‘articles’’ included everything. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I were to pass upon that question I shonld 
say that those are words of surplusage. Why they were inserted 
Ido not know. I find them in the House bill. They came to us 
from that other great body which deals in the first instance wi 
this great question. I suppose there was some reason perhaps f 


- « 
Lt any- 


May I interrupt the Senator from 








| inserting them; I can conceive of none. The word “articles 
includes everything. 5 
| Mr. ALDRICH. It is the same process of enlargement that wi 


| are objecting to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Vermont in charge of 
the bill will consent, for harmony, that those words may be ex- 
cluded. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to the suggesti: 
from Georgia | Mr. BAcoN], which proposes to insert certain w 
| in line 17. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


y f 4h, 
nm of tl 


Qo + 
til « at I 


The suggestion of the Senator fr 
| was to insert after the word ‘*‘ which,” at t 
teenth line, the words ‘‘ the Secretary of the Treasury shall find;”’ 
| so as to read: 

| Or which the Secretary of the Treasury shall find are f 
! 


h al ) , 
ne end of the seven- 


Giving him the power of deciding those questions 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It consolidates the power of fina g- 


ment. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 
Mr: ALLISON. Leaving the question of h alth 
tary of Agriculture? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 
Mr. ALLISON. I see no objection to those words at all. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, however long this law, 
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identical or in substance, may have been upon the statute books, | 
its careful reading and this debate reveal a fundamental defect | 
which some amendment here ought to remedy, and that defect is 


the diffusion of power instead of the concentration of it. It be- 
comes very clear, as the discussion proceeds, that these laws have 
been beneficially effective because of the man behind the law, who 
is executing it, and not by virtue of the law itself. If the time 
should come when two men less intelligent and less harmonious 
should preside over, respectively, the Department of the Treasury 
and the Department of Agriculture, it is perfectly clear that the 
diffusion of authority between the two might produce a result 
which would render the operation of the whole law nugatory. I 
say it is clear that it has been the man behind the law, whose ex- 
cellences everyone whose has spoken upon the question has re- 
ferred to, who has rendered it effective. 

The power which is described and conferred in this bill ought 
to be concentrated in some one. As it is, as was pointed out in 
my interruption of the Senator from Georgia, it divides this thing 
into three classes, in one of which the Secretary of Agriculture is 
the final authority, leaving no discretion to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and in two others of which the final authority is in the 
Secretary of the Treasury without consulting the Secretary of 
Agriculture. 

The very statement of that condition shows that only in the 
case of two very harmonious and very sensible men could the law 
produce the excellent results which it has thus far produced and 
which have been pointed out by the senior Senator from Iowa. 
So some amendment should be adopted here which would remedy 
this fundamental defect of the law. 

it seems to me, Mr. President, that there is a further thing col- 
lateral to this general principle. Notonly does this defect, which 
is fundamental, occur in the law itself, upon the face of it, but it 
is produced by reason of prior legislation, the legislation of 1850, 
read by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu]. If this 
law remains there shouid be a further amendment repealing the 
former law, because the two laws standing together may very 
well produce an inharmony of action which, as I said will render 
nugatory all beneficial results. 

I do not know but that the amendment suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Georgia does remedy this defect and concentrate all the 
power. Certainly it should. Certainly there is not and can not 
be any difference of opinion here upon the great fundamental 
question, the health of the people, the welfare of the people of 
the country. We all agree with equal vigor and sincerity upon 
that great question. 

I listened with entire sympathy to the reasoning, as I always 
listen with admiration to the rhetoric, of the junior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER], who presented that question with such 
great power a fewmomentsago. But that is not the question in- 
volved here. The question involved here is the effectiveness of 
the thing itself. If we scatter the power, and it remains scat- 
tered, we may defeat the very end which we hope to produce. 

Now, whether the Senator from Georgia has suggested the 
right amendment to produce this necessary result of concentrat- 


ing this power in some place and not dividing it among three or | 


four Departments is a question for us to decide. 
self, he has. 
In this connection it might be said, as we are going along and 


I think, my- 


enlarging the power of these Departments—each enlargement nec- | 


essary, each enlargement beneficial—there ought to be constant 
care that confusion is not produced. 

We have a Department of Commerce, a Department of the 
Treasury, a Department of Agriculture, and the first thing we 
know, no matter how old this law is, we shall find powers which 
should reside in one Department partly placed there and partly 
in the other. 

I think the amendment of the Senator from Georgia should pre- 


vail; and I further suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island, who | 


first raised this question, whether if the law remains as it is, even 
with that amendment, there should not be a further amendment 
repealing the law of 1890. Otherwise the counteraction of the 
two laws may destroy the very result sought. I do not know 
what the Senator may think about that, but certainly both laws 
ought not to stand upon the statute book. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I merely rose to ask a question of 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. I came in after this de- 
bate had begun, and perhaps I ought to know myself the answer 
to the question. Does the Senator understand that under the bill 
as it is now before the Senate, if an article of machinery comes 
from Germany to Boston to be used there, having nothing to do 
with public health or agriculture or food, but an article of cotton 
machinery, it is intended that the Secretary of Agriculture is to 
inquire whether that is falsely or incompletely labeled in any re- 





j 


| 


| 


} 


| 
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spect, either in regard to the place of manufacture or the contents 
of the package, and thereupon is to stop it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot think so. I will be glad to have the 
Senator tell me if he thinks so. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot know. I said I came in after the debatg 
had begun and was not informed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think so. 

Mr. HOAR. But let me read it: 
and the Secretary of the Treasury shall refuse delivery to the consignee of 
any such goods— 

The previous phrase to which such goods apply is “articles or 
goods ’’— 
which the Secretary of Agriculture reports to him have been inspected ang 
analyzed and found to be dangerous to health— 

That is No.1. Now, No. 2— 
or which— 

Articles or goods of any kind— 
are forbidden entry or to be sold or are restricted in sale— 

As articles or goods or any kind of machinery to be used in 
Boston— 
in the countries in which they are made or from which they are exported— 

Now, here is another clause— 
or which— 


Still covering machinery used in Boston with the rest— 
shall be falsely or incompletely labeled in any respect in regard to the place 
of manufacture or the contents of the package. 

‘ I do not know, and therefore I wanted to ask the Senator from 
owa. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ifthe machine happened to have come f: 
Germany originally and was labeled sent from Cuba, it micht 
come clearly under the prohibition. We have reciprocal relations 
with Cuba. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose it comes from China, the Secretary of 
Agriculture is to inquire whether the statement that it was made 
in Hongkong or Fuchau is trne, and thereupon stop it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Massachusetts asks me to 
construe phraseology which I have no right to construe. 

Mr. HOAR. But you reported it! 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg pardon; that istrue. If you had, suc! 
question would not have been necessary. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not having reported itand not being responsi- 
ble for it, and most of the phraseology having come to us wiire 
these matters are thoroughly examined, it was perfectly n: 
that I should not place a critical eye upon this phrase: 
Therefore I will say to the Senator, as I came in just a little 
fore he entered the Chamber, and having been here a little lo 
than he, I have been endeavoring myself toexplore this phrase 
ogy and see wherein it is defective and wherein the wisdom o! 
Senate, by the aid of all of us, severally, can improve this phrase. l-. 
ogy. Weare helping the Senator from Vermont who has charye 
of the bill as best we can to so arrange the bill as that it will 
make good English at least and so that it will allow a cottvn 
machine to be imported into Massachusetts. [Laughter. | 

Mr.HOAR. May Iask the honorable Senator another question? 
= has answered my question so thoroughly, may I ask him 
other? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is some difficulty a! 
the reporters getting this colloquy in the confusion. 

Mr. HOAR. I will say, that the reporters may hear, I want to 
ask one other question. Does not the Senator himself, as he has 
been discoursing on it, think it is a little ridiculous as it sta: 

Mr. ALLISON. WilltheSenator from Massachusetts first 2iv' 


“am 


| me his opinion as to the phraseology?—which I infer is that it 1: 


) 
rather immature. It is not ridiculous. I will say to him that | 
think it needs amendment. I would not say that it was ridicu- 
lous, because that might be unkind to some other people who |)'e- 
pared the phraseology. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I was very sure the Senator would not put it in 
that phrase, with his known excellent use of the English lang: 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, the Senator from Mass«: 
setts suggests that there may come under this provision a t«a! 
made in China, and he rather indicates that this may be “ pig 
English”’ from the same quarter. I want to say that that who 
paragraph involves a good purpose. Iam ready to admit that t 
English was not made in Boston, but it does embody the act 
1890, or of 1900, as the Senator from Iowa has said, and inserts 
few words; and in putting in those middle words in the present 
bill much confusion has arisen. . 

It is urged and seems to be agreed that the Secretary of Asri- 
culture has the equipment and that the Secretary of the Treasury 
has the original power in respect of enforcing the provision, and 
that there should be no confusion. That seems to be agreed. It 
was strongly stated by the Senator from Rhode Island and a 
sented to by the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Indiana. 


1 
8 
a 
f 
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n tha midst of this act for 1904——_ 


_ AL DRICH. This language appears first in the act making | 
wppropriations for the present year. 
= ‘OMAS. That istrue. In the midst of the language 


€ the act for wr 1% - these words have been inserted: 

ury of Ag riculture, either in per: son or by attorney or by 

re the examination conducted by th 
; reason for believing that the products in question 





» Secretary of 


ae 


» dise ai ges 
excluded. 
Phat languege is certainly inten: 
words do not fully accomplish. It is a little loose to begin with, 

to sav that the Secretary of Agriculture-—— 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The effect of those words, 
is that the importer c: an NO t be heard until the S 
‘ f Agriculture has practically decided the case against him. 
Mr. McCOMAS. Yes. It is perfectly evident that the amend- 
ich the Se nator 
ERIDGE. The amend ment was offered by the Sena- 
tor from aa sconsin, after the ae Inded.”’ in line 14 
Mr. McCOMAS. The language was ‘euaaeale d by the 
onsin. 


BEVERIDGE. 


as I 


ind 





Yr 


Senato 


To complete the sentence 











led to do a thing which the | 


cre- | 


; seems to me th 


} IcCOMAS. It seems to me, I suggest to the chairman of | 
t mittee, that th > purpose intended can be easily reached 
if 1 ree that the Sect retary of Agriculture shall make exami- 
} the package is turned over to him by the Secretary 
: rr and shall then make the re port of his examina- 
, lysis to the Secretary of the Treasury, and that there- 
mW ‘Secretary of the Treasu ry, ing retion—not *‘ shall,”’ 
b his discretion—the Secretary of the Treasury may do these 
thines. I therefore suggest to t} 1e aa rman of the committee in 
c] . of this bill that it would accomplish his object if he would 
strike out all the words after the word “writing,” in line ia 

n to the words ‘‘ the Secretary,” in line 14, and insert— 

Qa n all cases where the Secretary of Agriculture shall report to t} 1 Sec- 
r f the Treasury that the articles in question should be excluded 

Then the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, in oie 
anguage of the Senator from Rhode Island, may refuse to deliver 


] 
to the consignee. That males the examination through the De- 
partment of Agriculture of the customs-entered goods. The 
pr language is that if the report, after examination, “‘ dis- 
( 3 any reason.’’ Thereis no use to legislate here about rea- 
sons. _ The Secretary of Agric ulture makes his report to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; and in this report he gives the analysis as 
phi ow! n by the examination. 
. BEVERIDGE. Has the Senator observed the amendment 

ofrere a by the Senator from Georgia |Mr. Bacon]? 

ir. McCOMAS. Ihave. 

. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator think the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Georgia reaches the precise point 
which the Senator’s amendment touches? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I do not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The reportof theSecretary of Agriculture 
becomes a decree, which it is made the duty of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to act upon. So I thought, perhaps, the Senator 
had overlooked the amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No; I have not. The amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia relates to a further part of this matter, 
which I do not now adress myself to. I suggest, however, to the 
chaieaines of the committee, the Senator from Vermont | Mr. 
Procror], if he will give me his attention, that if he will strike 
out. after the word ‘‘ writing,’’ in line t1,on page 34, all the words 
down to the words “ the Secret ary,’’ in line 14, and insert: 

nd in all cases where the Secretary of Agriculture shall report to the 


‘of the Treasury that the articles in question shall be excinded, 
stary of the Treasury, in his discretion, may refuse delivery, ete. 






the | cre 


That meets the purpose of the Senator from Rhode Island and it 


meets the views of the Senator from Iowa. It simply puts into 
sANEUAGS what the Senator from Iowa expressed in his statement 
a while ago, that the examination should be made in the Depart- 


ment of Agriculture, and that the Secretary of Agricniture should 
re} ot rt his findings and analyses to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
p an of Connecticut. Mr. President——- 
’ PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
lar d yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I thought the Senator from Mary- 
and was through. 
eg ‘COMAS. 


_ Mr. ‘PLATT of Connecticut. 
through; I will wait. 

be McCOMAS. I ask the Senator from Vermont in charge 
of the bill if what I have suggested does not meet his wishes? 
Lf 80, I will offer that amendment. I shall move to strike out, on 


I am not through, but I will yield to the 


I thought the Senator was 
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the word 





page 34, in line 11, after the word “ writing,’’ down to 








‘the,’’ in line 14 on the same page, and insert: 
, res 
And in all cases where the Secretary of Agricultureshall report to the Sec 
| retary of the Treasury that the articles in question should be excluded 
And, in line 14, after the word ‘“‘shall,’’ to insert the words 
‘may, in his discretion.” 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from 











Maryland w os it involve a ereat aude n o1 ‘Te- 
tary to a7 another, if, in the discharge of a great duty like tl he 
finds ¢ sisi Satie. and those fa i certain 98 
of action, and then it is le it discreti l ther Secret y 
as to whether he shall do what is right: 
a McCOMAS. Mr. President, in the context are the words 
I nd found to be dangerous to hea! oe ’ 1 "> may 
mean in an administrative sense *‘ must,’ unless » Secretary of 
re asury diff red from the S etary of Agriculture as to the 
langerous to health. 

LLM AN. What is the use of a chemist making an 

ascertain whether articles are in us to hi 
ports they are injurious to h 1, the report is not 


going to 
Mr. 


officer he must exercise a discretion in resp 


have any effect? 
McCOMAS. If he did think so, then as an administrative 
rights of people. He, as the head of t} 


= a ‘ ; : 
. adminictratir sageras na th »4 + 4 
( 8a CE rtain adm n rative da I ion.a ae : rnit 


’ Va 
it to hir n. Of course it will not be abused, but it must lodged 
in an executive oflicer. Suppose there is an errorin1 ing the 
report, then the Secretary of the Treasury, who, seeing ( 
ical error—as , for instance, the word *‘not’’ being inserted a 
sentence where it ought to have been omitited—would he have no 





discretion to correct the error? 
Mr. TILLMAN. There is no analogy between the cases. It 





le trouble arises from the fact that this 


ye, Which 


1 
at this wh 
legislation is a kind of hodgepod 


by additional sentences 


has grown by concre- 


tion, 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Accretion. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Well, probably it is ‘‘accretion’’ rather than 
~ conert tion.’ 


Mr. McCOMAS. If the Senator—— 
Mr. TILLMAN. Let me get through. 


You would have to recast the wv hole section. In other words 
TY a t doy your ’ . 














t believe with the Sen that the Secretary of t 

ing the officer having charge of imports and all tha : t Zs 
should have the power veste a in him, and that the initiative as to 
the supervision, inspection, and analysis should come from him 
Then he could request the Secretary of Agriculture to make an 
examination through his Bureau « f Chemistry and report to him 
the result of the ex ination, and then he ought to 1 ed to 
carry out in good faith the result of such analysis Lin n 
As I have said, this whole thing is a hodgepodge, and would have 
to be recast from top t » bottom to make if ight 












Mr. McCOMAS. There is no pract e between ihe 
word ‘‘shall’’ and the word ‘ may L. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I believe the ght to r n 
in. Where one Secretary certifi ris, t 
has found poisonous or delete ingredients ia 
iny article of food or drink he ltoa It 
should not be *‘ may,’ but ‘‘shail’’ sh 

Mr. McCOMAS. Apart from that. hink the Senator from 
South Carolina will agree with me that the other phra 
had better be amended as I have suggested, so that the 1 
shall be made by the S« tary of Agriculture to the Secretary of 


the Treasnr V> who shall | _— act. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. chaise — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Colorado? : 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield to the Senator from Colorad 


Mr. PATTERSON 


If what the Senator from Rhode Island 








[Mr. ALpRicH] has said is true, ae the Treasury Dena ” 
has its laboratories and its chi mi 1d oft her officials cor © 
to make these investigatic iments, why the 1 y 
of d uplics ating deparin its for of th 3 kin 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘There can » di ] t that 
think. The Secretary of Agricul is more and more develop- 
ing, and very rightly developing, the whole subject of the analy- 
sis of foods, medicines, and drugs, and the Treasury Department 
is having less and |! s to do with that part. Administ 
The Secretary of Agri ulture ought to be the Secretary toi t 
foods and the like, and he is becoming m«: :S0. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Is this not one of the troubles that the 
Senator is endeavoring to eliminate—the duplicat { 
the bringing of more than one department into connection with 
imports into this country? The Secretary of the Treasury, as I 
understand, has particulerly to do with He has agents 





my . 
in every seaport, in every port of entry and delivery; he has all 
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the facilities, and if he has not all the facilities, if he lacks any 
of them, they should be given to him through laboratories, chem- 
ists, and other scientific persons to make every necessary and 
proper investigation to determine whether or not food or liquor 
has been adulterated or is deleterious to the public health. 

Mr. President, I want to call the attention of the Senate to this 
additional fact: Ido not understand that the Agricultural De- 
partment has agencies in New York, Philadelphia, Boston, upon 
our Canadian frontier, out onthe Pacific coast, or on the Gulf, 
while the Secretary of the Treasury has agents everywhere. The 
Secretary of the Treasury can more readily and properly acquire 
information as to the coming of impure and improper goods into 
this country than can the Secretary of Agriculture, it seems tome. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That isa prettylong question. Isee theSen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] wants to take the floor. I 
should have been through if the question of the Senator from 
Colorado had not been so extended. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, if the Senator from Maryland ob- 
jects upon the ground that I am intruding upon his time—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Senator is not intruding on my time. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam bound in courtesy to suspend. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Senator asked me a question, and I 
should like to answer that. ; 

Mr. PATTERSON. TheSenator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] 
has had such vast experience that he has become hardened to all 
this, and I suggest there is no necessity for any particular sym- 
pathy upon the part of the Senator from Maryland for the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 


No; I am going to stand here 
until I get the floor, 


Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to answer the suggestion of the | 


Senator from Colorado. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Ihave not got through. [Laughter.] 


Mr. McCOMAS. If he would get through speedily, I should 
like to answer him before long. 


Mr. PATTERSON. I should have been through before this 


time, probably, if the Senator from Maryland had not interfered | 


with me. 
There was a great deal of good, hard common sense in what was 


suggested by the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. BEVERIDGE] as to the | 


duplication of powers, the mingling of authority, and the pro- 
visions of the law which permit officials of one Department to 
interfere with the work and duties of the officials of another De- 
partment. 

It is true that the Secretary of Agriculture may have a few 
more facilities of this kind, so far as paraphernalia is concerned, 
for the purpose of detecting the adulteration of foods and liquors; 
but I suggest that any defect in that respect, so far as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is concerned, could be speedily remedied. 
The Secretary of the Treasury has this advantage over the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture: He has his agents in every port of entry and 
delivery wherever these goods may go, while, as I understand, 
the Secretary of Agriculture probably has no agents in any of 
them, Then, again, the facilities for hearings 

Mr. HOAR. He not only has the conveniences, but the goods 
are in his custody. . 

Mr. PATTERSON. The goods arein his custody. He has lab- 
oratories; he has chemists; and surely, if these duties are imposed 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury, as he is an intelligent and an 
honest man, he will carry them out most effectively. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me at that point? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. The proposition in this bill covered by the in- 
crease of appropriation is to duplicate the laboratories and to 
duplicate the agents abroad, to have free traveling agents, when 
we have got the consular service. I am very glad to hear the 
Senator say what he has said, but I want to call his attention to 
this duplication. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If some Senator upon this side had made 
that statement, he would be immediately accused of offensive 
partisanship [laughter], because he would hardly dare to say that, 
coming from the Committee on Agriculture, provisions had been 
made for the purpose of duplicating officers and offices; but that 
must necessarily be the logical result, and there is but one way 
in which it can be avoided—make the duties of the Secretary of 
the Treasury clear, defined, imperative; then give him the facili- 
ties for doing these things; and there will be no necessity of mixing 
up the Department of Agriculture with the Treasury Department. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, the question of the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. PAatrErson] though lengthy, has a line in it, 
and that is, Why should there be a duplication by putting in this 
bill a provision for analysis and inspection of foods, medicines, 
drugs, and the like by the Agricultural Department when there 
are laboratories and opportunities for analysis in the Treasury 
Department in certain places? The answer to that is that for 
s0me years past we have been increasing in the Department of 
Agriculture the facilities for this purpose, and that Department 
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has been doing splendid work, work which in a century the Treas. 
ury Officials never undertook, and, if they had, could never haye 
achieved. In respect of foods, especially, and things deleterioys 
to health, the Department of Agriculture has done in the last 
four years what the Treasury Department could never do, ang 
never will do. 

That is under existing legislation; it is the policy of this coun- 
try, and it is working successfully. The Treasury Department 
has not objected to giving this power to the Department of Agri- 
culture, and since the Departmentof Agriculture has under exist- 
ing law this power, my purpose in offering the amendment is to 
make the pending provision of the bill simply require the customs 
service to cooperate in the examination and analysis of food proi- 
ucts, so that articles coming through the custom-houses sliall, 
upon the suggestion of the Department of Agriculture, be turned 
over to the Secretary of Agriculture, and when his Department 
reports to the Secretary of the Treasury, as the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] suggested, that then the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall have power, in his official discretion—becausa 
he isempowered to exercise a discretion, for if he were not so em- 
powered, he would not be an administrative officer—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me suggest to the Senator—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let me finish my answer. The Secretary of 
the Treasury has an administrative discretion, and therefore in 
that discretion, every time, of course, when a report is made and 
he can not countervail the conclusion of the report that the sub- 
ject-matter is poisonous or dangerous to health, he will do the 
things that are provided for in such cases. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to suggest to the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Maryland yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. McCOMAS. [Iyield. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ionly want to suggest that the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is still on his feet. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Senator from Connecticut has assured 
the Senator from Colorado that he will remain on his feet until 
the Senator from Colorado ceases to be ina state of eruption. 

Having made that statement, Mr. President, I seriously think 
my amendment ought to be adopted, because it does coordinate 
the work of the two Departments. I hope, in the interest of the 
Department of Agriculture and in the interest of this provision of 
the bill, the amendment may be accepted by the chairman of the 
committee or, at least, voted upon and accepted by the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think this discussion has shown 
so many defects, or mistakes, I will say, in the draft of this pro- 
vision, that it is better to strike it out and let it be dealt with in 
conference between the two Houses. I do not believe that any 
amendment of it here upon the floor of the Senate is going to 
make it what anyone wants it to be. I hope the chairman of the 
committee will take that view of it and allow it to go out, so that 
it may be carefully considered and carefully drafted in acomuuit- 
tee of conference. 

There is certainly one thing which has not been alluded to, un- 
less it be by the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. BEVERIDGE], to which 
I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the committee. 
We have a statute of 1890 dealing with this whole subject as it 
stood up to the act for 1904. That statute was read by the Sona- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu]. Itempowered the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to deal with this whole subject of the 
importation of adulterated foods or goods deleterious to healt). 
In 1903 we enacted another law, which seems to give to the Sevre- 
tary of Agriculture the entire power of dealing with this subject 

Mr. ALDRICH. In relation to the public health only. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In relation to the public health 
and adulterated articles of food. Now, does not the last law re- 
peal the first by implication? Is the statute of 1890, giving to tle 
Secretary of the Treasury the power to deal with this subject, re- 
pealed by implication by the statute of 1903 in last year’s appro- 
priation bill, which gave the power to deal with this subject (0 
the Secretary of Agriculture, and prescribed what was going to 
be done if such importations were attempted? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest to the Senator from Connecticut that 
the statute of 1890 prescribed an entirely different method. |' 
was a penal statute, which made it a misdemeanor to import 
articles of that kind; and it further provided that, upon pro} 
legal process, the goods should be forfeited to the United States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is just the point I am mak- 
ing. After we have given this whole matter into the hands 0! 
the Secretary of Agriculture, and upon his finding that the goo's 
are deleterious, directing the Secretary of the Treasury to return 
them, what is left of the statute of 1890, which makes their intro- 
duction into this country a misdemeanor and authorizes their for- 
feiture? 

It seems to me it is a very serious question whether this statute 
provision that was put in last year’s appropriation bill did not by 
implication repeal the statute of 1890, which made the introduc- 
tion of deleterious foods into this country a misdemeanor. 











1904. 


— 


Mr. ALDRICH. il Ww t 
adoption of a statute for a year, At the expiration of the fiscal 
year that law expired by limitation. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am not sure about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, I assume it; otherwise there would be 
no occasion for repealing it in this bill. 

“Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Well, the statute may be re- 
vealed. 

Pir. BEVERIDGE. 
l here. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. A statute may be repealed by a 
vision introduced in an appropriation bill. A great many 
tntes have been so repealed. 

But what I want to ask is this: If when we deal with this sub- 
ject by putting it in the hands of the Secretary of Agriculture, 


There seems to be a state of great confu- 


and providing that he is to examine and see whether the articles 
imported are deleterious to the public health, and, if he findsthem 
so. to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to send them back, is 

anything left of the statute of 1890, which provides for their 
orfeiture? Im other words, have we not in the statute of last 


the appropriation act of last year—prescribed a different 
dof dealing with goods of that character when they are 
rted into this country, and prescribed a different remedy 
1 that provided in the statute of 1890? I do not say this is so, 


te et ee he tt ot 


mt Isay it is a thing which ought to be considered very care- 
lly before any legislation is enacted. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I wish to say a word upon 
this matter of duplication. I am in favor of the amendment of 


the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. There are already in 
this bill many provisions intrusting the Secretary of Agriculture | 
with the examination of food products of various kinds. That is | 


a a 


tter within his general jurisdiction. If food products pro- 
duced at home or abroad are to be examined, they are properly 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








under his general jurisdiction. 

This is not a duplication of officers, because he has to have his 
officers in places from which goods, meat, and everything else are | 
exported. Before all food products are exported the Secretary of 
Agriculture, through his officers, is there to make an examina- 
tion, and for him to initiate the examination does not duplicate 
the ofticers for this work. 

is true that the Secretary of the Treasury has agents every- 
where, but they are not expert agents for this particular purpose. 
The Secretary of Agriculture has expert agents for the particular | 
purpose of examining food products wherever they come from; 
and it is-right in their line, when goods are imported, to examine 
them, as they are in the locality where the goods are exported. 


so that if we adopt the amendment of the Senator from Mary- 
land, authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to make an exami- 


nation and report to the Secretary of the Treasury,and then leave 
it to the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, to exclude 
such commodities as are deleterious to health, or are reported 
against by the Secretary of Agriculture, we avoid that duplica- 


tion concerning which so much has been said. 
We have got to duplicate the expert officers in every port, one 


to examine the goods that go out and another to examine the 
goods that come in. An ordinary man who is not an expert, 
whose business is not in this line, would be useless for the purpose 
of making such examinations. 

t seems to me that, turning it all over, not allowing the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to initiate the examination as to food prod- 
ucts of all kinds when he is there in that business, but to have 


another set of officers of the Treasury Department to initiate it, 
would result in duplication. It seems to me that the system pro- 
posed = the duplication against which there has been so 
much said. 
. Mr. LODGE, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. MALLORY addressed 
ne Unair, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lop@r] is recognized. 
Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator from California [Mr. PEr- 
|, a3 I know he desires to address the Senate. 
Mr. PBRKINS. Mr. President, l only desire to say a few words. 
We all have one common object in view—that is, to prevent the 
importation into this country of adulterated foods or that which 
is deleterious to the health of the people. In other words, we 
want the label to show what the goods contained in boxes, cans, 
and bottles really are. 
alifornia has suffered very materially for the want of proper 
‘slation in this regard, as has been intimated by my friend 
trom South Carolina [Mr. Truman]. The cotton-seed oil of 
Ge rgia and South Carolina is sent to France; it is there trans- 
ferred into bottles with French labels, and returned to this 
country, to compete with olive oil that is produced in the State 
of California, the only State in the Union that produces olive oil. 
In the same way the wines of our country, especially California 
wines, Which we sell for a dollar and a dollar and fifty cents a gal- 
lon, are exported to France, there placed in bottles with French 


Kl 
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But the appropriation bill was in effect the | labels, and returned to this country, and my friend from South 


a ~ 


Carolina probably pays $5 a bottle for Chateau Yquem, which is 
the same as we sell in California for one-tenth of that amount. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from California allow me? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from California yield to me 
for a minute? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator from California any gnar- 
anty that his olive oil is any sweeter, any purer, any better than 
the cotton-seed oil we can furnish him from our country? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Answer the question. 

Mr. PERKINS. The oil made from olives is olive oil. That 
made from cotton seed is cotton-seed If one has a taste for 
cotton-seed oil, it would be unbecoming in me to criticise that 
taste. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PERKINS. We in California prefer the oil made from the 
olives. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
allow me? 

Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. MONEY. 
interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator 
fornia yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to ask 


+1 
Ol, 


Will the Senator from Califor 


~ 


Most certainly. 
Will the Senator from California allow me to 


from Cali- 


the Senator from California 


| whether he can tell the difference? 


Mr. MONEY. Iwish to say to the Senator from California, 
who stands up for olive oil, as he ought to, because his State is 
such a great producer of it, that the very finest article of olive oil 


| imported from Lucca or any other port in Italy is made from 


cotton-seed oil. For anumber of years the Italian Government 
forbade the importation into that country of cotton seed or cotton- 
seed oil, because they said it was ruining the olive industry. 
That rule was afterwards relaxed, and to-day the finest olive oil 
you get is made from cotton-seed oil that crosses the ocean twice 

Mr. PERKINS. Thatis an Italian taste which we in California 
have not yet cultivated. We believe in the old Spanish proverb 
that the olive tree has the faculty of health giving, of life giving, 
and that one who has an olive orchard transmits to his posterity 
an advantage that is beyond money or price. 


th 
A 


T 
u 


But, Mr. President, the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Maryland, it seem to me, is inopportune; or, at least, if it is 
not, the language ought not to be amended in this respect. The 
law has been in operation for over seven months, since the first 
of the fiscal year, July 1,and it has served notice to the importers 
into this country of adulterated foods and wines and other spirit- 
uous drinks that they can not bring them into this country and 


have them landed and distributed among 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
tion? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It isa well-understood custom for importers 
of salad oils to brand them as “‘ salad oil’’ when it is known tha 
they are made largely, in whole or in part, of cotton-seed oil 


yur people. 
Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 


Now, does the Senator think the Secretary of Agriculture ought 
to be required to exclude from entry into this country a salad oil 
because it is composed in whole or in part of cotton-seed oil? 

Mr. PERKINS. Those who wish to buy cotton-seed oil and 


use it for salad oil have that privilege, but brand it what it is; 
notify on the label what are the contents of bottl 
Mr. ALDRICH. 


the | tie. 


It is usually labeled ‘‘ salad oil.”’ 


Mr. PERKINS. No epicurean like my friend the Senator from 
Rhode Island would use salad oil or oil that is labeled on the bottle 
‘salad oil.’’ He has been in the business as an importer of oil, 
and I am sure he has never used it in his own household, although 
it is customary with some. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I presume I have. 

Mr. TILLMAN. May I ask the Senator from Cal ia a 
question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Can he tell the difference between Cali ia 
champagne and the French? 

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator will furnish me wit] ) 
samples I will give my testimony. |[Laughter. | 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then, again, does the Senator purchase for 
his home use ‘the California or the French produ He will 


dodge that question, I bet. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam too patriotic and too loyal to the gre 
industries of our State, California, which has over a hundred 
million dollars invested in vineyards, giving employment to over 
70,000 persons; I am too loyal to my State and too patriotic to 
my country to drink, if I drink anything stronger than coffee, 
other than California wine. 

But, Mr. President, the point I have in view is this: This law 
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has been on the statute books for seven months. It has worked 
advantageously to the honest importers. It has operated in the 
interest of the public, as administered by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture and by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. McCOMAS, Will the Senator permit me for a moment? 

Mr. PERKINS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The purpose of my amendment is to continue 
the law, to let the Secretary of Agriculture make the analysis 
and the investigation and report upon the package to the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why change a law which has proved to be so 
salutary in its effect? 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is not changing it; it is giving it effect. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
been in force satisfactorily, as 1 stated, for seven months, why we 
should change it. It is true that sometimes our friends the law- 
yers go to the legislatures of our respective States and secure an 
amendment of a law so as to bring a grist to their mills, as my 


friend the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] would | 


say, and that they may go into the courts again to have it legally 
construed. 
ple of this country, and it seems to me that we ought to let well 
enough alone. 
proposed by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the Senator from California 
has hit the meat of this matter. We have had a very enjoyable 
afternoon, but it is evident that we can not meddle with this pro- 
vision very much without harm. 
seven months. Returns have beenmade. Both Secretaries under- 
stand it. The Secretary of the Treasury writes a very strong let- 
ter in regard to it. He says: 

I know of no way better than that now provided. 

I move, in line 19, page 33, that the words ‘‘or goods of any de- 
scription which ”’ be stricken out, and that after the word ‘‘ coun- 
tries,’’ in the next line, line 20, the word ‘‘ which’’ be inserted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before that is done, I will say it is surplusage 
either way. The courts have held that the word ‘‘ articles’’ used 


in a law of this kind comprehends everything and covers every- | 


thing. It does not change the law in any respect. 

Mr. PROCTOR. No; but some objection has been made to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
mental, that it includes not only articles of food, and that it ought 
to be limited to articles of food or to articles that are comprised 
within the law and not embrace everything. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iask that the amendment be agreed to. 
tainly no one is opposed to it. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to be heard on the amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator from Massachusetts 
proceeds 
. Mr. LODGE. I have been trying to get the floor for some time. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator from Massachusetts 
speaks—I think it will not obstruct the Senator's remarks—I should 
like to inquire what has become of the amendment of the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], which was, after the word ** which,”’ 
in line 17—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was accepted. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
shall find.’’ Has it been accepted? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. PROCTOR. 


Cer- 


It is still pending. 
If the amendment which I have offered would 


closed up to-night, I would be very glad. 

But, as I started to say, this measure has beeninterpreted. It 
has been discussed to-day, so that there is no question that in an- 
other appropriation bill great care will be exercised in drafting it. 

This was originally prepared by the Committee on Appropria- 


the view of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
materially changing its meaning. Its purpose is very evident, 


that it is to prevent adulterations of substances which would | 
If the measure was stricken | 
out, it might be lost entirely, which would be a very great calam- x 
| reason. 


make them injurious to public health. 


itv, as all agree. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question 
for my own information? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. I notice that, beginning in line 18, on page 
33, it is provided that— 

The Secretary of Agriculture, whenever he has reason to believe that ar- 
ticles or goods of any description— 

That inclndes everything— 
which are being imported from foreign countries by reason of adulteration 
are dangerous to the health of the people of the United States— 

Which is one point; and then farther on— 


or which are forbidden entry or to be sold or are restricted in sale in the 
countries in which they are made or from which they are exported. 
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| can be no question about the interpretation of it. 
| any country unloading upon us articles that they will not them- 


I fail to see, Mr. President, if this law has | 





But this law has worked advantageously to the peo- | 


For that reason I am opposed to the amendment | 


It has been in force the last | 


an interpretation which will not be strained. 


| tary of the Treasury? 


To insert ‘‘ the Secretary of the Treasury 


| experts of the Treasury. 


| is going to administer this law properly. 
| tion. 
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What I should like to get some information on is as to the 


| meaning of the last clause which I have read: 


Or which are forbidden entry or to be sold or are restricted in sale in ¢} 
countries in which they are made or from which they are exported. 5 


Is that confined to adulterated articles of food and medicine 
and other things taken into the human system, or does it em- 


a 


| power the Secretary of Agriculture to designate any articles 


which fall within that provision as being liable to be excluded? 
The language is very broad. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think the meaning of it is plain, and there 
It is to forbid 


selves receive or the sale of which they restrict. A country- 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Florida will permit mo, I 
will makea suggestion. Tobacco is one of the products forbidden 
to be sold in half the civilized countries of the world; that is, ; 


| bacco of certain kinds, and all kinds in many countries. Could 


the Secretary of Agriculture, under that, prohibit the importa- 
tion into this country of tobacco in any form or any particular 
kind of tobacco? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I understand that in certain countries the 
importation of tobacco is very greatly restricted, as amony ihe 
Mohammedans. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In all cases it is either restricted or— 

Mr. MALLORY. If thatis the case, it seems to me that 
clause should be revised. Certainly it gives a tremendous | 
to the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It goes upon the supposition that the S 
tary of Agriculture and the officers of the Government will ; 
The purpos 
evident. The language has stood for years. We have bee: 
ing under it for months very beneficially, and I certainly t! 
it would be better to adoptitasit is. Itis not a matter of my) 
construction. It is precisely as it came to the committee frou 


| the other body. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, of course all that has been said 
in behalf of excluding adulterated food products is rather besid 
the mark. Weare all in favor of that. I should not be at 


| displeased to see articles of that kind forfeited, as the law of |*: 
| provided. 
The objection, as I understood it, was funda- | 


I should not be sorry to see a little wholesome retii: 
tion against the countries which under pretense of sanitary reyu- 
tions have undertaken to discriminate against our products. 
that question is not involved here. We are ail agreed about 
policy. The thing that is involved here is a question of good 
ganization and proper administration of government. 

Mr. President, the law, as it appeared in 1900, the production 


_ Isuppose, of the Senator from Iowa, was a perfectly proper cliuse 


It provided that the Department to which it intrusted the car 
our food products should pass upon adulterated articles oi 
and drink and notify the Secretary of the Treasury. But si: 
then little by little the provision has grown. 

From being confined to food products, it has passed now to t! 
question of articles whose entry is forbidden or whose sale i 
hibited or restricted in foreign countries. Why is the Secr 
of Agriculture any better able to pass upon that than the 
It has gone on from that to the quest 
of labels. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my colleague allow me to call his attentin 
to the fact that it has not only gone on to that, but for any r 
whatever that the Secretary of Agriculture thinks a good o1 


_excluding it under this bill, in the thirteenth line, he can do : 
make the measure satisfactory, so that it could be acted on and | 


Mr. GALLINGER. Any reason. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam much obliged. I was coming to that. 
has gone on from that to labels. The Senator from Rhode Is] 
is well aware, and everybody is who is familiar with tariff lex 


| lation, that the question of the description of articles of impor 
| one of the most important things that comes before the Treasury 
tions, and additions have been made to it, not in my view, but in | 


Department. It involves sometimes the classification of an art! 
cle, a question which is arising constantly and employs the ) 
Under it sometimes is involved a ques- 
tion of a million of dollars of duty. ; 
Under this clause the question of labeling is put into the han 
of the Secretary of Agriculture. The bill goes on to say ** for any 
It is all very well to say that we know the distin 
guished gentleman at the head of the Department of Agriculture 
That is-not the ques- 
We are not engaged in legislating for tho individual who 
happens to be for the moment at the head of the Department 0! 
Agriculture, unquestionably the best Secretary of Agriculture \ 


| have ever had, and who has done more for agriculture than any- 
| one else. 


We are not legislating for Mr. Wilson. We are lexis- 
lating for all Secretaries of Agriculture, and we must remember 
in passing laws of this kind that nothing can be so unfortunate 09 
to confuse the duties of Departments 

The duty of the Department of the Treasury is to collect the 
revenues of the Government, and if there is a particular phase 
involved in a foreign importation which comes particularly within 
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the purview of the Agricultural Department, then the Treasury 
Department is entitled to all the assistance and all the enlighten- 
ment that the Agricultural Department can give. 

But that is a very different thing from giving the Secretary of 
Agriculture control over the Secretary of the Treasury. Under 
this bill as it now reads—and it is a miserably drawn clause—the 
duties of the Secretary of the Treasury are purely ministerial. 
The Secretary of Agriculture finds certain facts. The Secretary 
of the Treasury has no choice. 

Mr. President, if the Secretary of Agriculture is going to col- 
lect the revenues of the Government, let him do it; and if the 
Secretary of the Treasury is to collect them, let him do it. But 
do not let us duplicate and confuse the Departments. I listened 
with very great interest to what the Senator from Indiana and 
the Senator from Colorado said about this matter of duplication. 


connection with another matter. We have gone on duplicating 
surveys in this country, triplicating them, quadrupling them 

Mr. GALLINGER. And statistics. 

Mr. LODGE. And statistics in thesame way. Onoursurveys 
we have doubled and trebledand quadrupled them and put them 
in this Department and in that Department, and we have spent a 
hundred and fifty or two hundred million dollars on those surveys, 
building up one bureau here and another there, and we have not 
yet a decent map of the United States. 

Mr. President, we are starting in to duplicate again. We have 
at this moment laboratories at every port in the country. I be- 
lieve they are not very good. I believe they ought to be made 
be But what is the proposition here under the cover of this 
increased appropriation? ‘ It is to establish another set of labora- 
tories under the Secretary of Agriculture at every port in the 
country. Let us have good laboratories for the necessary exam- 
inations connected with the tariff, but let us have only one set. 
Let us have them under the Secretary of the Treasury or under 
the Secretary of Agriculture. Do not let us duplicate them. I 
refer to this because in the House hearings it appears that the 
House Members discussed that at length and refused to put it in. 

Another thing that I find in the House hearings is this: They 
want to send three agents, at $3,000 a year apiece, to travel abroad 
and look into manufactures there and report to the Secretary of 
Agriculture. 

nts, and they are there in Europe now. 
What are we to duplicate them for, to treble them again? Why 
are we to have another force of men over there traveling about 
and reporting to the Government? We have a consular service 
whose business it is to make such reports. They send in monthly 
or weekly reports on just such subjects. If they do not do their 
work properly, get new consuls. If the Treasury agents who as- 
sist them do not do their work properly, get new Treasury agents. 
Why send out another set of agents to do over again the work that 
these men are doing? 

This clause, as it started in 1900, was a very proper clause. 
it is now—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Is the clause of 1900 satisfactory to the Sen- 
ator? 

Mr. LODGE. 
back to it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Would the Senator be glad to substitute that 
for the present clause? 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me to offer my amend- 
ment, he will see that that is just what I am going to do,if I 
understood the reading of it correctly. I have not got it be- 
fore me. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ido not think there has been any material 
alteration in it. If the Senator will take the clause as it was orig- 
inally put in the bill in 1900 by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, I will accept it and move its substitution for this. 

Mr. LODGE. I will tell the Senator what has been added, 
unless I was misguided by the reading of the Senator from Iowa. 





stter. 


As 


Perfectly; and I was going to propose to come 


Or which are forbidden entry or to be sold, or are restricted in sale in the 
countries in which they are made or from which they are exported, or 
which shall be falsely or incompletely labeled inany respect in regard to the 
place of manufacture or the contents of the package. 


I believe that has all crept in since 1900. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Ithinkit has. I can read 
Mr. LODGE. That is all right. Then I am not wrong. 





That 
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Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Messa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will not the law of 1900 still provide for 
these duplications of which the Senator has spoken? 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is practically no duplication. The 
Treasury Department has no machinery to administer this law. 
The Secretary of the Treasury is satisfied. 
from Colorado did not hear his letter read. 
no better method. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I can well understand why the Secretary 
of the Treasury should say so. He would say so all the more 
gladly if he furnished with the paraphernalia, if he has not 


Perhaps the Senator 
He says he knows of 


Te 


vas 


| got it, for the purpose of investigating imported articles. How- 
It is a subject to which I have given some attention in the past in | 


We have a consular service and we have Treasury | 
What are they for? 


| livery to the company of any such goods. 
| I see that is limited to articles dangerous to h 


has crept in since 1900, That is the vicious part of the bill. What | 
was originally put in, as far as I understand it—and I merely am | 


talking about what I heard read—was a reasonable provision, 
that articles of food and drink affecting the health of the people 
were to be examined by the Secretary of Agriculture, because he 
had the means to furnish better than anyone else to the Secretary 
of the Treasury the information necessary to keep those unhealthy 
products out of this country. From that we have got out into 
the whole range of imports. 


ever, I did not desire to interrupt the 
setts. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator from Rhode Island says that 
that provision will be entirely satisfactory to him. It is headed 
*To investigate the adulteration of foods, drugs, and liquors 
when deemed by the Secretary of Agriculture advisable.’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not very long, and I suggest that the 
Senator from Vermont read it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I can read the whole 


Senator from Massachu- 


rf it. 


( 

Mr. LODGE. I will be through in a moment. TI will be 
perfectly satisfactory to me,so far as Iam informed about it. It 
strikes out all these things that have crept in, which are matters 

he Secretary of the Treasury could decide and find out nt just 
as well as the Secretary of Agriculture. He has the machinery 
to do it. : 

As to the adulteration of food, I do not suppose he did ( 


machinery. So probably it is not a duplication so faras thats 
and to that limited extent, but it is growing into a i 

Now, as I pointed out, in this increased ap] 
to have a new set of laboratories and a new set 
I do not think it is good administration. I d 
wise system, and I hope we shall return to the 1 
is satisfactory to the Senator from Rhode Islan 
ined it more closely than I have. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, it seems to me the « 





Titicism 
made against the language of this provision is at least unneces- 


sary. One thing about it which has impressed me is that this is 
the only language we have ever had in one of these provisions 
that has been sufficiently understood by our own Government to 
be executed and sufficiently understood by fraudulent importers 
into the United States to be obeyed. In the last six months this 
law in the exact phraseology that we have it here has been under 
execution. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a question 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 


Mr. HOAR. That which impresses me more than eny other 
part is where it says that if ‘‘ the examination conducted by the 
Secretary of Agriculture discloses any reason for believing that 
the products in question should be excluded”’ they may be ex- 


cluded. 
It gives him absolute discretionary power over the entire 
portsof the United States. Now,is not that newi 
law? : 
Mr. DOLLIVER. 


sion. 


>t} r\T 1 
i Lis I = 
t h t ‘ 


I think it is included in the 


general provi- 


Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to know whether or nct that is new. 
The Senator and I could not differ about that. The Senator does 
not claim for a moment that we should enact a law giving the 


Secretary of Agriculture, whoever he may be hereafter, for 
course, we would all trust Mr. Wilson with almost anythin 


I 


y. the 


power to exclude any import into the United States for any reason 
that he thinks proper. No one would. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Idonot think that isthe operation of the law. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that is new. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ithinkif the Senator will read that lar 
carefully he will see that it relates to the clause providing for 1 
right of the owner or the consigne® to appear. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no; for it goes on expressly in the very next 


clause to say that the Secretary of the Treasury shail refuse d 
| After a pans Oh, 
alth. T 


is right about that, but on the other I think he is wron 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina: 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was going to say, for the benefit of the 


Senator from Massachusetts, that I have compared and collated 
the law of last year and the bill, and, beginning in line 9, page 
34, with the word ‘* before,’’ down to ** excluded,’’ in line 14, it ig 
all new. 
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Mr. HOAR. All of it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Every bit of it. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I thought. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Interpolated in the present bill. 
in the law. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I thought. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That language does not touch the criticisms 
which have been offered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will luok again he will see it 
does, because it says: 

In all cases where the examination conducted by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture discloses any reason for believing—— 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I understand the criticisms made here are, 
first, that it gives too much power to the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, to which I reply that it gives substantially the same power 
that he has exercised for years under the law. 

In the next place, it is claimed that the language can not be 
understood. I hold that it is the only language we have ever had 

hese statutes that has been understood or has been effective 


It was not 


in the 
in producing the result we sought. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says it duplicates the machin- 
ery. In my humble opinion the only machinery we have compe- 
tent to handle this business is the Chemical Bureau of the De- 
partment of Agriculture. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says that we propose to in- 
crease that facility. The only increase we propose is that these 
examinations shall be made at the port of Boston and at the port 
of New York, at Philadelphia, and other ports of entry, instead 
of having the goods brought here to Washington to be analyzed. 
The object of that is t 
any disturbance of legitimate commerce and business. 

This law, in the exact language in which it has been reported 
by the committee, however lame and imperfect the language may 


be, has been construed by both the Department of Agriculture | 


and the Department of the Treasury, and both Departments are 
satisfied that they understand it and can execute it. 

Now, it appears to me that this whole discussion is a year too 
late. If all these questions were involved about increasing the 
power of the Department of Agriculture, about duplicating the 
machinery of the Government for carrying on its business, they 
ought to have been raised when the law was first put upon the 
statute books of the United States. 


the United States, and that it is the only effective machinery we 
have had in the United States to accomplish that purpose. 

Therefore, as this law is in the process of administration, is 
thoroughly understood and perfectly interpreted in both Depart- 
ments, I sincerely hope that the Senate will allow it to stand ex- 
actly as the committee has reported it. Any concession, in my 
humble opinion, would operate to weaken the efficiency of the 
statute itself, 

Mr. LODGE. let me ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I agree with him entirely about keeping out ar- 
ticles injurious to health. I approve of the law of 1900. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Everybody appears to agree about keeping 
them out until something is done that actually keeps them out. 

Mr. LODGE. No, the amendment I propose does not touch 
the testing of food injurious to health, and if the Senator will 
allow me—— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. What I wish to ask him about is, why it is nec- 
essary to put into the hands of the Secretary of Agriculture the 
determination of such a question as whether the goods are forbid- 
den or restricted in sale in another country. That is the duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury and of the consular service. The 
Secretary of Agriculture has no information on that point that 
he does not derive from some other service. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I regard that as a comparatively immaterial 
matier. That is one of the tests of fraud. If the goods are such 
that no country will receive them, and that the country in which 
they are made refuses to allow them to be sold, that is a very ef- 
fective, and, it seems to me, a satisfactory test of the character 
of the goods. But whether that question of fact should be deter- 
mined by the Secretary of Agriculture or the Secretary of the 
ae I regard as comparatively unimportant. It is a question 
of fact. 

Mr. LODGE. My sole point is to leave with the Secretary of 
Agriculture the question of testing food products. Everything 
that is consumed—food and drink—we are to leave to him, be- 
cause he can do it better than anybody else. But the question of 
labels, the question of classification, the question of restriction in 
other countries, are not questions which belong to the Agricultural 
Department. They belong, where they have always been, it seems 
to me, with the Secretary who is charged with the collection of the 
revenues and the enforcement of the tariff laws, 
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» facilitate the investigation and prevent | 


The fact is that this law is | 
well understood both in Europe and in the great ports of entry of | 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. So far as the question whether goods ara 
forbidden to be sold or imported intoanother country is concerned, 
of course that is a question that could be determined by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury just as well as by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture. But when you come to the question of false labeling that 
involves a chemical analysis of the goods to see whether the con- 
tents of the package correspond to the label, I think that js 
purely a question for the chemical department of the Department 
of Agriculture. 

The point I desire to make is that this law is now working well, 
and if we desire in the future to build up some permanent leyis- 
lation in respect to this matter it can be done inthe future. But 
these two great Departments are now working harmoniously to- 
gether and they are efficiently doing a business that has never been 
done before in the United States; and they ought to be allowed { 
proceed under the terms of the statute, which they both under 
stand, whether-it is understood in the Senate or not. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it seems that all parties why 
have been criticising this provision the most severely are satis 
with the provision of the act of 1900. That gives substantially 
everything that is required. There would have to be a little en 
largement, but the objections which have been brought up coul 
be obviated, and I think it could be fixed satisfactorily in confer- 
ence. I am ready to move, and will move, that, beginning . 
page 33, with line 18, all be stricken out down to and includ 
the word ‘‘ package,’’ in line 22,0n page 34, and that the pro, 
sion which I send to the desk included in brackets be inserted 
instead. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon 

Mr. PROCTOR. I hope that will not be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Georgia will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 17, page 384, after the words ‘ 
which,’’ at the end of the line, insert the words ‘‘ the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall find.’’ 

Mr. PROCTOR. The amendment I have proposed of cou 

wipes all that language out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam in favor of the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Georgia, but in view of the action suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont in charge of the bill, I am quite willing tha 
the amendment of the Senator from Georgia shall be voted dov 
and then, so far as I can, I will accept the amendment offered by 


| the Senator from Vermont in place of the motion made by n 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agr 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia |! 
Bacon]. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Verm 


| offers an amendment, which will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. On page 33, beginning with line 18, strike ont 
that line and all the following lines down to and including tlie 
word ‘* package,’’ in line 22, on page 34, and insert: 

To investigate the adulteration of foods, drugs, and liquors, when dee? 


| by the Secretary of Agriculture advisable; and the Secretary of Agric 


whenever he has reason to believe that articlesare being imported fro 
eign countries which are dangerous to the health of the people of the U1 
States, shall make a request upon the Secretary of the Treasury for sa 
from original packages of such articles for inspection and onalyais, ar 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to open such original | 
ages and deliver specimens to the Secretary of Agriculture for the pur; 
mentioned, giving notice to the owner or consignee of such articles w!. 

be present and have the right to introduce testimony; and the Secrei 

the Treasury shall refuse delivery to the consignee of any goods whic 
Secretary of Agriculture reports to him have been inspected and ana 

and found to be dangerous to health; employing such assistants, clerk- 
other persons as the Secretary of Agriculture may consider necessary ! 
purpose named. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I wish to call the attent! 
of the Senator from Vermont to the fact that by this amendm 
he has taken out of the bill the gist, the character of the w! 
provision. He has limited the exclusion that may be made ' 
the Secretary of Agriculture simply to those articles thatare dan- 
gerous to health, and there we stop. 

Ninety per cent of all those which are excluded—I may say ‘9 
per cent—are not articles which are necessarily injurious (0 
health, but they are misbranded articles, spurious articles. The) 
may be healthful to a certain extent, but they areadulterated and 
misbranded articles that are sent upon our markets under an as- 
sumed name, as wines that are claimed to be manufactured at 
certain places in France, that never saw France. All of those 
articles are dumped upon us. Now, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor how we are to be protected against them. 

If the Senator will look over the list of things which have been 
excluded through the efforts of the Secretary of Agriculture he 
will find very few that are dangerous to health. As has already 
been suggested by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Ti!l- 
MAN], I do not know that cotton-seed oil is dangerous to health, 
and yet under this bill, as it would now stand, you can introduce 


} 
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from France or Italy as pure olive oil any cotton-seed oil and ship 
it to this country and the Secretary of Agriculture is absolutely 
at their mercy. , 3 

It seems to me that if the amendment is to be made, we should 
:nclude not only those articles which are dangerous to health, but 
all misbranded and adulterated articlesof foodanddrink. When 
we have done that I think we will come within the limit which 
all Senators agree is proper. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Falsely branded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All adulterations are covered by the language 
suggested by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Bad labeling is not covered. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I said in submitting the amendment that 
there would be something to be added. I agree fully with what 
the Senator from North Dakota says in regard to the necessity of 
extending it It brings the whole matter into conference, where, 
| think, allthese differences can be adjusted. TheSenator knows 
yery well that I am earnestly in favor of pure food and pure 
branding. I do not like to see a compound of cane sugar labeled 
‘“Pure Vermont maple sirup,’’ as I do every year. I have no 
doubt the committee will be able to bring about such a framing 
of the provision as will obviate all difficulties. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But,if the Senator will excuse me, I do not 
understand that those Senators who favor this amendment have 
any objection whatever to its being amended here so that it will 
exclude falsely branded articles of food. They have no objection 
of that character; at least, they certainly have not stated it so 


far. 

Mr. LODGE. If it is solely confined to food and drink and 
does not spread over the whole tariff list, I have no objection. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is all. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Then let us include it right now without 
going into conference. Let us make this amendment say that. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I willinsertin the very title ‘‘ to investigate 
the adulteration and false branding of foods, drugs, and liquors.”’ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It would have to be in the body of the act. 
That would not reach it. All that has to be done is to insert the 
words ‘‘ falsely labeled.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Such adulteration or false labeling.’’ 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest that if we adopt this amendment now 
it will be open to amendment in the Senate, and it can be per- 
fected then. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think if we put in the words “ falsely la- 
beled and branded ”’ it will answer. There can not be any objec- | 
tion to that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. ‘“‘Falsely labeled or branded,” because | 
other things than cattle are not branded. 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘In regard to the place of manufacture or 
the contents of the package.’’ Those words ought to be retained. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Insert after ‘‘ adulteration’ the words “‘ false | 
labeling or false branding;’’ and then after the word ‘** health,”’ | 
where it reads ‘‘any goods which the Secretary of Agriculture | 
reports to him have been inspected and analyzed and found to be | 
dangerous to health,’’ insert ‘‘or falsely labeled or branded.’’ 
That puts it into the body of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that | 
amendment to the amendment is agreed to. 

a I ask that the amendment as amended be | 
acrTreet oO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont, as amended. 

‘The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Are there further amendments 
as in Committee of fhe Whole? If not, the bill will be reported | 
to the Senate. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I presented an amendment which I think will 
perhaps remove the difficulty about the conflict between the two | 
rg simply requiring a report to the Secretary of the 

reasury. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That is all wiped out now. 

_ Mr. McCOMAS. I understood the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont to strike out from line 18 and insert. Did it not? 

Mr. LODGE. I think before the bill is finally disposed of we | 
all ought to see the amendment of the Senator from Vermont in | 
print. I hope we shall not undertake to dispose of the bill finally 
to-night, so that we can have the amendment printed, and in the 
morning look at the bill as amended. I ask that the bill be 
printed as amended. 

_ Mr. McCOMAS. The Senator will pardon me. I had-not fin- 
ished my inquiry. I ask the Secretary to state where the amend- 
nent of the Senator from Vermont was inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
— _ stricksn out by the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 

nont, 





The SECRETARY. On page 83, beginning on line 18, strike out 
that line and the lines following down to and including the word 
**nackage’”’ in line 22, page 34, and insert. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask to have the bill printed as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that the bill as amended may be 
printed, and that its further consideration be delayed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to suggest an amendment, which 
I think will go without any controversy. Recurring to page 14, 
the item that we had so much debate about yesterday, lines 3 and 
4, for experiments in animal breeding, after the word ‘* breeding” 
I move to insert the words ‘‘ and feeding;’’ so that it will read: 

For experiments in animal breeding and feeding. 


Those who are interested in it are quite satisfied with the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 14, line 3, amend the committee 
amendment as agreed to by adding, after the word ‘‘ breeding,”’ 
the words ‘‘ and feeding.”’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is onagreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to the 
bill being reported to the Senate? If there be no further amend- 
ment as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to 
the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done, I ask that the pending ap- 
propriation bill be laid aside informally, that I may call up a 
brief bill relating to the State of Iowa. 

Mr. LODGE. I only wanted to leave the appropriation bill at 
that stage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the 
further consideration of the appropriation bill is postponed until 
to-morrow morning. 

IOWA STATE CLAIM, 


Mr. ALLISON, I ask unanimousconsent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6345) for the relief of the State of Iowa. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the State 
of Iowa $20,545.70, to reimburse the said State for money and sup- 
plies furnished Iowa troops after being mustered into the United 
States service. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator what war it relates to? 

Mr. ALLISON. It relates to the war with Spain. It is an ad- 
justment of the accounts of our State. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RAILWAYS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3204) permitting the Kiowa, Chickasha 
and Fort Smith Railway Company to sell and convey its railroad 
and other property in the Indian Territory to the Eastern Okla- 
homa Railway Company, and the Eastern Oklahoma Railway 


| Company to lease all its railroad and other property in the Indian 


Territory to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Com- 
pany, and thereafter to sell its railroad and other property to said 


| the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company. 


The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 


} tion. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordéred 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
OSAGE RIVER, 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a little House billon the Calendar, 
Order of Business 492, being the bill (H. R. 
limit of navigation of the Osage River, in the 


MISSOURI. 


(620) defining the 


State of Missouri, 
favorably reported from the Committee on Commerce, for which 
I ask present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. proceeded to consider the bill, which provides that the 
Osage River, in the State of Missouri, above the point where the 
south line of sections 15 and 16,in township 40 north, of range 22 
west of the fifth principal meridian, in the county cf Benton, 
Mo., crosses the river, is declared not to be a navigable stream, 
and shall be so treated by the Secretary of War and by ail other 
authorities. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGH AT YANKTON, S. 
. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 
AMBLE. Iask unanimous consent 
» PRESIDENT protempore. Does th 
the Senator from South Dakota? 
I was about to move an adjournment. I will 
ator from South Dakota, but I shall not yield 


T ask 
» bill (S. 
n Railway Company to construct a combined 
1, and foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri 
1car the city of Yankton, S. Dak. 

» being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
le, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 

m the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 
The first amendment was, in section 1, on page 1, line 4, before 
» word ** Railway,’ to strike out ‘‘ Southwestern’’ and insert 
so as to read: 


DAK, 


Senator from Iowa 


unanimous consent for the present con- 


wt j « A 


uthern;”’ 


ll be lawful for the Yankton, Norfolk and Southern Railway 
‘poration organized for that purpose under the general corpo- 

» State of ehrasl 

th Dak 


and 
a0G 


ca, and authorized to operate and transact 
ta, or its assigns, to construct, under and 
limitations hereinafter provided, a combined 
on,and foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River ator 
of Yankton, 5. Dak., etc 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, section 3, line 24, after 
word ** That,’’ to strike out 
lige shall be 
l at 


e city 


erected or maintained under the authority of this act 
y time substantially or materially obstruct th - 
aid river; and no bridge shall be commenced or built unc 


any 


e location thereof andthe plans and specifications for its construction | 


ive been submitted to and approved by the Secretary of War. 
nd to insert: 
1 bridge shall be built and lo« 
or the security of navigat 
ecure that object the said company or corporation shall submit to 
‘retary of War, for his examination and approval, a design and draw- 


cated under and subject to such regula- 


aboy nd 1 mile belr 
upon the banks of the 
stag f the water, 
atream ar 


ficiently 


with the soundings, accurately showing the bed of the 
d the location of any other bridge or bridges, such map to be suf- 
n detail to enable the Secretary of War to judge of the proper loca- 
tion of said bridge, and shall furnish such other information as may be 
required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until 
the said plans and location are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge 
shall not be commenced or built. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
menis were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘fA bill authorizing the 
Yankton, Norfolk and Southern Railway Company to construct 
a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Yankton, S. Dak.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 
25, 1904, at 12 o’clock m. 


MOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 24, 1904. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

REPRINT. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a 
reprint of the report on the Indian appropriation bill, which is 
exhausted. I think I made the mistake of incorporating in it too 
much valuable information. 

The SPEAKER. 
mous consent for a reprint of the report.on the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

OSAGE RESERVATION, OKLA, 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker-— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of a hill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 


consent for the present consideration of the following bill, the | . ) 
| it and not pay one dollar more than its real worth. 


title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8878) to extend the provisions of the act of January 21, 1903, to 
the Osage Reservation, in Oklahoma Territory. 


» Yankton, Norfolk | 


ion as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, | 


1 

the bridge, and a map of the location giving, for the space of 1 mile | 
yw the proposed location, the high and low water lines | 
river, the direction and strength of the current at all | 


| with a consequent lengthening out of the discussion. 
| ing I shall endeavor to be as brief as is consistent with a presenta- 
| tion of the facts. 


| first report. 


The gentleman from New York asks unani- | 


| the Government. - 
| Government should not wish to pay the price demanded, it could 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
January 21, 1903, entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide 
for the use of timber and stone for domestic and industrial purposes in tha 
Indian Territory,’ approved June 6, 1900,” are hereby extended toand sh 
include the Osage Reservation, in the Territory of Oklahoma. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend the bill by adding the following provisos: 

‘* Provided, That the proceeds from the lands in seid Osage Reservation. i 
Oklahoma Territory, shall go to the Osage Nation or allottees therein: P 
vided further, That all limitation on the export of stone and gravel for any 
andall uses and purposes from any part of the Indian Territory and the 

Jsage Nation, in Oklahoma, are hereby removed.” 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 
the gentleman make an explanation as to who is pressing this | 
islation and whether the Osage Indians desire this legislation. 

Mr. CURTIS. In 1903 a bill was passed authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to sell timber and stone in the Indian Territory 
for domestic and industrial purposes, including the construction, 
muintenance, and repair of railroads. At that time no railroad 
had been extended into the Osage country. Now they are build- 
ing into that country, and they want permission to buy sto 
gravel, and timber for use in the construction of railroads which 
are now being built in the Osage Reservation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What is the attitude of the In- 
dians themselves in reference to the passage of this bill? 

Mr. CURTIS. The bill leaves the matter in the hands of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and they have no objection. There 

J , y J 
no objection to the measure, and it has been unanimously reported 
from the committee. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and be- 


iW 
“il 


| ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and pass: 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be amend 

On motion of Mr. CuRTIs, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 12220, the naval ap- 
propriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committes of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further c 
sideration of the naval appropriation bill, with Mr. Heppurn in 
the chair. ; 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, yesterday I dis- 
cussed somewhat in detail the first report of the board appointed 
to select a site for a naval training station on the Great Lakes 
In resuming my remarks this morning I desire to preface what [ 
have to say with an apology for the length of the statement tliat 
Lam making. I did not think that I should occupy the attention 
of the committee for more than ten or possibly fifteen minnios 
when I asked permission to speak. But I was made to digress 
from what I had intended to say by interruptions and questio: 
This morn- 


Mr. Chairman, I desire again to call attention to certain ex- 
pressions in the board's first report. For example: 

The final report of the board will cover in detail matters which are 1 
yet ready to be submitted. 

Yet these details promised to appear in the final report are 
exact things which Congress commanded them to submit in t! 
In other words, they were commanded to se 
site and, having selected a site, to report the necessary detiils 
that Congress might have them and act with intelligence, il 
should act at all. 

These details are the very things which Congress is entitled 1 
know and ought to know before being called upon to vote aw®y 
the public money. 

I reiterate that the details thus promised constitute the ex: 


| information which the law commanded the board to submit be 

| Congress should be asked to appropriate money to buy a 5! 
Yet they asked for an appropriation of $250,000. 

| make such a request in their first report? 

| in that report, if an owner of a site knew that his property had 


Why did the 


Because, as they sity 


been selected, he would be disposed unduly to enhance its cost to 
But this is answered by saying that if t 


condemn the land and pay only its actual value. : 

if the Government should desire a particular site it could take 
Moreover, 
the competition was an open one. Self-interest would induce 
each owner to offer his best possible site at his best possible price. 
The law required a report in detail as to site and price, and then 











1904. 





Congress could decide for itself whether it wished to make the 
chase. 
ao Chairman, there are some things a little unusual about 
his final report. It is an official document relating to a subject 
of great public importance, and made by a specially appointed 
board, and yet it is not‘dated. Perhaps, after all, this selection 
a site was made more than two or three months ago. 
| was informed, as were other Members of the House, at the 
cession of Congress one year ago bya Senator of the United States 
that the site had been selected and that it was located in the Con- 
gressional district in which I say, under the pending paragraph, 
i I was then given that information by a Sena- 


‘ 
Vl 


it is to be located. 
r of the United States, as were several gentlemen of the House 
vy here before me. 
Mr. FOSS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Dlinois is not in order. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask if the gentleman from Wis- 
sin will yield? 
he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to th e gentleman from Illinois? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do. 
Mr. FOSS. I would like to ask the gentleman if the Senator 
; from Wisconsin? 
r. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


Cc 


Ww 
M That calls for information which 
the gentleman from Illinois has no right to ask me to make pub- 
lic. I will not say whether it was a Senator from Wisconsin or a 
Senator from Dlinois or a Senator from any other particular 
State. It was a Senator of the United States. 
Chairman, this final report is not only without date, but it 
is also without the signature of one member of the board. Fol- 
lowing the signatures of the other two members is the following 


statement: 
vil Engineer H. H. Rousseau, a momber of the board, concurs in this re- 
port, * t he is now on duty at Mare Island yard, and therefore not present to 


sign the report, 


t he was brought to Washington for the express purpose of 
gon this board and uniting in a final report of its proceed- 
s. It may be that the final report was submitted to him, but 
there is no statement to that effect, only the general assertion that 
he concurred in it. It could have been sent to him anywhere in 
the United States and returned with his signature in ten days. 
The first report of this board was dated. The Secretary of the 
in calling the attention of Congress to it, says, ‘* I have the 


Veé 


ac 


37 


aT 
a 
1 


avy, 
ber 29, 1902,°’ and that report is signed by the three men ap- 
pointed to make it, but the second report comes in about three 
months ago, and the Secretary of the Navy says, ‘‘ [have the honor 
now to transmit a copy of the final report of the board,”” but he 
does not say when it was made. All ‘this may not be of special 
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official Government charts. The depth of water at these various 
points is well known. It is known whether there is an oppor- 
tunity to construct a harbor at any given — it. 

The board reports that there is no harbor 
though they say that. there can be a hosts dredged there for 
small boats. They also admit that it is 4 or 44 miles fram Wau- 
kegan Harbor, now the only harbor which is available. 

Mr. DAYTON. Ido not want to interrupt the gentleman for 
any captious purpose—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DAYTON. If what the gentleman has just stated is cor- 
rect, why was there any necessity for the survey of any of these 
places? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman. there is anoth« 
statement in this final report which calls for attention: 

The board has not — cart 
above tracts to definitely po ute 
has it obtained any option 

During the long nine which has elapsed, why have they not 
asked the owners of sites to say definitely what they would de- 
mand for their property? Can any man conceive of a valid reason 
why they have not? It is one of the identical duties devolved 
upon them by the law under which they were appointed. The 
law requires them to ‘‘ ascertain as nearly as practicable the cost 
for which it (the site) can be purchased or acquired.”’ It is the 
information which Congress needs. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Idesire to take the liberty of inquiring from 
him whether there is a harbor at Lake Bluff? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No, sir; nor do we know what 





at Lake Bluff, al- 


T 





‘ied on negotiations with the owners 
the price which it w 


f the 
ild have to pay, nor 


it 


| would cost to construct one there. 


honor to transmit a copy of the report of the board made Novem- | 


Mr. HAMILTON. I should liketo inquire further whether the 


irthe 
iit 
board, in their notices issued tothe towns making: 
rT” “¢ 


applications fo1 
the location of this naval training school, required th at the school 
should be located upon a harbor—a good natural or artificial har- 
bor? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Not precisely in that wa: 

Mr. HAMILTON. Specifying the depth of water? Have they 
not made that a condition precedent? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In reply to the gentleman m 
Michigan I will say that I have here the first report of the board. 


In it are set fortl h ce rtain requirements of the site to be selected 
Among these is ‘‘ convenience of harbor conditi 
selected.’”? Lake Bluff is 4 or 44 miles from the ha 


ns near the 


rbor at Wau- 


| kegan. 


importance, and yet, in connection with other facts and circum- 
stances, it is interestit g and suggestive. 

{5 I said last evening, the board had a topographical ee y of | 
the Lake Bluff site mace before they submitted their first report. | 
A topographical survey depicts upon a plane surface the aaa 
and physical features of a portion of the earth’s surface. 


FOSS. Mr. Chairman, 


will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN, 


Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 


to the gentleman from Illinois? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 
r. FOSS. I will ask the gentleman, Mr. Chairman, if they 
did not have a topographical survey of all the places along on 


the lake? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
dietic Survey what topographical surveys they had made for 
this board the reply was, ‘* None except the two at Lake B shaft.” 
ir. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yie 
{ oH AIRMAN. Does the gentlem an from Wisconsin ‘yield 
6 gentleman from West Virginia: 
GOK )PER of Wisconsin. Yes. 
DAYTON. Isit not true that the other sites were well- 
1 cities and towns that had harbors that had been surveyed 
t by the Coast and Geodetic Survey or by the Hydrographic 
» of the Navy, so that a survey of them was unnecess 
had those with them at the time? 
COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, these 
' of the sites at Lake Bluff; they were not harbor surveys. 
rt. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, let me explain to the gentle- 
man just a moment. Lake Bluff is not a harbor point at all. Is 
not that trne? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


7. 


Mr 


ary, and 


sO? FF 


t t} , 
chey 


Well, it is about 4 to 44 miles 


When I inquired at the Coast and | 


surveys | 


from the harbor at Waukegan. 

Mr. DAYTON. Sol understand. Therefore it would have to 
be surveyed, while the places on the other side have ports or 
Dart | 0rTs, 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


The gentleman, I think, is in 
That lake has been sounded throughout 


ong its shores, and the soundings are given in 


error in his assumption. 
its whole length al 





Mr. VANDIVER. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Will the gentleman allow a question? 


Does the gentleman yi 








Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I just want to find out whether the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin is talking to the point of order or whether 
he is discussing the merits of the question. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I had permission yesterday to 
speak as I am now speakin: Unanimous consent was 1 
The point of order is reserve d. 

Mr. ar araaglype Is the gentleman ready to infor : 
time whether or not he inten: i to insist on tl ‘int of 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Ishall insist on the} 

Mr. VANDIVER. Then why discuss the merits of t] i 
tion until the point of order be determined? 

Mr. COOP ER 0 f Wisconsin. The first state t which ) 
yesterday, I will say to the gentleman from M irl, was this 
effect: That while the pending paragraph apparen 
option in the Government to select one of five enume 
the zonp below parall of latitnde 43° 8 i , 
it does not really leave that option, bu » 
law means the selection of the Lake Blu \ ; 

| that assertion I was disputed very earnestly |} 1 
| gentleman [Mr. Foss] who is the chairman Cor 1 
Naval Affairs, and therefore I am dem tra x that t e- 
- nt which I made is absolutely true. 
VANDIVER. But why not dispose of the p r 
nik ak the n, if the qu stion is still up for considerat i 3 
the merits of the thing itself. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisc: in. WI) 10t per m as J , 

| the right, and as I think is my 4d: t reumst 
speak as I am speaking, particularly in view of the fa t 
have the unanimous consent of th y? - 
tleman from Missouri may | 

Mr. Chairman,I now invite attentior r in 

| the final report which, in with 1 ther ev . 
is decisive of the dispute between the ge n trom is 
{Mr. Foss] and myself as to what this pa 1 meat Be 
fore reading it, as some gentlemen are now ] nt wh not 
hear the discussion yesterday, it will be well at this point to say 
that according to the first rep rt of the board, dated N: nber 


29, 1902, the high price at which land was held at some of the 
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siteson Lake Michigan was set forth as their reason for reporting 
not a particular site, but a zone on Lake Michigan south of 438° 30’ 
containing anumber of sites, from which the Government was to 
authorize a selection to be made. 

Then the price of land was too high. Apparently it was still 
too higl when the final report was submitted. For in his letter 
transmitting the final report the Secretary says that the board 
has selected Lake Bluff, 82 miles north of Chicago; but he says: 

In view of the large price at which land at that point is held by the owners, 
the board suggests four other sites as suitable, which in their order— 

And so forth. The price was still too high. What was the 
price for these various sites? Milwaukee, $700; Racine, $250; 
Michigan City, $125; Muskegon, $100; Lake Bluff, $900. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is the price of the land? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is the price of the land per 
acre. Nine hundred dollars was the highest price, and that was 
at Lake Bluff. 


Nearness to a large city— 

Says the board, on page 3 of the final report— 
increases the cost of any property, and there isno doubt a limit beyond which 
the increased cost will not be accompanied by any substantial benefits. As 


to the amount of land that is required for the station, while 100 acres has 
been fixed upon as a minimum— 


Mark this— 
it would be desirable to acquire at least 200 acres in order to adequately pro- 
vide for all needs. The price of the property offered varies from a nominal 
sum to several thousand dollars ser acre. 

But not for any one of these sites. It only varies from $100 to 
$900 for the five enumerated sites within this particular zone. 

The board thinks that the Government ought to acquire not 
less than 200 acres. 

From inspection of these different places on lower Lake Michi- 
gan— 

The board believes that it is possible to fix at the outset a price per acre 
which would not be desirable or necessary to exceed— 

They say that it is easy to fix a price above which they need not 
go. What is the limit? 

The board believes that it is possible to fix at the outset a price per acre 
which it would not be desirable or necessary to exceed in order to meet all 
essential needs, and that this price shall be approximately $1,000. 

One thousand dollars per acre! That is $100 per acre more than 
the reported price of the Lake Bluff site, the highest price asked 
for any of the six enumerated sites. 

A hundred dollars more than the price at Lake Bluff! Reflect 
on that proposition. They do not think that it would be advis- 
able or necessary to exceed $1,000 an acre! 

Of course the man who owns the Lake Bluff site knows that 
he has heretofore asked but $900. He knows that this board has 
unanimously reported that they do not think $1,000 an acre would 
be too high for them to go. And the Secretary of the Navy 
wants the board toselect the site. If the board thinks that $1,000 
an acre is not too much for a good site, and if they think that the 
Lake Bluff site is the best site and would cost only $900 an acre, 
what site do you suppose they would buy? 

Is it not a demonstration that this board is to buy the Lake 
Bluff site for $900 per acre? If anybody can make an answer to 
that proposition he has an opportunity right now. 

Mr. VREELAND. May IL ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. VREELAND. Iwouldinquire if the gentleman yet knows 
whether the Chair is ready to rule? [Laughter. | 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is facetious, but it is not 
practical. [Laughter.] The gentleman is on the Naval Affairs 
Committee, is he not? 

Mr. VREELAND. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
port this paragraph. 

Mr. VREELAND. 


° 
And the gentleman helped to re- 
I do not wonder at his embarrassment. 
Iam with you; be careful. [Great langh- 
ter. | 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. All right. I retract that. The 
gentleman is not embarrassed at all. [Renewed laughter.] He 
is one of the most sensible men in the House. I have made a 
convert, and that is worth all this trouble. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. We have his first promise. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, The board, after seventeen months 
of calm reflection, decide that it is possible—possible—‘‘ to fix at 
the outset’’ a limit of $1,000 an acre, beyond which it would not 
be well to go! 

It is possible to fix a price per acre which it would not be desirable or necos- 
sary to exceed in order to meet all essential needs and that this price would 
be approximately $1,000. 

Well, $900, the Lake Bluff price, is ‘‘ approximately $1,000.” 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. I want to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has expired, 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 24, 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I had unlimited time, Mr. Chair- 


man. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unlimited time? Under the rule the Com- 
mittee of the Whole can not suspend the rule of the House, the 
one that limits the time to an hour. The gentleman has had an 
hour. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent to pre- 
sent an amendment proposing the appointment of a new board, 
to be appointed by the President. I ask for fifteen minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that his time may be extended for fifteen minutes, 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I am obliged to the committes 
for its courtesy, and I shall ask that the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Foss] have unlimited opportunity to present his reply. He 
disputed my statement yesterday with a good deal of ardor when 
I said that this paragraph in the pending bill meant only the se- 
lection of the Lake Bluff site. : 

Mr. FOSS. I would like to ask the gentleman—TI beg pardon, 
Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If Ican have as much time added 
to the fifteen minutes as the gentleman consumes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; I donot. I will yield. 

Mr. FOSS. If the gentleman from Wisconsin thinks the Secre- 
tary would pay $1,000 an acre for land at Lake Bluff, why in the 
name of common sense did he put in his letter addressed to tho 
Speaker of the House of Representatives these words? 

In view of the large price at which land at that point [referring to Lako 
Bluff} is held by the owners, the board suggests four other sites as suitable, 
which, in the order of their desirability, are as follows: Racine, Muskegon, 
Milwaukee, and Michigan City. 

[ Applause. } 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have said that they recom- 
mended other sites. If Ihad intended to select the Lake Bluff 

| site and pay $900 an acre, I would have pursued exactly this course; 
| I would have mentioned other sites. But this paragraph asks us 
| to appropriate $250,000 to buy 200 acres of land. The board say 
that they want 200 acres and that ‘‘ approximately ”’ $1,000 an acre 
is not toomuch to pay. Well, as I said, $900 approximates $1 0). 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. The board will say it is not too much to pay, but 
the Secretary of the Navy says that it is too much to pay, if | 
read this report aright. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Oh, that is the point the gentle- 
man makes—I did not before understand it—that because the 
Secretary of the Navy says that the price is “‘large’’ it would 
not be paid. The Secretary does not say that the price is ‘too 
high,’’ only that it is ‘‘large.’”” Mr. Chairman, after this final re- 
port appeared the delegation in Congress from Wisconsin met at 
the Hotel Dewey and discussed this entire subject. 

In view of the fact that the gentleman from Illinois, the chair- 
man of the House Committee on Naval Affairs, had suggested to 
me that the Secretary of the Navy be permitted to make the se- 

| lection of a site, the delegation thought that I had better call on 

| the Secretary of the Navy and ascertain whether he personally 

| would visit the Wind Point site—something that one of this boar! 

| had never done, and the other two never except in the dusk after 
lamps were lighted—and if he would go there we would ma‘ 
Racine against Lake Bluff; and we will gladly match it to-da) 
against Lake Bluff in a fair competition. 

I saw the Secretary of the Navy at his office. He is an honor 
able man, for whom I entertain a high regard. I said to him 
‘* Mr. Secretary, the Wisconsin delegation in Congress have ha‘ 
a meeting, at which it was suggested that possibly this contro 
versy about a site for a naval training station on the Great La'«: 
might be left to you for decision. The delegation thought t 
possibly you would consent to inspect the Wind Point site an! 
the other four sites mentioned in the last report of the boar. 
You could not see the Wind Point site nor the other sites sati: 
factorily in winter, especially during this, the hardest winter 
known in that country for thirty years; but we thought that pos- 
sibly you might go next summer and look at the Wind Point siie 
at Racine and the other sites before a final decision is reached.” 
He replied: *‘ I do not want such a responsibility put upon me. 
am too busy to go out there. I am not as well informed as is tle 
board, and you could hardly expect me to overrule the board 
which I myself appointed.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, nobody knows that better than the gentleman 
from Illinois, who has just propounded that question tome. He 
knows that the Secretary of the Navy could not consistently over- 
rule the findings of hisown board. Could he? Everybody under- 
stands just what there is in the question of the gentleman from 













Illinois. It is this board which is to make the selection. Here is 
t the Secretary of the Navy said when he sent their first report 
this House: 
ending that submission-- 
That is, the submission of the final report— 


t have the honor to recommend that Congress authorize the establishment of 

Napa | training station upon Lake Michigan, within the region approved 
board, and that anappropriation of $250,000 for the purchase of land 
elopment of site be made, and that the determination of the exact 
left to the discretion of the existing board. 

The Secretary of the Navy officially recommended that the se- 
ion of the site be left to the existing board, and personally to 
said that the responsibility ought not to be devolved upon 

Therefore it is perfectly plain that this paragraph means 
that the board is simply to name a site for the Secretary to pur- 
chase. They have already selected it. Their choice is Lake 

Bluff. Congress knows that it is held at $900 per acre. Congress 

knows also that the board is perfectly willing to pay at that rate, 

ise it has expressly reported that its limjt is $1,000 an acre. 


+ 


Lake Bluff would be selected, although Congress knows that, 
ling to the testimony of the senior meniber of the board, 
\ ind Point site is of equal merit and is held at a far less price. 


VM. ALI JEN SMITH Tose. 


Mr. ¥ 
. COOPER of Wisconsin. Justa moment. Mr. Chairman, 
i 


I; posed to this par agraph because, while it pretends to leave 
an tunity for a fair contest between sites and also an option 
to the Government, it practically does nothing of that kind. I 
am not opposed to the paragra :ph because the Lake Biuff site is in 
the district represe nted by the gentleman from Illinois. Iam op- | 
I i to it because the splendid site at Wind Point has had nothing 


De 
like a fair chance. Iam opposed toit because this board, which 
was comma ided to submit detailed information to the House, 
comes here after a lapse of seventeen months without having asked 
owners to set definite selling prices on their respective sites. 








I am opposed to it because we have not the detailed information | 


to which we are entitled before voting away the public money. 
I am opposed to it because I do not want oftener than is abso- 
lately necessary to vote into the hands of an executive officer a 
lump sum of public money, to be expended in his discretion. 
That sort of policy is largely responsible for the present scandals 
in the Post-Office Department. 

Great sums of money, hundreds of thousands of dollars, turned 
over to men to buy property at any price that they may see fit to 
pay. Is Congress unnecessarily to sanction that system by enact- 
ing “this paragraph into law? 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I shall offer will provide 
for an entirely new board, to be appointed by the President, none 
of whose members shall reside in any State bordering upon the 
Great Lakes. I shall offer it at the earliest opportunity. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish to address the 
Chair on the point of order? 

Mr. FOSS. I desire to be heard in answer to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

ir. BUTLER: of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman be accorded an opportunity to 
answer the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that the 
= ‘man from INinois have unlimited time. 

Mr. PA (NE. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from 
Nl at if he desires more than an hour? 

Mr. FOSS. Ithink not; perhaps half of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then I suggest that the time be limited. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that he be permitted to address the committee for 
th rt y minntes, Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr, Chairman, before answering the gentleman 
from Wisconsin specifically upon certain points, I desire to make 
a brief statement of what has been done with reference to a train- 
ing station on the Great Lakes. 

«the father of the idea was Commander Hawley. 

‘ aT sh-American war he was in charge of the recruiting from 
Middle West. He came before the committee and recom- 

me aa that a naval station be established on the Great Lakes. 

Ni Ww, it is barely possible that some one may not know what a 
na al training station is. We have two in this country, one at 
Yerba Buena . Island, San Francisco Bay, and the other at New- 
} 
la 





-+ 


rt. There we train the boys that go into the Navy to become 

ndst ne n and seamen and to ‘bee ome Officers afterwards. 

'o-day it is the pride of the American Navy that a boy can go 
from the lowest grade up to that of Admiral. He does not have 
to go to the Naval Academy at Annapolis, but it is possible for 
him to go to the training school and acquire knowledge and infor- | 
mation so that he may go up through the ranks until he becomes a 
commissioned officer in the United States Navy. 


lake, opposite the shore of the possible enem 


During the 


| 
| 
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| along the shores. 
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a@ naval training station on the Great Lakes, and Commander 
Hawley sent us a provision providing for a board of naval o‘ticers 
to examine the sites along the Great Lakes and report to Con 
which was incorporated in last year’s bill and became law. 

That board was appointed; and who was upon that board? Ad- 
miral Taylor, the ranking chief of the bureaus in the Navy De- 
partment, Commander Winslow, and Mr. ae one of the 
brightest men in the civil engineer corps—a splendid Rnaed. That 
board investigated the Lakes, and you will find here, in a very 
able and exhaustive report, a complete statement of what they 
did. I trust every gentleman on the floor of this House will send 

for this document and read it. There has never come from any 
department of the Government a more thorough and exhaustive 
statement of a proposition than is submitted by this board. 

Now, what did this board say? They said they went over the 
Great Lakes, and they have put in here their itinerary, every day 
when they traveled and where they were, all over the Great Lakes, 
What did they recommend? They said, first 
fix the lake on which to place the naval traini 


‘Tess, 


we must 








tion. 

The Secretary of the Navy in his instructions told them to leave 
out Lake Ont: ario, so they c: — red Lake Erie, Lake Huron, Lake 
Superior, and Lake Michi They decided upon Lake Michigan, 
and why? W hy, for several reasons that will appeal to any man 
of sense and intelligence upon this floor. T aid, in th t 
place, that Lake Mic higan was the t lake it rer 
to the center of populati , tot e great heart >» MM le West, 
Ss which were coming to lay the recruits t he 1 

>» Navy. Does not that reason commend i t 
csalaaiee They said in their report that on Lake Erie, a _ 
in 1902 there were recruited ft 108 men, whereas at Chicago 
there were recruited more than 2,800 men. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. ¢ ‘hairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mlinois yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. FOSS: Let us take the ma — that ¢ in and look and 
see whether it is not better to place l training n 
Lake Michigan than on any « oth r ty na tr sta- 
tion, as I said, is to draw from the recruits of the great M le 


West. What States are in the Middle West? Ohio is the most 
eastern State. Why, we are getting re 
Colorado sent us 230 last year. hey come from ‘WH yoming 
come from Missouri, they come from Nebraska and from Kansas, 
and this board said, ‘* Let us put this station—where?—as near to 
the heart of that great section of our country as it is possible tog 
it.’ Now, here is the map, and you will see for yourselves 
the situation is. Here are the Great Lakes Sse ur 

ior, and Michigan—and, as I said, by instru ti is of the - 
tary of the Navy Lake Ontario was not consider What is the 
territory which we are trying to tap for 
Ohio, Kentucky, Indiana, Mlinois, 


: » to 7 i] ’ 
‘ruits froz 2 aver: Even 


the American Navy? 
Wisconsin, Michigan, Mint 


sota, Iowa, Missouri, SeaaenD, Kansas, Ne} raska, South Da- 
kota, North Dakota, and away out here to this line of the Rockies, 


and beyond that the boys go to the Pacific coast. 
Now, that was the first reason 1 why this board decided that 

Lake Michigan should be the place to locate this naval traini 

station. What was the next reason why this board decided ny 


Lake Michigan? Look at the strategic situation of Lake Michi- 
gan. There is no place on Lake Erie or Lake Huron or Lake Su 
perior for a naval training station along the American sh hic 
is not right in sight or opposite to the shore of the possibl my. 
| But here is Lake Michigan, ordained, it seems to me, by the Al- 
mighty, reaching away down into the heart of the United States, 
urrounded on the one side by Michigan and on the other by Wis- 
cnaaits and there, down at the foot of it, was mer e best place in the 
judgment of the naval board for a naval station, because that 


would make the naval base 400 miles away from the 


Now, there was another reason why this board of naval officers 
recommended Lake Michigan, and that was this—it is a reason 
that willappeal to every man of sense and judgment: They fou 

for instance, that Lake Erie was — . to navigation—-for 

stance, at Cleveland—ninety days of ery year on an averas 
not in one year, but on an average of twenty-five years. They 
found, also, that the closed season of navigation on Lake Huron 









was even greater, and still greater on Lake Superior, but e 
south end of Lake Michigan was to be found the only body of 
water which was open to na vigation the year round. ». gentle 
men, this board reported that the site of the naval training sta- 
tion should be on lower Lake Michigan, and the Secretary of the 


Navy recommended to Congress an appropriation of $2 150. 00 last 
year im order to buy asite. He said in —— report that it was 
recommended that no site be fixed, and wl Because the mo- 
ment you fix the site up goes the price of 1 aa “Ther: fore he said, 


Now, the Navy Department recommended the establishment of | ‘* Give us the $250,000 for the purchase of land and toward the 
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development of the station, and we can buy the site for less money 
than we can buy it if you fix the site.”’ 

But Congress did not act. I introduced a resolution in the 
House for a rule on this subject, but it failed to be reported by 
the Committee on Rules, and when the proposition came up on 
the floor a point of order was made against it. 

Now, the board went on and made its final report, and that re- 
port was sent to Congress this year. It states: 

The preliminary report— 

Referring to the report of last year— 
recommended that the naval training station on the Great Lakes should be 
es m the shores of Lake Michigan, below latitude 43° 30’. I have the 
lonor 

Says the Secretary of the Navy— 


now to transmit a copy of the final report of the board, in which Lake Bluff, 
which is 32 miles north of Chicago, is recommended as the most suitable 
place for a naval station. In view of the large price at which land at that 
point is held by the owners, the board suggests four other sites as suitable, 
which, in the order of their desirability, are as follows: Racine, Muskegon, 
Milwaukee, and Michigan City. 

There seems to be a mistaken idea here as to what a naval train- 
ing station is. The gentleman from Wisconsin has said it will 
cost a million dollars to build a harbor at Lake Bluff; but the 
board says that a harbor is not the first thing to be considered. 
The board says in its report: 

However important and desirable this matter of harbor facilities is, it is 
completely overshadowed by the element of population, which is of the first 
importance, as shown hereinbefore. 


We are training our men to-day largely upon the land, and it is so | 


stated in this report. A few years ago it was my pleasure to visit 
a great nayal training station at Portsmouth, England, and there 
I saw men being trained onthe land. Isawa great building with 


the floor fixed up as though it were the deck of a battle ship, and | 


on it were guns,and the men were being trained there. 
necessary to have a great harbor, says this report. 
know that under our treaty with England we can not have war 
vessels on the Lakes. But the purpose of this naval training 
station is to give the men a military training, and it is so stated 
in this report: 

It should be remembered in this connection that the greater part of the 
lives of these young men will be spent afloat and in nautical exercises and 
that the schooling given them at the station is merely preliminary, with a 
view to preparing them for sea life. Tho instruction will be largely, if not 
entirely, given ashore, and the young men will not be stationed there longer 
than about six months. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman allow me just 
one question—the only one I will ask him? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Did I understand the gentleman 
to say that the treaty which now exists between this country and 
England prevents the putting of vessels on the Lakes for the train- 
ing of our seamen? 

Mr. FOSS. I will state in that connection that we made an ap- 
propriation of $250,000 fora gunboat on the Great Lakes three or 
four years ago, and that boat has not been built, by reason of the 
understanding between the two countries. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman a moment ago 
used the expression, ‘‘a treaty with England would prevent.’’ 
What would it prevent? 

Mr. FOSS. War vessels being placed there. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Now, will the gentleman permit 
me to read four or five lines of the testimony before his own com- 
mittee? 

Mr. FOSS. | Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (reading)— 

Mr. Rixny. Would it be practicable, Admiral, if you used thestation on 
Lako Michigan, to do as you have done at Norfolk—take some of the old ves- 
sels whichare out of commission in that locality and use them for that pur- 
' Admiral TAYLOR. That would doubtless be done if we once got the place 
and got a little wharfage at which to tie them up in winter. 

Mr. DAyTon. Such an act would not be contrary tothe terms of our treaty 


with England? 

Admiral TAYLOR. As I understand it, it would not. 

Mr. FOSS. 
much whether we could put battle ships or large war ships upon 
Lake Michigan. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
large war ships. 


it is not 


The necessity for the harbor is the point there. 


Mr. FOSS. The board says that the training of these men is | 


largely onland. It is military training. If the gentleman would 
go down to Newport and see boys trained there, or if he would go 
to Yerba Buena Island in San Francisco and see the boys trained 
there, he would see that they are given military training largely. 
They are taught obedience and discipline. Why, they come there 
fresh and raw recruits, not knowing much about how to take care 
of themselves, and there they are trained into men, taught to 
obey, and all of this training is done on the shore, and about all 
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Why, you | 


| than the whole State of Ohio. 


| recruiting station? 
| tion in Ohio at all or in any other States except Illinois and N 


I would say to the gentleman that I doubt very | 


We do not want battle ships or | 
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the exercises which they have on the water is in small boats. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to go on. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman fro), 
Illinois yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I desire to ask if there is any natural har- 
bor at Lake Bluff, or any harbor at all? 

Mr. FOSS. There is Pettibones Creek, which comes down andj 
enters into Lake Michigan. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Is there any harbor there now sufficient 
to harbor a vessel of twelve hundred tons? 

Mr. FOSS. No; unless you go to Waukegan, about three or 
four miles away. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will the gentleman allow me to read the 
thirteenth provision or condition? 


There should be a good natural or artificial harbor, convenient for both 
large and small vessels, having not less than 18 feet of water, and ease of 
egress and ingress. 


Does Lake Bluff meet that condition? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Read the next point. 
Mr. ALEXANDER (reading) — 


14. The harbor and channel should be self-maintained, and should not re 
quire continual dredging. 

That was the point that Admiral Taylor and his board dwelt on 
when they visited the eastern end of Lake Erie, and we hai to 


| point them out a harbor that gave them 30 feet of water and : 


chorage in all sorts of weather, when the wind blew from t 
northeast or the northwest. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Those were the conditions imposed u; 


n 


| every other harbor. 


Mr. FOSS. I will state to the gentleman that at Lake Bluff, 
Waukegan Harbor is 4 miles north and the harbor of Racin 
niles south of the site selected there. 

The great point in this report, gentlemen, is this: The board 
are looking for men. Men are the essential thing. What we 


iso 


| need is men—men to enlist in the Navy, men to recruit, me: 


become trained seamen; and the board say they think the firs 


| consideration should be to locate this place where they will : 


the most men. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman 
Mr. FOSS. I decline to yield. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois declines ‘ 
yield. 
Mr. FOSS. 


I would state, Mr. Chairman, that we are gettii 


|a great many more men to-day right around in the vicinity ot 


southern Lake Michigan than anywhere else. 
my city—the city of Chicago. Last year Chicago furnished 65 
men. Racine, Wis., gave us 7 men, Chicago gave us more th 
twice as many men as Michigan. Chicago gave us more 1 
Chicago gave us considera! 
more men than the State of Indiana, four or five times as m 
men as the State of Iowa, five times as many as the Stat 
Kansas. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. The gentleman is speaking by unanin 
consent, and I hope he will permit me to ask him a question. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Does not thenumber of recruits at any p 
ticular point depend in large measure upon the maintenanc 
And is there any permanent recruiting 


Take, for instan 


York? 

Mr. FOSS. The policy of the Bureau has been to send recru 
ing parties around to the different cities. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Iam not asking for the policy of the Bu 
reau; I am asking for an answer to the question. 

Mr. FOSS. The only permanent recruiting stations have b 


| at Chicago, Buffalo, and, I think, one in St. Louis also, but 
| cruiting parties were this last year sent out to the large citics. 


Mr. SOUTHARD. Very well; then another question: D: 
not the number of recruits from Chicago depend entirely upo. 
your recruiting station and the amount of advertising done thu 
for recruits; and is not this true that in Ohio—in the region. \ 
will say, tributary to Lake Erie—more recruits were obtained |: 
year than were obtained from the Chicago locality, notwithsta: 
ing your permanent recruiting station; and is it not true that t 
gain in recruits in 1903 over 1902 was largely in favor of the Lak 
Erie locality? 

Mr. MANN. There were more men appointed to Federal office 
from Ohio; that is sure. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, the provision of this bill pr 
vides for the purchase of land and the development of a trainin 
station, $250,000. I want to say here, for the benefit of this com- 
mittee, that this provision was not changed in any way by t! 
Naval Committee. . It was sent in the regular estimates by the 
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d there it stands. There it stands, backed up by his recom- 
mendation. 
7 Now. Mr. Chairman, another thing: This proposition has come 
re two sessions of Congress practically, and it comes with the 
»yanimous approval of the Committee on Naval Affairs. Then 
+here is another thing which I desire to call to your attention, 
| that is that in this recommendation Racine, Muskegon, and 
Michigen City are in no ways excluded. They come within the 
ccope. They are competitors for this training station, the same 
1s Lake Bluff. The Secretary says in his letter that by reason of 
the high price of land the board has recommended suitable sites 
at Muskegon, at Racine, and also at Michigan City and Milwaukee. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask you a question right there? 

fhe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from New York? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Are you willing to puta proviso in this pro- 
vision that not more than $250 per acre shall be paid for land and 
leave it stand? 

Mr. FOSS. Am I willing to have put in that we shall not pay 
more than $250 an acre? Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Or even $300. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. [Applause.] If they will agree to that prop- 
osition, Istand forit. Now,Iamnot urging, gentlemen. Ihave 
not in any shape, manner, or form, either by word or letter or 


by look, in any way expressed my wish to this honorable board. | 
Be- | a 
| for being reached from different parts of the country— 


They have seen fit to say that the best site is in my district. 
cause I happen to be chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs is no reason Why I should be excluded or that the district 


which I have the honor to represent should be excluded from | 
I might perchance have brought a measure in here | 
and submitted it to you providing for a naval training station at 


competition. 


Lake Bluff; and if I had done it, I would only have been following 
the course of a very illustrious statesman in this country. But, 
sir, lsay let Lake Bluff stand on its merits. If that is not the 
best site. 1 do not want it, because my interest in the American 
Navy is infinitely more than any local or any personal interests 
which I may have. 

Now I want to reply to my honorable friend from Wisconsin. 
He made a statement here last evening, and before replying to 
him I wish to ask my friend from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER], in 
whose district is located Michigan City, whether the naval 
board investigated that place to his satisfaction? Did they make 
a thorough investigation, in the judgment of the gentleman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for half 
an hour more. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Lobject. 
me to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks half an hour moretime. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. There will be a lot more objections. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Plenty of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. Ido not care to 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for half an 
hour, 

‘ir. FOSS. Iask the gentleman from Michigan City to state 
whether or not the board made an investigation of that place. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman,the board authorized to 
make this investigation visited the city of Michigan City, Ind., 
and made a thorough and careful investigation of conditions 
there. I was with the board during the entire investigation, and 
it impressed me as a board thoroughly familiar with its business, 
intelligent, patriotic, and inclined to do the fair thing. 
with the board, and was with the board all the way along until 
it did not locate the naval station at Michigan City. [Laughter. ] 


The gentleman refused to allow 





Mr. FOSS. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman from | 


Michigan—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Chairman asked the committee if 
there was objection to the extension of the gentleman's time, and 
1 loudly objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to 
ot ct oe the question was submitted to the House, and then 
waited. 
the gentleman had waived the objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I had not only objected, but had been 
threatened with punishment by another gentleman on the Lake 
Bluff side of this question because I had objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Everybody understood. I only wanted to 
ask the gentleman a single brief question, and in the most insult- 
ing manner he refused. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, I did not intend to insult the gentleman. 
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I met | 


There was no objection made, and the Chair supposed | 
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retary of the Navy, placed in the bill just where he wanted it, Mr. GROSVENOR. And immediately afterwards he yielded 
. | to two or three gentlemen, and I only wanted to ask one question. 


Mr. FOSS. 
on me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOSS. I yield for a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thisis what I want to ask the gentleman: 
The gentleman stated that population—a place to get men from— 
is the important question; that water is not important except for 
rowboat purposes. Now,I want to ask him why limit, therefore, 
the location of this training station to a point on anylake? Why 
not put it down in the great centers of population where there 
are rivers for rowboat purposes, if it be true that it is not water 
that is really the indispensable consideration? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, Iam not saying we do not need water. Now, 
the gentleman misunderstood me entirely. Iam saying it is not 
so important that you should have a great harbor, because the 
training of the men is largely onland. They have boat exercises 
and—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Rowboats you said—— 

Mr. FOSS. But they are given a military training for about 
six months to a year before they are sent dc*vn on board ship. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand that perfectly. Then why 
not go where the lines of transportation are and where rowboat 
water is plenty. where other people can compete in tendering 
these sites to the Government? 

Mr. FOSS. I know: but can the gentleman find any place bet- 
ter than lower Lake Michigan, which will offer better facilities 


I could not help yielding very well; they were right 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. FOSS. Where? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
system of railroads. 

Mr. FOSS. I know; but this naval station is for the recruits of 
the great Middle West, where we are getting ourmen. You know, 
I will say to the gentleman, that probably half the men that en- 
list are not fit for the Navy. They goout. As it is now we have 
to send them either down to the Atlantic coast or away out to the 
Pacific coast and pay their way back again; I mean the men who 
do not stay inthe Navy. It is a measure of economy to have the 
training station in the Middle West. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Youhavenosystem of finding out whether 
a man is able-bodied or not? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, yes; when we take him he has to go through 
an examination. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then why not examine him exactly as 
they do the recruits in the Army—send them for examination to 
various points? f 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, we do that. ’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then the whole thing falls to the ground. 

Mr. FOSS. No, not at all: but a many men—lI think it 
is only about 60 per cent of the men who enlist that stay in the 
Navy. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They do not stay in the Navy, but you do 
not transport them back when they go out of the Navy because 
of their misfortune, troubles, ete.’ 

Mr. FOSS. Now, gentlemen, the idea of this whole naval train- 
ing station was for the great Middle West, and the board said you 
can not find a place where it would be moreeasily accessible than 
on lower Lake Michigan. Now, I want to ask my friend from 
Michigan [Mr. BisHop] whether the board made an investigation 
of Muskegon? 

Mr. BISHOP. I would say that the board visited Muskegon at 
two different times. 

Mr. FOSS. At two different times. Did you think from what 
you saw that the investigation was a good one? 

Mr. BISHOP. Why, I had no reason to doubt it at that tir 

Mr. FOSS. Have you ever had any reason to doubt it since’ 

Mr. BISHOP. I have not had any reason to doubt the in 
gation: I have had reason to doubt the judy ment 

Mr. FOSS. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say just a few 
words more. It seems that the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 


Most undoubtedly I can. 


Why, take Pittsburg, the center ofa 


4 
greau 


great 


vest 


| CRUMPACKER], in whose district is located or situated Michigan 


City, is satisfied with the investigation of the board. It seems 
that the gentleman from Muskegon was satisfied with the inves- 


tigation which the board made, although he did not agree with 
| the judgment of the board. 
And so it remains that the gentleman from Wisconsin is the 


only man who censures the board, because he believes they did 
not make a thorough investigation of Racine. Now, Mr. Chair- 
;} man,I desire to call attention of the gentleman to this fact. 
| Upon the floor of this House yesterday afternoon the gentleman 
| from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper} made the statement to the effect 
| that when the board went to Racine the first time they were met 

by himself and a committee and that the board did not go within 
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a mile and a half of the site which that board recommended as a | 
suitable site for a naval training station. When he made that | 
statement, he knew whether it was true or not. I have nothing | 
tosay. I leave it to the judgment of this House as between the 
gentleman from Wisconsin and the board. Here is a letter writ- | 
ten to the Secretary of the Navy by Commander Winslow, of that 
board, saying that they investigated every single site that was 
offered. Let me read it to you: 
W ASHINGTON, D. C., February 24, 1904. 

Sir: In compliance with your directions contained in your letter of this 
date, I have the honor to make the following report in reference to the ex- 
amination of sites for Great Lakes training station at Racine, Wis.: 

Early in August the board, composed of Rear-Admiral H. C. Taylor, Lieut. 


Racine 

The board was met by a committee and driven in carriages tothe hotel 
in Racine. Afterwards the board and the committee, composed of the mayor 
of Racine and several citizens of that city, proceeded in carriages to exam- 
ine the site, a short distance north of the city. The board was taken to this 
site by the committee, and not by the suggestion of the board, as the board 
understood that this was the site which the city had to offer as being a suit- 
able site for the naval training station. The board inspected this site, and 
afterwards returned to the city and to the railway station. 

The site at North Point was not presented to the board during this visit, 
except possibly in a casual way. The board was in the hands of the commit- 
tee for thetime being, and therefore only visited the site which the committee 
had to offer. 

Had the site at North Point been seriously offered to the board the board 
would naturally have preferred to visit this site at the time, as the North 
Point site is manifestly the best site for a training station in tho vicinity of 
Racine. 

After the return of the board to Washington the subject of the site at 
North Point, known in the board's final report as “ North Point Site A,” was 
taken up in correspondence with the representatives of interests at Racine, 
and the board determined on their next trip to the Great Lakes to visit this 
gite 

The board again visited Racine in October. Rear-Admiral Taylor, the 

sident of the board, was unable to accompany the board on this visit. 
ard arrived at Racine late in the afternoon, and was there met in car- 
1y a committee in accordance with previous arrangements and driven 
to North Point. Owing to the fact that the carriage horses were not equal 
to their load considerable time was wasted in the journey from the railway 
station to the site. 


The gentleman charged that the board did not properly inves- 
tigate the site on the first visit. The site was never presente 1 to 
the board on the first visit, and on the second visit the carnage 
horses were so slow that they did not reach the site until late in 
the day. The letter continues: 

Nevertheless the board reached the site in ample time to have sufficient 
daylight to see the site and to determine all the points the board had in 
drove over much of the site, and as the site was for the 


mind. The b ard I ; 
most part cleared land, the time was ample for the inspection. Had the 
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board not been fully satisfied as to the physical characteristics, it would have | 
waited and made a second visit the following day or stopped at Racine on | 
the return fror r trip to the northward. 
This visit, toge r with considerable cor ndence and numerous pho- | 
to hs, whic] 10w in the pos: » board, enabled the board | 
tou srstand fully the value of this site as a training station. | 
Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that I un- 
derstand there were more photographs and charts and maps in 
conne i this site at North Point Site A than there is in 


‘tion witl 
connection with any other site, and if the gentleman will go down | 
to the Navy Department and see the Secretary of the Navy, he | 
ethem there. The letter goes on: 

ih irge amount of data concerning the sul 
n the Great Lakes, the data of no propx 
t concerning the site 
possession of the board. 


»j ct of a 
ed site is 
near Racine, known as “ North 
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C. McR. WrysLow, 
Commander, United States Navy. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 

Navy Department. 


Now, gentlemen, where do we stand now? 
charged the naval b 
fused to examine a 


The gentleman | 
ard with dereliction of duty because it re- 
ertain site at Racine. This board sent a let- 
‘retary of the Navy this morning to the com- 
that the site was not offered; that it was a matter 
ich came later, and the board went back to examine it. An- | 
other thing. When they went on their second visit, the genitle- 
man from Wiscons ays it was dusk, late in the afternoon, and | 
the board says it was due to negligence somewhere, because they | 
did not provide proper conveyance to take them there as quickly 


> a! no 
vbee Say ing 
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as possible. Whose negligence was it? Was it the negligence of 
thi ard or was it the negligence of some one else within the F 
vicinity of Racine? 








Now, Mr. Chairman, who constituted this board? Was it not | 


an able and an honorable board against which the gentleman has | 
made this charge? Upon that board was Mr. Rousseau, one of | 
the brightest men in the Civil Engineer Corps. Upon that board 
was Commander Winslow, in whose veins flows rich military 
blood. Every one of his ancestors in the last hundred years 
and more has fought for his country, either in the Army or in 
the Navy. Commander Winslow to-day bears upon his body the 
scar from a wound which he received off the coast of Cuba in the 
Spanish-American war while cutting cables. Commander Wins- 
low to-day is an able officer in the United States Navy. He is the 
naval aid of the President of the United States. Who was the 
third member of the board? Admiral Henry C. Taylor, the man 
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who commanded the Indiana in the battle at Santiago, a shi, 
that fired more shots than any other ship. He has been in eon- 
man of the North Atlantic Squadron, and is at the present time 
Chief of the Bureau of Navigation in the Navy Department. Hg 
has been president of the Naval War College. 

There is no man in the American Navy to-day who stands 
higher than Admiral Henry C. Taylor. He is at present wit 
Admiral Dewey conducting maneuvers down in our West Indi: 
waters. That was the board which inspected the naval sit, 
along the Great Lakes and made their report. Ah, Mr. Chair- 
man, the trouble with the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, 
CooPER] is that his particular site did not happen to lead the list, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlo- 
man yield? I wish merely to make one brief statement right 
there, just a word. I submitted to several interruptions, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I never knew, Mr. Chairman, 
until the gentleman read that letter from the board how they 
came to do as they did. The board has all of the time been 1a- 
boring under an entire misapprehension of the facts. Those two 
sites at Racine are contiguous. They never went nearer than a 
mile to the nearer of the two, and about a mile and a half from 
Wind Point. We drove right down to a bluff on the lake,a milo 
from the nearer site. 

A street 60 feet wide runs along parallel with the lake shore. 
On the side opposite the lake, at that point, there are houses and 
lots—a part of the city inthe Fourth Ward. We stopped there 
and looked up to Wind Point. 

Mr. FOSS. Was that the first visit? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That was the first visit. On the 
second visit we drove up and showed them both sites, but on that 
occasion we arrived at Wind Point after dark. They came on the 
4.20 train from Chicago in the afternoon on the 31st day of Octo- 
ber when the daysare getting short. If those gentleman thought 
that on August 4, on the occasion of their first visit, they saw 
either of the sites from a point nearer than 1 mile they are ut- 
terly and absolutely mistaken. That is the fact. The gent! 
men who accompanied them on the first visit were a committ: 


amr 


a 
appointed by the Business Men’s Association of Racine, including 
the mayor, and I read yesterday a letter from two of them statiug 
the same facts. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I must object, as my time is limited 


and I have not had now anywhere near as much as the gentleman 
There may be a dispute between the gentleman and the board 
but I leave that to them to reconcile. This board is composed, | 
say, of men of such high character that its integrity can never b: 
impeached. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have only this to say, that if in the wis- 
dom of the Secretary of the Navy or of this board, provided 
adopt this or some other provision, Lake Bluff should be chosen 
for the site of the naval training station, the citizens of my St 
will try and make it a magnificent success. Butif,in the judy 
ment of the Secretary of the Navy or of the board, the site shou! 
be Muskegon, or Michigan City, or Milwaukee, or anyw 
else—yes, Racine—the men of Chicago and Illinois are broad 
enough and great enough not to protest, but will take the ju 
ment of that board or of the Secretary of the Navy asthe ju: 
ment of an honest board and an honest man, and will gla 
stretch their hands across the boundaries of the State and hv! 
Wisconsin in making that naval station the greatest naval tr 
ing station for recruiting and enlisting men in the country. 
[ Applause. ] 





APPENDIX A. 
[House Document No. 6, Fifty-eighth Congress, first session.] 
SITE FOR A NAVAL TRAINING STATION ON THE GREAT LAKFS. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, with a tavorab! 


ommendation, the copy of the or of the board appointed to select a 
for a naval training station on the Great Lakes. November 12, 1908 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, November 11, 1 
Sir: Theact making appropriations forthe naval service for the fiscal } 
ending June 3), 1903, contains the following clause: 


‘Naval training station, Great Lakes: The Secretary of the Navy is her: by 
directed to appoint a board composed of naval officers, whose duty it shail be 
to select on the Great Lakes a suitable site for an additional naval trai 


2 5S 


station, and having selected such site, if upon private lands, to estimate 
value and ascertain, as nearly as practicable, the cost for which it can 
purchased or acquired, and of their proceedings and actions to make full an 
detailed a to the Secretary, who shall transmit such report, with | 
recommendations thereon, to Congress for its action; and to defray the cx- 
penses of said board the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be n¢ 
sary, to be immediately available, is hereby appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury net otherwise appropriated.” 

On December 13, 1902, I had the honor to inform Congress of the progress 
at that time made in obedience to the provisions of this act. I then submit 
ted to Congress the preliminary report of the board appointed under thse 
provisions of the act, and stated that when the final report of the board waa 
made it would be submitted to Congress. The preliminary report reco! 
mended that the naval training station on the Great Lakes should be fixed 
on the shores of Lake Michigan below latitude 43° 30’. 
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I have the honor now to transmit a copy of the final report of the board, in 
which Lake Bluff, which is 32 miles north of Chicago, is recommended as the 
most suitable site for a naval training station. In view of the large price at 
which land at that point is held by the owners, the board suggests four other 
cites as suitable, which, in the order of their desirability, are as follows: Ra- 

ne, Muskegon, Milwaukee, and Michigan City. 

At the present time a large number of recruits for the naval service are 
btained from the States of which Lake Michigan is the center. These men 
are of high quality in every respect, and after one term of enlistment become 
oxcellent seamen for service either in the Navy or the merchant marine, and 
many cases become well fitted for responsible positions in private life. 

I respectfully recommend to Congress the earnest consideration of the re- 
nort of this board and the establishment of a naval training station on the 
Great Lakes in accordance with its recommendations. 

Very respectfully, 





c 
iz 


WILLIAM H. Moopy, 
Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D.C. 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Srr: The board appointed to select a site for a naval training station on 
the Great Lakes by the Department’s order No. 321328, of July 5, 1902, has the 
honor to make the following final report of its proceedings and actions: 

|. The preliminary report, submitted to the Department on November 29, 
1902, gave the board’s conclusions up to that time; and it was recommended 
therein that the training station be located on the shores of Lake Michigan 
below the latitude 43° 30’. Since that time the board’s opinion in regard to 
this matter has not changed, and that recommendation is strongly renewed. 

». The selection of a site in this general area remains to be accomplished. 
This isa matter involving a careful consideration of many elements and a 
thorough comparison of the diverse conditions met with in this region. In 
discussing the advantages and disadvantages of each site, the relative desira- 
bility of each will depend entirely upon the weight given to the different 
local characteristics that are possessed, or should be, by each to some degree. 
The preliminary report of the board gave the following as the more impor- 
nt local requirements that should be fulfilled: 

LOCAL CONDITIONS. 

First. The amount of land available must be sufficient for all purposes and 
should not be less than 100 acres. 

second. The population within the immediate vicinity from which a large 
percentage of the recruits will be drawn should be large, which would en- 
able the station to recruit as well as to train the men. 

third. There should be a city in the neighborhood large enough to afford 
amusements to the boys and men when given leave of absence. 

Fourth. The land should be high and dry, partially wooded, fertile, and 
healthful, with absence of swamp, and reasonably free from mosquitoes. 

Fifth. The water front should not be less than half a mile. 

Sixth. The site should preferably be on an island close to the shore or ona 
peninsula easily isolated. 

Seyenth. The cost should not be prohibitive. 


i 


for drill and recreation purposes. 
Ninth. Water of good quality should be available in large quantity. 
renth. There should be a bathing beach. 
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and facilities for target practice are desirable. It would be also preferable 
that the land should not be crossed by railroads or public highways. The 
matter of harbor accommodations is an important one as affording 0 »portu- 
nity for small-boat exercises and a haven of refuge from storm and bee for 
larger practice vessels, if any should ever be assigned the training station. 
However important and desirable this matter of harbor facilities is, it is com- 
pletely overshadowed by the element of population, which is of the first im- 
portance, as was shown hereinbefore; for while natural harbor facilities will 
add to the attractions and usefulness of the station and to the value of the 
instruction given and to the enjoyment of those undergoing training, this is 
a secondary matter as compared with the controlling condition, viz, that the 
site should be so fixed as to secure the greatest possible number of young 
men for the country’s service. J 

It should be remembered in this connection that the greater part of the 
lives of these young men will be spent afloat and in nautical exercises, and 
that the schooling given them at the station is merely preliminary and with 
a view to preparing them for sea life; that it will be largely if not entirely 
given ashore, and that a young man will not be stationed there longer than 
about six months. It naturally follows from this that the importance of ac- 
tual contact with life aboard ship while attached to the training station is of 
a minor nature. The principal functions of the enlisting and training sta- 
tion are these: 

First. To get the young men and to enlist as many of them as possible at 
the station itself. 

Second. To give them a preliminary training ashore, so that they may be 
better fitted to take up their actual life afloat as quickly as possible. f 

6. With these conditions in mind, while the board considers that good har- 
bor facilities are very desirable, this is not the controlling element that 
should affect to an appreciable degree the selection of a site to the detriment 
of the population criterion. 

7. As regards centers of population, the general area of lower Lake Michi- 
gan can be divided into three districts, as follows: 

First. Muskegon district, on the east shore, extending from latitude 43° 30 
to about 42° 30’, with Muskegon as a center. 

Second. Chicago district, including the shore line of the lake on both sides 
below latitude 42° 30’, with Chicago as a center. 

Third. Milwaukee district, on the west shore, extending from latitude 
42° 30’ to 43° 3’, with Milwaukee as a center. 

8. It has been stated that the matter of nearness to a large center of popula- 
tionisofthegreatest importance. In anyof the above three districts, there- 








| fore, the value of the site will depend largely upon its distance from the largest 


center of population in that district, which are, respectively, the three cities 
of Muskegon, Chicago, and Milwaukee. Considering each districtseparately, 
sites at equal distances from the center of population in each district will 
rank in accordance with the population of those cities; those in the Chicago 
district will be first, those in the Milwaukee district will be second, and those 
in the Muskegon district third. Considering all three districts together, the 


| map of the region clearly indicates that the shore line between Milwaukee 


and Chicago, which is within the sphere of the influence of the great popula- 
tion of each of these two cities, possesses much the greater value as regards 
nearness to centers of population than any other portion of the shore line of 


) le : | lower Lake Michigan. 
Eighth. Extensive grading should not be required to secure level ground | 


9. The preliminary report of the board selected southern Lake Michigan 


| aS possessing more favorable characteristics fora naval training station than 


Eleventh. The land should not be crossed by railroads or public highways. | 


lwelfth. There should be convenient railroad facilities for both freight 
| passengers. 
hirteenth. There should be a good natural or artificial harbor convenient 
for both large and small vessels, having not less than 18 feet of water and 
e of egress and ingress. 
vurteenth. The harbor or channel should be self-maintained and should 
not require continual dredging. 
Fifteenth. There should be facilities for target practice. 
Sixteenth. The site should not be in a manufacturing district. 
Some of the above conditions are indispensable, while some, if need be, 
could be dispensed with. 
seforecomparing the different sites the relative importance of the local 
conditions will be discussed. It should be borne in mind that the station will 
be an enlisting and training station combined, and that it should be located 
soas toafford the greatest number of young men an opportunity to visit it 
and toenter the service. A site not convenient of access to a large popula- 
tion would be of little service for enlisting purposes, and dependence would 
have to be placed upon recruiting offices that would have to be opened where 
a sufficient number of young men could be reached. In requiring a constant 
supply of recruits the training station differs materially from a permanent 
self-maintained military post. It must therefore be located near a large 
population, so that it can recruit the largest number of men and boys di- 
rectly at the station without requiring the opening of recruiting offices in the 
neighboring cities or the sending of recruiting parties through the country. 
In such a location, also, the station will be visited by a large number of 
people who will thus become interested in its work, and this will not only 
make it better known, but will tend to increase the number of recruits re- 
ceived. As vitally affecting, therefore, its success, which depends upon a 
large and constant supply of recruits, and from the consequent lessened cost 
of maintenance resulting from dispensing in part with branch recruiting 
offices, as well as from the greater opportunity for making the work of the 
Navy better known, the board is unanimous in giving precedence to the 
matter of nearness to a large center of population in determining the location 
of the station. This is indeed a sine qua non. 7 
4. Nearness to alargecity increases the cost of any property, and there is 
no doubt a limit beyond which the increased cost will not be accompanied by 
any substantial benefits. As to the amount of land that is required for the 
station, while 100 acres has been fixed as a minimum, it would be desirable 
to acquire at least 200 acres in order to adequately provide for all needs. The 
price of the property offered varies from a nominal sum to several thousand 
dollars peracre. From its inspection of different tracts in the general area 
of lower Lake Michigan, the board believes that it is possible to fix at the 
outset a price per acre which it would not be desirable or necessary to exceed 
in order to meet all essential needs, and that this price would be approxi- 
mately $1,000. While this means the elimination of several sites that possess 
more or less attraction, and which are held to be worth much more than 
$1,000, the greater part of their value is in general derived from their possi- 
bilities for manufacturing purposes, which is another reason for excluding 
them; for aside from the more or less unpleasant consequences due to smoke 
and pollution of water resulting from proximity to manufactories, it has been 
the experience of the past that Government reservations should be estab- 
lished where they will not interfere with or check the growth of manufactur- 
ing interests of the commerce of a locality, for as soon as commercial needs 
become of sufficient urgency the removal of the reservation to some less de- 
aaa situation will be required and expected on the grounds of public ex- 
ediency. 
5. Healthful conditions in the vicinity of the station, good water, some rea- 
sonably level ground for drilling, water frontage of about half a mile, and 
couvenient railroad facilities are indispensable. A location easily isolated 








any other on the Great Lakes. It is densely populated. It possesses gr 
strategic value. The conditions as regards temperature and the period wh 
navigation is closed by ice are most favorable. It is nearest the « 
population of the Great Lakes region, and is also in the geographical center 
of that district. Its shores were therefore examined with great care. 

10. As regards physical characteristics, the shore line of southern Lake 
Michigan may likewise be divided into three districts, viz., the west shore 
the south end, and the east shore. Fora large portion of the distance be- 
tween Chicago and Milwaukee the west shore of the lake back of the beach 
is a bluff that reaches in some places a height of 100 feet. 

The country stretches inland as a plateau for a distance varying from 1 to 
3 miles, broken slightly by occasional narrow ravines running back froma 
few hundred feet toa half mileor morefrom the lake. The plateau 
for the most part and forms a very attractive country 
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3wooded 
The ravines are of 


such a character that with a moderate amount of dredging they could be 
| converted into inland harbors of sufficient size to afford protection for small 
vessels. All conditions as regards health and drainage are most favorable. 


The shore line at the south end of Lake Michigan is in general low. and for 
merly was a portion.of the bed of the lake. Toward the east side of the lake 
sand dunes occupy the shore line and the water is comparatively shoal. In 
general the sites offered in this district at the south end of the lake, while 
possessing sufficient height above the lake to insure freedom from swam 
could not be expected to be as healthful as the bluffs north of Chicago. The 
whole district at the south end of the lake is traversed by numerous railroads 

The most unfavorable feature of the district, however, is the magnitude of 
the manufacturing interests located therein and the practical certainty that 
sooner or later the unoccupied land will be very much encroached upon by 
their rapid growth. 

11. The east shore of lower Lake Michigan is lined with high sand dunes, 
in most cases with little or no vegetation to prevent the constant drifting of 
sand. This district has the advantage of possessing inland harbors at the 
mouths of rivers emptying into the lake, which afford ample facilities for 
harboring vessels in winter and in storms. All the harbors on the east shore 
of Lake chloe are, however, subject to deterioration due to the general 
shoaling in the vicinity of piers at the entrance, caused by the deposit of sand 
carried by littoralcurrents. Thisactionis greatest near the south end of the 
lake. On the west shore itis very slight. In some cases a bar tends to form, 
due to the deposit of material brought down from inner waters. The only 
remedy is constant dredging, which the commerce of the ports justifies and 
which without doubt will be continued indefinitely. 

12. In general, the east shore is inferior to the west shore as regards the 
character of'the country and on account of the drifting sand, which would 
render the occupancy of the lake front on the east shore practically impossi- 
ble. The south end of the lake at its head is less suitable than either the east 
or west shores. It is thus seen that, considering the region of lower Lake 
Michigan as a whole, the west shore between Chicago and Milwaukee pos- 
sesses the greatest advantages both as regards population and physical char- 
acteristics. 

13. The following is a list of the eee sites offered for naval training 
station purposes in lower Lake Michigan, numbering twenty-one ini all: 

MILWAUKEE DISTRICT (7 SITES). 

No. 1. Betula Shore Company site——Fourteen miles north of Milwaukee, 
This site is so inferior as regards proximity to center of population to others 
in this district that it may be eliminated at once 

No. 2. Fox Point site.—Eight miles north of Milwaukee. Possesses very 
favorable physical characteristics and well situated as regards population in 
the vicinity. Will be reserved for further consideration. 

No. 3. South Milwaukee, Site A—Eight miles south of Milwaukee. Some- 
what similar as regards population and physical character to site No. 2, but 
is inferior to that site on account of being ina manufacturing district, and 
therefore will not be further considered. 
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No. |. South Milwaukee, 


of Milwaukee. P 


Site B.—Eight miles north of Racine, 10 miles south 
wssesses good physical characteristics, but is not so favor- 
ably located. Inferior to North Point Site A, No.5,succeeding. It can there- 
tc e eliminated from further consideration. 
0 Vorthpoint, Site A.—Three miles north of Racine and 20 miles s 
k Po very excellent physical characteris ! 
lations and is favorably situated as regards population. Will be 
; ‘ther consideration. 
pint, Site B.—One mile south of site No. 5. 
favorable characteristics as 
m further consideration. 
bs Island sit One mile north of Kenosha and 33 miles south of 
| situated as regards population. Good harbor acc mo- 
could be obtainéd. Much marsh land, and the way the site is cut up 
Pike River, which runs through the same, renders it inferior to sites 
2 and 5, and it will therefore ve eliminated from further consideration. 
1¢ population of cities in this district by the cepsus of 1000 was as follows: 
28, 815 
3, 392 


S20 


Nori Possesses similar 


site No. 5, and therefore will be elimi- 
TT 
we 


say 
iree 


Milwauk 


Eight miles south of Kenosha and 43 miles 
ite is in a manufacturing district, which renders it 
ling the owner’s offer to donate the land. Will 


thron Harbor site 
Thi 
withs 

eliminated. 

Bluff, Site A 


eteristies and & 


Has excel- 


Will 


cule Thirty-two miles north of Chicago 


ysical char ‘lt situated as regards population. 
served for further consideration. 

», 10. Lake Blu, s #.—Thirty-one miles north of Chicago. Similar to 
0. 9, with the exception that harbor facilities would be less easily ob- 
Will be eliminated for the present. 

Lake Bluf Thirty miles north of Chicago. Very similar to 

, and will be reserved for further consideration. 

Wolf Lake sile.—Fifteen miles southeast of the center of Chicago. 

| situated as regards population. Crossed by railroads and highways and 
ff from the shore line by them. Also undesirable on account of being in 
center of growing manufacturing district. Cost of landexcessive. Will 
“fore be eliminated. 

13, Clark Junction site.—Twenty miles southeast of the center of Chi- 
Has disadvantages similar to site No. i2. Physical characteristics 

1 inferior to sites north of Chicago, and can therefore be mated. 
Millers s Thirty-two miles southeast of center of Chicago by 
Similar to site No. 13 as regards disadvantages, and can therefore be 
liminated. 
Michigan City site.—Fifty-six miles from Chicago by rail. Favor- 
‘ated as regards population and railroad communications to the East. 
y ommodations. Physical characteristics inferior to sites on 
shore of the lake and subject to the inherent disadvantages of sand 
sof this portion of the lake shore line. It is so favorably located, how- 

, as r {fs population that it will be reserved for further consideration. 
Vo. 16. St. Joseph and Benton Harbor site.—Ninety-three miles from Chi- 

eo by rail. Inferior to site No. 15 as regards population and somewhat 

ur to itas regards physical characteristics. On the whole, its dista: 
1 Chicago renders it inferior to No. 15,and it can therefore be eliminated. 


Sete C. 
=) 


lirni 
eiim 


* acc 


as follows: 


MUSKEGON DISTRICT (5 SITES). 

No. 17. Waukazoo Point,on Black Lake.—Two miles from Holland, 25 miles 
from Grand Rapids. Possesses very favorable physical characteristics. Popu- 
lation in the immediate vicinity small and renders it inferior to site No. 20; 
it will therefore be eliminated. 

18. Windy Point site, on Spring Lake.—Five miles from Grand Haven, 
from Grand Rapids. Pos ses very favorable physical character- 
Very deficient, however, in population in the vicinity, which renders 
; suitable than site No. 17; will therefore be eliminate 

Bell Point site,on Spring Lak 


x } 
om ict 


istic 


l similar to that site; will therefore be eliminated. 
‘lake Park site,on Muskegon Harbor.—Three miles from Muske- 
id 40 miles from Grand Rapids. Physical characteristics very 
ituation as regards population of any site in this district. 
or further consideration. 
\ 1. Bay Mill site-—Three miles west of site No. 20. On peninsula be- 
n harbor and lake. Has very favorable characteristics, but inferior to 
2). In order to obtain a lake frontage for site No. 20.a portion of this 
s would be desirable to acquire. Asa portion of site No. 20 it will, there- 
e, be reserved for further consideration. 
» population of the principal cities in this district by the census of 1890 
; follows: 


Sl 


i Haven 
ae 
The board has given full consideration to the claims brought forward 
th of the above twenty-one sites, and its conclusions as expressed in the 
fore ng only briefly give the result of the study that has been devoted to the 
matter. Asseen therein, the choice of the sites on lower Lake Michigan nar- 
rows down to the following five localities: 

aukee district.—Site No. 2, at Fox Point, 8 miles north of Milwaukee. 
No. 5, at North Point, 8 miles north of Racine. 
10 district.—Sites Nos. 9and 1), at Lake Bluff. 


by < 


Site 

( a 
gan City 
Muskegon district —Sites Nos. 20 and 21, at Muskegon. 

As regards population, Lake Bluff stands first, being about 30 miles from 
thecenter of the city of Chicago and 55 miles from Milwaukee. 
second, and, together with Lake Biuff, would derive benefit from hoth Chi- 
cago and Milwaukee as regards population. Michigan City and Milwaukee 
rank next, and Muskegon last. 


Site No. 15, at Michi- 
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Situated one-half mile southeast of | 


| it obtained any options. 


FEBRUARY 24, 


14. As regards physical characteristics, all the sites are of sufficient size, 


naval training station purposes, and are high and dry, fertile and healthful. 


| Michigan City is perhaps less favorably situated than the other localities on 


account of the drifting nature of the sandy soil. All possessa beach suitable 
for bathing, and the quantity of water for domestic purposes is large and of 
good quality. Lake Bluff, Milwaukee, and Muskegon possess convenient rail- 
road facilities. The sites at Michigan City and Racine can secure direct rai|- 
road connections by the connection of ashort spur. Most of the sites are 


| crossed =f highways, but arrangements could doubtless be made to chanvo 
| the line o g 


»ublic roads, if it was considered necessary, so as not to enter upon 


the site. None of the sites require extensive grading to secure level ground 


| for drilland recreation purposes, though Michigan City is less favorably sit y- 


ated in this respect than the others. None of them is situated ina manufac- 
ring district. The water front of each is of sufficient length. As reea ras 
isolation, Muskegon and Racine rank first—the first being situated ona p 
sula and the second on a point extending out into the lake. 
excellent facilities for target practice. 
id. The matter of convenient harbor accommodations is animportant one 
ilities forexercise in small boatsin pulling and sailing are desirable. For 
larger vessels, in case any shall be provided, refuge from storms would ba 
needed, and during the period of ice the boats and vessels must be | 
and be safely harbored. 
16. The harbors of Muskegon and Bear Lake offer unsurpassed facilities i; 
this respect, and are preeminent as compared with the other sites. Ass 
hereinbefore, however, the element of population should take prece ; 
‘that of natural harbor facilities, in the opinion of the board. With a 
station located in Milwaukee, Racine, Lake Bluff, or Michigan City, it is not 
believed that it would be necessary toconstructartificial protection for] 
vessels, inasmuch as there are harbors within a few miles of each of these 
cities that could offer a convenient haven. For Milwaukeethis would be t] 
harbor of Milwaukee; for Lake Bluff, Waukegan Harbor, which is 4 miles 
north, and the harbor of Racine is 3 miles south. The harbor at Mich 
City would offer convenient protection. For small-boat protection Raci 
very favorably situated with reference'to the natural protection afforde 


All the sites offer 


aid up 


} 


| der the lee of North Point and by possessing a ravine which, with ; 


amount of dredging, could be converted intoa thoroughly protected in); 
harbor. Lake Bluff is similarly situated with regard to possessing a ravi! 
that can be dredged out for small boats. 


17. With regard to the cost of land, the following average prices we) 


; named the board for property in the five localities that are under considera 


tion: 
acre 


Milwaukee S70) 


Per 
Lake Bluff 
Michigan City 
Muskegon 

While all five localities possess advantages that make them suitable more 
or less for a training station, it has heen seen that Lake Bluff has the great 
advantage as regards the element of population; Muskegon excels in having 


| the best natural harbor; Michigan City has the advantage of proximity to 
| the center of population of the Great Lakes region and of access to the At 


lantic seaboard. While perhaps none of the sites — all the ideal local 
requirements, all of them are sufficiently suitable for the purpose. 
13. From the above discussion, the different sites may be graded as follows, 


’ 1 erio vo. 15 ite 1 | as regards the most important elements that should affect a choice: 
ypulation of the principal cities in this district by the census of 1900 | 


Harbor facil- 
ities, 


Physical charac- 


Choice. “ert 
teristics. 


Population. | Cost of land 


| Lake Bluff -_- -| 
Second ..! Rac Racine Ri 
Third....| Michigan City .| Muskegon Lake Bluff... 
Fourth ..| Milwaukee ....| Milwaukee | Milwaukee _... 
Fifth ----| Muskegon | Michigan City + Michigan City . 


Lake Bluff .....| Muskegon 


Muskegon 
Mic} 

Racin 
Milwaukee. 
Lake Bluff. 


In the above table ‘‘ Population” indicates proximity to centers of largo 
ation and indicates relative advantages offered by each site asan enlist 
gas well as a training station. Under ‘Physical characteristics 

srouped thenatural advantages possessed by each site, bothnaturaland a 
ficial, including railroad communication, etc., except harbor facilities. 
‘Harbor facilities” is meant the natural or artificial means that would 
available for harboring any vessels attached to the station, including op; 
tunity for small-boat exercises. By ‘‘Cost” is meant the approximate price 
at which the land could be purchased. Thecombined summary of the above 
comparison as regards the four qualifications is as follows: 
First choice, Lake Bluff, 
Second choice, Racine. 
Third choice, Muskegon. 

Fourth choice, Milwaukee. 

Fifth choice, Michigan City. 

i9. The board has not yet carried on negotiations with the owners of the 
above tracts to definitely state the price which it would have to pay, nor ha 
One important matter to be determined on regar 
ing the sites between Chicagoand Milwaukee would be whether the Sheridan 


| driveway would of necessity pass through the Government reservation. 


' and assistance 


20. It. gives the board great pleasure to testify to the valuable cooperation 
it received and for the attention shown during its trave.s b) 


| all with whom it came in contact, including members of the United Stuf 


Senate and House of Representatives who assisted in procuring information 
desired, and the mem sof the local committees and chambers of commerce 
who offered every fac to the board in furtherance of this work, whom ! 


gave the board great pleasure to meet and for whose assistance it returns it 


| sincere thanks; also to Rear-Admiral George C. Remey, United States Navy, 
chairman of the Light-House Board; Capt. Andrew Dunlap, United Si.tes 


Navy; Capt. Edward §. Sheen, United States Navy; Commander Lucien 


| Young, United States Navy; light-house inspectors of the tenth, eleve: th, 


and ninth districts, respectively, for the use of their tenders and for the 
knowledge of localities and valuable advice; to Brig. Gen. George L. Gilles) 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, and to the officers of the C 
Engineers, United States Army, in chargo of riverand harbor imprayemen' 


| on the Great Lakes, including Maj. J. H. Willard, Maj. William H. bi 


Maj. Thomas W. Symons, Maj. Dan C. Kingman, Maj. J. C. Warren, Cp! 
D. D. Gaillard, and Capt. Charles Keller, and to their assistants, for their 
cordial cooperation and for charts, estimates, pians, and other valuable in- 


| formation and for the use of the tenders that they kindly proffered; to the 


commandants of the naval training stations at San Francisco and Newport, 


2 | Rear-Admiral Henry Glass, United States Navy; Capt. W. W. Mead, Unit od 
Racine stands | 


States Navy, and Capt. J. J. Nunieer, United States Navy, for plans and fu 
information regarding the stations under their command and of the sy: 

of training apprentices, as described hereinafter; to Charles D. Walcott, 
esq., Director of the United States Geological Survey, for charts and for 
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making topographical surveys of different tracts; to Hon. W. R. Merriam, 
the Director of the Census, for statistics regarding population; to Willis L. 


Moore, @3¢ 


ties re 


1 Chief of the Weather Bureau, 


garding rainfall and 


individuals the Loard is under many obligations, 


Ives 


"'he 


pectfully submitted. 


SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


H. C. TAYLOR, 


or temperature data and statis- 
revalence of ice; to Rear-Admiral George Brown, 
United States Navy; to Mr. B. R. McCullough; to these and to many other | 


Rear-Admiral, U. S. Navy. 


C. McR. WINSLOW, 
Commander, U. 


S. Navy. 


Civil Engineer H. H. Rousseau, a member of the board, concurs in this 


rep 


to sign the report. 


ng the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, together with the names of the | 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, 
Washington, D. C., January 28, 1904. 

Sir: Replying to your request of the 23d instant, the Bureau has the honor 

to inclose herewith a memorandum showing the number of men enlisted 


‘ities or towns, by States, where these men were enlisted. 


Hon Gre 


Respectfully, 


»RGE EDMUND Foss, vs 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 


House of Rej resentatives, Washingt 


e inclosure. } 


J. E. PILLSBURY, 


rt, but is now on duty at the Mare Island yard, and therefore not present 


Acting Chief of Bureau. 


on, D.C. 


mdum of number of men enlisted for the fiscal year ending June 





ng the names of the cities and towns where enlisted and also the 
r enlisted in each State. 
ALABAMA. | ILLINOIS. 
NE eth ecawekeseets I A Rn a er 
I hire nnieen maaan Sar Ne ainntaiimantemansig iemtmmielienbicatikanies 
i aad Bt Sy iobad cnc ietcacackeas 
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a aia eh. ee eS. 
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ARKANSAS 5 INO ce soahiiens Sia tiald Godel tetas 
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| a ian ia emesis ou 
Ln Hatsesonssnauann aansee -“ ei cinta iecsttthnint aiatel aan 
PONE aa cxkckiews duawsnedus By) INDIANA. 








Creek 





Evansville 
Fort Wayne 
a ee 
Lafayette 


Burlington 
Council Bluffs 
Davenport 
Des Moines 
Dubuque 
Keokuk 
Ottumwa 
Sioux City 


Total 





KANSAS. 
16 
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| Baton Rouge 
| New Orleans 
| Shreveport 


Total 


Po” ES et ers enarwesenas eetesces 
RENNIN ds cetyhebe ncn deectsheiuen 15 | rE 
{ ag as 13 | MASSACHUSETTS. 
vf > | 
shel Sie isi i tai cela Get dibahiy i cn lin ci 7 B . t 
< oe a ic 8 linen 
SPV GANEEE 9 inidin anenitogss ssonesusue 43 Provincetown 
ny it WE OE, os nics Kika onan aainone 
al ‘ >} 8 - 
ee eR I Ee We WB Sas cctheattscakSacc anne 
IDAHO. Total 
SN RII <csest ccincagihntlccenenee . 7 


























TOAD Ta , 
RECORD—HOUSE. 229% 
ad ? I mp @ 
. _— - —_ — S 
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Memorandum of number of men enlisted for the fiscal year ending June £0, 1903, 
etc.—Continued. 








TENNESSEE—continued. WEST VIRGINIA. 
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UG isc cemnanedcouns whnweanine 48 | Less number enlisted on shipse 376 
RON io obcd coor aakoneunsarensun 18 fr ; — 
—_ | Total enlisted at recruit- 
RE cscs ween santero 288 ! SS SIMMONS ..0..cccccicnce 12,558 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. GRosvENoR having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed the following resolution; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 44. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 


Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a sur- | 


vey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of dredging in Paw- 
tuxet Cove, Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island, a channel 5,000 feet in length 
from the head of the cove, 100 feet in width, and with a mean depth of 8 feet 
atlow water. 





The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1330) 
granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 486) granting a pension 
to Green B. Yawn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 7287. An act to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River between the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, 
Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St. Stephens me- 
ridian. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


“he committee resumed its session. 
Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

make a short statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. What time does the gentleman ask? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I will try to get through in ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that he be permitted to address the committee for ten 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman, the report of this committee 
seems to have created great commotion, especially upon that end 
of Lake Michigan or upon the shores of that lake south of 43° 30’. 
The contention seems to be between those who are running a neck- 
and-neck race for a favorable report from this committee. Now, 
there are others who are interested. A good deal has been said 
about this report, but a good deal remains still to be said. In my 
judgment, this board was acting all the way through entirely un- 
der a misapprehension of whatthey were boundtodo. Thechair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs also seems to have im- 
bibed the same idea, the same spirit that controlled the board in 
preparing and writing this report. For instance, he says that it 
became the duty of this board to locate this naval station in the 
great heart of the Middle West. Can the gentleman findanything 
like that in the statute authorizing the appointment of this board? 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I stated that was one of the prin- 
cipal reasons why. 

Mr.SOUTHARD. That was one of the principal reasons why, 
the gentleman says. The statute authorizing the appointment of 
this committee directs the committee to select a site in the region 
of the Great Lakes, not in the great heart of the Middle West, 
not in the East, but in the region of the Great Lakes; and why? 
My colleague from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] a few moments ago 





i A 2h A aR RSE RD ic RNS 


| asked a very pertinent question. He said, Why locate this great 

naval training station, if harbors are not needed, upon the Lakes 
at all? Why not locate it at Columbus, or at Louisville, or at In- 
dianapolis or elsewhere? 

The reason is obvious. It is desired in the location of a nayal 
training station to reach a large number of men who have ac- 
quired, in as great a degreé as possible, what is known in naval 
| parlance as ‘‘ the sea habit.’’ In this view one who has acquired 

the ‘* sea habit ’* on Lake Ontario becomes as valuable a recruit as 
though he had obtained the ‘‘sea habit”? upon Lake Superior; 
the locality where the ‘‘ sea habit’’ has been acquired makes no 
difference. And, Mr. Chairman, the effort of this committee 
should have been to locate this naval training station where the 
largest possible number of that kind of men can be recruited. 

It is very evident that the board appointed for this purpose did 
not proceed along these lines. Toledo was, as I have already said, 
a competitor for this naval training station. The board pro- 
ceeded in the first instance to determine what it was pleased to 
call an ‘‘ area of maximum desirability.”’ It is very plain from 
the reading of the report what that phrase “ area of maximum 
desirability ’’ means. Thecommission proceeds to at once elimi- 
nate, because of reasons given in the report, whichit seems to me 
| are not good reasons at all—it proceeds to eliminate at once Lake 
| Erie and Lake Ontario from all consideration. 
| A MEMBER. Oh, no. 
| Mr. SOUTHARD. Not perhaps from all consideration liter- 
| ally, but practically, as I shall show a little later on, from all con- 
| sideration in reference to this naval training school. 





A MempBer. They eliminate only Lake Ontario. 

Mr, SOUTHARD. I know that in terms they eliminate only 
Lake Ontario; but really and practically they eliminate both 
Lake Ontario and Lake Erie because of this proposition which 
was mentioned by the chairman of the committee, the desire of 

the board to locate this naval training station ‘‘ in the great heart 
| of the Middle West.’’ That was a new idea—an idea which orig- 
inated with the board and nobody else. 

And how does the board proceed to determine what this ‘‘ area 
of maximum desirability ’’ is? I will undertake to show you. 

In the first place, they decide that the greatest consideration 
should be given to population. Harbor facilities, strategy, and 
everything else must be subordinated to this question of popula- 
tion. And they select several centers—one for the mere sake of 
form, as is very evident from the reading of the report. Ono 
center is located at Erie, Pa.; another at the west end of 
Lake Erie; another, I think, in the Straits of Mackinaw; another 
| at Chicago; another at the city of Duluth; and they proceed then 
| to describe circles—one circle surrounding each one of these cen- 
| ters, with a radius of 100 miles, and another circle with a radius 
| of 200 miles. And then they undertake to compute the popula- 

tion within those circles so described. 
What is the result? And this is a very important point to be 
considered in connection with this report, bearing in mind, Mr. 
Chairman, the fact that they subordinate all other questions to 
the great question of population. And why? Because it is not 
| proposed, as they say in this report, to train these men upon the 
| sea or upon the lakes while they remain at the station. They pro- 
| pose to give these young men a “‘ preliminary ”’ training—a train- 
ing such as will habituate them as much as possible to the life 
afterwards to be followed by a naval apprentice or a naval recruit. 
| Now, they compute the population within these circles having 

a radius, respectively, of 100 miles and of 209 miles. They find 

that the circle having Chicago as a center has more population, 
| taking either the radius of 100 miles or the radius of 200 miles, 
| than any other circle they have described. 

But, Mr. Chairman, observe now upon how slender a thread 
this conclusion hangs. In describing the circle with Toledo as a 
center, or the western end of Lake Erie as a center, they compvte 
the population and make it less than that of the circle having 
Chicago as a center, with a radius of 200 miles. But in so de- 
scribing that circle they come within about 10 miles of Pittsburg, 
but they leave that out; they come within a few miles of Cincin- 
nati, but they leave that out; they come within a few miles of 
Chicago, but they leave that out. 

If they had described their circle with a radius 10 miles greater, 
then, in their determination as to population—the great consider- 
ation in this whole discussion—they would have reversed their 
conclusions and located this naval training station at the western 
end of Lake Erie, so far as population is concerned; and that is 
the controlling feature of the whole subject as set forth in the 
report of this board. If they had increased that radius 50 miles— 
it has been figured out by the Census Bureau (I had intended to 
have the map here)—the circle having the western end of Lako 
Erie as its center would have a million population more than the 
circle having Chicago as its center; so that the conclusions of the 
board would have been reversed. Not only that; they have 
undertaken to determine this matter by Stat«s; they have under- 
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taken to determine the population of “‘the great Middle West”’ 
referred to by the gentleman. 

Mr. FOSS rose. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. The gentleman would not yield to me, but 
I will yield to him. 

Mr. FOSS. I was going to ask the gentleman whether in the 
case he has supposed they would have had the population at the 
periphery of the circle instead of the center? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. No; they would not have had the popula- 
tion at the periphery instead of the center. Clevelandis, I think, 
the fifth city in size; and that would have been within about 100 
miles, less than 100 miles, of the center. 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
SouTHARD] has expired. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I should like about two or three minutes 
more, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time be extended three minutes. Is there objection? 

Several Members. Five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, the population would 
not have been at the periphery or anywhere near the periphery 
of this circle. The population would have been distributed all 
over the circle; and I want to say right here something with 
reference to the remark made by the gentleman who just pre- 
ceded me in regard to the obtaining of recruits. He mentioned 
Chicago as a great recruiting station. I was not aware until he 
mentioned it that no permanent recruiting station was located at 
Buffalo. But in proportion to the population last year and the 
year before, Buffalo, without a recruiting station, furnished more 
recruits than did the city of Chicago. 

The number of recruits obtained, Mr. Chairman, I think de- 
pends upon the amount of advertising done and the length of 
time the recruiting station is continued at any special point and 
not upon the fact that you have a good deal of population gath- 
ered together at any particular place. Those who have acquired 
the sea habit are willing to travel some distance in order to enlist 
if they have a desire to do so. 

And I want to call your attention to another matter which does 
not seem to have been considered at all by this board. The Great 
Lakes form one of the greatest shipping thoroughfares in the 
world. This great thoroughfare has its termini, as does any other 
thoroughfare. Its great eastern terminus is the city of Buffalo. 
Its western termini are at the city of Duluth, at the extreme 
northwest end, and at Chicago, Detroit, and Toledo, as the case 
may be. This great thoroughfare may be said to have several 
western termini, but only one great eastern terminus. 

Those men who have the sea habit travel the Lakes from one end 
to the other. 
yachting, they are doing things connected with the water, and 
they are the kind of men who are desirable as a source of supply 
for this naval training station which we are about to establish. 
These men follow the Lakes, and go from one end of this great 
thoroughfare to the other. So far as that is concerned, they will 
be recruited upon any vortion of the Great Lakes and on one por- 
tion about as well as upon the other. 

There is another matter which the board has considered and 
about which I wish to speak fora moment. It is the same thing 


about which our friend here spoke when he made his tragic rush | 


down to the map that was exhibited in the arena. 


He says, 
‘* Look at thestrategy of Lake Michigan.”’ 


Well, now, my friend, 


the board itself says this is not a very important matter, and I | 
want to call your attention to one or two things in relation to it. | 


I know of nobody who would not say at the outset that 
Great Britain is a thing that is extremely remote. 

If we were to have war with our neighbors on the north, the 
great predominance of our shipping on the Great Lakes is at once 
sufficient to render it certain that she would have no business 
with us so far as the attacking of a naval training station is con- 
cerned. The remoteness of any necessity for the protecting of 


var with 


any training station upon Lake Erie renders the subject one of | 


very little importance. A naval training station is not intended 
for an arsenal; it is not intended forafort. We are not building 
a fort; we are not constructing an arsenal. We are establishing 
a naval training station where men can be given a few months’ 
training upon land, as this report says, preparatory to shipping 
them to the coast, where they will be placed upon vessels and 
trained in the sea service. It is for the purpose of getting them 
habituated to the manner of living in the Navy, and that seems 
to be necessary. 

The board refer to one or two other matters. They speak of a 
harbor. There are many harbors. There is one locality in my 
district that I think is an excellent place for a naval training sta- 
tion. It has a harbor on which a dollar has never been spent. 
The largest boats in the lakes have been going in and out of there 


They are engaged in shipping, they are engaged in | 
’ 
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ever since I can remember. It would not be necessary f 8 
Government to spend a single dollar upon that harborif it should 
select that point for its naval training station. Every local 


or ft 


dition and requirement mentioned in this report is fully met by 
L . 

| the conditions which exist at that station. Population is in its 

|favor. The only thing that can be said against it,so far as I 

| know, is that it does not possess the strategic points that have 


been referred to by the chairman of the Naval Affairs Committee 
as so necessary for an institution of this kind. 


No, my friends, there is a good deal that may be said about this 
report that has not been said. I have passed over some of } 
points in my haste to finish my remarks. There isa good deal 


that may be said about the methods which the board took in arriv- 
ing at their conclusion that there was an area of maximum ¢desir- 
ability somewhere to be found around the Lakes, leading one to 
| believe that a man who had acquired the sea habit on Lake On- 
tario was not as desirable fora recruit as aman who had acquired 
the sea habit—the naval habit—somewhere else. 

There is a good deal in this report to be considered. It is very 
technical. It reminds me of the scientific farmer who could 
plow except he had a blue print, and that is about the impression 
gained by one as he reads this report. 

When this matter comes to be discussed upon its merits, I desire 
to have something tosay. We are not satisfied with the report. 
| We are among those who were left out when the preliminary re- 
| port was filed. We were not satisfied with it then, but said noth- 
ling. We thought our time would come. It seems so far as the 
| second report is concerned, some of those who have rival locali- 
ties are not any better satisfied than we were with the preliminary 
report. We think we know we have got the very best location 
| for a naval training station on the Great Lakes, and when the 
proper time arrives we propose to prove it to you. [Applause. } 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Iam one who has a special interest in 
this matter, and I rise to ask unanimous consent that I may 
dress the committee for five minutes, and I will agree not to ask 
for an extension of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that he may address the committee for five min- 
utes. Isthereobjection? |Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor 
of the location and establishment of a naval training school upon 
the Great Lakes, and I am interested doubly in the establishment 
of that training station at the right place. 

I have read with a great deal of care and thought the respec 
| reports of the commission appointed to investigate the subj 
and I agree with the commission in everything it has said at 
done, excepting the giving of Lake Bluff the preference fi 
location of the training school. Seriously I do not believe that a 
sensible person can read the original report thoughtfully and 

i 








carefully and not agree with the conclusion of the commission 
about the establishment of a naval training school and t 
ought to be located on the south half of Lake Michigan. 


| There is one objection to the very beautiful site advocated by 
| the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SouTHarpD], Put in Bay, and 1 
| is the climate. The record shows that during the last twenty 
years, and I suppose if it is the case during the last twenty 
| years it must have been the same for a few hundred years | 
navigation is closed during the winter at Put in Bay for an a 
| age of three months each year. The records show that n 
| tion is not closed between points on the east and west shor 
| Lake Michigan for a single day during the year. 
| Mr.SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Iwill yield to the gentleman for a ques- 
tion. 
Mr. SOUTHARD. Now, does not this report itself stat 
the people of Put in Bay guaranteed to keep that port op 
day of the year? 
Mr.CRUMPACKER. Thedifficulty is the com on 1 
to doubt the ability of the people of Put in Bay to re 
| weather. That is a situation they never have controlled. 
| Mr. SOUTHARD. It isa situation they control 1 
| Mr. CRUMPACKER, Itcan be controlled, and | 


Lake Michigan. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe this Commission to be sed 
of able, honest, well-meaning gentlemen. I ha I 
itat all. I believe its work to have been 1 
tious, and careful. I believe everything it did 


| facts it reports, excepting the location of the trainine stati 
Lake Bluff; and I would agree even with the Commission in 
respect if there had been a harbor at that place. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


a single question? 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. 


If I had the time I would be glad to. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I only want to ask you what is the differ- 
ence in latitude of Put in Bay and Lake Bluff? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Why, there is not much, if any differ- 
ence in latitude, but there is a great deal of difference in climate 
and in navigation. Boats runthe year round between Milwaukee 
and Grand Haven and Ludington and down Lake Michigan on 
the south. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not running every day. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. They are running now every day in the 
year. Ferryboats are carrying trains of cars over the lake. I do 
not believe the training station ought to be located at any point 
where the Government will have to incur the expense of creating 
a harbor, because I have no doubt that a commodious harbor is 
indispensable to a naval training station. If this station should 
be located at Lake Bluff, the Government would be called upon to 
expend hundreds of thousands of dollars in the next few years 
to constructa harbor. There are a great many eligible points on 
Lake Michigan, conspicuous among which is the beautiful city of 
Michigan City, having suitable harbors already constructed, hav- 
ing all the facilities that may be required, and I insist that it 
would be poor policy to locate this institution at a point where 
there is no harbor at all, and thereby involve the country in the 
large expense necessary to create this convenience. 

I have no doubt the board did its work honestly. The matter 
of expense was only a secondary consideration with the board. 
Lake Bluff is only 32 miles from Chicago. It is a beautiful place 
in which to live—high above the water level, and an eleganf resi- 
dence locality, within an hour or two’s ride of the churches and 
theaters of the great city of Chicago. It would be a delightful 
place for naval officers to locate and live. But the question of ex- 
pense is an important one tothecountry. Splendid surroundings 
for naval officers in charge of the school may be a desirable, but 
should not be acontrolling consideration. The institution should 
be established upon one of the many commodions harbors that 
now adorn the shore of Lake Michigan. Michigan City has a 
population of 20,000, and its standard of morals, intelligence, and 
refinement is second to that of no other city in the country. It 
offers a splendid site at alow price. It has an excellent harbor 
and is well located as respects the elements of population, geog- 
raphy, and accessibility. If the board had located the institution 
at that beautiful place, its work would have been beyond criticism. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask unani- 
mous consent of the committee for afew minutes, in which to 
address the committee on this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. What time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unan- 
imous consent that he be permitted to address the committee for 
ten minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman,I do not like to object to 
the time the gentleman wants, but a good deal of time has been 
already spent on this subject and I would be glad if he would get 
through in five minutes. I will not object to five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman modify his request? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I will try to get through in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, coming from the city which 
has been often mentioned in this discussion and which has been 
favorably indorsed by the board that has had this matter under 
consideration, I deem it no more than proper to present at this 
time some of the merits of the proposed Milwaukee site and, if 
possible, to make clear in the minds of the Members of this House 
certain facts which appear to have been overlooked. The gentle- 
man from Ohio has just questioned the desirability of the zone of 
territory on lower Lake Michigan, which this board has selected 
because the lake ports there are not open to navigation during 
the entire winter season. Permit me to say that this board, in 
their preliminary report, pointed out that only two cities on the 
Great Lakes—Milwaukee and Chicago—had for the past twenty- 
five years, during the entire winter season, remained open for 
lake traffic. Never before in the history of the country has there 
been such a severe winter as that which we have just witnessed, 
and yet during all this severe weather the port of Milwaukee has 
been open to lake carriers. 

Continued temperature below the freezing point does not nec- 
essarily close the lake ports, but the difficulty that lake traffic has 
to contend with during the winter season is the large fields of 
flotsam ice, which drift with the prevailing winds. By all who 
are acquainted with the maritime conditions on the Great Lakes 
during this season it is recognized that the prevailing winds are 
from the northwest, which drive the collecting ice to the eastern 
and southern shores of Lake Erie as well as Lake Michigan, keep- 
ing free from ice and open to navigation the lake ports on the 
western shore of Lake Michigan, 
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The report of the board, based upon the records of more than 
twenty years, shows that the ports on the southern shore of Lake 
Erie are closed from ninety to one hundred and twelve days in 
each year during the winter season. Means of access to the sta- 
tion is necessary at all times of the year to afford recruits ease of 
travel in going to and coming from the designated station, and 
further to enable the training ships connected with the station 
the opportunity to cruise and to give needed ship instruction dur- 
ing the entire year. To show that these conditions prevail at 
Milwaukee and to supplement the reasons advanced by the board 
is my present purpose in addressing the House. 

A cursory reading of the preliminary report submitted by the 
board will convince any disinterested Member that the reasons 
advanced for selecting the zone of territory on lower Lake Michi- 
gan south of latitude 43° 30’ are cogent and unanswerable. No 
argument advanced here to-day by any gentleman against restrict- 
ing a selection to this region has in any manner detracted from 
the wisdom of its finding. If anything, the argument advanced 
by the gentleman from Ohio who preceded me tends to strengthen 
its conclusion. The advantage of locating this station on Lake 
Michigan can not, from a strategic point of view, be minimized. 
No one can foretell the development of this station and its ulti- 
mate value as a base for military operations, should the occasion 
arise. 

Coming to the proposition propounded by the gentleman repre- 
senting the Toledo district, that the territory tributary to Lake 
Erie is the best recruiting field for ordinary seamen, I wish to call 
the attention of the House to the exceptional conditions, un- 
equaled by any other lake port, inthe number of lake freighters, 
which, during the winter seasons are quartered along the many 
miles of river dockage at Milwaukee. The wintering of these 
boats there necessarily induces a large number of seamen to re- 
main at Milwaukee and be in readiness when the lake season 
opens to man the boats for lake service. The seafaring men who 
have acquired what has been termed in this debate the ‘sea 
habit’’ will necessarily furnish many recruits to our Navy in 
addition to those who will naturally be attracted here for enlist- 
ment from that great supply country, the Middle West and the 
Northwest. 

Not only the opportunity for visitation afforded tolake mariners 
to visit such a prospective naval station at Milwaukee during the 
winter season will cause large numbers of these most desirable 
recruits to enter the service, but the leading position that Mil- 
waukee has achieved in excelling all other cities in amount of 
tonnage entering and leaving this port will necessarily bring to 
this station, during the open-lake season, many of this type of re- 
cruits which the location of the station distant from a large city, 
as at Lake Bluff, Michigan City, Muskegon, Put in Bay, and other 
places suggested, would exclude. 

Though not certain whether this matter will be settled to-day 
in the House on its merits or whether the clause making provisior 
for the necessary appropriation will be stricken out on the point 
of order raised against it from*the prominence given by the pre- 
vious speakers in support of other sites, it iseminently proper tha‘ 
the House at this time, while the question is immediately befor« 
it, should have its attention called to the advantages and su 
perior claims of Milwaukee for the location of this proposed naval 
training station. It is no wonder, Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
naturaladvantages that this site at Fox Point, Milwaukee, affords 
and its close proximity to the Milwaukee Harbor, the peer of any 
on the Great Lakes, that it should have been designated as ont 
eminently adapted for the purposes of this proposed station. 

Following closely the essentials laid down for asite by the board, 
the location at Fox Point in every particular will be found to 
fully conform with them. At no place onthe Lakes is it difficult 
to obtain adequate land, but the particular kind as defined by the 
board is not easily secured. 

Having an elegant shore line with a projecting point to shelter 
the harbor from the usual prevailing winds, and with a low table- 
land more than a half mile in length paralleling and adjacent to 
the shore and one-quarter of a mile in width and 8 feet above 
the lake level, which offers a particularly favorable place for 
drilling purposes, the site at Fox Point is here backed by a grad- 
ual slope 50 feet in height. continuing then as a level meadow 
land, and bounded by a ravine, thus isolating the station from 
outside communication, as sought for by the board. This makes 
| the site in its present condition immediately available for train- 

ing-station purposes, needing only the buildings to quarter the 
recruits. 

At a distance of 7 miles from Milwaukee, connected by railway 
| and electric lines, this site makes it convenient of access for the 
| recruits to visit the city, where they may seek healthful amuse- 
| ment, which is a desideratum, as expressed by the board, and still 


| 


| sufficiently remote from all city life as not to interfere with the 
pursuit of their training or studies. 


Whatever the ultimate action taken upon this matter may be, 
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«-ankee seeks not to retard for selfish interests the speedy es- 

iichment of this necessary naval adjunct, but is content, in full 

«dence of the merits of the Fox Point site, to permit it to rest 
. decision of any tribunal. 


ot. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent | 
that [ may have one minute. 4 - 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 


consent that he may have one minute. 
.nause.| Lhe Chair hears none. 


Is there objection? [After 


a ! - . ° e 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, this morning the ther- 
mometer stood at Milwaukee 4 degrees above zero, at Chicago 12 
degrees above, at Detroit 14 degrees above, and at Cleveland 22 


ecrees above zero. [Applause. | 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may address the committee for five minutes. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that he may address the committee for five minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Chairman, at the expense, perhaps, of fati- 
euing the patience of the House, I think it my duty to say a few 
words regarding another location for a naval training school situ- 
ated in my district. I had thought, if this provision was to re- 
main in the bill, of offering a proviso as an amendment to the 
appropriation, which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

“The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 37, line 25, after the word “dollars,” insert: 

“ Provided, Such naval training station shall be located in the immediate 
of an existing harbor having not less than 15 feet of water and easy 
cress and egress: And provided further, That not more than $250 per 
acre shall be paid for the land for such site.” 

Mr. BISHOP. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to ques- 
tion the honor or integrity of any member of this board, or of 
the board itself, who was appointed to make investigation re- 
garding the location of the naval training school, but considering 
the appropriation that was made and the purposes for which it 
vas made, I had conceived the idea that it would be necessary to 
locate this training school at some point where there was an 
available harbor. When I go to the preliminary report which 
they made, I find they set down as the essential facts necessary 
for the location of a training station the following conditions: 










First. The amount of land available must be sufficient for all purposes and 
should not be less than 100 acres. 

Second. The population within the immediate vicinity from which a large 
percentage of the recruits will be drawn should be large, which would enable 
the station to recruit as well as to train the men. 


rd. There should be a city in the neighborhood large enough to afford 
amusements to the boys and men when given leave of absence. 
Fourth. The land should be high and dry, partially wooded, fertile, and 
thful, with absence of swamp, and reasonably free from mosquitoes. 
Fifth. The water front should not be less than half a mile. 
Sixth. The site should preferably be on an island close to the shore or on 
1insula easily isolated. 
Seventh. The cost should not be prohibitive. 
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Righth. Extensive grading should not be required to secure level ground 
for drilland recreation purposes. 

Ninth. Water of good quality should be available in large quantity. 

Tenth. There should be a bathing beach. 

Eleventh. The land should not be crossed by railroads or public highways. 

Twelfth. There should be convenient railroad facilities for both freight 


and passengers. 


eenth. Thereshould bea good natural or artificial harbor convenient 
both large and small vessels, having not less than 18 feet of water and 
easy of egress and ingress. 
Fourteenth. The harbor or channel should be self-maintained and should 
trequire continual dredging. 
Fifteenth. There should be facilities for target practice. _ 
Sixteenth. The site should not be in a manufacturing district. 
Mr. Chairman, considering the purposes for which this board 
was appointed, they have well set forth the requirements of a 
naval training school. Now, then, the board examined the vari- 
ous locations and has made the report. They have placed one 
feature as predominant, and that is the center of population. 
Then, in order to get the center of population, they have drawn 
a circle of 100 miles, taking Chicago as the center. 
. The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
1as expired. 
Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may have five minutes additional time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Michigan may proceed for five 
minutes more, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
ears none, 
‘Ir. BISHOP. Now, then, as I was saying, Mr. Chairman, it 
Secus to me from the outset that the dominant feature in select- 
ing a site was a good harbor. 
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they reported that a good harbor was not an essential feature. 
W hy, I supposed this was to be a naval training station. I was 
reminded of a little couplet that I heard in my boyhood days, 
Which ran something like this: 
“Mother, may I go out to swim?” 

“Yes, my darling daughter; 

Hang your clothes on a hickory limb, 
But don’t go near the water.” 


(Laughter. ] 
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| Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 


I must say that I was surprised | 


when I came to read the las f hi f y 
o read the last report made by this board, when | Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 


| on one of the Great Lakes a suitable site for a naval training station, ar 
| having selected such site, if it be u 
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They have sought in this instance to locate a naval training sta- 
tion at Lake Bluff, and despite the able argument made by the 
chairman of the Naval Committee the board have in four different 
places expressed its preference for Lake Bluff. I have no doubt, 
and neither can any Member of this House have a doubt, that un- 
less some provision is placed in this bill—if it should pass—the 
naval training station will be located at Lake Bluff. 

Had the circle been drawn 10 miles greater in diameter, Mus- 
kegon would have taken the site and would have had a larger 
population than that inscribed in the circle with Chicago as the 
center. Muskegon Harbor is open the year through. It would 
never cost a dollar to dig it out or for dredging, and they can have 
200 acres of land at a cost of $50,000. 

The water mains are already laid on the land; no grading is 
necessary; a vessel of the largest size that sails Lake Michigan 
can come right to the harbor and unload her freight to-day. It 
is isolated by Muskegon Lake, a mile from the city of Muskegon, 
a town of twenty-five or thirty thousand people. It is accessible 
at all seasons of the year, both byrail and by water. Had nature 
started out to make an ideal place whereon to build a naval sta- 
tion she could not have made a better one than Muskegon. Here 
is a splendid harbor, an interior lake a mile and a half wide by 6 
miles long; the land which they offer is located on a tongue, or 
peninsula, backed by another interior lake entering into the other; 
is high and dry, covered with a second growth of young oak in 
beautiful groves, with open spaces large enough to train a brigade 
of infantry, and for $50 an acre. The training station at Lake 
Bluff would cost, for the land alone, $250,000. Here we offer the 
land, the finest location in the world, on a splendid harbor, for 
$50,000. Now then, gentlemen, these were the instructions that 
were before that committee, and I am ata loss to-day to under- 
stand how it is and where the influence is that induced the board 
to select Lake Bluff rather than Muskegon Harbor. [Applause. } 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. FOSS. To ask for a ruling upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Wisconsin to reserve his point of order. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer an amendment, which 
I will send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The President is hereby authorized and directed to select a site on tho 
Great Lakes and establish thereon a naval training station, and the sum of 
$250,000 is hereby appropriated for the purchase of land and toward the de- 
velopment of said station. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made against the 
amendment. The Chair is prepared torule. The Chair sustains 
the point of order. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 


| ing amendment, which contains no appropriation. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval training station: The President is hereby authorized and emp 
ered to appoint a board of nor less than three members, none of whom s 
reside in a State adjoining the Great Lakes, whose duty it shall be to se 
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; ¥ private lands, to estimate its val 
and ascertain as nearly as possible the cost for which it can be purchased 
acquired, and to make a full and detailed report of their actions and proceed 


ings to the President, who shall transmit such report, with his recommenda- 
tions thereon, to Congress for its action; and to defray the expenses of said 
board the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be imm« 


diately available, is hereby appropriated out, sin the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
against that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustaine: 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, Such naval training station shall be located in the immediate 
vicinity of an existing harbor having not less than 18 feet of water and easy 
of ingress and egress: And Provided further, That not more than $250 per 
acre shall be paid for the land for such site. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that. 


f any money 
order 
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i. 


Mr. Chairman, [rise to a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

My inquiry is as to what spe 
cific proposition the amendment last offered applies. 

The CHAIRMAN. To the one that went out, the Chair thinks, 
[Laughter.] The Chair sustains the point of order. The Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval magazine, New England: For the purchase of land for a site for a 
naval magazine on or near the New England coast, north of Cape Cod, and 
toward the erection thereon of the necessary buildings, of inclosing said 
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grounds, of grading and filling in, of building roads and walks, of the im- 
provement of the water front, of the necessary wharves and cranes, of rail- 
road track i 


ks and rolling stock for local service, of fire and water service, and 

















of upment of the establishment, $70,000, or as much thereof as may be 
nece nd the Secretary of the Navy may employ, and pay out of the 
approp n hereby authorized, such additional expert aids, surveyors, 
architec superintendents of construction, or draftsmen as may be neces- 
sary for the preparation of the plans and specifications and prosecution of 
the work authorized, to an amount not to exceed $15,000: Provided, That the 
total cost of the establishment, complete in all respects, shall not exceed the 
sum of $500,000: And provided further, That should the Secretary of the Navy 
be unable to purchase the land for the site from the owners thereof, at a fair 
and reasonable valuation, he is hereby authorized and directed to institute 
proceedings for the condemnation of such part or parts thereof as may be 
necesss And provided furiher, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
authorized and directed to discontinue the magazine now in the city of Chel- 
sea not later than the time when the new magazine for the New England 


coast is ready to be occupied, and to sell at public auction or private sale, at 
a price to be approved by him, all the land now appurtenant to and within 
the inclosure of the present magazine in said city of Chelsea. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point 
of order on this section, to find out whether there is any law au- 
thorizing it or not. It reads as though it were a new enterprise 
entirely. Therefore I make the point of order to that part of the 
section—at any rate from line 11 on page 38 down to line 8 on 
page 39—as being new legislation. It is a provision for the pur- 
chase of land for a site for anaval magazine. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from 
Georgia will reserve his point of order until an explanation can 
be made. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, if it is desired by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that the point of order be reserved 
that he may be heard, I will doso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is reserved. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I trust, after the explanation 
which I shall give, the gentleman from Georgia will withdraw 
his point of order entirely. The facts in this case are as follows: 
There is a small naval magazine in the city of Chelsea. It isina 
very thickly settled territory. Within perhaps a square mile of 
this magazine there are from forty to fifty thousand people re- 
siding. In addition a large coking plant—an establishment cost- 
ing $2,000,000, running day and night, manufacturing coke and 
gas—has been located within twelve hundred feet of the maga- 
zine; so that to-day the magazine, as present existing, and the only 
one which the Navy Department has on the New England coast 
north of Cape Cod, is a source of imminent and grave danger toa 
great many people. Not only that, the magazine is small, it is 
obsolete, and it is entirely inadequate to the needs of the Navy 
Department. 

By previous legislation this Congress has authorized an exami- 
nation of and a report upon a new and suitable site; and in pur- 
suance of that report this provision has been inserted in the bill. 

The gentleman from Georgia will note a provision here that 
the land inclosing the present obsolete magazine shall be sold as 
soon as a new magazine has been provided. I am not an expert 
on land values, but, in my opinion—and I have some familiarity 
with the location of the old magazine—that land will bring al- 
most, if not fully, enough to pay for the entire cost of the new 
magazine. 

The board that has looked into this proposition has done its 
work with great thoroughness; has made a report to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy and to Congress that the site selected is inclosed 
by a range of bluffs, isolating it from the surrounding country 
so that in case of explosicn the safety of the people and property 
in the neighborhood will not be endangered. The location is se- 
cure from attack by armed vessels, and is far enough from sea 
to render bombardment futile. Its area and boundaries forbid 
the proximity of dangerous or objectionable neighbors. 

But more than that, Mr. Chairman, it is a grave question 
whether the Navy Department can secure anywhere else on the 
New England coast a suitable site that will combine all the ele- 
ments of safety and desirability that this site presents for the 
amount of money with which this site can be purchased at the 
present time. And itis amatter of business economy for the Gov- 
ernment to take steps at once to secure the site that this board 
has reported upon. That site can be secured at not exceeding 
$70,000 at the present time. If time is allowed to run on there is 
no telling what speculators may do in the way of enhancing the 
value of the land. I trust the gentleman from Georgia, after this 
explanation, will withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, the suggestion that I with- 
draw the point of order virtually admits that the point is good 
and that this proposition has no place properly in this bill. So 
long as we have a rule forbidding legislation upon appropriation 
bills, I insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, public works, Bureau of Ordnance, $318,900. 


Mr. DAYTON. I want to call attention to the fact that as the 
provision for the New England naval magazine has been struck 








out, this total ought to be corrected. I ask that the Clerk. afte 
ascertaining the proper sum, may make the necessary corr: ao 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? os 
There was no objection. 
Mr. DAYTON. Icall attention also to the fact that the + tal 
named in the first paragraph on page 38, $291,125, should } ; 
rected because of the item providing for a naval training s} 


COTr. 


on the Great Lakes. — 
The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the Cler will 
make the necessary correction. fe 
Mr. DAYTON. It is suggested to me that by unanimous cop. 
sent the Clerk be directed to correct the totals in all cases of thig 


kind. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. GROSVENOR). The gentleman fy m 
West Virginia asks that all totalsin this bill, where changes haya 
been made in the aggregate amounts, be corrected without forma} 
motion. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 

he Clerk read as follows: 

_ Transportation of remains: Toenable the Secretary of the Navy. 
discretion, to cause to be transferred to their homes the remains o 
and enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps who die or are kill 
tion ashore or afloat, and also to enable the Secretary of the Navy, in 
cretion, to cause to be transported to their homes the remains of civ! 
ployees who die outside of the continental limits of the United States, ¢ 

Mr. RIXEY. I move to amend by inserting at the end « 
paragraph just read the following: 

Provided, That the sum herein appropriated shall be available for paymer 
for transportation of the remains of officers and men who have died \ 
duty at any time since April 21, 1898, and shall be available until used, 
applicable to past as well as future obligations. 

Mr. Chairman 

Mr. DAYTON. I think there is no objection to that amen 
ment. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS. 


Provisions, ee For provisions and commuted rations for the sea 
and marines, which commuted rations may be paid to caterers of messes, in 
case of death or desertion, upon orders of the commanding officers m- 
muted rations for officers on sea duty (other than commissioned officers of 
the line, Medical and Pay corps and chief boatswains, chief gunners, chief 
sailmakers, chief carpenters), and midshipmen and commuted rations 
on account of sick in hospital and credited to the naval-hospital fund; su 
sistence of officers and men unavoidably detained or absent from vessels to 
which attached under orders (during which subsistence rations to be stopped 
on board ship and no credit for commutation therefor to be given); labor in 
general storehouses and paymasters’ offices in navy-yards, including naval 
stations maintained in island possessions under the control of the Unit 
States, and expenses in handling stores purchased under the naval-supply 
fund; one chemist, at $2,500 per annum, and two chemists, at $2,000 each per 
annum, $4,850,000. 

Mr. BURTON. Iask the gentleman from West Virginia ! Mr. 
DayTONn] temporarily in charge of this bill just what is included 
in this item of $4,850,000—whether this sum is for subsistetce for 
the whole Navy? Does it cover merely food, or what does it 
include? 

Mr. DAYTON. It covers provisions and commuted rations for 
seamen, marines, and midshipmen, and stores and comunuted 
rations for the Navy generally. 

Mr. BURTON. Then it simply includes the item of food? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURTON. Does it include the transportation of food to 
remote places? Be 

Mr. DAYTON. I will say to the gentleman that this is ‘or 
food and for expenses in handling stores under the nayal-su)))) 
fund for these purposes. 

Mr. BURTON. Will the gentleman please state wheter it in- 
cludes transportation as well? 

Mr. DAYTON. No; I think not. 

Mr. BURTON. That is all. a 

Mr. DAYTON. There was last year a deficiency of hall a 
million dollars in this fund. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md.: In general] storehouse: One b 
at $1,017.25; one receiving and shipping clerk, at $1,000; in all, $2,01'.~ 

Mr. BURTON. I move to strike out the last two v 
order to make an inquiry concerning the Naval Academy, * 
quiry that would have come in more naturally on page 56. 
is the total amount already appropriated for the Ann 
Academy, and will the amount already appropriated com) 

Mr. DAYTON. The amount fixed by the acts of Cong! 
proved June 7, 1900, and March 3, 1903, for the completion « ) 
Naval Academy at Annapolis is $10,000,000. Of that an i 
think only about $7,000,000 will have been appropriated, | 
ing this appropriation of $3,000,000. We have the a : 
promise of those in charge of the academy that this ten? 
limit will not be exceeded, and that the academy will » 
pleted under that authorization by Congress. ; 

Mr. BURTON. Does not the gentleman know that on p: 7 
the language of the paragraph is: ‘“‘ Toward the comp\ptto!! ° 
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iaildings and for other necessary improvements at the Naval 


idemy.’ 7 ° ° ° 
." 1 YAY YN. The reason of that is simply this, that we are 


ot ropriating any more, money out of the $10,000,000 than is 
senenante a carry on work for this present year. The total ex- 
a vditure out of the $10,000,000 up to this date is about $4,000,000. 
Wve have authorized $3,000,000 more by this bill, as I understand, 
making the total, including the appropriation in this bill, about 
QF 4) 0, 


"Mr. MUDD. About $8,000,000. 

Mr. DAYTON. Possibly those figures are too small. It may 
he that with this bill about $8,000,000 will have been appropriated. 

\ir. BURTON. Are the committee to understand that $8,000,- 
o)) has already been appropriated and that this is an addition of 
@3 ))0, making eleven million in all? 

Mr. DAYTON. No. 

Vir, BURTON. Or that with this $3,000,000— 

Mr. DAYTON. 
appr priated out of the $10,000,000. ; eS 

Mr. BURTON. ‘Ten million dollars is the limit? 

Mr. DAYTON. ‘The limit fixed by Congress in its last act, as 
Iremember, the act of March 3, 1903, is $10,000,000. 

Mr. BURTON. Sothere are $2,000,000 more to be appropriated 


after this bill? 
Yes. 


Mr. DAYTON. 

Mr. BURTON. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The formal amendment is withdrawn, and 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
fessor as head of department of modern languages, to be appointed 
he rank and pay of a professor of mathematics of the rank of com- 
r,and to be carried as an extra number in the list of professors of 
nath ics in the Navy. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ke out line 25, on page 56, and lines 1, 2, 
in lieu thereof the following: : b ; 

“That the President be authorized, by and with the advice and consent of 





Strike 


3, and 4, on page 57, and insert 


the Senate, to appoint a professor of mathematics of the rank of commander, 
to rank after Aaron Nichols Skinner, and to be an extra number in the list 


1 ssors of mathematics in the Navy.” 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the 
nt of order. 

"Mr. DAYTON. I will simply explain to the gentleman that it 
has been found impracticable to fill the position of head of the 
department of modern languages except with a naval officer, and 


po 


tis thought, in order that there may be any permanency in the 
sition, that this head of department ought to be a member of 
he corps of mathematics. 
and he has resigned. The Secretary of the Navy has sent this to 
us as a special recommendation. The committee, after hearing 
had, were unanimous in making the original provision, and it is 
found that the original provision does not verbally conform to 
the law. This is simply a change so as to make it conform to 
the law. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not understand the effect of it. Is 
this appointment made to-day by the President and confirmed by 
the Senate? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes; and he will be, in fact, one of the corps 
of mathematics, and detailed as the head of this department. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It creates a new office, does it not? 

Mr. DAYTON. No; it does not create a new office. It trans- 
fers a line officer to the corps of mathematics. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will he be advanced and go onto the re- 
tired list? 

Mr. DAYTON. No. Asa member of the corps of mathemat- 
ics, when he has performed full service he will be regularly re- 
tired, but not until then; but in any event we would have to pro- 
vide for the head of this department, because there is now such 
a position, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. 
the Navy? 

Mr. DAYTON. We hada hearing on it before the Naval Com- 
mittee. You will find it inthe hearings. It has come up since 
the estimates were submitted. 

Mr. BARTLETT, We on this side would like to hear what is 
z on over there. 
ir, HEMENWAY. 
to me strange that a professor of mathematics at the Annapolis 
acadcany should be appointed by the President and confirmed by 

he senate, 


i 
] 


Have you the letter of the Secretary of 
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| advanced also. 
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pointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate. 
Here is a letter from the Department. 
long explanation, the Secretary closes in these words: 

The necessity for this legislation is very clear to the Navy Department, 
and the suggestion of Captain Brownson is indorsed and recommended 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Whois he? 

Mr. DAYTON. The Superintendent of the Academy. 

Mr. MANN. MayI ask the gentleman a question? Is this ap- 
pointee to be a civilian? 

Mr. DAYTON. No; he is to be a naval officer. 

Mr. MANN. Is hea civilian now? 

Mr. DAYTON. No; he is not now. 

Mr. MANN. How much advance in rank does this give him? 

Mr. DAYTON. It simply transfers him to this corps, so that 
he can fill this position. 

Mr. MANN. Why, this makes him a commander. 
in a different place from what he is in the list. 

Mr. DAYTON. The understanding is simply that at this time 
he is on the eve of being promoted to the position of commander. 
This does not, as I understand, give him any additional salary, 
but simply puts him in the corps in the same position that he 
would have at the present, or within a short time, possibly by the 
time this bill becomes effective, but because of his peculiar fit- 
ness to take charge of this department at the academy, it is asked 
that he should be carried as an extranumber, and put at the head 
of this department. 

Mr. MANN. This is an officer who will never see sea duty, and 


It puts him 


| this proposes to advance his rank. 


| That is what it does, as I understand the amendment. 


We had acivilian appointed last year | 


I will say to the gentleman that it seems | 


Why should he not be appointed as any other pro- | 


fessor at one of the academies of the country, either the Naval or | 
the Military Academy, is appointed? I do not know how they | 


are appointed, but I did not suppose they were appointed by the 
President and confirmed by the Senate. 


Mr. DAYTON. Any member of the corps of the Navy is ap- | 





Mr. DAYTON. No; I think not. 

Mr. MANN. Well, theamendment provides for putting him in 
a different place on the list. 

Mr. DAYTON. It transfers him from one corps to another. 
I willask 
the Clerk, in order that there may be no doubt, to read the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to hear what the situation of 
the committee is. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Grosvenor). The situation is that an 
amendment is offered by the gentleman from West Virginia, strik- 
ing out line 25 on page 56 and lines 1, 2,3, and 4 on the next 
page and inserting an amendment, which the Clerk will report 
again for the information of the committee. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr.HEMENWAY. And to that I reserved the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the gentleman from Indiana has re- 
served the point of order. 

Mr. DAYTON. Now, I ask that the letter of the Secretary of 
the Navy and one of Captain Brownson be read. They givea full 
explanation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 2, 190/. 

Str: I inclose herewith a copy of a letter from Capt. W. H. Brownson, 
United States Navy, Superintendent of the Naval Academy, rec 
that a head of the department of modern languages be appoi 
rank and pay of a professor of mathematics of the rank of commander, to 
= carried as an extra number in the list of professors of mathematics in the 
Navy. 

The pore m mentioned in connection with the position is Lieut. Commander 
Harry P. Huse, United States Navy, now in charge of the department of lan- 
guages at Annapolis. 

The necessity of a permanent head of this department was recognized in 
the last appropriation bill, when a position of civil professor and head of de- 
partment of modern languages, with a salary of $3,000 a year, was created. 
This place has now become vacant through the resignation of Prof. R 
Miner, and it is a matter of some concern to the Supe 


ndent how to fill it. 
It is essential in a military institution like the Naval Academy that the 






mmenaing 














head of the department of modern languages not only have a knowledg 
both French and Spanish and bea teacher of experience, but that he also 
have the executive ability to administer the large academic departm f 
which he isthe head. The officer mentioned in this recommendation of the 
Superintendent of the Naval Academy has had eight years’ experience as an 
instructor at Annapolis, during three of which he has been in charges of 
department of languages. He is now a lieutenant-commander in the Navy 


with an excellent record, and was advanced five numbers for conspicuous 
bravery at the battle of Santiago, in which he took part as executive officer 
of the Gloucester. 

By the proposed legislation an officer would practically be tran 
the line of the Navy toa position having the same pay in t 
appropriation of $3,000 a year for a civil professor would be 


it is proposed to make the officer thus transferred an extra n 








1! yer? ? 
list of professors, no hardship would result to the professors of math ut 
who would thus become junior to Mr. Huse. 
The necessity for this legislation is very clear to the Navy part nt, 
and the suggestion of Captain Brownson is indorsed and recomm: | 
I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, 
W. H. Moopy, Scereta 
Hon. GEORGE EDMUND Foss, 
Chairman Naval Committee, House of Representatives. 
NAVAL ACAI Y 
Annapolis, ’ ’ 


Str: A question of importance to the Naval Academy is raised by th 
ignation of Professor Miner, head of the departme f mod 
2. This position has fora number of years bee ield by : 
choice of necessity being limited to officers properly qualitie 


b 
en deemed essex 


a knowledge of Spanish, as well as of French, has be 
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it has been hard to find an officer with the necessary qualifications who was 
available for shoreduty. This difficulty finally led to the insertion of a clause 
in the appropriation bill for the current year providing fora civilian head of 
department, at a salary of $3,000 a year. 

3. Mr. Randolph H. Miner, who graduated at the head of his class in 1879, 


resigned in 1493, and returned to the service during the Spanish war, was of- 
fered the newly created position and accepted it. Mr. Miner has all the 
qualities necessary to make a success of his department; unfortunately he 
finds it impossible to watch and direct his large financial interests in Cali- 


fornia from so distant a point, and he has placed his resignation in my hands. 





Jt is with much regret that I forward it. 

:. Mr. Miner was so evidently the man for the place that his appointment 
presented no problems. It would be otherwise with a new man, and there 
isa great danger of making a mistake. The salary is tempting, and the De- 
partment will be flooded with applications. An undesirable man with strong 
influential backing might be appointed, and it would be very difficult to get 
rid of him. Lieut. Commander H. P. Huse, at present in charge of the de- 
partment of modern languages, has suggested to me a plan which, in the 
interest of the Naval Academy, has my cordial approval and support. It is 
that the following clause be inserted in the appropriation bill in place of the 


clause under which Mr. Miner was appointed: 

‘That a head of department of modern languages, to be appointed with the 
rank and pay of a professor of mathematics of the rank of commander, and 
carr 
Navy.’ 

5. If this were enacted Lieutenant-Commander Huse informs me that he 
would be an applicant for the position. He is now carried as an extra num- 
ber in the list of lieutenant-commanders, and the proposed legislation would 
simply transfer him toa similar position in the list of professors of mathe- 
matics below Professors Alger and Dodge, who were contemporaries of his 
at the Naval Academy. Lieutenant-Commander Huse is admirably fitted for 
this position, and his appointment would be most desirable if it could be 
brought about. 

Very respectfully, 


’ 


W.H. BROWNSON, 
Captain, United States Navy, Superintendent. 


The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 
Vavy Department, Washington, D. C. 
(Bureau of Navigation 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I would like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill if that provision makes a promotion of this 
omeer?: 

Mr. DAYTON. 
from one corps to another. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Would it increase the salary paid to that 
omcer: 

Mr. MAHON. He is a lieutenant-commander now, and this 
makes him a commander, 

Mr. DAYTON. 
be a commander. 
civilian professor. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, as I understand this amendment, 
it provides for the appointment of this gentleman as a com- 
mander? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. And that he is now a lieutenant-commander. 
Now the position will not be the same. 

Mr. DAYTON. He will likely be a commander before this 
bill becomes law. 

Mr. MANN. What is the object of providing for it, if he 
would become commander before this bill becomes law? 

Mr. DAYTON, Simply to transfer him from the other corps. 
He would not be acommander. He would be a lieutenant-com- 


mander of the other corps, and he would not be promoted to the | 


position he would have had had he remained on the line list. 

Mr. MANN. 

Mr. DAYTON. His promotion then would be according to the 
conditions existing in the corps of mathematics. 

MANN. The gentleman knows that I am not familiar 
with that matter, as he is. 

Mr. DAYTON. Promotions in the different services depend 
upon death, resignations, and such things; so that they are not 
equal. For instance, when there is a promotion of the next in 
line of the line, there is not one in the staff. 

Mr. MANN. This officer is now a teacher 
Academy. 

Mr. DAYTON. He is not ina sense a teacher. 
of this department, as a lieutenant-commander. 

Mr. MANN. What do you mean? Does he teach? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes; to some extent. 

Mr. MANN. He is on duty at the Naval Academy. 

Mr. DAYTON. He is on duty now at the Naval Academy. 

Mr. MANN. Is one class of teachers at the Naval Academy 
promoted in one line and another class promoted in another line? 

Mr. DAYTON. The members of the corps of mathematics are 
promoted according to the vacancies in that corps. 

Mr. MANN. In the corps of mathematics? 

Mr. DAYTON, Yes: and menin the line are promoted accord- 
ing to vacancies in the line. 

Mr. MANN. This man is not in the line? 

Mr. DAYTON, This man is in the line; yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Assigned to duty—— 

Mr. DAYTON. Assigned to duty, because of his peculiar fit- 
ness, to this department of modern languages. 

Mr. MANN. Would he be promoted as an officer of the line or 
promoted as one of the professors of the academy? 


Mr. 


at the Naval 
He is the head 


. 


But in a very short time he will by promotion | 
It would save the salary of $3,000 paid to a 


Could he not be promoted if he were transferred? | 


das an extra number in the list of professors of mathematics in the | 


As I understand it, it simply transfers him | 


had examined it thoroughly they did not think the languave ¢ 








Mr. DAYTON. He is about to be promoted now as an 


: ee T 
of the line to the rank of commander. If he is transferred ¢, +), 
corps of mathematics, he will then thereafter be promoted eee y). 


ing to the vacancies in the corps of mathematics. 

Mr. MANN. Then, according to the gentleman’s exnlanati, 
this amendment will not promote him; it will not preyet },;: 
promotion if he accepts the position? 

Mr. DAYTON. Substantially you are right. 

Mr. MANN. Then, if that is the case, I can see no obje 

Mr. MAHON.. It provides in the original section of + . 
that he shall have the rank of commander. Why not leave ¢/ 
original section standing so when he gets promotion and ¢») 
mation by the Senate he can be appointed? 

Mr. DAYTON. The objection is, after the Navy Depar 


plied with the requirements of law, and this amendment 
ply to make the verbal changes necessary to comply with the | 
and means the same thing precisely. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that th: 
tleman from Indiana withdraws the point of order? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. LIreserve it. I do not care to make the 
point of order, because I am not clear on the subject. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, if the 
man withdraws the point of order, I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will sustain the point of order, 
if it is that the proposition is not germane to the text. The Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

One first-class battle ship, carrying the heaviest armor and most | 
armament for a vessel of its class upon a trial displacement of not mo 
16,000 tons; to have the highest practicable speed and great radius of 
and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceeding $4,400. 


Mr. BURTON. 





Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont th 


| graph. 





The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendme: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of paragraph on page 70, beginning at line Gand end 
line 11, inclusive. 

Mr. FOSS. I suggest to the gentleman that he wait until t 
whole paragraph shall have been concluded. 

Mr. BURTON. I think there are grounds for separate « 
eration. I am unable, Mr. Chairman, to vote for a propo: 
which would look to the abandonment of naval stations in 
and in the Philippine Islands. To do so would, I think 
accomplished facts, but I desire to advocate amending th 
least to the extent of doing away with the further consti 
of battle ships at present. I desire no better argument in s 
of that position than the figures to be derived from a table i 
report filed by the chairman of the Committee on Naval A 
I wish to ask the careful consideration of these figures | 
committee, for it will require careful attention to entirely un |r- 
stand their import. It is desirable to make three compuris 

The table to which I refer is the one entitled ‘** The streng:. of 
the principal naval powers; number and displacement « 
ships, built and building, of 1,000 or more tons displacem«¢ 

The three comparisons include the following: First, t! 
nage building as compared with that already builtin each: » 
the tonnage building in the United States as compared wit! 
of other nations; third, a specific comparison of the tonn 
battle ships building. It appears that the other nations ar d- 
ing a tonnage of from one-fourth to one-third approxima’ 
that already in existence. That of Great Britain is 1,515, 
already in existence; the quantity building is 351,210 tor 
than one-fourth of that already constructed. In France the: 


| tity building is 179,649 tons; the quantity already const: 1 


is 576,178 tons, so that under construction is between one 
and one-third. Russia goes slightly above one-third—!/ 
tons now under construction, as against 416,158 tons constru 
Germany, 117,745 tons under construction, as against 387,574 U 
already constructed, or considerably less than one-third. 

Now we come to the United States. We will take it the « 
way and give first that which is constructed—294,405 tons 
structed; under construction, 321,870 tons, and we are infor 
in a footnote that two battle ships, already authorized, of a ton- 
nage, I suppose, of about 13,000 tons each, have not been 
tracted for. If we were to add these two, the total ton 
under construction would be 347,000, as against 294,000, w 
includes all war ships of every nature now in existence, and 
is true while not another nation on the globe is constru 
more than one-half of that which it now has, and the usual a 
age is one-quarter to one-third. 

The position taken by me on Monday was criticised. It 
said that I was out of line with the Republican party, as inc! 
especially by the platform of 1896. Is there anything in t! 
publican platform of 1896 in advocacy of an enlarged navy ' 
requires us in this year 1904 not only to have under construction 


} 
) 
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~o of tonnage than we already have but to add to that another 
I -hip and armored cruisers besides? The gentlemen who take 
view are altogether too modest in their estimate of the work 
ey have already done, and it is a very dangerous modesty 
, it has to do with the National Treasury. Again, in the year 
' when this platform was written, the total e xpenditure for the 
y was $27,147,000; that « -ontemplate sd in this bill is $97,000,000. 
t that an unre asonable increase? 
.CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
pired. 
FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman’s time be 
@ ided for ten minutes. 
CHAIRMAN. 
f the gentleman from Ohio be 
objection? [After:a pause. | 
BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention in this 
’ ‘tion to the fact that there is something in the Republican 
n ul platform of 1900 that px: oints toward peace. In that plat- 
there is this statement: 
We commend the part taken by our Government in the peace conference 
Hague. * * * Theprovisions of The Hague convention were wisely 


i when President McKinley tendered his frie ndly offices in the inter- 
between Great Britain and the South American Republic. 


extended ten minutes. 
The Chair hears none. 


peace 
( 
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The gentleman from Illinois asks that the | 
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down in the coming autumn instead of by the Ist of April, as con- 
templated? 

Mr. BURTON. Showing that there, where the naval interests 
are greater, they are waiting to see the results of this war. In 


1862, in a single contest down here in Hampton Ri navalar 
tecture was revolutionized and the wooden ship, you mays 


hi- 
ay, 


driven out of existence as a force on the sea—at any rate, in close 
action. Mr. Chairman, under all these c ion umstances it seems to 
me that it comes very near to absurdity to claim that one is lack- 
ing in his fealty to the Re ‘publican party or to any party in giving 


a word of caution and crying halt upon this very ambitious pro- 


| gramme. [Applause.] 
Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BurToN], in whose judgment on most matters 1 


To show that the platform did not contemplate that we should | 


me involved in Huropean politics, I quote the following: 


the American Government must continue the policy prescribed by 


v and imposed upon us by The Hague treaty of nonintervention in 
I pean controversies, the American people earnestly hope that a way may 
f me honorable alike to both contending parties, to terminate the 

sn them. 
That is, betwe een Great Britain and the republics in South Af- 
rica. I now take up the second comparison, that between the 


tonnage building in this country and that in other countries. The 


tonnage building is, of course, the largest in Great Britain— 
351,210 tons —but our country is a very ¢ lose second, if we include 


{ attle ships already authorized, for as against the 351,000 tons 
there would be 347,000 tons. The tonnage building in France is 
0 te I think it is fair to count in that which is under 
construction here the ships already authorized, so as to make our 
tonnage 847,000 tons, an enlargement in this country almost ex- 
y twice as great as that in France. 
Russia has 142,000 tons, as against our 547,000 tons, ours being 
about two and one-half times asmuch. Germany, which seems 
to demand the special consideration of some gentlemen, has against 


ms. 


al 


our 347.000 tons under construction only 117,000 tons, just a little 
m than one-third. Italy has 70,000 tons, or about one-fifth. 
Japan, at the time this statement was made, only had 10,000 tons, 
or about one thirty-fifth. 


! hastily looked over, last evening, the budget accounts of the 
leading nations of Europe to find how their expenses for the nav y 
pared with ours. 


cor This bill contemplates the expenditure of 
not less than $97,000,000, counting the amendments made yester- 
day. Great Britain exceeds this with about $155,000,000. France, 
however, expends only about sixty millions per year. Germany, 


rding to the last budget availabie, 


that for 19038, spends 
twenty-one and a half millions, 


and ours is four and a half times 


much. Russia expends about sixty millions. There has been 
marked increase since the year 1900. Italy spends about twenty- 


live 
we t 


millions, so that, with the single exception of Great Britain, 
ive at least 60 per cent in excess in our naval expenses of any 
ey nm in Europe. 

ish, now, ina word, to compare the tonnage of battle ships 
buil ing for that is the subject especially applicable to this para- 
graph. It is shown in this statement that we now have eleven 
battle ships under construction, and two of 13,000 tons each are 
horized and appropriated for, but not contracted for. The total 


» of battle ships under construction in Great Britain is 

00 tons. Those already under construction in this country 
amount to 166,700 tons, and if we add the 26,000 tons it would be 
] 0) tons, 50,000 tons more of battle ships under construction in 
the United States or contracted for thanin Great Britain, and yet 


we are asked to approve of an appropriation for another battl 
hip. Iam told that it will take at least four years to complete 
those already under way. 

Naval warfare is now on, in which it may appear that these 
mighty engines of destruction are useless asagainst torpedo boats 
or the medern methods of attack and defense. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield: 

he CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
ntleman from New York? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman permit me to call his 
attention at this time, right in this connection. toa press dispatch 
th says that in the House of Commons dave sterday it was stated 
that the programme for Great Britain for the coming year had been 
reduced one battle ship, from three to two, and under certain con 
tingencies it would be reduced to one, and that that w ould be laid 


whi 


a co/umnn 
| in the article. I want to read a few extracts. 

It says: 

This is especially true with regard to that part of the appropriat bill 
which relates to naval increase. The Administration: 36.226. 880 for 
new vessels. The committee’s bill cz ly uct 
here amounts to $4,400,000, or more than r¢ mi ‘ 
mates. 

ae ken economy; or, rather, economy pr erously 1 i! Iti 
like reducing househs ‘xpenses by cutting d ithe premiums paid in- 
anaes m the hx rosea 

x ~ . * * ~ 

Mr. Roosevelt stated the right principl ith remark clear? and 
vigor when he said in his speech at Secretary Me ; n Ha iil], 
Mass., a year ago last August: 

“Tt is impossible after the outbreak of war t V € r tl ps or 
the men of anavy. 

‘A navy’s efficiency Ina war dep mainly uy Ss marednes the 
outset of that war 

“Wi are ni jt to be excused as a nation i? there is not such preparedn c 
our r Ni Ly 

“Ho matio mhasa right toundertake a big task unless it isprepared t > 
it in maste nd etfective sty 

“Our N: now efficient, but we must t ntent with no ordinary x 
gree of efficiency. Every effort must be made to bring itever nearer to per- 
fectir n.’ 

Every effort, and at any cost in mere dollars. Since the foregoing words 
were uttered the sour sof the Preside i} 
and p sepneaiion ss ha ived a most strik llustr mm 
in the actual experience of Russia at the out! her war wi Japan 

a a oa * « ~ 
lyt A T ona 1 T TY t * he 
. retary devot “d such time as was | 

YE } yutine business ( rnin he 1 
co on, Ww as that of the j ; 4 f the tor o i 
fare, and the expediency it ng 1 h mon 1 the 
more ¥ oansiead tek ole 3. It had been 
theorists here in our own service, as\ ‘ 
special examination of the subject Mr. Roose é t tt 
immense value of the torpedo beat. 

x . o 

Yet since that time the general policy of Congrs and i lan I r 
f the Departme s h i } n 
co - + Ll ywwn by the fa t In 14 ft t 
er ‘ vesse in its fle is b \ 
b isu ‘ 

b nan i ‘ buildi 
1dding 18 ! Our country is away behi the ot r rl 
Mr. Roosevelt satisfied himself 189 that this pol vas W 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairn h stat 
tleman thi ink most accurate, neit WSpa 
a report filed by the chairman his comm 

Mr. RO BERTS . LT am reading a newspaper « nd 
comparing the statements contained therein v ! 
of the committee. 

Mr. BURTON. Loe } rentler Vv" ‘ 

2 2 1) } + 4 >, ; > 
is 1 filled wi it State ne 5 C81 

Mr. ee Y_RTS. I have not S é if 
gentleman has, an nd these figures are \ | s 
them. I am only reading this editorial the id ntail i 
it. To continue: 

h n impressive demonstrat h ness 
t and of the a for } 
events during 
e CHAIRMAN. The time of tl 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman,I as 5 bh 
I may be permitted to co r two mi 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from } thusetts asks 


have great confidence, I would like to read to this 
few e xtracts from an editorial in the New York Sun, which ap- 
peared the very day the gentleman from Ohio |[Mr. Burton] was 
making his attack upon the further increase of the American 
Navy. That editorial is headed: ‘‘It is best for Congress to fol- 
low Mr. Roosevelt's advice.”’ 
I:am not going to read all of 


committee a 


it, because there is over 















































unanimous consent that his time m 
Is there objection? 


There was no obje ~age n. 


ty be extended for two minut 


Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. rman, I want to call the attention of 
this committee to one other statement th: been attributed te 
President Roosevelt. It sounds like h a \ : 
people should tread softly, but carry big no. A £ i 


for the American people, in my judgment, is an ack 
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I believe the American people are prepared to-day, notwithstand- 
ing the statements of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton], to 
continue to tread softly, but to increase the size of the club they 
are to carry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out the last 
word, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party is in 
line with an increase in the Navy. As has been stated on this 
floor by various Representatives of the minority, the Democratic 
party believes in an increase in the Navy, but along such lines as 
the needs of the service and country demand. What the neces- 
sity for the present increase is and what the needs of the service 
and the country demand must be determined by each individual 
for himself. 

I believe that we should have the increase in the Navy that is 
provided in this bill. I believe in making this increase that we 
should build ships of such a size that they will be able to cope 
with battle ships of any other nation onthe globe. I am in favor 
of torpedo boats and submarine boats, but if we can not have all, 
let us have the best and heaviest we can get. The constituency 
which I represent on this floor believes inthe Navy. They have 
a great pride in the Navy. When the Oregon took that wonder- 
ful trip around the Horn and arrived at Santiago, the cheers that 
the southern and Yankee tars raised when she took her place in 
the line of battle rang around the world and found an echo in the 
hearts of all our people. 

I believe the people of this country want ships of that type— 
ships which, when called to undergo a long voyage or to do effi- 
cient service in time of need, will be capable of meeting the 
emergency. 

Mr. Chairman, the trouble with this country is that the Repre- 
sentatives upon this floor come here not knowing what the people 
of the country want in regard to the Navy. They each represent 
here their individual ideas. This country has seen fit to have at 
different times expositions which have been great universities to 
educate the people along the lines of the advance in science, in- 
dustry, arts, and learning. But, Mr. Chairman, there has been 
no occasion when our people could be informed in regard to the 
needs of the Navy or the class of vessels in course of construction 
to make our Navy efficient. There should be given to the people 
some opportunity to be educated upon this line. Let usdosome- 
thing to bring the navies not only of this country but of all the 
countries together so that the people may see for themselves and 
compare the wooden ships, the first ironclads, and the ironclads 
of to-day, the great war ships, with vessels of the sameclass from 
every country on earth. 

Under those circumstances the people who are as anxious as we 
are to be informed on these questions will see for themselves 
whatis needed. They wil determine this question for themselves. 
They will go home and will impress upon their Representatives 
their views on this question; and then, coming here, we shall all 
come nearer to voting what is the true idea of the people about 
the increase of the Navy, and will not so largely determine such 
questions as we now do upon our own individual ideas. 

There is in this bill a provision for a naval training station. 
There has been long and varied debate here to-day about the ad- 
visability of establishing this training station and about its 
location. Mr. Chairman, what we need for our Navy is not so 
much a school for training boys to naval service; they can be 
sufficiently trained in the performance of their duties; what 
we need is a school established somewhere on the coast of this 
country where we may educate a naval reserve. Nearly all 
the other countries have a large naval reserve by reason of the 
fact that in those countries there must be compulsory service 
rendered by the citizen or subject in the army and the navy. 
This insures a reserve of trained men that can be used at any time. 
In this country we have no compulsory military or naval service. 
There should be a school established somewhere in which we 
might educate men for the merchant marine, give them a tech- 
nical education, with the understanding that in time of need they 
shall be used as a naval reserve. In this way, Mr. Chairman, we 
shall build up in this country a large class of men suitable for 
that naval reserve, so that if we shall have ships in time of need 
we may easily man them. 

As I said before, I believe the people of this country take a 
peculiar pride in the Navy of the country. I believe they want 
to see our Navy equal to any navy of the world. I do not believe 
they want our Navy increased with the idea of going to war with 


any foreign power; but they want our Navy so large that in case 
of necessity there will be no danger to our largely extended coast. | 
The people I represent live in a coast er They are very | to the officers and men every year. 

be recreant | 


much interested in this question; and I feel I should 
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to my duty if I did not stand here and urge not only the need of 
ships, as provided for in this programme, but declare that the 
are in favor not only of the Navy, but an increase of ships of ihg 
very largest kind. [Loud applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amen. 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. On this question do. 
bate is exhausted. 


[Mr. VREELAND addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the proposition, 
it is not to abandon the American Navy, and it seems to mea 
little strange that the gentleman from New York [Mr. VREELAnp| 
should intimate that the Democratic party is less patriotic than 
the Republican party. Iwill remind him that it was a Democrat 
who first laid down the doctrine that no foreign power would be 
permitted to enlarge its territorial holdings in the Western Hemi- 
sphere. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I will say to the 
gentleman that the Democratic party will now and in the future 
enforce that doctrine. 

Mr. VREELAND. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes. 

Mr. VREELAND. I am very sorry if any language whicl: I 
used could be construed as conveying to the gentleman the idea 
which he suggests. It was entirely contrary to my purpose. 

Mr. RIXEY. Iam very glad I misunderstood the gentlemin. 
The question here is simply as to what shall be done on this ap- 
propriation bill for this one year. 

The Secretary of the Navy recommends to Congress the adop- 
tion of the report of the general board, which provided for three 
protected cruisers, one armored cruiser, and one battle ship, and 
stated that their relative importance at this time was in the or- 
der named. That is, the three protected cruisers as the most 
important, with the one armored cruiser next, and, as the least 
important of the three, the battle ship. So that the proposition 
is now up to this House. If we intend to curtail expenses and 
keep down the appropriations to the limit now reached, we ought 
to commence right here and eliminate the provision for this battle 
ship. 

I submit that the Secretary of the Navy and the general board 
have good reason for regarding the battle ship as not essential at 
this time, for I find that we are now building thirteen battle ships, 
while Great Britain is only building nine. e are building more 
battle ships in number and in tonnage than Great Britain. Russia 
comes next, with eight battle ships, and Germany and France with 
sixeach. We have under construction twice as many battle ships 
now as Germany or France, and a third more than Great Britain. 
In view of the great increase in appropriations for the naval es- 
tablishment, is there any reason to charge anyone with being un- 
friendly to the naval establishment because he favors omitting 
the provision for the three great ships for this year? 

But a few years ago I remember that the distinguished gentle- 
man from Illinois who is now Speaker of this House supported 
a motion to omit the provision for an increase in the battle ships 
for that year. And my recollection is that he stated, in sub- 
stance, that it was his opinion that when the ships under con- 
struction were completed we would furnish a navy that would 
practically be sufficient for this country. 

Mr. Chairman, we have a pretty good-sized navy as it is. 
Under date of March 28, 1903, the Post published an interview 
with Admiral Dewey in regard to the naval maneuvers in the 
Caribbean Sea last year. He said: 

They were the greatest object lesson of that kind, probably, that t! 
world has ever seen. It was an object lesson to the Kaiser more than to any 
other person. Think of it, fifty-four war ships, including colliers and a! 


Germany could not possibly get a fleet over here that could fight such an ay 
gregation of war ships as that. 


The Post then adds: 

Admiral Dewey admitted yesterday that the interview as published fs sul) 
stantially correct, and saw no reason to deny or correct any portion of it, but 
remarked that he had not spoken inany feeling of hostility towarc Germany. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to have about two minutes more 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman may be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Virgini® 
be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After 4 
pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RIXEY. The Admiral said in regard to these maneuvers 
last year that they furnished the greatest object lesson the world 
had ever seen, and that one of the greatest powers in the world — 
Germany—could not possibly get sucha fleet to this country. No 
sane man believes that Germany wants to attack the United 
States, but_the Admiral’s assurance may satisfy those who are 
notsane. Weare now doubling our naval power. Weare adding 
We have under construction 
enough ships to double the Navy, and with expenses for the naval 
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establishment quadrupled within the past twenty years surely 
ne most rabid and insistent advocate of the greatest world navy 
ld be satisfied with the progress made. I support with 
sare the proposition to strike out the provision for the battle 


t 


& 4 


BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
Is as are necessary. 
fhe CHAIRMAN, 
ered as Withdrawn. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, 
strike out the last word. 
Perhaps the most pleasing incident ever seen in this House oc- 
( | yesterday, when my friend from Ohio made his heart junc- 
t with the peace-loving people of the United States. Did my 
f d vote for the $20,000,000 appropriation that makes the in- 
crease of this navy a necessity? Did he consider the acquisition 
of the Philippines, with the assumption of responsibilities accom- 
} ing t 1€ ~¥ in the interest of peace? He stands now, by his re- 
, ech, clothed in the garb of George Fox smearing himself 
with ‘the blood of his countrymen, because he has said in that 
_which we all liked to listen to, as we do to everything 
that he says, in order that we may be improved by the listening, 


I move to strike out as many 
The pro forma amendment will be consid- 


Mr. Chairman, I move to 


that those people who would talk in favor of war he would place | 


upon the firing line for the length of time they consumed in the 
discussion. Allow me to quote him correctly: 





rit should be settled that in case war ensued he must stand in the 


( med in his speech. [Applause.] 


Ls 








} ve w ished there was a rulein this House that when a man talked in | 


cuous place on the firing line for at least tho length of time he | 





| naval increases. 


| great war ships in 1898 we would have had 





issue with credit to our country? After we had fally exhausted 
our art and our glory we found they were not only justice, and the 
dramatist had not considered the Spanish temper when he wrote 
the beautiful lines quoted with such eloquent effect. 

Did my friend vote for the resolution that precipitated way? 
Those of us who did need not hold our heads in shame. While 
we regretted the necessity, we may commend the - sult. Did we 
have too many boats in our fleets the day they set sail to do bat 
tle for a cause approved by our whole country? H: ive we yet for- 
gotten the painful days of waiting and suspense while the Oregon 
made her way to our assistance? Not an American soul dur ing 
that period of anxiety found fault with expenditures made for 
The Spanish fleet was not a formidable foe, and 
we were not ungrateful that she fought aimlessly and without 
purpose except to escape. 

While weare justly influenced by the opinions of our forefathers, 
we must not forget that they went into the future before the Re- 
public which they made and blessed had fully matured. 

As a result of our victory at arms, we have been able to demon- 
strate to humanity our complete ability to make other republics 
almost perfect images of our own. 

We are not seeking lands in which we can force our institutions, 
and the proposition to increase our naval forces can carry with it 
no such implication. I do believe had we had a sufficient fleet of 

no war with Spain. 

Who is there among us who would rather pay for honor than 
for ships? Wouldn’t the poe I prefer to spend a pr td sum 
each year to honorably prevent c nflict rather than engage in it? 
Do the people believe that our efforts if successft il here will have 





























j " : - 7 that effect? Can there be any doubt about the opi inion of the 
F _ To st ind conspicuously on the firing line means to stand where | , ‘ountry upon this proposition to increase the Navy? Does any 
Bb danger is greatest and where the risk to life is thereby increased. | gentleman in this House have an opinion that the country does 
gj ] the bloodthirsty desire of the gentleman, expressed in warmth | not favor it? 7 
- before the whole country, tend to soothe the passions of men and The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
- r mend him as a well-suited ally of the peace-loving people| Wr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman. T ask unanimous consent that 
FS. who wo uk d settle their differences with arguments rather than | the gentleman’s time he extended for ten minutes. 
P with swords? b ae 5 ; The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
; Tf ly frie nd had been consistent in his expressed wish to be with | of the gentleman be extended for ten minutes. Is there objec- 
,: +h vhe 2 Ye >. . o " . m Y 
e t} i" oe pe ae - ace alone, and to them we should all be- | tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
ss re aie en absolutely consistent he would have found Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. How can we get thesen timent 
a himself on his knees S pri 1ying for those who opposed the doctrine | of the country? You are not voting away your money nor mine, 
2: v he preache 8. He could not have wished that their blood | but we are waitien away the money of the people of the United 
4 run red before his eyes; he would not have wished those opposed | States. How can we learn what they wish? There are but two 
ys § Opinic a ~ plac 08 of ei. za thé - thei ‘ir lives might be | ways I know of, one through th » ballot and the other through 
x sie Pn not for the sake of any cause other than that they Op- the opinions expressed by the leading periodicals. And if there 
Ky posed the opinion he had at that time. I descended from a class | jg any satisfaction to my friends to know it. it is a pleasure to 
: of peop le who have been consistent since the time that George state here that I have had within the last five davsthe opinions of 
s Fox established a Christian church known as the ‘Society of | more than 100 great editorial writers of the 1 ed States rh 
Friends”—a people devoted to peace, opposed to strife for con- | their papers. How many do you suppose are opposed to the pro- 
; science sake alone, and whose specch is at all times in harmony | gramme as reporte a from this Committee on Naval Affairs? It 
5 their performance. I thought when the gentleman from | may be interesting to yo u, as it was to me, to hear some of these 
; Ohio indulged in his love passage, in which he said ‘Our art and | editorials read. TT! Bi ifalo Courier. the Chronicle-Telegraph. of 
glory, they are but justice, and if we stand for the triumphs | pjtishure. the Star Ww ashineton. the Pittsbure Gazette. the 
t he omacy rather than by cannons and guns we will gain | Buffalo Express, the Brook n Ti a posed 
the respe f the world,” that he was in a state of mind to join | increase with strong viausible I New Y 
E them, W in n he made the war part of which I have spoken I | referring to Senator GORMAN’S declai ; 
d ed him to be absolutely disqualified. [Laughter. | ie. - octet : 
gentleman from Ohio has heretofore and ss thes Aensendheame ead] CE oY eagle ir tera a oe ey denounced the Navy as top: 
Within my recollection, without one word of remonstrance, in | ,., y; He. a ren 
induced thi s House, because of its willingness to follow his | It was politics. pure and e, that was resp 
rship, to extend the bot undarie s of our country and to in- | MAN'S speech, "xs rv in PS VOU, ZOE AR INCECASS Im Gs ; 
‘¢ in number those dependent upon us. Ourpresent situation | ~~ sig cite aa 
ls tha t we afford the necessary defense, which can be a The Times, of Cumberland, Md.; B n Globe; the Phila- 
lonly by armies ar id navies armed with modern appliances. | delphia In: a lirer; the Chronicle, Portsmouth, N. H.: the E ing 
n I came to Co mgress seven years ago and was appointed toa | Post, Chicago, Hl.; the Re] ablic. St. Louis, Mo., stand u ! 
n the Com aiitee on Naval Affairs [discover dthat the the sam« aide of the issue with equal in \ 
( ment owed large sums of money for war material ordered | to make a partisan issue here, my friends; not let 1 me to 
Democratic Congress. During the administrations of Whit- | this; one of us loves his country as much a 1e Ot! 
d Herbert Congress had provided for the construction of ch of us‘is as patriotic as the « r, and not is wants to 
three ships of war, and many of them were necessarily un- | fight any more than the other. It has only | l wy 
| for at the time I spoke of. [Applause on the Democratic | since we as children witnessed our fathers and | 3 
. | home from an awful war with their hands stained with blood 
1, you applaud your own efforts, but many of you decry ours, | of their brethren. What wouldthey i ve done to have preve l 
I was willing to continue your good work—I bel lieve your only foot- | it? All persuasion had ceased to be tive and no method re- 
{ have ever followed. The scheme has grown beyond Den no- | mained bu it the one to which they resorted. 
( conception and is now opposed by a majority on that side | ae first instruction taught methat reasoning in a proper spirit 
( is Chamber because our continuance in the East depe nds alto- | woul d pre vent strife an individuals aswell asnations. <A 
r upon the effectiveness as well as the sizeof our naval | learning from history of the efforts mad r 1 
S sion, and after witnessing the results, I h { ) 
1¢ Democratic party would force us from our outlying posses- | my mind, and this is not the only histori T 
sions by depriving the authorities of the necessary means to | be cited to justify my conclusion. 
enable them to stay there. The cause here should beacommon| All feeling aroused by that conflict has nearly disappeared, and 
one. Why play politics to confuse it? | we have now a common country and yall for everything that 
in 1898 the Spanish-American war was forced upon us. Every | will make the country stronger and greater, and let us not 
re thod known to man was employed to avoid it. Can any gen- | into a feeling of Sertiaaaietn or spen r j g party 


naa tell me wherein we could have done more to postpone the 





| platforms and party declarations. 
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But to go further. I have here editorials from the Mail and 
Express, of New York; one from the Louisville Post, which says: 

While it is true that the Army and Navy have since 1898 required large 
sums of money, these appropriations have not been made at the expense of 
works of internal improvement. 

The Chicago Tribune says: 

The American people will not indorse the policy of sacrificing the Amer- 
ican Navy for internal improvements, nor is there any such necessity. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the hands on that clock are tearing along. 
I can not stop to read all these editorials or even extracts from 
them, because the time consumed would cover a week. I have 
here further editorials from the Evening Mail. Galesburg, Tl. 
Also another editorial from the New York Herald of February 
13, 1904, in which it is said: 

The possibility of this Government being called on to protect the new pos- 
sessions in the Philippines, or even being drawn into the contest now going 
on in the Orient by reason of these possessions, has brought the Navy for- 
ward asa vital issue. It is realized that in case anything unforeseen should 
happen at this time, the United States would have to depend almost entirely 
on its Navy for the protection of its interests and for the retaining of its 
place among nations. Representativesin Congress, who have heretofore been 
somewhat apathetic in regard to naval affairs, are now taking an active in- 
terest in this discussion. 

There is a paper in the United States that is as old in its democ- 
racy as the party itself, and is known as the New Orleans Pica- 
yune. To show you that this is not an issue between your side 
and this side, it is a pleasure to read for a minute a small extract 
from a strong editorial appearing in that paper on February 15, 
1904. The writer in his conclusions says: 

Money spent on the Navy is money well invested. Should we ever become 
engaged in another war, we are going to have use fora large navy; hence 
the sooner we procure that large navy and accustom the personnel to han- 
dling it effectively the better it will be. , 

Another paper I would like to read from is the Journal, pub- 
lished in Sioux City, in which the writer says: 

When that time comes we want to be in shape to fight to win, and the very 
best guaranty in that direction is the possession of a navy large enough to 
cover the strategic points and ready to do business at the drop of the hat. 
With this object in view we ought to be cheerfully ready to spend money 
both for increasing the strength of our Navy, somewhat in proportion as 
other nations are doing, and in keeping the vessels now in commission in 
effective fighting form. 

The motion here is to take from this bill the provision for a 
battle ship. If any part of this bill must go out, do not let us 
take the ship from the bill that offers the best protection to our 
own people that we care so much for, the sailors of the United 
States. Do not send them out to be needlessly exposed to the 
guns of the enemy, but put them on the best ships that can be 
provided. Upon this question there is no difference among naval 
experts. They are forthe battleship. If they must go,send them 
armed with the best weapon science approves. 

The Republican, published at Cedar Rapids, Iowa, has a long 
comment, in which the writer says: 

Our Navy is our national insurance against war. We ought to continue to 
build it up and increase its strength until it shall be practically invincible. 
The American nation can have no surer guaranty of continuing an honor- 
able peace than ~s »ssession of one of the mightiest naviesafloat. That the 
carrying forward of the present programme entails large expense goes with- 
out saying. But what of that? The ships will all be American built through- 
out. Every dollar of the money will be expended in thiscountry. It will 
give employment to thousands of American artisans of one type or another. 

A similar expression of opinion comes from the Journal of Com- 
merce, of the city of New York: 

A great navy will be costly to construct and to maintain, but it will be an 
instrumentality of peace and safety, guarding our industrial and commercial 
growth and consequent gain in wealth and civilization, and not an engine of 
destructive warfare, unless there should be such provocation as it is intended 
to prevent, and would beyond question be effective in preventing. Consid- 
ered as such, it would be a part of the productive investment of the nation, 
enabling it to pursue a career of growth and development among the nations 
of the earth, such as its resources and its advantages and its position on the 
face of the globe entitle it to. It needs to be provided only so fast as it may 
ve required, but at present we are behind what may at any moment prove 
to be our requirements. We need a powerful navy, not for war and destruc- 
tion, but as an insurance of peace and production. 

My friend from Ohiocan see with a prophetic eye and can guar- 
antee to this House that we will have no use for ships of war; if 
he knows better than all the rest of us know, then he may be jus- 
tified in his position. But wherein is the strength of his war- 
ranty? Hecan not call the advocates of this item jingoes, because, 
if I rernember rightly, George Washington, whose principles he 
would invoke, while he expressed his great faith in the Divine 
Power, at the same time told his men to keep their powder dry. 

Mr. WATSON. That was Cromwell. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Well, it was good advice, any- 
how. [Laughter.] Here are further editorials from the Call, 
Woonsocket, R. I.; the Telegraph, Harrisburg, Pa.; the Boston 
Daily Advertiser, Boston; the Burlington, Vt., Free Press and 
Times; the Portland, Me., Advertiser; the Philadelphia Press, 
with advice well worth the following. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, just one min- 
ute more. 











The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks that his time be ex- 
tended one minute. Is there objection? [After a pause.] Thg 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Gentlemen. Ihave in ten min- 
utes given you very briefly the editorial comment found in soma 
of our great newspapers. But if any gentleman doubts that [ 
have nearly a hundred more, let him come to my desk and assura 
himself. |Laughter. } 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to discuss 
the general proposition in this bill, and I should not have done sy 
had it not been that I have some fear that the very able talk that 
has been made by the gentleman from Ohio, my colleague [ Mr, 
Burton], might have a misleading effect upon the House as to the 
attitude af the people of the State which I have the honor in part 
to representon this floor. I am not greatly surprised that my 
friend has taken the course that he has in opposition to the in- 
crease of the Navy. He is abundantly able to explain his own 
position, to defend himself anywhere, and always gives a reason 
for any faith that he may have. 

Sometime when he has nothing else to do I would like him to 
explain to me what seems to me to be an incongruity in his ca- 
reer asa statesman. He long ago gave notice that he was op- 
posed to legislation in the interests of the merchant marine of 
the country. Now he is opposed to the increase of the Navy. aid 
apparently, if he should vote agaist this bill, it would be a decla- 
ration that he is in favor of laying up out of commission a large 
portion of the Navy. But, at the same time, my distinguished 
colleague is very earnestly in favor of deep-water harbors all 
around the possessions of the United States, presumably for the 
accommodation of other people, so that the active navies of thie 
world can come in and go out, and the active merchant marine 
of the world can come in and go out, furnishing these great fecil- 
ities, I suppose, to be emblazoned upon that flag which he so e¢!o- 
quently described as the flag that ought to be put to the front by 
our nation, the flag of peace to all the world. 

I would hardly dig the water deeper, however, to let the enemy's 
ships in unless I had provided a means of protection for my own 
country after they came in. Now,I donot know of a single pub- 
lic man in the State of Ohio on either side, Democratic or Repub- 
lican, who stands with my friend. I do not remember whether | 
saw him in the convention at Columbus last-year or not. I think 
I did. I think he was-there. Whether he was there or not, when 
the party lined itself for the battle of 1903, one of the most sig- 
nificant that we have ever had in the State, my friend was fore- 
most in the fight, everywhere defending the Republican position, 
everywhere proclaiming the utterance of the Republican party, 
and no doubt he carried as his credentials authorizing him to 
speak for the great party to which he belonged the platform of 
the convention then just freshly announced at the city of Colum- 
bus, and which I have no recollection that he voted against, if he 
was present. I never heard that he denounced it after it had 
been agreed to. 

Therefore, I assume that among other propositions he was at 
least constructively in favor of this proposition—a very brief state- 
ment of the plank of the platform on which Governor Herrick 
was a candidate and on which the lamented Senator Hanna was 
so triumphantly victorious, and here, I may say, is an argument 
against the very philosophy of my friend: 

As America’s part in preserving the peace of the world, we indorse tho 
Republican policy of developing the United States Navy to the highest et! 
ciency. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, [ ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may have fifteen minutes more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia ass 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Ohio may 
be extended fifteen minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman permit an interruption right there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. The gentleman from Ohio has 
read the Republican platform of 1900, I believe? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Of 1903. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Oh, the platform of the Re- 
publican party in the State of Ohio. I thought the gentleman 
was reading from the national platform. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. No; lam now appealing tomy brother—— 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I will state, Mr. Chairman, I 
have no desire to get into a family quarrel in Ohio. [Laughter. | 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Oh, weare entirely too fond of each othet 
in Ohio to quarrel. Sometimes we have to caution our brother 
against his wayward actions and invite him to come back. 
{Laughter.] I belong to achurch that believes in the full liberty 
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of backsliding and then coming back in. [Prolonged laughter. ] 
Therefore, it is that I am jealous of the position of my colleague, 
and I know that he is too good a Republican to wage war against 
the party declarations of the Republican party and against the 
policy of the Administration of that party. 

I have no confidence, Mr. Chairman, no belief, in the gentle- 
man’s doctrine that a great navy is an invitation to war. That 
is the argument of my colleague, that it is a sort of invitation, 
stating to the world, ‘‘ Here is our great Navy, and, therefore, 
we invite you te come and test the question.””’ Now, I think 
you may start at the smallest boy who gets into a fight with 
his small neighbor and carry your investigation clear up through 
the growth to manhood, the aggregation into States, and the ag- 
gregation into an administration with a great navy, and from 
the smallest boy up to the great navy the question involved in a 
dispute, nine times out of ten, is whether the other fellow can 
lick you or not. That is human nature. and human nature con- 
trols the action of men and the action of nations. 

Now, we are told that if we build a great navy and go on to 
perpetuate the naval question, the foundation of which was laid 
by the approval of the Administration in which Mr. Chandler 
was Secretary of the Navy, and which was taken up and enlarged 
with great intelligence and great patriotism by the first Cleveland 
Administration, with the lamented Whitney at the head of the 
Navy Department—that if we do all this we are doing it with a 
danger threatening us that somebody will want to go to war 
with us. Does anybody suppose that when President Cleveland 
figuratively shook his fist at Great Britain when he believed they 
were imposing upon Venezuela that if we had been a small na- 
tion with small power Great Britain would have settled the mat- 
ter in the manner that she did? Great Britain is no better nor no 
worse than other nations, but she is particularly careful to see to 
it that the estimate of guns and men and material shall enter 
largely into her national diplomacy. 

I want to call the attenticn of the House, for this is a very im- 
portant question that we are debating, to the condition that we 
were in six yearsago. Some of us wanted to go to war very badly; 
some of us were not so anxious to go towar. What was the con- 
dition of our country then? We are told that for every cannon 
mounted or in use, every effective gun that we had in all the world 
at that time, we had four loads of ammunition,andnomore. We 
had just about small arms enough to arm 25,000 men, and no 
more, and ammunition enough for forty rounds for each one of 
those men, and no more. 

Now, it happened that we went to war with an inferior nation; 
yet we learned enough to know that if that demonstration of 
power and belligerency that we put forth to that inferior nation 
had been made to one of the great nations of Europe—well, I think 
there would have been several States that would have called out 
its militia to protect its seacoast. 

Very soon after that declaration of war there would have been 
a condition that none of us would have liked. Asit happened, we 
prepared ourselves at arate of progress never heard of before. 
But what did it cost us? I should like to have the gentleman 
from Ohio, when he admits the possibility of a war with a naval 
power, take the figures of our purchases in ships in 1898—bought 
at the best price at which we could buy them—indispensably 
necessary to the outfit of our small naval force, and then take the 
figures at which those vessels were sold, and see what it cost this 
Government to supply itself with an indispensable naval equip- 
ment. Take also our furnishing of our soldiers—the accoutre- 
ments, the equipments, the camp and garrison equipage, and 
everything that went to fit out the soldiers in the field. The pur- 
chases, upon a basis of the true standard of value, turned out to 
have cost us five times more than the property was worth; and 
all of this because we were carrying that flag of peace that my 
colleague has spoken about to the front. 

Who ever heard of one nation in dispute with another nation 
that ever cared for the “spirit of peace’’ in which that other na- 
tion conducted itself? Russia almost demanded of all the world 
that we should have an international arbitration arranged for, 
yet Russia is the very first nation to provoke or to accept the prov- 
ocation of a war that bids fair to shake the very continent of 
Europe and reorganize and change its map. 

So that it will be seen that after all the argument that disarma- 
ment tends to peace is met and overthrown by the learning, the 
wisdom, the experience, and the human nature of mankind, which 
recognizes that if you want to have “ peace on earthand good will 
tomen’’ you must have the biggest guns, the finest ships, and 
the most of them. They are the heralds of peace; they are the 
missionaries of good will; they are the harbingers of equal rights 
and fair dealing between the nations of the earth. It does not 
follow that because the United States becomes a great naval 
power—because she goes ‘‘ world-powering ’’—that she shall abuse 
anybody; provoke anybody. 
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The distinguished gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAms], 
yesterday or the day before, talked about the tendency of the Re- 
publican party to go “ world-powering,’’ and he said it was suffi- 
cient to have a few ships in the harbors of our country, and we 
could not go ‘‘world-powering”’ if we had those ships. The 
trouble would be that the ‘‘ other fellow ’’ that was disposed to go 
‘*world-powering’’ would very quickly destroy those ships. 
There is nothing in philosophy that justifies the appeal of my 
colleague from Ohio that disarmament or nonarmament is a prop- 
osition of peace tomankind. In taking such a position he flies in 
the face of history; he flies in the face of the judgment of man- 
kind. 

I did not intend to make a party question of this matter; in fact, 
I was trying to inspire my own party friends with enthusiastic 
patriotism on this occasion. But I will call the attention of the 
House very briefiy to the ships that were projected and builded 
by several Administrations. 

Mr. Chandler began the work of the new Navy in 1881. He 
laid the foundation and builded the Atlanta, the Boston, the 
Charleston, the Chicago, the Newark, the Dolphin, the Petrel, the 
Yorktown. Then came the type of Democracy—a gentleman of 
whom I speak always with the highest esteem and regard—Wil- 
liam C. Whitney. During the administration of Mr. Whitney 
we began with the Maine (No. 1). Then came the Texas, the 
New York, the Katahdin, the Monterey, the Baltimore, the Cin- 
cinnati, the Olympia, the Philadelphia, the Raleigh, the San 
Francisco, the Detroit, the Marblehead, the Montgomery, the Ban- 
croft, the Bennington, the Castine, the Concord, the Machias, 
the Vesuvius, the Cushing. 

There is the longest list almost, all but one, that has been pro- 
jected under any Administration. 

Then comes Tracy, with the Indiana, the Iowa, the Massachu- 
setts, the Oregon, the Brooklyn, the Columbia, the Minneapolis, 
the Helena, the Nashville, the Wilmington, and the Ericsson. 

Then comes the next Democratic Administration, with Herbert, 
formerly a colleague of ours in this House, who projected these 
mighty battle ships: The Alabama, the Illinois, the Kearsarge, 
the Kentucky, the Wisconsin, the Annapolis, the Marietta, the 
Newport, the Princeton, the Vicksburg, the Wheeling, and the 
Bailey and 18 other torpedo boats. 

Then came Long, with a fewer number even than Herbert’s 
administration. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How many vessels were there pro- 
jected under the two Democratic Administrations? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Fifty-three under the two Ad- 
ministrations. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where are they all now? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I can not say. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will tell you one thing about them. 
None of them ever struck its flag toan enemy, and none of them 
ever failed to accomplish any mission on whichit wassent. | Ap- 
plause.] So our Democratic friends are committed to the new 
Navy. Do not, my friends, now—I have sufficiently appealed to 
my colleague, let me appeal for a moment to you—do not forsake 
the only good thing there isin yourrecord. [Laughter.} Donot 
go off after a newidol. You started pretty vigorously on the 
Panama Canal question, but most of you are back on the reserva- 
tion. [Laughter.] And the dead and wounded will net mate- 
rially affect the result in the coming election. [Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. FOSS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPsURN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12220, the 
naval appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


TELEGRAPH OPERATORS IN THE WAR OF THE REBELLION, 


Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire a change of reference 
of the bill (H. R. 2895) amending the act of. January 26, 1897, en- 
titled ‘‘An act for the relief of telegraph operators who served in 
the war of the rebellion,’’ from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the reference of this 
bill will be changed from Invalid Pensions to Military Affairs. 
The Chair hears no objection. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER, LONGWOOD, MISS. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. To ask fora change of :ef- 
erence of the bill (H. R. 12304) to appropriate money to revet the 
bank of the Mississippi River at Longwood, Miss., from the Com- 
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mittee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River to 


t) mmittee on Rivers and Harbors. 
[ SPEAKER, The gentleman asks for a change of refer- 
en .e bill from the Committee on Levees and Improvements | 
of the Mississippi River to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. | 
Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate concurrent 


+ 
i 


resolution was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to | 
its appropriate committee as indicated below: 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 44, 





Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to causea 
survey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of dredging in 
Pawtuxet Cove, Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island, a channel 5,000 feet in | 
length from the head of the cove, 100 feet in width, and with a mean depth | 
of 5 feet at low water— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS, 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker- 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. To ask unanimous consent of 
the House that those who spoke upon the naval appropriation bill | 
to-day may have permission toextend their remarks in the RHCORD. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And those who spoke yester- 
day. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Accepting the suggestion 
made by my friend from Mississippi, I will include those who 
spoke yesterday. 

Mr. BARTLETT. All those who have spoken on the bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. They were provided for yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
those who have spoken upon the naval appropriation bill may ex- 
tend their remarks in the Recorp, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Foss (at 5 o’clock and 4 minutes 
p. m), the House adjourned. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 


copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- | 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for the enforcement of the | 


law relating to the sale of intoxicating liquors to Indians—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- | 


ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. COUSINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3586) to provide for the 
retirement of petty officers and enlisted men of the Navy, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1201); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. BURNETT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8703) granting 
certain lands belonging to the United States and situated in the 
State of Alabama to the State of Alabama for the use and benefit 
of the common schools of that State, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1202); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RODEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5755) for the relief of 
small-holding settlers within the limits of the grant of land to the 
Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company in the Territory of New 
Mexico, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1203); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Heuse, as follows: 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 








RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 24, 








sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12905) 
grantinga pension to Margaret J. Snook, reported thesame with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1200); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont, from the Committee on Claims, te 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 45738) for the re- 
lief of Eugene Patenaude, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1204); which said biil and report 


| were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 11664) to reimburse the Illi- 
nois Central Railroad Company for damage to Union Depot at 
Louisville, Ky., by blasting in the Ohio River, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1205); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11802) for the 
relief of Adolph Spiegel, as the successor of the firm of Spiegel, 
Finkelstein & Co., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1206); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXIT, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows. 


By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 12900) to provide for the 


| erection of a public building in the city of Portsmouth, in the 
| State of Virginia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12901) to provide 
for an appeal in certain cases from the decision of the citizenship 
court of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations—to the Committee 

| on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 12902) providing for the pur- 
chase or condemnation of a tract of land adjoining the custom- 
house in Baltimore, in the State of Maryland—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 12908) authorizing the erection of 
a post-office building at Gainesville, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 12904) providing for holding 
| of courts of the eastern division of the northern Federal judicial 
district of Georgia at Athens, Ga.—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. SPALDING (by request): A bill (H. R. 12905) for re- 
lief of Turtle Mountain Chippewa Indians in North Dakcta—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12906) to limit 
the immigration of aliens into the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12907) to provide 
for the completion of certain citizenship rolls in the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw nations of the Indian Territory—to the Committee on 
| Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12908) to appropri- 
ate the sum of $100,000 to erect a public building at South Mc- 
Alester, Ind. T.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BENNY: Memorial requesting Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress from the State of New Jersey to request 
| the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to giveearly consideration to 

the pending legislation—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XX, private bills and resolutions of 
— following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 12909) for the relief of Thomas 
G. Williams—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12910) for the relief of Thomas G. Williams— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12911) for the relief of Kelly Johns—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12912) for the relief of Kelly Johns—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12913) for the relief of Edwin Calhoun—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 12914) for the relief of Edward 
M. gs—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 12915) for the relief of 
Thomas Palmer—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 12916) for the relief of Frank S. 
Donahue and Howard J. Donahue—to the Committee on Claims, 
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By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 12917) for the relief of 
the estate of Camile Berard, deceased, late of Iberia Parish, La.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12918) for the relief of the estate of William 
Burgess, deceased, late of West Feliciana Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12919) for the relief of the heirs of Bosman 
Lyons, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12920) for the relief of estates of Celeste 
Belanger Tanner and Lemuel Tanner, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12921) for the relief of Florville Kerlegan, 
of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12922) for the relief of the estate of Rose- 
mond Le Blanc, deceased, late of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12923) for the relief of Mrs. Katherine 
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Smith, of St. Mary Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12924) for the relief of Paul Duhon, of La- | 


fayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12925) for the relief of estate of Jean Delille, 
deceased, late of Iberia Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12926) for the relief of Louis J. Arceneaux, 
of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12927) for the relief of the estate of Adolph | 
C. Orillion, deceased, late of Iberville Parish, La.—to the Com- | 


mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12928) for the relief of Armand Lacour—to 
the Committee on War Claims. ’ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12929) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Lastie Broussard, 
administrator of the estate of Augustine Broussard, deceased, late 
of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 12930) for the relief of the estate of Ozeme 


Viator, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Commit- | 


tee on War Claims. 


By Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12931) grant- | 


ing an increase of pension to William H. H. Foster—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12932) to remove the charge of desertion from 


the military record of John Haffler—to the Committee on Military | 


Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 12933) for the relief of the 
heirs of Mrs. D. J. Booth, deceased, late of White County, Ark.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 12934) for the relief of Mrs. Louise 


C. Germain, of Lauderdale County, Miss.—to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12935) for the relief of William R. Butler, of 
Scott County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12936) for the relief of the estate of John | 
Graham, deceased, late of Scott County, Miss.—to the Committee 


on War Claims. 

3y Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 12937) for the relief of the 
estate of Richmond Pace, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 12938) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 12939) granting a pen- | 


sion to Charles Haselton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12940) to correct the military record of 
John R. Ellis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12941) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eli Shockey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


3y Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 12942) for the relief of An- 


drew J. Weese—to the Committee on Clainis. 
By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H.R. 12943) granting an increase 
of pension to Fsabel Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 12944) for the relief of the estate | 
of Abraham Hisey, deceased, late of Shenandoah County, Va.— | 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bi]l (H. R. 12945) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12946) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Holmes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 12947) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary English—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12948) for the relief of 8. E. Gallemore—to | 


the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12949) granting a 
pension to Harriet Place—to the Committee on Pensions. 
_ By Mr. KLINE (by request): A bill (H. R. 12950) for the re- 
lief of Eli Bierman—to the Committee on Claim 


> 
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By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 12951) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert Donovan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 12952) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to issue patent to Keystone Camp, No. 2879, 
of the Modern Woodmen of America to certain lands for ceme- 
tery purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 12953) granting a pension to 
Thurlow W. Lieurance—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12954) for the relief 
of Nathaniel R. Carsonand William C. Carson, of Bradley County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 12955) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Simons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12956) for the relief of Russell F. Loomis— 
| to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 12957) granting a pension to 
Israel W. Bennett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12958) for 
the relief of James C. Anderson, James H. Tarkington, and Nan- 
nie Jones, heirs at law of James C. Anderson, deceased, late of 
| Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12959) for the relief of the estate of Benja- 
| min Adams, deceased, late of Tipton County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
| mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12960) for the relief of the estates of R. L. 
Evans, deceased, and Elizabeth P. Evans, deceased, late of Mem- 
phis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12961) for the relief of the estate of Hiram 
Howell. deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12962) for the relief of the estate of Tohn W. 
Hester. deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12963) for the relief of John W. Fowler, of 
Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 12964) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth C. Banks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12965) granting an increase of pension to 
| William H. Dailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 12966) granting an increase of 
| pension to Charles H. Lakey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 12967) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Tobias K. Brenner—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 12968) for the relief of the estate 
of Dr. Joseph Moncla, deceased, late of Avoyelles Parish, La,—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12969) for the relief of the estates of W. R. 
Brown and Mrs. Elmyra Brown, deceased, late of Avoyelles 
| Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12970) for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth 
W. F. Chevis, deceased, late of St. Landry Parish, La.—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 12971) for the relief of Sarah J. 
Walker, of Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
| Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12972) for the relief of Mason Shipman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 12973) for the relief of the: 
| James T. Clement, deceased, late of Chester Cou 
| the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Dllinois: A bill (H. R. 12974) for the relief of 








state 


nty, Tenn.—to 


Mrs. Fredonia Burd, widow of John Candle—to the Committee 
| on War Claims. 
| By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 12975) granting a pension 


to Henrietta Bronson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12976) for the r 
lief of certain Indians by granting an appeal from the Commis- 
| sion to the Five Civilized Tribes to the United States courts—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 12977) for the relief of 
George W. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12978) for the relief of Walter Langley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 12979) for the relief of H. Grant 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12980) for the relief of Wormley E. Wra 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12981) granting an increase 
Lucy A. Dennis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H..R. 12982) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmon H. Short—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12983) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley S. Witty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12984) granting’ a pension to Caroline 
Carter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12985) granting a pension to William Varner 
Dykes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 12986) granting a pension to Ann J. Long— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12987) granting a pension to Isaac J. Tucker— 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12988) granting a pensior to Sarah A. Harl— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12989) granting a pension to Susan V. Chil- 


dress—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also.a bill (H. R. 12990) granting a pension to Solomon Powell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 12991) for the relief of Willie 
V. Stockwill—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 12992) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Heide—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12993) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hotchkiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12994) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel G. Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12995) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah B. Hirll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 12996) removing 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Thomas T. 
Inslee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 12997) removing the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Henry Bucksbaum—to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12998) for the relief of John P. Murphy—to 
the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 12999) granting a pension to 
Drewry Sellards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13000) granting a pension to Robert Elliott— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18001) granting a pension to Catharine 
Sinith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18002) granting a pension to John A..Miller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 13008) granting a pension to Cath- 
erine Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18004) for the relief of John Taylor Win- 
bery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: A bill (H. R. 18005) granting to the 
city and county of San Francisco, for water-supply purposes, the 
nse of certain lands in a forest reservation in the State of Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 13006) granting a pension to 
Gustavus Zacharias—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 18007) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick B. Schnebly—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18008) granting a pension to Sarah F, Hall— 
to the Commitittee on Invalid Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of citizens of Pulaski Township, 
Pa., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of electors of Neshannock Township, Pa., for in- 
crease in pay of rural carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of piano manufac- 
tnrers and dealers, in support of bill H. R. 9302—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels, in favor of the erection of a light-house 
on Outer Diamond Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, resolution of the Scranton Board of Trade, favoring im- 
provement of highways in the United States—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of V. A. Cox, W. L. Lott, and 50 
other voters of Columbus, Ga., for the passage of the Hepburn 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of Rev. J. W. Magruder and 74 other 
voters of Portland and Harrison, Me., for the passage of the Hep- 
burn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the executive council of the 





| 





St. Louis gymnastic societies, against the passage of the Hepburn 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Citizens’ Industrial Association of St. 
Louis, protesting against passage of the eight-hour bill—to tho 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BASSETT: Resolutions of the American Association of 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, for the construction of a 
light-house on Outer Diamond Shoal, North Carolina—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Petition of J.C. Mason and 239 other 
voters of Dallas, Tex., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James W. Lennett; papers to accompany bill 


| granting a pension to John T. Horner; papers to accompany bill 








granting an increase of pension to Wilson D. Monnett; papers to 
accompany bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas J, 
Lacey; papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to John B. Courtright; paper to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas R. May; papers to accompany bill 
granting an increase of pension to Perry C. Watson; papers to 
accompany bill granting an increase of pension to Daniel Will- 
hoit; papers to accompany bill granting a pension to George W. 
Baldwin: papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William H. Jenkins; papers to accompany bill granting a 
vension to Alfred G. O’Neal; resolutions of Indian Springs Post, 

o. 176, Grand Army of the Republic, of Missouri, and of Stephen 
Decatur Post, No. 142, of Medoc, Mo., in favor of a service-pen- 
sion law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolutions of the Western Associa- 
tion of Shoe Wholesalers, to enlarge powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels, for a light-house on Outer Diamond 
Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. $ 

Also, petition of mefchants of Paola, Kans., protesting against 
the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWIE: Petition for relief of Edward M. Boggs—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petition of Thomas Palmer, for relief— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Stonington, Conn., favoring the 
Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: Statement to accompany bill for relicf 
of estates of Celeste Belanger Tanner and Lemuel Tanner—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, affidavits for relief of Camile Berard, Bosman Lyons, 
William Burgess, Katherine Smith, J. M. Charpentier, Eli ©. 
Brown, Augustine Lastrappe, Jean Crouchet, and papers in case 
of Owen Conlon, all of uisiana—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, affidavits for relief of Florville Kerlegan, of Louisiana— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, affidavits for relief of estate of Rosemond LeBlanc, of 
Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: Resolutions of Milwaukee 
Foundrymen’s Association, protesting against passage of ‘‘A bill 
to limit the meaning of the word ‘conspiracy,’ and the use of re- 
straining orders and injunctions in certain cases’’—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Affidavits of Edwin Kirkpatrick, Capt. 
Isaac Niles, Ami B. Todd, and Thomas J. Majors; letters from 
Auditor of the Treasury for the War Department, Thomas A. 
Starrh, of Salt Lake City, Chief of the Record and Pension 
Office, and S. M. Chapman, of Plattsmouth, Nebr.; field order of 
Brig. Gen. R. B. Mitchell, and certified copy of proclamation of 
the governor of Nebraska, all in reference to Territorial militia 
of Nebraska, to accompany bill H. R. 8990—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of A. E. Bacon and 26 others, of Middleburg, 
Nebr.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Charles F. Dunbar and 50 
other voters, E. M. Fletcher and 32 other voters of Madison, and 
William H. Spencer and 90 other voters, of Skowhegan, Me., urg- 
ing passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania (by request): Petition of 60 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for passage of the Hepburn bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of Alvin Lawrence and 49 other 
voters, for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Commititee on 
the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Affidavits to accompany bill for relief | 

of Charles Haselton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavits for relief of John R. Ellis—to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Resolution of Grand Army 
the Republic Postof Windridge, Pa.. in favor of a serviee-pen- 
aie n law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. COUSINS: Protest against the parcels-post bill by cit- 
izeus of Haverhill, lowa—to the Comm ue : 
an 1 ae Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Friends’ Quarterly Meeting of Muscatine 
nd Ce en counties, Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn- Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ajso, resolution of the Iowa State Veterinary Medical Associa- 
tion, in favor of the Brownlow good-roads-bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petitions of J. H. Green and 44 other voters 
of E iffingham; J. W. Blair and 58 other voters of Topeka, Kans., 

nd Woman’s Missionary Society of Topeka, for passage of the 
Hi »pburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Rev. C. P. McClelland and con- | 
grevations of three churches of Pittsburg, for passage of the Hep- 
burn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Pittsburg Typographical Union, No. 7, in 
favor of the passage of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on | 


Dy 
DY 


on the Post-Office | 


| 


\lso, petition of sundry citizens of Kahoka, Mo., in favor of 


passage of ex-prisoners of war pension bill—to the Committee on 
invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. DAYTON: Papers relating to the claim of Andrew J. 
W eese—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, petitions of R. Hardwick and 17 others, James Logan Fish | 
and 8 others, W. H. Cornelius and 46 others, J. B. W orkman and 
2 others, and T. R. Alkire and 15 others, all of Davis, W. Va., 
for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee | 
on thy » Judiciary. 


- Mr. FULLER: Petition of Rev. Frank D. Sheets and 


Ko | 


ow 


ot! ers, of Rockford, Tll., for passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver | 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: Petition of Rev. W. H. | 
Austin and 22 others, of Meadow Bluff, W. Va., for the passage | 


of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolutions of General | 
unes L. Bates Post, No. 118, of Swampscott, Mass., for the pas- 
sage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
by Mr. GREENE: Resolutions of the Massachusetts State 
Board of Trade, favoring reduction of tax on grain alcohol—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the New Bedford Builders’ Exchange, fa- 
voring the building of a harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. i. ’ 

id resolutions of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, fav: 
ing appropriation for survey of New Bedford Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

\lso, resolutions of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels, favoring the building of a light-house on 
the Outer Diamond Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts State senate and house 
of representatives, favoring the enactment of a law pensioning 
life-savers, their widows, and minor children—to the Committee 
ou Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of Rev. Edgar C. Wheeler and 45 others, of Rock- 
lan 1; William Borg and 55 others, of Easton; Maj. E. H. Keith | 
and 57 others, of Brockton, and L. T. Norton and 60 others, all 
of Massachusetts ,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of John R. Dans and 33 other voters 
of Harriman, Tenn., for passage of the Hepburn bill—to the 
Cominittee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. HASKTINS: Resolutions of Whitney Post, No. 21, Grand 


f 


Army of the Republic, of Vermont, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Ny ‘Mr. HAY: Petition of Rev. C. W. Leftwith and 41 other | 
vot tiers of Ivy Depot, Va., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to | 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. HOLLIDAY: Petition of A. T. Riley and 35 other | 
voters of Greencastle, Ind., for the passage of the Hepburn bill— | 
to the Committee on the Judi “iary 
By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petitions of Joseph Garrison | 

end | 50 others, of Keyport, N. J.; H. M. Browne and 24 others, of 

Cranbury, N. J.; R. A. Leonard and others, of Atlantic High- 
—— _N. J., and Rev. W. T. Valiant and others, of Toms River, | 


on the Judiciary. 


.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— to the Committee | 
By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Resolutions of George Maxwell | 
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| of Springfield, Ohio, for passage of the Hepburn bill 
| mittee on the Judiciary. 


| Grand Army of the Republic of New York, 


| Committee on the 


Post, No. 5, Utah, Grand Army of th epublic, for the pass: 
of a service-pension bill—to the Comn ites on In ivalid Pensions 








Also, petition of the National Live Stock Association and Utah 
| Wool Growers’ Association, of Salt Lal e City, urging passage of 
| a bill for taking the census of agriculture in 1905 and every ten 

years thereafter—to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of Allentown National Indian Asso- 

ciation, praying that lands be grant “d to the landless Indians of 





northern California in severalty—to the Committee on the Publi 
Lands. 

Also, petition of Eli Bierman 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. KYLE: 


, for relief—to the 


RnR 


ie ] a 


Petition of Alexander nd E. H. Dornblaser, 


to the Com- 


By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 149 


of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the passage of bill H. R. 6, known 
| as the “ anticoupon ‘bill "—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, resolution of Brooklyn (N. Y.) Council, No. 165, of the 


| United Commercial Travelers of America, f: evening amendment 


to the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Jud 
Also, resolution of the North Dakota Retail 


at “lary. 


Hardware Associa- 


| tion, opposing the passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Coin- 


mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, resolutions of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels, of Camden, N. J.. favoring the con uc- 


tion of a light on Outer Diamond Shoal, North Carolina—to th 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ 
Tonks favoring a reduction of the internal-revenue tax on aico- 
hol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, resolutions from the United German societies of th 
of New York. opposing the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bi 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Aliso, resolution of Allan C. Bak 


Association of New 


— 


swell, past commander of the 
favoring the pi issage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolutions of theChicago Live Stock Ex 
approving bill H. R. 6273—to the Committee on Int 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Chicago Board of Trade 
H. R. 7871—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: oo om of W.S. Daniels and 50 other 
voters of Page, N. Dak., for passage of the He ‘pburn bill—to the 
Judici lary. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Resolutions of Phil K. Faulk Post, No. 18, 
Department of South Dakota, Grand Army of the Republic, for 
passage of the Sulloway bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

s810nS. 

Also, petition of A. G@. Young and 45 other voters of Brook- 
ings, N. Dak., for passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committees 
on the Judiciary. 


my 





, approyv ing bill 


Also, petition of A. C. Shepherd and 10 other voters of Ver- 
milion, S. Dak., for passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition =. the Winnor-Torgerson Lumber Company and 


mer, 


others, of Pal . Dak., protesting against the passage of the 
parcels-post bill-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. MILLER: Papers to accompany bill gr 








anting a pension 
to Thurlow W. Lieurance—to the Committee on Invalid Per ne 

Also, petition of citizens of Em:poria, Kans., for the passage of 
the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Also, petition of citi ens of Peabody, Kaus. Ss rf 
the Curtis bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

Also, petition of C. N. Swihart and 45 other voters of Px ly, 
and O. C. Olson and 21 other voters of Havensville, Kans.. f 8 
eS rn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of the American Association 
of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vesse on She bas lding of al t- 
house on or near Diamond Shoal, } North Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also. petition of manufacturers of Pennsylvania, urging passage 
of the bill to provide for untaxed denaturized alcohol ndus- 
trial purposes—to the Committee or n Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Charles J. K and 34 others, 
members of Mil Harb rr, No. 51, Am n of 
ee its of Steam Vessels, in fay f H.R \J— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, resolutions of the Milwaukee Fou lrymen’s As tion, 
against passage of the anti-injunction bill—to the C n 

the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PUJO: Papers to accompany claim of Laun _ 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of H. B. Folk 
and 29 other voters of Shelbyville, R G. W. M 1 L 20 
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other voters of Fayetteville, and W. R. Long and 48 other voters 
of Petersburg, Tenn.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. RIDER: Resolutions of the American Association of 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, in favor of construction of 
light-house on Diamond Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Ma- 
son Shipman, of Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of rural-delivery car- 
riers, in relation to salary of rural carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Phil Danehy, of East Wayne, Ind., in favor of 
the erection of a monument to the memory of Commodore John 
Barry in the city of Washington—to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the American Association of 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, approving construction of a 
light-house at Diamond Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of Genesee County 
(Mich.) Pomona Grange, favoring a parcels-post bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Papers toaccompany bill H. R. 5226— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 12502—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of Harley & Whitaker and other 
business firms of Defiance, Ohio, opposing the parcels-post bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr.SPARKMAN: Resolutions of the Pensacola Chamber of 
Commerce, asking Congress to prevent any legislation that would 
curtail the export and import business—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Rev. F. St. John Fitch and 81 
other voters of Bramford, and Rev. A. Irvine and 28 other voters 
of New Haven, Conn., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of North Dakota Hard- 
ware Association, against parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Minnesota Council, for preservation of big 
trees in California—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Plymouth Church, of St. Paul, Minn., for pas- 
sage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, in favor of 
the bill to prevent interstate telegraph and telephone lines being 
used for gambling purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Western Association of Wholesale Shoe 
Dealers, to extend powers of Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of Plymouth 
Congregational Church, St. Paul, Minn., for passage of the Hep- 
burn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Nor-Danish Baptist Church, of St. Paul, Minn., 
for passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 294, of Duluth, 
Minn., in favor of bill H. R. 6—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Memorial of rural free-delivery carriers of 
Waseca, Minn., for additional compensation—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of W. P. Lewis and others, for increase of com- 
pensation to rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of John Pratt and 23 other voters of Manchester, 
and F. A. Jones and 19 other voters of Preston, Minn., for the 
passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THAYER: Petition of Eli H. Brigham and 13 other 
voters of Sterling, Mass., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition of the American 
Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, for construc- 
tion of a light-house at Cape Hatteras—to the “Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of F. P. Hawkes and 39 other voters 
of Hudson, Mass., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of patrons of rural free- 
delivery carriers Nos. 40 and 42, of Gasport, N. Y., in regard to 
sian ne and salaries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

-ost-Roads. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Resolutions of the Western Association of 

Shoe Wholesalers, favoring the granting of certain additional 


powers to the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of McPherson Circle, No. 2, Department of 
Wisconsin, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, favoring 
the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resolutions of the Mannfac- 
turers’ Association of New York, favoring bill H. R.7056—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, favoring reduction of tax on alcohol—to the Committes 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the United German Societies of New York, 
against the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Brooklyn Council, No. 165, United Com- 
mercial Travelers of America, fayoring amendment of the bank- 
ruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 149, favoring pas- 
sage of bill H. R. 6—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Maritime Association of the Port of 
New York. favoring establishment of a harbor of refuge at Point 
Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Varuna Boat Club, of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
favoring improvement of Sheepshead Bay—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 25, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E>warp EVERETT HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on the request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. It is approved. 


BERTRAND D, RIDGEWAY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of Bertrand D. Ridgeway, executor of Lindsay Ridge- 
way, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 8878) to extend the provisions of the act of January 
21, 1903, to the Osage Keservation, in Oklahoma Territory; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of Fort- 
schritt Union, No. 12, of Cleveland; of the Liederkranz Singing 
Society, of Massillon; of the German Beneficial Union, No. 163, of 
Cincinnati, and of Germania Lodge, No. 7, of Cleveland, all in the 
State of Ohio; of the St. Francis Pioneer Corps, of Wilkesbarre; 
of the Turn Verein of Erie; of St. Joseph’s Society, of Lehighton; 
of the Washington Society, of Pottsville; of the Bloomfield Lieder- 
tafel, of Pittsburg; of St. Boniface Scciety, of Williamsport; of 
the St. Joseph’s Beneficial Society, of Allentown, and of the Turn 
Bezirk Verein of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Friends’ 
Church of Batavia, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liq- 
uors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of 
Henry, Ill., praying that an appropriation be made for the pur- 
chase of a national forest reserve in the White Mountains of New 
Hampshire; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Res- 
ervations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Graco 
Methodist Episcopal and the First Presbyterian churches df Ne- 
ogo, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Joseph A. Miller Post, No. 178, 
of White County; of Pope Post, No. 411, of Pana; of W. W. 
Wright Post, No. 327, of Toulon, and of R. G. Nance Post, No. 
756, of Loogootee, all of the Department of Illinois, Grand Army 
of the Republic, in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment 

















of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee 

n Pensions. 

“He also presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 230, 
\merican Federation of Labor, of Danville, I1l., praying for the 
passage of the so-called ‘* eight-hour bill;’’ which was referred to 
‘he Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Chicago, I1., 
romonstrating against the passage of the so-called ‘‘ anti-injunc- 
tion bill;’? which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
~ He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Chicago, D1., 
yomonstrating against the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
Mr. HOAR. I present resolutions adopted by the legislature 
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, in favor of legislation by 
Congress to protect food fish from sharks or dogfish, which I as 
be referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Senator from Massa- 
chusetts request that the resolutions be printed in the Recorp? 
Mr. HOAR. Iask that the resolutions be read. I think that 
deference is due to the resolutions of a State legislature. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 
The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on 
Fisheries, as follows: 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, in the year 1904. Resolutions in favor of 
legislation by Congress to protect food fish from sharks or dogfish. 
Whereas a species of shark, commonly known as “dogfish,” has become so 
rous along the shores that it is a menace tothe welfare of Massachusetts, 


us 









nt 
especially to that class of its population which follows the fishing industry 
for a livelihood; and 

Wh us petitions have been forwarded to the Congress of the United 
Stat king for a hearing in regard to the enactment of legislation which 
v protect the food fish of our coast from these sharks or dogfish: There 
5 ve 1, That the general court of Massachusetts favors such legislation; 
a 


ved, That properly attested copies of these resolutions he sent to each 
of senators and Representatives from Massachusetts in Congress. 
SENATE, February 9, 1904. 


Adopted. Sent down for concurrence. 
Henry D. Coonrnae, Clerk, 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 12, 190h. 
Adopted, in concurrence. 


JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk, 
Atrue copy. Attest: 
Henry D. Cooiipar, 
‘ Clerk of the Senate, 
Mr. HOAR presented petitions of George G. Meade Post, No. 
11 ‘Lexington; of P. Stearns Dawes Post, No. 57, of Cambridge, 
f Bridgewater Post, No. 205, of Bridgewater, all of the De- 


partment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, in the | 


State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
ie also presented a petition of the Woman's Club of Norwood, 
ass., praying that an appropriation be made for the purchase of 
a national forest reserve in the White Mountains of New Hamp- 
shire; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
and the Protection of Game. 

. GALLINGER presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 674, 
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I national Association of Machinists, of Nashua, N. H., pray- 
i at an appropriation of $2,000,000 be made to increase the 
( ity of the Naval Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

also presented petitions of Mount Washington Grange, of 
W field; of Marlborough Grange, of Marlborongh; of Sutton | 
( ce, of Sutton, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, and of the | 


iay Club of Winchester and of the Friday Afternoon Woman's | 


) of Farmington, all in the State of New Hampshire, praying 


Reservations and the Protection of Game. 


( 
for the establishment of a national forest reserve in the White | 
Mountains; which. were referred to the Committee on Forest | 


*. BURROWS presented a petition of Escanaba Lodge, No. 


515, International Association of Machinists, of Escanaba, Mich., 

‘ing that an appropriation of $2,000,000 be made fi 
‘gement of the Naval Gun Factory at Washin; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


, 
a] 
al 








Lansing, Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called anti- 


wr the en- | 


ton, D. C.; | 


so presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 72, of | 


injunction bill; which was referred to the Committee on the | 


Judiciary, 

e also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Williamsburg, Mich., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of int x ating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, 


7 


con Heights, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
provide for the closing on Sunday of the Lewis and Clark Cen- 
tennial Exposition; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Jwii ciary, 


\tr. DRYDEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Had- | 
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He also presented memorials of Henry R. Tell, of Trenton; of 
the Star Porcelain Company, of Trenton; of the Eureka Flint and 
Spar Company, of Trenton; of Thomas Maddocks Sons & Co., 
of Trenton; of Benjamin Atha & Co., of Newark; of Cole & Tay- 
lor, of Trenton, and of J. D. Margeram, of Trenton, all in the 
State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called ‘‘ eight-hour bill,’’ and also the anti-injunction bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented a petition of Typographical Union 
No. 162, of Jacksonville, Fla., praying for the passage of the so- 
called ** anti-injunction bill;’? which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Northeastern District Chris- 
tian Endeavor Union of Florida, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prevent nullification of State liquor laws, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCREARY presented a petition of the Christian churches 
of Georgetown, Ky., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 4448) 
for the relief of the Central University of the State of Kentucky 
and A. R. Burnam and John Bennett; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of Portsmouth Grange, 
No. 27, Patrons of Husbandry, of Portsmouth, R. I., praying that 
increased appropriations be made for the support of agricultural 
experiment stations; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of Island 
Lodge, No. 238, Independent Order of Good Templars, of Spokane, 
Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented petitions of sundry citizens of Boone, 
Towa; of the Western Retail bnplement and Vehicle Dealers’ As- 
sociation, of Kansas City, Mo., and of the North Dakota and 
Northwestern Minnesota Implement Dealers’ Association, pray- 
ing for the repeal of the present bankruptcy law; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Free 
Methodist Church of Radcliffe, of sundry citizens of Dunlap, and 
of the congregation of the Congregational Church of Dunlap, all 
in the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Samuel J. Kirkwood Post, No. 8, 
of Iowa City; of George H. Emerson Post, No, 268, of Iowa; of 
Sutherland Post, No. 171, of Waucoma;: of ‘or - Post 

t 





. 





uuil 


> 


246, of Lamont; of H. J. Simpson Post, No. 505, of Lake View; 








of J. M. Holbrook Post, No. 342, of Delhi; of Chauncy Lawrence 
Post, No. 163, of Iowa; of Cascade Post, No. 369, of Caseade: of 
Shelledy Post, No. 84,of Monroe, and of Jason D. Ferg 1 Post 
No. 31, of Nevada, all of the Department of Iowa, Grand Army of 
ic, 1 tate of Lowa, praying for the e tment of a 
pension law; which were referred to the Co! n 

ns. 

. PENROSE presented petitions of Hurst Post, No. 86, of 
Camptown;: of Phelps Post, No. 124, of East Smithfield: of Post 
No. 168, of California; of Colonel George A. Cobham Post, & 1, 
of Tidioute, and of loeal post of Windridge, all of Depart 
ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the R« bl State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for th na ent of a a 
law; which were referred to the Committee on I 

Mr. LONG pre ted 2] nm of tl t 
Presbyterian Church eral, Kans. aay 
ment of legisla tor the in : 1 
ricating liqt 3; Waich 3 i d to t { 3 
Judiciary. 
Mr. FRYE presented a petit of the Congress ¢ » of 2 
County, N. Y., praying for the enactment of : , 
g of all men and supplies in ‘ t 3 


for the carryin 
{ 


ports instead of by contract with foreign vi 3; whick 1s Ie 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Shipbuilders’ Association 
of the Pacific Coast, of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating t 
the enactment of legislation to extend the time i] t 
wise navigation laws to interisland traffic in 1 s; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Philippi 

Mr. HEYBURN presented petitions of Mc] t, No. 3; 
of A. T. McReynolds Post, No. 19, and of W. T Post, 
No. 39, all of the Department of [dal L Arm: ; 
Republic, in the State of Id p y for t fa 


service-pension law; which were reierred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 
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INTERSTATE LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ipresent excerpts froma hearing before 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce upon the bill (H. R. 
15331) to limit the effect of the regulations of commerce between 
the several States and with foreign countries in certaincases. As 
this is an important matter, I move that the matter be printed as 
a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMERICAN INSTITUTE, PARIS, FRANCE. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
the subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill (S. 4594), to incorporate the American National Institute 
(Prix de Paris) at Paris, France; which was read twice by its 
title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (8. R. 35) to incorporate the American National 
Institute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France, reported adversely 
thereon; and the joint resolution was postponed indefinitely. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 4577) for the relief of 
the estate of Cyprian T. Jenkins, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4578) for the relief of C. W. Mof- 
fatt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4579) for the relief of Lemuel | 


Turner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4589) to correct the military record 
of George Gwynn; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 4581) granting a pension 
to Milly Washington; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


° ° “ a ° ° . | 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4582) granting a pension to Evaline | 


Elrod; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 4583) granting an increase | 


of pension to Charles Bowen; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4584) for the 
relief of John F. Byars; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 4585) to authorize the 
Southern Indiana Railway Company to constructa railroad bridge 
across the Wabash River in Vigo County, Ind.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 4586) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Angeline P. Root; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 4587) granting certain 


property to the town of Coeur d’Alene, Kootenai County, Idaho; | 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4588) granting a pension to Hannah B. Nyce; 


A bill (S. 4589) granting an increase of pension to John L. Jane- | 


way; and 


A bill (S. 4590) granting a pension to Annie Valerie Stockton | 


(with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (8. 4591) to authorize and di- 
rect the Secretary of War to purchase certain lands on the battle- 
field of Gettysburg, and making appropriation therefor; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 4592) to provide for 
the purchase of additional ground and the enlargement and im- 
provement of the public building at South Bend, Ind.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4593) granting an increase 
of pension to D. C. McMillen; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4595) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Eliza J. Mahon; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claimas. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4596) concerning receipts 
and bills of lading issued by common carriers engaged in interstate 


| 





commerce relating to property transported in such commerce: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committes 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 4597) making an ap- 
propriation fora public building at Houston, Tex.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 4598) providing for 
the erection of a public building at the city of Fernandina, Fla., 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $6,500 for grading and improving California avenue. 
from Phelps place to Massachusetts avenue, in the District of 
Columbia, intended to be proposed by him to the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the ap 
propriation for the salary of the fire marshal of the District of 
Columbia from $1,200 to $1,800, intended to be proposed by him 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the ee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM submitted an amendment proposing to ap 
propriate $125,000 to enable the Commissioners of the District 
Columbia to purchase Analostan Island, in the Potomac River, 
near the city of Washington, intended to be proposed by him to 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the nares on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 

orinted. 

; Mr. WARREN. Isubmit an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $12,000 for 3,000 medals of honor, to be prepared with suit- 
able emblematic devices and to be presented, in the name of Con- 
gress, to such officers, noncommissioned officers, and privates as 
have most distinguished or as may hereafter most distinguish 


¢ 
L 


| themselves by their gallantry in action, intended to be proposed 


to the army appropriation bill. I move that the amendment be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. As the consideration of the army appropriation bill by 
the committee is nearly completed, I ask that the printing of the 
amendment may be made special and sent to that committee. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The printing will be made 
special. The amendment will be referred to the Committee on 


| Military Affairs. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $71,000 as the share of the United States for the erection 
of a building to be used as permanent quarters in the city of 
Washington, D. C., for the International Bureau of American 
Republics and the Columbus Memorial Library, and proposing to 
appropriate an additional sum of $50,000 to acquire a site upon 
which to erect said building, intended to be proposed by him te 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to t 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submittted an amendment providing for a test of 
one 8-inch or 10-inch elevating gun carriage of A. H. Emery’s de- 
sign, and authorizing the Secretary of War to close the contract 
with said Emery under which he is now making a 12-inch gun 
carriage and loading apparatus, by relieving him from all further 
work thereon and contracting with him for either an 8-inch or 
10-inch disappearing gun carriage to be furnished by him in place 
thereof, intended to be proposed by him to the fortifications ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment authorizing the joining of 
Kalorama avenue, Washington Heights, through lot 1 of Litile’s 
subdivision, so as to include a triangular piece of ground measur- 
ing 186 feet on Columbia road and 150 feet on Nineteenth street 
extended, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

FERNANDINA (FLA.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause 
survey to be made of the harbor of Fernandina, Fla., with a view to establish- 
ing a harbor line and to determining the necessary improvements for pro- 
viding a harbor of uniform and adequate depth for ocean-going vessels. 
NEWPORT (R. I.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. WETMORE submitted the following concurr<nt resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
_ Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a sur- 
vey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of extending the area 
of light-draft anchorage in the southern part of the harbor at Newport, R. L 


he 
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SURVEY OF WATEREE RIVER, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. TILLMAN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
cocretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause to be prepared from 
 vailable data, if the same be on file in the War Department, and to submit 
« report with an estimate of cost of obtaining a channel in Wateree River, in 
the State of South Carolina, from its mouth in Santee River to Camden, 8.C., 
of sufficient depth and width to render it navigable by any and all boats 
which can navigate Santee River as far up as the mouth of the Wateree: 
Provided, That if sufficient data for the purpose are not available in the War 
Department the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to cause an ex- 
amination and survey of Wateree River to be made with a view to obtaining 
- channel as hereinbefore described, and to submit a report thereof, with an 

timate of the cost of the improvement, the expense of such exammation 

1d survey to be paid from the appropriation for “ Examinations, surveys, 
and contingencies of rivers and harbors.” 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 8878) to extend the provisions of the act of 
January 21,.1903, to the Osage Reservation, in Oklahoma Terri- 


tory. was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 


on Indian Affairs. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Iask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 11825, the agricultural appropriation bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11825) making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
still open to amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There are two or three minor amendments to 
which I call attention. On page 27, line 24, the word ‘‘into’’ was 
strickenout. Ithinkthe commashould also be stricken out and the 
word ‘‘and”’ inserted; so as to read: 

For experiments with reference to their introduction and cultivation in 
this country. 

I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On page 38, by mistake, the amendment in 
line 15 was made in the wrong place. The words *‘ who shall be 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCum- 
BER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I observe by the Recorp that during 
the debate yesterday a provision which is on page 20.I believe, of 
the print of the bill that we were then considering was stricken 
out, a point of order having been made against it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On what page? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is on page 21 of the new print. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is on page 21 of the print of the bill 
now before us. It was a provision which was inserted by the 
Senate committee and went out on a point of order. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that it contemplated new legis- 
lation. I think it will be found by an examination of the provi- 
sion on page 20 that the Secretary of Agriculture has been given 
authority from year to year to do precisely what it was proposed 
to do in this new provision. However, to get around that objec- 
tion I propose an amendment at the end of line 3, page 21, of the 
new print of the bill, as follows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of Agriculture may fix and collect fees for 
the examination of samples of seeds submitted to him and apply the money 
so received to the support of such work. 

I send the amendment to the desk. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It simply broadens the duties which 
the Secretary is now performing, and I do not think it can be held 
that it is new legislation. It merely authorizes the Secretary to 
make a charge for examining such seeds as may be submiited to 
him. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


Let the amendment be read again, Mr. 


| President. 


chief of Division ’’ should be restored, with ‘‘ Bureau ’’ substituted | 


for ‘* Division;’”’ so as to read: 

One entomologist, who shall be chief of Bureau. 

And the words in lines 19 and 20, ‘‘ who shall be assistant chief 
of Bureau,’’ should be stricken out. 

I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. PROCTOR. On page 40, line 17, the same change should 
be made. 
restored and the word ‘‘ Bureau”’ substituted for ‘‘ Division;’’ and 
in lines 19 and 20 the words ‘‘ who shall be assistant chief of Bu- 
reau”’ should be stricken out. It would then read: 

One biologist, who shall be chief of Bureau, $3,500; one assistant biologist, 
$1 SOW), 

I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to suggest to the chairman | 


of the committee that in the amendment, which is now printed so 
that we can all see it, on page 34, line 25, before the word “* arti- 
cles,’’ there ought to be inserted the word ‘‘such;”’ so as to read: 

Whenever he has reason to believe that such articles are being imported 
from foreign countries. 

This would make it refer to the articles, because we have changed 
the beginning of the paragraph, altering the form it had in the 
original bill, and it makes it more explicit. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Iofferalsoanamendment. After the words 
‘‘ United States,’’ on page 35, line 1, I move to insert the follow- 
ing: 

Or which shall be falsely labeled or branded either as to their contents or 
as to the place of their manufacture. 


| Let me refer to the provision which is already in the bill. 


The words ‘‘ who shall be chief of Division’’ should be | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 
The SECRETARY. On page 21 of the reprinted bill add at the 
end of line 3 a colon and the following proviso: 
i 


ing 
Provided, That the Secretary of Agriculture may fix and collect for 
the examination of samples of seeds submitted to him, and apply the money 
so received to the support of such work. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Now, Mr. President, just a moment. 
: ; ; In the 
new print of the bill, on page 20, will be found these words: 


The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to obtain in the open mar- 
ket samples of seeds of grass, clover. or alfalfa, test the same,andif any such 
seeds are found to be adulterated or misbranded, or any seeds of Ca i blne 
grass (Poa compressa) are obtained under any other name than Canada b 
grass or Poa compressa, to publish the results of the tests, together wit 
names of the persons by whom the seeds were offered for sale 


MViUue 
h the 


Now, at the end of that provision I propose to add the proviso 
which I sent to the desk, which simply allows the Secretary to 
make a charge for the examination of such seeds as are submitted 
to him by persons in the trade. I do not think that that is 
legislation. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator has removed one ob- 
jectionable feature which was found in the amendment that was 
ruled out by the Chair, but that was nota feature which attracted 
my attention in making the point of order. It is still legislation, 
new legislation, and general legislation, applying to all the fu- 
ture, in giving new powers to the Secretary, and especially upon 
the point of collecting fees, which he can not do now, and apply- 
ing those fees to this work, when the general law is that in all 
cases where it is not otherwise provided the fees shall be turned 
into the Treasury. The amendment is just as much subject to a 
point of order as the other amendment, in my view. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota docs not state the Senate rule correctly. It is not the House 
rule, which provides against new legislation. The Senate rule pro- 
vides against general legislation. In the opinion of the Chair the 
amendment offered by the Senator from North Dakota is general 


new 


| legislation and subject to the point of order. 


Also, after the word ‘‘ branded,’’ in line 13, on the same page, I | 


move to insert ‘‘either as to their contents or as to the place of 
their manufacture.”’ 

This reduces the matter entirely to foods and drugs and liquors, 
and covers other than merely injurious articles. It corresponds 
to what we were speaking of yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SzcreTaRY. On page 35. line 1, after the words ‘‘ United 
States,’* at the end of the line, insert: 

Or which shall be falsely labeled or branded either as to their contents or 
as to the place of their manufacture. 


And on the same page, line 13, after the word “‘ branded,” in- 
Sert: 


Either as to their contents or as to the place of their manufacture. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Of course, if the Chair is inclined to 
rule in that respect. I will not offer any further suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amend- 
ments? Is a separate vote desired on any of the amendments 
which have been reported from the Committee of the Whole to 
the Senate? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator in charge of the bill toa matter apparently in- 
dicating a double appropriation. On page 35, in line 19 and the 
subsequent lines, it reads: 

Provided. also, That not to exceed $15,000 of this sum may be used to ir 
tigate the chemical and physical character of road materials. 

On page 54, line 2 and following, it is provided as follows: 

To make investigations in regard to the best methods of r 
the best kinds of road-making mate 


yes- 





ad making and 
rials in the several States 


It appears to me that this is a double appropriation, and I wish 
to ask the Senator from Vermont if it was so intended? 
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Mr. PROCTOR. It was not,and I hardly think itis. I see the 
provision at line 20 on page 35. I should like to ask the Senator 
what is the other? 

Mr. CULBERSON. On page 54, beginning atline 2. It reads: 

To make investigations in regard to the best methods of road making and 
the best kinds of road-making materials in the several States. 

That is included in the total of $65,000, and the bill indicates, 
as I have said, apparently at least, that there is a double appro- 
priation to inquire intothe best materials for road making. That 
isthe point. 

Mr. PROCTOR, I think it is hardly a double appropriation. 
Certainly it was not intended for one. The first one is strictly a 
chemical examination. The second is a general examination as 
to the best methods of road making and the best kinds of road- 
making material. That is not entirely or necessarily a chemical 
test. by any means. 

Mr. CULBERSON. But the Senator will observe that lines 21 
aud 22, on page 35, provide for ‘‘ the chemical and physical char- 
acter of road materials;’’ and ‘‘ the best kinds of road-making ma- 
terials,’’ on page 54, would simply be a duplication. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, this is not the only duplication 
there is. There is another one of the same character on page 37, 
to which I wish tocall the attention of the Senator from Vermont. 
In the appropriation for the Bureau of Soils there is the following, 
in line 7: 

For the investigation of the cause and prevention of the rise of alkali in 
the soils of the irrigated districts. 

If the Senator will turn to page 53, beginning at line 5, he will 
find the appropriation for “irrigation and drainage investiga- 
tions.’? Now, go down to line 12 and it reads: 

For the removal of seepage and surplus waters by drainage, and upon the 
use of different kinds of power and appliances for irrigation and drainage. 

There is a duplication. It seems to me that if you strike outin 
the first item on page 37 those words there is power enough to do 
all you want to have done on page 53. I wish to move some lit- 
tle amendment to page 53 before we get through. I do not want 
to interfere with this business, but it seems to me that it would 
be hardly worth while to have two items here of this kind. If, 
on page 53, the langnage is not broad enough it ought to be en- 
larged, and on page 37 those words should bestrickenout. There 
is a littl more on page 37 about the rise in alkali, etc., but that 
is of no consequence one way or the other. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The wording of this measure bas been left 
with members of the committee from the arid region, and I pre- 
sume the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] will explain it 
satisfactorily. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, that is true of the wording on 
page 53,and I should be glad to have it remain substantially as it 
is, but as to the wording on page 37,I think it was not submitted, 

pecially to the members of the Senate committee from the arid 
n. I think that the language came with the bill from the 








Mr. TELLER. Yes; it was placed in the bill by the House. 

Mr. WARREN. And it doubtless came to the House from the 
Bureau of Soils. Perhaps they were not aware when they drew 
the item for insertion in the bill that it might be comprehended 
in the appropriation for the irrigation service. 

I hope the Senator from Colorado, in moving to strike ont, if he 
feels that it is necessary to do so, will move to strike it from the 
Bureau of Soils rather than from the other item, where it properly 
belongs. 

Mr. TELLER. I think we might amend the provision for the 
irrigation and drainage investigation so as to give sufficient au- 
thorit 
with practically the same question. 

Mr. WARREN. Iwill say that I am in sympathy with the 
intention of the Senator from Colorado, who understands the 
subject-matter of both these provisions, and so far as I am con- 
cerned, as a member of the committee, I am willing to accept his 
proposition to enlarge the latter item if he chooses. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill suggest some amendments which I think 





the committee, for he understands this question. 
page 53, 


after the word ‘‘ laws,’’ I move to insert the words “‘ of 

the States and Territories.’’ It reads: 
e To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate and report upon 

I do not suppose anyone will object to that amendment. 

‘The PRESLDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
offers an amendment which will be stated. 
The Secretary. On page 53, line 7, after the word “laws,”’’ 

t the words “‘ of the States and Territories.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. TELLER. 
see if the Senator who has the bill in charge or any member of 


in 











Now, in line 10, I want to read the clause and | 


the committee will not agree that what I propose is a better 
method. It is to make a report— 
upon the use of irrigation waters, at home and abroad; with especial sug. 


gestions of better methods for the utilization of irrigation waters in agricul. 
ture than those in common use. 


That is a call.on the Department to find something better, and 
it is an intimation that they can find something better. I think 
they can accomplish all they want by striking out the word 
‘**better,’? in line 10, and inserting the words ‘‘ the best,”’ and 
then striking out the words ‘‘ than those in common use,’’ in ling 
11. It will then read: 

With especial suggestions of the best methods for the utilization of irriga- 
tion waters in agriculture. 

That will give them just as much authority as they have now, 
and a little more. 

Mr. WARREN. There is no objection to that amendment. 

= TELLER, It will not confine them to looking for new 
methods. 

Mr. WARREN, All right. 

Mr. TELLER. Then, on line 22, where it reads ‘‘ a due regard 
to the varying conditions and needs,’”’ I move to insert the words 
‘‘and laws’’ after ‘‘ needs.’’ 

Mr. WARREN. There is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. It will then read ‘conditions and needs and 
laws of the respective States and Territories.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
proposes an amendment, which will be stated. - 

The Secretary. In line 10, page 53, strike out the word 
‘*hetter’’ and insert in lieu the words ‘‘ the best.’’ 

In line 11, after the word ‘‘ agriculture,” strike out the words 
‘‘than those in common use;’’ and in line 22, after the word 
*“needs,”’ insert the words ‘‘ and laws.”’ 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to interfere on page 37, if any- 
body thinks an amendment there will interfere with the scheme. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Inline 10I did not understand that the article 
‘“*the’’ was put in before ‘‘ best.” 

Mr. TELLER. It is ‘‘ the best.”’ 

aa PROCTOR. I did not understand the Secretary to so 
Teac it. 

Mr. TELLER. My amendment is to insert “ the best”’ in place 
of ‘‘ better.’’ I should like to inquire whether the Senator from 
Wyoming thinks that if we eliminate some of the matter on page 
387 it would interfere with the scheme of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the last amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, Ido not want to appear to be 


| interfering with any effective work on this proposition, but I 


thought that perhaps we were duplicating it here somewhat. 
Mr. WARREN. Upon reflection, my idea is that while we 
seem to be providing for the same work under two appropriations, 
one is of the practical side and the other, perhaps, the more scien 
tific side. I think possibly that the Bureau of Soils are designing 
through their analyses to test out certain properties in certain 


| soils, while the Bureau of Irrigation in the Agricultural Depart 


ment is expected to be very practicable and to direct its attention 


| to informing the farmer, as a farmer, how to apply the waters of 


irrigation to the growing of various crops and to report their e 
periments under the same. 

I do not believe it would do any harm to leave the language in, 
although it may seem like a duplication. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not want to offer any amendment to the 


mn ¢ é | item on page 37. 
y, ifit does not now, and not have the two branches dealing 


Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Vermont does not seem 
to be disposed to adopt the suggestion I made a little while ag 
but I wish to call attention to it more fully than I did at that time. 

Under the Bureau of Chemistry there is provided an appropria 
tion of $15,000 to be used to investigate the ‘* chemical and phys 
ical character of road materials,” as shown at page 35. 

Under the head of ‘‘ Public road inqniries’’ an appropriation iv 


“ 7 ; : : | made for the Secretary to investigate in regard to the best meth 
the Senator from Wyoming will not object to as a: member of | 


In line 7 on | 


ods of road making and the best kind of ‘‘ road-making materials 
in the several States,’’ as shown at page 54. 

It is clear to my mind, however it may be to others, that the 
Bureau of Chemistry is authorized to investigate the physical 
character of road materials, and the Department intrusted with 
public-road inquiry by another appropriation is charged with the 
duty of making the same investigation. 

I should like to clear it up, if Ican; and I suggest to the Senator 
from Vermont if on lines 21 and 22, page 35, the werds © and 
physical character’’ be stricken out the two appropriations can 


| stand, so that the Bureau of Chemistry will investigate the chem- 


ical character of road materials and the road department will in- 
vestigate the physical character other than may be involved in 
the chemical character of road materials. . 
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Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator would strike out the words| Mr. BACON. Itisathing which calls for governmental action 


‘‘and physical” leaving the word *‘ chemical.”’ or for the action of some one who will take a general view of it and 
Mr. CULBERSON. Yes. make some practical experiments of a general character which 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from Texas | will assist somewhat in determining as to the propriety of this ap- 

offer that amendment? propriation. My knowledge of the matter is altogether unofficial, 
Mr. CULBERSON. I move to amend as I have suggested. I may say, but it has been gathered in the course of all my life, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. | as I have been familiar from early childhood with the methods 
The SECRETARY. On page 35, lines 21 and 22, strike out the | used by Georgia farmers in making sugar-cane sirup for the use 
vords “and physical.”’ of their families and to supply the demands of their immediate 

The amendment was agreed to. neighborhoods. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the junior Senator from The sirup which is generally found in commercial business, as 
Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] yesterday suggested that he was somewhat | I understand—speaking now of the cane sirup—is the residuum 
irritated because of some strictures that had been made in refer- | after the making of the sugar; in other words, it is the drippings 
ence to certain provisions in this bill; and since then I have hesi- | from the sugar, which is afterwards by some process of refining 
tated to even make an inquiry. Ido not want to be put in the | converted into sirup and used for table purposes. 
attitude of opposing the Department of Agriculture in any of its The farmers of Georgia from my earliest recollection, and for 
beneficent work; we all recognize what it has done and what it is | a long time preceding that, have been making sirup which is not 
doing; and yet it is possible that there are certain matters in this | a residuum, but which is a product of the cane juice, boiled toa 
pill which ought to be inquired into, and possibly amended. I am | point where the cooking is arrested prior tothe stage where gran- 
going to call attention to a very trivial matter—I apprehend it | ulation begins. So that this particular sirup is not one from 
will be so considered—for the purpose of information. On page | which the sugar has been extracted, but it contains the sugar, 
85, line 23, I find this provision in the bill: and to that extent, possibly—at least it is so thought—is superior 


That $15,000 thereof shall be used exclusively for the purpose ol tarvestiant to the sirup which is residuum from sugar obtained from drip- 
ing, determining, and reporting the proper treatment and process in order | PINgS while it is being manufactured. : : ; 
to secure uniform grade and quality of first-class table sirup. This sirup has never heretofore been a commercial article in 


Mr. President, that same provision was in the bill of last year. ton — “ery: sree 8 aa eo - mee - _ rae = abe . on 
Fifteen thousand dollars was appropriated last year to investigate Sa Dl i ee ae ; ee lorid: ib 4d > ws Ca me ap a ae 
the proper treatment and process in order to secure uniform grade | 4" a oe tl} ee eee if OstGR vit ae ‘d = dj i ‘th a 
and quality of first-class table sirup. Fifteen thousand dollars toeaiia’ neighborhood Ti or one ying : hi ae Soo Mae 
would have paid five chemists a salary of $3,000 a year each to | WN 18 5 ety aencene el a hades waaaieee . 9 sci 
make this investigation. We now duplicate the provision and | 82. oe iiffe te ee eee eee se sso 
give the Department $15,000 more for those chemists to continue he ee rear ae eats Os Ss eee eee 

eo . een, in consequence of that, the greatest variety and difference 
this investigation as to table sirup. in tl ties nal wand alt te of Whi: hoviceitieee’ Chamert 

Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to call the attention of the Sena- | ! the eure a Se he t hed it att ee cooked rt 
tor from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] to the statement which the Sena- | ™¢"*: = : he —— liffori pay - = ie ae eer ae - 
tor from New Hampshire is making. sirup, which is mat ©, di ering in 1e Way 1ave indic ate from 

a 1 as the ordinary commercial sirup, and has become impressed with 

Mr. BACON. Very well. a. hae ahah a 2 weil Se ol ale € that kind could 1 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Georgia, if | 2° 2¢¢4 that if a uniform grade of sirup of that kind could be 

2 cn nae : : : . hte made, so as to be put upon the market and its character recog- 
he is particularly interested in this matter—for I do it for infor- | ~. at aniin: aiiiaiand 42 atoutd bentans & valuable wectuct 
mation—that I was calling attention to the provision in the bit) eee oy» eee eee a cee ene a vata? Drewes 
appropriating $15,000— not only so far as its money yield was concerned, but valuable for 
“— R : the consumption of the people of the country. In this I quite 

For the purpose of investigating, determining, and reporting the proper | agree, believing as I do from a life-time experience with it that 
tre rag = ee order to secure uniform grade and quality of first- | the Georgia cane sirup when carefully and properly made is the 
—e ae very best table sirup that is made anywhere in the world. 

Mr. BACON. On what page is that found? Iam not able to state with accuracy what is the particular 
Mr. GALLINGER. It is found on page 35 of the new print of | work which has been undertaken by the Agricultural Depart- 
the bill, commencing on line 23. ment, but my general understanding is that it has probably 

Mr. President, I ventured to suggest that in the last appropri- | erected some simple works sufficient for the purpose of taking a 
ation bill a similar provision was inserted. So the Department | comparatively small quantity of the cane juice and manufacturing 
of Agriculture has had at its disposal during the last year $15,000 | it into sirup, the purpose being to establish through practical ex- 
to make this investigation. Now, another sum of $15,000 is pro- | periment a process by which what should be ascertained to be 
vided for in this bill for, I presume, continuing thatinvestigation. | the best standard of sirup would be made, which process would 
What I wanted to know was this: I am interested in having good | be afterwards used by the sirup makers, and in that way some 
table sirup, as everybody is, and I know we get a great deal of | uniformity be secured in the character of the sirup which would 
very poor table sirup. Those of us who have been in the habit of | be thereafter manufactured. 
using maple sirup to some extent have been compelled to feel that The Senate will easily note the fact that so long as there is no 
there is a very wide difference between a good article and a poor | very large production of this sirup and so long as it is left to the 
article. But has the Department of Agriculture published any | individual work of each farmer, this diversity and difference will 
bulletin or given any information as to the progress the Depart- | necessarily exist. Of course the whole matter is based upon the 
ment is making in this matter? Are we appropriating money to | judgment of the Agricultural Department; that if properly sys- 
enable chemists to carry on these investigations? tematized and the method properly ascertained, this would be an 

As I remarked a moment ago, I will say to the Senator from | extremely valuable product. It is with a view to that,as I un- 
Georgia that $15,000 would give five chemists a salary of $3,000 a | derstand it, that the work has been undertaken by the Agricul- 
year each, and we can employ very good chemists for a much less | tural Department. ‘ 
sum than that. Itisasmall item; but what I should like to know I repeat, I have no detailed knowledge of what has been done 
is whether we are getting any information on this subject, and if | by the Department, and it is only in a general way that I have 
not, would it not be well to add to this provision that the Secre- this information. 
tary of Agriculture shall report to Congress the results of that Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I wish to assure the Senator 
investigation? from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] that no part of this ap- 

Mr. PROCTOR. There could be no harm at all in that; but I | propriation has been used for investigating maple sirup. That 
think there has been a report. does not need any investigation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. For the purpose of bringing this matter; Mr.GALLINGER. SolI understand. 
before the Senate in proper form, I will offer this amendment, after Mr. PROCTOR. That speaks for itself. If you get your sup- 





the word “‘ sirup,’’ on page 36, line 1, to insert the words: ply from Vermont, you will be sure to have the finest table sirup 
in the world. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. GALLINGER] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 36, line 1, after the word “sirup,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

And the Secretary of Agriculture shall report to Congress at its next ses- 
sion the result of said investigation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I read this item in the bill with considerable 
curiosity, and when the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] took 
the floor I expected that it would be explained. What first-class 
table sirup is, or could be defined to be, was beyond my compre- 


_ And the Secretary of Agriculture shall report to Congress at its next ses- 
sion the result of said investigation. 


Mr. BACON. Ihave noobjection to that, but before the subject 
is dismissed, I desire to say a word or two onit. Iam notable toan- 
swer specifically the inquiry of the Senator. Ido have some little 
eeneral knowledge of the work which it is desired to accomplish, 
but Iam not able to say to the Senator what progress has been 
made. Possibly, if Isay a word as to the nature of this product 


4 Mr. GALLINGER. ‘I should be very glad to have the Senator 
0 wR, 














































































































































































































































































































&) 


~— 


24! 


hension. 
breathe first-class air or to drink first-class water. Of course the 
chairman of the committee would define first-class table sirup as 


maple sirup, and nothing else, and Iam inclined to agree with him. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I have already defined it as that. 
Mir. ALDRICH. 


h Yes; the Senator has already done so; but the 
Senator from Georgia, as I understand, thinks that first-class 


table sirup is something which is made in Georgia from cane. 

I suppose there are thousands of different kinds of table sirups 
ased in the United States. It seems to mea rather useless sort of 
thing to appropriate money to get the Secretary of Agriculture to 
define what first-class table sirup is or to fix the formula to be 
used in the manufacture of sirup. The object, I suppose, is to 
give employment and to enable people in different parts of ‘the 
country, who think theirsirup better than that made at any other 
place, to get the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. BACON. 1did not hear more than half of what the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island said, and consequently I may have misun- 
derstood him, but I think this proposition is one in accord with 
what has heretofore been recognized as legitimately within the 
province of the work of the Agricultural Department, which is to 
properly ascertain by practical experiment how the great agricul- 
tural interests of the country can best be promoted. In this way 
the Department of Agriculture has extended its work to investi- 
gations and experiments all over the United States as to all the 
different kinds of agricultural products, and a véry great work 
has been accomplished in giving information secured as the re- 
sult of practical experiment, which has been of immense service 
to the agriculturists of the country, and adding largely to our 
agricultural products. 

There is no doubt about that, and it is one which is thoroughly 
appreciated, not by one section alone, but by all sections. 

As to this particular work, it seems a very simple matter to 
show its correspondence, in work which has been done and the end 
which is sought to be accomplished, with all other work which 
has been undertaken and accomplished by the Department through 
investigations and experiments with the intent to lead the agri- 
culturists of the country to the knowledge of what is the best way 
to do certain things and to accomplish certain results in any par- 
ticular branch of agriculture. 

As to whether or not the Department is going to determine what 
first-class sirup is, of course that is very largely a matter of judg- 


ment for the consumer; but it is within the range of practical | 


knowledge for the officers of the Department, by experimenting, 
to themselves come to a conclusion as to what methods will pro- 
duce a sirup which they and other parties of ordinary knowledge 
and taste would determine to be of the best grade, as the Depart- 
ment may with anything else. 

The purpose of this is not in any way to aid any particular in- 
dividual in the marketing of his crop by any direct act of the Gov- 
ernment, but it is for the purpose of determining what is the best 
process of manufacture. If the New England Senators who are 
now so partial to maple sirup will make a trial of first-class Geor- 
gia sirup they will agree with me that it is a long way better than 
any other kind. 

It is a fact, which has been developed by the analyses of the 
Agricultural L 2partment, that there is a very great difference in 
the saccharine . ,atter which iscontained in sugar cane in different 
sections of the country, and it is developed that different charac- 
ters of soil are adapted in one case to the production of sugar and 
in another case to the production of sirup. The analysis shows 
that the Georgia sugar cane is very rich insaccharine matter, and 
highly suitable for making the very best sirup. It is an industry 
capable of very large development, and it is with a view to en- 
couraging and promoting if inthe same way that the Department 
of Agriculture has endeavored to encourage and promote the de- 
velopment of other agricultural interests. It is with that view 
that this work has been undertaken. It is not a-work which is 
liable to be extended indefinitely or to involve any large expense; 
certainly it will involve a very small expense proportioned to the 
results which may be reasonably anticipated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. May I ask the Senator from ‘Georgia a ques- 


tion? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will speak louder, I will, with 
pleasure. endeavor to answer him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think a large proportion of the sirups used 


in the United States are made from glucose. Now, with the Sena- 
tor’s knowledge—and he seems to have given this matter much 
study—does he think that first-class sirup could be made from 
glucose? 

Mr. BACON. Iam quite sure that nothing like glucose is used 
in the region where these experiments are to be conducted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not in Georgia? 

Mr. BACON. No, indeed. I do not think such a thing has 
ever been used, and certainly it will not be in the operations con- 
ducted by the Agricultural Department. The sirup made in 
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sugar-cane sirup, without a y 
artificial or deleterious substances. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, when I first read this pro 
vision my. disposition was to move to strike it out, but as I assuz 
I did not know as much about it asI ought to know, for t) 
reason I raised the inquiry. It seems to me if the amendmen: 
have offered is adopted—-and I presume it will be—that we s} 
obtain the necessary information next year to enable us to dei 
mine whether this work ought to be continued or not. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator state what is the amendmen 
proposed by him? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Simply asking the Secretary of Agri 
ture to report as to the result obtained during the two years t 
this matter will then have been under investigation. 

Mr. CLAY. We have no objection to that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The only additional observation I wish to 
mate is that I want to enter my protest against the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Proctor] advertising the maple sirup from his 
State and apparently prejudicing the product from New Haimp- 
shire. We make just as good maple sugar and maple sirup as 
they doin Vermont. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire |Mr. GALLINGER), 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I desire to offer a slich 
amendment, on page 53, line 7, after the word “ rights,’’ to in- 
sert the words ** of appropriators and.”’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SEcReTARY. On page 53, line 7, after the word ‘rights,’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ of apprepriators and.”’ 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to make an.explanation of t! 
amendment. This is a very wide and far-reaching investigation 
which is proposed for the Agricultural Department as to the 
‘rights of riparian proprietors and institutions relating to irri 
tion and upon the use of irrigation waters, at home and abroad.”’ 

We inherited from England the idea of riparian rights. There, 
in ancient times, and until quite recently, when water bezan to 
be used in manufacturing establishments and for other similar 
purposes, it was thought best for all concerned to have water run 
in its natural channel. The water was not needed forirrigation., 
When people went to California a different condition of things 
prevailed. There it was necessary to take water out of the chan- 
nel, convey it long distances, and use it for mining purposes. 
The persons owning land upon the streams objected, but the 
courts there held that the principles of the common law as to ri- 
parian proprietors did not apply; that the principle of appropria- 
tion applied. The prior appropriation governed. Water appro- 
priated for a beneficial use, followed up with reasonable diligence 
gave prior right to the appropriators. 

Settlers spread over the Territories, nearly all of which passed 
laws in regard to water appropriation. The Congress of tlie 
United States recognized that doctrine in the act of 1866 aut! 
izing the construction of ditches over the public domain. The 
Supreme Court has also recognized the right of prior appropria- 
tion in the region where prior appropriation of water is al! 
portant. 

The same doctrine as to riparian appropriators applies to other 
countries as well as to ours. If we look to the countries similar 
in character tomuch of the western portion of the United Sta 
where they irrigate, we will find that prior appropriations there 
prevail against riparian owners. That was the custom with t! 
ancients. Where there was desert land that needed to be irrig2' 
the principle of appropriation applied. But where jand neede’! 
irrigation, where it was important that the water should flow in 
the stream, there the principle of riparian ownership prevailed 
that is, the person owning the land had a right to have the w: 
flowin thestream. In such cases the water could not be diver 

If this matter is not intelligently investigated, if the lav 
England and the laws of the West are not taken into consid™ 
tion, and the conditions and practices that prevail in other ir 
gating countries are not looked into; in other words, if there | 
not a broad view taken of the question, the investigation will ! 
worse than useless. If somebody merely takes up an old law lx 
and studies the common law of appropriation, we will get a 7 
port here that will be very prejudicial. I think that when t 
question of riparian rights is considered consideration should a 
be given to the rights of appropriators for mining purposes anu 
for irrigation, which are protected by the courts of the West. | 

My amendment simply calls attention to those rights whic’ 
have been recognized by the State laws, by the United Stat 
laws, and even by the Supreme Court of the United States, in r 
gard to the proper use of water by appropriators, in order that tli 
proposed investigation may not be too narrow. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. ; " 
The Secretary. On page 53, line 7, after the word “ rights, 
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“% | a 
it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘of appropriators and;’’ so as time we may be able to legislate more directly to the point to 
to read: cure this evil; but let him commence with the limited powers that 
rigation and drainage investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agri- are given him by this amendment, with the end in view that we 
cu to investigate and report upon the lawsas affecting irrigation and | may ultimately provide some penalty and get closer to the ques- 
the hts of appropriators and of riparian proprietors and institutions relat- Siem of saniahment aftes we have t oe tate 
inv | irrigation and upon the use of irrigation waters, at homeand abroad, ete. | 4° ee ee See Caper nas. 
The amendment was agreed to | a oe Mr. FE “ae Le ne I understand the Senator from 
T One. : | Idaho [Mr. HeEYBURN], he describes the amendment as conf g 
Mr. LODGE. I move to amend the amendment adopted, on ee es J, is a ee tae “a th ; cay ae 
; : . ie : ‘ s simp! J he regulation of inter- 
page 39, line 14, by inserting, after the words ** small fruit.”’ the haa aalnieaitn aes ihn don nae Se ie Mecieiidane oft Maeda 
; ; : ; oe ‘ ¢ : is ¢ he Secretary of Agriculti 
words “shade trees.’’ The chairman of the committee informs t oes wet going to object to that a tia to tie mower Ther 
: we % Tae+1 © 4 yer by GMLULLIV) Min PUWOIS I ) 
me that there be _ objection to that amendment. are Senators here more familiar with the workings of interstate 
Mr. PROCTOR. I accept the amendment of the Senator. =e Zt aioe Setar os 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 

-+< offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

[he SECRETARY. On page 39, line 14, after the word “ fruit,” 

it is proposed to insert the words “ shade trees;’’ so as to read: 
Bureau of Entomology: Promotion of economic entomology; investigating 


Bt 


the ory and habits of insects injurious and beneficial to agriculture, hor- | 
ti re, and arboriculture; ascertaining the best means of destroying those 
found to be injurious, including an investigation into the ravages of msects 
affecting field crops; investigations of the insects affecting anal fruit, shade | 
trees, and truck crops, etc. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. On page 27, 
insert: 

Provided, That the Secreta 
her .uthorized, to make suc 


fort 


at the end of line 5, I move to 





rulesand regulations and to take such action 





that are sold under false names as to their variety or character as shall pre- 
yent the shipment from or into any State, Territory, province, or dependency 
of the United States of such seeds, trees, plants, or vines. 

[ will say, Mr. President, that the evil is a growing one. I rep- 
resent in part one of the number of fruit-producing States in the 
United States where we are particularly victims of this evil prac- 
tice that has grown up. 
evil is one that is not discovered until after the lapse of several 
years, and we find that we have vast orchards of trees of no value, 
trees which turn out to be mere seedlings or trees of some other 
variety than those selected. 

lhe same is trueof the vines and small fruits as well as of seeds. 


This year in one county, after six years of waiting, it was found | 


necessary to dig up and destroy something over 9,000 apple trees 
that proved to be of no value, 

They are sold by agents from nurseries in other States into 
these new States that are building up this frnit industry; and 


measure at least, be prevented by an intelligent investigation of 
the subject and the making and enforcing of such rules as will 
provide for honesty in the description and sale of these articles. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
an amrendment, which will be stated. 
The Secretary. On page 27, line 5, after the word “ plants,” 
at the end of the line, it is proposed to insert: 


Provided, That the Secretary of Agriculture shall have power, and he is 
hereby authorized, to make such rules and regulations and to take such ac- 
tion forthe prevention of interstate commerce in seeds, trees, plants, and 


Unfortunately, in the case of trees the | 


The Senator from Idaho offers | 


of Agriculture shall have power, and he is | 


prevention of interstate commerce in seeds, trees, plants, and vines | 





, ; P : : ; : | thing we have a right to demand. 
this damage is a very serious one, which I think might, in a | 


| general public suffers more than in its horse 


commerce thanIam. There isacommittee that has that subject 
in charge. But I do think, Mr. President, that if are to be 
protected against the wiles of gentlemen who sell bad seed and 
who sell defective fruit trees, there are a numb 


ve 


ir of other t gs 


that we ought to be protected against. 

In my portion of the country certain men are in the habit of 
going about and peddling lightning rods. They are ft ? 
bad lightning rods. I think we ought to have them inspected by 
the Government, if this is to be done, before they are put on 
houses. 

Other men go about in my country and sell a great many other 
things—ladders and things of that sort. I imagine sometin 
that the ladders that are sold are not very good ones. And ‘ 
are sold by traveling peddlers or agents. I think those ought to 
be inspected, and we ought to have a Government inspector for 
that purpose. I am sure that in the matter of book agents I ain 
appealing to a very wide sympathy when I say protection against 
them would be very valuable. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, if we are going to give interstate 
commerce into the control of the Department of Agriculture, and 


if we are going to have the articles that are peddled or sold 


‘ Aa Aa Aa y 
agents or travelers in this way protected, we ought to extend it. 
I do not think we ought to limit it merely to seeds and fruits. I 


have no doubt of the desirability of the protection in that dir 
tion, but there are a large number of other articles which. if v 


are to turn the regulation of imterstate commerce over t» the Ag- 
| riculture Department, I think ought to be equally protect 
Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Massachus 
| thinks, on the general theory of protection against sharp pra ’ 
| and cheating, two men ought to be allowed to change horses when 


the likelihood is that one or the other will get cheated if there is 
not Government protection? 

Mr. LODGE. Ii seems that protection in horse trades i 
There is nothing o1 L 
there is probably more cheating and nothing as to wh 
trades. I 1 
we could have a large corps of veterinary surge nplo 
the Government to examine horses and certify to them, it \ 
be a very great protection. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, this is not a new 
| idea in legislation by any means. Neither is it an idea that can 
be laughed out of court. Neither is the preposition a : one 
| that because you can not remedy all evils you ought not to at 


vines that are sold under false names as to their variety or character as shall | 


pre’ 
pendency of the United States of such seeds, trees, plants, or vines. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, everyone recognizes the evil 
of which the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HeyBuRN] complains, but 
it seems to me he is going about securing a remedy in a very 
queer way. If we will pass an act here making it a penal offense, 


ent the shipment from or into any State, Territory, province, or de- | 


punishable after conviction in the courts, to foist this kind of stuff | 


on people who want to plant orchards, that is one thing; but to 
undertake to put it in the power of the Secretary of Agriculture 
to interfere with the great nursery industry of this country and 
to harass, and, you might say, bedevil them, honest as well as 
dishonest ones with all sorts of I do not know what sort of reg- 
ulations, I think is going a little too far. 

n fact, it seems to me that we are trusting so much to the zeal 
and intelligence and common sense of the present Secretary of 
Agriculture that we are willing to do most anything in the en- 
largement of the powers of that Department. If we should hap- 
pen to get a fool in there some day, as we undoubtedly will, be- 
cause we have had in the past, we do not know what harm may 
come, I hope the Senator will go about remedying this wrong, 
this nuisance and abuse, in some other way than this. 


my State we have large orchards, and we are harassed—I | 


might say we are robbed—by planting trees thinking they are one 
tung, and then in three or four years, after we have cultivated 
them and they come to bear, we have found we have been swin- 
dle \. But this is not the way to go about remedying that evil. 
‘ir. HEYBURN. I should like to make a suggestion to the 


Senator from South Carolina. I have attempted to be conserva- 
five in framing this amendment with a view that the Secretary 
. Agriculture may enter upon the consideration of this question 


y virtue of authority given him in this act, Perhaps in a short 


| 


tempt to remedy any. We have legislated time and again on tho 
agricultural bill on subjects connected with agriculture where 
things are carried on to the detriment of the people. Cert: 
it will not be claimed either by the Senator from Massach 

or anybody else that this would not bea good t} 


plish if it can be done. It is properly in place on the agricultural 


lng to a 


bill. If the citizens of Massachusetts are in danger o r 
swindled by lightning-rod agents the Senator can protect the citi- 
zens of Massachusetts in their guilelessness in some otber bi 
Mr.LODGE. That certainly affects the farmers. does it 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Perhaps the farmersin Massachnu- 
setts. The farmers of other States are able to protect then S. 
Mr. LODGE. I see. Then why can not they protect them- 


selves on fruits, as our farmers do? 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Lightning rods do not come into 


ordinary consumption. Fruits are directly concerned with 
culture and come properly under the suggestion at least, if not 
the control, of the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the fruit industry is very per- 


manentinitscharacter. Landsthat are worth eight orten dollars 
an acre are converted into lands worth $500 an acre in our > 
by being converted intofruitlandsororchardslands. TT] 





ment seems particularly pertinent to an agricul 1 bil 
is for the purpose of considering those things that afi 
farmers and their home life and their prosperity. [haven 

| that if a horse bill was before the Senate ora lightning-1 
any other bill of that kind, the amendment might be of md 
considered by the Senate. But,it is no answer to this a i- 
ment to say that because a man may be taken advantage of ina 


horse trade or in the purchase of ligitning rods, he should not Le 
protected from imposition of this kind which may affect th 
perity of an entire country. 

Within the last twenty years the sage-brush plains of southern 
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Idaho have been converted into orchards, and while men have not 
always been deceived as to the variety of fruits and vines and 
plants they have purchased and planted, yet they have been de- 
ceived to that extent by the agents of nurseries in other States lying 
far to the east that it becomes acrying evil, and thereis an actual 
necessity for its remedy at this time. 

Where should we goin seeking such a remedy if not to the agri- 
cultural bill? We have experimental stations for all other pur- 
poses. Why not have such an organization within the Agricul- 
tural Department of the Government as will detect and provide 
means for protection against this evil. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Idaho 
does not class me along with some other Senators who have spoken 
and have cast ridicule and have rather tried to laugh this amend- 
ment out of the Senate. I donot belong tothat class. Iam here 
objecting to the scope, the consequence. I want to stop this 
swindling of people by selling them one apple tree, which, if it is 
a genuine one, is very valuable, and when it comes to grow to 
bearing age they find that they have something else, absolutely 
worthless. The purchaser of such an article has not only lost the 
money which he paid for the tree originally, but he has lost all 
his time and the fertilizer and everything else in cultivating it 
and in bringing it to the stage of bearing. 

That is an evil, but it is not to be remedied in this way. I want 
a penal statute regulating interstate commerce in cases of this kind 
which will make it permissible for the man who has been swindled 
to go into the United States court, without regard to the amount 
involved, and go back on the man who sold him the stuff and have 
him punished; but do not come here and spread the Agricultural 
Department all over creation. You will destroy it if you do. 

I am in favor of the Agricultural Department. Iam in favor 
of the work that itis doing. Ihave great respect for the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture. He is aman who has done more than any 
other man that I know of in this country in the last fifty years in 
behalf of agriculture. But I confess I do not see the wisdom or 
the good policy of undertaking to clothe him with these altogether 
improper powers. If you want fruit trees inspected, he can not, 
by any machinery which you can give him, go all over the country 
and stop swindling. Let us punish the swindlers rather than un- 
dertake to put somebody in possession of a power which will in- 
volve, as I said in the beginning, an immense interruption and 
bother and trouble and harassment of’ the great nursery industry 
of this country. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to ask the Senator whether or 
not we have information enough at this time or have progressed 
far enough in this matter to take up the question of prescribing a 
penalty for the infraction of a law which does not yet exist? Is it 
not better for us, by providing that he shall make rules and reg- 
ulations for the purpose of determining the extent, the effect, and 
the character of the evil, to lay the foundation for doing just 
what the Senator says should be done now? Is the Senator ready 
at this time to propose a specific provision of law for the punish- 
ment of this evil? Is the evil sufficiently circumscribed and de- 
termined at this time? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems to me that the Senator and I have 
both described the condition, which is one in which men who buy 
fruit trees and vines of one kind, which would be valuableif gen- 
uine, and which prove to be utterly worthless, are swindled. We 
can, in the proper bill here, punish swindling on trees just as 
readily as on anything else. We punish the people who distill 
illicit whisky up and down the mountain streams in the back- 
woods. There is not any trouble,if the Senator will turn his at- 
tention to having a bill passed here for that purpose, to punish 
this swindling in the Federal courts, because it is interstate com- 
merce, by putting the amount down to $50 or $10 or any other lim- 
ited amount that he wants, which will bring the case within the 
purview of the courts. He need not go and undertake to investi- 
gate. If he is going to continue to have an examination of this 
thing for three or five years before he legislates to punish the evil, 
we will never get any results. I suggest to him that I will coop- 
erate with and help him to frame a bill which will reach these 
peddlers and swindlers who rob people, and we can do it more 
readily and certainly more effectively than in this way. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I spoke only half seriously. I 
did not know that the amendment was very seriously intended. 
But as it has been given a serious turn, I should like to point out 
that the growing of fruits and vines and the use of seeds are not 
confined to one State. It is something which is common to the 
whole country. Even in my little State, Massachusetts, Worces- 
ter County was the third county in the United States in the value 
of its agricultural products in the census of 1890. It is oneof the 
first of the counties to-day. We use alarge number of trees and 
vines and seeds of small fruits and vegetables. Why should the 
people who use those things be singled out for Government pro- 
tection any more than anybody else? 

There are a great many other articles in use among the farmers 


in which they are entitled to just as much protection; 
should the farmer be singled out for protection above all ot}: 
American citizens? Mr. President, I am in the habit of tak 
pretty liberal views of the powers of Government, but th; 
paternalism run mad to suppose that we are to have the heads of 
a Department here to protect every citizen of the United Stato: 
in everything he buys. If you undertake to protect them on one 
thing, there is no reason why you should not undertake to protect 
them onanother. The fruit grower and the grower of vegéta)leg 
have no better claim for Government protection than any other 
class of American citizens. 





and why 


ing 


8 is 


It seems to me, Mr. President, to undertake to have the Govern. 


ment come in and protect every buyer against every seller is q 


scheme utterly impossible in practice. Men have their redress jy 
courts now. Are we to undertake to abolish the old doctrine of 


caveat emptor and to suppose that everybody has to be taken care 


of by the Government like a child in swaddling clothes to see that 


he is not swindled? It was not in that way that this country has 


been settled and built up, but by independent, capable men, able to 
look out for themselves. You can do a great deal to protect the 
public on matters which the courts can not reach, but are we to 
enter into the daily business and to say that we must protect all 
those in the country who are exposed to the liability of making 
bad bargains? 

If you once begin it, there is no place where you can draw the 
line. It seems to me to be entering upon acourse of policy utterly 
alien to anything that we have ever done. . 

Moreover, Mr. President, this undertakes to turn the regulation 
of interstate commerce into the Agricultural Department. | do 
not believe that this is a wise thing to do, and I agree with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] that to undertake 
to spread the Agricultural Department and its powers in this way 
is the worst thing for the Department that could be done. [am 
entirely friendly to the Department and am a great admirer of 
the Secretary. 

Mr. President, I believe this amendment is entirely out of erder, 
and I make the point of order on it. 

Mr.TELLER. Mr. President, I do not know that I undetstand 
exactly what this amendment is. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let it be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator allow it to be read? 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have it read again, co as to 
know what it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
Secretary will again read the amendment proposed by the Senator 
froin Idaho. 

The SECRETARY. 
sert the following: 

Provided, That the Secretary of Agriculture shall have power, and he is 
hereby authorized, to make such rules and regulations and to take such action 
for the prevention of interstate commerce in seeds, trees, plants, and vines 
that are sold under false names as to their variety or character as shal! pre 


vent the shipment from or into any State, Territory, province, or dependency 
of the United States of such seeds, trees, plants, or vines. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, that may serve a very useful 
purpose, and undoubtedly it would, but there are a good many 
other things that ought to be attached to it, it seems to me, if we 
are going into it. 

Now, out in the country in which I live, under the liberal postal 
regulations, our people send to New York and Boston and oiler 
places and buy goods. They frequently find when they get tlie 
goods that they are not what they supposed they were. \W iy 
should we not put in some provision of this kind to protect them: 
It is not simply the farmer, but the whole community. , 

It seems to me that this is such an important question that |! 


It is proposed, after line 5, on page 27, to in- 


ought not to be passed on in haste. However, it seems to mo 


that this proposition is very pertinent to the pending Dill, for 


there is practically everything in this bill except what oug!it t> 


be in it. We had some trouble getting in a little provision that 


might help some sections of the country and some classes of to 


people and benefit everybody. a 
I find in this bill some things that strike me as very wonderfu', 
and I want to inquire of those who have this bill in charg:—! 


want to inquire of the party in power, the party we have bern 


told again and again here has the responsibility of legislation 


where this system of the Government doing everything and the 


people doing nothing for themselves is to stop? 


r. President, I find in this bill two provisions: First, that the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall examine chemically, as the bill now 
stands, of what kind of material roads in the farming districts are 


to be made. 
stituents. 
of age who does not know of what material a road in the nele!! 
borhood in which he lives ought to be built. Now, is there an) 
necessity for this provision? Are the people of the farming ‘| 


It is confined now, I believe, to the chemical cou 


the rural districts, where they have been making roads for tw” 


hundred and fifty or three hundred years, so ignorant that tlc) 


You can not pick up anywhere a farmer's boy 15 yeu's 


l 
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have now to come here and get Congress to appropriate money to | ing to him that he has the opportunity, and no farmer is dem 
experiment as to what class of stone they shall dig from the hills | ing this relief, as it is called, to the farmer. Who does demand 
and pile in the roadway in order to make a good road? : | it, Mr. President? I get petitions from people in my State who 
For this purpose I find that $15,000 is appropriated. It strikes | want a rural delivery established on this line or the other. In 
me that in the agricultural field you can find many things on | nine cases out of ten it is the man who wants to be the mail car- 
which to spend $15,000 usefully to the agriculturist instead of get- | rier who gets up the petition. Everybody will sign it, and as you 
ting this information. have entered upon that system I send the petition to the Depart- 
Then, on another page I find thereis an appropriation of $65,000, | ment, and in many instances they grant it and in some instances 
making an appropriation of $80,000 in this bill, for what? To/| they donot. If they do not, then you have given a cause for one 
give the people of the United States information as to how to | community to complain if they have any desire for the rout 
build roads; to tell the people how they shall construct the wagon You can benefit the farmer in a thousand ways better than you 
roads of the country. can by sending the mail to his door. It is true t 


Then, I find more than thatin this bill. I find that the author- 
ity is given tothe Agricultural Department to construct a road as 
an object lesson. Where is the Secretary going to construct it? 
If he constructs it in New England, what good will it be to the 
people of the great West? Or, if he builds it in the great West, 
what good will it be to the restof thecountry? Anobject lesson! 
You will find it on the last page of the bill: 

And object lessons in road building; for the employment of experts, local 
and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor. 

There is no end to whatcan be done under this provision except 
the limit of $65,000. It is the only limit. Absolute authority is 
given to go into the country and interfere with the public high- 
ways. There is a bill pending in the other branch of Congress 
appropriating $24,000,000 for the purpose of building roads this 
year. There is a bill in the Senate, and we listened here to an 
argument of an hour on it, which will cost $500,000,000 if it is 
carried out, but it is said that it will be expended so much this 
year, so much the next year, and so on, and we will not feel it. 

I believe in the Government of the United States keeping up 
with the progress of the times, but I do not believe that it is nec- 
essary that the Government should commence giving instructions 
to the people of the United States about building roads, and, above 
all, I know it is not in the province of this Government to build 
roads in the several States of the Union at an expense of $24,000,000 
or any sum whatever. 

I do not deny that under the old system, when the mails were 
and could be carried only over the roads in wagons, the Govern- 
ment did build some roads, and that in the early history of the 
country the Government did build a road across the mountains 
to open the great country known as the “‘ Northwest country.”’ 
But are we going to enter upon a system of making roads? Is the 
Government going to take from the States that which they have 
been doing and doing successfully—the building of their own roads? 

Mr. President, in my youth I went into a country without law; 
I went into a country where there was no regulation except what 
the people themselves made; a country that was open, and where 
for three years the people lived without any interference on the 


part of the General Government or the State of Kansas, which | 


claimed some jurisdiction over it, or a part of it at least, and 
where there was never a dollar collected from anybody for taxes 
during that time, and where the people maintained all the proper 


relations of a government of the people, by the people, and for | 


the people. 


Mr. President, it was a country in which it was difficult to. 


make roads. But we made our own roads. We made them by 
putting our hands in our pockets to build the roads necessary to 
open the country so that one community might have intercourse 
with another. We built the roads up the mountains; we built 
them over the mountains, and all that has beendone. And while 
Colorado is a comparatively new State, I say here, although Iam 
getting letters from le there saying they want the Govern- 
ment to build roads there, the people of Colorado, as a people, do 
not want the Gevernment of the United States to interfere with 
thei : domestic and local affairs, and do not want it to build any 
roads. 

Mr. President, you can not go on with this condition. You are 
to build an object lesson. How long is it to be? Is it to be an 
object lesson 10 miles in length or 1 mile in length? And when 
Yr m build an object lesson in one community, you will have to 

mild one in another and one in another and another, and there is 
no end to it. 

Mr. President, a few years ago, to satisfy, as was said, the dis- 
affection and discontent of the farming community, we adopted a 
system which is now known as “ rural mail delivery.”” I know 
something of the people who live on farms. 
until I was old enough to go out and take care of myself. 
come in contact with farming people all my life. 
Was no considerable demand by the farming people of the United 
States for the introduction of a system that is already costing us 


I lived on a farm | } 
I have | government in the world. 
I know there | 





county newspapers, which send out their papers through the mail 
free under the statute, have been, perhaps, the 


cates of rural mail delivery. Butlam not going to spend any 
time on that. 

I rose, Mr. President, only to say that I think somewhere there 
has to be a check on these appropriations; somewhere there has 
to be a going back to the old doctrine that you have no right to 
raise from the people more taxes than the absolute necessities of 


the Government demand. Every dollar that you spend, whether 
it is for roads in Massachusetts, or New York, or Colorado, comes 
out of some man’s pocket. It is not essential to the good condi- 
tion of society. It is not necessary for the preservation of the 
Government. It is not necessary at all that any money should 
be spent for this purpose in any portion of the country, except it 
be in Alaska, and there you would be the last to spend it. 

Mr. President, this bill contains an appropriation of $450,000 
for forestry. I do not mean to say anything against the forestry 
business. I am a lover of trees, and I think likely I have planted 
as many trees as almost any other man in public life. But it is 
not the duty of the Government of the United States to plant 
trees for the American people. This morning I received in my 
mail a letter from a man out on the prairies who said that the 
grange to which he belonged had instructed him to ask me to 
have the Government establish a tree farm in that neighborhood 
to raise timber, he said, for the farmers of the country. Ireplied 
to him early this morning, and I said: 

If you want to raise trees on the great prairies of our country, you will 
have to doit by your own industry and exertions, and you can not depend 
upon the Government of the United States, which is abselutely incapable of 
doing it and at the same time doing justice to every other part of this great 
country. 


tear 





If you enter upon it in one section, you must enter upon it in 
all. We have extended our appropriations to an alarming extent. 
We have from a comparatively small national expense gone to an 
expense that is terrifying to the men who stoptothink. You are 
demanding in every Department of this Government an increased 


| appropriation, whether it be for the Treasury Department or any 


other. Your navy appropriation has gone, since I have been here 
in the Senate, from $13,000,000 to an estimate to-day of $105.000,- 





000. In 1889 the entire expense of the American Army and Amer- 
ican Navy was $55,000,000. Last year it was $218,000.000 or 
$220,000,000. This year, Mr. President, it will be still higher. 
Now, add to that your road building, add to that your forest 
reserves, and your planting of trees upon the sides of mountains 
and upon the Great Plains, and you have got to revise your r¢ ue 
laws. You are facing a deficit im this fiscal year. There is un- 
doubtedly to be a deficit and not a surplus, although a surplus is 
| estimated for by the Treasury Department. Next vear the Treas- 
ury Department says there will be a deficit, and the next year 
there will be another deficit, and the deficit will grow as the ap- 
propriations grow, and as they must naturally grow. Yet, Mr. 





| 
} 
| 
| 
} 


| 
| 


| 


President, they ought not to grow abnormally. 
If you are to give the Secretary of Agriculture the right to in- 


terfere with all the commerce of this country, and give to the 
Secretary of the Treasury the sanre right, which yon have civen 
under the interstate-commerce law, the expense must be paid for 
by somebody. 

I know, as everybody knows, that a country like ours, growing 
rapidly, must increase her expenses, and increase then liciently, 
I will say, to carry on the Government in the wny t! (tov- 


ernment was intended to be carried on by the men who created it 
It never was intended, Mr. President, that the people of 
should not do their duty and take care of the affairs in the States. 
It never was intended that the Government should do for indi- 
viduals what individuals can do better for themselves than any 


Now, Mr. President, I know it is not of any use to m 
strike out the provision about roadmaking. [It 
the House. It is the tendency of the times. 


e to 
comes here from 
It is the y of 


end 


$20,000,000 a year, and before we get through will cost us a hun- | the party in power, Mr. President, to increase the revenues by in- 


dred million dollars a year. 

I know that the farmer boy who lives 8 or 10 miles away from 
his post-office, if such a case can be found in these days, and it 
rarely can be, wants to go to town once a week, and it is a bless- 





| 


creasing taxation on the people. That is the way of the party in 
power. I donot care which party it is, whether it is Democratic 
or Republican; it is the way they keep in power when they get 
hold of the purse strings. 
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Now, Mr. President, I know how futile it is to make these ob- 


jections. I know that they will fall upon deaf ears, and I will 
simply be charged with entering, as usual, a complaint. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. Are there further amendments to the bill? 

Mr. BAILEY obtained tke floor. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to say 
a word in reply to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. Probably the Senator from Ver- 
mont could reply to two of us at one time if he would wait until 
I have finished. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I am willing to take it either way; but I 
think the Senator would probably like to have an opportunity to 
reply tome. It will not take him a very long time. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam entirely willing 

Mr. PROCTOR. Suit yourself. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; I amentirely willing that the Senator from 
Vermont shall proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I do not rise to reply to the 
charges of the Senator from Colorado as to the party in power. If 
1 had the ability or inclination I should hardly do it at this time. 
I agree with him substantially as to the legitimate province of 
the National Government and our State and local governments in 
these matters. ButIthink thisline may fairly be drawn, that it is 
right for the General Government proper and its duty to do what 
it can in the educational line. I think that is perfectly legiti- 
mate. 

In reference to roadmaking and forestry, I think that the work 
which is being done and will be done is very useful indeed. I 
had a conference the other day with the road commissioner of 
my State, who has done most excellent work. 

We have had a general appropriation there, and a provision for 
making a certain amount of permanent roadway. I find from 
his experiments that there is great doubt whether the systems of 
roadmaking that we have taken from other countries, the mac- 
adam and telford roads, answer the purpose in this country that 
they dothere. The difference in climate makes a great difference. 
On account of our drier climate those roads do not stand as well, 
and the cost of repair, for which he gave me some very interesting 
figures, will be very much greater. 

Now, there is a very earnest effort, I presume, from every State 
in this direction. Weare receiving petitions in regard to national 
aid for roads. I think the Senator and others can well reply, if 
they are opposed tosuch an appropriation, that we do everything 
we can properly do. We examine the material, we examine the 
different systems, and we make a small appropriation, and there 
can be no question about that, fairly distributed, for an object 
lesson; and beyond that we ought not to go. It strikes me that 
instead of an entering wedge to what the Senator apprehends, it 
is really the best reason to be given against it. 

In regard to forestry, that isa matter which is attracting great 
attention allover the country. There isneedof it. Weare losing 
the best of our timber very rapidly indeed, and I think the money 
appropriated to that industry is well expended. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that if we 
do not now understand the best methods, in my judgment it be- 
longs to the States to find out what is the best method, and not to 
the United States. If the people of Vermont, after the existence 
of that State for one hundred years, do not know how to build 
roads, the State of Vermont ought to take some steps to get the 
information necessary to build good roads. I do not think they 
need any. I think they have had experience enough and know 
how to build good roads. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I simply want to welcome the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop@r] and the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to my small minority in this body. I 
have stood here day after day and protested against this pater- 
nalism until I had about given over the hope of ever inducing 
anybody to believe again that there was any point at which the 
operation of the Federal Government ought to end and the efforts 
= the individual citizen, county, municipality, or State ought to 

egin. 

But surely when so confirmed a Federalist, I might say so con- 
firmed a Nationalist, as the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
protests against this hasty, general, and indiscriminate substitu- 
tion of the action of the Government for the action of the indi- 
vidual, I may well be encouraged to believe that it will finally 
get so bad that it must get better. That is about the only hope, 
however, I have that there will ever come a time again when men 
will rely upon themselves rather than upon the Government. 

For my part, I rather wish that the Senator from Idaho had 
succeeded in ingrafting upon the bill that amendment which seeks 
to accomplish the impossible thing of making all fruit-tree venders 
honeat. The next step, and that would fail, would be a proposi- 
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tion for a civil-service examination to be held for all these fruit. 
tree and seed venders. The Secretary of Agriculture would jg 
authorized to give them certificates for varying degrees of honesty 
and good behavior. 

A man who sold apples for apples and pears for pears and did 
no more than to misrepresent the exact variety of his apple or 
pear trees would probably have given to him a certificate of fair 
honesty, and a man who not only sold the particular fruit, but tho 
particular grade of fruit he professed to sell would probably be 
given achromo with a certificate tied with a blue ribbon for each 
dozen trees that he happened to sell. 

I see no more objection to requiring people to stand an exam- 
ination as to their intelligence and integrity than there is in an- 
thorizing the Secretary to make other kinds of regulations that 
interfere with their traffic. Possibly we are going on the theory 
that penal statutes which punish men for doing wrong have failed 
to accomplish the desired result, and we are not going to be con- 
tent with punishing men for cheating others, but we are going 
to tie them hard and fast, so that they can not cheat. 

Why not, then, go onestep further? Instead of allowing a man 
who must buy fruit trees to be victimized by the itinerant vender, 
why not establish a Government station in connection with one 
of these breeding farms that we provided for the other day, where 
a man can go and be certain that he buys fig trees that will not 
bear thistles. Then we would have no trouble in protecting our 
simple-minded folks from their cunning brothers. 

Let no man buy or sell except under the supervision and with 
the approval of the Secretaries of Agriculture and the Treasury, 
Take away the rewards of industry, abolish the incentives to in- 
telligent and conservative business methods. Let us place every- 
body on a dead level. It will be low enough, of course, to satisfy 
everybody, but so we are all the same I suppose it will make no 
great difference to those new philosophers. 

That is what the Government ought to do and that is what the 
Government will finally do unless it turns back. The Senator 
from Colorado sees what the road building meang. I will live, if 
I live as long as my father has done, to see a Federal officer prob- 
ably supervising all the county roads in this country.. You can 
induce the people to accept anything if you glaze it over with an 
appropriation and do not take it out of their pockets directly. 

If it were proposed for the Federal Government to lay a tax of 
so many mills on every citizen’s dollar’s worth of property to build 
these roads, you could not carry that kind of a proposition here 
or elsewhere. In the States where it is spent under their imme- 
diate supervision they will not consent to high taxes for the pur- 
pose of making good roads; but if you can take it from their 
pockets indirectly, pick them while they sleep, then they seem to 
want all that Congress will appropriate. 

I remember in Cleveland’s first Administration he was assailed 
with great vigor and denunciation because the expenditures of 
the Government had then reached $250,000,000 per annum, and thie 
country stood aghast at it. He was defeated for reelection, and 
one of the things that contributed to his defeat was the enor- 
mous growth in public expenditures. In less than twenty years 
those expenditures have now exceeded $600,000,000 annually, and 
there are none in this Chamber to lift their voices against the ex- 
travagance but the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopas}, the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and myself. 

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator from Texas believe that the 
citizens of the United Statesare suffering any lossof sleep or that 
they sorrow over the expenses of to-day, according to their in- 
come, as compared with their expenses and income under tlie 
Cleveland Administration, when spending but two or three hun- 
dred million dollars? Does he feel that we are in any hardshi) 
now as a people that we were not under then as to the great ex- 
penditure he speaks of? 

Mr. BAILEY. I know that to-day in municipal, county, State, 
and Federal taxes the people of the United States are spendiny 
every dollar they receive for their cotton, corn, wheat, and oa's 
crops. And if you required them to come and pay their taxes 11 
the produce that comes from their soil and their toil, there wou!'! 
be a revolution in this country before any party could levy a tax 
as enormous as they now endure. 

Mr. WARREN. If the people are any happier in paying the 
expenses of the Government under the present mode of collec- 
tion, would the Senator disturb that by going back to a period «' 
time and a different mode of government, which would make 
them all unrestful? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I would be uncivil enough to 
awaken a man from the most delightful dream if I thought 1! 
was carrying him finally toa bad result. When the Senator from 
Wyoming intimates that the people are delighted with the exist 
ing condition, I might reply that that is because of the facility 
with which our friends on the other side can lull them to sleep. 
Many years ago I read four lines that I hesitate now to repeat, 
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because they have doubtless passed entirely out of my mind, but | 
ems that somewhere in my youthful days I read about— 


A bat of the Indian brakes, 


Whose pinions fan the wounds she makes, 


And so thi ng thus the dreamer’s pains, 
She drinks the lifeblood from his veins, 


While I entertain the highest respect for the intelligence of the 
American people, I do not flatter them so grossly as to claim that 
they always comprehend their own highest and best interests. 

\ir. WARREN. The Senator will not accuse this country of 
having be n in one of those delightful dreams of security during 
the years 1893 and 1894, when we were under, or ¢ upproaching, a 
different system of collection of money and when panic and hard 
times were staring us in the face. 

Mr . BAILEY. ‘Still harping on my daughter.”’ 

- WARREN. Selling bonds to pay the running expenses of 
the « countty instead of taking our revenue as now, for instance. 
fr. BAILEY. The Administration of Mr. Cleyeland—unfortu- 
*the country, you say, unfortunate for the Democratic 
vy, Lsay, because the people, nistaking natural conditions for 
iti ical consequences, visited the punishment on us—— 
_ We ARREN. The Senator is assuming, if I understand the 
thread of his discourse, that the present mode of taxntion is too 
the way of our tariff; he would have it lowered. 
- BAILEY. Oh, Mr. President, I would not—— 
fr. WARREN. During the time he speaks of, under Mr. Cleve- 
land, we certainly came nearer to his idea of the collection of reve- 


nate Ior 


nue in this country and a lower tariff than we had had for many 
: BAILEY. The Senator from Wyoming is not advised, be- 
cause the criticism against the expenditures under Mr. Cleve- 
land’s Administration, to which I refer, were the expenditures 
first Administration, when an ideal Republican tariff 

in \ exist nce and was executed by a Democratic Presi- 
d because, this body being Re publican, he was powerless to 

the nodific ation or repeal of it. 
Mr. WA RREN, And the country was executed as well. 


Mr.BAILEY. Well, not at that time. Thecountry did suffer 
under Mr. Cleveland as it has suffered under other Administra- 
tions and as it will suffer again. 
[ want to record a prophecy to which the Senator from Wyo- 
inay have his attention called hereafter. 
r. WARREN. Well, Mr. President. 
Mr. BAILEY. Let me say now that if—which I sine erely hope 
t be the case—during the next four years there two 
d crop years, as there were under Cleveland’s second Adminis- 
n, this country will witness a repetition of the painful scenes 
ditions that - suffered then. 
WARREN. « Mr. President, I think 





the Senator is entirely 


nsistent, because I have heart 1s enators and others who are not 
Senators, members of the same iti ‘al party as himself. say that 
them one or two years of bad crops and they would get the 


lency again in politics in this country. I think he is cor- 
that adversity is a factor, perhaps an ally, in obtaining Demo- 
cratic party success. 
Mr. BAILEY. The man who said that ought either to bea 
publican or a Populist. He ought to believe in monopoly or 
ism. A man who isa Democrat and who believes that there 
sno hope for his party except in the calamities of the country 
misunderstands the principles of the Democratic party. We do 
I ich that the = rnment makes the people either prosper- 
or happy. We teach that the Government ‘ought to s ive the 
people to make Gadanieen both prosperous and happy. Precisely 
what Lam protesting against here and now is this eternal and in- 
creasing tendency to take everything out of the hands of the indi- 
vidual and confer it upon the Gove ‘rnient. 

‘o Democrat who understands the principles and knows the 
traditions of his party ever has taught or has ever believed that 
‘ity is the product of the Government. We perfectly un- 
derstand that misgovernment may abate prosperity. We per- 
ectly understand that unjust and unwise laws may take the 

th created by one man and confer it upon another man who 

not honestly earned it. But we have never believed and we 

never taught thatwealth is the creation of the Government. 

itis a creation of the brain, the muscle, the industry of men, ap- 

first to the soil and to the raw materials out of which we 
Ii n useful articles of commerce and civilization. 

nator from Wyoming gives an excellent reason for the 

politi cal darkness in which he has wandered so long. A man who 


Dbeheves that the Democratic party has ever been so foolish as to 
teach the people of this country that their prosperity and their 
iness depend upon the Government ought never to have been 


i Democrat. and a man who continues to believe that can never 
become a Democrat. 
! will confess that in an inexcusable and inexplicable hallucina- 
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tion that now and then seizes a Democrat he does Jay so much 
stress upon the injustice of your laws as to imply that if we made 


laws we would make all men rich and all women happy. But 
that is merely the aberration of a moment. A real Der, ocrat 
knows, and knowing it he teaches, that it is the province of the 





| Government to make men free, and leave them to make them- 
selves happy and prosperous. 
Mr. President, the Senator from Wyoming does not donbt that 
aman might be very prosperous and still indulge in an extrava- 
gance not warranted by his prosp:rit And may the same not 


be true of a country: 
tell me that the wealth of this « 
productions of this country have 


When the Senator from Wyo r will 
‘country has doubled, that the 


doubled, then he can j 























doubling the expenditures of the Gov rm nt. Even a double 
population and double wealth ought not t l for double expend- 
iture:, because, with so many charges fixed and the same 
whether the numbers be large or small, the increase in the ex- 
penditures per capita ought to be a diminishing one as the popu- 
lation increases. 

There are certain great and necessary expenses that would be 
the same whether we had 10.900,000 0 oF 100,000,000 peor ind 
vhen they are taken into consideration the expenditur ond 
that and outside of that ought to “ a diminishing s as the 
population grows 3ut instead of providing the people of this 
country with that sensible arrangement, we have provided an 
ascending scale of expenditure per capita, and how? B vad 
ing, as we are doing every year more and more, the d n of 
private and individual effort. 

We started ont with a $5,000 appropriation to exper t with 
some Ash, and it has culn afed ina Ci Y hat Vv | é 
them in every State in this U1 1 Wes 1 out wi small 
appropriation to experiment w rural fr ( 
not only suffered the burden of the expenditure. 1 @ 
added to it the infinitely w fect of scandalizing t] ostal 
service. Twenty million dollars now, for what? T\ ry the 
mail to people who would prefer to go afterit. I hive 
excellent town of S000, ar id everybody 7 iers to go tot - 
office once a day. Yet you have carriers to carry it to them 
though they prefer to go ‘after it 

Why car ry your mail tothe farmer? It is not half soim tant 
as his medicine. Why carry mail? s not half so imy int 
as food and drink. ._They will be carrying ah t ry 
merchandise in the rural free delivery before very long. Alr 
in this and in the other House we have these postal-parcel bills, 
intended to allow the Government to become a common carrier 
on a somewhat moderate scale; and under the enlarged } al 
facilities, ——— i with free delivery. it will not be ten years be- 
fore the repr ative of the Federal Gover nt will be d - 
ering to the Senator from W ling [Mr. Wal | tl 3 
and hats which he must bny. 

WARREN. Providing we have a Republican Adm a- 
tion and I am able to buy them 
ir. BAILEY. If we have a Republican Adm 
Senator's kind will be increasingly able to buy them and t] I 
kind will be decrea rly able to buy t 
The trouble wi th the Senate T's party is that it repr 
reme—monopoly—and ¢ other hand stand our P 

riends represt nting the e ate me of socialism 

if the Republi s continue to control t ( yment . 
years longer, a few people will n ¢ thi nd if our } 
lists could control it afew years, nobody would own 
[ am not exactly prepared to say which would t . 
dition. Iwonuld escape them both by streng 
servative party wl ich holds toa: d lecou 
ing justice toward all and conferring special privil 

Mr. WARREN. MayI ask the Senator from Te Lg 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 7 

Mr. WARREN. I have observed with a great deal of interest 
ann Scanretion the Sen tor’s ability in que r res | - 
ductions from those figures are not always wever, is ] 
should draw. Th Ss nator makes the somew broad sta 
about the road to the devil we are travel n our posta 
that we are spending twenty or thirty million dollars in 1 l 


delivery, ete. 
I want to ask the Senator—I do not know myself—what is the 
deficit to-day in the Post-Office Department: how muct 


it of being self-supporting; and,if he knows, how mu 
was it before we had any rural free deliv ry? g 
the cost may be of rural free delivery. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will answer that wit pri le 
statistics. It makes no difference how much or how little the 
deficit is, the people pay the bills, and the u “t q 1 
how much are we spending 

What I complain about is the wasteful expenditure of money 


for an unnecessary service. 






















































































































































































































































































































































































2304 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 235, 





Mr. WARREN. Now, Mr. President 
Mr. BAILEY. Let me finish my answer 
Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to 
ake an observation? 

Mr. BAILEY. I will, very cheerfully. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam sorry to see the Senator from Texas 
undertake to give the Republicans the credit, while he seems to be 
lambasting them with the wrong or the criminality, whatever it 
may be, of the rural free delivery. If we are not all equally 
chargeable with any sin that there may be in that, then Iam mis- 
tak 


iW 








™ 


1) 
nt to claim equal credit with anybody about it; I want to 
here and say to the Senator, who lives in a town of 8,000 
le, having his mail brought to him, that he does not realize 
a great blessing it has been to the farmers of this country, 
ho share in a somewhat modified degree the blessings of this 
rnalistic Government, which in every city has the mail car- 
“1 to every door from two to six times a day, according to its 
lation. And yet these farmers, who are taxpayers, have 
erto been forced to go 10 miles to the post-office—or 5 or 7 
iles, as the case may be—and I say to the Senator, if he thinks 
the people of the United States who live in the country and who 
are farmers do not consider the rural free delivery a blessing 
then he is badly off. 
Mr. BAILEY. I would want to have some further proof of 
that than the mere assertion of the Senator from South Carolina. 
Mr. TILLMAN. And I should like to have some other proof 


— lied be Ut Ut et OD 


than the Senator’s assertion that it is the contrary, because I live 
in the country and have always lived in the country, and Iam 
glad of it, and I know how my neighbors feel about this thing, and 
Lknow more about farmers than the Senator does. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido not think there is anything that the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina does not know more about than any 
other Senator,if we take his opinionon that point. But I decline 


I think I know 
mething about the farmers, though I make no parade of being 
one of them. I donot myself think thatit isany particular credit 
or discredit to a man whether he lives in the town or in the 
country, so that he lives uprightly wherever he happens to live. 

The Senator from South Carolina is no doubt familiar with the 


to take his opinion on this particular question. 
t t 


opinions of his neighbors, but I still insist that his neighbors | 


know that they have to help pay the expenses of this Government. 
Mr. TILLMAN. And they have hitherto received none of its 
ben They are mighty glad to get even so small a thin 


ro 


ite 
LiLS. » & 


every day, rather than to have to go 6 or 7 miles after it two or 
three times a week. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, let us continue; let us carry their coal to 
them. In a great State of this Union a great political party, 
yielding to one of those hallucinations about which I spoke a few 


moments ago, proposed to put the Federal Government into the | 


business of mining coal in order that the poor might be cheaply 
warmed. Why not do that? 

Mr. KEAN. Would not the Senator name that political party 
and its leader? 

Mr. BAILEY. I regret to say it was the party to which I be- 
long; but the difference between my party and the Senator’s 
party is that we are mistaken sometimes and they are mistaken 
allthe time. [Laughter. } 

If the idea is that giving to the people is a wise policy, let us 
sell them coal, let us give them bread, let us furnish them meat. 
Why should the people be compelled to work when the Government 
can do all these things for them? 

Now, Mr. President, it might be very convenient for me, living 5 
miles in the country, to have the Government bring my mail to 


me, but when it isremembered that, under a just and honest and | 


equal system of contributing to governmental expenses, I am 


simply paying the Government to bring my mail to me, as every | 


other man bearing his share is paying to have it brought to him, 
perhaps it then becomes a mere question—is the service worth the 
money? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me finish this. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Very well. 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly, if I have to ride to town from 
my home, 5 miles distant, to get the weekly paper, it would be 
convenient to have it brought; but if I had to put my hand down 
in my pocket and pay out the ready cash, would I hire it done or 
would I go after it? I would simply do as we did so long, and as 
we did so satisfactorily—I would saddle my horse and go after 
the mail, instead of paying somebody to bring it to me. Is it 
possible that we have devised a way of having something done 
for the people that does not cost the people anything? If that is 
true, if we can perform a legislative miracle and render a service 
without any cost, it would not be sensible or patriotic to deny the 
people such a benefaction. 


s | 
rural free delivery and have their mail brought to their doors | 





But so long as I live upto my early belief that the Gover. 
ment is a pauper to begin with, and only saved from the poor. 
house by the contributions of the people, that the Government 
has no dollar except what it takes from those who earn it, as God 
intended they should, by the sweat of their face, or else by the 
exercise of their intelligence, so long as I believe that I shal] 
think it better to let the people spend their own money in their 
own way, surrendering to the Government each man’s fair sharg 
toward supporting the Government in the exercise of its proper 
governmental functions. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the Senator knows that I have 
great admiration for him—and I am not speaking ironically, as 
he was a moment ago about my knowledge. He knows also that 
in most of the views he holds and has been expressing so elo- 
quently I agree with him in toto. But he must remember that 
the Post-Oftice Department is a governmental monopoly which 
has existed from the foundation of our Republic; that its pecul- 
iar function is to collect the mail and distribute it; and when 
he undertakes to discriminate against the farmer, who propor- 
tionally pays his share of the tax, and deny him the benefit that 
may come from haying his mail delivered, knowing that the 
progress of the world and the demands of business and every- 
thing else“ have made it necessary, or at least desirable, for the 
denizens of the cities to receive their mail at their doors, I want t 
ask him, where is the democracy which makes flesh of one a: 
fowl of the other; that a man who lives in the country shall 
denied the same blessings of this Government which a man who 
lives in the city receives? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President,if I contended that, I should say 
that the Senator’s dissent was a very sensible one, but I do not 
contend that. On the contrary, I began what _I had to say by 
complaining that where I live, in a very excellent little t 
where all the people make it their business to go to the p 
once each day, the Government pays carriers to bring to th 
mail which they prefer to go after. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In my State there are several little to 
the same size as that in which the Senator lives, and ther 
one oft them to-day which is without city delivery that is not 
clamoring and begging and petitioning the Post-Office D 
ment to give it tothem. Towns must have a certain amo 
postal receipts and certain other conditions before they can 
| such a delivery, but I do not know anybody in my State wh 
| not prefer to have his mail delivered at his door, if he can ¢ 
done, rather than to go to the post-office for it. Lamafraid | am 
not over nice in my views on this question. In the little tow 
which the Senator lives he says the people prefer to got 
post-office rather than have their mail brought to them. 

Mr. BAILEY. We are industrious. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I beg to tell my friend that a great 
South Carolinians have gone to Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes,and we have put some of them in the | 
itentiary. too. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. And you have put some of them in Cong: 
{Laughter.] You have got one of them for governor now. : t 
would have been better if you had been born east of Mississ 
But that is neither here nor there, I want to say to the 
| Mr. BAILEY. I want to correct the Senator from South ‘ 
| lina. I did not have the good fortune to be born in Texas. 
| born east of the Mississippi River, in the good old State of M 
| sissippi. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is a good enough State for any! 
though it is more like South Carolina than any other State. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, all jocularity aside, if the ‘ 
ator understood me to say, or to mean, that free mail deliv: 
ought to be confined to towns and cities and not extended t 
country, he misunderstood me. 
| Mr. TILLMAN. I did not understand that, but T under: 1 


> Seo < 


was wrong; and naturally he would have this result follow, t 
the people in the cities would have the blessing of this little p:- 
ternalism or this big paternalism, whichever you choose to «:|! 
it, while the farmer would bedenied it. I think paternalism is 4 
pretty good thing, provided you get your share of it. It is 
when my people do not get their just proportional share of it t' 
I object toit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from South Carolina has her 
fore done himself the great injustice of saying that if ther 
any stealing going on he wants his share of it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Wait a minute. Let me illustrate that. 
only go to this extent: I object to stealing, but if I could not h 
if I saw it going on, and the public revenues being squandered 
these paternalistic schemes, and while we paid our proportion 
| the taxes we could not get any part of them back honestly, I s 

I would be willing to steal some of our own taxes, and I stand by i 
{Laughter. ] 
Mr. WARREN. May I ask the Senator a question? 
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Mr. BAILEY. 
Mr. WARREN. 
\ositim. of course. 
: Mr. BAILEY. I owe the Senator from South Carolina an 
apology for having prov oked him into giving the sanction of his 
hich name in this high place to the doctrine of theft. The Sena- 
tor does not mean 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator does not mean that the Senator 
») South Carolina approves of theft anywhere. The Senator 

Texas knows that. But when I see things here which, in 
- judgment, are wrong—and my opinion in regard to them is 

.d upon the pr:nciples which the Senator from Texas has so 

uently been enunciating, that the Government has no busi- 
ess ¢ engas ring in things of this kind—but when I see the Govern- 
ment engaging in them ever} y day, and going more and more into 
them, and can not help myself, what shall I do—play the fool, 
ay taxes, and get nothing back? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. Isuppose that i is the difference between a “ prac- 
tical statesman ”’ and a ‘‘ bookish theoric.’’ I presume that if I 
were a practical statesmen, instead of protesting against the 
spoliation of the Treasury , I would say it ought not to be done, 
but vote to do it in the expectati ion that my share would be duly 
allotted tome. But, being somewhat of an inelastic quality of 
mi L i will not say of conscience—I find it impossible to de- 
nounce a thing and then demand a division of it. 

Mr. TIL LMAN. If it belonged to you originally, would you 
not be willing to take a part of it? 

»wand all the other heirs were sitting down tos 


I want to say that I certainly owe 
I do not want to break in on this little sym- 








the beef and you had to stand by—my friend, you lean too far 
backward, you had better get your conscience straightened. That 
is all [have tosay. [Laughter.] 
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BAILEY. Mr. President, I have no wonder that the Sena- | 
tor from South Carolina interrupted himself in the course of his 
j lustré ition. 


[ am not inclined to believe that any member of this body votes 
for what he considers a downright violation of his duty. My as- 

«iation with men in public life has satisfied me that, almost 
without exception, they strive to do their duty. But they are 
subject to the same infirmities that afflict the rest of mankind. 
It is very easy for them to perceive it to be their duty to do what 
kes them popular with their constituents, and, naturally 
enough, a Senator yields to those who honor him with their con- 
fidence and with their high office a deference not out of place. 


~ 


[donot profess that I would not go as far to comply with the 


wishes and even to serve the selfish interests of my constituents 
as any patriotic Senator ought to go, but if this whole matter is 
be reduced to a mere exchange of favors, if the question of 
t and wrong is to be eliminated or even obscured, and we are 
any certain thing because others are doing it or because our 
yple command us to do it, notwithstanding we think it wrong. 
n my judgment i is that one man could serve as a Senator as 
ll as another. 
If itis to be a matter of bargain, then, instead of going to the 
law offices of this country to find men learned in the law upon 
whom I would impose the duty of making laws, I would go to 
the gre: oa centers of trade, I would engage “the services of those 
men \ are masters in driving bargains, and I would send them 
here to agree with their fellow-Senators s upon these—I will not 
call them thefts—I will call them these divisions. But that is 
not my view. Assuming no higher virtue than I freely accord 
to other Senators, I believe that if the Government is entering 
upon and pursuing an improper policy in expending the public 
money, it 1s my duty to call a halt and not to demand a division. 

Where shall the end be if, instead of resisting this wasteful and 
I might well say criminal extravagance, we simply ] orotest against 
it in mild terms, and then say, ** Let us divide on the basis of 
population?” From $250,000,000 twenty years ago to $650,000,000 
now is the bitter fruit of this policy of silence and divisi 

_Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator accuse me of havi ing been 
silent here on that kind of thing? 

- BAILEY. No; the Senator has always proclaimed, though 
I hay . ied to dissuade him from doing it on more than one oc- 
casion, that_he will not help to take, but he will help to divide. 
Tha it is the Senator’s doctrine. 

.. TILLMAN. Because I help to pay taxes and I do not get 
al vtl ing like one-tenth that I ought to get. I pay $10 or my 
State pays $10, and gets back 50 cents. [Laughter. ] 

Mr B: ATLEY. Then, Mr. President, if the Senator from South 
lina doubled the taxation and expenditures he would pay $20 
and get back only a dollar, and he would be $9 worse off. 

Mi r. TILLMAN. But Iam protesting all the time; Iam doing 

rything I can to stop it; I am voting against this policy; I am 

aking against it here and on the hustings; but the pec yple seem 

to loveit. What am I going to do—sit down like a fool and refuse 
to get some of our own taxes? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BAILEY, 












( 


I recall that the Senator denounced the appro- ' no longer go to his trading place to obtain his mail. Hi 
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priation for the St. Louis Exposition as a steal, and then an- 
nounced that he was going to vote for it. 

. Mr. TILLMAN. Because I had got some of the same kind of 
stuff for my own State. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. He does not always try to prevent it, ther 
the Senator from South Carolina knows the one contention I am 
making, that as we multiply these expenditures we compel the 
people to pay either for unnecessary services to themselves or 
for unnecessary services to others. 

Mr. TILLMAN rose. 

Mr. BAILEY. Just a moment, and then I will yield. 
Senator says that he gets $1 and gives $10. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not give anything. 
self. They come and getit. [Laughter. } 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I will express it as the Senator does, and 
say that the Government takes $10 from’ him and returns him $1. 
It is a gross inequality, an unspeakable injustice, that it returns 
him anything in the shape of money, because the Government 
ought only to take from him and from every other man his fair 
share toward its support, and it ought not to return him anything. 

A just and frugal and wisely administered government 
not take more than it required, and would, therefore, 
nothing left to return. 

But the Government is not jrstly and wisely administered, we 


: but 


The 


I can not hel 


p mIny- 


would 
have 


| will say; and upon that proposi.ion the Senator from South Caro- 
| lina and myself will agree. x 

If you were one of the heirs to | 
supper and eating | 


S 


The Government does lay taxes that 
it ought not to lay, and it does discriminate against secti: 

classes in the levy of those taxes, as I see it. Now. believing 
that, as we both do, what becomes the duty of a Senator from 
South Carolina or a Senator from Texas? It is to resist every un- 
necessary expenditure, for unnecessary appropriations require 
unnecessary taxes, es simply intensify 


ns and 
li 


and the unnecessary tax 
and aggravate the injustice and discrimination. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Now, will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. BAILEY. I will. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Ihave been here nine years. Can the Sena- 


tor poin t to a single vote of mine where I have not by that vote 
undertaken to stop this thing? I voted for the Charleston Exp )- 
sition. I had seen the money of the Government, as I | said, 
stolen for such purposes, and I only accepted a part of i rh cause 


I saw other cities and other sections getting it. We have been 
paying our taxes and getting nothing. a is my defense. 
Mr. BAILEY. And it is that spirit mee ‘+h has increased the ap- 


propriations of the Government in twer nty years from $250,000.000 
to $600,000,000. Continue that sort of th ing, and after twenty 
years more we will be spending a billion dollars a year instead of 


a billion dollars a C: ngress. 





The Senator from S south ¢ Carolina and myself remember that in 
1890 the people of this country rose with an irresistible power 
and drove the Republican party out of aut thority in the House of 
Representatives upon the cry that that Fifty-first Congress was 





a billion-dollar Congress. 

In every hamlet. town, and village in this land we arraigned 
and denounced t “7 Re publ ican party because their Congress had 
spent a billion dollars of the people’s money. Our Republican 
friends sought tog inswer the c harge by sayin ‘This is a billion- 
dollar country, ’ but did that answer satisfy the judgment of the 
people? Read the returns of the elections to the Fifty-second 
Congress for the answer. A party that was in control of the 
Fifty-first Congress found itself with barely enough Members to 
demand a roll call in the Fifty-second Congress: and that tremen- 


dous revolution occurred because a Republican Congress had 
spent a billion dollars of the people’s mone: 

You assailed us in the election of 1888 because we had increased 
the expenditures of the Government to 525 ),000,000, and you se- 
cured a verdict at the hands of the people. We assailed you in 
1890 because y y biained 


ou had spent a billion dollars, and we 

from the people a judgm: nt of condemnation against you. And 
yet in fourteen years you have added $480,000,0 1 
tures of the Government, and no voice is lifted against the ex- 
travagance. Indeed, we are told that the Government is d 
something for the people. 


10 to th 





I thought it was the duty of the people to do something for the 
Government. That was the school in which Iwas tra Now 
we have it reversed. It is now the daty of the Government to do 
something for the people. U1 a rthis mistaken and enervati 
policy the people can no longer go to the post-office for their mail 
but in an incorporated village Th ss than a1 ind a hali s 





til » bid 

they want it brought to their doors three times a day. 

The sturdy American farmer who creates the wealth upon 
which all the industries of this Republic thrive, the man who 
never forsook his farm until the summons of his country came; 
the man who responds with alacrity to every call upon his cour- 
age or his labor—this sturdy an farmer, the highest type 
of citizenship ever exhibit ed in the history of the 


Americ 
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come infected with this miserable habit of demanding that the 
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Government sh a serve his convenience and promote his pros- 
perity, and he sits down now to wait until the uniformed mail 
carrier brings him the « l ty paper. 

Mr. President, I have little hope that we will ever go back to | 
thi it glorious ti: but we would make our sons worth y of our 
fathers if we renew our devotion to the _ idea that the 
I ser npinlte pport the Government rather than that the Gov- 
er! n t support the people. If the munic ipali y would do 
not ! that he could do for himself; if the county | 
would don ne for the municipality that it could do for itself; 
if t 1 do nothing for the county that it could do for 
its: lif the nation should do nothing for the State that ii 
c f lf, then, sir, we would rear a race of moral and 
i al giants. ; 

r this policy of having the Government 1 for us | 
i lo nothing for ‘Ives we will become a race of politi- 
cal ] nd pl ris. 

If t vernmet cord to me precisely and only the 
sam tment it acc » every other citizen, if it unbind my 
enei and leave me as free to work out my own destiny as is 
co with peace and good order of soci t will then 
ha lly performed its duty toward me for the cerieial of my 
taxes to it 

T) nment which first takes charge of bg business and 
n harge of the pleasures of the people can not escape 
paternalism and extravagance, and I repeat hes re what I had the 
honor to say in another body, that an seeenenaene t government 
can no more escape becoming a corTuy pt government than a spend- 
thrift can escape becoming a bankrapt. E xtravag: nce is a fruit- 
ful source of corruption. “Ge ntlemen who i imagine that the Gov- 
ernment can continue to increase its revenues and its appropria- 
dant and not be humiliated by such scandals as have disgraced 
certain departments in recent days, give little heed of the admo- 
nition of history, 


Bui I owe the Senate an apology for having wasted its time 





wit! Lo ese wandering and somewhat disconnec sted observations. 
T realize that it is a waste of strength and breath, and I some- 
tim resolve that I will not again vex the patience of the Senate 
by asking it tohear suchthings. When [say them, distinguished 
Senators say I am right as a matter of abstract principle, but 
they m to think that somehow I am wrong as.a matter of 
ractice, 
. [have not oo been able to learn how a sound principle can b> 
a bad practice. Perhaps the wiser and more practical way would 
be to sit he re and watch this go on—it has been going on—until 
a sober second thought comes to the people and they themselves 
conciude that they are governed too much. 

Probably when from the other side there: comes—as there did 


this afternoon from the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopeGE} and as will come from other distinguished Senators there, 
because I know many of them chafe under this tendency—suffi- 
cient protest, or if perchance their refusal to arrest the tendency 
shall hereafter transfer their power, as I believe it will, to this 
side of the Chamber, then, and probably not until then, there will 


a truth which Jefferson tz vaght , that the people 
who are governed least. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I am very sorry to change the 
tenor of this very interesting discussion on agriculture. At the 
suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island, on page 35 
10, af ter the word ‘‘any,’’ I ask that the word ‘‘ such” 
It makes it conform. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. At the suggestion of the Senator from North 
Dakota two amendments were adopted on page 35, in regard to 
false branding. Itis proposed to add the words ‘‘ or production ”’ 
in each case. 
his amendment comes in. 

iulterated or falsely labeled or branded, either as to their contents or 


be added. 


Ore 
e place of manufacture— 

Ni WwW ins rt: 

or production. 

It seems to me that is the proper word to be added. The sec- 
ond amendment is in line 13, on page 35 of the bill, to insert the 
same words. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion is on concurring 
in the amendments reported to the Senate by the Committee of 
the Mes = 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. Th oLL ER. Mr. President, I do not care to continue this de- 
1 ate, which the Senator from Vermont thinks is not germane to 
the appropriation bill. WhenI got up I had no idea.of precipi- 
tating a discussion of this kind. I did not intend, nor do I intend 
now, to give it any political aspect, for I do not hesitate-to say 


th 


, inline | 


The first place is at the end of the first line, where | 





| 
r 
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| body « 
be some hope of impressing upon the pi eople of this country again | 
are governed best | 
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that if the Democratic party came into power and remained jy 
power as long as the Republican party has been there woul: 1 be 
a lar; xe party in the party at allevents, judging from what I] 

ven hi re for the last ten years, who wi ld be in duced to 1 
pri actically the same ground that is now taken by the domi: 
ps arty. 


A 


The fact is that the growth of these appropriations has largely 
come from the fact that there isa demand for places and a 
mand for profit and patronage for the party that is in power, :nd 


that is true on any party, and it would be difficult somewh 
the party in power to resist those importunities and the t 
tic mn to ea its success by providing liberally for its fri : 
I think myself that the time has come when the Government of 
the Unit tod States should confine itself to g governing. AndIknow 
when I say that I speak the sentiment of some Senators at | 
wh ) sit on the other side. I believe I speak the sent its 
great majority of the people of the United States. The people do 
not ask these unusual and unnatural methods. 
The Senator from Texas [Mr. Bainuy] said he wo uld 1 to 


at for 


YOY 
ime 


see the Government collecting admissions at the gate sof : 
or something like that, ino rder to see a great object con You 


have on your tables a pill that has passed the Senate and is 
to become a law th 


i 
hat will put the Government in the wood and 
amber business. It proposes to buy 4,000,000 acres of land. 1 
of it in one State and part of it in another, seven States being in- 
terested init. I do not say it will receive the support of 211 ¢) 
Senators from the seven States, but my experience here leads m 
to believe that without much reference to its merits it is very 
likely to receive a pretty heavy support from the Sta 
may think they will be benefited. 


tes W 


Now, what is the purpose of that bill? Itis to make a creat 
Government timber reserve: and we are told by those who are in 
favor of it thatif the Government will handle it properly and cnt 

out the right kind of trees at the right time and sell them at tho 


right price, the Government can make it paya return on $10,090,- 
060. Isaw that bill go through the Senate once by practically a 
unanimous vote. It will go through the Senate again, I have vo 
doubt, if itis bronght before it. It did not pass the House t! 
but it probably will next time. 

Ts it not time somebody called a halt? I do not wish to step on 
anybody’s toes here by talking about a measure that I know 8 


of my friends think they ought to support, but I do not believe it 
is the business of this Government to create reservations for proiit, 
If the Government, as to its own land on which there is timber, 
sees fit to reserve it from public sale for the time being, that is 


another matter. That is very different from buying land of indi- 
viduals and making a reservation of it. 

Mr. President, in 1892 we had a tremendou sly large expend ti 1re 
of money. In 1893 we had increased our expenditures $47,000,100 
Eight years ago the expenditures of the Navy Department were 
about $27,000,000. Last year they were four times and a half that 
amount. 

This year, as I said before, the estimate is for $105,000,000, and 
the bill which has been reported from the committee in the other 
ries $96,000,000—almost $97,000,000. It isa bill which 
will carry with it every year an appropritaion toincrease the Navy 
to the extent, at least, of $30,000,000. 

But, Mr. Se all those things are within the province of 
a government, and it becomes a simple question of judgment as 
to how much money we are tospend. The other proposition t! 

I have mentioned here is not within the province of a constit 
tional government. Itmay be within the province of the consti- 
tional Governmont of France or Austria or Russia or Germany, 
but it is not within ours. 

Mr. President, I do not want to delay this bill, thongh I do wish 
to disclaim, for Ts said something which may have indicated that 
I thought this tendency was alone in the Republican party, 
I have any such belief. I do not believe it. “T have seen vot 
this session which seemed to me to indicate that the tendenc y is 
on both sides of this Chamber. 

I like to keep up with the great progress of events. I want the 
United States Government to have an army and navy commien 
rate with its needs, and no more than that. I want to see t 
Government confine itself to the legitimate operations of govern 
ment, and in those legitimate operations, no matter who is in 
power, while I am in this body I will give the Government tho 
proper amount of money, so far as my vote goes, to carry it 0 
But somebow we ought to stop these appropriations whi: 
not absolutely necessary for the maintenance of the Governm: 
upona high plane. Lagree that there may be an honest diffe ” ~ 
when i¢ comes to the question of the necessities of the Navy; 


“oy 
Cat 


s 


h are 


thers may be an honest difference when it comes to the necessities 
of the Army; but there can not be any difference when it comes 
to the question of filling the country with a troop of Government 
agents who are of no.earthly use. 

I have seen in the city of Denver, assembled from my own State 





ones 
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and neighboring States, twenty-four men charged, it was said, with | 
] ing after the forest ranges; and every one of them was there re | 
for the } purpose of engaging in politics. It happened that it was 
a Rey oublican assemblage; but if the Democrats had been in | 
power, judging from my observations while Mr. Cleveland was 
in | wer, it would have been the same. 

Mr. President, two or three years ago we created anew Depart- 
ment. We said it was in the interest of commerce and trade. 
We called it the Department of Commerce, and we opened the 
door to that De partment to do anything that it is possible for the 
human intellect to devise, the only question being where it would 
tl 1e money to doit. Now, the Committee on Appropriations | 
¢ both Houses will be assailed year after year, year after year, 
for money to carry out that purpose. 

Then you have consuls in different parts of the world making 
rep orts; you bave special agents from the Department of Com- 
merce Labor making others, and so you will duplicate all 
age se efforts to get information, which are honest and proper and 

erly belong to the Treasury Department and not to an inde- 
ndent bureau. Yet that Dep artment was created with less care, 
less attenti m. less knowledge on the subject, less consideration 
than I have seen a hundred-dollar question debated in this body. 
Mr. President, if I had not had some feeling upon this subject, 
growing out of transactions for the last year or so here, I do not | 
upp se I should have mentioned it, and perhaps it would have | 

n 2 etter if I had not said any thing about it. | 

CLAY. Mr. President. I do not see any reason to complain | 

of the grea extravagance of the Agricultural Department. 
LLER. If the Senator from Georgia will permit me, I | 

omni not += n complaining a moment about the Agricultural De- | 
partment. I have been complaining of the general tendency of | 
this body. | 


pl 
Y 
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Mr.CLAY. We will appropriate this year about $96,000,000 for 
the purpose of supporting the Navy and $75,000,000 for the purpose 
of supporting the Army. Something might be said against those | 
large appropriations. But this appropriation bill carries only | 
$§.000,000, as I understand it, and I do not believe there is a De-- 
pa rtment connected with the Government of more value to this 

ry than the Agricultural Department. 

Ta »my State. We have a large tract of land in the southern 
section of Georgia from which the pine timber has been cut. 
The agricultural value of this land was not known. We sent 
samples of that soil here and had it analyzed, and it has devel- 
oped to be of great value for the purpose of producing cane. 
‘Those lands have advanced fivefold in value. 

Take the northern section of my State. We have devoted that 
tion largely to the cultivation of fruit ‘trees and the produc- 

1 ef fruit. Large orchards were about to be destroyed by in- 
‘ts. I say to-day that the Yearbook sent out from the Agri- 
altural Department is worth half this appropriation. We have | 

appropriated $250,000 for the purpose of destroying the boll 
evil. If the Department of Agriculture can destroy it with 

000 it will be a blessing to the people of the United States. 
Now, sir, so far as [ am concerned—and other Senators, I pre- 
sume, have pursued the same course—I have voted as my judg- 
ment dictated in the past, and I shall proceed to doso in the future. 
l say to-day, take the great Department of Agriculture and the 
improvements that have been made by reason of the lessons 
taught by it, and it has been of great value to the people of the 
U1 bed States. I shall have something to say in the future in 
regard to our appropriations for the Navy and Army. 

Now,a word in regard to the free rural delivery. I am a mem- 
ber of f the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and in every 
instance I have supported that appropriation because I thought 
it was proper and just. I have before me now the report of the 

stmaster-General, and it would appear that the people of the 
U nited States are largely in favor of that appropriation. I find 
that en July 1, 1902, there were _— ng 11,7238 petitions pleading 
for new routes; that duri ng the year 8,339 cases were made up 
for inv estigation; that 1,714 were atvemy reported, and that 
6,653 rontes were established. 

Che Postmaster-General tells us in his report that the people are 
coustantly knocking at the door asking for new routes, but that 
thas been impossible to comply with the petitions sent to that 
Department. 

| say that the farmers of this country receive more benefit by 
reason of the establishment of the free rural-delivery routes and 
from the Agricultural Department than from any other sources 
in this Government. Take my own county where I live, take my | 
own section of the State, and every farmer receives his mail at his 
Ge He receives his daily newspaper. Farming life is made 
more pleasant. I say the free rural delivery is here to stay and 
Wil be permanently ‘esta ablished. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that any political party, Populist, 

publican, or Democratic, will ever declare in favor of abolish- 
ing the free rural- delivery system. Nobodythinks so. We have | 
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under consideration a bill to provide support for the Agricultural 
Department which carries $6.000.000, and no Department in my 
judgment has been more faithfully administered than it. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Texas. I shall never vote 
to abolish it, and I do not believe that y: a would ever get any 
| political convention in this count ry, of Republicans or Democrats 
or Populists, to declare in favor of the abolishment of that great 
Department. 

I want to say, Mr. President, that if you will take the free rural- 
delivery system, and if you will take it for the last ten years, it 
has been made asuccess in almost every instance. Not only that, 
but it has grown in popularity and it has grown in usefulness. 
Not only that, but the Department of Agriculture has also grown 
in popularity and grown in usefulness. 

Mr. President, there may be some good reason for assaulting an 
appropriation that increases your Navy $14,000,000 or $13 », 000.000 
per year: there may be some good reason for assaulting an army 
appropriation that carries $75,000,000 or $30,000,000 a year in time 
of profound peace; there may be some reason and some excuse, 

and we may be able to show why these « ppropriations should be 








cut down; but in my judgment there can be no just assault made 
upon this bill that we are now considering oron account of the 
free rural-delivery system. Let me tell you, when your farmers 
are contented, happy, and intelligent people the Republic is abso- 
lutely safe. In yourcities socialism and anarchy may take charge 
of the country, but when the farmer is intelligent, when he is 
thoughtful, and when he is satistied, and when his sons are satis- 
fied with farm life, you need not have any fear for the future of 
this great Republi 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Georgia 
who has assailed the Agricultural Department? Certainly he caz 
not charge thatI did. My objection against that part of this |} 
was that itdoes not belong to the Agricultural Department. Th 
making of good roads has nothing to do with the Agricultu 
Department. It is an innovation brought in hererecently. I 
not the first one, and I do not think it will be the last one. either. 
It willcome ultimately to »a point where, if it does not destroy the 
Department, it will at least minimize its influence as an agricul- 
tural agent. 

Mr. CLAY. I never mentioned the name of the Senator from 
Colorado. I never said a word about the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. I know you did not. 

Mr. CLAY. I simply gave my views in regard to the Agricul- 
tural Department, after hearing the views expressed upon the 
other side of the question. I did that and nothing more. I have 
10thing but the kindest feeling for the Senator from Colorado. 


ch 


18 


He knows that. I simply did not agree in the general views ex- 
pressed in reference to extravagance, if he were applied to the 
Agricultural Department and to the free rural-delivery ser 


I simply rose for that purpose and no other, and I did not« 
refer to the Senator from Colorado. 
Mr. TELLER. Ofcourse not. a lid not 9 trey pence elynti 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I do not want to appear to un- 




















duly magnify a trivial incider t.1 l I Ww informed by a Senator 
on this side that while I was poche 1 deb ate with theS tor 
from Texas one of my friends on the ot aunt side took the ! ) 
cross over and, unknown to me, to take o1 f my pocks little 
bottle here [exhibiting]. and to uncork it 1 smell it and then 
replace it. It was something of a liberty, but friends can some- 
times take those liberties, and I have no grievance against the 
Senator from Wyoming. 

Ia view of the fact that I nacre | been here nine years and my 
habits are well known and no har 1 esult to mea I 
might pass the incident without notice, | to prevent s - 

ing off of distorted and onirndiied + rts in re t! 
aaa I mere ly wish to sa hat I have been i i 
or ee with an ule eration of the throat, and I hav 3 
some boracic acid and I 1 een gargling with it: that is 

Mr. Wa ERE N. In a so1 vhat pla l way I have 
cressed Fone wait tice to apolog to the Senat ind 
to t} “oe ite f the 1 : 

Mr. TILLMAN. Thatis allright: Ia t it as h 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the a: lments be en- 
grossed? 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION DILL. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask leave toca bill 9480, the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial ap; n I. 

The ergot NT pro tempore. from Illinois 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the ll 
(H. R. 9480) making appropriations forthe legislative, executive, 


and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1905, and for other purposes. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of | twenty-eight laborers, at $720 each; sixteen pages for the Senate Cham)=y 


the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with, and that it be read for action on the committee 
amendments as the reading proceeds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ilinois asks 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, that it be read for amendment, and that the com- 
mittee amendments shall first receive consideration. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary proceeded toread thebill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 
‘* Legislative,’’ on page 2, line 10, to increase the appropriation 
for the salary of the Chaplain of the Senate from $900 to $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 2, line 19, after the word 
**incumbent,’’ to insert ‘‘ minute and journal clerk, $3,000; ’’ and 
in line 21, after the word ‘‘clerk,’’ to strixe out ‘‘ minute and 
journal clerk.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 8, line 7, after the word 
** dollars.’’ to insert ‘‘ clerk, $1,600.” 

Mr. CULLOM. That was a mistake. I desire to insert, in- 
stead of ‘‘ $1,600,’ ‘‘ $1,440’ in line 7; so as to read: 

Clerk, $1,440. 

I move that amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 10, after the word “‘ dollars.” 


| 
| 
| 
| 


at the rate of $2.50 per day each during the session, $4,840; in all, $154,864. " 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 15, after the word 
**dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ assistant machinist and electrician, $1,009. 
in line 18, before the word ‘‘laborers,”’ to strike out ‘‘six”’ and 
insert ‘‘ five;’’ in the same line, after the word “each,” to ins; 
‘‘Jaborer in charge of Senate toilet rooms in old library space. 
$660,’ and in line 22, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike on; 
‘*twenty-six thousand five hundred and twenty-five” and inser: 
“twenty-seven thousand four hundred and sixty-five;’’ so as io 
make the clause read: 

Under Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds: For ch!a: 
engineer, $2,150; four assistant engineers, at $1,440 each; eight conductors 5? 
elevators, at $1,200each; machinist and electrician, $1,400; assistant mac} 
and electrician, $1,000; three firemen, at $1,095 each; five laborers, at $7). . 
sass in charge of Senate toilet rooms in old library space, $660; in al), 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 23, before the wor 
‘fannual,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five ’’ and insert “ thirty; an, 
on page 9, line 2, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’”’ to strike ont *‘ fifty 


] 
1 
two thousand five hundred” and insert ‘‘ forty-five thousand:”” 


' so as to make the clause read: 


to strike out ‘‘and $400 additional while the office is held by the | 
present incumbent; two messengers, at $1,440 each,”’ and insert | 


** messenger, $1,440.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the total of appropriations for the 
office of the Secretary of the Senate, in line 17, before the word 
‘** dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ eighty-six ’’ and insert ‘* ninety-six;’’ so 
as to read: 

In all, $71,596. 


Mr. CULLOM. 
amount specified there and to insert “‘ seventy-one thousand four 
hundred and thirty-six.’? That is made necessary on account of 
the change of the amendment above reducing the amount. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment tothe amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 


For thirty annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of commit! 
at $1,500 each, $45,000. 


> 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 5, before the word 
‘*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘ four: and 
line 6, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ tostrike out ‘‘ fourteen’ and 
insert ‘‘ fifteen;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For contingent expenes, namely: For stationery and newspapers for Sen 
ators and the President of the Senate, including $4,000 for stationery iu 


' comuittees and officers of the Senate, $15,374. 


| 


' 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 11, to insert: 
To enable the Postmaster of the Senate to keep a constant supply of post 


, age stamps for sale to Senators, $50. 


In lines 16 and 17 I move to strike out the 


In lines 16 and 17 strike out ‘‘seventy-one | 


thousand five hundred and ninety-six’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-one | 


thousand four hundred and thirty-six.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. Thenext amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 6. line 7, 
before the word ‘‘clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘nineteen’”’ and insert 
“‘twenty-two;’’ and in line 9, before the word ‘*‘ hundred,’’ to strike 
out ‘ thirty-four thousand two”’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-nine thousand 
six;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For twenty-two clerks to committees, at $1,800 each, $39,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 1, after the word 
** dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ janitor, $1,200.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM. Idesire that theitem “‘ janitor, $1,200,’’ shall be 
transferred down to the third line andinserted between the word 
‘“‘each’’ and the words ‘‘ skilled laborer,’’ so that the sentence 
above will read as it was intended. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to transpose the committee 
amendment in line 1, page 7, ‘‘ janitor, $1,200,’’ so as to follow 
the word “‘ each,”’ in line 3. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
would then stand. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Upholsterer and locksmith, $1,440; three carpenters to assist him, at $960 
each; janitor, $1,200; skilled laborer, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was in line 4, before the word “ skilled,” 
to strike out ‘‘ two’’ and insert ‘‘ four;’’ inline 5, after the word 
** each,”’ to strike out ‘‘two janitors, at $900 each;’’ in line 10, 
before the word *‘ dollars,”’ to strike out ‘* six hundred’’ and in- 
sert ‘“‘seven hundred and twenty;’’ and in line 19, before the 
word “ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘ fifty-three thousand five hundred 
and forty-four” and insert “ fifty-four -thousand eight hundred 
and sixty-four;” so as to read: 

Four skilled laborers, at $900 each; laborer in charge of private passage, 
$840; two female attendants in charge of ladies’ retiring room, at $720) each; 
two telephone operators, at $900 each; telephone page, $720; press gallery 
page, $720; two laborers, at $3840 each; twenty-four laborers, at $900 each; 


The matter will be read as it 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, line 16, to increase the an- 
propriation for expenses of maintaining and equipping horses and 
mail wagons for carrying the Senate mails from $5,000 to $6,Wuv. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 20, toincrease the ap- 
propriation for folding speeches and pamphlets, at a rate not . 
ceeding $1 per thousand, from $2,000 to $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 6, to increase the 
appropriation for miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, frum 
$59,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ House of 
resentatives,”’ on page 12, line 6, to increase the appropriat 


a* 


Rep- 


| the salary of the secretary to the Speaker from $2,250 to 53,0 


and in line 12 to increase the total appropriation for the m 
tenance of the office of the Speaker of the House of Represeni« 
tives from $9,750 to $10,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 8, after the wo 
** Judiciary,’’ to insert ‘‘ Labor;’’ and in line 11, after the word: 
** Revision of the Laws,”’ to insert ‘‘ Territories;’’ so as to read: 

Clerks to Committees on Accounts, Agriculture, Banking and Curr 
Claims, District of Columbia, Election Nos. 1, 2, and 3, Foreign Affairs. | 
state and Foreign Commerce, Indian Affairs, Insular Affairs, Invalid |’ 
sions, Judiciary, Labor, eee Merchant Marine and Fisheries, Mi! 
Affairs, Naval Affairs, Pensions, Post-Office and Post-Roads, Printing, P 
Buildings and Grounds, Public Lands, Rivers and Harbors, Pevision « 
Laws, Territories, War Claims, and clerk to continue Digest of Claims un 
resolution of March 7, 1888, at $2,000 each, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 6, to increase the 
total appropriation for clerks and messengers to committees {rom 


| $91,600 to $95,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 12, before the word 
‘‘clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirteen ’’ and insert ‘‘ eleven;’’ and in 
line 15, before the word “ dollars,”’ to strike out ** nine thou-and 
four hundred and thirty-eight’’ and insert ‘‘ seven thousand nine 
hundred and eighty-six;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
$7 —_ eleven clerks to committees, at $6 each per day during the session, 

4,950, 

The amendment was agreed to. .. . 

The next amendment was.on page 16, line 23, after the wora 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘“‘clerk in charge of pairs, $1,400,’ and 
insert ‘‘two clerks in charge of pairs, at $1,400 each;’’ and on 
page 17, line 2, before the word * hundred,”’ to strike out ‘‘ eight- 
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housand eight” and insert ‘‘twenty thousand two;’’ so as | paper cutter, at $3 per day; paper counter, $720: thirty-six paper counters 


and laborers, at $620 each; and one laborer, $550; in all, $83,089. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 41, line 17, after the word 
*‘of,”’ to insert *‘ printing and;’’ and in the same line, after 
word ‘‘stationery,’’ to strike out ‘‘and printing:”’ so as to1 


een T 
to make the clause read: 

e of Sergeant-at-Arms: For Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Repre- 
tives, $4,500; deputy to the Sergeant-at-Arms, $2,000; cashier, $3,000; pay- 
r, $2,150; bookkeeper, $1,800; assistant bookkeeper, $1,200; messenger 
o: two clerks in charge of pairs, at $1,400 each; page, $720; and skilled la- 
y, $840; in all, $20,210. 


( 




































































zs The amendment was agreed to. } ee ar eee Sener y= Wee cbded 26 n, $: 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Library of Con- | clerks of clas ‘Jerk of class 1: twoclerks, at $900 each: t 
gress,” on page 29, line 7, to increase the total appropriation for | two assistant messengers; one laborer, ete. , 
the maintenance of the Copyright Office under the direction of The amendment was agreed to. 
the Librarian of Congress from $74,400 to $74,700. The next amendment was, on page 46, line 17, to increase tl 
rhe amendment was agreed to. ber of clerks of class 4. in the Office of the Andi ' 
The next amendment was, on page 30, line 20, to increase the ier Departments. from fifteen to six - and in 
appropriation for miscellaneous and contingent expenses of the | increase the total appropriation for wainten apr 
Library, stationery, supplies, etc., from $5,000 to $7,300. the Auditor for State and other Departments from $106,840 to 
The amendment was agreed to. $108. 640, I rom $! { ) 
The next amendment was, on page 31, line 1, after the word | ~ The amendment was acreed to 
B  messenger,’’ to strike out ** telephone operator, $600’ and insert The next ame ndment was, on Ds ge 47, line 12, after the word 
¢ “ two telephone operators, at $600 each;”’ so as to read: ‘“messengers,’’ to insert ‘six watchmen:” in line ;, before 
Custody, care, and maintenance of Library building and grounds: For | word ‘*charwomen.”’ tostrikeout **« n , 
su] intendent of the Library bui dis ¢ and grounds, $5,000; chief « | ty-one:’’? and in line 17. before the w oF ep ee 
e $9.40; clerk, $1,600; clerk, $1,400; clerk, 3! 000; one messenger; one assistant Sa an ae a _ hh : Ra . * : ‘ 
“ I enger; two telephone operators, at $0 each; captain of watch, $1,400, etc. SUX} ta pus ind and Seve \ and inser : V-ve thou 
ska The amendment was agreed to. one hunare d and te 1: so as t » make the clause 1 l: 
The next amendment was, on page 31, line 22, to increase the ona oo Ae moe Sor 50st mice Department: For Auditor, $4,000; 2D 
a total appropriation for the custody, care, and maintenance of; og aie onaite GF etanten of Glam 4: etdtiiennl 4c} . 
F Library building and grounds from $76,185 to $76,785. ‘ $450; 69 clerks of cl: l clerk 5 
F Lhe amendment was agreed to. ck I ks, at $1 (WK e ch: s k l : $1.00 
Be The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of | QoC7s Sf 90-9 Cac & See 8 = - 
Y State,’ on page 35, line 22, to reduce the total appropriation for | borers, at § h 
M compensation of Secretary of State, etc., from $177,620 to $175,520. The amendment was agreed to. 
i rhe amendment was agreed to. The next amendment was. on vage 48. ] 8. after the word 
rhe nextamendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Treasury Depart- | « nine.” to strike out ‘clerks and i t ee 
ment,’ on page 36, line 24, after the word “dollars,” to strike | asto read: | 
iy out ‘‘one clerk of class 4, who shall be a physician;’’ and on ic tieeais aecieiiia inters, at $700 ea 
4 page 37, line 4, before the word “‘ hundred,”’ to strike out ‘‘ forty- | six assistant messengers; thirty » la 7 har en 
ag six thousand two’”’ and insert ‘* forty-four thousand four;”’ so as press , $1,5 
4 to make the clause read: he amendment was agreed to. 
mS on Fr For compensation of the Seeretary of the Treas- The next amendment was, on page 50, line 9. to increase t 
3 t = s et erapher, $1,800: tl ; ; ow a —— M total appr print ion for the SHAINVCRARCS | aie the ice of I 
; to each Assistant Secretary, at $1.:00 each: Gove actuary, under co: troller of the Currency from $121,220 to $121,420. 
ae he ‘Treasury on clerk of class 2; two clerks of class 1; 01 The amendment was agreed to 
e fa x Ca messengers; three assistant messengers; and one laborer . The next amendment was, on ? u e 54. line 5. after the word 
¥ 6 4 wee ’ , > ie na f > ry } ha + y + a0. 9? a + 
e The amendment was agreed to. er a as _ beast : : eae re eee eee 
E The next amendment was, on page 39, line 14, before the word = eae Se mal, $5,000; a eaeiaherae $000. an Pana pital S 
“clerks,” to strike out ‘* three’’ and insert “‘ four;’’ in line 15, it t iblic Health and Mar t 
ee before the word ‘clerks,’ to strike out ‘‘three”? and insert r cle : ‘ : 
“four: in the same line, after the word “‘ each,” to strike out ee ee oe —ae 
* th clerks, at $900 each ’’ and insert *‘ one clerk, $900,’’ and in tmenament was ag l to. 
line 18, before the word “hundred,” to strike out “‘ four’ and CULLOM. Before the reading | is further, I d 
insert ‘* eight;’’ so as to make the clause read: ran amendment, on page o4, ine 11, after the word 
] n of customs: For chief of division, $2,700; assistant chief of din t ‘t ‘* Public Healt 1 and;’’ soas to read: ** Public Health and 
s $2,000; five law clerks, at $2,000 each; two clerks of class 4; one clerk of Marine-Hospital Service.”’ 
class {; two clerks of class 2; four clerks of class 1; four clerks, at $1,000 each; The amendment was a: Oo. 
one clerk, $00; and two assistant messengers; in all, $33,890. The reading of the bill w ines 1 m + 7 
nm) i PCAUINE Lil dial l i 
rhe amendment was agreed to. the Committee on Appropriations was, in 1 i 
Mr. CULLOM. I offer an amendment to come in at the endof 54 line 11. after the word “ Service.”’ to in 
that paragraph, which was overlooked in the printing of the bill. And said Service shall remain under the jur et 2 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be — nent unt Lees provided by law: and 1 
stated. of the pubic service shali be transierred trom ) 





1} : ‘ . c ‘ 5, | another without the auth rity « f Congress 

The SECRETARY. On page39, line 18, after the word “‘ dollars, ae aie ita ee 

it is proposed to insert: Mr. NELSON. I make the point of order against the ar 1. 
c 


aoe . nt he it is ww legic! and that celal 
ied, That authority is hereby given to appoint anadditional assistant SROEAS, tha - ~ — “ 5) a ? 
appraiser at the port of Boston, customs district of Boston and Charlestown, , Ng law under the act establishing the Department of Comu 
at an annual salary of $2,500. section 12 of which reads as follow 
The amendment was agreed to. Src. 12. That the President be. and he is hereby, authorized, by 


Che reading of the bill was resumed. poe panier see deena, Pha anil Agena les A rade Poder ‘s 
fhe next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, | tifte work, f : . 
on page 40, line 2, to reduce the total appropriation for the main- | the Depa 
tenance of the division of appointments, from $39,040 to $38,790. | mens | 
The amendment was agreed to. : ; 1 
The next amendment was, on page 40, line 17, before the word This proposed amendment amounts to an absolute repeal 
-Clerks,”’ to strike out ‘‘ seventeen’’ and insert ‘‘eighteen;’’ in that provision. I do not object to the part of the : n 
line 18, before the word “‘expert,”’ to strike out “eleven” andin- down to the words ** provided by law,” fo ed by a 
sert ‘‘twelve;” in line 20, before the word “laborers,” to strike | im line 13; but I object especially to that part It commen 
out ‘seven’? and insert “‘nine;” in line 23, before the word | Withthe word ‘and. at the end of line 13, and going to t 
paper,” to strike out ‘thirty-four’ and insert “‘thirty-six;’’ | Of the proposed amendment. — — 
and on page 41, line 2, before the word “dollars,” to strike out | Mr.CULLOM. [I am inclined to bel ‘ 
“seventy-eight thousand nine hundred and nine” and insert | point of order is good, if he ‘eaves in the 
“eighty-three thousand and eighty-nine;” so as to make the | ment, as he said he was willing to do, 
clause read; Mr. NELSON. I have no objection to that. 
Mr. CULLOM. I think it is very important legislation; 
is new legislation. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hopes Senators will 
not make their points of order under the House 1 i. By the 


1 


rule of the Senate it is not new, but general legislation, which is 





artment of Commerce and Lab 


Division of loans and currency: For chief of division, $3,000; assistant chief 
of division, $2,100; five clerks of class 4; additional to two clerks of class 4 as 
receiving clerk of bonds, and bookkeeper, $100 each; one clerk of class 3; two 
clerks of class 2; three clerks of class 1: two clerks, at $1,000 each; eighteen 
clerks, at $900 each; twelve expert counters, at $720 each; one messenger; two 
assistant messengers; nine laborers; superintendent of paper room, $1,200; 
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forbidden. This amendment is clearly general legislation, and | 
‘hair sustains the point of order. 
r. CULLOM. I think that is right. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then, the first part of the 
nt will stand, as no point of order is made on that. 
sLOM. I do not understand that the Senator from 
sota makes any point of order on the words in the amend- 





Minn 
ment 


and sai tll remain un ler the jurisdiction of the Treasury Depart- 


! 
ment until other, s provided by lew. 


only objects to the part after that. 
INT pro tempore. The point of order was only 
1e part of the amendment following that which has 
» Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLomM]. 
. so understand. 
Is the latt 
“tale od out, Mr. 
NT pro tem 
tion now is on the first pa 
, wi ch wiil be again state 
ECRETARY. On page 54, lin 
f aa to insert: 
srid Servi +e shal 
til ot 


President? 

pore. That was ruled out. 
irt of the amendment of the 
tad 


ESI DE The 


com- 


e 11, after the word *‘ Service,”’ 


» jurisdiction of the Treasury De- 
greed to. 
g¢ of the bill was resumed. 


on Appropriations was, on page 5), 


The amendment was a 
The 
( 


‘ 


readin 
mmittee after line 18, 


iuding 1 


ne Sarwis 


sat, light, a 


$3,600, 


n nd janitor and elevator service, for office 
‘oad to. 


[ shor like to ask the Senator 
7m on 


The amendment was 3 
Mr. BACON. 
rd to the ite 


a genera 


from Illinois in 


}, beginning with line 22. This is 
Sia ‘of 5 515,000— 
urters for 
yartment. 
, of the Senator what is the law or the 
3; what quarters shall be rented and 
'_ a at paid for "th m? 
SULLON Lhe officer in charge of the Depa 
larters suita a for his use, and make: 
nin the interest of tl nment. Then he cc 
vith the inf n,and we provide 
ink it right to do so. 
Well, 
vered by that reply. Does the Departm 
as to ) the aati ular buildings desired and the rent to 


y' 


it of addit 
or the P 

kk. for in 
ion which de 


accommodation of clerical force 


of 


formati 


‘ice Sil 
rtment finds 
2s well as he 
mes to Con- 
the appropriation 


3a contrac! 
» Gover 


Or! for 


do not know just how that is or in what 
vo 11s. 
I will state ve 


pe it c mes 
BACON. 
e th inquiry. 
CULLOM. 
ates hat it is 

veominitt and then 
ae aa dae 

“ALLISON. 
room is nece 


4 ° 


ry frankly the reason why I have 
The cl 


an ¢ stima: e 


airman of the committee [Mr. Ar N] 
from the Department which c 
, if we see proper to inquire further into 


mes to 


The head of each Department, where 
sary, rents suitable offices. We di » not 
nany way in the matter of providing these building 
instances, course, r ‘fused to appr 

1 1d to be} aid by the head ofa] } 
Mr. B AC CON. The question that I wished to get inf 
on is whether the committee has communicated to it b: 
partment the name and location of the particular building tha 
in any instance pre posed to be rented and the price which it is 
proposes 1 to pay tor 1f. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think 
lar instance, but Iha 
ury will see to it tha 

Mr.BACON. Mr. 
very frankly the r 

[ have informati 

but it comes direct and first hand to me from one who I am 
sure has noobject in: ny misrepresentation, and who is eminently 
qualified to jud ce of the matter, that there is one building rented 
by the Post-Office Department which is entirely unsuited to the 
purposes for which it is rented, an extremely inferior building 
ani utterly unsuited for comfortable and healthful occupatich by 
— e nployees of the Government. 

ALLIS' ms I think probably that is true. 
som vethi ing of that, but just where I do not know. 

Mr. BAC N. "Gecnanes on the other side of the Chamber may | 
fee] little delicacy in stating it, and, therefore, I am going 
to state it and call attention to the particular building. It is the 
building known as the Busch Building which is rented by the 
Post-Office Department. 

I have had a very strong representation made to me by one who | 


addi- 


ane im ¢ ; iin 


money that has be 


of 


nagre 


that 
ve no doubt 


has not been done in this 
t that the Secretary of the 


President, I want to state to the committee 
‘sons Which prompt me to make the inquiry. 
on, thi 


Cc lose, 


I have heard 


some 
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, ing other than its adaptability to the purpose for which it is us 


r part of the amendment, to which | 
| The Sena 


| of 


| if I may, 
The next amendment of | 


the ors juiry which I had in my mind wie 
nt submit | 
| is a pret 


particu- | 
Treas- | 
suitable provisions are made for this office. | nection, that nothing that I say can apply to anybo: ly now 
| office. 
| dates back beyond the present Administration. 
» source of which I can not properly dis- | 


FEBRUARY 25 


is not opposed to the Department by any means and one who. 


| will state, does not belong to a different political party from th 
| one now in power, that that building is an inferior building, 1: 


terly unsuited to the purpose, and the conclusion drawn was th 
there must have been some motive in the selection of that build 


il 


Mr. TELLER. 


What is its price? 
Mr. BACON. 


I do not know the price, although I understa: 


| itis excessive; but Iam myself thoroughly convinced, consideriny 
| the source from which I derived this information, that it is co; 
| rect; 


that the Government has that building when it ought not to 
have it, when there are better buildings that could be secure, 


| and that it is being used when it is not tothe interest of the G: \- 


ernment to use it. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


What the exact price is I do not know. 
FAIRBANKS. May I interrupt the Senator? 

BACON. The Senator will pardon me a moment on! 
te will perceive the reason which prompted the inqui 
to be made by me. I wanted to know, Mr. President, whet 
this matter is exclusively in the control of the Departments 
whether Congress’ knows what any Department does in suc] 
matter, or whether we simply take the statement as to the amou 
money they want and, without knowing the particular us 


| which they propose to devote it, appropriate it. 


Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Georg 
if the building to which he refers is the one on 
street? 

Mr. BACON. Itis across the s 
Department building. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has noconnection with that building. 

Mr. LODGE. Isit the building connected with the old Pos! 
Office Department building by a bridge across the street? 

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator from Massachiuss 
that, if [am correctly informed, it is the building in which 
Civil Service Commission forme rly sat. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the one I mean. 

Mr. BACON. Iam going to bea little more frank and st 
that the information which I have leads me to believe that 
renting of that building was prompted or rather influenced b) 
consideration to pay some political debt. I have no obj cti n 
the payment of politic al debts when it can be done properly 
when full consideration is received, but I « lo obj ct, 81 nd Lam: 
not only I, b vat every Senator on the other side will object, 
every other Set ator will, to the use of an inferior building whi 

vould not be selected except under some such influence. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is a pretty serious charge. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator says, and I understand it, that t1 
ty serious charge. I do not mean that it is done 
ruptly. I disclaim that. But I mean that the building wi 
not have b een rented, probably, but for the fact that there w: 
consideration or an influence of the kind I have stated. 'T) 
ment of politic al debts in various ways is constantly b 
by whichever party is in power, and when this is done with } 
gard for the interests of the Government it is not to bec 
sed. But it is otherwise when the interests of the Goverm 
are subordinated to some personal interest. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wad the Busch Building has been r 
for along time either by the Post-Office Department or by 
Auditor for the Post-Office Department; but it was occupied, 1 
recollection is, by the Auditor for the Post-Office Departmen 
fore the new Post-Office Department building was completed. a 
afterwards in some way, I was informed, that it had been o 

pied by employees of the Post-Office Department. 

I regard the suggestion made by the Senator from Georgia 
avery serious charge against the management of those und 
whom the matter of the renting of this building comes, and 
hope the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] who has charg: 
the bill will investigate the matter. 

Mr. BACON. Permit to say, Mr. President, in that « 


treet from the old Post-Off 


reat 
af 
Cc 


My understanding is that the renting of that build Idi 

I do not ey 
know when it was rented, and I have no details; but I sa) 
that the information came to me in such a way as to oe 
vic tion in my mind. I have in mind no special or particu! 
official as the one responsible for the selection and renting of 
building. I simply h: we general information that it is an inferi 
and unsuit»ble building for the Government use, and that 
vould not probably have been selected and rented for the pur- 


| pose but for an influence of the character I have mentione: 


While I do not know the figures, the impression is on my mind 


that much more than the rental value of it is being paid for it b: 
the Government. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I did not understand to which item the 
Senator referred. 

Mr. CULLOM and Mr. BERRY. Page 55, line 22, 


Will the Senator allow me tointerrupt him’ 
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_ FAIRBANKS. I want to say,if the Senator will allow me, 
t ] obs serve on page 55 several items for rent of buildings, as 


rent of buildings, $12,290. 


nt, including h light, and janitor and elevator servi 





t ‘s for accommodation of clerical force of Au- 
"e De par tme nt, $15,000, 






or the Post- O 


r, _ CULL OM. Thel 


{ ist item is the one under discussion. 
Mr. FAIRBANES. 


fi rthe rent of thr 








g 1) paid in 2 y¥ ar ee buildings in the District 
Columbia, when the Treasury of the United States is filled with 
money with which the necessary buildings could be con- 
icted. More than this, the appropriation bills will carry 
6.000 this year for the rent of buildings in the District of Co- 
This enormous sum is paid for inadequate accommoda- 
Capitalized on the basis of the Government credit, it represents 
1 in ex '$15,000.000. The payment of these large sums 
y year fi nt of buildings not fit sue many cases to be oc- 
| by the rnment and when the Government has the 
von ha h which to build is the most profligate, inex- 
le waste of the public money. We baal remedy the evil 
‘h the Senator s; 3 by providing the necessary buildings 
vernment ex} i ir the accommodation of the Govern- 
husiness. Iam opposed to renting—— 
-- HO AR May | ny honorabie friend a question in the 
f hi areum nt before he sits down? 
fr. FA IRGANKS Certainly. 
HOAR. Io ily ask because I desire information on the sub- 
Is the Senator willtes 6 to sated >to the Senatein general whatis 
cress of the publ ae ling bills that have been considered 
mimittee and discussed publicly recently—that is, when 
\ the bills for the new building g for the Court of Claims, the 


i tment of Justice, the Depart ent of Ci 
for the Supreme ¢ a, on the » site near 
) prepared that 


mmerce and Labor, 
the Library be lil 
¢ they can be presented to the Senate’ 
M FAIRBANK: S. There isa bill for a building 
rtments of State, Justice, and Commerce and I 
it has the unanim us report of the 


» @ bill providing f rt) 





commi +++ a and thara 





has been objection to the consid 
thing ha is been ie ne at the pr ai 
the construction of a much-nee he 


Court. 





mmittee has been dili t in bringing these matters to 
t on of the Senate iD ‘rience shows that years ar 
in the consid nand 1 aturines of building legislation 





District of ¢ 
necessity for action seems to 
pted the Senator from Geor 


me most urgent. 
ria to make the observati 
















| think is emphasized in this bill, that the Senate ows ) 
nd the country to proceed with the prompt consideration 
asures for public buildings in the nati 1 
( nent s hould own its own d partment at o 
p wasting money pay ing extravagant rent 
HOAR. Mr. President, I quite agree wit bl 
‘s view, and I am very sure that his i been 
I put the question in order that that mi 
uld like to say t at inad to the two b ! 
1, lL hope we sh: 1} have at a very early day f i 
re fora building for the Supreme Cou nited 
vhich is a part of Mr. Morrill’s plan w rary 
s;adopted. Every Senator knows that in spite of the in 
| accommodations we have, resulting from the construction 
Public Library, by which so many excellent rooms hay 
n provided, the Senate itself is straitened for room in tl 
Capitol, and there are Senators whose time is of great val to 
iselves and the country who are obliged to goo at to 
lings than the Capitol for quarters. 
\ ww, if the Supreme C ourt is provided for, we should have the 
f the Supreme Court, and perhaps the room of the law 


ry, oe the room of the clerk’s office, ve ry ¢ 
‘ooms below where the recor 


r ¢ not "? 
t thiienin. a 


xcelient room a d 
the courtare. They all be- 
1d we would not have to divide the m with 
They are in our wing. Its s 
| provide for the Court of Claims and 
[ do not refer, of course, to my honorabl 

d the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildi ings an 
unds, for he knows very well that a } s * not 


ee 
iS Ol 
House of Representatives. 
me that while we shoul 
state Department— 





a man wl 
those of his own house - ow * is worse than an infide 
hink the first provision we ought to make is for suitable ques 

rs for the Senate of the United States. 
And, if I may add ono other thing, if I were to make a criticism, 
as the result of very long experience and observation, upon the 
character of Senators at the present day as compared with those 


10 provi 


-e, for office | 


In these three items we have a total of | 
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of the past, when I first 
beginning of the Government, 
| orable friend the Senator from Ney 
| experience and — Ivi — are 
| me that in the mat 1 
ai in the matter « f 
personal conduct, and everything d 
acter of the statesman and the g ane i, 


public service, an 


higher than now. 


Mr. STEWART. 
cts,and int 
1at it was fort 


many resp 
pared with w 

Mr. HOAR. 
pare 


s gee ng be 
Is not th ; 
York, 
ita nts, 
of his pub 
the Union wi 
and when Illino 
to maxe 
Mr. CULLOM. 
Mr. HOAR. 
ators, our salary, 
yeairs ago. 





@ sin 


HOAR. 
whie h it was fix 
50 per cent. 


that we do 


- . 
omece sna 


portant 
nity and charact 
court of the Unit 
the United Stat« 
Serate of the 1 


And yet we hav 


ja 
ture to touch 


Soin the mat 


tions which w 
thirty States. 4 
When was if th: 
Mr. STEW AI 
Mr. HOAR 
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we had ft] f 
{ think th 
} ld ‘ x ke 
id toot wT 
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only using it as the basis for an inquiry as to the practice of the 
committee in informing itself as to buildings that are rented and 
the price. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was going to say, however, that a year or so 
ago—I forget whether it was one year or two years ago—we had a 
list of a!l the buildings rented by the Government of the United 
States in this city, when we examined the rent, the amount paid 
per square foot for each of the buildings, and we made some 
changes in reference to them, soas to have nearly the same amount 
of rent per square foot, one with the other. 
in that respect. But really as to what this building is, or whether 
it is a reasonable rent, I am not able to say. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator refer to the Busch Building or 
to this particular item? 

Mr. CULLOM. To this particular item. 

Mr. BACON. I have no criticism to make of it. I do not un- 
derstand that the Lusch Building is used for a file depository. 

Mr. CULLOM, 
timates. 

Mr. BACON, 
of the |} hes of the 

Mr. CULLOM. 
the Busch Building is 


‘ir. BACON. 


If my information is correct, it is used by one 
Department of the Post-Office. 


only $8,000. 
| am not speaking of the rent. 
I knew nothing about the price paid for it. 
fr. CULLOM. I understand. 
. BACON. And I was not criticising the rent of it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to say, furthermore, as to the remarks 
of the Senator from indiana, that it is not for the Committee on 
Appropriations to take charge of the question whether we ought 
to build more buildings for the Government’s use. I think we 
ought, the Senator and his committee have charge of that 
subject more than anybody else. I hope he will prosecute the 
question whether the Congress of the United States ought not to 
provide for sufficient buildings for the Government use without 
this promiscuous renting all overtown. It is very difficult to find 
out just what the Government should pay. The head of a De- 
partment makes a contract, and then he submits the amount of 
rent that he wants us to appropriate, and we go on and do it, un- 
less we find that there is something wrong in reference to it. 

And as to the matter the Senator from Georgia suggests, if 
there is any way of finding out whether there has been any wrong 
in any way or any paying of political debts in the renting of any 
of these buildings, I should like to find it out. 

Mr. BACON. I think, if an investigation is made, it will be 
found to be as I have stated. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 56, line 15, to in- 
‘rease appropriation for purchase of coal, wood, engine oils 
“ase, etc., for the Treasury Department from $12,000 to 

00. 


Che amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 56, line 21, to increase the | 
appropriation for purchase of gas, electric current for lighting | 


and power purposes, etc., for the Treasury Department from 
$15.000 to $17,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 12, to increase the 
appropriation for washing and hemming towels, for the purchase 
of awnings and fixtures, etc., for the Treasury Department, from 
$2,000 to $12.500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Che next amendment was, on page 58, line 5, before the word 
‘‘Tor,’’ to insert ‘‘ Contingent and miscellaneous expenses, Office 
of Auditor for the Post-Office Department, namely;’’ in line 11, 


r 


sand five hundred;’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘* dol- 
lars,’ to insert ‘‘to be expended under the direction of the Aud- 
itor for the Post-Office Department;’’ so as to make the clause 
read; 

Contingent and miscellaneous expenses, Office of Auditor for the Post- 
Oftice Department, namely: For miscellaneous items, of which notexceeding 
$2) may be used for rental of telephones, and notexceeding $200 may be used 
for the purchase of law books, books of reference, and city directories, $3,000; 
for carpets and repairs, $2,000; for furniture and repairs, $6,500; in all, $11,500, 
to be expended under the direction of the Auditor for the Post-Office De- 
partinent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Collecting in- 
ternal revenue,’ on page 59, line 16, after the word “ dollars,’’ 
to insert the following provisos: 

Provided, That the compensation of the chief of the internal-revenue 
agents shall not exceed $10 per day, and of the other internal-revenue agents 
shall not exceed $8 per day each, to be fixed by the Commissioner of Internal 


Revenue; and for per diem in lieu of subsistence, when absent from their 
legal residences on duty said agents, including the chief of internal-revenue 
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agents, shall receive a sum not to exceed $3 each, to be fixed by the Commis. 
sioner of Internal Revenue with the approval of the Secretary of the Treas. 
ury: Provided further, That internal-revenue agents assigned to the duty of 
examining the accounts of collectors of internal revenue shall receive for per 
diem in lieu of subsistence, when absent from their legal residences on duty 
a sum, to be fixed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, not to exceed $4: Provided further, That 


| hereafter internal-revenue agents shall have the same authority to adminis- 


ter oaths that is now possessed by collectors of internal revenue. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘ Independent 
treasury,’’ on page 61, line 7, before the word ‘‘ clerks,”’ to strike 
out *‘ two” and insert “‘ five;’’ in line 9, before the word ‘‘ clerks,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ three’’ and insert ‘‘four;’’ and in line 14, before 
the word ‘‘ hundred,’ to strike out ‘‘ forty thousand five’’ and 
insert ‘‘ forty-five thousand one;” so as to make the clause read: 

Office of assistant treasurer at Boston: * * * five clerks, at $1,200 each; 
clerk, $1,100; four clerks, at $1,000 each; clerk, $800; messenger and chief 
watchman, $1,060; stenographer and typewriter, $1,000; three watchmen and 
janitors, at $850 cach; in all, $45,110. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 21, after the word 
‘*dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ silver and redemption teller, $1,800;°’ on 
page 62, line 1, before the word “ clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ twenty-three;’’ and in line 7, before the word * hun- 


| dred,’’ to strike out ‘* fifty-six thousand three’ and insert ‘‘ sixty- 
| one thousand seven;’ 


’ 


so as to make the clause read: 
Office of assistant treasurer at Chicago: For assistant treasurer, $5,100; 


| cashier, $2,500; vault clerk, $1,800; paying teller, $1,800; assistant paying teller 


$1,500; assorting teller, $1,800; silver and redemption teller, $1,800; receiy 
teller, $1,700; clerk, $1,600; two bookkeepers, at $1,500 each; four coin, c 
pon, and currency clerks, at $1,500 each; twenty-three clerks, at $1,210 ea 
one detective and hall nian, $1,100; messenger, $840; stenographer, $4); 
tor, $600; and three watchmen, at $720 each; in all, $61,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, line 22, after the word 
‘‘each,’’ to strike out *‘ bookkeeper, $1,500’’ and insert ‘two 
bookkeepers, at $1,500 each; vault clerk, $1,500;’’ and on page 63, 
line 6, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five’ 
and insert ‘‘ twenty-eight;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Office of assistant treasurer at New Orleans: For assistant treasurer, $4,100; 
chief clerk and cashier, $2,250; receiving teller, and paying teller, at 
each; two bookkeepers, at $1,500 each; vault clerk, $1,500; coin and rede: 
tion clerk, $1,200; six clerks, at $1,200 each; two clerks, at $1,000 each; por 
$500; day watchman, $720; night watchman, $720; typewriter and ste: 


| rapher, $1,000; in all, $28,090. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, line 9, before the word 
‘‘assistant,’’ to strike out ‘‘ nine’’ and insert ‘‘ eight;’’ in line 10), 
after the word ‘‘ each,’’ to insert *‘ six assistant tellers, at $1,110 
each;’’ and in line 12, after the word ‘‘ each,” to strike out *' 


| assistant tellers, and one clerk, at $900 each”’ and insert 


clerk, $300;’’ so as to read: 

Office of assistant treasurer at New York: * * * eight assistant toll 
and three clerks, at $1,200 each: six assistant tellers, at $1,100 each; six ass 
ant tellers, at $1,000 each; one clerk, $900, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, line 3, after tho word 
‘**dollars,’’ to insert ‘* assistant assorting teller, $1,500; °’ in line 6 
and insert 
‘‘four;’’ in line 11, after the word “‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘** laborer, 
$600;’? and in line 13, before the word ‘‘ hundred,’’ to strike ont 
‘thirty-three thousand five’’ and insert ‘thirty-six thousand 
eight;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Office of assistant treasurer at St. Louis: For assistant treasurer. $4.51): 
cashier and chief clerk, $2,500; first teller, $2,000; second teller, $1,800; 1 
teller, $1,600; fourth teller, $1,200; assorting teller, $1,800; assistant as 
teller, $1,500; coin teller, $1,200; bookkeeper, $1,500; 4 assistant bookke>pe 
and 4 clerks, at $1,200 each; assistant coin teller, stenographer and typewr 


9 


: _ . 7 oa . | and 1 clerk, at $1,000 each; 3day watchmen and coin counters, at $900 ca h; 
before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ five thousand ”’ and in- 


sert ‘‘six thousand five hundred;’’ in line 12, before the word | 
** dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘ ten thousand ”’ and insert ‘‘ eleven thou- | 


night watchman, $720; laborer, $600, and janitor, $600; in all, $86,220. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Mints and Assay 
Offices,’’ on page 67, line 17, before the word ‘‘ employees,”’ to in- 
sert ‘‘ clerks and;’’ so as to make the clause read: : 


For wages of workmen and watchmen and not exceeding $840 for other 
clerks and employees, $5,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, line 21, after the words 
** Mint at Denver, Colo.,’’ to strike out: 

For assayer in charge, $3,000; melter, $2,250; chief clerk, $1,800; weigh clerk, 
$1,600; clerk, $1,400; two calculating clerks, at $1,400 each; two clerks, at $1,200 
each; in all, $15,250. 

And insert: 

For superintendent, $4,500; assayer, melter and refiner, and coiner, at 
= each; chief clerk, $2,500; weigh clerk, $1,600; clerk, $1.400; two calculat- 

ng clerks, at $1,400 each; two clerks, at $1,200 each; in all, $24,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 10, to strike out: 


$22,000 wages of workmen, including not exceeding $6,620 for other emplcyees, 
2,000, 
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And insert: 

For wages of workmen, including not exceedin 
employees, $29,410. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 68, line 17, to increase the ap- 

-opriation for incidental and contingent expenses of the mint at 

De nver, Colo., from $6,500 to $14,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 68 
at New Orleans, La. (to be hereafter 


For assayer in charge, $3,000; assistant assayer, $1,500; one clerk 
* sn) 


g $14,000 for other clerksand 





, after line 24, to strike out: 


And insert: 

Mint at New Orleans, La.: For superintendent, $3,500; assayer, melter and 
refiner, and coiner, at $2,500 each; assistant assayer, assistant melter and re- 
finer, and assistant coiner, at $1,900 each; chief clerk, and cashier, at $2,000 
each: bookkeeper, $1,600; assistant cashier, $1,200; private secretary to super- 
ntendent, $900: one clerk, at $1,200; one messenger, at $900; six 
ex) each; one elevator conductor, at $800; in all, $35, 100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 17, to strike out: 

For wages of workmen and watchmen, $7,500. 

And insert: 

lor wages of workmen and adjusters, $38,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 21, to strike out: 

For contingent expenses, $3,000. 

And insert: 

For incidental and contingent expenses, including machinery and repairs, 
W ige of operative officers, and loss on sale of sweeps, $19,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 70, line 15, before the word 
ay te wel" to insert ‘‘clerks and;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For wages of workmen, adjusters, and not exceeding $78,¢ 
and employees, $450,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 71, line 12, 
-mployees,’’ to insert ‘‘ clerks and; 








640 for other clerks 


before the word 
»? so as to make the clause 


For wages of workmen and adjusters, and not exceeding $32,540 for other 
] and employees, $175,000. 

amendment was agreed to. 

next amendment was, on page 71, line 24, before the word 
loyees,’’ to insert ‘‘ clerks and;’’ so as to make the clause 


j izes of workmen, and not exceeding $1,840 for other clerks and em- 

] , $8,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 7, before the word 
cin pias ee 6 lawke avsis?? am ¢ ake tl ‘lause 

employees,”’ to insert ‘‘ clerks and;’’ so as to make the clause 


For wages of workmen and other clerks and employees, $1,080. 
‘he amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 72, line 15, before the word 
employees,’’ to insert ‘‘ clerks and;”’ 80 as to make the clause 
For wages of workmen and other clerks and 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 73, line 1, before the word 
‘employees,’’ to insert ‘‘ clerks and;’’ so as to make the clause 


employees, $4,000. 


wages of workmen, and not exceeding $# 
J $14,500, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
fhe next amendment was, on page 7 
“employees,’’ to insert ‘‘ clerks and;”’ 


3,080 for other clerks and em- 


>, lir ne 2% 3. be fore the word 


so as te ymake the clause read: 
s 


clerks and employees, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amet idment was, on page 74, line 18, before the word 
“employees,’’ to insert ‘‘clerks and;’ 

For wages for workmen, and not exceeding $11,140 for other clerks and 
employees, $27,000. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 12 on 
page 75. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That should be district of Alaska. I sug- 
gest an amendment, to strike out ‘‘ Territory’? and insert ‘ 
trict,’’ in line 4, page 75. There is no Territory of Alaska. It is 
the district of Alaska. In line 10, page 75, the last word should 
be ‘* district’ instead of ‘ ‘ Territory.” 

fr. CULLOM. If that is the fact 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is the fact. 


aus- 





' 
or wages of workmen, messengers, and not exceeding $11,530 for other 


> soas to make the clause read: | 


conducted as an assay office): | 
, $1,000; in all | 


watchmen, at | 





Mr. CULLOM. That it is not a Territory in any sense 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is correct. 
Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to the change. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The official title is the district of Alaska. 
Mr. CULLOM. These officers would get their pay wheth 
is changed or not. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think they would; 
rule that governs the Committee on Territories 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The subh 
changed so as to read, ** Government in the Territo1 
district of Alaska.’? The amendments will be stated 

The SEcRETARY. Page 75, line 3, after the word ‘* Territories” 
in the subhead, insert ‘‘and the district of Alaska;’’ in line 4, 
strike out ‘*‘ Territory ’’ and insert ‘‘ district;’’ and in line 10 strike 
out ‘** Territory *’ and insert ‘‘ district.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the hea 
Departinent,’’ on page 80, line 7, to increase the apy 
continuing the employment of such additional tex aw force of 
clerks, messengers, laborers, and other assistants, 1 
sary because of increased work in the War Department, etc 
from $325,000 to $385,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, Tine 12, af 
**vacancy,”’ to strike out ‘‘nor shall vy ncies 
any cause hereunder be filled except by sciatica of 
ployed under and paid from this appro iat ion”’ and insert 
f the Vi 





yr will he 
s and 














in any force of any bure au or off fice « 












ir Dep “ifi ¥v pro- 
led for: Provided further, That the Secretat of W directs . 
} mit, in the regu lar annual esti mates for the fi stima : 
detail and under e ach bi und oftice of the W r 1 ; 
id othere mployees nec rand rex quired f 1 t! r 
and perm anent work of the Departme ) ‘ , 


it Who are pai 
ippropriation for the employment of temporary force ¢ 
laborers, and other assistants; 

So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That no person emy yh oyed hereunder shall be paid any creater 

rate of compe snsation during the fis ms year 1905 tl in he Was } t 
appropriation prior to January 1, 4, ext -— m promotion t t \ 
in any fi me e of any bureau or office of » War Department specifically 
provided for: Provided further, That the ete tary of War, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8 
The services of skilled draftsmen ands 








afte rT r Hine 5, to insert: 















l as 
the Secretary of War may deem necessary r be f 
the Chief of Ordnance to carry into eff tl ar the 
mament of fortifications, to be paid from st ion 

e amount specifically appropriated for di men i ance 

au: Provided, That the entire e xpenditures for thi } l 


ending June 30, 1905, shall not exceed $25,000, a 
r shall each year in the annual estimates rep o 
of persons so employed and the amount paid to each. 

= CULLOM. At the bottom of page 84 I desire that the sum 
** $95,000 ’’ shall be stricken out and the sum 
serté ted § in its place. It is not an increase of the appropri 
erally. 

Mr. NELSON. Ishould like consent to move an ame 
now on page 3, line 7. 

Mr. CULLOM. Weare going through withthe bil! in recular 
order for action on the amendments of the committee. I hope 
the Senator will let us go on. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Sen 
fers an ame ndment, which will be stated. 

TheS 


number 


>40.000°’ be in- 
ation 


rean<- 


hm 
ndment 


itor from Illinois of- 





ECRETARY. Page 84, line 25, before the word “‘ thousand.” 
strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert ‘*forty;’’ so as to make the 
proviso read: 

Provided, That the er itix re expenditures for this purpose for tl ir 
ending June 30, 1905, shall not exceed $40,000, and that the Secretary of War 
shall ea ch year in the annu al « tes r port to ¢ rress t nimi f 





pe rsons so emplo id thea 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 85, line 25, before the word 
clerks,”’ to strike out ‘‘ two’’ and insert *‘ three; i i m 
line, before the word ‘‘clerks’’ where it occurs the second time 
to strike out ‘‘six’’ and insert ‘*‘ eight;’’ on page 86, line 1, before 
the word “‘ clerks,’’ to strike out “* twelve ”’ 
in the same line, before the word ‘‘clerks’’ whe 
second time, to strike out ‘‘ ten’’ and inset ré 
before the word ‘‘ clerks,”’ to a out ‘* n’’ and insert ‘‘ four 
teen;’’ in line 38, after the word “‘ eac h,’ to + aaetloe out ‘one mes 
senger’’ and insert ‘‘ two messeng in line 4, before the word 
**laborers,”’ to strike out ‘‘ three ”’ and insert ** five;’’ and in line 
6, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ixty-five thousand 


syed at mount 


paid to each. 


ee 


and insert ** fourteen: ”’ 
re it occurs the 


‘twelve;’’ in line 











two hundred and forty ’’ and insert ‘* seventy » thousand eight 
hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Office of the Bureau of Insular Aff I f wing now author 1 
and being paid from the appropriation for temporary for of rk d 
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others in the War Department, memes For law officer, $4,500; chief clerk, 
seen five clerks of class 4; three clerks of class 3; eight clerks of class 2; 
ourteen clerks of class 1; twelve clerks, at $1,000 each; fourteen clerks, at $900 


each; two messengers; two assistant messengers; five laborers; two char- 
women; in all, $79,800, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 6, to increase the 
appropriation for rent of buildings for Ordnance and Signal offices 
from $2,100 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 11, to increase the 
total appropriation for rent of buildings for use of War Depart- 
ment, etc., from $18,400 to $18,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Navy Depart- 
ment,’’ on page 95, line 10, after the word ‘* dollars,” to strike out 
‘‘one draftsman, under instruction, $720;’’ in line 13, before the 
word ‘‘ hundred,’’ to strike out “‘ three’’ and insert ‘“‘ four;’’ in line 
19, after the word “‘ each,” tostrike out ‘‘ one engraver, $300’ and 
insert ‘‘ two engravers, at $900 each;” in line 22, after the word 
‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘ one apprentice engraver, $700;’’ in line 
23, before the word *‘ hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘ five’? and insert 
‘*six;’’ and in line 24, before the word “* hundred,’ to strike out 
‘*three’’ and insert ‘‘ four;’’ so as to read: 


Hydrographic Office: For the following, now authorized and being paid | 


from specific 
Soe: one 


$400 each; 


and general appropriations, namely: * * * QOne draftsman, 
lraftsman, under instruction, $700; three apprentice draftamen, at 
one chief engraver, $2,000; two engravers, at $1,800 each; three en- 


gravers, at $1,6H each; one engraver, $1,400; twoengravers, at $1,200each; four | appropriation for rent of office for the surveyor-general, Territory 


engravers, at $1,000 each; two engravers, at $900 each; one engraver, $800; one 
engraver, $72U; one apprentice engraver, $609; one apprentice engraver, $400; 
etc 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 3, after the word 
‘‘each,”’ to strike out ‘‘ two plate printers. at $700 each,’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘one plate printer, $700; one apprentice plate printer, $400; 
one apprentice plate printer, $300;’’ and in line 9, before the word 
** hundred,’ to strike out ‘‘ three”? and insert “‘ four; ’’ so as to 
read: 

One chief plate printer, $1,400; one plate printer, $1,200; one plate printer, 
$1,000; twoplate printers, at $800 each; one plate printer, $700; one apprentice 
Brae printer, $400; one apprentice plate printer, $200; one chief lithographer, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 15, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Hydrographic Of- 
fice from $100,920 to $101,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 98, line 5, to insert: 

For seasonal pilot charts of the South Atlantic Ocean and of the South Pa- 
cific Ocean, showing graphically the matters of value and interest to the mari- 
time community,and particularly the directions and forces of the winds, the 
eet and strength of the currents, the regions of storm, fog, and ice, the posi- 
tions of derelicts and floating obstructions to navigation, and the best route 
to be followed by steam and by sail, including the expenses of communicating 
and circulating information, lithographing, and engraving, the purchase of 
materials for and printing and mailing the charts, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 103, line 9, to increase the 


number of clerks of class 2 in the Burean of Supplies and Ac- | 


counts from two to three; in line 10 to reduce the number of 
clerks of class 1 in the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts from 
eleven to ten; and in line 14 to increase the total appropriation 
for the maintenanceof the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts from 
$45,800 to $46,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ Department of 
the Interior,’’ 


eight; in line 8 to increase the number of clerks of class 3 from 


sixty to sixty-four; in the same line to reduce the number of clerks | 


of class 2 from sixty-eight to sixty-seven; and in line 9 to reduce 
the number of clerks of class 1 from seventy to sixty-nine. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 111, line 12, after the word | 


*laborers,’’ to insert ‘‘ who may act as assistant messengers when 
required;’’ and in line 21, before the word “ thousand,”’ to strike 
eut “fifty-two” and insert “ sixty-three;’’ so as to read: 

Six skilled laborers, who may act as assistant messengers when required, 
at $660 each; seventeen laborers; one packer, $720; one depositary acting for 
the Commissioner as receiver of public moneysand also as confidential secre- 
tary, $2,000; librarian for the law library of the General Land Office, to be 
selected by the Secretary of the Interior wholly with reference to his special 
Atuess for such work, $1,000; in all, $563,930. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 115, line 4, to increase the 
number of clerks at $1,000 each in the Pension Office from 225 to 
249, and, in line 16, to increase the total appropriation for the 


maintenance of the Pension Office from $1,987,210 to $1,961,210. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
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’ 7 ; | plies and 
1,800; two lithographers, at $1,000 each; one apprentice lithographer, $400; etc. | | — 


determine for the faithful discharge of his duties, $2 


“sand nine hundred and forty;”’ 


FEBRUARY 25, 


The next amendment was, on page 118, after line 14, to strike 
out: 

For producing the Official Gazette, including weekly, monthly, bimonthly, 
and annual indexes therefor, exclusive of expired patents, $100,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 118, after line 17, to insert; 


For photolithographing or otherwise producing plates and illustrations for 
the Official Gazette, $47,000; for work to be done at the Government Printing 
Office, in producing the Official Gazette, including the letter press, the weekly, 
monthly, bimonthly, and annual indexes therefor, exclusive of expired pat- 
ents, $53,000; im all, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 122, line 20, to increase the 
appropriation for rent of buildings for use of the Geological Sur- 
vey from $27,200 to $29,200, and, on page 123, line 2, to increase 
the total appropriation for rent of buildings for the Department 
of the Interior from $50,900 to $52,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Surveyors- 
general and their clerks,’’ on page 123, line 16, to increase tha 
appropriation for clerks in the office of the surveyor-general, 
Territory of Arizona, from $5.000 to $6,000; and in line 17 to in- 
crease the total appropriation for the maintenance of the office of 
the surveyor-general of the Territory of Arizona from $7,000 to 
$8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 123, line 22, to increase the 


of Arizona, etc., from $1,000 to $1,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Post-Office De- 
partment,’’ on page 128, line 24, to increase the appropriation for 
the salary of the telephone operator in the office of the Postmaster- 


| General from $900 to $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 131, line 18, after the word 
**doliars,”’ to insert ‘‘ assistant superintendent of classification 
division, $2,000;’’ so as to read: 

Office Third Assistant Postmaster-General: 
master-General, $4,500; chief clerk, $2,500; superintendent postage-stamp sup- 

ostmasters’ accounts, $2,500; superintendent of system of postal 
inance, who shall give bend in such amount as the Postmaster-General may 
superintendent of 
clas cation division, $2,750; assistant superintendent of classification divi- 
sion, $2,000, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 132, line 3, before the word 
‘*clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘ six’’ and insert ‘‘seven;’’ in line 5, be- 


For Third Assistant Post- 


| fore the word ‘‘ laborers,’’ to strike out ‘* nine’’ and insert ‘* ten,” 


and in line 7, before the word ‘ dollars,’’ to strike out “‘ fifteen 
thousand three hundred and eighty”’ and insert “‘ eighteen thou- 
so as to read: 


Twenty-three clerks, at $1,000 each; seven clerks, at $900 each; one messen- 


| ger; five assistant messengers; ten laborers; in all, $218,940. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 133, line 15, to increase the 
number of messengers in the Office of the Fourth Assistant Post- 
master-General from four to five; in line 16 to reduce the number 
of assistant messengers from thirteen to twelve: and in line 18 to 
increase the total appropriation for the maintenance of the Office 
of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General from $405,700 to 
$405,820. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 11, on page 1:6, 


| the last item read being as follows: 
on page 111, line 7, to increase the number of clerks | 
of class 4 in the General Land Office from thirty-four to thirty- | 


For rent of suitable buildings for the storage of post-office supplies, an’ for 
the rural free-delivery service, $12,800. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move, in line 11, before the word * dollars,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ twelve thousand eight hundred”’ and to insert 
‘*nine thousand three hundred.” I do it for the purpose of giv- 


| ing me an opportunity to investigate the whole question before 
| the bill gets into conference and to deal with it then as the {facts 


seem to require, 

Mr. BACON. I understand that the Senator proposes, then, 
to make an inquiry as to this particular building? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, 

Mr. BACON. To see whether or not it is a suitable building 
for the purpose and whether or not a proper rental charge is 
being made against the Government for its use? 

Mr. CULLOM. That is my purpose in moving the amend- 
ment, so that we shall have an opportunity to investigate it here- 
after. 


Mr. BACON. I am perfectly content that the Senator shall 


| give the matter that direction, and I am sureif there is any in- 


justice being done to the Government he will correct it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois, 

The amendment was agreed to, 








is 
























The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
he Committee on Appropriations was, d of ‘“*De- 
th { \ppropriations was, under the head of ‘* De 
nartm it of Justice,’ on page 138, line 21, to reduce the total 
‘ on for the maintenance of the office of the Attorney- 
Gel mi fr m $207,540 to $207,540, 

The amendment was- agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 140, after line 4, to insert: 

( f tl r of the Depart xf Com and Lal 3 
1 f the Dey nt of Con c @ appointe 

nt. I a ‘the ndvic a Senate, $4,590; 
rk of cla y erls.o class 2, clerk of class 1, and messenger; in all, 


nent was agreed to. 
The n ~ amendment was, under the head of ‘ 
Commerce and Lab r,’’ on page 140, line 20, : 


‘Depart 


n ont of 
ifter the Wor ‘a * * dol- 
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lars where it occurs the second ime, to ins¢ rt **thnres c hiefs of 
ivision, at $2 ich;’’ in line 22, before the wi rd ‘‘ clerks,’’ to 
P ut ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘ nine;’’ in line 23, before the word 
.’ to strike out ‘“‘five’’ and insert even;’’ in the same 
line. before the word ‘‘ clerks’’ where it occurs the second time, 
to strike out ‘* twelve’ and insert oti hirteen;’ in line 24, before 
the word “ clerks,”’ tostrike out ‘‘nine’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ in the 
same line, before the word ‘ ‘clotiis - where it occurs the second 
time. to strike out ‘‘ four’? and imsert “six;’’ in line 25, before 
the word “* clerks,”’ to strike out ** fin ve” ye insert ‘**seven;’’ on 
J ti, line 9, after the w =. ‘each,’ to strike out ‘‘ one fire- 
man. 38680,’’ and insert ‘‘ two firemen, at $660 each;’’ and in line 


Li re the wi rd“ dollars,” 
two hundred and sixty” 
hundred and twenty;’ 


to strike out “‘ twenty-five t 
and insert ‘‘ forty-three thousand 
so as to make the clause read: 


npensation of the Secretary of Commerce 
ry, $5,000; private secretary to the Secre- 
Assistant Secretary, $1.8 chief clerk 
g clerk, $2,500; three chi of division, 
(including one census clerk); seven clerks 
— ten clerk 3 of class 1; six clerks, at 5 $1,000 
o telegraph operators, at $1,000 each; one 
five messengers; nine assistant messen- 
SU each; one engineer, at $1,000; one assist- 


usand 
three 


















ntendent, $3,000; di 
ach; ninec 
. thirteen:cl 

n clerks, at $900 eac 
t telephone operator, 





r “ks of c ] 
rks ofc 





snger boys, ¢ 


2 ; two skilled laborers, at $720 each; two conductors of ele- 
ch; two fire men, at $660 each; fourteen laborers; one driver 
f man of ‘stable ss, $240; six hostlers; at $669 each; one cabinetmaker, 
3 e carpenter, $900; tive watchmen; ten charwomen; in all, $148,320. 
Mr. KEAN. I should like to have an explanation from the | 
S r from Illinoisof all the increases in this appropriation for | 
the D hy ge ommerce, 


ULLOM. 
sires to know? 
Mr. KEAN. There seem to be a great many increases here in 
the appropriations for the salaries of chiefs of divisions, and so 
forth, 


Mr. CULLOM. We 


° 2 


What is it the Senator from New Jersey de- 


struck out a good many provisions for 
and assistant attorneys and reorganized the legislation on 
alimit. We have given them very much less than the Depart- 
ment desired. 
Mr. KEAN. Ido not doubt the bill has given the Department 
less than was desired. 
CULLOM. TheSecretary of the Department of Commerce 
and Labor desired $200,000 as @ gross sam which he might use in 
his own judgment in the employment of special agents, attorneys, 





Department finally into such shape that we could tellexactly what 


- 


ee ae 


ery 7a = 












special attorneys, not to exceed $15,0M, of special examiners, not to: 1 
$15,000, in. the Bureau of C rperations, and for the employment of special 
agents, not to exceed $16, 000, and of temporary assistants, not toexceed $10,004 
for the purpose of « arrying yn the work of said Bureau ; vid i 
act to estab! ish ithe Departmentof Commerce and L r, appr d February 


14, 1903; in all 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 143, line 11, before the word 


special,” to strike out “‘and;’ in the same line. after the word 


1, $56,000. 





“ee 








** agents,’’ to “oe ‘“‘and temporary assistants;’’ and in line 1 
before the e word” aera to strike out ‘fifteen thousand I 
hundred”? and i ‘twenty-five thousand;”’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

F ry diem. s 1} ject ty snch roles and Pact t4 the q rat o 
Commer lay pr un 4 rat 
oe ug ] i { 
cial age! I 
and for ary trav 5 expe = y 
sleeping 





The amendment was : 
The next amendment was, on page 143, line 19, after the word 
one,’’ where it occurs th e suocunl time, to strike out ‘* one ce) 
$1,000; one clerk, $900,”” and insert “‘ two clerks, at $1,000 ex 
two clerks, we $900 each;*’ and in line 24, before the word ‘*] 
dred.” to strike out “fourte en thousand ones” and insert “* six- 





greed to. 










































teen thousand two;”’ so a » make tl he cla use read: 
Bureau of Manufactures: Chi f of Bureau of } t 24.00 f 
clerk, $2,000; one clerk of class 4; one clerk of class 2; ( 
cler - 1,08) each; two clerks, at § ( 1; one al 
me @ messenger boy ven two l rers; l 
T ie amendment was agreed to. 
rT . ” , 7 rr ; e 
The next amendment was, on page 144, line 2, after tl l 
‘dollars,”’ to strike out *‘ disbursing clerk. $2,000; ’’ in line 13, be- 
fore the word“ thousand,” tos trike out ‘‘ six’’ and insert “‘ f ~ ing 
1 és ? , + : 
and in line 14, after the word “‘ dollars,’’ to inse1 
end the Depart it of Labor tr: the Depart ( ’ 
and Labor by th t approved Fe US, shall 
as the Bure au.of Ls r in said Dey irt 
So as to make the clause read: 
3ureau of Labo ‘or « corapensation of the Commi: of La $5 
B f Labor: F pensation of tl 
chief clerk, $2,500; fo yur statistical experts, at $2,000 ir cler 
& five clerks of cl 35 ( | ] ‘ks of 
clerks, at $1,000 enc h; two copyists: one me: z ne assistant messé 
three watchmen; four laborers: three charwom: two special n 
,800 each; sik. Sf sees nts, at $1,600 each; tens n 
} four special agents, at $). 206 « ach; in all, $104, n ; 
| Labor trans forrod to the Sin nt of Commerce ¢ I t 
approved February 14, 1903, shall hereafter be known asthe | f Labor 





in said Department. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM. In line 4, om page 144, I move that the word 
‘four’’ be stricken out, and the word ‘‘five’’ inserted im its 
place; so as to read: 
Five clerks of class 4. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM. Now, cnpage144, line13, I move to change the 
sum total of the appropriation from $104,380, as recommended 


| the committee, to $106,180. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


| the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 14), line ! 
etc. Weundertook to limit the amount which should be expended | 
in those different branches of the service, and endeavored to get the | 


| vanee;’’ 


ought to be appropriated for this purpose, asin the case of other | 


Departments, This Department now is notin such a condition. 
As | have stated, the Secretary wanted us to give hima grosssum 
of $200,000, to be used according to: his judgment in organizing 
his Department. We thought we ought to limit the amount in 
s0me way. 

Mr. KEAN. I knew the Senator from Illinois would give a 
satisfactory explanation. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
the e) 
to insert 


For compensation, to be fixed’ by the Secretary of Commerce and Lab or, 


The next amendment of 
mmittee on Appropriations was, on page 141, after lino 17, 






c rts and temporary assistants to carry out the provisions of the 
to esiablish the Department of C ommerce and Labor,’ proved le 
14, 1903, and for per diem in lieu of subsistence whil »t 4 éaty 
fr ir places of residence at a rate not exceed r day to 





said 7 ons, and for actual necessary traveling expens 1588, including 1 


sary leoping- car fares, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
out: 

For one specis ul attorney, $4, 500; three special attorneys, at $4,000 each; four 
special examiners, at $3,000 each; two special agents, at $2,500 each; seven spe- 
cial agents, at $1,600 each; in all, $44,700. 

And to-insert: 


For one special attorney for the Bureau of Corporations, to be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent.of the Senate, >t, TK 
For compensation, to be fixed by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, ‘of 


page 142, after line 12, to strike 


the word ‘* data,”’ 
newspapers ¢ 


to insert ‘‘and the annual subscriptions f 
and periodic: uls for the Burean may be paid in ad- 
so as to make the clause read: 

For books, periodicals, and newspapers forthe library, in addition to t} 








| amount authorized by section liz, Revised Statutes, the sum of $100 may 
expended for new pogern Sap the purpose of procuring : 
annual subseriptior yr newspapers and } al r the | Lu y 
paid in advance, $1, 00. 


The amendment was agreed to. 





The next amendment w: before the ¥ i 
‘For,’ to strike out sureau 1 
Census Office:’’ in line 18, after the w —- lar i 
** geographer, $2,000; ’’ in line 19, before the word ‘* cne,”’ t 


out ‘‘stenographer’’ and insert ‘‘secretary to the I 


line 20, before the word ‘‘ expert,’’ to strike ont ‘* fi nd in- 
sert ‘‘ eight;’’ in line 21, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 


‘*one thous 


and eight hundred”’ 
22, before the word ‘*‘« 


and insert ‘*two thousand;”’ in 





10 s.”’ to strike out “twelve” andi 
sert *‘four:”’’ in the same line, before the word “class,”’ to st 
out “six clerks’’ and insert ‘‘ seven clerks of;’’ in line 23, be } 
the word “ class,’’ to strike out ** ten clerks”’ and insert * sixteen 
clashes of:”? in line 24, before the word “ class,’’ to 
‘** forty-nine clerks ’’ and insert ‘* eighty-seven clerks of;’’ in line 
95, before the word ‘“‘clerks,’’ to strike out “‘four’’ and insert 

‘twenty;’’ on page 147, line 1, before the word “‘ clerks.”’ to 
out ‘‘ ninety’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-one;” in the same line, aft 
the word “‘ each,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one clerk. $720’ and insert *° 
pert map mounter, $1,000; engineer, $1,000; electri 000: 





skilled,’’ to strike 


in line 4, before the word “ ( 
in line 5, after the word ‘‘ each,’ to strike ont “ 


sert ‘*two;” 
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skilled laborer, $990; one skilled laborer, $840,’ and insert “‘ five 
skilled laborers, at $900 each;’’ in line 8, after the word ‘‘ mes- 
sengers,’’ to strike out ‘‘one skilled laborer, $780; one skilled 
laborer, $720,’’ and insert ‘* two firemen, at $720 each; ”’ in line 11, 
before the word ‘* unskilled,’ to strike out “‘ fifteen’’ and insert 
‘‘sixteen;’’ in line 14, before the word ‘‘ and,’’ to strike out 
seven thousand for hundred ”’ and insert ‘‘ seventeen thousand; ’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


. 


The Census Office: For Director, $6,000; 4 chief statisticians, at $2,500 ench; 
‘hief clerk, $2,500; disbursing clerk, $2,500; geographer, $2,000; secretary to 
he Director, $1,500; 8 expert chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; 4 clerks of class 
i clerks of class 3; 16 clerks of class 2; 287 clerks of class 1; 220 clerks, at 
1,000 each; 21 clerks, at $900 each; expert map mounter, $1,000; engineer, 
$1,000; electrician, $1,000; 2 skilled laborers, at $1,000 each; 5 skilled laborers, at 
$900 each; 10 watchmen; 6 messengers; 2 firemen, at $720 each; 13 assistant 
messengers; 16 unskilled laborers, at $720 each; 35 charwomen; in all, $717,060. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 146, line 17, after the word ‘ disburs- 
ing,’’? I move to insert ‘‘and appointment;’’ so as to read ‘‘ dis- 
bursing and appointment clerk.’? That makes it in accordance 
with the present law. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 147, after line 14, 
to strike out: 








For special agents and detailed employees, to secure information for cen- 
sus reports, provided for by law, $434,000. 

And insert: 

For securing information for census reports, provided for by law, includ- 
ing per diem compensation of special agents and expenses of the same and of 
detailed employees, the cost of transcribing State, municipal, and other rec- 
ords, the temporary rental of quarters outside of the District of Columbia 
for supervising special agents, and the employment by them of such tempo- 
rary service as may be necessary in collecting the statistics required by law, 
$433,400: Provided, That the total expenditure for such rentals shall not ex- 
ceed $3,000, and that for personal service $2,000: And provided further, That 
no expense shall be incurred for the two last-named items unless the same 
shall have been previously authorized by the Director. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 148, line 3, before the word “‘ service,”’’ 
I move to strike out ‘‘ personal’’ and insert ‘‘ temporary.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 148, line 7, before 
the word ‘‘special,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twelve.’ and insert ‘‘ thir- 
teen;’’ in line 8, before the word ‘‘the,’’ to strike out ‘‘ the 
Bureau of;”’? in the same line, after the word ‘‘ Census,’’ to insert 
** Office:’’ in line 12, after the word “ assigned,’ to strike out *‘ to 
clerkships of class 4’’ and insert ‘‘as follows: Four as chiefs of 
division, at $2,000 each; four as clerks of class 4, and four as clerks 
of class 2;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

The thirteen special agents now employed in the Census Office on other 

‘ial work committed to them, as authorized by section 10 of the 





than the 
act of March 6, 1902, entitled “An act to provide fora permanent Census 

Oftice,” are hereby transferred to the classified service, to be assigned as fol- 

lows: Four as chiefs of division, at $2,000 each, four as clerks of class 4, and*® 
four as clerks of class 2. 


Mr. CULS.0OM. On page 148. line 13, I move to amend the 


amendment by inserting before the word ‘‘ Four ’’ the words ‘‘One | 


geographer, and.”’ 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 148, line 13, it is proposed to amend 
the amendment of the committee by inserting before the word 
‘“‘ Four ’’ the words ‘* One geographer, and,’’ and making the word 


‘Four ’? commence with a small letter instead of a capital; so as | 


to read: 
The thirteen special agents now employed in the Census Office on other 
n 


than the special work committed to them, as authorized by section 10 of the 
act of March’ 6, 1902, entitled “An act to provide for a permanent Census 
Oflice,’ are hereby transferred to the classified service, to be assigned as fol 
lows: One geographer, and four as chiefs of division, at $2,000 each, four as 
cler} f class 4, and four as clerks of class 2. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. Thenext amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 148, line 15, to 
strike out: 

For transcript of registration records, $14,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 148, line 24, after the word 
“ office,’ to strike out ‘‘ furniture’’ and insert ‘‘ fixtures;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

For furniture, carpets, ice, lumber, hardware, dry goods, advertising, tele- 
graphing, expressage, horses and wagons, feed for and shoeing of horses, dia- 
grams, awnings, shelving, file cases, file holders, office fixtures, fuel, li 
other absolutely necessary expenses, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 149, line 1, after the word 
‘‘ of’? where it occurs fhe first time, to strike out ‘law books;’’ 
in line 2, after the word ‘‘and,”’ to strike out ‘* manuscript in- 
vestigation of census work in other countries’’ and insert ‘* man- 





it,and | 





| clerk, $1,800; statistician and stenographer, with power to act as immigra 


| at $2,200 each, etc. 





| 


uscripts;’’ and in line 4, before the word “‘ dollars,’ to strike out 
“*five thousand’’ and insert ‘‘ two thousand five hundred;”’ go as 
to make the clause read: 

For purchase of books of reference, periodicals, and manuscripts, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amenement was, on page 149, line 15, before the word 
‘“‘clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘ eight’’ and insert ‘‘ nine;’’ in the same 
line, before the word ‘‘ clerks’’ where it occurs the second time, 
to strike out *‘ twelve’’ and insert ‘‘ thirteen;’’ in line 17, before 
the word ‘‘ clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ten’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve;’’ in 
line 18, before the word ‘“‘ laborers,’”’ to strike out ‘‘ four ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ five;’’ and in line 21, before the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘*seventy-five thousand five hundred and seventy’’ and insert 
“eighty thousand eight hundred and thirty;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


Bureau of Statistics: For Chief of Bureau, $4,000; chief clerk, $2,250; ono 
chief of division, $2,100; statistical clerk, $2,000; six clerks of class 4; threo 
clerks of class 3; one clerk, expertin foreign statistics and languages, to com- 
pile Statistical Abstract of the World, $1,600; stenographer and ee: 
$1,500; nine clerks of class 2; thirteen clerks of class1; translator, $1,200; twelve 
clerks, at $1,000 each; four copyists; one messenger; three assistant messen- 
gers; five laborers; and one female laborer, $480; in all, $80,830. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 149, line 25, to increase the 
appropriation for payment of the services of experts, and for 
other necessary expenditures connected with the collection of 
facts relative to the internal and foreign commerce of the United 
States, from $2,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment wis agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 150, to insert: 

To enable the Bureau of Statistics, under the direction of the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor, to collate and ore the tariffs of foreign countries 
in form for distribution, to be printed in thé English language, utilizing as 
far as practicable the reportsof the International Bureau for the Publication 
of Customs Tariffs, and accompanied by a statement showing the equivalent 
in currency, weights, and measures of the United States of all foreign terms 
of currency, weights, and measures used in such tariffs, $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 151, line 11, after the word 
‘** dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one clerk of class 2; one clerk of class 
1; one clerk, $1,000,’ andinsert ‘‘ one clerk of class3; three clerks 
of class 2; three clerks of class 1; three clerks, at $1,000 each:” 
and in line 16, before the word ‘‘ hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘ eight- 
een thousand four’’ and insert ** twenty-seven thousand two;”’ 





| so as to make the clause read: 


Bureau of Immigration: For Commissioner-General of Immigration, ¢4,0% 
chief clerk, $2,500, and $250 additional for services as actuary; confidential 
inspector, $2,000; one supervising immigrant inspector, to be attached to this 
Bureau in Washington for special work outside, $1,800; one clerk of class 4 
three clerks of class 2; three clerks of class 1; three clerks, at $1,000 each; one 
copyist; one messenger; one assistant messenger; in all, $27,210, which, t 
gether with other expenses of regulating immigration, shall be paid from the 
permanent appropriation for expenses of regulating immigration. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 151, after line 22, to strike 
out: 

The Secretary of Commerce and Labor may, by written order, detail from 


the Immigration Service at large not more than two additional inspectors or 
two clerks to the Bureau of Immigration at Washington, for duty in conne 


| tion with the work of the Bureau, to be described in each order of detail, { 


a period not exceeding one hundred and twenty days: Provided, That < 
tails so ordered may on expiration be renewed from time to time by written 
order of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor in each particular case for 
periods not exceeding one hundred and twenty days. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 152, line 10, after the word 
‘*dollars,”’ to insert ‘‘ associate chemist, $2,200;’’ in line 11, after 
the word ‘‘ associate,’’ to strike out ‘‘ chemist ’’ and insert ‘“‘ phy 
cist;’’ and in line 12, before the word ‘‘ associate,’’ to strike out 
‘**four’’ and insert ‘‘ three;”’ so as to read: 

Bureau of Standards: For Director, $5,000; physicist, $4,000; chomist, $3.50; 
associate chemist, $2,200; associate physicist, $2,000; three associate physicist 


be ’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 153, line 18, after the word 
‘“‘lJaboratory,’’ to strike out ‘‘assistants’’ and insert ‘‘ appren- 
tices;’’ so as to read: 

Three laboratory apprentices, at $480 each; janitor, $600; and one char 
woman, $360. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 158, line 23, to reduce the 

z , 


| appropriation for apparatus, machinery, tools, and other appli- 


ances used in connection with the buildings or the work of the 
Bureau of Standards, laboratory supplies, etc., from $75,000 to 
$74,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 154, line 8, to increase the 
appropriation for fuel for heat, light, and power, office expenses, 
stationery, printing, binding, etc., from $10,000 to $11,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 



































































































The next amendment was, on page 154, line 11, after the word | 
‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘of which sum $500 shall be immediately 








available; ’’ so as ‘to make the clause read: 
For grading, c ruction of roads and walks, piping grounds for water 
wt and wiring for lighting purposes, $1,500, of which sum $500 
i diately available. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
mr 


The next amendment was, on page 155, line 2, to increase the 
appropriation for contingent expenses, Department of Commerce 
and Labor, from $75,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Judicial,’”’ on 
page 157, line 9, to increase the appropriation for the salary of re- 
er, court of appeals, District of Columbia, from $1,260 to 


The amendment was agreed to. 
xt amendment was, on page 157, line 15, after the word 
“ dollars,”’ to insert “* for file cases at See ilities, $500;”’ and 
in line 17, before the word ‘“‘ hundred,’’ to strike out ““twel nty- 
nll t iousand eight wy and insert ‘ ‘thirty thoi 182A ind Six; so = a 
make the clause read: 


are on) ndituresin the conduct of the 





rk’s office, $500; for 





fi ng facilities, $500; in all, $30,620, one-half of which shall be 
pa 1 the rev venues of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 158, line 22, before the word 
‘“thousand,”’ to strike out ‘*‘ four’’ and insert ‘‘nine;:’’ and in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert *‘ and of this amount 


$1,500 shall be expe nded for the library of the eighth circuit; ”’ so 
make the clause read: 


} or librar 
h i rebind 







ies of circuit courts of appeals: For the purchase of law 
law books for the nine libraries of the United States cir- 








( ‘ts of appeals, to be expended under Sho Sivection wf the Attorn 
( al uy n the requisition of the court (all books purchased hereunder to 
} > marked “The prop rty of the United States”’), $9,500, and of this 
amo. 500 shall be expended for the library of the e ighth c ircuit. 

The am nendment was agree d to. 

rhe oxt aN ndment was, in section 3, on page 161, line 2, be- 


f the woul incapacitated,’’ to insert “‘ permanently;”’ so as 


3. That the appropriations herein made for the officers, « rks, and 
I : employed in the public service shall not be available for t! com- 
I 1 of any persons permanently incapacitated for performing such 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 161, line 3, after the word 
‘this,’ to insert ‘‘or any other;’’ in line 5, before the word 
‘use,’ tostrike out ‘‘ personal;’’ and in line 6, afte or the word ** ys * 
to strike out ‘* herein ’’ and insert ‘“‘ by this or any other act; 
as to make the clause read: 
fany moneg appropriated by this or any other act 
g expen he f horses and carriages or drive rs the ‘ef 
of any officer re vide for by this or any other act qther ul » Pre 
dent the Unitec State 3, ‘in heads of Executive » De partme nts, ‘an d i the sec- 
to the President. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was concluded. 
HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator in charge 
bill what is the object of the ame ne it on page 161, the 
last paragraph of the pill? 
lr. CULLOM. The clause reading: 
part of any money appropri ated by this or any other act sha be avail- 
able for pay! ig expenses of horses and carriages or drivers therefor for the 
1 f tive’ by this or any othera b elbae then te 













p 















any officer p Presi- 
( thie United , the heads of Executive Departments, and the sec- 
retary to the Presid = 


Mr. HOAR, Is that a repeal or a change of existing law? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. § 





Mr. CULLOM. I do not know that there is actually any law | 
about it, but there has grown up a practice whereby almost every | 


head of a bureau or Assistant Secretary or Assistant Postmaster- 
General seems to have been able to get a carriage at Gove — rent 
expense. There has been a good deal of talk about it, and almost 
a scandal, and the committee thought it was desirable to limit it 
to certain officials, so that there should be no further question as 


to who is entitled to a carriage at Government expense. We have | 


none ourselves at Governmeut expense, and a good many other 
people ought not to have them, I think. 

Mr. HOAR. We have when we do Government service. If 
the Senator goes to the W hite House, he is furnished with a car- 
rik Ze. 

Mr. CULLOM. He does not go at Government expense. I 
never did. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator goes to the White House at the be- 
ginning of a session 

Mr.CULLOM. Oh! 

Mr. HOAR. To notify the President that the Senate is in ses- 
sion, he is provided with a carriage. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think prob: bly I have been honored with a 
carriage two or three times during my twenty years’ service. 






































Mr. HOAR. Itisahack. Thereisnothingtoit. Ths r 

does not care about such a trifling matter; but striking « 

| word ‘* personal’’ and leaving in “* for the use of any officer pro- 
vided for by this or any other act’? would seem to prohibit the 
use of a carriage by Senators who are cl n to attend a public 
| funeral in the city of Was atingt mn. 

Mr. TELLER. That would not be per 

Mr. HOAR. But they have stricken ou Be 1? 

Mr. TELLER. “Oh! ! 

Mr. HOAR. ad j not be for any use what- 
ever, as the ti At the } l rf 
the session t Wi House, 1 
they are sent ¢ rj 1s It 
the service of the Senate. 

Now, as I setiocohensll the House leftit properly; that where it 
was an official use requiring a carriage in the discharge of o al 
duties, it was permitted; but our committee propose to stril 
that out and provide that under no circumstances, so far as thi 
appropriation goes, shall they have the use of a carriage for any 
- ape se Tha is what I want to have explain 

r. CUI LOM. I think the Senator understands rig 

Mr. HOAR. Then, Ih pe the amendment in that will 
not be or ere ed — 

Mr. CULL Tam inclined to move to reconsider the vot 
by whic h the word ‘personal ’’ was stricken out, and to 
that it shall remain in. 

Mr. HOAR. Leaving it as the House pr 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the House has made the rule ex: 
in accordance with what I suggest and what is the Senator's 
desire 

Mr. CULLOM. That is true. 

Mr. HC ) AB Where it is a mere Official duty I do 1 W 

Tlag 101 yt be paid for thx I 1 
-room. Itisofv li ip 
eve e 
CULLOM. I know it is, and th re I will 
sian to remain in. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihope the Senator from Pennsylvania w t 
do that. I would like to get the bill through t! 
reason that I desire to be absent from t S rt of 
to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Are there not a lot of amend 
ments to be prop sed? = 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know of any. The S r 
“— nesota [Mr. NELSON] desires to make a suggest 

. PENROSE. I will withdraw the m n. 
oP RESIDENT protempore. Is the change made in the last 

Mr  CULLOM. It is. The word ‘per ab”? xi the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment in that 1 

pect is disagree d to. 

Mr. NELSON. I call attention to line 7, page 3. There was 

an amendment repo rted by the committee, ‘‘ clerk § [ 
underst: ind that it was changed on the n S I 
Illinois to $1,440. Am I correct? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator is. 

Mr. NELSON. I move to reconsider the vote 8 
amendment tothe amendment w: lopted. J] ( 
amendment as it was d by the « ( 
the bill. 

It relates to the position of a young man who has up to g 
time been technically on the roll as a messenger, but w r 
since last November has performed the duties of a clerk 8 
office of the Secretary of the Senate, and, « to tl 
and disability of other clerks, most of the wint bh 
forming duties at three desks, working late and ea1 V r 
in the evenings and working sometimes, to my know 
Sundays. Every clerk at the desk knows how that b 3 
worked. 

This is simply an increase of $160 as the committee rep t. 
It was a very small increase, but I was content with it. N t 
has been stricken out, and he gets nothing for his pains except 
the change of designation—from messenger to clerk. He 
not get one dollar increase. 1 submit, in view of the work the 


| 


young man has been doing all winter, that it is utterly and en- 
tirely unfair. I trust the Senator from Illinois will make n 


objection to the reinstatement of the commi imendment 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that this is a very excell 
young man. I donot know him at all. 1 do not know whet! 
or not I ever saw him; but he has been getting $1,440a y: 


which is a pretty good salary and which is much more than man 


clerks get who have been in the service a long time as clerks, 
5 


I should like very much to see this young man promoted, as h 
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will undoubtedly be in the course of time, probably next year; 
but the Ff »in dealing with this subject undertook to ke ep the 
salaries of orce in Washington down, and we have attempted 
to do tl aine thing. feeling that we ought to check up a little 
in reference to increases in salaries. We have added a good many 

‘Ks j ‘ service, where the testimony seemed to show that 


iutely required, but we have made no increases in | 


item for his promotion really got into the bill, I 
stly, without my observation as to when it was 
was done 
‘hen it was done I found that almost every clerk around here 
said, ** That is not fair unless you promcte us.’? They are gcod 
young men, and some of them are advanced in years. It seemed 
to me that the 
treat them all alike this year and refuse to increase their pay. I 
would have been very glad to do this, and I hope my good friend 
the Senator from Minnesota will appreciate the fact that the 
young man comes out of the catalogne of messengers and takes 
his position as a $1,440 clerk, and undonbtedly he and others will 
be taken care of later on. I hope the Senator will withdraw h's 
motion and allow us to pass the bill. 
Mr. NELSON. I can not withdraw it. 
injustice. The Secretary 
‘k and the extra work 
d asked for this i 
Certainly he did. 
It was not at my request. 
There is no doubt of that. 
I want to do the Secretary of the Senate jus- 
by saying that being informed of the extra and unusual 
amount of work, under circumstances that the Secretary could 
not help, which the young man was obliged to do, he felt that 
this clerk was entitled to this little increase. It is only $160 
a year. Now, to merely change the name from ‘‘ messenger ”’ to 
‘**clerk’’ is no promotion. 
Mr. CULLOM. The young man getsintoa different class. and 
Ps 


It is a matter of very 
of the Senate, realizing the faith- 
s clerk has done, went before the 


I know he will be very glad to have that much don r him, 
though he does not get ional pay. If he was getting the 
ordinary pay of a messeng ourse in raising him to a clerk- 
ship we would have been compelled to have given him an in- 
crease, in accordance with the ordinary pay of a clerk. 

Mr. NELSON. Here are the facts. I call the attention of the 
Senator from Illinois to the fact that he has not been doing the 
work of senger. 

Mr. C M. I know. 

Mr. | He has been doing the work of a clerk. 

Mr. That is true. 

Mr. 


- r 
eT. OF « 


nes: 
desks to do, and he has worked after the sessions have been over, 
] 


te in the evenings, and to my knowledge has had to work sev- 
wir, CULLOM. A good many work nights and Sundays. 

Mr. NELSON. Isubmit. as a matter of fairness, that his case 
is not on a parity with the other cases to which the Senator from 
Illinois referred. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it were absolutely so that he is a better 
‘rk and doing more work than any other clerk, I would feel 
that he had more claim than he has now. 

r. NELSON. I do not claim that he is a better clerk, but I 
say he has » more work in proportion. 

Mr. CULLOM. Possibly so. But the clerks are good men; 
they work hard; they deserve promotion and deserve additional 
I and if we take this up we must run through the whole list 
before we can stop. 

Mr. NELSON. 
act of injustice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Minnesota to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate agreed to the amendment striking out ‘‘ six 
hundred’’ and inserting ‘‘four hundred and forty.’’ [Putting 
the question.| By the sound, the ‘‘ayes”’ seem to have it. 

Mr. HALE. A division. 

Mr. CULLOM. Letit go, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ‘‘ayes’’ have it. 
question is on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amend- 
ments, the bill will be reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will be very brief, if the Chair will not be 
impatient. On page 3, line 20, after the word ‘‘ room,”’ I move to 


»] 
cit 


AQOual 


Mav; 


[I can not withdraw it, because I think it is an 


The 


only fair thing for the committee to do was to | 


A good deal of the time, on account of the sick- | 


I hope the Senator will withdraw his motion. | 


The question is on agreeing to 
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| strike out ‘‘ one thousand eight hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘ two thou- 
| sand,”’ being an increase of salary of that officer in the document 
| room to $2,000; and in line 21, after the word ** thousand,’’ I m 
to strike out the word ‘‘ four’’ and insert ‘“‘ eight;’’ so that it sha] 
read ‘‘ eight hundred,’’ and to strike out the words ‘‘ and forty,” in 
line 22. 
Mr. CULLOM. Imake the point of order on the amendment : 
the Senator from Michigan. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the point of order 
which the Senator from Illinois makes? 
Mr. CULLOM. That it is an increase. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Without an estimate. 
Mr. CULLOM. Without any estimate for it or anything e] 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the p 
of order. 
Mr. BURROWS. Was the other amendment which we haye 
just passed on estimated for? 
Mr. CULLOM. I do not know whether it was or not, but I did 
not make the point of order on the amendment. 
Mr. BURROWS. The point of order was not made on it? 
Mr. NELSON. And it was reported from the Comumitiee o1 
Appropriations. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further am 
ment, the bill will be reported to the Senate as amended. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the aimend- 
ments were concurred in, 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
| be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
BUILDING FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ETC. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I wish to give notice that after the com 
pletion of the routine business to-morrow I will move that 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (8. 1508) to provi 
for the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a pub! 
building to be used for a Department of State, a Department 
Justice, and a Department of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 min 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, Februa: 
26, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 25, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union ! 
the further consideration of the naval appropriation biil. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of t! 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. OLMSTED in the ch: 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Wh 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
the bill H. R. 12220, the naval appropriation bill, and the qu 
tion is upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from Oh 
{[Mr. Burton]. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Louisiana d 
sires to be heard. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, concerning the 
clause for the construction of one first-class battle ship embra 
in the pending bill making appropriations for the coming fiscal 
year, I wish to say at the outset that I am in favor of this pr 
vision. Naval strategists recognize ships of the line, i. e., t! 
battle ship or the armored cruiser, as the unit of naval powe1 
In the tonnage recently and now being built abroad the largest 
share is set aside for battle ships fully armed and armored. At 
mored cruisers come next in importance to the battle ships. Their 
qualities of speed, coal endurance, and means of coaling rapidly 
render them especially valuable to the commander of a fleet. 

Mr. Chairman, in discussions of this bill much has been said 
about the platform of both political parties with especial referen 
to the Navy. 

SUBJECT OF THE NAVY NOT FOR PARTISAN DISCUSSION. 

I do not think the Navy a subject for partisan discussion. It is 
one that ought to lift a man above the rancor of a partisan. I 
should be very sorry to believe that the American people are will- 
| ing to have the subject of the Navy considered in this way and 
| the occasion of providing for the public defense converted into an 
| opportunity for flings at any Member of this House of any party. 











1904. 





Mr. Chairman, in his speech on Tuesday last the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Burton] took occasion to read from the Democratic 
latform of 1900—the Kansas City platform—with a view to call 
the Democrats of this House to what he conceived to be their duty. 
DEMOCRATIC PLATEORM. 
That platform contained a clause under the caption of ‘‘ Mili- 
tarism opposed,’’ which all Democrats, and I trust all Republicans, 
have ever approved. It represents the common sentiment of all 
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true Americans and those who love human liberty and free insti- | 


tutions. 
ment against a strong, efficient navy commensurate with our needs 
asa greatand growing power. I quote it here, that its declaration 
may be again impressed upon this House. 

z 1900 PLATFORM—MILITARISM OPPOSED. 


We oppose militarism. It means conquest abroad and intimidation and 
oppression at home. It means the strong arm which has ever been fatal to 
ir free institutions. It is what millions of our citizens have fled from in 





rope. It will impose upon our peace-loving people a large standing army 
| unnecessary burden of taxation, and will be a constant menace to their 
rties. A small standing army and a well-disciplined State militia are 
ly sufficient in time of peace. This Republic has no place for a military 
service and conscription. 

But, sir, the gentleman might well have read to you an extract 
‘rom the Democratic platform of 1892, upon which the party went 
to the country and achieved one of the most glorious victories in 
itsannals. It might almost seem a corollary to the other. With 

ur permission I shall read it: 

Src. 10. The Democratic party is the only party that has ever given the 

ntry a foreign policy consistent and vigorous, compelling respect abroad 
nd inspiring confidence at home. While avoiding entangling alliances, it 
med to cultivate friendly relations with other nations, and especially 
ur neighbors on the American continent, whose destiny is closely linked 
‘ ours, and we view with alarm the tendency toa policy of irritation and 
bluster, which is liable at any time to confront us with the alternative of 
} ation or war. We favor the maintenance of a navy strong enough for 
rposes of national defense and to properly maintain the honor and dig- 

, of the country abroad. 


Upon that platform, Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party has 
always stood and stands to-day. As I have on a former occasion 


But, sir, nothing contained therein applies to the argu- | 
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port’’ consistent with his views as to the objectionable character 
of this bill. I have been a member of the Naval Committee, Mr. 
Chairman, for over twelve years, ever since my service in this 
House, and at no time has the minority, of whatever party, made 
aminority report, with butoneexception. Inthe Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress there was a minority report made upon a single subject, one 
relating solely to armor plate. 

We have never deemed it necessary to make a minority report. 
In that committee, Mr. Chairman, politics has but little play. 
Each member follows and votes his judgment as to what he 


| deems for the best interest of the naval establishment and the 


stated. the new Navy owes its beginning almost entirely to the | 


Democratic party. 
THE NEW NAVY. 

True, under the administration of Secretary of the Navy Mr. 
Chandler three wooden unarmored cruisers, to wit, the Chicago, 
Boston, and the Atlanta, and one dispatch boat, the Dolphin, 
were commenced, but under the inspiring touch of Mr. Whitney, 
a Democratic Secretary, the natural aspiration for a navy to be 
built on modern lines, with all the modern appliances of science, 

med to find an outcome and impression that gave the profound- 
est satisfaction to every patriot, regardless of party. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE., I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time may be extended ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana may continue his remarks for ten minutes. 
ls there objection? [After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. At the time Secretary Whitney 
entered upon his duties, as was well stated by the President in 
December, 1886, the country did not possess a single vessel of war 
that could keep the sea against a first-class vessel of any impor- 
tant power. 

There was no establishment in the United States that could turn 
out armor for modern vessels, and not one that could furnish the 
forgings for a modern gun larger than a 6-inch caliber. ° 

No automobile torpedoes had ever been manufactured in this 
country, no modern rapid-fire guns, and not a grain of powder for 
a high-power gun. 

Since that time both parties have united in the great work, and 
none have contributed to it more efficiently than Secretaries 
Whitney and Herbert. 

In my service on the Naval Committee, I, together with my 

emocratic colleagues have ever held this object of preparing the 
Navy for national defense above party, and sought beyond party 
to develop our strength to the highest degree commensurate with 
our greatness and safety. 





country, and differences that may arise are rarely, if ever, on po- 
litical lines. Some may want a large scheme of new construction 
in ships. Others may contend for more moderate ones. In the 
present instance I may say, for illustration, that my friend from 
Virginia [Mr. Rrxry], as well as my friend from Georgia | Mr. 
TATE], seemed disinclined to any important addition to our ships 
at this time. 

Mr. RIXEY. Battle ships. 

Mr. TATE. Not cruisers. 

Mr. RIXEY. But not the small cruisers. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. My colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WILL1Am W. Kircuin}, 
contended that we should have a large appropriation for torpedo 
boats, believing them to be more effective and more economical; 
whilst my friend from Missouri [Mr. VANDIVER], in his speech 
of Wednesday last, urged that the naval battles of the future will 
be fought below the water, and thus render surface boats useless. 

I FAVORED THE ENTIRE PROGRAMME. 

IT mention these incidents to show the difference of opinion con- 
stantly occurring, with no occasion, however, for a minority re- 
port, reserving the right and privilege to express our views on the 
floor of the House, though they may diverge. Now, I would 
respectfully ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton], were 
he here, whether there has ever been a minority report made 
by the committee of which he is the distinguished chairman. In 
my service in this House I have never known of such a minority 


| report. 


IMPORTANCE OF RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

I consider the appropriations and the provisions 
and harbor bill, Mr. Chairman, as the most useful and mo 
important of any appropriation billinthis House. I havealways 
voted for them cheerfully, because I believe they are carefully 
considered and are needed to promote the commercial interests 
and every other interest of our great country. No other bill, for 
the amount appropriated, brings so great a return in benefits to 
the people. 

I do not criticise the able chairman because his committee has 
never offered a minority report. It is amonument to his fairness 
and acumen, but I certainly think he ought to extend the same 
consideration to his colleagues who serve on the Naval Affairs 
Committee. Mr. Chairman, I repeat that I approve in every re- 
spect the river and harbor bills which the gentleman has brought 
in this House, and yet we know also that noseverer criticism has 
ever been uttered in this House at times than has been devoted to 
the great river and harbor appropriations. Then why should 
be criticised for not advising this House to vote against the na 
appropriation bill; to vote in a way which, if adopted, woul 


of the river 


| paralyze the entire establishment for the next fiscal year? 


Mr. Chairman, I can not but wonder that the gentleman, in his 
purpose to reduce governmental expenses—a purpose which ] 
would not treat lightly, for I believe him actuated by the highes 


motives—did not, some weeks since, apply his efforts to the 


| reduction of the army appropriation bill, which, if I remember 


rightly, carried some $76,000,000. Without disparagement to our 
Army, it seems to me that there was a better field for curtail- 
ment. We can not improvise a navy, but to our present splen- 
did nucleus of an army we can readily bring more than an ade- 
quate number of men and arms into service for any possible 


emergency. Here was an opportunity to strike a blow at militar- 


ism, imperialism, and greed of power! 


In fact, Mr. Chairman, the support of the Navy has been a 


favorite measure of the Democratic party from its earliest days, 
and the great statesmen of our party have handed down this pol- 
icy as a cherished one. 
of 1812, 
yards, administered by Jefferson and Madison. 

Such has been our traditional policy, and the aspiration of 


We all can recall the victories of the war | 
They were won by ships fashioned in American navy- | 


Whitney was only the logical outcome of his sound Democratic | 


training, 
ACTION OF MINORITY MEMBERS OF NAVAL COMMITTEE CONSIDERED. 
Mr. Chairman, the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BuRTON] took occasion to censure the minority of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs because of omission to make a “minority re- 


XXXVITI—149 


Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman from Louisiana permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. DoTI understand the gentl 
against the size of the river and harbor bill? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Not by any means. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not suppose he would, but I was afraid he 
might get into that category. [Laughter. | 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. No, sir; I am speaking of the 
army appropriation bill. I never complained of the size of the 
river and harbor bill. I think it has been moderate and always 
framed with fairness and judgment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Except the gentleman might have thought it 
was too moderate when it approached New Orleans. [Laughter.] 


man as complainii 
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Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I have never thought it too large. 
I have always voted for it and supported it, and I take occasion to 
say now that we of New Orleans and the whole country owe the 
gentleman from Ohio gratitude for his fairness and ability. Ican 
not even now assert that the army appropriation bill could have 
been reduced materially in view of the policy of ‘ world power- 
ing ’’—a phrase, I believe, coined by our able minority leader, Mr. 
WiILLIAMS—which compels us to be ever on the alert, and to be 
prepared for the contingencies thus involved. 

THE BATTLE SHIP MOST IMPORTANT. 

Mr. Chairman, to return to our battle ships, I would state that 

the board of which my friend [Mr. Rrxry] spoke yesterday at 


one time mentioned that the battle ship should be last in the fur- | 


ther order of construction. I do not understand that it was in- 
tended to convey the idea that this type is the least important. I 
think, Mr. Chairman, that at the present juncture the battle ship 
is of the utmost importance. Itisa fighting ship, and Admiral 
Dewey in his statement before our committee stated distinctly and 
unequivocally that the battle ship is the fighting ship, and of the 
first value. Protected cruisers, which seemed to have so much 
favor with the board of which my friend [Mr. Rrxry] spoke, he 


regarded obsolete vessels and would be of but little use in our | 


Navy. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will my friend allow me to ask a question? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Louisiana yield 
to the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. RIXEY. Is it not a fact that the Secretary of the Navy 
recommended the adoption of the report of the joint board which 
provided for three protected cruisers, one armored cruiser, and one 
battle ship, and did he not also state that their order of impor- 
tance was in the order he stated? 

Mr .MEYER of Louisiana. 
stated that in his recommendation he followed strictly the recom- 
mendation of the board to which we have referred; that he per- 
sonally did not presume to state what was best, that he relied 
upon the board; as my colleague will remember, subsequently Ad- 
miral Dewey testified before the Committee on Naval Affairs; 
and with all due respect to the board of which we have spoken, 
and with all due respect to our distinguished Secretary, who cer- 
tainly devotes close attention to his duties, I am inclined to rely 


upon the statement of Admiral Dewey, who has had practical | 


experience with fighting ships,and who has served in the Navy 
for over forty years; who has examined every type of vessel, 


sailed them, fought them, and, in fact, seen them under all con- | 


ditions. 
Mr. RIXEY. Now, will my colleague allow one further sug- 
gestion? I would ask my friend if Admiral Dewey is not the | 


president of the board which recommended the ships in the order | 


in which I have stated them? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Yes. 

Mr. RIXEY. And after the committee had given him, as the 
minority on that board, a hearing, would it not have been a fair 
thing to have then called in the members of the board who con- 
stituted the majority who agreed on this report? It is a fact we 
did not hear them at all, is it not? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. The statement made by my col- 


league is correct, but he will remember also that Admiral Dewey | 


stated that he was in a minority, but he still maintained his 
opinion. 

Mr. RIXEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. And, Mr. Chairman, I would say 
that we may safely rely upon the experience and the wisdom and 


atriotism of Admiral Dewey in relation to matters of this kind. | 


he Admiral did say he was in the minority on that committee. 
So was the Admiral in the minority with reference to a great trial 
that was had some years ago, but the majority of the American 
people believe he was in the right. 
WARS HAVE NOT CEASED TO EXIST. 


Gentlemen may dream of peace, they may repose quietly and | 


calmly in the beatific hope that the millenium has been reached 


and that all the people of the earth have beaten “ their swords into | 


plowshares and their spears into pruning hooks;’’ but there are 
many of them who are not convinced that wars on our continent 
and with other nations have ceased to exist. 

At no time has there been more unrest, more disquiet, more 
class divisions, more readiness to employ brute force. 
nations now at war furnish an example. 
the monarchs and cabinets of the world; all Europe is an armed 
camp, momentarily fearing a convulsion, the end of which no 
man can tell. The sword is drawn, the guns all shotted. It is 
impossible not to see that the conflagration may become general. 

In such an hour I hope we may be guiltless, but it is our duty 
not to be caught unprepared for the emergency if it shall come 
upon us. 


But the Secretary of the Navy also | 


The two | 
Fear of change possesses | 


—= 





If a general war should come we may be drawn into it, how 
| ever pacific our policies and purposes—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Louisian; 
has expired. 
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 
utes more. 
The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks that 
his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 
Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I, of course, do not want to 
| object to the extension of time, but I want to give notice that I 
am anxious to get a vote on this proposition, and I shall object to 
any further extension. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
Chair hears none. 


Mr. Chairman, I ask for five min 


Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The 
“DON’T GIVE UP THE SHIP.” 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I thank the Chair and the commit- 
tee. Mr. Chairman, the proposition for new construction in this 
bill is for one first-class battle ship, two armored cruisers, threo 
scout cruisers, two submarine boats,and two colliers. Were [to 
follow my own judgment and desires, I would urge upon my c»!- 
leagues, and especially upon my colleagues on this side of the 
House, to vote for the entire scheme of construction. I believe, 
| sir, that now is the time to build up our Navy. But, sir, yield- 
| ing to perhaps the better judgment of many of my friends, I am 
quite willing to advise a somewhat more moderate programme, 
by waiting another year for the armored cruiser. We have a 
goodly number building, and no harm, I trust, will come from 
| the delay; but the battle ship, Mr. Chairman, should not be 

neglected. We ought to have it, and I trust that all our friends 

on this side will realize the importance of their action and will 

vote tosustain the provision. Iask them to giveit careful, patri- 
| otic consideration, and in the words of Lawrence, who in Boston 
Harbor fought his glorious fight, as he fell, maintaining the honor 
| of his country, ‘‘ Don’t give up the ship.”’ [Loud applause. | 


| Mr.MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I have taken no part in this dis- 


cussion thus far because I felt that there were others who coull 
| better do it, and for the additional reason that I have been with- 
| out the details of information that I would like to have had, 
| because of my inability to attend but very few sessions of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs while engaged in the consideration 
| of this bill. 
| I feel, however, sir, that somuch has been said and so much def- 
| erence expressed as to the position upon this bill of amuch more 
| distinguished gentleman from Maryland than myself that I, asa 
member of the Committee on Naval Affairs trom that State, 
| ought, at least, to rise here in my place and go on record as to my 
own views upon the subject-matter of the increase of our Navy, 
| which I very cordially and earnestly favor. 

An impression has been created, sir, or sought to be created in 
this debate, that the extravagance of the majority in the make-up 
of this bill has been so great that we have even gone beyond the 
recommendations of the Secretary of the Navy in the programme 
we have presented to the House. 

Such an impression, if created, is very far from being in accord 
with the facts. 

I read from the statement of the Secretary of the Navy, made 
in the Committee on Naval Affairs, upon the increase of the Navy: 


Secretary Moopy. I have here [referring to the General Board of the Navy | 
their officialletter. Iasked them tomake a recommendation upon the thecry 
that the amount of new ships authorized by Congress this yeai*w auld pe 
equal in cost to that authorized in last year’s bill, and also upon the theory 
that the amount would be a less sum than that Congress authorized last year 
to wit, $30,090,000. They have advised me, in a preliminary way, thet they do 
not think either of these sums is sufficient. 

In other words, the Naval Board, or the ‘‘ General Board,”’ as it 
is termed, composed of men who have had experience in the han- 
dling of ships in war as well as in peace, a board constituted of 
experts in matters relating to the construction and needs of the 
Navy, recommended, at the request of the Secretary, two alter- 
| native propositions providing for ships, neither of which did they, 
| nor does he, in my judgment, think sufficient. 

To continue with what the Secretary said: 

They have advised me, however, that if we are to havea programme °4 ual 
in cost to that which was made last year, they recommend 1 battle ship. | 
armored cruiser, 3 protected cruisers, 4 scouting cruisers, and 2 squadron ¢ol- 
liers, making ships which would cost $34,550,000 complete and ready for se. 
| Upon the basis of a $80,000,000 authorization they would recommend | batt.a 
ship, 1 armored cruiser, 3 protected cruisers, 2 scouting cruisers, and 2 squadd- 
ron colliers, and in addition they reeommend, in either’ case, 2 submarine 
boats. 

And the Secretary gives us to understand that the general board 
| considered neither of these provisions as being sufficient. 
| Now, then, it will be seen that we have not only not recom- 
/mended more than the Secretary sought to impress us with the 
| need of, or more than the general board recommended in its lowest 
estimate; but as a matter of fact, if the calculations which I have 

hurriedly made are correct, we have limited the expenditure att 
thorized herein to an amount slightly below that of the smallest 
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proposition, in point of cost, as recommended by the Navy De- 
partment. 

* “We have, it is true, substituted a battle ship for the three pro- 
tected cruisers, which we have stricken out of the bill, and for 
the very good reason that should appeal to those of us who want 
a navy of fighting capacity and who claim no technical, scientific 
knowledge as to its construction and its needs, and that reason 
was that Admiral Dewey, whose opinion we can all afford to re- 
spect, made the statement to us that protected cruisers were obso- 
lete and of no practical use at this time and that the battle ships 
were the essential thing needed now, as constituting the fighting 
arm of the navy of the future. 

It seems to me that we can well afford to adopt the scientific 
opinions and advice of men who have commanded and those who 
have been associated with them in the command of our ships in 
actual warfare upon the seas. 

It has been said that this whole proposition for the increase of 
our Navy should be abandoned because of the asserted fact—and 
it is a fact—that our naval shipbuilding in the last five or six 
years has been larger in the aggregate than that of any other 
creat nation. 
~ Such, in substance, was the argument of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Burton]. 

That statement, Mr. Chairman, is essentially true, but that fact 
ought to be considered alongside of the other pertinent fact, that 
when we commenced, five or six years ago, to provide this large 
programme of shipbuilding now in progress we had done prac- 
tically nothing in the upbuilding of our Navy upon the modern 
and effective basis that we have now adopted. 

It might with just as much propriety be argued that if there 
were two neighboring cities in our country, one of which had kept 
its streets, its sewerage system, and other public works in a high 
degree of improvement, and the other had entirely neglected these 
natters for a period of five or six years, but after that time had 
awakened to a sense of pride and begun to make an earnest effort 


to catch up with the other—you might just as well say that be- | 


cause one of these cities, owing to these conditions, had very much 
more work to do in a given time in order to reach a basis of com- 
parison with its rival—had, in a recent period of years, accord- 
ingly expended more money in providing pavements, sewers, and 
other municipal improvements, therefore the other city should 
suspend its work forthwith and entirely and make no provision 
whatever for municipal progress. 

The gentleman from Ohio further argues—and this is, in fact, 
a reproduction of his comparison of the aggregate work for the 
last few years—that the proportion of ships contracted for and 
authorized to those already constructed and finished is larger, in 
relation to the Navy of this country, than in that of any other 
nation, and for that reason his contention is that we might dis- 
pense with any programme for the coming year. 

This statement, as a matter of fact, is true, and true for a rea- 
son similar to the other one; but the argument based upon it is 


fallacious, because, up to the time, I repeat, when we began a few | 


years ago to provide for the complement of ships now under con- 
ract or authorized, we had practically made no progress in this 
direction at all. 

The essential fact, however, to be borne in mind, Mr. Chairman, 
by all those who want to see an adequate navy for our country 
lies in this, that we are to-day only the fifth in rank in the ton- 
nage of our Navy among the great nations that maintain effective 
navies. 

Indeed, sir, I rather incline to the opinion that since Japan has 
added largely to the number of her ships by purchase, in order to 
carry on the conflict in which she is now engaged, we have prob- 
ably dropped down to only the sixth in rank. 

_Just whoever it may be who can feel a pride in this compara- 
tive condition of the Navy of the United States I leave to gentle- 
men who are standing here in opposition to this programme of 
increase to point out for tiivmselves. 

If the construction of ships that we have heretofore provided 
for shall be completed in several years from now, we expect to be 
third in rank, only England and France surpassing us; but we 
shall not reach to that rank if we stop now in our work in this 
direction while the other nations that are ahead of us are going 
on and making continuous and tremendous progress. We shall 
fall behind farther even than now if Congress, upon the pretext 
of aspurious economy, should adopt the stand-still policy of build- 
ing no ships at all. 

There is another feature of this debate to which I want now to 
call attention. 

I have never taken any part in partisan discussion since I have 
been in Congress, and I have no disposition to enter upon it now, 
but I do want to call attention to some remarks in the speech of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxry], which speech has not 
yet been printed in the Recorb, but which I think I can remem- 
ber substantially as delivered. 
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I want to give the House an idea of what, from the standpoint 
of the gentleman from Virginia and those who agree with him, 
must be the kind of navy that this country may expect to have if 
Democracy shall have its way in the building of it. 

Now, the gentleman from Virginia, according to the custom 
and course of procedure in this House, is fairly entitled to the 
rank of leader of his side in regard to the pending naval bill, be- 
cause the gentleman from Louisiana {Mr. MryEr] has, for the 
time being—on the question of battle ships, at least—joined this 
side. I donot know how long he will stay with us. I hope he 
will remain with us until the finish upon this measure. 

Mr. RIXEY. My friend does me too much honor. 
the third on the committee on this side of the House. 

Mr. MUDD. That is right, but Iam not prepared to accept 
the disclaimer which the modesty of the gentleman prompts him 
to make. If not the ranking member of his party upon the com- 
mittee—the gentleman from Louisiana and the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. TATE] preceding him in the order named—as I 
understand, he has, nevertheless, taken the leading part among 
those whom he has designated as a‘* majority of the minority ”’ of 
the committee in manifesting opposition to the essential features 
of our increases in this bill, both of ships and men. 

The gentleman from Virginia. in his opening remarks upon this 
bill, undertook to quote, with approval, from a speech of a dis- 
tinguished Marylander in the other wing of the Capitol, but for 
which fact I should not feel that it were quite the proper thing, 
perhaps, to refer to it; and there was just one thing, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I liked about this, and that was that I liked to see 
Virginia acquiring a habit of following in the footsteps of Mary- 
land. 

My friend from Virginia spoke of this distinguished gentleman, 
the junior Senator from my State, as being a very prominent can- 
didate for the Presidency of the United States, and unreservedly 
gave expression to his willingness to adopt the views of that dis- 
| tinguished gentleman upon the Navy for himself, and, as far as 
he was able to do so, as the position of the Democratic party in 
regard to the Navy. 

The utterances of a prominent and in this case, it may be said, 
a probable candidate for President of the United States are en- 

titled to great consideration in this country everywhere. 

| lLassume, of course, that he is entirely sincere in the position 
which he has seen fit to adopt, and that he had adopted it—in 
the conspicuous attitude in which he stands before the public 
to-day—after mature and careful consideration and with deliber- 
ate, fixed purpose; and I want to say that if the distinction of the 
nomination for President should come to him froma party, though 
it may be across the line from that in which istand as an humble 
| member, as a citizen of Maryland I feel that I ought to accord 
| to him, and to contribute my mite in having others accord to 
him, in all candor and fairness, and with as much of the spirit 
| of altruism as I can summon to my aid in such a situation, 
| in giving him full credit for the economy in public expendi- 
ture, particularly in reference to this subject-matter of an in- 
crease in the Navy, for which he now stands, and to which he is 
entitled. 

And yet I do not believe that this gentleman would be willing 
to rest the reputation which he now enjoys upon any special rec- 
ord for rigid economy. 

Now, what does this distinguished Senator and probable nomi- 
nee of the Democratic party say as to what he thinks this country 
ought to have in the way of a navy? 

He says, as all others have said who have spoken upon this 
question,as my friend from Virginia has said, that he was in 
favor of an adequate and sufficient navy—a navy adequate and 
sufficient for the protection of all the interests of our country 
everywhere. 

That, however, is a truism upon which we all can stand. We 
| all favor an adequate and sufficient navy, but we decide upon its 
adequacy and sufficiency from our different and divergent stand- 
points. 
| Iquote nowfrom the extracts that the gentleman from Virginia 
| has already quoted and placed in this debate from the speech o 
the distinguished gentleman from Maryland. I read as folloy 

The Navy is getting top-heavy. Thereare toomany men, too many sailors, 
too many guns afloat. We have more than enough to protect us and 
all our interests upon every sea upon the face of the globe. 


Iam only 


SY 





roar 


Now, “‘ guns afloat,’’ I take it, no one will dispute, are guns on 
ships; and if there are too many guns afloat there are too many 


| ships afloat. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
quoting? 
Mr. BARTLETT. 
| the Senate. 
Mr. MUDD. I am quoting, as the gentleman from Georgia 
| [Mr. BARTLETT] has stated. from a speech made by a distin- 
guished gentleman from my State, which has already been queted 





From whom is the rentleman 


He is quoting Senator GORMAN’Ss speech in 
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here, and, I repeat, I would not make any quotation from it 
unless it had already been brought into this debate by one of his 
political friends. 

This gentleman, however, occupies a higher sphere than that 


which he holds in the Senate, big, broad, and great—unreservedly, 
it may be said—as has been his record there. 

I repeat, he is a probable Democratic candidate for the Presi- 
dency. It is in that character that I comment upon his utter- 
ances; and I want to say that if the calamity of the election of a 
Democratic President should come to us, I believe I should prefer 
to have it served up to me in the form of the Democratic Senator 
from iny State than in any other shape. 

If. as | Lys, there are already *‘ too many men, too many sail- 


ors. too many guns afloat;’’ if now, as he further says,-we have 
‘‘more than enoughto protect us and guard all our interests upon 
every sea upon the face of the globe,’”’ why, then, we want no | 
more navy; we have too much already, and we must content our- 
selves with the occupancy of the inferior rank in which we stand 
to-day; and when the gentleman who seems to have been assigned 
the task of leading the minority, or, as he has phrased it, the 
*‘imajority of the minority,’’ upon this floor upon this bill places 
his feet upon the same ground occupied by the gentleman who so 


ably leads the minority on the floor of the other body, and who 
may be called upon to lead his party, as my friend from Virginis 
hopes, to what prospect there may be of Democratic success in 
the election of this autumn, I want the Members-of this House 
to consider what sort of navy we would be likely to get at the 
hands of a party whose greatest leader predicates his position 
upon the assumption and assertion of fact—honestly made, I am 
sure—that our Navy is already ‘‘ top-heavy ’’ and too large. 
Mr. Chairman, I take the position of another gentleman from 
Virginia, who spoke in different strain here yesterday. 
that if there is any criticism to be passed upon this programme of 
increase it is that it is not large enough. It isnot as large asthe 
other great maritime nations of the world have provided in the 
gislative bodies of which 


last authorizations of their respective legisl: 
we have any accurate information. 

England and Russia are buildihg more ships to-day than we 
are, and Germany is building about the same number. I have 
no particular information as to what France is doing. 

But, sir, there can be no reason why an analogy should be 
drawn for our guidance from what Russia, France, and Germany 
are doing in the way of building a navy—certainly no sort of 
reason worthy of a moment’s consideration in the example of 
Germany and France. 

rhere is no force in the argument, no patriotism, in my judg- 


ment, in the desire that we should content ourselves with a | 


smaller navy than those maintained by countries that are away 
below us in territory, in population. and in interests that are to 


be subserved by that arm of the military service. 

Gentlemen need not lecture us upon our duty, with compari- 
sons as to what France and Germany are doing in respect to their 
navies. 

in contrast with either of these we have vastly more people, 
infinitely more territory, and marvelously more general prog- 
ress—which progress has largely come to us, in my judgment, 


from the added prestige of our country, built up by the splendid 
achievements of our Navy in recent times. 

Our Navy should grow at a pace that is commensurate with the 
growth of the interests that we have to protect. Thereshould be 
nahalting or halfway or half-hearted policy about it. 

if we would maintain a navy at all, we ought to maintain an 
effective one. We ought to build up and maintain such a navy 
as shall not only be fifth in rank or third in rank, but shall be at 
all times ready and at all times able, if occasion should arise for 
it, in excellence and fighting capacity of ships and guns and men 
behind them, to meet and successfully cope with the naval power 
- any nation on the face of the globe. [Applause on the Repub- 

ican side. | 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I have listened 
with a great deal of interest to the various speeches that have 
been made on the other side upon this motion of the able and dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] to strike out this 
battle ship. I presume many of you have discovered, as I have, 
that when they have undertaken to answer the gentleman’s argu- 
ment they have absolutely evaded the statements that he has 
made, They have now and then commented upon his loyalty to 
what they refer to as the Republican policy, but they have failed 
to shake in the least any statement of fact or any just inference 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurTON] has announced. 
His colleague from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] read a Republican 
State platform. Another gentleman on that side has questioned 
his fidelity to the Republican party, because, forsooth, he thinks 
that the necessities of this Government do not require the rapid 
and extravagant rate at which we are now building up the Navy. 
But they have appealed to the partisanship of Members on that 


Jo 
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| politics in it; and in truth it is not a party question. 





FEBRUARY 25, 


side, instead of using the facts and appealing to the judgment of 
the members of the Republican party. .And yet everyone who 
speaks says boldly that it is not a party question; that there is no 
I challenge 


| any man who speaks for the Republican party to show me a sen- 


1 





tence or a line in the last Republican platform that you can truth- 
fully say requires us to adopt the specific provisions of this bill. 
The last national Republican platform did not contain any ex- 
pression in it which would justify this as a matter of proclaimed 
Republican policy. On the contrary, the Republican House, by 
its conduct since the last national Republican platform was 
adopted, in the last Congress put a construction upon that plat- 
form in harmony with my statement about it. How did you 
make that the construction? You assembled in Congress in De- 
cember after that platform was formulated, after you had elected 
a Congress upon that platform, and yet during that session did not 


| authorize the construction of a single war ship. 


If you can now appeal to your Republican platform in justifica- 


tion for this bill, how can you excuse your conduct then in not 


+} 
tu 


authorizing any ships? 

No, Mr. Chairman, the truth of this matter is, in my judgment, 
that you think—and the infiuence that is largely shaping your 
policy is the belief that now the American people are wild upon 
this question—that now you can succeed in getting great batile 
ships in large numbers through Congress, and the fear that here- 
after you may not be able to get so many great ships when the 
people are a little further removed from the Spanish war. You 
are going to defer the construction of the little ships—the torpedo 
boats and the submarine boats that you all know we must have, 
and that good judgment requires us to have, thus ignoring 


> 


+ 


an 


| economical and effective defense—in order that you may con(inue 
I think | 


to enormously increase the battle ships of the Navy. We have 
some authority for this statement. No longer than this morning, 
a gentleman who has been in close touch with the Administra- 


| tion—I refer to Admiral Bowles—has given it as his opiniou that 
| that is one reason that is actuating Congress now. 








| sition—the most important in the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I would like to have permis- 
sion to extend my remarks. We on this side of the proposition 
have had very little debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks an extension—for how 
long? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 

The CHAIRMAN. For ten minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSS. I would like to see if we can not limit debate on 
this proposition to half an hour, and come to a vote in half an 
hour, and that the time be equally divided. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Thisis a very important propo- 
I think the country, and 

I think the membership of this House, would like to have a full 
debate. As long as anybody on either side of the House can throw 
any light upon the subject it seems to me that the country ought 
to have it. We do not have these debates often. It is a noupar- 
tisan question, and let us have a full debate upon it. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I desire to suggest to my friend from North 
Carolina that another opportunity will be offered for debate on 
this proposition when a motion is made, which, I understand, will 
be made at the close of debate. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. There will be no debate on 
that motion. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I hope the request of the chairman of the 
committee will be granted—coming to a vote on this proposition 
in thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina that his time be extended for ten 
minutes? 

Mr. VANDIVER. I object to ten minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Make it five, then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks that his time be ex- 
tended five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSS. Iwill ask that we close debate at half past 1 and 

-come to a vote upon this question, and thatthe time between now 
and then be divided equally between the two sides. I ask unani- 
mous consent for that. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the debate is now 
proceeding upon a pro forma amendment to strike ont the last 
two words, The request of the gentleman from [illinois is for 


Ten minutes. 





| unanimous Consent that all debate on the paragraph and amend- 


ment be closed at half past 1. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I hope that request will not 
be put now. While I have not gone over it, I think the time oc- 
cupied by gentlemen against this motion has been twice as much 
as those in favor of it. 

Mr. FOSS. I think it is very equally divided. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. The gentleman from Ohio 
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[Mr. GROSVENOR] had twenty minutes, the gentleman from Penn- | 
-ylvania [Mr. BuTLER] had his time extended, and the gentleman 
Maryland [Mr. Mupp] this morning has had fifteen minutes. 
.n not enumerate them all now; but you have had twice as 
| time, in my opinion, as we have had. SoI hope you will not 

on your request being put. 
CH: — AN. 


in from North Carolina to extend his remarks for five min- 
{After a pause.]| The Chair hears none. 
Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentleman 


question? 

_ WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. For information; 
i M ( I )] ) 

rentleman referred, is not now disconnected from the Navy 

president of a shipbuilding company which has a contract 
iilding submarines? 
r. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Yes; I stated that he had been 
ted with the Navy. I do not know his position now. 
Mr. MUDD. And that his company has acontract for building 
arines? 

. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. do not know. Now, Mr. 

( rman, why do we need such rapid increase of the Navy? Do 
v edit? Forwhat purpose? Iunderstood the gentleman from 
[assachusetts yesterday quoted the President as saying, in refer- 
( to the Navy, that when we have a great task to perform we 
must perform it in a masterful way. 
people to demand this immense navy? Is it to take S 
— Isit to take any of the Central Americ anre spublics? Is 
ake any country on the American continent? If you suspect 
such purposes, we will not need a larger navy than we now have 
mplish them. IsittomeddleinChina? We had influence 
there before the Navy was as large as it is now. 
( : the Atlantic and grapple with some of the European powers? 
There is no necessity for that and no probability of it. No; we 
have no great task before us to require us to constantly increase 
this Navy at this extravagant rate. I would retain in this bill 
ne of these large ships, : and I would build smaller craft, but I do 
not believe there is any necessity for this increase, carrying an 

ised expense to the people of $30,000,000. 

What do you fear? Do you fear England? 
lds of the West are a guaranty that England will not fight us. 
We have Canada as a hostage for England's peace. 

Are you afraid of Germany? You are not afraid of Germany. 

\re you afraid of France? You are not afraid of France. 

Where is the gentleman who will rise in his place here and 
nate the country or power on earth that we fear? Are you 
afraid of your President? Ah, your fears may be well founded; 
but let me tell you, we trust he will not be President leng; that 
his conduct will not long be a menace to the peace of the Amer- 
ican people. Before you can complete the ships now authorized 
{ trust you will have no further grounds for that fear. 

So. if your just fears do not warrant it, if the necessities do not 
justify it, what other reason is there for it? Is there a demand of 
ple for it? I deny that there is any demand in the country 
this enormous increase. 

gentleman from Virginia yesterday told us that there is a 
demand among his people. There may be local conditions which 
would justify him in thinking it. He has the Norfolk Navy- 

in his district and the Newport News shipbuilding yard 


what is it? 


( ner 


¢ 


aes 





that is now building six of the great ships of the country. With 
thousands of voters there whose families are dependent upon the 
building of ships I can imagine how appeals to him may seem to 


justify him in thinking the entire country is that way. But I 
deny, as a general proposition, that the people demand such in- 
crease. There may be a few localities demanding it. 


Is there objection to the request of the gen- | 


| a wrong, and, 


I would like to ask if Admiral Bowles, to whom | 


\re you going to increase the Navy for the benefit of the ship- | 


Iders? Then let me remind you that now we have uncom- 
] - in their yards thirty-five ships of the Government. We 
have to-day eleven great battle ships; we have eight great ar- 
more od cruisers and six protected cruisers, besides many smaller 
§ hips being constructed in private yards. Will not that satisfy 
e private yards? Do you owe them anything further? I deny 
th that you ought to go further merely in their behalf. 
otism that requires it? Let me remind you, Mr. Chairman, that 
the greatest patriotism you can show is to preserve national sasety 
in an economical, honest, and honorable way. The people do not 
demand extravagance. Ten years ago we had a naval bill of 
>29,000,000, and we were not afraid of Germany or any other coun- 
try; now we have $96,000,000 in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I only want two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to continue for two minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Now, when you answer the 
gentleman from Ohio, when you can not successfully appeal to 


Is tt patri- | 


W hat task have the Ame r- | 
Santo | 


Do we intend to | 


Why, the grain | 
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the fears of the country or to the economic interests of th 
try or to the wishes of the masses of the country, y 


Li 


n- 


1 fall ba: k 


upon the Monroe doctrine and declare that is in danger 

But it is proclaimed that the M: nroe d ‘trine is no stronger 
than the Navy. Thatisnottrue. Ifthe Monroe doctrine is right, 
and I believe it is, it is as strong as mankind’s respect for human 
rights—it is as strong as conscience. Before we had our present 
| Navy the Monroe doctrine was strung enough, when Presid 
Cleveland sent his Venezuelan m« sage to Congress, to s 


Europe in its proclamation. We should want no navy to 


if this doctrine is right, as we proclai 


have found by experi ncé thee an immense navy is not required 


i 
for its maintenance. Some of you think that your | n 
mands it. It does not. Some think the peopledemand it. They 
do not. 
It seems to me if you look at this question calmly and without 


bias, in the light of the interest and safety of the Am 
ple, in the interest of the Treasury of the American peo} 
the great masses who have to pay the taxes, you will not further 
be stampeded into the support, in time of peace, of such an im 
mense programme. [Applause. | 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I had notin 
to make any remarks on this subject 


, bu orto on to offer an 












amendment striking out a certain paragraph of this bill and to 
provide for the building of ten torpedo-boat destroyers, but I am 
moved by the remarks of the gentlen m my hat 
for myself I fail to observe that the Democratic party i ly man- 
ner or at any time has opposed the upbuildi f the American 
Navy. I for one, as a Democrat, would like to hay ny man 
here, whether it be the gentleman from Ohio or any other, either 
upon the Republican or upon the Democratic side, point out wher 
the Democratic party has been against it. 
I want to cail the attention of this House to the fact that um 
| the last two Democratic Secretaries of the N he most r 
ships were built. Every boat that disting l herself i 
war with Spain was built either under ry Whitn I 
Secretary Herbert. Iam not opposed to this billasa whole. It 
strikes me that the men on the Republican or the Democratic side 
who want to point out the evils of great appropriations might 
have reasonably: opposed the army bill. If there was eve 
objection on the part of the people of the United Stat mili 


tarism. it was directed to the Army and never to the Navy. 














| The Navy has always been essential to the well-being r 
national life and our national future. In the ti f the Rev 
| lution it was the command of the sea by the fleets it 
| brought about the victory of Yorktown and t yh of Amer- 
ican arms. Inthe war of ae we were defeate 1orthern 
border, and the Capitol was burned by British forces, but it was 
naval victories that saved the country, and these, the most glori 
ous years of our naval history, were under a Democratic Admin- 
istration. In the civil war the North could 3 rh ive been suc- 
cessful had it not been for our Navy, whi ch blo. led the sontl 
ern ports and prevented the imports of a1 an oon unition and 
the exports of southern pr ducts. In the Spanish war the same 
was true; it was our naval victories on the sea at Santiago and 
Manila that brought about our success. 
The objection to this bill does not lie in the great appropriation. 
It lies in the character of the bill itself,in providing for the buil 
ing up of f the Navy in quarters where it d no dit and neg 
lecting certain essential parts which should be pr ly provided 
for in order to round out and complete our equipment. We have 
provided for a battle ship when we do not need it, when the 
United States as respecting battle s is at t s { 
fourth in rank among the nations. r three 
cruisers when we can buy them in the open 1 nd d 
need to provide for the building of them at all; but in the 
tial matter of t torp do boats and vorpt do-boat dest: yers 1 3 
been the fashi — our naval constructors and of the Naval Com- 
mittee to neglect those craft for years 
I believe that the American Naval Department has thought in 
| the past that torpedo boats and torpedo-boat destroyers were not 
| essential, that they were not good instrume1 f warfal But 
the experience of the Chile: aus in their war, of the Japanese in the 
war with China, and of 1 Japanes? in their war with R a 
| has proven to the contrary. Wh: it this bill should con 1 4 
provision for ten or more torpedo boats and t lo-beat - 
ers and for less battle ships and scout crui Ther \ ld 
meet the approbation, I think, of practi m 3 
House and in the country. 
For one, I shall vote against this provision for the battle ship. 
| And if itis stzicken out I shall move to substitute in place t!] f 
| an amendment providing for ten torpedo-boat destroyers costing 
$3,500,000, as against the $7,000,000 to be expended for the battle 
ship. The American Navy will not suffer. On the contrary, it is 
what should be done, because the very statistics prepared by the 
committee itself show that as regards torpedo boats and torpedo- 
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boat destroyers we are the last of all the nations on the list, and 
as regards battle ships we are number four, and there are eleven 
battle ships now being built, with two more authorized, but not 
contracted for. We need no more at present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask for five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks for five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, withholding for a moment 
the objection, I would like to ask if we can not reach an agree- 
ment as to the time for voting on this proposition. I renew my 
request of the chairman of the committee. If that can be done 
then I shall have no objection to the.extension of time. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I would ask unanimous consent 
that we close debate on this paragraph in half an hour. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will that exclude debate 
on other amendments to be offered? 

Mr. FOSS. Ican not hear the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the debate on this paragraph and all amend- 
ments conclude in thirty minutes. 

ee W. KITCHIN. How is the time to be con- 
trolled? 

Mr. FOSS. I would say to the gentleman that I would like to 
close the debate with the last ten minutes myself, and the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] would like five minutes, 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I presume that 
probably the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] ought to con- 
trol the balance of the time left in favor of the motion, except so 
much thereof as is granted to the gentleman who now has the 
fic Or, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the gen- 
tleman that his request will shut out debate on other amendments 
that might be offered to this paragraph, and I suggest that he ask 
unanimous consent that there be thirty minutes’ debate on the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, that is the only paragraph that I refer to. I 
mean the battle-ship proposition in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. BENNY. Mr. Chairman, I object. I think this matter is 
of so much importance that it ought to receive all the debate that 
this House cares to give. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McNary] 
that his remarks may be extended for five minutes? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I object, 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts rose. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order at this time. 

Mr. McNARY. Then the last four words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is already pending to strike 
out the last four words. 

Mr. McNARY. Then I will move to strike out the last six 
words. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. GiLLEtT] desire to be heard upon the amendment which was 
already pending before his colleague makes this motion? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish 
to interfere with my colleague. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McNary] moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr. MCNARY. Mr. Chairman, I did not desire at this par- 
ticular time more than a chance to finish my sentence, because I 
propose to move a little later on an amendment providing for the 
building of torpedo-boat destroyers. I had practically said every- 
thing I wanted to say as regards the battle ships; but I must ex- 
press my thanks to the gentleman on my right for his remarkable 
courtesy in refusing to allow me a few minutes more, remarkable 
when you consider the fact that I have occupied none of the time 
of the House during this entire session up to the present moment, 
while the gentleman has managed to inject himself into a number 
of debates. 

I have stated that I shall vote against the battle-ship proposi- 
tion, hoping that if that provision should be stricken out we may 
have an opportunity to insert a provision for torpedo-boat de- 
stroyers. This will save over three millions and a half of dollars 
to the United States Treasury; it will increase the efficiency of 
the Navy; it will give us an opportunity to round out our naval 
establishment in the proper direction, and it will benefit the 
whole morale of the service in a way I will speak of. 

We all know that these torpedo-boat destroyers are uncomfort- 
able vessels to serve in, but they give an opportunity for inde- 
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pendent command by the younger officers of the Navy—an oppor- 
tunity to become acquainted with our coasts and inlets, a know!- 
edge which is extremely valuable and in a matter of independent 
command something which is absolutely necessary for the proper 
development of the best qualities of an officer. 

This morning I asked former Admiral Bowles (who appeared 
before the Committee on Claims, of which I am a member) why 
it was that our Navy Department insisted on the building «f 
battle ships, and had not paid more attention to the torpedo boats 
and destroyers. 

I received from him the reply that the reason was that while 
Congress is willing to grant great appropriations for the buildin. 
of battle ships, the Navy Department will continue to ask for 
them; that there was not any real objection to torpedo boats or 
torpedo-boat destroyers as compared with the heavier and more 
important vessels which are costing much larger sums; but the 
sense of his answer was that the torpedo boat ought to be built 
and placed in the Navy at the present time, but as the battle 
ships cost much more they would get them as long as possible 
and then turn to the torpedo boats, which cost less, and woul 
therefore be easier to get. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts obtained the floor. 

Mr. FOSS. I desire to renew my motion that debate on the 
pending paragraph and all amendments thereto be closed in thirty 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT]. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I yield a moment for the 
motion of the gentleman from Ilinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss} 
moves that all debate on the pending paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto be closed in thirty minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I agree with the statement 
made by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WILLIAM W. 
KITcHIN] that this is not a partisan question. I think it is pre- 
posterous to say that any man is violating Republican doctrine or 


| Democratic doctrine by advocating or opposing any fixed number 


of battle ships. I sympathize very heartily with the principles laid 
down by the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. Burton] that this is a na- 
tion of peace, not of war, and that all our efforts should be to stim- 
ulate, by effort and by example, the arts of peace. I thoroughly 
agree with his principles, but I differ from his conclusions. It 
seems to me that while all our effort ought to be directed to reac», 


| he himself and every other gentleman will admit that we must 


have anavy. No one denies that we must have a powerful, vig 
orous navy, sufficient to defend us against any probable attack 
And it seems to me the question, and the only question, is one of 
detail: Is our present force too large or is it too small? 

I honor the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] for making his 
proposition, because I think the tendency of the time, stimulate: 
as we are by our recent naval successes and by the atmosphere of 
war in the world, is to go too far. The pendulum has for some 


| years been swinging toward a larger navy; popular opinion is 


strongly on that side; and under these conditions there is always 
danger that we will not stop in time, and I think the gentleman 
from Ohio has rendered a courageous and a wholesome public serv- 
ice which will bear good fruit inthe future, But I do not think 
this bill does go too far, although I am glad the note of warning 
has been sounded. It seems to me the present condition of war 


| between Japan and Russia is the strongest illustration and argu- 


ment against this amendment. 

The gentleman says: ‘* The United States is a great peace power 
with unbounded resources; let us rely onthem.’’ In Europe, the 
counterpart of the United States is Russia, enormous in exient 
and enormous in resources of men and minerals and agriculture 
in every natural source of wealth. Yet what do we see to-day? 
We see that enormous power humiliated, menaced by a power not 
a quarter of its size in population, not a twentieth of its size in 
power and in territory and resource. And why? Is not the one 
and clear and indisputable reason because the power of Russia on 
the sea is not commensurate with her power on the land? [Ap- 
ee) Is not the only reason because Russia has not propor- 
tionately developed her navy, and therefore this small, comp.ra- 
tively insignificant power, with a highly developed navy, has 
attacked her and humiliated her and brought her to a mortifying 
condition, where the world thinks the chances are perhaps even 
between these disproportionate antagonists? 

Mr. RIXEY. I should like to interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No; I have but two minutes 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That, it seems to me, Mr. 
Chairman, is a strong and conclusive argument that we can not 
safely rely on our vast natural resources. It shows that a nation 
must depend on her navy for defense. And to-day what would 
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Russia give if she could retrace her policy, if she could have had 
» naval administration for the last ten years that had been bring- 
- + in bills for battle ships and cruisers? 
‘What could she not afford to give? Must she not to-day regret 
‘erly the fact that, because of neglect of her navy, she is lying 
at the feet of Japsn—a nation which never would have dared 
even attack her if her force on the sea had been at all commen- 
curate with her force on land? It would have been economy for 
Russia to have lavished millions on her navy, for this war would 
ey have been heard of if Japan’s naval superiority had not 
| wholly disproportionate to her other resources. 
Why, it is said that it invites an attack to have a strong navy. 
Is that the reason Japan attacked Russia? Was it because Russia 
had astrong navy? Was not the only reason Japan ever dared 


\ 


D 


to commence this war because she knew that in naval power 
Russia was comparatively weak and she was strong? By devel- 
: her strength upon the sea in some proportion to her strength 


: land Russia would have saved herself not only vexation and 
iliation, but expense, for she would have saved herself a war, 

th all its present possibilities, if she had in time of peace pre- 
d adequately for war upon the sea. [Applause on the Repub- 
hi side. | 

Here the hammer fell. } 


il 


ee ae a a 


Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. SOUTHARD, and Mr. BRANDEGEE | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
BeANDEGEE], a member of the committee, is recognized. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from North 


Carolina |Mr. WiiuiaAmM W. Kircuin}] comp!‘ains that what he | 


calls the charge or accusation of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
Burron] has not been met, but has been avoided. Well, Mr. 


Chairman, nobody is attempting to avoid the statement of the | 
man from Ohio that when the present naval programme of | 


the United States is completed the United States will be the third 
naval power in the world. Nobody wants to avoid that state- 
ment, and in my judgment everybody ought to be proud of it. 
[he gentleman from North Carolina further says that the 
American people will not be stampeded into favoring this bill or 
building the ships provided for in this bill. Nobody is attempt- 
ing to stampede the American people. This programme is no 
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e of this Naval Committee, and when it is adopted, as it | 


will be adopted, it will be in the even pursuance of a policy long 
ago begun and consistently and uniformly advocated and put 
through, irrespective of partisanship, by every Administration 
that the country has seen for the last twenty years. 

Now, everybody knows this. 
mind to have a navy consistent with the amount of its property, 
its importance, and its great commercial interests. There is hardly 
a dissenting voice, outside of this Chamber, to the programme 
outlined by this Naval Committee. 

I desire to read a short extract from the New York Mail and 
Express of February 12,1904, commenting upon the statement of 
the chairman of the Naval Committee [Mr. Foss] in the report: 

From the New York Mail and Express, Friday, February 12, 1904. ] 


Farsighted patriotism bulks large in the explanation by Mr. Foss, chair 
of the House Committee on Naval Affairs, of the action of the commit- 
| planning and appropriating for the navy shipbuilding programme for 

ming year. As we intimated that it would do, the committee recom 

I is the construction of one battle ship, two armored cruisers, three scout 

ers, and two squadron colliers. Explaining why it had decided upon 
istribution of vessels, Mr. Foss said: 

* We recommend more than the usual number of cruisers in view of the 


| zens everywhere. 
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have been included, but our growing Navy will be materially stren 
by these additions. 

Great attention is being given the construction of vessels in these days. 
We learned much from the Spanish war. Japan has taken to heart its teach- 
ings. She has a homogeneous ficet capable of making a dash in force. The 
speed of a fleet is only equal to that of its slowest vessel. v } 
on that line of fleet speed, and another war, should it eve me, 
find ns in the possession of a navy that could be depended upon for 
service. 

The naval bill carries appropriations for naval stations in Cuba and the 
Philippines. Too much ——— ‘e can not be attached to these statior 
We have got to protect the Panama Canal and the Monroe doctrine 
and dry docks and coal supplies and repair shops are absolut 
Especially in the Philippines is it a necessity to establish such a pk 
would be equal to every emergency. The Chinese question is not one ‘ 
can be settled ina day nora year, norin many a year to come. With our 
growing interest in the Far East, to be prepared for anything is but a matter 
of prudence. A nation must have power if it is tocount for anything in these 
strenuous times, and the more power it has the greater are the chances for 
preserving peace. 

The building of the Navy ought not to be a partisan matter. 
began to grow under Cleveland when Whitney was at th 
Department. It has been pushed ahead, notas rapidly sometimes asit should 
have been, but still the progress has been conti is. It now remains for 
Senator GORMAN, the leader of the Democrats in the Senate of the United 
States, to take the ground that the Navy is top-heavy,and that there are too 
many ships and men and guns. 

We can not believe that he can have many followers for such a dangerous 
policy. Certainly his attitude, both on the canal and on the Navy’s develop- 
ment, has lost him much of his prestige. He is still pres i to be a candi- 
date for the Democratic nomination for President. Proba he has ruined 
his chances, but in any event the great thinking public would never place 
such a man in the White House. 

The Washington Star of February 12, 1904, says: 

The House Committee on Naval Affairs, in reporting the annual bill for 
support of the Navy, says: 

“If we judge public sentiment aright, it is in favor of the cont 
the policy of building up our Navy. If we stopped now, we would 1 
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‘**The American people will not indorse the policy of sacrificing the Ameri- 
can Navy for internal improvements, nor is th r such necessity 

“Foremost and above all must stan i ationa se, 
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‘t that last year we provided for five large battle ships. If we judge public | 


ment aright, it is in favor of the continuance of the policy of building up 


Navy. If we stopped now, we would be left behind the leading countries | 


f the world. 
“The American people will not introduce the policy of sacrificing the 
rican Navy for internal improvements, nor is there any such necessity. 


most and above all must stand considerations of national defense, main- | 


ance of our foreign policies, and protection of American citizens every- 
where. The American people are not willing to lessen their influence on this 

misphere nor forsake their interests ou the other.” 

rhis isa complete and patriotic reply to the “little American” policy ad- 


cated by Senator GoRMAN, and expresses clearly the views of those who | 


wish to see the United States maintain the position she has won in the past 
seven years, 

The bill carries a total of $96,338,038, about $14,500,000 more than that of last 
year, but $9,500,000 less than the Department's estimates. Of this nearly 
$90,000,000 is for new construction. The battle ship is to cost $7,775,000, the 
armored cruisers $6,505,000 each, the scout cruisers $2,200,000, and the colliers 
$1,250,000 each. Theamountcan not fairly be considered excessive. Itshould 
be looked upon ss an insurance premium merely, and as such no American 
possessing a spark of patriotism and comprehension of the nation's responsi- 


bilities will object to ft, 
And the Philadelphia Inquirer of February 14, 1904, says: 


Secretary Moody took this opportunity to urge the construction of a great 
navy. Hespoke of the importance of keeping abreast with the times, and 
used the present waras an object lesson. His audience agreed with him, and 
it will be interesting to note the names of the Members of Congress, in both 
Senate and House, who shall follow Senator GORMAN in his openly avowed 
hostility to further naval construction. 


The navy bill, which has been reported from committee, follows the general | 


plan for enlargement. One powerful battle ship of 16,000 tons, two armored 
cruisers of 14,500 tons, three scout cruisers, and two colliers capable of ac- 
companying a fleet are recommended. We wish a second battle ship might 





ever since. Only a few years ag the Cz 
the world was asked to admire hima 
To-day, after months of diplomatic sl 
and is calling on his millions of s 





We ourselves are at peace with all the world ar 
our interests are many and widely scattered, ar 
and surprises wemust be prepared for what ! 
man who votes to starve the Navy votes against t 








By the time 
we have become the third power upon the sea it will have taken 
us a quarter of a century of continuous building to achieve that 
result. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuRTON] has moved to strike 
out the paragraph which provides for the construction of the sin- 





‘v's 


The country wants to bea strong naval power. 


gle battle ship authorized by this bill. I hope his motion 
I ) I 


| not prevail. 





| 


The battle ship is the backbone of the navy. It is the real 
fighting strength of all sea power. 


It is upon the high seas that this country will fight its decisive 


| battles if war ever comes. 


If we can defeat an enemy there, our coasts will never be ex- 
posed. Great Britain now has 52 battle ships. We have 11. 
When the battle ships now authorized shall be completed she will 
have 59 and we will have 25. We shall then have made some re- 
spectable approach to the naval strength which we ought to 
possess. 

Why should we take the back track just as we are about to at- 
tain the object for which we have striven for over twenty years? 
It is not good sense; it is not good statesmanship; it is not patri- 
otic. The American Navy has never failed us in a crisis. Let us 
stand by it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not extend the gentleman’s 
time under the limitation put upon debate by the committee. 
The Chair will recognize some gentleman who is in favor of the 
proposition to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mas- 
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sachusetts [Mr. GILLETT], in discussing the motion of the gen- | labor troubles; and that great shipyard has been practica)]y 


tleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton], referred to the fact that the 
sea force of Russia was not at all commensurate with her land 


ferce. He compared Russia to the United States in certain re- | 


spects—that its territory, its people, and its natural resources 
were relatively equal to those of the United States. He asserted 
that if Russia had had the opportunity she would have built up 
a navy that would have been able to cope with the navy of Japan. 

The gentleman evidently has not even looked at the figures sub- 
mitted by the Committee on Naval Affairs in its report. Before 
the war broke out between Japan and Russia, the naval force of 
Russia was about double that of Japan in tonnage. Russia had 
17 battle ships, with a total tonnage of 201,129; Japan had 6 battle 
ships oF 84,300 tons. Russia’s total naval force consisted of 59 
war vessels of 416,158 tons, while Japan consisted of 44 war ves- 
sels of 243,586 tons. 

The reports of the press associations were to the effect that be- 
fore the attack at Port Arthur by the Japanese fleet the power of 
the fleets of the two countries at the scene of warfare was prac- 
tically equal. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Is Japan anything like equal 
to Russia in all other resources? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was not even equal in naval force, but 
it is not even tonnage or mere numbers that count in naval bat- 
tles and naval strength. It is the efficiency of men and equip- 
ment of vessels. This is evident, because the history of this coun- 
try shows that in all naval engagements those who man the 
American war fleets have been of much higher efficiency than 
those that man the fleets of any other nation. The only nation 
whose crews can compare at all in efficiency with those of the 
United States are those of Great Britain. 

The pending motion is that made by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Burton}, to strike out the provision for the first-class bat- 
tle ship at this time. Gentlemen on that side have stated that 
this is not a party question; it is simply a matter of opinion 
whether the United States has now, and under construction suffi- 
cient first-class battle ships: and yet they have read the gentle- 
man from Ohio out of the Republican party in practically every 
speech made upon that side. 

I am of the opinion that at this time the United States has suf- 
ficient vessels which are regarded as first-class battle-line vessels, 
and that this is the time to consider, when our naval budget has 
reached the $100,000.000 mark annually, what will be the effect 
of submarine and torpedo boats in future naval warfare. There 
seems to be a fear that this country will be launched into war; 
and yet with the exception of the recent fisticuff uffair that this 
country had with the Spanish nation, we have not been in a for- 
eign war since the Mexican war, and that was not a war that re- 
quired a naval force. 

It will not do to rest simply upon the assertion that it is neces- 
sary for us to have a great navy. Those who are advocating the 
programme in this naval billshould make some definite statement 
as to the ultimate force that it is believed in all reason the United 
States should have. 

Nobody, so far as I know, desires to dispense with the Navy or 
to cripple the Navy; but there are those who are honestly of the 
opinion that the United States has reached that stage in its con- 
struction that it can afford to stop for some years and ascertain 
whether it is the part of wisdom to continue to add to the first- 
class battle ships and armored cruisers. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
that I may have the balance of the time to close debate. I have 
tried to be liberal toward the committee, and have not spoken 
upon this paragraph at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair states that under the rule of the 
House the Chair is not permitted to allow more than five minutes. 
A motion prevailed in the committee providing for thirty minutes 
in which this debate shall be closed, of which fifteen minutes has 
been used, and the gentleman from Illinois now asks unanimous 
consent to consume the remaining fifteen minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reply to the gentleman 
from Ohio in reference to a matter which he called to the atten- 
tion of the committee relative to our present construction of bat- 
tle ships. It is true to-day that we have thirteen battle ships 
under construction; but it is also true that our construction of 
battle ships to-day is very much congested, due in a great measure 
to the labor strikes which have been going on throughout the 
country. Take, forinstance, the battle ship Ohio, named after the 
gentleman’s own State. We authorized the construction of that 
battle ship on the Ist of May, 1898. 

The date for the completion of its construction was June 5, 
1901. The degree of completion to-day is 84.5. It is at the pres- 
ent time thirty-seven months behind the contract. That is due 
to the fact that that ship to-day is in process of construction in 
the Union [ron Works, San Francisco, where there have been 


| closed up, and the employers have been obliged to get in new 
| men and practically train new machinists and new engineers ¢, 
sarry on the construction of this battle ship. What is true o: 
| the battle ship Ohio is true also of other battle ships. 
| Now, the total displacement of all battle ships under construc- 
| tion to-day is 192.000 tons, but if the contractors had been able {o 
have lived up to their contracts we would have had in commis- 
sion to-day five battle ships, about half, I should say, of the present 
construction of battle ships. So I think, gentlemen, in voting 
upon this proposition you must take that fact into consideration. 
that while to-day this diagram, to which the gentleman froiy 
Ohio has alluded, shows the large construction of battle ships. it 
has been due to labor troubles and other causes throughout t}, 
country. Now, for instance, looking over a period of years, tak- 
ing it from January 1, 1898, down to the present time, how many 
battle ships have we completed within those six years? ; 
I will read you the number of battle ships we have put in com- 
mission. The Alabama, the Illinois, the Kearsarge, the Kentucky, 
the Maine, the Wisconsin, and recently there has gone into com- 
mission the Missouri. That is to say,in six years we have put in 
commission seven battle ships, a little more than a battle ship a 
year. Going back even farther and taking into consideration t! 
fact that we started to build up the American Navy in 1883, mo: 
than twenty years ago, how many battle ships have we to-day’ 
Eleven battle ships built. How many under construction? Thir- 
teen battle ships. How many in all? Twenty-four battle ships 
a little more, just a little more, than one battle ship a year. How 
| many has England to-day? She has fifty built. How many ha 
| she under construction? Nine. How much does that make in 
all? Fifty-nine battleships. We will have twenty-four, she will 
have fifty-nine, nearly sixty. 

Now, my friends, there are other things to be taken into con- 
sideration. The gentleman has called attention to the fact that 
we are expending here upon our Navy, or maintenance of the 
Navy, in this appropriation bill $96,000,000. He calls attention 
to the fact that England’s naval appropriation this year amounts 
to $170,000,000, although I saw in a morning paper that she has 
put in estimates to the amount of $184,000,000. France, Russia, 


1 Germany have large estimates also. This thing must lhe 


taken into consideration in comparing, for instance, the mainte- 
nance of our Navy with foreign countries. 

Germany’s naval appropriations for maintenance of the navy, 
and I may say, also, France and Russia, are smaller in propor 
tion to the number of ships and men than ours, because naval 
service is compulsory there, whereas in our service it may be 
said that we pay the men more, we give them better rations, we 
clothe them better, and we pay our officers better than any navy 
in the world. Now, I propose to put in the Recorp here a state- 
ment showing the reason for delays in construction of ships, ani 
also a statement showing what the foreign countries are paying 
or appropriating for their navies this year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman said the other day that 
there was no necessity for a navy in order to defend the Monroe 
doctrine. He alluded to the fact that we had a controversy some 
time ago with England over Venezuela; that that little difference 
was submitted to arbitration. Itis true. We had our quarrels 
with the mother country a hundred years ago, and I think the 
mother country came to respect her offspring upon this hem- 
isphere and we, too, came to respect her. But, my friends, re 
member that Canada is a hostage of peace upon this hemisphere 
forever between the United States and Great Britain, and I am 
glad it is so, because I want always to see peace between thos 
two countries, as, indeed, I want to see peace between all the 
countries of the world. 

What makes the proposition of the gentleman to strixe out the 
battle ship so significant in this debate is this fact: When h: 
moves to strike out the battle ship, he moves to strike out the 
fighting arm, he moves to strike out that particular ship that 
stands for preparation for war above anything and everything 
else. If he had moved to strike out a cruiser, a ship of peace, 
that would have been another thing. Now, gentlemen, the issue 
between the gentleman from Ohio and the Naval Committee is 
this: We are all for peace, but we believe in peace backed up by 
preparation for war. We believe in that peace which comes from 
being prepared. The father of our country said that one of the 
most effectual means of preserving peace is to prepare for war. 

That is why the debate on this battle ship issoimportant. We 
are all for peace—peace among the nations of the globe, peace 
between other nations and ourselves; but we do not believe in 
striking down that ship that stands for the largest armament, for 
the largest ordnance, for the largest guns; that ship that is the 
fighting arm of the United States Navy. That is what makes the 
significance of this debate so great. 

I am well aware that the Czar of Russia called the representa- 
tives of the foreign countries together at that great peace cele- 





1904. 





bration at The Hague, and those representatives in solemn con- 
vention resolved upon the disarmament of the military estab- 
lishments; but I am also reminded of the fact that no sooner was 
that resolution passed by the representatives of all the countries 
than the nations themselves began to build their military estab- 
lishments with greater vigor than ever before. And I say here 
to you to-day that we must continue this policy of building the 
American Navy. ; 

Why, the gentleman says that we are isolated upon this hemi- 
sphere. True, we are isolated. Wewere more isolated one hun- 
dred years ago than we are to-day. We were more isolated fifty 
years ago than we are to-day. We were more isolated twenty- 
five years ago than we are to-day. We were more isolated five 


years ag¢ than we are to-day. Science is annihilating space every | fi.16 in which these vessels cam be completed. 


hour and every minute. We are brought into closer and closer 
relations with the nations of the world in our commerce and in 
our trade, and the time is fast coming when we will be still fur- 
ther interwoven with them in all their relations. 
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marked that no serious actual delays have occurred up to the present time 
on account of delay in delivery of armor and ordnance, because the other de- 
lays which have occurred on vessels under contract have caused the failure 
by the Government to deliver armor to become unimportant. Had the ves- 
se's been otherwise advanced, the failure of the Government to deliver armor 
would have been a serious cause of delay. 

“With reference to delays due to the slowness in delivery of steel and 
other structural material, it may be stated that the delays due to failure to 
deliver structural steel have, within a few months past, greatly d 


creased, 


| owing to the falling off in the general demand for structural steel, but delays 


in delivery of nickel steel continue to be serious, with, however, prospect of 
improvement in this respect. 

“It may be further remarked that the original contract period of thirty- 
six months in the case of the five battle ships of the Virginia class and the six 
armored cruisers of the Pennsylvania class was inadequate to complete the 
vessels, even had no delays occurred from the causes enumerated, and it is 
believed that the contract period assigned to the later large battle ships and 
armored cruisers, of from forty to forty-two months, is about the minimum 
It is further to be noted that 
the battle ships of the Louisiana and Vermont classes and the armored cruis- 


| ers Tennessee and Washington are making much better progress than has 
| heretofore been usual for vessels of the Navy, and at the present time are es- 


but foreign nations have coaling stations here right in the sight | 


of our coast. 
Why, you remember when the Spanish fleet, in the Spanish- 


American war, started from the other side and we knew not its | 
destination there was a shudder that went down the whole New | 


England coast, and many of those estimable gentlemen who live 
along there and preach in times of peace about the cost of war 
and the necessity of cutting down the military establishment 
would not go to their summer resorts on the shore, but, on the 
contrary, went to their safety-deposit vaults. and took their boxes 
and heels into the interior. [Laughter.] Now, I tell you, in 
time of war we see the necessity for a navy. 

If we are to turn our backs upon the Philippines; if we are to 
give them up and our islands of the sea; if we are to refuse all 
protection to American commerce wherever that commerce goes; 
if we are to say, *‘Oh, yes, there is nothing but peace; there will 


never be any war,’’ why, then, I say let us stop building batile | 


ships, stop building all kinds of ships, dismantle the guns along 
the coasts, and refuse to put a single dollar into fortifications. 

Why deepen the rivers and harbors? What is the use of creat- 
ing a foreign commerce unless you can protect it? Why not go 
back into some corner of the world and there hide away in sol- 
itude and isolation? 
of our battle ships that old flag of glory, placed in the sky by the 
united work of the Army and the Navy in every great national 
struggle, placed there by the bravery of our soldiers and our sail- 
ors, all the way from Washington to Chaffee, all the way from 
Esek Hopkins and old Jack Barry to Dewey. 

Why not take down that flag and run up to the masthead the 
white flag of peace; that kind of peace that means surrender of 
national duty, of national obligation, of national responsibility? 


| timated to be in most cases but a short time behind the c 


Not only that, | 


yntract period 
“The only important question which may cause serious delays in the later 
vessels and which will increase the delays already existing on the earlier 
vessels in the annexed list is the question of elaborate changes in arran 
ment of all these vessels, which will be necessary if submarine torpe 

are installed.” 

Indorsement dated the 12th instant: 

“ With reference to the verbal instructions of the Department, the Bureau 
has to submit the following additional statement: 

*“*“(a) The table of ‘Vessels under construction,’ showing the degree of 
completion and the months behind the contract time, is intended to indicate, 
under the heading ‘Degree of completion, per cent,’ the estimated propor- 
tionate value of the hull, equipment, and installation of armor and ordnance 
as compared to the total value of the same when completed under the con- 
tract. The ‘Months behind the contract time’ is a statement showing the 
difference between the actual elapsed time from the date of the contract and 
the estimated time which would have been required to bring the vessel to 
the degree of completion indicated in the first column if the work had pro- 
gressed in such manner as to advance the vessel at such rate as required to 








io tupes 


complete her within the contract time. It therefore makes no assumption as 
to progress in the future, but many of these vessels will accumulate addi- 


tional delays beyond the contract time as they progress further toward com- 
pletion, owing to the fact thatthe original contract time was too short, as 
previously indicated. 

6) The third column indicates the original contract date on which the 


| vesselsin question were to be completed, and it may be noted that for the 


| vessels of the Virginia class the contract time of com] 


Yes, why not take down from the masthead | 


And then take ourselves away into some remote corner of the earth | 
and pray God may we carry Old Glory along with us as a sweet | 
and gentle reminder that we were once a nation and once a people. | 
Go back, I say, into some isolated corner and sit down and write | 


? 


the word ‘*‘ Nation’’ so small that no people on the face of the 
globe can see it, and we ourselves ashamed to look at it, and there, 
with humiliation and grief, mourn over the better and more glo- 
rious days of the Republic. [Loud applause. ] 





APPENDIX. 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 13, 1904. 
Srr: Referring to your letter of the 30th ultimo, asking for a statement 
showing how many and what vessels are behind the contract time of com- 
pletion, and the length of the delays on each, respectively, and the causes for 


such delays, I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of a letter dated | 


February 18, 1893, addressed to the Department by the Chief of the Bureau 
of Construction and Repair, furnishing information upon the subject of then 
existing delays in completing vessels of the Navy, together with a list of the 
vessels now under construction, indicating the percentage of completion and 
the number of months behind the contract time in each case, and to quote 
below an indorsement, dated the 6th instant, upon your letter of the chief 
of said Bureau, in whose statements the Bureaus of Ordnance and Steam En- 
gineering, which are also concerned with the construction of vessels, concur, 
and a supplemental report, by indorsement dated the 12th instant, of the Bu- 
reau of Construction and Repair, viz: 

Indorsement dated the 6th instant: 

_ ‘The Bureau incloses herewith tabulated statement (inclosure 1) showing 
the vessels of the Navy under construction under contracts, the degree of 
completion January 1, 1904, and the number of months that they were then 
behind the contract time. . 

. “With reference to the causes for such delays in completion, attention is 
invited to the-Department's letter of February 1S, 1903, addressed to the 


President, inclosing copy of this Bureau's letter of February 13, 1903, for- | 


warded herewith (inclosure 2). 
apply in general. 

“It may be remarked that the contracts for the following vessels have 
been forfeited, viz: Torpedo boat Goldsborough, contracted for by Wolff & 
Zwicker; the protected cruiser Chattanooga and torpedo boats Nicholson and 
O’Brien, contracted for by the Crescent Shipyard (Lewis Nixon); the pro- 
tected cruiser Galveston, contracted for by the William R. Trigg Company, 
and the torpedo boat Stringham, contracted for by Harlan & Hollingsworth. 
In each case the company having the contract had previously gone into the 
hands of a receiver and were unable to complete the contract. 


The causes of delay therein enumerated still 


Ohio the contract time has already been largely exceeded, and for the five 
pletion is about to ex 
pire. The original contract time of completion for the six armored cruisers 
of the Pennsylvania class has already expired. 

‘*(c) The question of strikes has not been directly touched upon in the 
previous indorsement. The Ohio, Nebraska, California, South Dakota. and 
Milwaukee have been greatly delayed by strikes on the Pacific coast, at the 
Union Iron Works, San Francisco, Cal.,and at Moran Brothers Company, 
Seattle, Wash. The strikes in question extended overa period of at least a 
year, and their after effects may still be said to exist to some extent 

‘**In some measure the strikes were a concurrent cause of delay with other 
causes previously mentioned, but there is no doubt that the vessels on the 
Pacific coast would be further advanced than they actually are had it not 
been for these extensive strikes. Strikes on the Atlantic coast have been of 
minor importance as regards the vessels on the inclosed list, although they 
have had some slight effect in addition to the other causes of delay.” 

Very respectfully, 








CHAs. H. DARLING, 
Acting Secretary. 
Hon. GEORGE EDMUND Foss, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 


House of Representatives. 


VESSELS OF THE NEW NAVY UNDER CONSTRUCTION. 
Number of months behind contract time, as per reports of sunerintending « 
structors on hull to January 1, 1904, based on percentage of complet 


N- 





Months be- 
hind the 


Degree of 


Contr: + 
comple- 2 





Vessels. tion (per | contract date of com- 
| cent). time. ——— 
BATTLE SHIPS. | 
i 
ee edabda aeons } 84.5 37 June 5.1991 
I oc om dena nlad ards apace Loxcucameasal 52.5 17.6 | Feb. 15, 1904 
Se pe eee . 35 19.2 | Mar. 7.1904 
Doc Je co occecnane pitas diane dane waa | 42.5 20.4 | Feb. 18.1904 
EE ee 49.4 18.9 | Feb. 15.1904 
i is ae ee lg | 50.6 18.6 Do 
NID <2 snd os cccntiocees aenaseon ! 34.5 1.1 | Mar. 15,1906 
i oss cd beeeenesenewenan ' 2.7 1.3) Dee. 20.1905 
Kansas a a nila en ra enn } 2.6 2.5 | Dec. 16.1906 
EN Rasiinct tee eh nwnicndihhadnndcnwtetiars | 12 @1.6 Dec. 20,1906 
j 
ARMORED CRUISERS. | 
es aoe dadaaeaeees 64.9 11.8 Jan. 10.1904 
Wees Varies ................... a eng 70.5 12.1| Jan. 24.1904 
CO SE ae oiane 51 20.5 | Jan 1904 
oe nseset oa 69 10.8 D 
oc ntnda Aadaned cde ched asian 65. 4 13.4 | Jan. 24,1904 
Sewttn DOMOtA.... ...... 2225... 47 2 5! Jan. 10.1904 
i 8 cidade await 15.1 7 Au 9 1906 
PE ROOD, andi ctennanssce 12 , Au 1906 
CRUISERS. | 
NS Fon ee oo ss Bea akben a 98 19.5 | June 14,1902 
eo enetacte “oe nomi 97 19.5 Do 
Chattanooga. .......- acai J 72 Do 
A ue LE 70.5 Do 
| ae fa a abamaniae 6.2 22.5 | Mar. 11,1904 
inated a ca es dele ca dna weacen 4 20.5 | Apr. 17,1904 
ii eld a hte cine eae snint 56.9 14 Mar. 30,1904 


‘With reference to the causes of delay enumerated in the letter of the 


Bureau of Construction and Repair, dated February 13, 1908, it may be re- 








ware True 
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Degree of |Months be- Contract 
Vessel comple- | hind the | 4.46 of com- 
"7 tion (per | contract nletion 
cent). time. I , 
GUNBOATS. | 
I ciples ete a IIS ae ee 20 i cenecieswen Nov. 29,1904 
I sige so irncaiectoremandaae Se Oe Gee anes Mar. 6,1905 
TORPEDO BOATS. 
Bla Oe a alas 5s Ssaitaiecsinsshbaiaeten Sieber Sieiea 99 51 Sept. 27, 1899 
Strir NII is wie can septpsaeelaiiicispiaebebalpint aareleiaanel OS ile scale otal Jan. 29,1899 
Gold rough sitios tialencuinnsltaitiate iad omind i ie Jan. 80, 1899 
Nich Ih ..nine one ucnapeeeeinumancwaemiaonammall | 99 ecnccececces| Hapt. 26, 1899 
ROPER .-css ssecss Oeiuicin tales tiation -+| Oe iia ieehaa ee | Do. 








The cruisers Chattanooga and Galveston and torpedo boats Stringham 

Goldsborough, Nicholson, and O’Brien are still under construction, but the 

contracts have been forfeited and the vessels delivered to the Government. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, 

Washington, D. C., February 25, 1904. 

morandum for the chairman of Committee on Naval Affairs, House of 

Representatives. 

Battle ships placed in commission since January 1, 1898: Alabama, Illinois, 

Kearsarge, Kentucky, Maine, Wisconsin. 


ag 
Jv ¢ 


Tons. 

Total displacement of United States battle ships now under ¢onstruc- 
tior es tas lashed allenic cadahegeaedecs desea tciladamainee ess cig acaba 192, 500 

Displacement of all vessels above 1,000 tons authorized and now under 
constructiom............. elec sce aeons alia eb catia ade tes gedit Tie Niches Dieta 348, 000 
These figures are all shown on the accompanying statement, compiled by 
the Office of Naval Intelligence, Navy Department, under date of January 1, 
1v 4 
The contract date for the completion of five battleships and six armored 
eruisers, having an aggregate displacement of 155,500 tons, has expired. If 
these vessels had been completed in accordance with the terms of their con- 
tracts, we would have had now under construction about the same amount 





in displacement as that of France, and about 160,000 tons less than that of 
Great Britain. The United States has added in displacement to its Navy 
since January 1, 1898, 117,000 tons; Russia has added 160,000tons; Germany has 
added 190,000 tons; France has added 218,000 tons; Great Britain has added 


641.000 tons ; eae 
Novre.—These vessels have been or are ready to be placed in commission. 
Estimates for great naval powers for 1902. 





| Regular ex- 
penses. 





New con- . 
Wy tye = . ¢ 
Country. struction. Total. 





$51,334,000 | $167, 808,000 





I tel | $116, 474,000 

SII ccciisks ninis sapiens inte asteeh nies icaetaiaeaomiaa | 88,165,000 22, 899,000 | 61, 064, 000 
BRUMIOD «cnn nacnnencssnesationsacmeicenh ante 20,520,000 | 52,970,000 
a al 35, 291, 000 17, 729, 000 53, 020, 000 
Ur I icc satin ninsninscedicthiapmencsignighatasedins 53, 661, 000 25, 444, 000 | 79, 105, 000 





B.—It is difficult for some countries to separate the amounts for new 
struction. Under this head for England are only hull and machinery; 
’ ‘e,are hull, machinery, and armament; for Russia, armament, re- 
and refits are also included; for Germany, new construction only. 
In foreign navies, owing to compulsory service, except in England, the pay 
of enlisted men is, according to our standard, quite nominal. The officers 
also are given a minimum of pay, perhaps with the intention of keeping out 
persons without private means. For these reasons and the cheapness of civil- 
ian labor, the personnel, both military and civil, of European navies is much 
less of a tax on the naval appropriations than is the case in the United States. 

The CHATRMAN. Debate on this paragraph is closed. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Chairman, [have been out of the Hall 
attending a committee meeting and haye justcomein. LIask that 
I may have five minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I will object. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I am very sorry, for I wanted to give the 
House a breathing spell. 

Mr. FOSS. There is another paragraph upon which the gentle- 
man may be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, the motion to 
strike out the paragraph. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Burton) there were—ayes 63, noes 126, 

So the motion was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Two first-class armored cruisers, of not_more than 14,500 tons trial dis- 
placement, carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful armament for a 
vessel of its class; to have the highest practicable speed and great radius of 
action, and tocost, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceeding $4,400,000 
each 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I movetostrike 
out this paragraph. If the motion made by the gentleman from 
Ohio had prevailed I would not make this motion, because i am 
in favor of building one big ship, whether a battle ship or an ar- 
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mored cruiser, but since we are to have the battle ship, I favor tak- | 


ing out both of these armored cruisers. The armored cruiser is 
not considered by some of the naval experts as dangerous a ship 
in actual battle as the battle ship, yet it costs practically the same 
amount of money. 
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You will notice that according to tonnage the armored eruisey 
is a more expensive vessel for its hull and machinery than a batt 
ship. A statement has already been read to yon showing the to» 
nage of other nations. Now, we have completed and already 
course of construction more tons of battle ships, armored cruisers, 
and protected cruisers than any other country in the world ex- 
cept England and France. The chairman of the Naval Commi 
tee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss], admits that there i 
no danger whatever of our ever having a war with England. 

Well, if you are never to have a war with England, there is 1 
use in comparing our naval strength with the strength of England 
All the figures in the report show that we have a stronger Nay 
already authorized than any other country in the world exce) 
France, and in my judgment our Navy will be a more effective 
navy than the navy of France, certainly more effective for our 
country than the navy of France is effective for France. Enuro- 
pean countries adjoining each other, with old enmities trans 
mitted from generation to generation, have more opportuniti 
for war, have more causes for war with each other than we. War 
between European nations is more fatal to the people than an, 
war with a foreign nation could be tous. Take England, for e 
ample; if England has a war with a foreign nation, and that n 
tion could blockade the English ports, the English people woul! 
perish of hunger. 

If a foreign navy should by any possibility succeed in blockad 
ing our ports, we could survive indefinitely. We could survi 
if never another ship came into our ports. It would be impos 
ble for any navy te blockade our ports. We can leave out thes 
two armored cruisers and yet continue to build up a navy with 
good ships, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] says, with 
the best ships that go tosea, manned by the best men, commane:| 
by the best officers, ata rate of increase that will satisfy the Ame 
ican people and in time of war insure our success over any enemy) 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to explain this fact in re 
erence to the armored cruisers. As far as the armored cruisers 
‘are concerned, we have just two completed and in commission. 
We have building to-day eight armored cruisers, and had the co: 
tractors lived up to their contracts six of these armored cruisers 
would have been in commission. In this bill we authorize two 
more armored cruisers. This would give us ten. Now, it is th 
opinion of all our naval experts, including Admiral Dewey ani 
others whom we have had before the committee, that our armored 
cruisers should just about number one-half of our battle ships. | 
call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from North Carolina, to 
strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to detain the com- 
mittee but a very short time and to say but a very little. 

It seems to me the course of this debate, in a certain sense, has 
been to relegate to oblivion, in the American Congress, cherishe «| 
traditions of the American people. Certainly, in time gone by, 
it was the view in this country that we were peculiarly situated; 
that we had a system of government all our own, unique and ex 
cellent; and that in determining what our policy and what our 
course should be with reference to any particular matter, we 
should take counsel of our own Constitution, of our own Declara 
tion of Independence, and of the genius of our own institution 

The debate upon this bill, on the one side at least, has proceeded 
very largely—and I can not but think unconsciously—upon the 
ground that it is now advisable for us, if not absolutely necessary, 
to depart from our old policy and to take our course by the mark- 
ings in the Old World—by the question how many ships Great 
Britain has built, how many ships Great Britain will build, o! 
the nature and character of those ships, the nature and character 
of the armament; what navy Germany has, and what provision 
she is making for its increase, what is the relative proportion of 
the different kinds of vessels to be added to that navy, and of what 
armament. So of Russia, and so down the line. 

Having ascertained what Great Britain and Germany and Rus 
sia and the other great nations of the Old World have done—hav- 
ing ascertained or assumed to know what they are doing or what 
they are likely to do—then by a very easy process of transition, 
unless it be something else, gentlemen arrive at their conclusion 
as to what the United States ought todo. If Great Britain has 
built an immense navy, then, according to the reasoning of these 
gentlemen, ignoring all other things as unworthy of considera- 
tion, the United States ought to build a great Navy—and, if pos- 
sible, a greater one. If Great Britain is adding immensely to the 
number of ships she now has, then the United States should add 
even more largely to the number they possess. 

Now, I note this as a peculiar departure from old-time princi- 
ples, and I must think, notwithstanding the departure, correct 
principies. The same philosophy precisely would apply to the 
standing army. If Great Britain has an army of 200,000 men 
and Russia has an army of a million or two or three million 
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n. then by the same process of reasoning the great United 
ros of America ought also to have a vast standing army. The 
reasoning of the fathers was different. | They thought—and I 
syust still think, notwithstanding what is said by these gentle- 
men who argue the other way—that our position in the world 
still is—peculiar; that our institutions and our tendencies 
| our desires are such that we are not in great danger of being 
i rought into conflict with any of the nations of the Old World, 
synch less with all of them. 
~ Our border is comparatively broad—a narrow line, it is true, 
}yetween us and Canada, and a narrow line between us and Mex- 
‘eo, along each of which peace has prevailed for long years, and 
nothing now threatens that peace. Upon the east of us rolls a 
mighty ocean, and upon the west a mightier ocean still. Our con- 
cerns are much more at home, are very much greater in this hem- 
j 
{ 


sphere than in all the rest of the world. It ought not, it seems 


me, to be a part of our desires or purposes to menace the peace | 


of the world; and unless we menace the peace of the world, there 
is no danger, it seems to me, at least no serious danger, that the 
peace of our own country will be menaced, much less endangered. 

Hitherto it always was the belief of our statesmen of all schools 
of politics that our strength lay, and must ever lie, in the patriot- 
ism of the people and in their power, backed and inspired by their 
patriotism, to defend our rights at all time against all invaders. 
It has been the belief—we have lived more than a hundred years 
in it and thrived under it—that we would not be seriously men- 
aced from abroad if we would but attend to our own business; 
and now we have grown so mighty, we are so great a nation in 
the history of the world and of time, that no single nation could 
attack us with any hope of success, and that no combination of 





hostile nations which could be made against us, even in the | 


dreams of the wildest enthusiast, could seriously disturb our 
national welfare. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has ex ired. 

Mr. 1 )E ARMOND. Ishould like to have five minutes more, 
if the committee will grant it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of 
the gentleman from Missouri five minutes? TheChair hears none. 


Mr. DEARMOND. Now, Mr. Chairman, would it not be well | 


for us to consider the other side of this question—why are we 
building a very great navy? I am not going into the general dis- 
cussion of that question, but what really is the argument for a 
very greatnavy? Why, gentlemen say that the power to effectively 
defend ourselves, the power, if need be, to attack, is that which 
secures us peace; and they refer to some of the utterances of the 
fathers as the sanction for their application, and misapplication, 
ot what the fathers said in the early days. 

There was a time, of course, in the history of this country—then 
a solitary little republic in the family of nations, an experiment 
in the great world of affairs, jealousy and opposition and conten- 
tion all about us—there was a time when very wisely it might be 
said, as very wisely it was said, that our safety depended upon 
being prepared to defend ourselves against unjust aggression. At 
the same time it was said—and was said with equal wisdom, and 
it is equally wise to say it now—that we ought to keep ourselves 
from entangling alliances with the other nations of the world, and 
by doing so we would save ourselves from the dangers imminent 
to those who take a course less wise. 

Our condition is widely different from that of the nations of 
the Old World. The population there is dense, and in the case 
of a good many of them the territory is restricted. Humanity 
] 


A thousand causes of disturbance, a thousand provocatives to 
var, exist and arise with reference to those nations and among 
hose nations, not a solitary one of which is present in this most 
avored land. 
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not, while building a navy of reasonable proportions and adding 
as may be reasonably necessary to the Navy, to allow ourselves 
to drift off on that broad sea of exploitation which is wholly 
European and not a drop of the water of which is American. 

We ought to adhere to the mottoes of the fathers. We ought 
to have such a navy and such an army and such institutions gen- 
erally as are befitting in a mighty republic, bent upon peacefully 


working out its own destiny for the benefit of the people who | 
dwell here and of those who are to dwell here in the future, and | 


“is a beneficial example to other people the wide world over, and 
not bent upon, but set against, aggression upon the weakest or 
the greatest of the nations of the earth. 

Adhering to that line of policy, we do not need to make the 
preparations for war, for offense or defense, which may be neces- 
sary in nations differently situated and pursuing a different 


So it seems to me that, patriotically profiting by | 
® examples all around us, examples of the past as well as of the | 
examples of the present, learning from the wisdom of the ages | 
that have gone, profiting by the wisdom of the fathers, who laid | 
deep and well the foundations of this great Republic, we ought | 


| can come in later. 








course. The Atlantic defends upon the one side; the Pacific de- 
fends upon the other; the Gulf is a defense upon still another; 
and greater than all these, the love of liberty, devotion to coun- 
try, the inherent and developed genius of the American people, 
the genius of our own institutions, the character of our Govern- 
ment, the aims and objects that we have in view, the high destiny 
that is before us—all these admonish us to tread in the pathway 
of republican, democratic, patriotic, independent America and 
not to drop back into the trodden ways, the blood-stained and 
crime-darkened ways, of the nations of the Old World. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. FOSS. I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. WILLIAM W. KitcuHin] to strike 
out the paragraph. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TATE) there were—ayes 57, noes 116. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 

tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS Of Mississippi and Mr. Foss. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WILLIAM W. KircuH1n], who 
made the motion, be appointed one of the tellers instead of myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. 
WILLIAM W. KITCHIN] and the gentleman from [linois will take 
their places as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 65, 
noes 126. 

Accordingly the motion was rejected. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend page 70 by inserting, at the end of line 19, the following new para 
graph: 

“Ten torpedo-boat destroyers, carrying the proper ordnance and equip- 
ment for vessels of that class, to have the highest speed compatible with good 
cruising qualities, and to cost not exceeding $350,000 each: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Navy shall build five of the torpedo-boat destroyers herein 
authorized at such navy-yards as he may designate.” 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 
that amendment that it is not germane to this paragraph. The 
question of cruisersis now under consideration. There is another 
paragraph to which it would be germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that it is offered as 
a new paragraph, but the Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to withhold his amendment until the next para- 
graph is read. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman,let me say one word. It might 
affect this amendment which the gentleman from Illinois says 
I ask him to let it come in now without the 
point of order, for the reason that it seems to me we do not want 
to increase the amount carried in this bill, but that we might 
reach an arrangement by which the House might vote some tor- 
pedo boats if we could cut out something else. It is my purpose 
to move to strike out the next paragraph, providing for the scout 


Mr. Chairman, let us have 


| cruisers, which can be bought and need not be built if we get 


these torpedo boats. 
Mr. FOSS. Then, if that’‘is so, the gentleman ought to wait 


} until the next paragraph is read, and then make a motion to 
| strike out the three scout cruisers. 
esses upon humanity, within as well as across national lines. | 


He certainly ought to wait 
until the paragraph is read. 

Mr. McNARY. But the gentleman from Illinois well under- 
stands that that gives him the best of the argument, whereas if 
I can get my torpedo boats in now I have the best of it. 

Mr. FOSS. I will say to the gentleman that he can offer it as 
a substitute in place of that paragraph. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I think if the provision in this 
bill for the increase of the Navy is in order, that a paragraph 
amending any part of it isin order also. For that reason. there- 
fore, I will, without further discussion, leave it to the Chairman 
to decide. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the amend- 
ment is germane and is in order at this time. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Do I understand the Chair to de- 
cide that this amendment is in order at this time? 
The CHAIRMAN. On the question of germaneness, which is 
i 


the only point made. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. Thereseems to be a difference of opinion as to what 
this amendmentis. I ask the Clerk to read it again. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the Clerk will report 
the amendment. 

The amendment was again reported. 


Then I desire to offer an amend- 
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Connecticut. Iwill withhold my amendment for 
IT would like to call the attention of the Chair 
that I referred to line 18, instead of 19, as the Clerk 
do not know whether it is my mistake. 

rl .e CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the correction will be 
mace 

Mr. McNARY. Now, Mr. Chairman, my reason for offering 
this amendment is this: As I said a few moments ago, I am not 
opposed to an increase of the Navy, but it seems to me that this 
should go on in a proper fashion. 

i was surprised, with many Members of this House, to find that 
the Committee on Naval Affairs had not reported an increase of 
our torpedo-boat establishment, and, on questioning one Member 
and another,I received no conclusive answer; but I did, however, 
get an answer this morning from former Admiral Bowles, who 
said that ‘‘so long as Congress was willing to voce large sums of 
money for the heavier armored ships, so long will the naval au- 
thorities ask it.”’ 

Let me call the attention of this House to the fact that our 
Navy is being developed in a disproportionate manner. Our 
friend from Tlinois, the chairman of the Naval Affairs Commit- 


ih ease 


tee, d clared that the armored boats were the fighting arm of the 
Navy. Sothey are. But we have seen only within the past few 
days th: it some of these great battle ships, costing seven and eight 


million dollars, have been put out of action by torpedo boats, 
costing perhaps $300,000. 

[t is a significant fact that the United States, which, according 
to the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
ized, against England’s 59, France’s 26, Russia’s 25, and Germany's 
20, leaving us fourth in that line ar id third in the line of scout 


Germany’s 86; 
of all—behind even Austria-Hungary. 

Including submarine torpedo boats, France is No. 1, with 268; 
England is No. 2, with 255; Russia, No. 3, with 214; Italy, No. 4, 
with 153; Germs ny, No. 5, with 140; Japan, No. 6, with 80; Austria- 
Hungary, No. 7, with 69, and the United States, No. 8, with 58 

If there is any arm of our Navy that needs development, it is 
the torpedo boat. Experience has proven in the Chilean war, as 
was shown when the Almirante Condell and the Almirante Lynch 
torpedoed the battle ships, that these form a very forcible offense. 

The Japanese navy in the war with China sent its torpedo 
boats into Wei-hai-wei and destroyed several battle ships, and a 
few days ago at Port Arthur the Japanese torpedo boats put sev- 
eral Russian battle ships out of action. This shows that the tor- 
pedo boats, properly manned and directed, are able to destroy 
these great armored vessels. 


ported an increase of our Navy in this particular? 
son is the reason given by former Admiral Bowles this morning, 
that so long as we are willing to vote great sums of money for the 
heaviest ships the Navy Department will ask for it, but as a mat- 
ter of fact any sensible man who reads and reflects knows that if 
our naval establishment is to be properly built up we ought to 
have a much larger number of these torpedo vessels. 

A good reason why we should have additional torpedo boats is 
because younger officers of the Navy will thus be given an inde- 
pendent command, and by this means they will become acquainted 
with the inlets and harbors of the coast; and by giving them a 


observation and experience, better to command men in the future 
on larger and more important vessels. From every standpoint— 
from the standpoint of statistics, from the standpoint of effi- 
ciency—we ought to adopt a provision of this character. 

Let me point out also that five of these vessels will be built in 
the navy-yards of this country if this amendment is adopted, 
which will give our naval constructors and mechanics an oppor- 
tunity to display and develop theirskill and give them also needed 
experience in construction. 

In addition, the cost of these ten boats as provided will be but 
$3,500,000, whereas the cost of the three scoutcruisers, whichcan 
be bought at any time from among the trans-Atlantic fleet and 
which need not be built by the Government, will be, with arma- 
ment, $6,600,000. 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois for a question? 

Mr. McNARY. Assuredly. 

Mr. FOSS. I would say to my friend from Massachusetts that 
we can build torpedo boats in less time than we can build scout 
cruisers, particularly those scout cruisers which are cruisers of | 
great speed—which go 22 knots an hour. They can not be built | 
as easily and quickly as the other articles. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Commit- 


San 


stands fourth as | 
regards battle ships, having 24 either built, building, or author- 


cruisers, having a total of 93 to England’s 239, France’s 110, and | 
in the case of torpedo boats eighth i in rank, the last | 


Now, what can be the reason that this committee has not re- | 
The only rea- | 


small independent command over men, they will be enabled by | 





RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 25, 


tee on Naval Affairs can not tell this House where in the wor) 
we can buy torpedo boats or torpedo-boat destroyers. They can 
be bought nowhere, but the scout cruisers can be bought. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 
Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, there has been such a cl 
misstatement of the condition of the United States Navy’s ships 
| and especially in reference to the smaller classes of vessels, t] 
| I want to call the committee’s attention just for a moment to 
actual situation. We have eleven battle ships of the first c] 
and are building thirteen. We have of second-class battle shi 
and armored ironclads, such as monitors, twelve, and none bui 

ing. We have two armored cruisers built and eight build 

making a total now built of twenty-five fighting ships. I h 
the gentleman from Massachusetts will give me his attention, 
| I think I can explain to him that there is no necessity for the t 

| pedo-boat destroyers or torpedo boats. 

We have twenty-five battle ships, armored cruisers, and ii 
clad monitors built to-day, and have twenty-one building. That 
| is the fighting line. 

We have protected cruisers, seventeen; small cruisers and scout 

| twenty-three; a total of forty; and we have nine of those ty 

| classes building. Thisis the messenger and commerce-destr 

| ing service of the Navy. The very character of the vessels 

| them for this occupation and substantially for none other. \W 
| have sixty-seven gunboats built and one building. I donot kn 
just exactly what to characterize that. You may say that it is 
the popgun fighting line of the Navy. It is the fighting line in 
the small harbors or ports against small vessels that may need iis 
| attention. It is not the real fighting line. We have sixteen t 
pedo-boat destroyers, thirty-one torpedo boats built and six build 
ing, and we have eight submarine torpedo boats, making a t. tal 
of fifty-five in that class of vessels to-day belonging to that arm 
of the service that may be characterized as the guerilla-warf: 

| service, and we have six building. In other words, we have fifty 
five of that class of vessels against twenty- ‘five vessels that can 
fight. 

When we have our present Navy completed we will have {6 
vessels in the fighting line, 47 in the messenger and commer 
destroying service, 68 in the gunboat-warfare service, and 61 in 
the guerrilla-warfare service. Now, I want to call your attention 
to my reason for calling these torpedo- boat destroyers and torpedo 
| boats and submarines as vessels engaged in a guerrilla our ire 
There is but very little difference between a torpedo boat and a 
| torpedo-boat destroyer. They are fast, unprotected ships, one 
| designed to destroy the other, it is true, but both carrying tor- 

pedoes. Theyare boats designed torun in, strike a blow, and then 
|run away. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the gentleman's 
| attention to the fact that history shows substantially that a tor- 
pedo boat never struck an effective blow where its adversary was 
upon the alert, and that in every battle where it has come in con 
tact with a foe ready to meet it it has been destroyed, a: 
| destroyed easily. Take, for example, Santiago, where Wain- 
| wright, on the little Gloucester, settled the two torpedo boats o! 
the Spanish fleet. Take Manila, where the Olympia went in and 
destroyed the torpedo boats without trouble. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from West Vir- 
| ginia has expired. 
| Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, T ask for five minutes more. 
| Mr. BAKER. I object. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, my attention was attracted to 
what seemed to me a new objection to the Republican policy o! 
| increasing our Navy, and I was somewhat surprised to hear that 
| objection from so distinguished a gentleman as the gentleman 
from Missouri. The objection made by him was that this i 
crease of the Navy would logically be followed by an increas 
our Army; that because we necessarily compared the needs 0: 
our Navy with the size of the navy upheld by other great natior 
that we would follow up that policy by following the example 0! 
ee, with her 200,000 standing army, and ‘by the standin 
army of Germany and by the still greater standingarmy of Russ! 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gent 
man a question. 

Mr. GRAFF. Very well. 
Mr. McNARY. I would like to ask the gentleman if he 4 
not this morning hear the statement of former Admiral Bow! 
that the reason why they had not asked for torpedo boats wa 
that as long as Congress was willing to make the larger appr 

priations they delayed asking for torpedo boats? 

Mr. GRAFF. I will refer the subject of torpedo boats to tl 
Naval Committee, who know more about the subject than I do. 
desire to deny that there is any necessary connection between the 
| necessities of a great navy and any pretended necessity for a gre: 
army. The territory of the United Statesis not contiguous to t! 
| territory of any great power which would threaten us. If we wer’ 
| to have a war in the future, it would necessarily be a war upon the 
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anv commercial conflict that does not measure the necessities of 
ii own strength by the equipment of his antagonist is certainly 
an unwise man. What other guide can we have for the necessi- 
+. of this great nation in the way of a navy than the present 
ajuipment of naval strength of other contending powers? 

policy of the Republican party with relation to our military 
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ind any man who engages either in the conflict of war or | years ago Japan would not permit one of her citizens to 


| 
| 
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| impress of western civilization as the 


establishment has been entirely different from the policy of the | 


ns of the Old World. 
4 skeleton army, thore things which we must necessarily be 
equipped with in order to make a framework, the ranks of which 
hall be filled in by the thousands of patriotic citizens who flock 
your ya and make up the powerful Army of the United 
The impulses which are awakened in the breast of the 
American citizen when an American conflict has been at hand is 
entirely different from the motives which move men in other na- 
) the world. An. American is fighting for his flag, his 
country, and his institutions, in which he has a part ownership 
1c well as interest. But the merchant marine of the United 
States. if we had one, could not be improvised into battle ships 
n the conflict came. We must necessarily have them pre- 
din time of peace for time of war when it comes. 

it takes four or five years to reach the completion of a battle 


»}OU 


ship after it is provided for by Mee. = In addition to this, our 
friends seem to have great fear in the face of the fact that this is 


but it is a world power, and our having become a 
world power has been by conditions, by our position, by our 
strength, and not by the policy of any party. They have made 
olections in regard to the increase of the Navy because they say 
t is not necessary for the protection of our own shore, as though 
this § 000,000. of people had no interest except between these par- 
tienlar oceans Which cover the eastern and western boundaries of 
this country. 


a world power; 


The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Illinois | 


has e pired. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [llinois asks that his 
time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.}| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GRAFF. The United States of America has more money 
invested in manufacturing enterprises than the Kingdom of Great 
Britain. The United States produces 32 per cent of all the food 
products of the entire world. . It will always remain true, In 
view of the increased productive power, asa resultant from these 
great 
the st 





eady employment of American workmen, a large surplus is 


being - duced, and will continue to be produced unless there is 
retrenchment in the production in the United States, unless the 
American workman a ises to be employed so gener ally, or ceases 


employed all the time throughout the year. So that the 

g problem before the United States, whether the Demo- 
: party wins at the next election or whether the Republican 
wins at the next election. is, How are we going to provide 

consumption and sale of the surplus of our farms and our 
ries? 

In what direction are we looking for that? Shall we presume 
that European nations will continue to furnish an outlet for the 
most of the surplus of our factoriesand farms? Ah,no. Already 
a public sentiment has been sufficiently aroused in England, in- 
trenched as she is by past experience and by prejudice in the 
principles of free trade, to protect herself against the invasion of 
her markets by the products of American factories. The direc- 
tion in whic 


t 
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Our policy has simply been to give us | 
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go be- 
yond her borders nor permit a foreign citizen to enter into her 
gates under penalty of death, so exclusive was she. 

We have discovered, in studying the characteristics of the Chi- 
nese and the Japanese, in the last year, that the Chinaman con- 
tains as many of the faculties for inileee nt for receiving the 
Jap. Alre: dy railroads are 
‘ady there is a large and increas- 


being opened up in China. Alr 


ing demand in China by her citizens for the products of the na- 
tions of the West. 

We can reasonably look for a change in China industrially sim- 

| ilar to that now so evident in Japan. If the per capita consump- 

tion in China of American products were to increase to the prese nt 


| like improvements in the Hawaiian Islands, and the increas 


per capita consumption in Japan, China would b 
large customer. 
No! Naval stations in the 


t o-day a very 


» Philiy fortifica 


ypines, 





Navy are necessary to preserve our commercial interests abr an 
in which every citizen of the United States is vitally inter 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has Xpir ad. 
The question is on the adoption of the amendment offered b 





the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I just want to say a word upon 


this proposition, and that is this: The proposition of the gentle- 
man means, as I understand it, if adopted, an expenditure of 
$3,500,000. This recommendation which we make in this bill for 
a naval programme is a recommendation which is backed up by 
our naval authorities, who have given careful co1 ration to the 
different types and characters of ships. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairma 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts? 


side 











Mr. FOSS. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. McNARY. I would like toask the gentleman from Illinois 
| if that programme was not made out and recommended to the 
| Committee before the events at Port Arthur? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, I will answer my friend from » issachusetts, 

this programme was made out before the battle of P. rt Arthur 


factories already built, from American invention, and from | 


‘h we must look is toward the Orient. and if this Con- | 


gress should go before the people of the United States at the com- | 


ing election and confess that they thought that an isthmian canal 


and that is just the point exactly. i 
we have had no further recommendation from the Secretary of 
the Navy or from Admiral Dewey or from the g neral board, and 
I wish to call the attention of the ge ntle man to this fact: I sub- 
mit that the House of Representatives should no t 1 e moved onan 
occasion like this by the hearing of ne ws of one b at le or another. 
Why, if that were so, we might be building torpedo boats to-day 
and we might be bu ilding battle ships to-morrow. When I first 
heard of that succe: torpedo boats 
upon the Russian ships, i natur ‘alle felt that we ought to build 
torpedo boats, perchance; but then I reflected a1 ttle further, and 
the next morning I saw that the ‘zar of Russia had said that he 
did not expect war: that there had been no declaration of war; 
that the Japane se had ante ‘their attack before the Japanese 
minister had left St. Petersburg or the Russian minister had left 
Tokyo. There was no declaration of war until two or three days 
after that attack. He gave that in explanation, I presume. 

It is barely possible that Russia had been adopting that peace 
policy which we hear about, which means nothing less than never 
being prepared for war. I d » not know what it was, but I know 
this, that Ido not believe that we can gather up the res 


Sines the battle of aes ur 





| this war until after the war is over, because I see in the nenpers 
to-day that the Retvizan, built by the Cramps, in Phil a, 
has repulsed and put t ti ) fli; rht the Japanese boats. Now, 
imperfect news. We have had no official statement w r 
with reference to the battle. 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois 1 1 to 


Was so necessary that it warranted us in expending two hundred 
millions of the people’s money and then provided no navy com- 
mensurate with this great enterprise for protecting our interests | 


with relation to our foreign trade, present and prospective, we | 


would meet with condemnation at the hands of the intelligent 
citizens of the United States. The people of the United States 
have an interest in regard to the open ports in China. 


Who believes that we could have succeeded in obtaining those | 


nited 
was partially represent ed by a powerful navy, willing 
‘upits just demands? Any intelligent student of the present 
time knows that there is a conflict going on. You may talk of 
peace, but there is a conflict, not of arms, but of commerce; a 
conflict between the railroad land transportation of Russia and 
the transportation by water by the balance of the European pow- 
ers and th e United States. It was in view of these fac tis that the 
people of the United States unanimously demanded the opening 
f the lelbieeun of Panama bya canal. The South - ognize d 
the demands and the necessities of the hour for better facilities 
for the sale of her surplus cotton in oriental markets. Ah, but 
you say that the present trade with China is insignificant. 


open ports if it were not that the po wer and dignity of the | 


Qe 


} 


Oo 


Fifty | jection? 


the gentleman from Massachusetts? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes; for a questi 
Mr. McNARY. I should like 


nois how he will explain to this House the | that wl the 





O aSkK tie 


United Sti ites is number four in regard to battl hips and number 
four as regards cruisers, which are provided for in this | ] 

iseven below Au istriaa sr maine lo boat W has bro t 
about this condition of affairs? On what theory has Navy 
been built in such a way as to bring the U1 l States below 


France, England, Germany 


as regards torpedo boats? Why 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iliuois 
Mr. Foss] has expire d. 

Mr. FOSS. I ask unanimous consent to proceed five mit 3 

nger. 

Ir. McNARY. I hope the ntleman’s ti2 vill be ex 1, 

ind I should like to have my ques 1 answered. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ilinoisasks unanimons 
consent that his time be extended for five minutes. Is there ob- 


The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. McNARY. I hope I may be allowed to finish my question. 
IT hope the gentleman from Illinois will kindly explain to the 


House why it is that England, France, and Germany have seen fit | 


to build so large a number of torpedo boats, a much larger num- 
ber, proportionately, than the United States? What objection is 
there on the part of our naval authorities to.a similar policy? 
Mr. FOSS. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that in considerations of 
this kind as to the particular character and type of our ships, the 
Naval Committee has always thought it best to follow the advice 
and opinions of our naval authorities. I know that whenever 
Congress has gone the other way we have only been led away 
from the right course. I know that upon one occasion there was 
a proposition brought in here with reference to a wonderful gun, 


and Congress appropriated a good deal of money for the manu- | 


facture of such a gun. Indeed,I believe it was stated on this 
floor that if we could only have this gun it would put to flight all 
the navies of the world; that it was such a powerful arm that it 
would even almost blow the earth off its axis. But the only thing 
it ever did blow was $250,000 out of the Treasury of the United 
States. And so I say tomy friend that I think it better for us to 
take the advice and follow the opinions of our nayal authorities. 

Mr. McNARY. Will the gentleman kindly explain to the 
House what the opinion of the naval authorities is? What reason 
do they allege for having built up the Navy disproportionately? 
Why isit that we have been allowed to fall down to the eighth 
place in reference to torpedo boats, whereas France and England 
and Germany have built a larger number proportionately? What 
theory is beneath or behind the action of the Department? The 
gentleman answers my question by saying that the committee has 
merely taken the advice of the naval authorities. Will he kindly 
tell us why the naval authorities have taken such a position? 

Mr. FOSS. I think it is due to the fact that torpedo craft of 
every character have been largely experimental. There have 
been comparatively few instances—for example, in our civil war— 
where the torpedo boat has accomplished much. Of two excep- 
tional instances which I recall, one was the blowing up of the Albe- 
marle. The torpedo boat is yet to be developed and to prove its 
usefulness. 

Then, there is another consideration. We can build those boats 
quickly. It takes comparatively few months as compared with 
years that have to be expended in constructing a great battle ship 
or an armored cruiser. I think thatis, perhaps, the main reason 
why the building of such craft has not been recommended. The 
general board did not recommend and our naval authorities do 
not recommend torpedo boats this year. But it does not neces- 
sarily follow that this committee next year or at some future time 
may not bring in a proposition to increase our torpedo fleet. 

But what I do insist upon is this, that in the building up of our 
Navy we should not be moved by the passion of the hour or by a 
newspaper recital of this battle or that. I have insisted, if I have 
ever insisted upon anything, that we should build up this Navy 
with calmness and with poise. We shall find it infinitely better 
and safer to stand always upon the recommendation of our great 
naval authorities in this regard. 

Why, sir, Congress, against the advice of our naval authorities, 
appropriated $350,000 for a dynamite cruiser called the Vesuvius. 
It was stated at that time, upon this floor, that that was a won- 
derful ship, and we appropriated that sum of money. But the 
Vesuvius to-day is fit only for the scrap heap. The American 
Congress appropriated a million and a half of dollars for a batter- 
ing ram called the Katahdin, against the advice and opinion of 
our naval authorities, and that battering ram is now fit only for 
the scrap heap. 

Mr. McNARY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Dlinois yield? 

Mr. FOSS. No. I must decline to yield justnow. Mr. Chair- 
man, it is infinitely better for us to have something back of us— 
something to stand upon—like the opinion of our naval authorities, 
whose business, whose profession, whose duty it is to recommend 
to the American Congress the best type and the best character of 
ships. [Applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. McNary]. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, let us have the amendment read 
again. 

There being no objection, the amendment was again read. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I desire, without any attempt 
at following the oratory of the gentleman, to point out this fact— 
that on the statistics prepared by the committee of this House 
we are No. 4 as regards battle ships and No. 3 as to cruisers, and 
No. 8 as regards torpedo boats; in other words, we are behind 
Japan and Austria. 

Let me say to this House that either our naval authorities are 
wrong or the naval authorities of other nations are wrong. If 
they were right in building up a large number of torpedo boats, 
we are wrong. If they were wrong in building up a large num- 


| 








ber of torpedo boats, we are right. Now, you can have your 
choice. In my judgment, the American naval authorities arg 
wrong. The gentleman says that the torpedo boat is experiment), 
So is the battle ship. A battle ship ten years of age is regarded 


| now as worthless and sent to the scrap heap. You can not eyey 
| sell it. 


| all these naval vessels at the present time but experimental? 


So the battle ship is. in a sense,experimental. What are 

But I desire to call the gentleman’s attention again to the fact 
that he has not refuted the evidence that in three wars—in tho» 
Chilean war, in the China-Japan war, and in the present war he- 
tween Japan and Russia—the torpedo boat has proven a most 
effective article of warfare; and the only reason that it did not 
so prove in the war between the United States and Spain was the 
fact that we did not have torpedo boats. If we had had them, in- 
stead of lying many weary weeks before Santiago, we might haye 
done what the Japanese did at Wei-hai-wei. 

Instead of sending in a coal-laden steamer to try to block the 
entrance, we might have done what the Japs did when they sent 
their torpedo boats into Wei-hai-wei and torpedoed a number of 
Chinese battle ships and what they did when they sent them into 
the harbor at Port Arthur the other night and torpedoed a num- 
ber of the battle ships of Russia and gained command of the sea 
thereby. There was no need for all those weary weeks if we had 
had the boats, because we certainly had the men to man them and 
the skill to operate them. 

We have fallen short in this respect. Gentlemen can not dis- 
guise the fact that either our naval constructors are wrong or the 
foreigners are wrong. On the side of the foreigners stands the 
experience in the three wars that I have mentioned. On the sie 
of the Americans there is no argument whatsoever. 

Mr. FOSS. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachuseits 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. McNARY. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSS. Whom does the gentleman wish to follow, a foreign 
naval authority or our own naval authorities? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman,I want to follow the teachings 
of any nation at any time that shows itself superior to us. What 
should we follow, the experience of people or the theories of peo- 
ple? I am backing the experience of nations against the theories 
of our own officers. What would any sensible man follow? 

Experience has shown that these boats ought to be constructed; 
and as regards the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois that 
we can build them quickly, let me tell this House that it came out 
before the committee of which I am a member that it took four 
years to build the torpedo boats we now have, and that is not 
very quick—— 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McNARY. Yes. 

m = FOSS. That is due to the fact that those were the first we 
uilt. 

Mr. McNARY. No, Mr. Chairman, they were not the first we 
built. They were the first to be built by private contractors. 
The delay was partly due to the fact that the Bethlehem Iron and 
Steel Works and the Midvale Steel Works had, in combination, 
cornered the market and jumped up the price of steel, and held 
the contractors by the throat, and refused to deliver the goods, 
and because Congress had inserted the provision that they must 
be constructed of American materials, thus making the builders 
the prey of the steel combination. The result was that every- 
thing was held up, depending upon the steel works, but the fact 
remains 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURLESON. Iunderstand the gentleman from Massac)i 
setts intends, if this amendment carries, to move to strike out tlie 
paragravh providing for the scout cruisers, 

Mr. McNARY. Yes. 

Mr. BURLESON. I will not vote for this unless he does. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Several MeMBERS. ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of tl 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts {\!'. 
MoNary]. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 56, noes 81. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The clerk read as follows: 

Two colliers to be capable of accompanying the battle fleet; to carry 5.'’") 
tons of cargo coal, loaded, and to have a trial speed of not less than 16 kn 
to cost not exceeding $1,250,000 each. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which ! 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 71, at the end of line 4, insert: - 

‘‘ Provided, That the Secretary of the N: Tr shall not pay more tlan $398 per 
ton for armor plate of the best quality for the ships herein authorized; an: 


in case he is unable to make contracts for armor pl te under the above con- 
ditions, he is authorized and directed to erect, on land owned by the Govern- 
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mout, a factory for the manufacture of armor plate, and the sum of $4,000,000 
is hereby appropriated for that purpose.” 

Mr. DAYTON. Lraise the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

\ir. DAYTON. Isimply submit that itis legislation and not 

riane to the.section. 

\ir. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is a limitation. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, the bill provides for certain ships. 
It is necessary to have armor plate, and I refer the Chair to page 
215 of the Manual and Digest, where it is held “‘to a paragraph 
iding for armor and armament of naval vessels, providing 
that the total cost of armor shall not exceed a certain amount, 
and that no contract shall be made in excess of a certain price per 
ton. was held to be a limitation.” 

Mr. MUDD. May I ask that the amendment be reported again? 
I did not get the full purport of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will again be reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. MUDD. Well, I would like tobe heard a moment on that. 
The latter part of the amendment is clearly new legislation, be- 
cause it provides that the Government shall construct an armor- 
plate plant, which is as yet unauthorized by any provision of law 
and is not a public work or object already in progress in the pur- 
view of the rule. That, of course, can not in any sense be said to 
be a limitation upon anything in this paragraph or in this bill. 
Further than that, Mr. Chairman, the amount of money to be 
paid as provided by the amendment for armor is not in any sense 
a limitation upon anything authorized to be purchased in this 
paragraph, or up to the present time in this bill. That amend- 
ment would more properly come in when we get to the section re- 
lating to armor and armament. There is a provision for armor 
and armament, and an authorization for the purchase of it. 
have not reached that yet. You can not putin a paragraph lan- 
guage which otherwise would be new legislation on the ground 
that it is a limitation on an expenditure authorized by law, unless 
the expenditure is authorized in the particular paragraph to 
which you undertake to impose your limitation or im some prior 
portion of the bill which the committe: may be said to have 
passed upon. 

We have not authorized the purchase of any armor in this 
paragraph. Therefore the amendment can not be a limitation; 
and it can not be germane. The latter part of the amendmentin 
all respects is new legislation, and new legislation is a change of 
‘existing law’’ which Rule XXI forbids. 

[ understand also that it is the rule that if a part of a proposi- 
tion is out of order all of it is unless the author of it makes the 
separation of that which is in order from that which is not. The 
latter part of the proposition is clearly out of order, and that has 
been ruled upon several times. 

I refer to page 342 of the Digest: 


A proposition to appropriate for the establishment of an armor-plate fac- 


nr 
pil 


tory was held not to be in order on the naval appropriation bill, such appro- 
priation not being in continuation of a public work or object. (3d sess., 55th 


Cong.,and Ist sees., 56th Cong.) 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia desire 
to be further heard? 

Mr. RIXEY. In reply to the statement of the gentleman from 
Maryland that the amendment ought to be offered to the last sec- 
tion of the bill, I will state that I feared that the last section was 
subject to a point of order itself, because it provides that in cer- 
tain contingencies the Secretary of the Navy shall procure a 
site—that he shall purchase land for the purpose. The section 
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by contract, etc. 


We | 





| last paragraph was subject to a point of order, because it provided 


for the purchase of land. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 
about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
North Carolina. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. As the law stands now, there 
is no provision whatever for the construction ef the ships auth 
ized in this bill. Theamendment of the gentleman from Virgin 
pertains to the vessels authorized in this bill; and if the point of 
order is good against his amendment, why certainly it would be 
good against the entire paragraph providing for the constructi 


Mr. Chairman, just a word 


The Chair will hear the gentleman from 






There is no law whatever so far as pertains to anything con- 





nected with ships in this bill authorized. Now, when we author- 
ize these ships, any directions to the Secretary of the per- 
taining to the construction or to the equipment or anything else 





for a completed vessel would be germane to the 
these battle ships. There is no law that this amendment contra- 
venes. The utmost you can say is it is new legislation, but it is 
new legislation just as the entire paragraph is new legislation, 
just as the entire provision on page 71 i 


> 


item carrying 


71 is new legislation, and the 
only question is, is it pertinent; is it germane to the construction 
of battle ships in this bill authorized? If so, and the paragraph 
remains in the bill, this amendment would not be subject to the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Rule XXI provides that— 





No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not | i au- 
thorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for su public 
works and objects as are already in progress; nor shall any provision chang- 
ing existing law be in order in any general appropriation bill or in any 


amendment thereto. 
Now, in regard to the decision to which the gentleman from 
Virginia referred, on page 345 of the Manual, the Chair has made 
investigation, and finds that the provision passed upon—it is found 
on page 296 of Parliamentary Precedents—was a proviso that— 


The total cost of the armor, according to the plans and specifications already 


prepared for three battle ships authorized by the act of June 10, 1806, shall 
not exceed $3,210,000, including the cost of nickelin the same, and exclusive 
of the cost of transportation, ballistic test plates, and tests, and no contract 
for armor plates shall be made atan average rate to exceed $400 per ton of 


2,240 pounds, including the nickel as aforesaid. 


That amendment was ruled by the Chair to be a limitation 
merely upon the appropriation, and therefore to be in order; but the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia, after limit- 
ing the price to be paid for armor to $398 per ton. proceeds fur- 
ther and declares *‘ that in case the Secretary of the Navy shall 


| not be able to make contracts at that rate he is anthorized and 


directed to erect on land owned by the Government a factory for 
the manufacture of armor, and the sum of $4,000.000 is hereby 
appropriated for that purpose.’’ That seems to the Chair to be 
not a limitation upon the appropriation contained in the para | 
that has been read, but an authorization, to the Secretar 
the Navy to do something which he was not previously author- 
ized to do, and therefore it is an enactment of law and a chang 

of existing law. It may furthermore be questioned whether, as 
the amendment attempts to limit the price to be paid for armor 


ra 


, upon other vessels not mentioned in the paragraph to which it is 


which I have offered comes in as an independent paragraph at | 


the end of increase of the Navy, and provides that the Secretary | 


is to secure armor plate, providing it does not cost over $398 a 
ton. 
is to build an armor-plate factory upon land owned by the Gov- 
ernment. Itis as much in order as any provision would be direct- 
ing — construction of a building in any of the various navy- 
yards, 

We have just provided for the building of ships, and in order 
to perfect these ships we must have armor plate. We direct the 
Secretary to purchase armor plate, if he can do so at $398 a ton. 
if he can not, then he is to expend $4,000,000 in establishing an 
armor-plate factory to be located upon property owned by the 
Government. This is certainly a limitation. It is a direction 


Then, in the event he can not procure it at that price, he | 


purchase land, but provides how the armor plate shall be secured | 


by the Secretary of the Navy. 
Mr. MUDD. The only difficulty as to the germaneness of that 


is that we have not yet provided for the purchase of any armor | 


plate at all. 

Mr. RIXEY. But it is necessary to provide for it in the bill, 
and this is offered as an independent paragraph, following the in- 
crease of the Navy. The reason that I did not offer this as an 


amendment to the last paragraph was that I was afraid that the | 


offered, but provided for in paragraphs which have already been 
agreed to and passed, it is in order upon this paragraph, which 
relates merely to two colliers.and therefore whether it is ger- 
mane to this particular paragraph, to which it is offered as a pro- 
viso. Finding that part of the amendment is out of order, the 
Chair is forced to sustain the point and rule out the entire amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to ask the Chair this question: 
Would that amendment be in order to the last paragraph in 
bill, or, rather, would the amendment if offered to the last pa 
graph of the bill be subject to the same objection which the Chair 
now states, that the provision for an armor-plate factory is new 
legislation? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not read the last paragraph 
of the bill and will not attempt to pass upon that at this tin 

Mr. RIXEY. I will state that what is called an amen 


Iment 


| was offered as an independent section to apply to all the para- 
that the Secretary is to get armor plate; it does not direct him to | 


t 


graphs under the head of “increase of the Navy,’ ut I will offer 
this latter under the head of ‘*‘ armor and armainent.’’ 

Mr. BELL of California and Mr. DOUGLAS r 

The CHAIRMAN (to Mr. DovuGias). For what purpose does 


the gentleman rise? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. 
two words. 
The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understands that 
from California [Mr. BELL] desires to offer an amend) 
the Clerk will report. 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the las 


the ge 


ntleman 
nent, which 








2384 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding after the word “each,” in line 4, page 71, the following: 

‘Said colliers shall be built in the navy-yards, one on the Pacific and the 
other on the Atlantic coast, and the same to be designated by the Secretary 
of the Navy.” 





Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point-of order on that 
amendment. 

,The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland will state 
his point of order. 


Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to debate the point | 


of order to any extent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like the gentleman to 
state his point of order. 

Mr. MUDD. My point of order is that the proposed amend- 
ment is clearly and unequivocally a limitation u,-on or restriction 
of the discretion of the Secretary, and points of order made toa 


similar provision have been over and again held to be good on the | 


last appropriation bill and others. 

On several occasions this proposition or one similar to it has 
been made by a Member from California or from some State on 
the Pacific coast, containing generally a provision giving a mar- 
gin of 4 per cent discrimination to plants building ships on that 
coast and containing also a mandatory clause that so many ships 
should be built there, and on every occasion when a point of order 
was made it was ruled out on the ground that it was new legisla- 
tion and on the further ground that it was a restriction of the 


discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. Perhaps it may be said | 


with greater propriety of language that both of these groundsare 
obnoxious to and are embraced within the prohibition of a change 
of ‘* existing law’’ on a general appropriation bill. In my judg- 
ment, also, this amendment is in no sense germane to anything 
that precedes it in the paragraph or in the bill. 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard 
on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BELL of California. AsI understand the gentleman from 
Maryland, his point of order runs to that portion of my amend- 
ment which relates to the Pacific and the Atlantic coasts. Ido 
not understand the gentleman raises any point of order as to our 
right to direct that these colliers be built in the navy-yards of the 
Government, because, as I understand it, that point was ruled 
upon in the second session of the Fifty-sixth Congress when Mr. 
Moody, of Massachusetts, now Secretary of the Navy, was in the 
chair, and it was then held by him that there was no existing law 
requiring that these ships be built by contract, and therefore it 
Was proper in an appropriation bill to direct that they be built 
either by contract or in the navy-yards. 

This amendment simply provides that these two colliers shall 
be built in the navy-yards and further states that one shall be 
built upon the Pacific coast and the other upon the Atlantic coast. 
If Congress has the right, as has been held in committee and in 
the House, to direct that these vessels be built in the navy-yards, 
have we not at the same time the right to direct which yards they 
shall be built in? Now, we havea precedent in the Fifty-seventh 
Congress where it was directed that at least one battle ship be 
built in a navy-yard, and as a result of that one ship is now in 
process of construction in the navy-yard at Brooklyn. I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Maryland if he simply directs his 
point of order against that part of my amendment which pro- 
vides that one be built on the Pacific coast and one on the Atlantic 
coast? 

Mr. MUDD. Mainly that, but the other provision also. They 
both have been ruled against. 

Mr. BELL of California. One was ruled against. It was held 
on a point of order in the first session of the Fifty-sixth Congress 
that a provision directing the Secretary of the Navy to build in 
the navy-yard was not in order, and the point of order was sus- 
tained. But in the next session, the Fifty-sixth Congress, Mr. 
Moody himself being in the chair, ruled that he could find no pro- 
vision in the existing laws of the United States that required these 
vessels to be built by contract, and subsequent to that Congress 
directed that one battle ship be built in the navy-yard, and that 
ship is now being built at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard. 

So, Mr. Chairman, [ want to get straightened out on this, be- 
cause if the Chair sustains the point of orderas to my right to des- 
ignate the Atlantic and the Pacific coasts I shall modify my amend- 
ment so that the colliers may go to the navy-yards generally. It 
seems to me to be unwise at this time to raise this point of order, 
because the time may came, and come soon, when we will desire 
to build all our cruisers and ships in the navy-yards, and some 
gentleman may rise and make a point of order preventing our 
doing so. 

I call the Chair’s attention to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
second session of the Fifty-sixth Congress, pages 1414 to 1428, I 
think the ruling is on page 1428, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that there is at 
present no law directing where vessels of this character shail | ¢ 
built. This proposed amendment makes law on that subject by 
directing that they shall be built in the places indicated in the 


appropriation bill which makes law where none previously ex- 
isted does change existing law in violation of the rule. There is 
some conflict of decision, as has appeared from the rulings cited, 
upon provisions of this kind. It was ruled in the Fifty-sixth 
Congress, the present Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Moody, then in 
the chair, that, there having been ‘‘ no general law suggested to 
the Chair which would be altered by the amendment offered hy 
the gentleman from New York, the Chair is compelled to think it 
is in order, in the absence of any such statute, and therefore over- 
rules the point of order.”’ 

But that decision itself was in conflict with previous decisions 
that the making of law in an appropriation bill where none pre- 
viously existed is itself a change of law, or is, as we say, legisla- 
tion upon an appropriation bill. In the Fifty-seventh Congress, 
about one year ago, on February 19, 1903, the naval appropriation 
bill being then, as now, under consideration, an amendment wis 
offered providing. among other things, that ‘‘the Secretary of 
the Navy may build any or all vessels herein authorized in such 
navy-yards as he may designate; and shall build the vessels 
herein authorized in such navy-yards as he may designate,”’ etc. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. GILLETT, in the chair, 
ruled that the provision was out of order, saying: ‘* To the Chair 
it seems perfectly clear that the provision in this section that the 
Secretary of the Navy shall build the ships at certain navy-yaris 
is a change of existing law because it limits the powers which ex- 
isting laws give him.’? An appeal was taken from his ruling. 
Upon that appeal very exhaustive debate was had, at the conclu- 
sion of which the committee sustained the decision of the Chair 
by a vote of 109 to 88. That appears to be the last ruling upon 
this precise point. 

The Chair will call attention to the distinction between a limi- 
tation upon an appropriation and a positive enactment which 
limits the powers of Government officers under existing laws. A 
mere limitation of the appropriation is in order. There is no 
oktigation on the House to appropriate at all, and therefore it 
may provide that the money appropriated by it shall not be used 
in any except such manner as may be specified in the bill. A limi- 
tation is best expressed in the negative, as that the appropriation 
shall not be available unless used ina certain way. That leaves an 
option. The money can be used or not used, but if used it must 
be in the manner specified. No law is changed, because there is 
no obligation to expend the money at all. But where an amend- 
ment, or the bill itself, goes beyond that and places a limitatio1 
which would not otherwise exist upon the discretion of one 
the Executive Departments of the Government, forcing the he: 
of that Department to do certain things which otherwise he woul 
not be required to do, that is more than a limitation upon «1 
appropriation. It is substantially a positive enactment requirin¢ 
him to spend the money, and to expend it as pointed out in the 
act, which takes away the discretionary power vested in him ly 
previous authority of law. It is, in the opinion of the Chair, a 
change in existing law and new legislation, and, finding that in 
this amendment, the Chair is compelled to sustain the point of 
order. 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, is the point of ord 
sustained as to the entire amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is well settled that where there is in 
amendment any provision which is out of order the whole ame. 
ment falls with it. 

Mr. BELL of California. WhatI desire to ascertain, Mr. Chai 
man, is whether the point of order would simply run as to t 
designation of the navy-yards, for I would gladly modify that 
that is objectionable, so that these colliers might be built in a) 
of the yards, leaving it to the discretion of the Secretary to se! 
the yard in each case. I desire now to make that modificati: 
and I now offer my amendment as modified. 

Mr.MUDD. Mr. Chairman, let us hear what the amendment is. 

The CHAIRMAN, Has the gentleman sent his amendment t 
the Clerk’s desk? 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I will state th: 
amendment. After the word ‘‘each,”’ line 4, page 71, add t! 
f¢ ot language: ‘‘Said colliers shall be built in the navy- 
yards. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order to that 
that it is mandatory. 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be 
heard just one moment, because while this matter may not be 0! 
the greatest importance at this time, it may be of supreme im- 
portance on some future occasion, and these rulings may at some 
future time place this committee and this House in a very embar- 
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Now, if it be true that there is no existing law a 


GE < sires 
to where this york shall be done, and that therefore we can not 
aiyeet where it shall be done, then is not the very provision itself 
. h confers upon the Secretary of the Navy the right to let 


ontrac 
of order? 
i+ seems that we have no law upon the subject. 
j an appro} iation. 
nt ropriation to designate, not only the number of the ships 


We are mak- 


we shall build and the character of the ships that we shall | 


d. but also where they shall be built? The bill itself is in the 
itive. 

ids and to let contracts, or he may have them built in the 
novy-vards; and, further, if he should find that there is any com- 
ition or trust that is conspiring to raise the price upon the 
-ernment, it shall be his duty in such case—** it shall be his 
Ant ,” io the anaes: he is notallowed discre 
e Government yards of the country. Now, is not that lan- 
euage where you direct him and you say. you shail doa thing 
npoma certain contingency, just as objectionable as the amend- 
mel the it I have offered? 
[ believe that some ar 









lity should be indulged in. I, for one, 
illing to rest upon the 5 Soleananl and the judicial! knowledge 

f the gentleman who s: ‘ie that chair, and who now is a member 
of the Cabinet, when he said that this point of order should not 

e sust or These colliers do not amount to much, but it is 
t] ciple of .the thing. Are we to surrender our right to say 
that we shall use the put lic yards of this country for the purpose 
of constructing our battle ships? 


i ask that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp] withdraw | 


his point, in order that this committee at this time may say 
whether or not some of these vessels which we are generously 
providing - shall not be built in the navy-yards of the country. 
| will leave it to the Secretary of the Navy to select any of the 


but let us carry on the 
are doing and have these ships built 
in this way. I will ask the gentleman to yield his point, in order 
that future Cong re sses may not be embarrassed by a ruling ad- 
verse to this amendment at this time. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Will the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Beit] allow me to suggest; that a direction to build in certain 
yards is not allowable under the rnles as an amendment to this 
bill, but an appropriation to pay for such vessels as may be built 

— would be permissible? So that the gentleman may 
it his point in that way.. 
Mr. BEL. L of California. 
‘hair on my amendment. 

‘HAIRMAN (Mr. OLMstTED). Inthe opinion of the Chair 
amendment just offered is open to the objection made by the 
ntleman from Maryland. This amendment is not a limitation 
upon the appropriation; it is in the nature of a law—a command 
1 Secretary of the Navy to build these vessels in a certain 
I As the Chair has already attempte d to make clear, it is 
within the power of the House to say, ‘* We will appropriate 
] 
t 


dozen Gove ernment yards in the country; 
work of experiments as we 


I should like to have the ruling of 








y for a certain purpose, but no part of it shall be used un- 
ve the vay we direct.’? But under Rule XX1 it is not within 
1 wer of the House, having appropriated the money, to ac- 
pany the appropriation with a command which is itself legis- 
lation changing e xisting law. 

Mr. BELL of California. I fully comprehend the ruling of the 

ur, and a@ way has fou suggested by which I can meet. I 

k, the views of the Chair and also of the gentleman who made 
his point of order. 
{ move to amend by inserting 


after the word ‘‘ each,’’ in line 4 


] il, the foliowing: ‘‘and none of the appropriation for the 
‘going purposes shall be used for any colliers not built in the 
- sowned by the United States Government.” 
»CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of- 
+ 


f ‘ by the gentleman from California. 
_ Mr. BELL of California. In offering this amendment, having 
for its obje ct the construction of these two colliers in the navy- 
a s of the United States, Iam well aware that I am touching 
upon @ subject that has received considerable attention in previous 
sions of Congress. Iam well aware that this subject was fully 
and amply discussed in the sessions of the Fifty-sixth Congress, 
but I believe that h changes have occurred in the meantime 
that we ought now to give the matter our further and our earnest 
consideration. 
It must be apparent even to the dullest mind that we intend to 





increase the great American Navy until it shall become the mis- | 


tress of all the seas. There may be some differences of opinion 
among us, but those differences all run to the question of the rate 
of increase, not the fact of increase itself. 

Navy building in America has attained a momentum that no 
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ition, and may, in fact, shackle it so that it can not — 


ets to the lowest and best bidder subject to the same | 


Now, why have we not the right in making | 


It gives the Secretary of the Navy the power to ask | 


yuild those | 
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| power can stop. Now, this amendment affects only one phase of 
| the question, and that is, Where shall we build the smaller ves- 
sels that are provided for in this bill? Are we going to confess 
openly and publicly that the great navy-yards of this country, 
planted upon the three coasts of America at an expend re of 
tens of millions of dollars, are imp tent to discharge one of the 
| highest purposes of their creation- eee of building our v 
| Are we going to admit unrese 
| 
| 
| 





| 


var ships? 
rve ily efore the world that while 
England and Germany and France can pail 1 their war ships in 
their own yards as cheaply as they can have them built by pri- 
vate enterprise—and the reports will show such to be the fact— 
| here in America we can not do the same? 
know some of the objections that have been urged in the past 
to the navy-yard system. It has been alleged that it costs twice 
| as much and takes twice as long to build our ships in those yards 
as it does to build them in private yards, but I for one have not 
seen the evidence in support of so startling an announcement. I 
for one am not prepared to accept as a fact 
| tion of affairs unless sustained by the mos 
Lam not willing to admit that su 
the part of our Government. 
If those statements be true, then there has existed 
| ciency that should have called for the most searching invostiga- 
tion at the hands of Congress, and if the allegations hed been 
sustained would have warranted a revolution in navy-yard meth- 
| ods and a renovation in the officialdom of the Navy, so far as the 
yards were concerned. I believe those statements are exarggera- 
tions. Some of them have been innocently made, but most of the 
defamation of our navy-yards has come from men who were 
counting the dollars and cents and who found it profitable to 
defame the Government yards of this country. There are, un- 
fortunately, men sordid enough and base enough to stoop to any- 
| thing in order that they may divert public moneys from certain 
| channels into their own pockets; yet I believe that if you would 
call the roll of all the yards in existence to-day and would consult 
their commandants and constructors. if you would go to the Navy 
Department and there consult the Chief of the Bureau of Con- 
struction and Repair, you would find that the yards of this coun- 
try can do this work as cheaply and as well as the great ship- 
building trusts and combines of our land. [Applause. | 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. BOWIE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Califcrnia [Mr. BELL] be allowed five minute 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BELL of California. Nov w, Mr. Chairman, during the in- 
| vestigation before the comm »in 1900 much of the in 
| existing or claimed to exis t in the navy-yards was attrib 
to the fact that they had become strong P litical factors, 
navy-yards had gone into politics and were used for political pur- 
poses. I know that in the past such has been the case, but that 
condition of affairs has passed away. With the reformation of 
our election laws and the reformation in our public service through 
civil service that condition has ceased to exist and never will re- 


so deplorable a condi- 
satisfactory evidence. 
ch gross inefficiency exists upon 


an ineffi- 


3 more, 


‘lency 
te d to 
that the 





turn. I know that at Mare Island some twenty-five years ago the 
men were lined up like alot of sheep, were marched up to the 


polls, and vote 
ticket. 

But os se ‘* tape 
now mm 


1,each one holding in his hand a ‘** tapeworm”’ 


worm ”’ tickets are no longe7 used. hey are 

ely looked upon as curiosities, a1 z oh ’ a condition of 
demoralization does not exist. The yards can not now be used 
for political purposes. Under our system of balloting and hold- 
ing elections a man can walk into a booth, and in the privacy of 
that booth he can register the dictates of his conscience and there 
exercise, untrammeled and unaffected by outside influences, the 
greatest privilege of the American citizen. 

And then, again, I have heard it urged in support of this ex- 
cessive-cost theory that in the navy-yards men can only be re- 
quired to work eight hout rs a day, while in private yards men a 
worked nine, ten, and eleven hoursaday. But, 
a most shameful assertion whenever it 
take adva eee of that fac 

True it is that the men at the Mare Island Navy- 
other Sea can not be compelled to work 









ra 
re 


gentleman, it is 
is claimed that we should 


Yard or any 
more than eight 





hours a day, and it is equally isan that in 1892 we spread upon 
the statute books of this country a law that no man, laborer, me 
| chanic, or oth rwise, could be comp ‘led to work more than eight 
hours a day upon a jo b of the Government, whether it was let by 
contract or otherwise. I know that the decision of a former Attor- 
| ney-General has had the efie tte ynullif 2 hislaw toacertain extent, 
but the law is there, and I do not believe the great Coi f 
the United States is going to scek anadvantage, is going to accept 
the fruits of the wrong of some one else. When you say that you 
should build these ships - private yi ards because o ees can work 
their men more than eight hours a day. you are becoming a party 


| to the crime of those shi pbull lders and those contractors, Sines 
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they are violating the letter and the spirit of the law which says 
they shall not work men more than eight hours a day. 

Again, suppose some man should rise in this Chamber and say 
we ought to bu iid these ships by contract because the contractors 
can steal their material and therefore build the aoneaees 1ore cheaply. 
Why, anyone mz ak ing such a suggestion as that would incur the 


scorn of every one of his colleagues in this House. He wouldcall 
down upon himself the just censure of every good citizen in 
America; and yet that argument is akin to the other. You say 
because a contractor can work his men oyverhours and violate the 
Jaw he can do the work more cheaply than the Government can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex xpired. 

Mr. BOWIE. ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from California be allowed to proceed another five minutes, as he 
has not finished his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from California be permitted 
to continue his remarks for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELL of California. Now, Mr. Chairman, in 1900 the 
committee listened to the testimony of three of the most promi- 
nent naval constructors of America—Constructor Bowles, Con- 


structor Stahl, and Constructor Baxter—and also at that time | 


listened to the opinion of Admiral Hichborn, the Chief of the 
Burean of Construction. 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to th 1e gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. BELL of California. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. Did not Admiral Bowles in his testimony say that, 
in his opinion, it would cost 25 per cent more to build ships in 
navy-yards than by private contract? 

Mr. BELL of California. I donot know whether he did or not. 
If the gentleman says he did, I will accept his statement. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. Iwant to say to the gentleman that perhaps 
we can come to some agreement on this. Will the gentleman 


yield for a moment to me? 
Mr. B 0 ILL of California. Certainly. 
Mr. FOSS. I want to recall to the gentleman the fact that we 


are now constructing the battle ship Connecticut in the New York | 


ard, 
. Mr. BELL of California. That is true. 

Mr. FOSS. And that weare constructing the Lowisiana, aship 
of the same type and character and tonnage, at Newport News. 
We are making the experiment in the construction of battle ships 
to see whether or not we can build cheaper in Government navy- 
yards than under private contract. 

Mr. BELL of California. Y« 

Mr. FOSS. Well, now,I want to suggest to my friend that we 
had Constructor ‘apy s before us, and he said that he had not got- 
ten along far enough in the construction of the Connecticut to be 
able to arrive at any comparative statement of cost between the 

necticut and the Louisiana, butthat he would notrecommend 


building any large ships in a Government navy-yard. 


rs 


Mr. BELL of California. Let me ask you a question. Will 

you yield to me? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr . BELL of California. You recognize the difference be- 
tween a collier and a great war ship? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes 

Mr. B ELL of C alifornia. Do you not think that with these two 
colliersthe United States might weil continue its experiments and 
arrive at even better results? 


Mr. FOSS. Now, right on that point; that is just what I was 
coming to. I will say that I am not entirely Nab to this, but 
I want to get at some result from it. Iwantto obtain knowledg 
which will be of future benefit here in the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Now, I wi ae suggest that if the gentleman desires to build one 
of these colliers in a Government navy-yard, out and out, and 
then build the oth os ae a private contract, so as to have a basis | 
of comparison on the proposition of cost between the building 
under private c en t and the Government yard, I would accept 
that an nendment. Would not that be agreeable to the ge ontleman? 

Mr. BELL of California. Will you let it include one of the 
seout cruisers also and one collier? 

Mr. FOSS. No; just one collier. 

Mr. BELL of California. So long as the gentleman thinks 
experiment is so good, why not m« ake it in the other? 

Mr. FOSS. Iam not saying itis good; but I am willing to do 
it in this case. I want to do it for our own benefit in securing 
information. : 

Mr. BELL of California. 
shall be built in a navy-yard. 

Mr. FOSS. I will agree to that amendment. 

Mr. BELL of California. I accept the amendment. 
plause. ] 


this 


Providing that one of these colliers 
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next April. Its building’ will mark a revolution in inike commer¢o, for it 
| been commonly supposed that the maximum length has been reached i: 
iccet. 
The American Ship ilding Company is building the big frei 
will have a beam of et, a depth of 32 feet, her keel measures 54 
he is to have 32 hatches. 


| policy to pay $1,250,000, and at the same time realize that 


i e 
; OF 


[Ap- | mous consent that his time be extended for five minutes. 


| 
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| priation, I would like to ask the chairman whether it is Zo 
| policy for this Government to appropriate five times the amo: 
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Mr. McMORRAN was recognized. 
Mr. FOSS. I ask the Chairman to direct the correction to be 


made, so that one of these colliers shall be built in a navy-yard 
The CHAIRMAN. 


ment as it now stands. 
Mr. FOSS. I will offer an amendment, if it is agreeable to the 
gentleman. 
Mr. BELL of California. I would like to offer the amendment, 
The amendment will be simply to provide that one of these shipg 
shall be built in the navy-yard. Add after the word “each,” in 


line 4, ‘‘Provided, That one of said colliers shall be builtin a Goy- 
ernment navy-yard.”’ 


Mr. FOSS. I accept that. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman—— 


The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman desire to be heard on 
the amendment? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
adopted- 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had recognized the gentleman 

from Michigan. 

Mr. McMORRAN. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill several questions with respect to these colliers. Is it not 
a fact that you can go into the open market and buy colliers of 
the description named in the bill on thirty-six hours’ notice? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; you can go upon the market and buy mer- 
chant colliers, but can not buy naval colliers. You can not buy 
such colliers as our naval officers desire. They only recommend 
these two colliers, and want them in connection with the two 
great squadrons, one in the Atlantic and the other in the Pacific. 

Mr. McCMORRAN. I understand the definition of a aioe to 
be a vessel capable of carrying coal for the war ships. Now,an’ 
ship that will carry 5,000 tons of coal and will run 16 miles an 
hour should be suitable for a collier. Now, if itis a fact that 
this Government can go into the open market at any and all tina 3 
and buy a collier at one-fifth of the amount set out in this app 


Ae 


The Chair is not in possession of the amend. 


I hope the amendment will be 





vd 
necessary for the purchase of a collier? 

Mr. FOSS. In the first place, I can not agree with the state- 
ment of the gentleman that you can'go out and buy a col! 
such as the naval authorities rec ommend for one-fifth of what 
costs to build this collier, either by contract or at a navy-yard 

Mr. McMORRAN, I will say this: That a collier with a ca; 
ity of 5,000 tons of coal and a speed of 16 miles an hour can he 
my judgment, for $250,000. And they can be bi 
for less money than that. Now, I have in my hand a mor 
par \per which contains a statement concerning the letting of a: 
tras ict with the American Shipbuilding Company for a vessel « 
ry ian 10,000 gross tons, twice the length of this collier you requ 
and for the information of the House I will read it. 
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Another mammoth steel freighter is building at this point— 
This is Lorain, Ohio— 
The keel for it has already been laid. and it will be ar by 60 fect ¢ 


onthe L 


enow akes. It will be 539 feet lox ud it will be 








It is figured that the new ship will carry 10,000 tons gross 

Now, you appropriate here $1,250,000 to build a collier of 5.09 
tons carrying capacity; and it strikes me that if the Govern: 
can go into the market at any time and buy its colliers, it is 


that collier is built it brings upon this Government the ex} 
keeping a crew therefor alltime. [Applanse.] 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I am u 
neral principles unalterably opposed to the Government | 
| ing or manufactu ring é any thing except 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair unders tood the gentleman 
Michigan had concluded his remarks; 
Mr. McMORRANX ; 
me some question. 


re 
& 





from 
but it seems he had no 
I supposed the gentleman was going to 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, no. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like the 
further information, whether as a business proposition it would 
not be better for this Committee on Naval Affairs for the present 
in consideration of th e bus sines 38 aabwenti of tl us cou! itry, to wit 
draw that & appr op? ii utic nh of $1 20 0, $09 at 1d St ril re it out i 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gent! leman from M 
has expired. 

Mr. MCMORRAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
that I be given five minutes more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan as 

there 








conse! 


objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. MCMORRAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the en- 
tire paragraph carrying the appropriation of $1,250,000 for two 
‘ollers. 

: M “4 FOSS. Mr. Chairman, Ido not think that motion isin order 
at present. 

™ the CHAIRMAN. The motion is not in order. 

Mr. FOSS. But it may be in order a little later. I will say, 
r. Chairman, that this recommendation came to us from the gen- 
-«] board, and in the Secretary’s hearing he speaks of these col- 
rs and gives here the reasons of the general board. Now,when 
e Secretary was before the committee he stated the reasons for 
he recommendation of the general board in regard to these two 
lliers, and this is the language of the general board: 


Squadron colliers—that is, colliers of steam high enough to accompany and 


capacity adequate to supply the fleet—do not exist in the merchant marine 
and can not be improvised. 

Now, when the Secretary of the Navy came before us he recom- 
mended that these colliers be put in the bill. Now, on the gen- 
eral proposition of building colliers I am free to say to the gen- 
tleman that I sympathize to some extent with him, but as to the 
building of these two particular colliers, squadron colliers, spe- 
cially adapted for the two great squadrons, I think that we ought 
to do it and build them adequate in capacity and swift enough in 
speed, and in accordance with the recommendations of the De- 

rtment and the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will my col- 
leacue allow me to ask him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Michigan has the floor. 

Mr. MCMORRAN. Mr. Chairman, I concede that all naval 
officers want the very best equipment that they can have 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. McMORRAN (continuing). But there is one unfortunate 

hing about the whole transaction, and that is that the naval offi- 


. 
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rs do not have to foot the bills. The people of this country have 
foot these bills, and we are here voting the people’s money and 

t the money of naval officers. Now, no private corporation in 

his country, with a fleet of battle ships such as we are building 
and with the knowledge that they could go into the open market 
and buy colliers at any time, would consent to pay two and a half 
million dollars for two colliers which we do not need and may 
never need. I assume that acollier can be built on the Pacific 
or Atlantic suitable for carrying 5,000 tons and a capacity of from 
16 to 20 miles an hour if necessary, sufficient to carry out the 
wants of the Navy, for a sum not to exceed from $300,000 to 
$250,000. Now, if that is true, why should we appropriate 
> 1.250.000? 
* Mr. FOSS, Now, the gentleman is making some statements, 
and I would be glad if he wou'd go down to the Navy Depart- 
ment and try and reconcile those estimates with the estimates of 
the Board of Construction as to the cost of colliers and as to the 
cost of these colliers. It seems to me that he is making a rather 
extravagant statement. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If my friend will permit, I think 
the Navy Department might get some useful information from 
the gentleman from Michigan. He has had a good deal of expe- 
rience—— 

Mr. FOSS. That is why I recommend that he go down to the 
Navy Department and try and reconcile the estimates. 

Mr. McCMORRAN. If these colliers were to be built in a navy- 
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yard of the Government I have no doubt they would cost at least | 


$500,000 apiece, but I can not conceive they would cost $1.250,000. 
if the estimate of the Secretary is correct that it will cost 
$1,250,000 to build each of these colliers, I think it is full time 
the Government abandoned building its own colliers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

_ Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I believe there 
is only one exception to the general principle that the Govern- 
ment ought not to go into the manufacturing business of any sort 
or into private business. I believe, however, that an exception 
does exist in the case of articles that are manufactured for self- 
defense, articles that are purely governmental and absolutely nec- 
essary for self-defense—cannon, torpedoes, powder, ships, and 
things of that sort. I think that the question of mere economy 
ought not to cut quite as much of a figure as the gentleman from 
llinois would attach toit. Evenif it costs alittle bit more money 
to build ships and cannon and make armor plate in Government 
navy-yards, it would still be better to make them there, because 
then you are independent of everybody except the Government in 
— of great emergency, and great emergencies may arise at any 
ime, 

I shall support the proposition of the gentleman from California 
[Mr. BELL] in the hope that later on, before the discussion is over, 
we may go yet further and order that all of the lesser craft pro- 
vided for in the bill, everything except the two cruisers and the 


battle ship—all the colliers and scouts shall be built in the navy- 
yaras, 





| 
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| out of the hold. 


| 


| and put it on a neighboring ship. 
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navy-yard, in comparison with a private yard, you are going to 
come out on the wrong side of the ledger, of course, because they 
have the skilled labor, the experience, the routine, and all of that. 
The first great battle ship or cruiser you build, compared in cost 
with the same type of vessel built in a private yard, is going to 
bring the balance against the Government on the cost of building, 
for the reason that I have stated. Butas you train your men and 
get them accustomed to the grooves in which they must live in 
order to complete this work, then the product beconies itself 
cheaper and cheaper. 

There is this much to be said, at any rate. The item of profit 
is cut out. When the Government builds its own ship. makes its 
own powder, and makes its own cannon, the item of i 
eliminated. Now, if the Government can build as cheaply as a 
private yard, then of course the Government will have to pay 
less, because it has to payits own profit. If it can not build quite 
as cheaply, yet if it can build less than the cost in a private ship- 
yard, it places the profit itself still ahead, and if it pays a little 
bit more it is worth something to have the matter of nec 
self-defense under governmental control and management. 

Now, one other point; something has been said about the fact 
that the Government could not build as cheaply because the Gov- 

rnment navy-yards work their men a less number of hours than 
the private yards. Allthe better. If this thing will incidentally 
or in some other way, redound to the benefit of American labor, 
that will certainly be no objection to it; and if it will set a shin- 
ing example in favor of old Sir Matthew Hale’s division of t:me— 
eight hours for work, eight hours for sleep, eight hours for wor 
ship, education, and edification—all the better. [Applause. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out t! 
twowords. Itis quite evident that the gentleman from Michigan 
{[Mr. McMorran] has entirely misunderstood the natur 
quirements of these two naval colliers. He speaks of a collie 
just being laid down somewhere on the Great Lakes as having a 
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speed of 16 knots and carrying 5,000 tons cargo. But that so1 
a collier would not answer as a naval collier fora moment. I 
could not for a moment fill the place of the colliers designed i 
this bill. Whatis wanted by the Navy Department are two col- 
liers that will have, in addition to the capacity to carry 5,000 tons 
of coal, sufficient capacity to carry coal enough to enable them to 
steam 8,000 miles. That is what is wanted—an entirely different 
ship from the ordinary collier that will go up and down the lakes, 
touching at one port and another. The collier that is wanted here 
is one that has additional space for coal enough to carry them 
across the ocean. 

Furthermore, the colliers desig 
much stronger construction than the ordi: 








ru ry merchant Oliler, 
because it is designed to coal the battle ship at sea, which naval 
officers will tell you isa most dangerous proceeding, d us 


especially to the collier, which is not ordinarily | 
a battle ship. Furthermore, the collier designe th i 
collier that would be fitted with special appliances for coaling 
ships at sea. The collier the gentleman from Michigan speaks « 

is a collier that we see on the Atlantic coast, made a little larger 





than the ordinary collier, but they do not themselves have the 
appliances for handling coal. They have no apparatus for han- 
dling the coal taken from their own holds. They go up alongside 


of the wharf or a shed or a coal pocket where there is machi: 
to hoist the coal ont and put it into the coal pocket. 

They have not the machinery to take that coal out of the hold 

That is why these colliers cost 
more than the ordinary colliers. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman say that 
the ordinary collier does not have facilities for taki } 
of the hold? 

Mr. ROBERTS. That is true. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Did the gentleman ever see one that 
not have it? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Why, Mr. Chairman, I have see 
colliers, I venture to say, as the gentleman from Michigan, and 
none of them are equipped with apparatus for hoisting the coal 
They come up alongside of the pocket and 
is machinery on the shore that does the business. Those colliers 
are not large enough to carry that heavy and expensive and com- 
plicated machinery to lift that coal out and deposit it al 
Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, he speaks of the ease with which 
colliers to fill these requirements can be purchased. The general 
board of the Navy tell us that these colliers are not now in exist- 
ence and can not now be improvised, and yet the gentleman would 
have us strike these two items out because a collier which will, 
according to his ideas, meet the requirements is to be butit on 
Lake Michigan or some one of the Great Lakes. 

How long would it take, or would it, indeed, be possible in time 
of war, to get those colliers out of the lakes and down to the port 
of New York, or Norfolk, or San Francisco, or wherever they are 
wanted? The idea is to have these colliers ready to go witha 








1gside 


When you first build a battle ship or a scout or a collier in a | flying squadron at a moment's notice, if necessary, to the other 
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side of the ear and you cal go out into the market, even 
if t] at a moment's notice, 
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} Santa Fe Railw y Company, and 
ad and other property to said The At- 
anta ‘Fe Railroad Comp: 
ae 0 annonneed that the Senate had passed the fol- 
ing res othath ms; in which the concurrence of the 
Representatives was requested: 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 46. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives conc 
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House of | 
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survey to be mad: 2 of the harbor of Fernandina, Fla., with a’view to eri 
ishing.a harbor line and to determin ing the necessary improvemen: 
pr viding a har of uniform and adequate d lept! h for o 


rpor 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 45. 


ved by the Senate (the House of Representati 
tary of War ar id he is hereby, authorized and directed to ca 
y 7 >} >and estimates to be submitted of the cost of exendir 
7 
il 


ght-« iraft anchorage in the southern part of the harbor at New p 


CaL-BOlIng vesse] 


ves concurring 


). That 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 


| out amendment bills of the following titles: 


i. R. 6345. An act for the relief of the State of Iowa; 

H. R. 8485. An act to amend the act of Congress of March 
1902, relating to homesteads; and 

H. R. 7620. An act defining the limit of navigation of the 


River, in the State of Missouri. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
The committee resumed its session. 
The — read as follows 
And the contract for the construction of ‘said vessels 8 hall be awe 
the | Secratary of the Navy to the lowest best. on sponsible bidder, hay 
vie" 10 be st resulis and most expeditious delive ry; and in the constru 
ad vessels the provisions of tho act of August 3, 1és mtit 
act to ease the naval establishment,” as to materialsfor asid-vess . 
engines, boilers, and machinery, the contracts under which * 1©y are | 
, notice of proposals for the same, the plans, drawings, specificat 
‘efor, am : the method of executing said cont ts shail 4 ery 
. sub ject to the provisions of this , all said vesse 
lt in con i ee with the terms of said act,andin all their 7 
1estic u ifacture; and the steel mmnten al ehali ibe of « 
,and he quality and characteris : best apted to the 
for which itmay beused, in agccuiianes with spec ificatior 
secretary of the Navy;.and not moro than three of 
vided for in thisact.shall be built by one contracting pari ty: 
the Secretary of the Navy may bui! ld any or all of the vessels herein a 
ized iz ch navy-yards as he may des ignate, and sh: a build any of th 
sels herein authorized in such navy-yards as he may designate, shor 
reasonably appear that the persons, firms, or corpors itions, or the a 
thereof, bidding for the construction of any of said vessels have entere 
: -ombination, agreement, or un derste anding t he effect, object, or pur; 
f whi ch is to de prive the Government of fair, open, and unrestricted « 
tition in letting contracts forthe construction of-any of said vessel: 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I offer the amendn 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
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I makea point of order against this amend 
AN. The gentleman will state his point of or 
The amendment ee es to limit tho 4 
retary of the Navy by directing him to buiid 
n-of these: “ships on the Pacific coast. 
The CHAI AN. The Chair will hear the gent 
‘ashing ton on the point of order, if he so desir 
| sf. HUMPHREY of Washington. [as] 
| gerve his point of order oe a few moments 
Mr. & at. ewe. sik will » SO. 
UMPHRE BY of Weashineton. Mr. Chairman. 
5 to be good policy that-ail the vessels of f the Navy 
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tes across the continent. 

id-always has been, hicher upon the 7 
coast than upon the Ati: Under such conditions it 3 

| kately absurd to talk about the: sing anv honest 
between the builders upon the Atlantic and those upon tir 


Coat u 

| ikdo not believe that we can construct any of the verse! 
| vided for in this bill mmless we do have this protection 

| believe that a vessel has been constructed upon the Va 
| coast without this protect ion. 

I know that without this advantage we can not construct 
at Seattle, where we are to-day building a battle shi 
now being built there has not only the advantage 
tion, but when it became evide nt that the contractor could 
construct the battle ship at the sti pul tefl pri 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississipp i. Do I understand ‘the gent 
man to be advocating some sort of ** protection ”’ of 

| the United Stat LOS AE oa some other part of the United States? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes, sir. 

vpi. Thatiscarrying 
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some pnart of 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Shien 
further than Lever heard it carriad. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washizzion. Weare asking a protec- 

| tion of 4 per cent on battle shivs constructed upon the Pacitic 

| coast. And I desire to say to the gentleman that sach proiec- 


** protection 
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om hag existed for the last fifteen years until the last Congress, 

) that all the vessels, so far as I know, that have ever been 

‘<t eneted on the Pacific coast have been constructed under this 
chon. 

a | desire to say further that not only was this protection 

n to the battle ship now being constructed at Seattle, but in 
n to that fact, when it was ’ discovered that the contractor 

: not build it at the price bid, the patriotic people of Seattle 

elve hours subscribed a bonus of $100,000 and gave it to the 
| ior in order that he might accept the contract. 

‘We have constructed some vessels upon the Pacific coast for the 
Novy. and we are justly proud of the record. We constructed 
the Monterey. We constructed the magnificent Olympia that 

, Dewey on that historic day at M: nila. We have constructed 
.. the wonder of the seas, the most marvelous 
¢ machine t 
wrought, and to-day we are building at Seattle a battle 
at will be greater in size, more terrible in battle, as per- 

iy construction as the heretofore matchless Oregon. 
ve have an advantage in climate, in evenness of temperature, 


at Oreqgo? 
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hat the deft cunning of hand and brain has | 


enables us to construct these mighty monsters of steel more | 


ly than is possible upon the Atlantic coast. 
ctu - test 
changed from argument to demonstration. 


When the Govern- 


. by the test of battle, this statement has been | 


ment pays 4 per cent more for the construction of a vessel upon | 


e Pacitic coast, outside of the question of policy, it gets more 
But we ask this protection, not only on the 
nd of wise public policy, aot only on the ground of more per- 
struction, but, as the gentleman has said, as a protection 
to our industries upon that coast. 
re the hammer fell. | 
Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague eyes five _— 8s more. 
» was no objection. 
1U MI HREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, never did 
ed this protection so sore sly as we need it to-day. Not since 
1 for the first ship was laid upon Paget Sound has our 
ng bee n in a condition so deplorable as now. Practically 
ly work that is being done in our shipyards is work upon 


+ A if | ays for. 


the ships of the Navy. 

othe r ” int: Thecompany now carrying on this construction 

a ittle does not belong tothe trust. It is an independent com- 
y, and ths it in itself ought at least to entitle it to fair treat- 

ment. I think it is better that the Government should pay 4 per 
re upon one vessel than that there should be no competi- 
tionupon any. I call the attention of gentlemen on the other side 
of the House, who are always so anxious and willing to fight 


ists With their vocabulary, to the fact that here is an opportu- 

nity to hit the grasping octopus with their votes. [{Applause. | 

w. this advantage has always been allowed us until the last 
It is just, it is right; our shipyards need the protec- 
tion, and therefore I say, in all fairness, we ought to have it. 
{Applause. } 

‘ir, RLXEY. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. RIXEY. Does the gentleman mean to say that all the ship- 
yarcs on the eastern coast are in a trust? 

r. HUMPHREY of Washington. No, sir; I do not mean to 
say anvthing of the kind. 

the CHAIRMAN. Dk eB the Chair understand the ge mtleman 
from Virginia a. RrxEy]} to insist on his point of order? 

Mr. RIXEY. Ido. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
{it more spe ‘ifically. 

Mr. RLXEY. My point of orderis tothe amendment. I under- 
stood the amendment to provide that the Secretary of the Navy 
should build at least two of these ships on the Pacific coast and 


Congress. 


The Chair will ask the gentleman to state 





that the Pacific coast was givena preference of 4 percent. Now, 
this is a limitation on the discretion of the Secretary. Under the 
law as it exists the Secretary can build these ships wherever he 
chooses to build them, but this provides that he shali build some 
of them in a certain portion of the country. As I say, it is a lim- 
ts 


tion upon his discretion. 

the CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Virginia to the fact that the paragraph of the 
is read and assented to by the committee itself contains pro- 


Visions ¢ hanging existing law. The Chair would like to hear the 
gentleman if he has ai iything to say upon that subject. The 
Chair is ready to rule uiless the gentleman desires to be heard. 


—_ ral Mempers. Rule! Rule! 
CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from WwW ashington |Mr. HumpHReyY] would be subject to the point 
f order made by the gentleman from Virginia were it not for the 
‘act that the paragraph as read (and which, no point having been 
made against it, must be considered as having been agreed to by 


nn 


‘animous consent) is itself subject to the point of order, or 
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ing law in several particulars. It provides specifically that the 
contract shall be awarded by the Secretary of the 
lowest and best responsible bidder, but 
of the vessels provided for in this act shall | be built 
tracting party, which is legislation and a change of existing ; 

Now, it bas been held, as may be seen a reference to page 
348 of the Manual, that a paragraph which changes existing law 
being allowed by general consent to remnain, it may be perfected 
by any germane amendment. The Chair therefore overrules the 
point of order. 

The question is upon the amendment offered by the ger 
from Washington. 

Mr. WILLLAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the point of 
order having been overruled, the question comes up on its merit 

This is a fair sample of the degeneration of reason and the dis- 
ease of imagination that comes from a system of protectionista. 
Here is a proposition now deliberately to pay cut of the publis 
Treasury 4 per cent more to i 


to the 
that not more than thiee 


AK rey 
ayavy 


by one con- 


itleman 


people in a certain section of the 
United States for doing certain work than is paid to other people 
in other sections for doing exactly the same work. Where is 
going to stop? 

Mr. COSHMAN. Is the gentleman aware 
vision has been in the naval bill heretofore? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Perfectly aware of it. 

Mr. CUSHM. AN. Why did not the gentleman raise his voice 
ag: rinst it before 

Mr. WILLL AMS of Mississippi. 
sponsible duty to do that. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Is it your duty now? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, itis now; it alwavs is. 
Whenever a question of inequality comes up. it is the duty of any 
man who has been imagined to be fit to represent the Dem: 
party or to stand for it to raise his voice. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. That is exactly the reason why I asked you 
why you did not raise the objection before. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I frankly confess to the g 
tleman that, as is the case with himself and a great many other 
Members upon this floor, a great many things have gone into t 
statute laws of the United ‘State s that I did not know 
about at the time. It was not then my special duty to notice it. 
I was thoroughly astounded a moment ago to learn that this same 
sort of a provision had appeared in previous laws of the U 
States. 

But a wrong does not make it right to repeat a wrong. It 
never can. Nobody but the narrow intellect ot the lawyer, when 
he is nothing but a lawyer, ever had an idea that a precede: 
constituted a right. 


tha hse aam a 
that this same pro- 


It happened not to be my re- 


CTATIC 


Now, Mr. Chairman, how far is this sort of thing to go? After 
a while when the Posi-Office Department wants to get certain 
material, when the War Department wants it. when the Interior 


Department wants certain werk done, are we to say that we must 
pay 4 per cent more if it is done on the ae slope than if it is 
done in Mississippi, or 3 per cent more if it do .in Per 
than if it is done in New 

i protection of the U nited States against the balance of the 
world has been partially dignified by the adherence of a great 
many men of intelligence, but protection of one part of the United 
States against another is mere disease of the imaginati 
nomics, and this is as good a time to strike it down as any other 
time that can possibly present itself. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to the reason why this was stricken out, and I mav: 


nsylvania 
Jerse Vr 


min eco- 





ri LS 
well read what I said on the floor one year ago. I will say to the 
gentleman, addressing myself tothe gentleman from Washingtor 
| Mr. CusumMan],I said last year: The Committee on Naval Affairs 
had always reported a pret al of 4 per cent; but last vear, in 
the report on the bill to the ue ae left it and the reason 
given at that time was that the Union Iron Works, on the Pacif 
coast, and the shipbuilders there, had shown in a recent bidding 
that they could compete with the Ea i the eastern s 
ers. The Union Iron Works. in a bid ruil No. 9, South 
Dakota, had bid less than the eastern sh l s at Cramps and 
Newport News, and by reason of the fact 1 Pac t 
shipbuilders had shown by actual bidding tha ycould fu i 
these vessels to the Government ata less cost than the eastern 
shipbuilders here, it seemed to the committee that 


reason for this preferential of 4 per cent. That is ail | 
state. 


Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, in rising to support tl 


il 


amendment offered by my colleague [Mr. Humpurey of Wash 
ington] I address myself first to the gentleman from M ppi 
( Mr. Wii.iaMs}, ne te aggesing thes smentan nt. Tam not at 


all surprised that, belonging to the polit party that he di 
and entertaining the views that he does on the subiect of m 
tection generally, he has made an colnet on the proposed 
amendment to this bill, which amendment embodies a feature of 


would have been had the point been made, that it changes exist- | the protective law. 
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It is somewhat surprising, however, to think that the gentle- | 
mi: an from ssippi, who was so earnestly in favor of a million- 
dollar appropriation being made at this same session of Congress 
t ) pr ‘otect the cotton industry of Texas from the ravages of the 
devastating Cott n worm, can work himself up into such a tre- 
mendous spasm of virtue over this pr yVision. 


Missi 


the South. 

This is a provision to appropriate money to protect a manufac- 
turing industry of the West. He was in favor of that. He is 
against this. I always admire the somersaulting proclivities of a 
political acrobat whenever I am privileged to witness them. 

Permit me, Mr. Chairman, to remark in passing that I am not 
only in favor of the passage of this naval appropriation bill, but 
I most cordially support the policy behind this bill, which is the 
p yliey 
struction and equipment. 

I am utterly unable to agree 
claim that a great navy is an invitation for war. 
trary, in my judgment, it is acommand for peace 
nationala nd : an individual 
capable of d 
who depends upon a peaceful disposition, with no means at hand 
to compel respect for his opinions or regard for his rights. 

Now, Iam not only in favor of a large modern navy 
in favor of having the same built in the ‘che: upest practic ‘able man- 
ner that will onmaine e satisfact ry results. And that is the 
reason why I am to-day supporting this amendment to giv 
per cent preferential rate to Pacific coast constructors on one na- 
val vessel to be built on the Pacific coast. 

Now, then, there is only one principle in all this 


On the con- 


sense he who is prepar¢ d for attack and 


wide world 


that keeps down the price of anything—and I don’t care whether | 


the articleis a bag of peanuts or a battle ship—and that one thing 
that keeps down all prices is competition. 
element of competition out of any contest involving price, you 
have then lost thelast anchor. You, the purchaser, are then help- 
less as regards the cost of the article. 

If it is an article that you are obliged to have, and one single 
person or combine controls the cost, the price that they will wring 
out of you will only be limited by the degree of your necessity 
and the extent of their avarice. Those statements are axiomatic. 
They are fundamental. 

Now, 


the Pacific coast. 

meee it is advisable to build part of our battle ships on the 
Pacific coast because experience has taught this nation that the 
very best spec imens of naval architecture, 
alone, but of the world, have been turned out of the Pacific coast 
yards, Second, it is advisable that part of our battle ships be 
built on the Pac om coast in order to maintain and stimulate a 
healthy competition in this gigantic and necessary work. 

As I have her ‘tof wre stated, if there is no competition the Gov- 
ernment is powerless to control the price in any degree. Any 
competition, in order to be of any benetit to the Government, must 
be real competition. 

Let me illu sirat » what I mean by realcompetition. If the Gov- 
ernment advertises for the construction of a battle ship worth 

$3,000,000, and the shipbuilding concerns of the Atlantic coast 
enter into an agreement 
will bid less than $4,000,000, and regardless of which one of them 
gets the contract they will all divide the profits—now, in a case 
like that, it don’t make any aoe what the amounts of = 
different bids may be on paper, there has not been any real cor 
petition, and the Governm ay is beat out of a million dollars ra 
the system. 

ew in @ practical sense, that is about the proposition we are 
face to face with to-day. Anumber of the shipbuilding concerns 
on the At 1: intic coast have entered into such a combine, agreeing 
to ac t together in the matter of bidding on these battleships. It 
is not necessary for very many of these concerns to get together in 
order to absolutely control the price, for you must remember that 
concerns able to build a battle ship are not located on every street 
corner. There are only a few of them, and when those few get 
together th: y are masters of the situation as regards the work 
which they produce. 

Now, then, the Moran Brothers Company at Seattle, Wash., is 
one of the new shipbuilding yards of this nation; but, regardless 
of the fact that their yard is comparatively new, the are to-day 
building the battle ship Nebraska for the United States Govern- 
ment. This shipbuilding concern, the Moran Brothers C company, 
is not to-day and never has been a member of any trust or com- 
bine for the purpose of ‘ ‘holding up’’ the Government. 

Therefore the real competition, whic h is the only relief of the 
Government, must come from the Pacific coast bidder. Now, 
then, what position is the Pacific coast shipyard in as a competi- 
tive bidder against the Atlantic coast shipyard? By the very na- 
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| you spell the word ‘‘steel.’’ 


of building a large United States navy of modern con- | 
with the statements of those who | 
Both in a | 


fense is less likely to be assaulted than the weakling | 
, but Iam 


exact | 
ea4| 


When you take the | 


| coast as cheaply 


: | coast. 
then, it is to the interest of this Government for numer- | 
ous reasons to have part of the battle ships for our Navy built on 


not of this nation | 


between themse ‘lves that none of them | 
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| ture of things and by virtue of geographical location it is po ISsi 

| for the Atlantic coast people to ‘build a battle ship cheaper + 

can possibly be built on the Pacific coast. This is bec ause ni 
tenths of all the material that goes into every battle ship is mani 


| factured very near the Atlantic coast. 
That was a provi- | 
sion toa :pprc »priate money to protect an agricultural industry of | 


All the heavy steel work is done on the Atlantic coast, and 
think that statement is equally true regardless of the way in whi 


{Laughter.] All the large s 
plates and all the heavy material that go into a battle ship ; 


| produced on or near the Atlantic coast, and from there they man 


be transported to whatever place the battle ship is to be t, 
And if a battle ship is to be built on the Pacific coast at oily t} 
Pacific coast contractor must ship all this heavy material, 
dreds and thousands of tons, across the continent and pay 75 | 
per hundred freight charges on it. 

Now, then, some gentlemen on the Naval Committee—and t} 
are gentlemen, too, whether they agree with us or not—; 
gentlemen on the Naval Committee will probably tell you t 
contractor can build a battle ship on the Pacific coast as cli 
as it can be built on the Atlantic coast. I do not mean to be o/ 
fensive when I say that is not true. All it requires to demon 
strate its falsity is a rndimentary knowledge of arithmetic—j. 


| plain addition and subtraction. 


When a man can prove to methatit is as great a distance from 
Pittsburg to New Jersey asit is from Pittsburg to Seattle, or t! 
the freight rates are the same, then I will believe that stateme: 
and not before. 

They may tell you that some man on the Pacific coast at 
time bid less on one vessel than some Atlantic coast bidder. Mr. 
Chairman, that is a mighty small foundation on which to 
up a great system of procedure. You can’t ship material clea: 
across the continent and pay freight on it and then com ipete in 
price of construction with a man “whose manufacturi ing plant 
within the shadow of the steel works. 

When this same question was up for discussion on this floor a 
year agoI read and placed in the ConGRESSIONAL RECORD on 
February 19, 1903, page 2401 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 1 


1S 


| letters and statements of Pacific coast builders fully sustai: 


this position which I now take. 
You can’t get the heavy material from the factory to the Pa: 
as you can get it from the factory to the Atla 


Therefore it is a physical and financial impossibility for 
Pacific-coast shipyard to build a battle ship as cheaply or to | 


| as low on its construction as the Atlantic-coast concern. 


And for these reasons we have to-day offered and are sup} 
ing thisamendment to the navalappropriation bill, whicha 
ment in substance provides that the Secretary of the Navy 


| give a4 per cent preferential to Pacific-coast bidders over 


tic-coast bidders on one of the naval vessels authorized by 
bill; that is, in comparing and considering the bids of the 
the Pacific-coast bidder shall be given an advantage of 4 per « 
This 4 per cent advantage, if allowed, will not any more 
offset the advantage which the Atlantic-coast bidder now « 
in cheap freight rates and short haul from the factory to the : 
yard on all of this tremendous tonnage which constitutes the cli 


| material out of which a battle ship is built. 


The CHAIRMAN, 
[Cries of ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, Task u 
mous consent that my colleague may have five minutes’ more 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington 
unanimous consent that his colleague may have five minu 
more. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, let meimpress upon you: 
upon this House that I am not urging the adoption of thiS amen 
ment here to-day wholly or even chiefly on account of the wel! 
of the men who own the Pacific coast shipyards. I am urging‘ 
adoption of this amendment more for the protection of tho ( 
ernment than for the benefit of the Pacific coast shipyard 0\ 
and the reasoning is plain. Itis like this: If you do not al! 
the Pacific coast bidder a preferential rate, you shut him ou! 

a practical bidder. 

If you shut out the Pacific.coast bidder you leave the Atle 
coast bidders standing alone, practically in a combine, end 
thereby eliminate all real competition. When you eliminxtec 
real competition you leave the Government open to the raj 
of and defenseless against the eastern combine. If there is « 
man on this floor who hesitates to vote for this amendment ! 
cause he thinks he will thereby add to the burdens of the Gove! 
ment, I want to assure him that in voting for this amendment 
is throwing an additional advantage on the side of his Gover 
ment and saving his country’s money. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before the gentleman *) 
down may I ask him a question? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There weald be no practical 


The time of the gentleman has expi1 
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competition in bidding if the gentleman wanted to buy lumber, 

let us say, between the treeless plains and the balance of the 
eonntry. Then you would advocate—because that was true, you 
‘ould give a bidder from the treeless plain country a 4 per cent | 
‘vantage when the Government wanted to buy lumber? 
Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I may be unusually dull, but | 
t confess I do not see the applicability of that question in this | 

ontroversy. 

\r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But the gentleman a moment | 
» said that the reason why we could not build ships as cheaply 
! 


vv 


a 


the Pacific coast was that they do not have the steel and they 
gould have to transport it. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes: weare obliged to transport both kinds. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The reason why men could 
not furnish timber as cheap from a treeless plain country would 
be because they did not have the timber and would have to trans- 
port it there before they could sell it. Then would you in the 
matter of Government contracts give those men an advantage of 
3.4, or 5 per cent in bidding for Government work? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Not necessarily, because I do not consider 
there is any comparison between the two propositions. I might 
say that we appropriated in this House—and the gentleman sup- 
ported it—a million of dollars to protect the cotton industry of 
Texas, because that industry needed protection. Why can we | 
not appropriate a few dollars with equal consistency to protect | 
the shipbuilding industry on the Pacific coast, which needs it? 

Now, let me state one other matter that in the haste of my re- 
marks I have overlooked. Another proposition that ought to 
appeal to the gentleman from Mississippi is this: We need a por- | 
tion of our naval vessels on the Pacific coast after their construc- 
ion. Experience has taught this nation that the very best spec- | 
imens of naval architecture, not of this nation alone, but of the 
world, have been turned out of the Pacific coast yards. 

Now, does the gentleman from Mississippi |Mr. WILitams] 
consider that there would be any material difference in principle | 
between paying this additional 4 per cent and having one of these 
vessels constructed on the Pacific coast, where we need it, and 
transporting it around the Horn and paying 4 per cent of cost for 
doing s0? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, yes; I can imagine that 
there would be an appreciable difference. Now, I am not an ex- 
pert upon that question and I really do not know the figures, but 
| have no idea that a trip, say, from New York or Norfolk to San | 
Francisco would cost 4 per cent of the entire cost of a battle 
ship. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Iam frank to say neither do I think such a | 
trip would cost 4 per cent of the cost of the battle ship, but I | 
merely stated that as one of the additional reasons entitled to | 
some weight in the consideration of this matter. There were a 
great many people in the United States who would have gladly 
paid 400 per cent on the price of the battle ship Oregon if they 
could have gotten her around Cape Horn at one particular time. | 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. We are not taking it for 
granted that we are engaged necessarily in hostilities the minute 
after a ship is built; we can not take that for granted. The gen- 
tleman’s question was whether I thought there was any great de- 
gree of difference between paying 4 per cent bonus and carrying 
a ship, let us say, from New York to San Francisco. 

My reply is, yes; I imagine that there is a very great deal of 
difference. I have no idea that it costs 4 per cent of the cost of a 
battle ship to carry it from New York to San Francisco. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I think the gentleman is right on that; I do 
not think it does, either. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
ont the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington moves 
to strike out the last word. In the absence of anyone whe desires | 
to speak opposing the amendment, the Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I just desire to 
say a few words, because more may have a bad effect. I desire 
first to reply to the proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi. 
I will say to him if by giving the preference to which he refers it 
would bring up a good forest where there is not any without loss 
to any other forest, I would be in favor of it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Do you ask me 

_Mr. JONES of Washington. No; Iam answering your proposi- | 
tion, and it seems to me that is the only proposition here. A few | 
years ago we received bids from the Pacific coast 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me 
& question? 

Mr, JONES of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like toask the gentle- | 
man this question: Is he in favor, then, of building up or creating | 
an American industry by protection against other American in- | 
dustries within the United States? | 

Mr. JONES of Washington. If the other industries are abso- 








Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
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| to wait upon the Department. 


| because one bid upon one battle ship had been submitted at ot 
| time from the Pacific coast less than on the Atlantic coast. T 

| may have happened, and probably did, but remember that th 
| company that submitted that bid was in the trust at the time it 
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lutely controlled by trusts, yes. If we can bring up the other in- 
dustries without injuring those existing, yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In the illustration I have of- 
fered there was no question of trusts. The gentleman says he 
would give a bonus in Government contracts for the purpose of 
creating a forest in some part of the country. Then I[ ask him 
whether he will follow that out to its ultimate end and will say 
that he is in favor, by protection, in contracts or othérwise, of 
building up one American industry in competition with another 
American industry within American territory? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. If it results in the general good 
of the people and to the Government and without injury to the 
existing industry, I say yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I thought protectionism hith- 
erto wasa question between us and foreign nations. I wanted to 
know how far we had got along. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Oh, we are getting along very 
weil. 

Mr. MORRELL. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a 
question? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRELL. Does the gentleman know how long the bat- 
tle ship Nebraska, now being constructed on the Pacific coast, has 
been under construction? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
half or two years, I suppose. 

Mr. MORRELL. Practically two years. Does the gentleman 
know what percentage of the battle ship has been completed? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Ido not; but I know there is a 


I do not know; but a year and a 


| reason for the condition she is in. 


Mr. MORRELL. 
37 per cent. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania if a yard in Pennsylvania has ever completed a bat- 
tle ship within the time limited in the contract? 

Mr. MORRELL. Yes. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to know the name of it. 

Mr. MORRELL. The shipbuilding firm of Cramp & Sons have 
built several battle ships within the time limited. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I would like to know the name 


I will give the gentleman the information— 


| of one battle ship. 


Mr. MORRELL. I can not give the gentleman the names, be- 
cause I am not sufficiently informed. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. In answer to the intimation of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the Moran Brothers are 
behind in their contract, I wish to read a telegram that I have 
from them here, as follows: 

We are not behind contract, as extended, in construction of battle ships. 

MORAN Bros. Co. 

We do not deny that they have been delayed. They have been 
delayed because the Department has not been able to furnish the 
specifications and the plans, and because the Department has 
been changing the plans from time to time, and these people had 
That is one reason they are be- 
hind. Itisbynofaultof theirs. One other reason is, and a reason 
that comes only in Republican times, that we had a strike out 
there that tied up the plant for a long time, and they were unable 
to work. We have been having prosperous times and there was 


| some inducement for men to strike; there was a chance for them 
| to win. 


Now, then, the proposition made by the chairman of the com- 
mittee that the reason they opposed this proposition before was 


was submitted. This only occurred once anyway, and I submit 
it isnot asufticient reason. The bids have been higher since, and 
therefore the reason fails. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Washin 
ton has expired. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time of the gentleman may be extended for five minutes 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington asks 
mnanimons consent that the time of his colleague be extended 
minutes. Isthere objection? [After a pause.} The Chair | 
none. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Now, Mr. Chairman, what 

| the facts in regard tothe bids? The facts are thatsince tha } 
the bids have exceeded the bids made upon th i 
This fact should not be overlooked—that every battle sii 

|} upon the Pacific coast up to the present time and that is now 
building has been built and is being built under and by virtue of 
the very provision which it is proposed to insert in this bill 

At the last bidding called for by the Navy Department there 


was only one bid submitted from the Pacific coast, and that bid 
was submitted not by the Union Iron Works, of San Francisco, 
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but by the new and struggling and competing yard at Seattle, 
which sprang up under the fostering care of the Government. 
They relied and had a right to rely upon the continuance of the 
policy that had been pursued for fifteen years. 


reason why they should have thisencouragement. That bid, how- 


ever, was 6 per cent over the lowest bid of Cramp & Sons and 10 per | 


cent over the bid for the twoships. The Moran Brothers, you have 
been told, submitted a bid for the ship they are now building. 
They were awarded the contract by being given the benefit of 4per 
cent and with the assistance of the patriotic and public-spirited 
people of Seattle, who raised $100,000 to help them out. With 
this assistance and relying on the long-established policy of Con- 
gress they enlarged their plant and prepared to compete in this 
work. They should not be denied thisencouragement now. The 
Pacific must be manned by our ships, and good shipbuilding 
plants are a national necessity and should be promoted. 

Vill Congress refuse to these people of the Pacific coast aid that 
is not, as the gentleman from Mississippi would have you under- 
stand, entirely for the benefit of the Pacific coast, but is for the 
benefit of the Government, for the benefit of the nation in build- 
ing up other competing plants, plants that will bring to this Gov- 
ernment contracts cheaper and cheaper for the building of these 
great battle ships and be a great bulwark of safety in time of war? 
We on the Pacific coast are proud of the vessels that we have con- 
structed; their achievements are emblazoned upon the scroll of our 
nation’s history, and they have enriched the traditions of our Navy 
with victories most precious to us and humanity, and the glory 
they have brought to our flag will be a priceless heritage to our 
posterity. Itrust that this House, having the opportunity to give 
us this assistance, will give it not for private gain, but for national 
advancement, and put a Government industry on the same plane 
it was for fifteen years prior to the last Congress. [Applause.] 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment pro- 
viding that all ships mentioned in this bill shall be constructed 
within the State of New Jersey, and I want to say in advocacy of 
that proposition, which has so much merit upon its face that it 
really needs no advocacy [laughter], that New Jersey is entitled 
to more consideration than California. New Jersey is one of the 
original States of this Union. [Laughter.] New Jersey is so 


This is another | 
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situated that when you look from one side of it you see the great | 


city of New York, while from another side you behold the village 
of Philadelphia. New Jersey is so situated that when the great 
naval yard that will be necessary to construct these ships gets 
busy the people of Pennsylvania and the people of New York, 
traveling but 100 miles, one eastward and the other westward, 
can come there in the early morning and remain there until the 
late hour of summer's sinking sun watching the progress. There 
you have the eyes of three States looking upon these ships in 
course of construction to see that they are honestly constructed. 
[Laughter and applause. | 

Nobody but the Chinese can come westward to investigate the 
shipbuilding in San Francisco. [Laughter.] Others have to go 
to Lands End in order to understand it. Thereis another reason, 
and it is a reason that appeals to economy and perhaps tocharity. 
The receiver of the great ship trust is now a resident of the State 
of New Jersey, and its yard is there. [Laughter and applause. ] 
What are you going to do when you find a property owned by 
men who thirteen months ago were known as the princes of finance, 
a property owned by men who held it up in France for specula- 
tion and in England for contribution of pounds, to-day lying 
prostrate, nobody working there, the boys jumping over the ma- 
chinery, the wood going to rot and the iron going to rust in the 
great Nixon shipyard of New Jersey? May I not, with a voice 
more pregnant than that which comes from California, appeal to 
you all, Democrats and Republicans alike, to come to the rescue 
of that ship trust and have the ships mentioned in this bill built 
in that yard? [Prolonged laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for a vote. 

Mr. LIVERNASH rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California desire 
to be heard in opposition to the amendment of the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, I regret that anything has 
been said here treating as matter of ridicule the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Washington. 

The amendment has regard to the importance to our nation as 
a nation that there shall be on the Pacific as well as on the Atlantic 
seaboard facilities for building war ships in private shipyards. 

It is not enough that we have a navy-yard on the Pacific coast. 
Wa should have also effective private plants. The public and the 
private plants are checks upon each other, and in time of trouble 
we might have grave occasion for such rapidity and extent of 
work as neither could meet alone, though within the power of 
both. 

The condition is not one of local interest to California or other 
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Pacific coast States exclusively. It concerns all the States an, 
all the Territories. The extent of our country makes this so, 
The exigencies of war might prove it of the utmost national in) 
portance. 

We have in San Francisco really great private shipbuildi 
plants. They should be kept enough employed to insure th; 
effectiveness for the purposes of the Government. In a la 
sense they are not private plants, though privately owned. )) 
United States has a direct interest in their capacity for such s 
ice as it may wish of them. 

And thus it is not so much helping California as helping ¢) 
country when industrial inequalities between the Atlantic «a 
the Pacific States are soequalized by preferentials as that Paci 
shipyards may be able to bid against eastern yards with reas 
able opportunity to gain employment on such other work as t 
Government withholds from its navy-yards. 

The preferential we are asked to restore in the case of Paci 
yards is needful, if Pacific yards are to have a fair chance to « 
tinue serving the United States as builders of war ships. Let 
not forget the Olympia, the Oregon, and those other ships of w: 
built by the Union Iron Works with such telling value to o 
country as to make them glorious throughout the world. 

We may need other Oregons for later times of stress. 

I hope the amendment will prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment of t! 
gentleman from New Jersey will be considered as withdra: 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman frou 
Washington. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by MM: 
JonsEs of Washington) there were—ayes 76, noes 98. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to contract for or pur 
chase two subsurface or two submarine torpedo boats at a cost not excec: 
$500,100: Provided, That before any subsurface or submarine torpedo b: 
purchased or contracted for it shall be accepted by the Navy Department «s 

ulfilling all reasonable requirements for submarine warfare and shall } 
been fully tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy. Toc: 
out the purpose aforesaid the sum of $500,000, or such part thereof as ma 
main unexpended from the appropriation authorized in the last appro; 
tion bill,is hereby reappropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
erwise appropriated. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following ameni- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 12, page 72, strike out the word “two” wherever it occurs e: 
sert in place thereof the word “five.” 

In line 13 strike the words “five hundred” and insert in place tLerec' 
words “eight hundred and fifty.” 

In line 18, after the word ** Navy,” strike out all down to and ine!id» 
word “appropriated,” in line 23, and insert in place thereof the follow: 

“To carry out the purpose aforesaid the sum of $850,040, or su 
thereof as may be necessury, is hereby appropriated out of any money i 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

So that as amended the section shall read: 

“The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to contract for o1 
chase five subsurface or five submarine torpedo bouts at a cost not ex: 
ing $850,000: Provided, That before any such subsurface or submarine | 

edo boat is purchased or contracted for it shall be accepted by the ! 
epartment as fulfilling all reasonable requirements for submarine wa 
and shall have been fully tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of 
Navy. ‘Tocarry out the purposes aforesaid the sum of $850,000, or such 1 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money i 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order, 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman ri 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I desire to offer an amendinent, | 
I would Jike to know whether the point of order could be cons 
ered before I offer it. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order in or- 
der to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RoBerts | how 
much further this amendment of his goes than the amendme.t 
which was incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. ROBERTS. The purpose of the amendment offered by 
is to increase the number of submarine torpedo boats from two ‘» 
five. The provision now carried in the bill, in regard to the t: 
by the Secretary of the Navy, is preserved, word for word, in the 
amendment which I offer. The question is wholly as to incr: a 
ing the number of the boats to five or leaving the number at tw 

Mr. FOSS. One other question. Does the amendment provid: 
for a reappropriation of the money which was appropriated in tiv 
last naval appropriation bill? on 

Mr. ROBERTS. It does not, because the amount appropria‘« 
in the last bill would not be sufficient to pay for five bouts. 
Therefore that provision is left exactly as it is, and, I will say to 
the gentleman, just exactly where the general board wants 1! 
left. They want for experimental purposes that $500,000 appro- 
priated last year. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that there 
is likely to be considerable discussion upon this proposition—1n 
view of the further fact that upon the armor plate provision, which 
follows, there is likely to b* gonsiderable discussion and a nulm- 
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ber of f amendments, and in view further of the fact that the minor- | 
ity have given us notice that they propose to move to rec ommit this 

11 for _ purpose of striking out the provision for the increase 
of the Na 

Mr, W ILL IAM W. KITCHIN. A part of it. 

_ FOSS. Or some part of it—in view of these facts, I move 
that ‘the committee now rise. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I ask that my right to the floor be reserved to 

when the committee resumes its sitting. 

The motion was agreed to. 

7 he committee according gly rose; and the Speaker having re- 

ned the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chi \irman of ’s Comemnitioen » of the 
Whole, reported that the committee having had under considera- 
tion the | pill H. R. 12220, the naval appropriation bill, had come 
no resolution thereon. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
Jig: wwing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

_R. 7287. Anact to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Ra ilro ad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Tor abiet ee River between the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, 
7, township 9, range 1 west of St. Stephen’s 





Ala . in section 7, 
idian. 
rh : SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 
S. 1330. An act granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish; and 


S. ‘86, An act granting a pension to Green B. Yawn. 
SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutions of 
he following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 
to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 3204, An act permitting the Kiowa, Chickasha and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to sell and convey its railroad and other prop- 
erty in the Indian Territory to the Eastern Oklahoma Railway 

Co mp iny, and the Eastern Oklahoma Railway Company to lease 
all its railroad and other property in the Indian Territory to the 
por 1, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company, and thereafter 

ell its railroad and other property to said The Atchison, Topeka 
and Santa Fe Railway Company—to the Committee on Indian 


airs. 


forroad 
LeTrea 


S. 3780. An act authorizing the Yankton, Norfolk and South- 
ern Railway Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
the city of Yankton, S. Dak. —to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 45: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of extending the 

rea of light-draft anchorage in the southern part of the harbor at Newport, 
R. L— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Senate concurrent resolution 46: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
retary of War be,and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
ryey to be made of the harbor of Fernandina, Fla., with a view to estab- 
hing a harbor line and to determining the necessary improvements for 
viding a harbor of uniform and adequate depth for ocean-going vessels— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

5.3118. An act to amend the act ap proved February 1 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to ame a the 
laws relative to shipping commissioners,’ approved August 19, 
1800, and for other purposes ’’—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of Frederick R. Eastman, Fifty- 
seventh Congress. 

Mr. ACHESON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the pa- 
pers in the case of Mrs. Kate J. Kripps, Fifty-sixth Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Foss (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes 

p. m.), the House adjourned. 


, 1895, 


’ 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Sec retary 


of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineer 


s, report of examination and survey 


of Key West Harbor, Florida —to the Committee on Rivers and | 


Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
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BILLS AND 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 56) to authori 
the State of South Dakota to select school and indemnity lands in 
the ceded portion of the Great Sioux Reservation, and for ot] 
purposes, reported the same with am« ndment, acc ompanied by a 
report (No. 1232); wl ich said bill and report were ret 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 






erred to the 


of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BI 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolution: 

following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 

livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 

House, as follows: 

Mr. DEEMER, 


LLS AND 


41 
ot the 
? 


from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. 5091) granting a 
pension to William Kennedy, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1207); which said bill and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of th (S. 3413) granting a 
pension to Henry P. Howard, re sented the same without amend- 
iment, accompanied by a report (No. 1208); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

bill of the Senate (S. 3362) granting an increase of pension to Dan 

H. Wallace, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1209 ); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of Senate (5. 3481) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Harrison, rep rted the same without amendment. ac- 
comp: uni ed by a report (No. 1210); which said bill and report we 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3470) granting an increase of p nsion to 
Richard Wilks, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1211); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Priv: te Cale ndar. 

He also, from the same comnuittee, to whi ch was referred tho 
bill of the Senate (S. 3656) granting an increase of pension to 
William Turner, reported the same wilhott am it, acco! 
panied by a report (No. 1212); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, 


Senate 


to which was ‘ rred the 


bill of the Senate (S. 2122) granting a pension to Ashle Rig rors 
reported a same without amendment, accompanied . epor t 
(No. 1218); which said bill and report were referred to th Pri- 


vate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred th 
bill of the Senate (S. 3480) granting an i ase of pension to 
Swepston B. W. Step hens, reported the same witl out amendment 

port (No. 1214); which said bill and r 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1642) granting an increase of pen 
Blanche L. Chunn, reported the same without amendment, a 
companied by a report (No. 1215); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 





was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11229) granting a pen- 
sion to Francis M. Good, reported the same . wil h amendment 
accompanied by a report (No. 1216); which said bill and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. Lt NGW ORTH, fron ithe Com — ‘on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4941) granting a} 
sion to Mary J. Wilson, re ported the same with amendment, 
companied by a report (No . 1217 ; which said bill and re 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN of Punmasivenia. from the Committee on Pen- 





i 


| sions, to which was ref ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 7568) 
granting an increase of pension to Albert Costigan, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (Ni 218); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 


Mr. WILEY of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 7411) g r 
an increase of pension to Matthew Caldwell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1219 ich 





said bill and report were referred to the Private Ca 
Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the 


lendar 
Committee on 
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Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8806) 
granting an increase of pension to George H. Sweet, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1220); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12056) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Kerzia Cherry, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1221); which said bill and | 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7488) granting an increase 
of pension to Corinne Tolman, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1222); which said bill and | 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4798) | 
granting an increase of pension to Margaret F. Harris, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1223); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6087) 
granting an increase of pension to Anthony F. Bracklin, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1224); | 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10935) for the 
relief of Rebecca Mayo, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1225); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5682) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles B. Hunt, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1226); which said bill | 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5476) 
granting an increase of pension to William Davis, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1227); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2371) granting a 
pension to Sarah J. Herrman, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1228); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6432) 
granting a pension to Ellender C. Miller, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1229); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calenda~. 

Mr. HOGG, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 9709) granting a pension to 
Louis De Witt, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1230); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9592) for the re- 
lief of William H. Steimann, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1231); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 








PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 13014) to authorize the 
appointment of road overseers and to create road districts in the 
district of Alaska, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13015) to authorize and direct the Secretary 
of War to survey and construct a military trail commencing at 
or near the intersection of the Orazek and the Yukon rivers, 
thence to Coldfoot, on the Koyukuk River, in Alaska, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 13016) to establish a United 


| States court and recording district at Grove, Ind. T.—to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEDE (by request): A bill (H. R. 13017) to amend sec- 
tion 3 of the Code of the District of Columbia—to the Committes 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 13018) for the erection of a 
public building at Tuskegee, Ala.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 18019) to provide for 
building an annex to the court-house and post-office at Shre re- 
port, La.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 13020) to establish the 
Department of Mines and Mining—to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 13083) for improving, repair- 
ing, and the erection of an addition to the public building at 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa, and for purchasing ground therefor—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A resolution (H. Res. 230) authorizing the 
Clerk of the House to purchase 40 sets of the Federal Statutes, 
annotated, of the United States, for use of the Honse—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 


es 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13021) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Moore—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 18022) to amend the mili- 
tary record of Bernhard Lofinck—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNY: A bill (H. R. 13023) for the relief of Joseph 
W. Barton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 13024) for the relief of the 
estate of Jacob A. Wolfson, deceased, late of Natchitoches Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13025) for the relief of the estate of Emile 
Rost, deceased, late of Natchitoches Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 13026) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary P. Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 18027) for the relief of 
Charles H. Skillings—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13028) for the relief of Frank Cowin—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 13029) for the relief of John 
A. Bates—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 13030) for the relief of James 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | F. Kellum—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 
follows: 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 13009) to validate certain | 
original homestead entries and extend the time to make final | 
proofs thereon—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: A bill (H. R. 13010) to abolish all duties | 
upon meat or poultry imported from foreign countries—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. RB. 138011) to increase pen- | 
sions allowed to the totally blind—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13012) authorizing | 
and directing the Attorney-General of the United States to insti- 
tute a suit or proceeding in the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia by application for a writ of quo warranto against the 
Washington Gaslight Company for the purpose of having de- | 
termined and adjudged the legality of the act or acts of said com- 
pany in issuing $2,600,000 of certificates of indebtedness of said 
company and delivering them to its stockholders as a gratuity— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 13013) to authorize and direct 
the Secretary of War to purchase certain lands on the battlefield 
of Gettysburg, and making appropriation therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 


By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 13031) granting a pension to 


| Martha Yarbrough—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 13032) granting an increase of 
pension to James Dean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 138083) grant- 
ing a pension to Luther T. Hammonds—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 13034) for the relief of Per- 
melia F. Hudson, widow of Jacob W. Hudson, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13035) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Elizabeth McClure, deceased, late of Mont- 
gomery County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 13036) granting an increase of 
pension to George Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 15037) for the 
relief of Samuel Post—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13038) for the relief of Carl C. Schmeiske— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13039) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary King—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 13040) granting an in- 


crease of pension to George W. Stratton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, 2 pil (H. R. 13041) granting an increase of pension to 
. Jacks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 13042) granting a pension to 

aaa r J. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ry Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 130438) for the relief 
of the estate of David Heller, deceased, and Mrs. E. Mary Heller, 
of Spottsylvania County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 13044) granting an increase of 


in c 
nsion to 


waa iel 


ey Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 13045) granting 
»ereion to Milton Diehl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Alco, a bill (H. R. 13046) granting an increase of pension to 


John N. Doss Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Solomon R. Ruch—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
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Iso. a bill (H. R. 18047) granting an increase of pension to | 


Siyoon B. Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13048) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander C. Cochran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 13049) for the relief of 
James W. Jones—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 13050) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Samuel Baird—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDERMC TT: A bill (H. R. 13051) removing the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William Galvin—to the 
C _ nittee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 13052) for the disposition of 
certain school lands in Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MCMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 13053) granting a pension 
to John T. Hartwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 13054) for the 
relief of James Q. Shirley and the estate of Francis De Long, de- 
cease — the Committee on Claims. 

* REEDER: A bill (H. R. 13055) for the relief of George 
v. x ing to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By - REID: A bill (H. R. 13056) for the relief of the legal 
I ccniaiieie of W iley J. Davis, deceased—to the Committee 

WW ar Claims. 

By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 13057) to provide for the exten- 
sion of letters patent for an improvement in insulating subma- 
rine cables—to the Committee on Patents. 

= Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13058) for the relief of Charles 

rks ‘on—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 13059) granting a pension to 
( o irles P. Carman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 13060) granting a pension to George Scud- 
der—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 18061) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry S. Tillinghast—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13062) granting an increase of pension to 
Melville A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 13063) for the relief of James 
sheakley, late governor of the Territory of Alaska—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 13064) granting an 
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rease of pension to John K. Tyler—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 13065) granting an increase of 
pension to James Hoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13066) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13067) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Prentiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 13068) to correct the record 
Harrison Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13069) for the relief of Daniel Leary—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13070) for the relief of Lawrence Collins and 
Edward J. Flanigan—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13071) granting an increase of pension to 
John §. Whitmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
sy Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13072) 


ranting a pension to Mary Bell—to the Committee on Invalid 
*¢ > ions. 


of 


| Judith, R. 1.— 


| favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill- 


By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 13073) granting an increase of | 


pe a to William Zigman—totheCommittee on Invalid Pensions. 
By I Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H.R. 13074) granting an increase 


of pension to John A. Gragg—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13075) granting a pension to Samuel M. Cen- | 


tes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13076) granting a pension to Alice 
Amsden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 13077) for the relief of Asa 
Townsend—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18078) granting 


5 


Anna 
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‘ommittee 


an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. Trafton—to the ¢ 


on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13079) granting a pension to Hudson M. 
Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 18080) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the the military record of William 


N. Huddleston—to the Committee on Military Affzirs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13081) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John D. Cohee—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 
of pension to William E. Wheeler— 
Pensions. 


9 » . ; « : 27 
13082) granting an inc1 


L 


to the Committee on Invalid 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of United Tex- 
tile Association of Philadelphia, protesting against the passage 
of the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judici ry. 

3y Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolutions of Iron Mol lers’ | nion 
No. 13, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring an appropriation of $2,000,000 
to increase the capacity of the Naval Gun Factor y—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of Oscar FE. Follette and 13 « 
of Delton, Wis., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of the New Ye rk B f Trade and 
Transportation, favoring bills H. R. 3562 and 3559 i—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New York, 
favoring bill H. R. 7056—to the C ommittee on t 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Manu s’ Associati 
favoring reduction of internal-revenue tax on alcohol 
arts—to the Committee on ys and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Mar 1e Association of New York, fa- 
voring completion by the Government of breakwater at P 
to the ¢ ommmitte e on Rivers at nd Harbors 
Also, resolution of the N: ati ional Associati f Agricultural h 
plement and Vehicle Manufacture TS, of Chicago, commen 
President's message on the eubjes t of forestry and irrig 
the Cx mmittee on Ag rriculture. 

Also. resolution of U iti d German Societies of New York, op- 
posing the iastearn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. — 

Also, resolutions of the United Commercial Travelers of America, 
of Brooklyn, N. Y., for amendment to the bankruptcy bill—t 
the Committee on the Judiciary 

Also, resolution of the the No rth Dakota Retail Hardware A 
sociation, in opposition to a parcels-post bill—to the Comn 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels, favoring a light-house on Outer Diamond 
Shoal, North (¢ ‘arolina—to the Committee « Livers a arbors, 

3y Mr. BEALL of Texas: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 


. fact rer 

















Temperance Union of Dallas, Tex., for passage of Hepburn bill 
to the Co a ae on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YE: : Pe tition of Fred Lamere and others. of Aitkin, 
Minn., i > Tmis ssion to construct a ditch between Spirit Lake 
and Diamond Lake, in Aitkin County, Minn.—to the Committ 
on Irrigation of Ari d Lands. 

Also (by request). memorial of rural letter carriers of Cam- 
bridge, Minn., praying for ¢ imum salary of $850 perannum, 
based on a grade scale—to Littee on the Post-Office and 





Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BENTON: Petition of George C. Abbott, M. D.. and 
others, of Exeter, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn bil 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petitions of E. N. Kinshaw and 43 ot] 
and of E. P. Stubbs and 11 others, of New Providence, 
to the Committee on th 
diciary. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: Petition of the Louisiana Bar Associa- 
tion, in favor of bill H. R. 10011—to the Committee on the Judi- 
clary. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: 
voters, and W. 
Tenne, for the 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of members of womer 
Tenn., for a national forest reserve in the White Mountains—to 
the Committee on the Public + Lands 

oy er. I RUNDIDGE : Petition of citiz ns of Rand 
Ark., in favor of the Brownlow good-roac 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of J. H. Slater and 19 others; I. D. Lewis and 


Petitions of J. W. Tipton : r 
H. Tipton and 23 other voters of Elizabethton, 


passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Com 


=u 


selnhs of Johnson Citv 


»h County, 


ls bill—to the C 


munit- 
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| 
26 a rs, of Heber, Ark., and J. E. Davis and 38 others, of Searcy, | dale; Alfred Birg Post, No. 492, of Andalusia; W. H. H. Lawton 


Ark.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on | Post, No. 488, of Griggsville: Cobden Post, No. 439, of Cobden: 
the Fadi iary. ats | George J. Meade Post, No. 444, of Chicago; Isaac McManus Post. 
\lso, protest of citizens of Reyno, Ark., against the parcels-post | No. 446, of Keithburg; Captain A. F. Knight Post, No. 460, of 


bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | Albany; Edwardsville Post, No. 461, of Edwardsville; Eph Scott 
By Mr. BURKE: Petitions of M. A. Willy = 46 others, and | Post, No. 464, of Mahomet; Macedonia Post, No. 469, of Mace- 
J.H. Wolf and 16 others, of Kimball, S. Dak., in favor of the Hep- | donia; _— Island Post, No. 473, of Blue Island; Colonel Raith 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the ‘Ju diciary. | Post, No. 587, of O'Fallon; Eugene Lyford Post, No. 603, of Port 
By Mr. BURKETT: Letterof F. C. Hayward, president of Hay- | Byron; Whipple Post, No. 414, of Kankakee; W. A. Babcock Post, 
ward Brothers’ Shoe Company, of Omaha, Nebr., in opposition to | No. 416, of Onarga; Nashville Post, No. 419, of Nashville; P, 
the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | Schooley Post, No. 418, of Watson; Tobias Butler Post, No. 428, 
Also, petitions of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Au- | of Bowen; Marissa Post, No..430, of Marissa; Timber Post, No. 
burn, Nebr., for the passage of a bill to prevent nullification of | 432, of Glasford; Reynolds Post, a 559, of Reynolds; Samuel 


State temperance laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | Akins Post. No. 566, of Cowden; James C. Lasater Post, No. 570, 
By Mr. BURLEIGH: Paper relating to claim of Charles H. | of Mill Shoals; Brown Culley Post. No. 571, of Thebes; Amboy 

Skillings, for additional pay, and paper relating toclaim of Frank | Post, No. 572. of Amboy; George Kriedler Post, No. 575, of Mil- 

Cowin, for additional pay—to the Committee on War Claims. | ledgeville; John A. Rawlins Post, No. 579, of Mulberry; Harry 


Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to James | Man Post. No. 582, of Okawville; Hiller Post, No. 585. of Grafton; 
Elders, and resolutions of Lewis H. Wing Post, No. 167, Grand | Samuel T. Hughes Post, No. 534, of Collinsville; Jordan Post, No. 
Ariny of the Republic, of Maine, favoring a serv ice-pension law— | 535,of Macon; General John A. Logan Post, No. 540, of Evanston; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Joseph P. Casey Post, No. 542, of Camp Point; Rochelle Post, No. 
By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of W. P. Mercer | 546, of Rochelle; Jacob E. Reed Post, No. 550, of Newton; W. ( 
and 44 other voters of Kennett Square, Pa., for passage of the | Baker Post, No. 551, of Stillman Valley; Robert Hale Post. No. 


Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 556, of rE Anna Post, No. 558, of Anna; Dick Gilmer Post, 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of F. N. Collins and other | No. 515, of Pittsfield; Luke Mayfield Post, No. 516, of Girard; 
citizens of Solomon, Kans., for passage of Hepburn bill—to the | J. L. P ok ‘Post, No. 518, = Crab Orchard; Rollin Taylor Post, 
Committee on the Judiciary. No. 524, of Chapin; J. Q. A. Jones Post, No. 526, of Havana; W. 


By Mr. CANDLER: Papers to accompany House bill for the | W. Burnett Post, No. 527, of Eldorado; Tom White Post. No. 529, 
relief of James F. Kellum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | of Mount Zion; S. T. Rogers Post, No. 531, of Elpaso, and David 
By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of F..B. Smith, M. D.,and 11 other | Hill Post, No. 532, of Elizabeth, all in I[linois, Grand Army of 


voters, and Rev. D. L. Bennett and 20 other voters, of Coventry, | the Republic, in favor of aservice-pension bill—to the Committee 
R. L., praying for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Commit- | on Invalid Pensions. 
tee on the Judiciary. By Mr. GREENE: Resolutions of the Massachusetts State 


By Mr. CASSEL: Resolutions of Captain Snow Post, No. 461, | Board of Trade, favoring the completion of the breakwater at 
Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of | Px int Judith—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Pleasant Grove, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com-| By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Rev. George W. 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. | Rey molds and other voters of Manchester, Conn., for the passage 

Also petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and | of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
certain voters of Millersville, Pa., for passage of the Hepburn By Mr. HEPBURN: Petitions of W. H. Marsh and 32 voters 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | of Nodaway, and W. A. Houck and 102 others, of Bedford, lowa, 

By Mr.CURRIER: Petition of James Cairns and 15 other voters, | praying for passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the 
and Charles 8. Parker and 21 other voters, of Concord, N. H., for | Judiciary. 
the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judi- | By Mr. HOGG: Petition of East Pueblo Woman’s Christian 
ciary. Temperance Union, of Pueblo, Colo., for the passage of the Hep- 

By Mr. DANTELS: Papers in support of bill H. R. 11304, grant- | burn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
ing an increase of pension to James Ferguson—to the Committee | By Mr. HOWARD: Petitions of J.T. Areeand others, and B. F. 
on Invalid Pensions. Daniel and others, of Union Point, Ga., for the passage of the 

Also, papers in support of bill H. R. 11833, granting a pension | Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
to Jennie B. Johnstone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of Lincoln Circle, of Og- 

By Mr. DOVENER: Affidavits in support of bill for relief of | den, Utah, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
kermelia F. Hudson—to the Committee on War Claims. | mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Resolutions of Harry Lee Post, No. 21,/ By Mr. HUFF: Petition of the Christian Civic Union (86 men) 
Grand Army of the Republic, of New York City, for the passage | of Greensburg, Pa., for the passage of the McCumber bill to for- 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | bid the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings— 

Also, resolutions of the United Commercial Travelers of Amer- | to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
ica, Brooklyn Council, No. 165, indorsing the proposed amend-| By Mr. HUNT: Resolutions of the Western Association of Shoe 
ment to the bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | Wholesalers, for maintenance of fair and reasonable rates of 

Also, resolution of Abel Smith-First Long Island Post, No. 435, | freight—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Grand Army of the Republic, New York, for the passage of a| By Mr. LILLEY: Resolution of Union Grange, No. 25. of South- 











service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | ington, Conn., in favor of an equitable good-roads bill—to the 
Also, resolutions of the Congress Club of Kings County, N. Y., Committee on Agriculture. 
favoring change in present system of carrying men and supplies| Also, petition of the Waterbury (Conn.) Indian Association, 


in United States transports—to the Committee on Interstate and | that land be granted to the landless Indians of northern Califor- 
Foreign Commerce. | nia—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association of New | By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Communication from the Thames 
York, approving a reduction of tax on aleohol—to the Committee | Towboat Company, of New London, Conn., relative to proposed 


on Ways and Means. | harbor at Cold Spring Inlet—to the Committes on Rivers and 
By Mr. FULLER: Resolutions of Chicago Board of Trade, in | Harbors. 


favor of bill H. R. 6273—to the Committee on Interstate and For- aa petition of pe meer Hurley era = Penngrove, 
eign Commerce. | N. J., protesting against the passxge of bill H. R. 7033—to the 
Also, petition of Rev. H. M. Bannen and 500 others, of Rockford, i on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
Nl., for passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the | Also, petition of American Association of Masters and Pilots of 
Judiciary. | Steam Vessels. for construction of a light-house on Outer Diamond 
By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of A. H. Warfield | Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
and 35 other voters of West Brookfield, and W. H. Thompson and | Also, petitions of Edwin A. Holmesand 15 others, of Mickleton; 
- l= the Commuties ee passage of the Hep- | —— ae re henge . oe ae ec : 
yurn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | others, o arksboro; hev.. shton and 23 others, of Col- 
By Mr. GRAFF: Resi lutions of Burden Post, No. 494, of Chan- | lingswood, and J. R. Mason and 30 others, of Collingswood, all in 
nahon; Samuel McAdams Post, No. 497, of Lorento; E. D. Kjttoe | New Jersey, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
Post, No. 502. of Galena; Irwin McDowell Post, No. 507, of East | mittee on the Judiciary. 
St. Louis; Coleman Post, No. 508, of Mount Vernon; Sandwich | By Mr. MARSHALL. Petition of Rev. D. Springer and : 














Post, No. 510, of Sandwich; E.S. Kelley Post, No. 513, of Wheaton; others, of Maselle, N. Dak., and of J. L. Ivey and 15 others, of 
Bogardus Post, No. 474, of W ashington: McCulloch Post, No. 475, | Granville, N. Dak., s favor of the Hepburn- Dolliver bill—to the 
of Earlville; Major Sam Hays Post, No. 477, of Summer Hill; | Committee on the Judiciary. 

Resaca Post, No. 478, of Genoa; James Mayes Post, No. 480, of By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Rev. R. A. French and 32 other 
Mount Erie; J. J. Anderson Post, No. 488, of Wayne City; V iola | voters, praying the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Commit- 
Post, No. 440, of Viola; G. W. Spencer Post, No. 489, of River- | tee on the Judiciary. 
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Ry Mr. OTIS: Petition of citizens of Mount Vernon and Port 
Che: r N.Y favor ring the pa issage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 





A — on the Judiciary. 
ALMER: Betition of Rev. R. B. Webster and 56 other 
of W ‘ikesbarre, E for the passage of the Hepburn b . 
t : Committee on the Judiciary. 


. Pi RTER: Resolution of the Union Steel Casting Com- 
of Pittsburg. Pa., in opposition to the eight-hour bil 

mit ee on Labor. 
petition of Typo; graphical Union No. 7, of Pittsburg, Pa. 


ipport of the anti-in junction bill—to the Committee on ft! 





. resolution of the North Dakota Retail Hardware Associ- 
4 trand Forks, N. Dak., in opposition to the parcels post 

1:1]--to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 
Also. resolution of the Scranton Board of Trade, of Scranton, 
favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee 

culture. 

), resolution of the American Association of Mast 
22 
































] rpveam Ve: is, fav ring r the constrm tion o f lig hi ie 7 
( r Diamond Shoal rth Carolina—to the Committee on 
jive and Harbs rs. 
Al ommunication from John Mellor, publisher of the Record, 
( burg, arty ion to bilis H. R. 7050 and 8. 1261—to the 
( ttee on the .Judiciary. 
Ir. RIXEY: P etition of Rev. W. R. Flannagan and 37 other 
{ Orange, Va., for the Hepburn bill—to the Comnnit on 
the Judiciary. 
Mr. ROBERTS: Resolutions of the Massach a 
ture, in faver of legislation to protect food fish fror 


dogfish—to the Committee on the Merchant Mari 
iso, resolutions of Old and a i of } 

favor of a national forest reserve i e White Mx 

Committee on the Public pamda. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of L. E. Ferguson, of 


f = against. r¢ striction in ca Irying parce 































wy iT- 
rier the > Con mr on the P ost-¢ Mftice. anu | Pos t-iu 
RUPPERT: Resol: ns of the United ¢ yeie- 
{ N w York City, in « ition to the Hepbu 
C t 
i r > Asso on of N 
% } ] ) 1e y 
‘ 
3’ Association of N 
. 1056—to the Commit- 
U 
t Phill unty, Kan 
f 
Ll i 





ae 


= 


and 21 Governmen ‘ 
epburn-Dollivs * bil —to the Comn 
_Dby Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of 
tion of New Haven. Conn., favering y } 
I relus ,atP int y 1+] tothe C immittee on R Tare and 7. 

r ge at Pot Judith—to tac Commitiee on Aivers and har 


petition of women’s clubs of Connecticut, favorin 
i ment of a national forest reserve in the White 
tains—-to. the Committee on Agriculture. 

_ Als ), resolutions of Union Grange, of Southington, Conn., for 
the passage of a bill for road improvements—to the Committee 
mn Agiiculture. 

Also, petition of the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal ! 
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tian Temperance Union of New Hampshire; of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of West Derry; of P. E. 
Meras, of Exeter; of sundry citizens of Littleton, Plaistow, Til- 
ton, Hampton Falls, and Dover, all in the State of New Hamp- 
shire, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the in- 
terstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago, Morgan Park, Duquoin, Kankakee, Lamoille, Wheaton, 
River, Forrest, Rockford, Aledo, Norris, Hoopeston, Laclede, 
Rogers Park, Rochelle, Cooksville, Prophetstown, Yorkville, and 
Mortonpark, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in- 
toxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Reformed 
Presbyterian Church of Houston; of the congregation of the Re- 
formed Presbyterian Church of Sparta; of the congregation of 
the First Presbyterian Church of Aledo, and of the congregation 
of the Zion Methodist Episcopal Church, of Grundy County, all 
in the State of Illinois, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections. 

Iie also presented a petition of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local 
Union No. 174, American Federation of Labor, of Joliet, Il., 
praying for the passage of the so-called ‘‘anti-injunction bill;”’ 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Assembly, 
American Federation of Labor, of Quincy, Ill., praying for the 
passage of the so-called ‘‘ eight-hour bill;’? which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Chicago, 
Springfield, Rockford, and Peoria, all in the State of Illinois, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called ‘‘ eight-hour bill ”’ 
and also the anti-injunction bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Joliet, Ros- 
lyn, and Sigel, all in the State of Dlinois, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called *‘ parcels-post bill;’’ which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chicago, Elgin, 
Mount Carmel, Centralia, Charleston, Momence, and Hebron, all 
in the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called 
‘“*Brownlow good-roads bill;’’ which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of Hecker Post, No. 443, of Belle- 
ville; of Pope Post, No. 411, of Pana, and of John Wood Post, 
No. 96, of Quincy, all of the Department of Illinois, Grand Army 
of the Republic; of the Union Veterans’ Union of Quincy; of the 
Chicago post-office civil war veterans, of Chicago; of George A. 
Wilson Circle, No. 49, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Peoria, and of Florence Nightingale Circle, No. 60, of Chicago, 
all in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART presented a petition of U.S. Grant Circle, No. 
26, Department of California and Nevada, Ladies of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, of San Diego, Cal., and of General O. M. 
Mitchell Post, No. 69, Department of California and Nevada, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Reno, Nev., praying for the 
enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG presented petitions of the Woman’s Missionary So- 
ciety of the Westminster Presbyterian Church, of Topeka; of 
sundry citizens of Moran, Topeka, Belpre, Galena, Effingham, 
Sumter, Shawnee, Eskridge, Jackson, Mount Ayr, Ottawa, Gar- 
nett, Solomon, Jennings, Phillipsburg, Pleasanton, and Lyons, 
all in the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liq- 
uors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a memorial of the Valentine & Weldon 
Company, of Trenton, N. J., and a memorial of the Trenton Pot- 
teries Company, of Trenton, N. J., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called ‘‘ eight-hour bill,’ and also the anti-in- 
junction bill; which were referred to the Commiitee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Young Peoples’ Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Springton, N. J., and a petition of sundry 
citizens of Blackwood, N. J., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Local Union, No. 
114, American Federation of Labor, of Newark, N. J., praying 
that an appropriation be made to increase the capacity of the 
Naval Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. McENERY (for Mr. Money) presented sundry papers to 
accompany the bill (S. 1211) for the relief of Eugenie Baptiste 
sole surviving heir of Francisco Krebs; which were referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTUS presented a petition of the Southern Branch of 
the National Dental Association, praying for the appointment of 
dental surgeons in the United States Navy; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the American Association of 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, of Camden, N. J., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the construction of 
a light-house on Outer Diamond Shoal, on the coast of North 
Carolina; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Jersey 
City, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the construction of a bridge across Newark Bay, in that State, 
and also for the completion of the harbor at Point Judith, R. 1; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Immigration Restriction 
League of Elizabeth, N. J., praying for the passage of the so- 
called ‘‘ Lodge immigration bill;’? which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Brunswick-Balke Collender 
Company, of New York City, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 
395, American Federation of Labor, of Plainfield, N. J., and of 
Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 267, American Federation of 
Labor, of Trenton, N. J., praying that an appropriation be mado 
to increase the capacity of the Naval Gun Factory at Washine- 
ton, D. C.; which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Fitz-Gibbon & Crisp Car- 
riage and Wagon Company, of Trenton, N. J., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called ‘‘ anti-injunction bill; ’? which 
was referred to the Committee on*the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Elizabeth, 
N. J., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Boiler Makers 
and Iron Ship Builder of New Jersey, praying for the enactm: 
of legislation to regulate shipping in the trade between ports of the 
United States and ports in the Philippine Islands, and also pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to create a commission to con- 
sider legislation for the development of the American merchant 
marine; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Flemington, N. J., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
——e liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Prairie 
Grove, Ark., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented memorials of sundry citizens of Phila- 
delphia and Harrisburg, Pa., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called ‘‘ eight-hour bill;’’ which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of E. F. Roberts Post, No. 437, De- 
partment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mis- 
hoppen, Pa., and of Philander Billings Post, No. 392, Department 
of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Nicholson, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oxford and Al- 
toona; of the Temperance Alliance of Oxford; of the congrega- 
tion of the Presbyterian Church of Conshohocken; of sundry citi- 
zens of Shiremanstown and Scranton; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Little Britain: of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance unions of Millersville and Bucks County; of sundry 
citizens of Mount Carmel; of the Young Men’s Christian Associa- 
tion of the United Brethren Church of Mount Carmel; of the 
Presbyterian Church and Methodist Episcopal Church of Mount 
Carmel; of the Lutheran Churgh and Church of God, of North- 
umberland County; of sundry citizens of Mount Carmel; of the 
Evangelical Church and the Reformed Church of Mount Carmel; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Makefield; of the 
Prohibition Alliance of Grover; of sundry citizens of Reading, 
and of the Ladies’ Aid Society of Winwood, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of General 
Milroy Post, No. 62, Department of Washington and Alaska, Grand 
‘Army of the Republic, of Washington, praying for the enactment 


of a service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. i . ia " 

He also presented a petition of the Dayton Business Men’s Asso- 
ciation, of Dayton, Wash., praying for the establishment of an 


eastern and western judicial district in that State; which was 
-eferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

" Mr. LODGE presented petitions of P. Stevens Davis Post, No. 
57. of Cambridge; of Washburne Post, No. 175, of Lancaster; of 
Kilpatrick Post, No. 71, of Holyoke; of H. V. Smith Post, No. 
140. of Massachusetts; of George K. Bird Post, No. 169, of Nor- 
wood: of Charles H. Stevens Post, No. 53, of Leominster; of 
Ward Post, No. 90, of Danvers; of Everett Peabody Post, No. 
108, of Georgetown; of E. B. Nye Post, No. 203, of Bourne; of D. 
Willard Robinson Post, No. 112, of Norwell; of Needham Post, 
No. 39, of Lawrence; of Captain Horace Niles Post, No. 110, of 
Randolph; of Sergeant Plunkett Post, No. 184, of Ashburnham; 
of Samuel Woods Post, No. 129, of Barre; of O. H. P. Sargent 
Post. No. 152, of Essex; of J. W. Lawton Post, No. 85, of Ware; 
of George S. Boutwell Post, No. 48, of Ayer; of G. C. Parker 
Post, No. 153, of Winchendon; of Joseph C. Wilder Post, No. 83, 
of Hanover; of Hartsuff Post, No. 74, of Rockland; of James 
A. Perkins Post, No. 156, of Massachusetts; of G. H. Maintien 
Post. No. 133, of Plainville; of J. C. Freeman Post, No. 55, of 


Provincetown; of Thomas G. Stevens Post, No. 26, of Roxbury; | 


of Theoron E. Hall Post, No. 77, of Holden; of General Sedg- 
wick Post, No. 17, of Orange; of Gettysburg Post, No. 171, of 
Boston; of Isaac Davis Post, No. 138, of Massachusetts: of A. 
St. John Chambre Post, No. 
Post. No. 102, of Milton; of George C. Strong Post, No. 166, of 
Easthampton; of General E. W. Hinks Post, No. 95, of Saugus; 
of Timothy Ingraham Post, No. 121, of Hyde Park; of Veteran 
Post, No. 194, of Reading: of Frederick Hecker Post, No. 21, of 
Boston; of Franklin Post, No. 60, of Franklin; of Major George L. 
Stearnes Post, No. 149, of Charlestown; of Bridgewater Post, of 
Bridgewater; of William Wadsworth Post, No. 165, of Duxbury; 
of Henry H. Johnson Post, No. 171, of Northfield; of Joseph P 
tice Post, No. 69, of Westminster; of General James L. Bates 


204, of Centerville; of Union Post, No. 50,of Peabody; of Henry C. 


ost, No. 118, of Swampscott; of Theodore Parkman Post, No. | other citizens of Bridgeport, Coun., remonstrating 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD— SENATE. 








72, of Stoughton; of H. F. Wolcott | 


| national forest reserve in the White Mou 
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interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the board of direct- 
ors of the Merchants’ Association of Indianapolis, Ind., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing an increase in the sal- 
aries of rural letter carriers; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr.. PLATT of Connecticut. I havea petition which I think, 
by reason of the eminence of the persons who have signed it, de- 
serves a little more than the passing notice which is usually given 
to petitions. It is a petition of citizens of Connecticut, in which 
they urge upon the Congress of the United States, through its 
Chief Executive, ‘‘that it use its good offices, in cooperation with 
the other Christian nations—England, France, and Italy—toward 
the speedy fulfillment of the treaty of Berlin of 1878, which guar- 
antees to those Christians humane rule and_ protection from law- 
lessness and traditional outrages;’’ which refers to the atrocities 
which have been perpetrated upon the Christians in Macedonia. 

This petition is signed by the governor, by the bishop of the 
Episcopal Church, and by numerous citizens of the State of Con- 
necticut, I think representing the best sentiment of that State. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Stamford, Conn., praying that an appropriation be made 
to increase the capacity of the Naval Gun Factory, at Washing- 
ton, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Stamford, 
Conn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti- 
injunction bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Womans’ Club of Enfield, 
Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to purchase a 


acne of. Nace lama 
Mains OL NeW riamp- 


| shire; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
| tions and the Protection of Game. 


Kinsley Post, No. 189, of Somerville, and of George G. Meade 
Post, No. 119, of Lexington, all of the Department of Massachu- | 
§ Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Massachusetts, | 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented sundry affidavits in support of the 
bill (S. 4624) granting anincrease of pension toJames W. Wheeler; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of T. J. Potter Post, No. 
epartment of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Cres- 
ton, lowa, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Washington 
and Guthrie Center, in the State of Iowa, praying for the enact 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
xi ig liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
1e Judiciary. 
Mr. HALE presented a memorial of Local Division, 2, A 
cient Order of Hibernians, of Portland, Me., remonstratin; 


LLCO PIA 






: 
é the ratification of an arbitration treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 





lso presented a petition of sundry citizens of Maine, pray- 
g for the passage of the so-called ‘‘ anti-injunction bill;’? which 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hallowell, Me., | 
\ying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against | 


. ReEep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of North Yar- 
mouth, Pittsfield, Bridgewater, Jonesport, Machias, Fairfield, 
New Sharon, Portland, Bingham, and Kingfield; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of New Sharon; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Fairfield, and of Local Grange 
No, 102, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pittsfield, all in the State of 
: e, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of the congregation of the 





First Methodist Episcopal Church of Elizabeth City, N. C., pray- | 


ing for aninvestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 


REED Soot, a Senator fromthe State of Utah; which was referred | 


to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Elizabeth City, 
N. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 


D 


He also presented a memorial of Price Lee & Co., of New 
Haven, Conn.,and the memorial of F.S. Buckingham and sundi 

; against the 

passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; 
the Committee on Education and Labor, 

He also presented petitions of the Norwich District Ministerial 


" 


Association of the Methodist EpiscopalChur 


which were 








: : 
‘ch, of Staiiord Spring 
: 















of sundry citizens of Waterbury, Wolcott, and Meriden; of - 
or ration of the Mai ' Baptist Church. of Meridez - of t 
congregati f the] EB nal ( reh« V ry: 
the congi rch of Meriden 
¥ ( ople’s Ne, eavor P \ l 
t reh of Groton; lristian , 







f Meriden, and of the c 
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praying for the enactment of 
transportation of intoxicat { 
Comunittee on the Judiciary 
He also presented a pet } 
Methodist Episcopal Ct 
the LD UCLUl 1t I 4 ~ I; t 
liquor lav V I i t ( mittee on J 
ciar} 
He also presented a petitioz : of ( 
Methodist Episcopal Chur rt 
| the enactment of legislation the sale of int 
liquors in all Government buildings; which was 1 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also presented the a lavit of Jos pn F. Kelly. of New 
| Haven, Conn., to accompany the bill (S. 4492) 1 ring tl 
of Joseph Kelly, late of Troop I, Second United States Caval 
the pension roll; which was referred to the Committee on Pe 
Mr. FRYE presented a. petition of sundry citizens of 
| Preston, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of a service-pe1 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensio: 
He also presented a petition of the Washington Nat il M 
| ment Society of the District of Columbia, praying t un 
priation of $2,500 be made to provide a room or incl re wit! ’ 
Washington Monument for the protection and acc 
visitors; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 


| 


ALLOTMENT OF INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. LONG. I present a memorial of citizens of the Indian 
| Territory in general convention assembled at Okmulgee, Jan ] 
19, 1904, through their duly authorized delegate, A. Grant Ey 

| together with petitions of various municipal and ecclesiastical 
| bodies, depositions of leading citizens, etc., relative to the removal 
| of restrictions upon the sale of surplus allotments, etc. I move 
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that the memorialand accompanying papers be printed as a docn- | 


ment and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BARD, fromthe Committee on Pablic Lands. to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3376) to authorize the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to acquire for the Government, by exchange of public lands, 
the ownership 
the State of California, rep« 
mitted a report thereon. 


rted it without amendment, and sub- 


Mr. STEW ART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 2705) for the relief of the wandering 


American-born Indians of Rockyboy’s band, Montana, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 337 
66 of the act of June 8, 1872, entitled ‘‘An act to revise, consoli- 
date, and amend the statutes relating to the Post-Office Depart- 
ment,’ reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 


9) to amend section | 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The adverse report of the com- 


| mittee will be agreed to, and the petition will be postponed in- 


whom was referred the bill (S. 842) to correct the military record | 


of Esau Henkle, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported an amendment authorizing the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, in their discretion, to grant leave of 
absence, with pay, not to exceed thirty days to any individual in 
any one year, to regular employees above the grade of skilled 
laborer, appointed directly by the Commissioners, whose services 


are continuous but who receive per diem compensation and have | 


been in the service of the District one year, intended to be pro 
posed to the District of Colambia appropriation bill, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed: which was agreed to. 

He also, from the 


same committee, to whom was referred the | 


amendment submitted by himself on the 25th instant, proposing | 


to increase the appropriation for the salary of the fire marshal of 
the District of Columbia from $1.200 to $1,800. intended to be 


; ; & ‘ : « Nrongw +4 } . \y | 

rroposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, reported | t. . 

pros ; ? Pi Dp and hygenic conditions are a menace to health. The danger of collapse under 
| any excessive weight is very great, and on account of the wooden construa 

| tion of the interior its collapse would probably occur without warning. We 


favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 1st instant, proposing to 
appropriate $10,000 to provide for the removal of snow and ice 


| compelled to rent two buildings now, 


from the streets, cross walks, and gutters of the District of Co- | 


lumbia, submitted a favorable report thereon. and moved that it 


be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; | 


which was agreed to. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 


following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and | 


submitted reports thereon: 


Washington, D. C.; and at 
A pill (S. 4419) in relation to contracts with the District of 
Columbia. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- | 


lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3869) for the extension 
of Albemarle street, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam directed by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2051) to au- 
thorize the purchase of lands in the Indian Territory under cer- 
tain conditions, to report it adversely. The Senator from Texas 
{Mr. Barry] takes an interest in this bill, and I am quite sure 
that he would wish to have it placed upon the Calendar with the 
adverse reports 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar with the adverse report. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3338) to amend and codify the laws re- 
lating to municipal corporations in the district of Alaska, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1654) for the relief of Theodore F. 
Northrop, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. FORAKER. On November 17, 1903, the Senator from 
Missouri {Mr. CocKRELL] presented a petition of the Union sol- 
diers of Gentry County Missouri Home Guards, praying for the 
correction of the rolls of their regiment so as to show their muster 
in to have been June 1, 1861, instead of August 28, 1861, and had 
it referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

I am directed by that committee to submit an adverse report 
thereon, and to move its indefinite postponement, 


The bill will be placed on the 


| it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
‘f the private lands within certain public parks in | 


definitely. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 819) to quitclaim aj] 
interest of the United States of America in and to all of square 
1131, in the city of Washington, D. C., to Sidney Bieber, reported 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on the District of Colum 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2710) for the opening of 
connecting highways on the east and west sides of the Zoological 
Park, District of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3638) to relieve Orville B. Merrill, late 
captain Company I, Thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, 0 
the charge of dishonorable dismissal, reported it without amend 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. SCOTT. From the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, in response to a resolution of the Senate introduced by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] December 15 last, 
directing that committee to inquire as to the safety of the old 
Government Printing Office, so called, and whether any persons 
are, orare likely to be, employed therein by the Government under 
circumstances involving their personal safety, Iam directed, as 
representing the subcommittee of the whole committee, to sub- 
mit the following report: 


Your committee, to whom was referred the matter of investigating and 
reporting on the condition of the building at the corner of North Capito l 
H streets NW., known as the “ old Printing Office,” beg leave to report and 
recommend as follows: 

That after as thorough examination as we were able to make of the struc- 
ture, we found that the walls of the building are 17 inches thick at the bottom 
and 9 inches thick at the top; that it has four stories and, with the exception 
of the walls, is entirely of wood. The walls are laid with lime mortar, no « 
ment being used whatever, and are cracked in several places from top to 
bottom. The roof is not trussed, and it is pushing the walls out of line 
stead of tying them together, as it should. The floors are all in bad co 
tion, and many of the floor joist are showing indications of dry rot. All 
through the building it has been necessary to place supports for the floors to 
support the weight, the walls not being strong enough forthat purpose. The 
whole inside structure is of very inflammable material, making the danger 
of fire very great. The means of exit are very poor, and the ventilation 





are 


are of opinion that the building is unsafe, unhealthy, and dangerous in its 
present condition, and that it should not be used for the heavy machinory 
and fixtures of a printing oflice. Weare informed that the Public Pria‘ er 
at the rat $5,000 per annum, to at 
ford the necessary eS for the work of his office, and every inch of the avail 
able space of the old Printing Office is in use. In view of these facis, 
recommend as follows: 

That the old Printing Office be torn down and a new building erected « 
the site, to beseven stories in height and to correspond with the new Printing 
Office as far as possible. It would be impossible, 1n our judgment, to use any 
part of the old structure, for the reasons above set fort!. 

That the annex to the old building and the machine shop in the rear be : 


Vea 


3 of 


lowed to remain as they are, to be used for storage purposes. 
A bill (S. 4033) to authorize the abandonment of W street NE., | 


That the Superintendent of the Capitol be instructed to make an estimate 
of the cost of taking away the old structure and replacing it with a new 
building to conform with the new Printing Office and to report the same t 
this committee as early as possible. 

N. B. Scorrt, 


A. C. LATIMER, 
Subcommittee. 
FEBRUARY 9, 1904. 


Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from West Virginia what 
the fact turned out to be as to whether persons are now or were 
at the time of the adoption of the resolution employed in the buil.- 
ing, and the number so employed? 

Mr. SCOTT. There area great many employed there. 
not able to state the number, but I should say 100. 

Mr. HOAR. If I understand the report, then, the statement is 
that hundreds of human beings, who are of course employces 0! 
the Government and compelled to go there whether they will or 
no, on pain of losing there places, are employed in a building 
which is in a most dangerous condition and unfit or unsafe for 


I am 


| human beings to occupy in that way. 


The committee. who seem to have done their duty with ad- 


|mirable thoroughness and fidelity, recommend that there be 


| some estimates made for a new building. 


| 


| 


But in the meantime 
the present dangerous condition of the very worthy and merito- 
rious persons seems to be continued, perhars for a year or two. 
If the Senator will pardon me, his report reminds me a little of 
what happened in the supremecourt of Massachusetts some years 
ago, when I was practicinglaw. They held court at Northampton 
and went over to Mount Holyoke, where there is an elevator which 
takes travelers up the side of a steep rock a hundred or two hun- 
dred feet. to save the difficulty of climbing. . The judges, as 
judges are apt to be, were nearly all of them rather corpulent 
men. Six or seven got into the elevator at once. They saw that 
the rope which held the car in which they went was very much 
frayed, and they asked the manager if he did not think it was a 





Shere 
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little unsafe. ‘‘ Yes,” the manager said, “it is wholly unsafe 
and likely to break every minute, but we are going to havea new 
ne next “Monday.”’ ([Laughter.] 
. PRESIDENT pro tempore. Should not the report be re- 
{ = to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, being 
report of a subcommittee? 
r, SCOTT. It isreported back from the Committee on Public 
Ruildings and Grounds in answer to a resolution of the Senate. 
resolution was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds and the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
LATIMER] and myself were appointed a subcommittee to make 
rson nal investigation, which we did. This is our report, and 
we e ordered by the committee to make it to the Senate this 
rl ak 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will simply be 
print 1, then. ? ’ 

\Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to appear to be an | 
alarmist, and I do not wish to be talking about matters that do 
not come within any personal duty of mine as a representative of 
a committee; but with the history of the Ford’s Theater building 
fresh in our memory, since I was in public life, a building belong- 
ing to ‘the Government, occupied by Government employec es, who 
were there against their will, young women and young men in 
the prime of life being killed or wrecked in that accident, and 
with the recent terrible tragedy at Chicago fresh in our memories, 
that the Government of the United States, the wealthiest human 
organization on the face of the earth, whether Government or | 
other. allows such a condition of things as that described in the re- 
port which has just been made, when the Senator reports that for 
various reasons this building, which contains heavy machinery 
and heavy burdens 

Mr. SCOTT. Books. 

Mr. HOAR. Books, the heaviest things most likely to be stored 
there, with rotten timbers and an imperfect roof, and all wood ex- 
cept the walls, liable to fall in a minute, with an imperfect exit 
in case of fire, highly inflammable, so that the Senator who has 
made the examination would not be surprised if within an hour 
the news should come that the building had fallen from its own 
we cig) t, or if within an hour the news should come that a fire had 
caught there under circumstances preventing the escape of the 
bi undreds of persons we are keeping there at work, I think we 
ought to give those employees a vacation without loss of pay on 
til ve get a better place for them to work; and, although it would 
be a e rrific public calamity, even if the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD, 
which, however, is not printed in that building, I suppose, but is 
un a : 


4 





the same department, were also to take a vacation and we | 


shot ld not have any more speeches printed for the next few months, | ¢ 


I think we ought to do it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Massa- | 
chusetts disclaimed any purpose of being an alarmist, but I think 
there would have been a rapid exodus from some portions of the | 
Government Printing Office if his speech could have been heard 
by the employees. 

Now. Mr. President, I do not share to any very large extent the 
apprehensions that agitate the mind of tl.¢ distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me,I only stated what 
isin the report. I know nothing about it myself. 

r.GALLINGER. We have heard this from time to time for 
ni we twenty years. It was my province when a Member of the 
other House, in the Forty-ninth Congress, to be on a committee | 
which made a very thorough inves scigation of the Government 
Printing Office. There were, I think, some 3,000 employees at | 
that time in the old building. Since that time we have con- 
structed two new buildings, and we now have the largest printing | 
ofiice in the world. 

The report comes to us now that there is not room for the em- | 
ployees or for the machinery, notwithstanding we have spent, I 

suppose, a couple of million dollars, more or less, on new buildings. 
The old building is beyond doubt in a state of partial decay, as 
all old buildings are; and I am glad that two distinguished Sena- 
tors have taken up the matter and made an investigation. 

sut it seems to me that before we advertise to the men and wo- | 

men who are employed in that building that their lives are in | 
momentary danger we ought to have an investigation by experts, 
who could determine whether there is any possibility of the build- 
ing falling or not. I have great confidence in the Senator from 
West Virginia in certain lines, but I have not any more confi- | 
de nce in his judgment in reference to the safety or unsafety of a | 
public building than I have in my own, and I have not a particle 
of confidence in my own judgment in that regard. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that if this matter could be put 
in such shape that the Senate would ask for an investigation by 

experts, by gentlemen connected with the Engineer Corps of the 
Arm} y and the Superintendent of this building, we would get the ! 
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| of such an alarming state of a 


| they thought it was 


| willing to stake my reputation on what little I do know ab 


| determine the eters he has called attention to; but I will say 


| to geta building in such an uns: 


true facts in the case, and that pending that we ought not to send 


| out to the country statements so alarming as the one which has 


been made by the Senator from Massachusetts. There are not 
many more employees there than there were in 1887, when that 
very noted investigation was made, covering all the details of the 
Government Printing Office at that time, and I can not conceive 
ffairs in view of the fact that since 
that time we first constructed a building under t} uperintend- 


| ency of the War Department, which is there now, and since then 


have constructed that magnificent Printing Office building, whic! 
of course is safe in every particular. 

If heavy machinery remains in the old building, it seems to me 
it might be removed. If books are stored there, they certainly 
could be removed. Put pending a thorough, careful, and scien- 
tific investigation of the conditions of the building, I must enter 
my protest against so alarming astatement going out to the coun- 
try, involving, as it does, the honor of the Nati mal Congress in its 
relations to its employees, and saying to the country that we 
absolutely negligent ina matter which iny bens ae nan life. 

I hope, Mr. “Preside nt, that whatever disposition may be made 
of this matter, it will result ina careful inv shania m on the part 
of very competent men, whose judgment on the subject w ill 1 
conclusive, and if such report comes here, that we may then take 
immediate steps to remove the employees from the building. that 
it may be razed to the ground and a ne nstructed in 
its stead. 

Mr. ‘PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, if it be not dis- 
agreeable to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I 
move that the report be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will allow me, I do not believe the 
Senator from Connecticut means that as any reflection on the 
committee. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I said if it was not 
disagreeable to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I should like to say a word. The 
distinguished Senator from New Hampshire would like to have 
an investigation made by experts. I do not claim to be anexpert, 
although I have been engaged in erecting a great many buildings 
in my life, many of them suitable for heavy machine ry. I know 
a little something about a building. When the joist under ra floor 


1 





w building « 





Lis 


Not at all. 


| where it rests ona 9-inch wall is partly rotten, with d rot. I 
| know that that floor is not safe. 


I do not need an expert ti yt tell me 


that that joist is rotten. I do not need an expert to tell me that 


| a 9-inch wall is not sufficient to carry heavy machiner y, esp cially 


when that machinery is in motion, and the working of the 
tce., naturally jars and continually shakes the building. 
Now, Mr. President, the Public Printer and his assistants have 
moved the heavier machinery into places in that building where 
more safe for it to be. They have moved a 
great deal of the heavy weight, books and materials, into a more 
safe place in the building to take the weight off the uprights] 
ing the floor above. For instance, take the uprig! 
ond fleor, supporting the third floor; they tore away the boards of 
the floor, and — found the end of those su pports rotted off with 
dry rot. They are — engaged in splicing them, putting addi- 
tional pieces under them. 
If the Senator from New Hampshire wants an expert to find 
that out, of course I have no objection, but I do know (and I am 


shafts, 








about 
buildings) that that is a very unsafe building. I do not say tl 
the building is going to fall down in twenty-four hours or in ten 
years, but I say that it is not a safe building. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator will 
permit me, I will respond to him that I do not want an expert to 
the Senator that it requires a great deal of that kind of thi 
» condition that it will fall to 








ground. They have been repairing that building from yea 
year; they are repairing it now; and I know of no reason 
| that large machinery can not be for the main part removed from 


| that building, and all the books taken out of the building if 


necessary. 

I will ask the Senator if it is not a fact that a very larg 
portion of that m: ichinery has be 
the building? 

Mr. SCOTT. A great deal of it has be 
ator will allow me, it is not stat either ] 
said in my remarks, that the building is going tofalldown. I re- 
marked that it might stand for ten years, but I should not care to 
work in it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I withdraw the motion I made. 
I think perhaps it would not be agreeable to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grou nds. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this matter of the Public Print- 


nremoved. If theS 


Lin the report 
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ing Office is not a newone. We have had a contest about the | The gentleman who constructed the new building is an expert 


Public oe Office for twenty years, as the Senator from New 
Hampshire has stated. All have agreed for many years that the 
present P rinting Office is not fireproof, and that in that sense it 
is in more or less danger; and we all have known that it was wise 
to erect a new office for the Public Printer as rapidly and as soon 
as practicable. 

So, after Congress finally settled that a new building was to be 
constructed on the old site, there was at once commenced the re- 
construction of a new Printing Office. The first thing that was 
done was to put a wing on the west side of the printing office, 
completely fireproof. That building, I think, is seven stories high, 
and there was aon ed into it the heavy machinery of the Printing 
Office. 

That being done, the Committee on Appropriations immediately 
made provision for the construction of a new building for the 
Public Printer. That new building could not be built in a day 
or in a year, nor could the employees of that office be permitted 
to go into rented quarters so that the entire building could be 
torn down; therefore the southern portion of that building was 
torn away gradually and the new and imposing structure which 
is now completed was put up in its stead. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator omits to state what is a very 
important matter—that a large additional tract of land was pur- 
chased and the building was extended to a very considerable ex- 
tent, I think doubling its capacity. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nearly doubling its capacity. 
of construction of 


I 


Now, the work 
that new building is, I understand, completed. 
It cost, I think, nearly $2,000,000, and it is complete in every par- 
ticular. I speak of this matter from knowing something about 
it, because it was brought to the attention of the Committee on 
Appropriationsevery year. The old building, which is now under 
considerati 
cient structure. It has been repaired from time to time to make 
it safe, and I think that if the committee who examined this sub- 
ject will state what they know about it, they will say that every 
possible precaution is found there to prevent fire or to deal with 
fire should it occur. Ido not believe there is a building in this 
city that has as many and such effective appliances to deal with 
fire as that old structure has. 

It has been understood all the time, as far as I know, that as 
soon as this new structure was completed the work of tearing 
down the north end of the printing office could be begun, and I 
think it ought to be begun; but I do not believe it is necessary 
for us to either express or have any great alarm as to th2 immi- 
nent danger of that building. Of course itis growing older all 
the time, as some of us are, and it needs repairs and care. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Sena- 
tor from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Isugegest to the Senator whether, perhaps, 
the resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts, and the report | 
made in response to it by the Senator from West Virginia may not 
so call attention to the situation as to lead to precautions being 
taken which will properly secure the safety of the employees for 
the time being. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt it will have that effect, but 
my information is, or, rather, my observation has been, that every 
possible precaution against fire has been already provided for, 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will say to the Senator from Iowa that every 
precaution has been taken against fire, but the Senator well knows 
that old, rotten wood—boards—burn very quickly even when the 
very greatest care is being used. The building, if he will allow 
me, has been propped; that is, it had extra rows of studding put 
through and uprights put under them in order to hold up the floor. 

It was the intention of the committee, as the chairman has sug- 
gested, only tocall attention to the fact that that part of the build- 
ing facing on North Capitol street and the L on H street that the 
Senator refers to should at as early a date as possible be taken 


down. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is valuable information for the Senate, 


and I agree with that portion of the report, although, if I was | 


wholly out of employment and desired some congenial occupa- 
tion, 1 for myself would be willing to risk it in that old build- 
ing for a few months orevena few years, untila new construction 
could be completed. Therefore it is that I want to second the 
suggestion made by the Senator from New Hampshire that it is 
not really necessary at this moment that we should create such 
an alarm as respects the np a es who are in that building that 
they will at once scamper away from it and fear that if they stay 
in ita month they will lose their lives. 
such danger. 


ion, on the north side of the office, of course, is an an- | 


I do not think there is | 


in construction, and I should be willing to intrust to him, as | am 
| sure the Public Printer will be willing to intrust to him, the mak- 

ing of such repairs as may be necessary in that building to protect 

the lives and comfort of the employees until such time as anew 
building can be constructed. I hope that construction will take 
place at an early day, and [ understand that already preliminary 
plans are being made to that end. When that time comes the 
Committee on Appropriations will undertake to present to the 
Senate the appropriation of such sums of money as will commence 
the construction of the building. Therefore I am quite willing 
to have this matter rest where it is, and I am sure it will have 
proper attention in due time, 

We are just now engaged in a great question as respects p ul 
buildings in this District. If we were to undertake the builii 
of all of them at this moment, it would cost a very large sum of 
money to make the necessary constructions. 

For one I do not share the alarm of the committee that has 
made this report as to the great danger of the building. If there 
is such danger, money will be provided, and I am sure that archi- 
tects and mechanics can be found who will hold up the building 
until a new structure can be completed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I myself think this inquiry and dis- 
cussion have been pretty healthy and have done great good. Isup- 
pose it is all true that the Senators have spoken, especially the 
Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Iowa, and 
there is not very great probability that any tragedy will happen 
in that building before something can be done, edits aevtain’ ly 
ought to be done, and that it ought to be done promptly I su 
pose both Senatorsagree. But I suppose, from the account given 
by the committee in its report, that this building would not now 
stand the inspection of the fire inspector in any considerable city 
in the United States. Further, so far as I understand it, t 
report is no more favorable than would have been the report of 
a like examination of Ford’s Theater, or of the theater in Chicago, 
which was the condition of every theater there. If the Senator 
had known the condition of the Chicago theater and if he had 
been invited that afternoon to go there, he would have said: 
“Well, it is all right to point out these difficulties; but I guess I 
shall take the risk one night. Thechances are one in a thousand.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. So far as my knowledge extends, this old build- 
ing has in it every possible precaution against fire, which was not 
true at all in the case suggested by the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no doubt that is true. 

Mr. ALLISON. Everything is provided there that ingenuity 
and skill can provide to prevent fire in that building. 

Mr. HOAR. Except the building itself. Now, it is not quite 
| logical to have a children’s school over a powdermill and say that 
every possible precaution human ingenuity can take has been 
taken against that powdermill’s explosion. Do not put the chil- 
dren there. E very precaution has been taken against fire except 
| the precaution of not having a building so inflammable that | 
will burn like tow if it catches fire. There is the trouble with the 

matter. 
Mr. ALLISON. There is no powder stored there. 
Mr. HOAR. I know there is no powder stored there. 
Mr. President, I offered the original resolution as a pure reso- 
| Intion of inquiry, at the request of a good many people whose lives 
are exposed in that building and without myself knowing how the 
building was used or anything about it. All I know about the 
matter now is from the report of a subcommittee, made by an 
eminent business man, who says he has had large experience 
| construction. Iam not responsible for its correctness or other- 
wise, but that is the way it was given to me. 

It seems to me to be my duty to call attention to what that re- 
port says. andif in the judgment. of Senators of such excelle! 
judgment as those who have spoken, who themselves know : 
about the matter, the condition of things, while not one whi 
should be submitted to permanentiy, warrants the risk of remo 
danger and remote probability of trouble there, of cour se ve ~. 
pose their judgment will be acquiesced in. But the condition of 
alarm, to which my friend from New Hampshire [ Mr. GALLINGER] 
has ere I think I can affirm already exists in a good many 
minds. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single additional word 
This matter has been talked about for nearly twenty yeat 
and on, and I think it has been very much exaggerated in 
minds of some people. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] alluded to the 
old Ford’s Theater. The Senator will remember that that build- 
ing fell because some careless men undermined it. This Capitol 
would fall under similar circumstances. Ford’s Theater was an 
old building, it is true, but the workmen dug under the founda- 
tions, and the building collapsed. 
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I think that a great service has been performed in calling atten- 
tion to this matter, and I wish to give the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts my thanks and the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. | 
| Commerce and Labor to appoint a 


Scorr] my thanks. : 

[ want to say one thing further. The Senator has alluded to 
the unfortunate affair that occurred in Chicago a few weeks ago. 
Mr. President, the subject of protecting the public from such 
catastrophes has been before the Committee on the District of 
(‘olumbia, to my knowledge, during the entire time I have served 
+1) that committee, which is now almost thirteen years. 
investigated the public buildings in Washington from time to 

. and a recent investigation, in response to a resolution sub- 
‘tted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAs], which is now in 
»int. shows that, so far as the theaters in this city are concerned, 
they are as safe as human ingenuity can make them; and a re- 
cent inspection by the fire marshal of the churches and school- 
houses in this city brings to me verbally the same assurance. 
We have not been neglectful of our duty in that regard; and I 


want it to go out to the country, not quite in the language of the 


We have | 


c.nator from Massachusetts, in reference to this printing house, | 


in reference to all our buildings here, that there is probably 
ity in the Union that has given such careful attention to the 
details of building construction and safety of the buildings in 


which people congregate as has been given in the city of Wash- | 


ton. Itis a great gratification to me that that is the fact. 

\Ir. President, the Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLIson] has stated 

5s matter exactly as it stands. This old building will in due 
time, and I trust before long, be removed, and a new structure 

put on that site. We have greatly enlarged the facilities of 
that Printing Office during the last few years. 
increased, and the employees to a limited extent have increased. 
| think we have doubled the capacity of that building in the two 


| William S. Livingston; which was read twice by its 


The business has | 


tructures which have been placed there at, I think, a cost of | 


ilmost $3,000,000 in the total, and as speedily as possible this 
atter will be taken up, pending which I feel sure that that build- 
ing can be repaired in a way that will make it absolutely safe to 
the employees. 
That is what I want to have appear, so that those employees 
ay not be panic-stricken every time they enter that building, 
because personally I should certainly have no fear if I were em- 
ployed in that structure. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


dent to place the name of Adam K. Baylor on the retired list of 
he United States Navy with the rank of mate, United States 
Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4600) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to procure medals for the members or the legal heirs of the 
deceased members of the Worth Infantry and York Rifles, who 
were the first fully armed and equipped soldiers to do active serv- 

in response to President Lincoln’s call for 75,000 volunteers, 

for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, 
vith the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4601) granting an increase of pen- 
n to Urbanus Hubbs; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


A AS fete 


r 


ir. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 4602) grant- 
an increase of pension to Hiram Imus; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
minittee on Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4603) to modify the mining laws 
licable to the district of Alaska, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ter- 
I ries. 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 4604) granting an increase of 
pension to Frances E. Kent; which was read twice by its title, 
aud referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

‘ir. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 4605) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles R. Schmidt; which was read twice by its 

, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
iittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4606) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward G. Horne; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 4607) granting an increase of 
nsion to Jonathan B. W. Bennington; which was read twice by 
st itle, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. aa 

_ Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4608) appropriating 
>20,900 for a textile and agricultural exhibit by the Government 
of the United States at Cape Town, South Africa, during the 
mouths of December, 1904, and January, 1905; which was read 
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twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
and Forestry. : 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4609) to authorize the Secretary of 


on Agriculture 


de puty collector of customs at 
Manteo, N. C.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced the iollowing bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claim 

A bill (S. 4610) for the relief of the estate of Esidore Cohn, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 4611) for the relief of the Bank of Rutherfordton. in 
the State of North Carolina (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4612) for the relief of William C. Rains (with ac- 
companying papers). 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4613) granting a pension 
to William T. Carliel; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4614) granting an increase of ps 
sion to Joseph Reed; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4615) for the relief of the 
heirs of Sidney W. Spears, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 4616) for the relief of 


N- 
ik 


ili, « 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4617) for the relief of C. B. 
Clenny; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Health and 
National Quarantine. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4618) granting an increase of } 


. . , . * . , t 
sion to William Varnes; which was read twice by its title, and, 


a6 
sviC- 


en- 


with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4619) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Anna L. Bartleson; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


Pensions. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 4620) to amend section 8 of an 
act approved April 15, 1902, authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Parkville, Mo.: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


; Commerce. 
Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4599) to authorize the Presi- | 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4621) granting an incre: I 
sion to George Draper; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 4622) to amend section 2305 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 4623) to authorize the Secre- 


tary of the Interior to extend the trust period provided for in 
patents for lands in Utah entered as homesteads by Indians of thé 
Shoshone tribe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on Indian Affairs. ; 
Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4624) grantine an in- 


crease of pension to James W. Wheeler; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 4625) for the relief of 
John Holderby; which was read twice by its title. and, with ¢ 
accompanying paper,referred to the Committee on Military Affais 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4626) for the relief of Thomas 
McGrath; which was read twice by its title, and. with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 7 i 
beth Sadler; which was read twice 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4628) granting a pension t illiat 
P. Edson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to th 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 4629) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Benson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 4630) granting an i if pen 
sion to John Lindt; which was read twice by i t vad 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 4631) for the relief of t 
legal representatives of Joseph H. Maddox, deceased; which 3 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Cor on ims, 

Mr. STEWART introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 52) author- 


izing the Secretary of the Interior to use so much of the amount 
appropriated by the act approved February 18, 1904( Public } ; 


as may be necessary for clerical work and labor « 
the sale and leasing of Creek lands and the leasing of Cherok: 

lands in Indian Territory; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commi: in- 
dian Affairs, 
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AMENDMENT TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment proposing to 


appropriate $5,000 for the improvement of Twenty-second street 
from Decatur place to S street NW., in the city of Washington, 
D. C., intended to be proposed by him to the District of Colum- 
bia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 


the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
J. HUDSON KIBBE. 
Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 


tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate Senate bill 167, granting an 


increase of pension to J. Hudson Kibbe. 
BLACK WARRIOR RIVER BRIDGE, ALABAMA, 


PETTUS. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
orem nt consideration of the bill (H. R. 7288) to authorize the 
Mobile and West Alabama Railroad Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Black Warrior River, in Tuscaloosa 
County, Ala., in section 3, township 21 south, range 9 west of 
Huntsville meridian. 


There being no objection, the Senate, 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


Phe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BUILDING FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ETC. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I movethat the $ 
sideration of Senate bill 1508. - 

Phe prpeseenensy ie pro tempore. 
moves to proc 
will be naied. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1508) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection thereon of a public building to be used 
fora Department of State, a Department of Justice, and a De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. QUARLES. The Senator from Indiana has kindly con- 
sented to yield to me for a moment, that I may secure considera- 
tion of a bill which will not lead to debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first put the 
question on the motion of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I hope that question will 
not be put until I can make an explanation as to why I think the 
motion should not be adopted. It is not a debatable proposition, 
I believe, but I think there are reasons why the bill ought not to 
be taken up just at this time. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] is absent, and is 
very much interested in this bill, as he is in all similar matters, 
and I do not suppose he will be here to-day. My information is 
that he will not be. I hope, therefore, that the bill will not be 
taken up until the Senator from Maryland may have an opportu- 
nity to be present. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I always like to accommodate the Senator 
from Maryland, for whom I have the highest possible esteem, but 
I have desired the Senate to consider this measure for some time, 
and have yielded because of the pressure of other business, Yes- 
terday I gave notice that I should move this morning to take up 
the bill. It is very important that action should be had soon if 
we are to accomplish anything. 

The Senator from Missouri understands very well that the ses- 
sion is fast fading away, and unless a measure like this, which 
needs the action of the other House, is considered here promptly, 
it might as well not be considered at all. 

The Senator from Mz aryland said nothing to me of his desires 
in relation to this bill or as to the necessity of his absence. We 
know that it is difficult to have here at all times all the Senators 
who are interested in any particular measure; and so I hope the 
Senator from Missouri will consent to the taking up of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, to be frank with the Sena- 
tor, I think that it probably would hasten action on the bill if 
some delay is permitted. I am satisfied the Senator can not pass 
the bill to-day in the absence of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 3 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that if the Senator presses the bill 
now, it will necessarily lead to unnecessary discussion, because I 
know a number of Senators who feel that the Senator from Mary- 
land ought to have an opportunity to be heard on this matter. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Does not the Senator think it would be 
better for the Senator from Maryland to communicate with Sen- 
ators in charge of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not seen the Senator from Maryland 
for two or three days and do not know whether or not he is in the 
city, or whether he has had information of the notice which was 
given by the Senator from Indiana last evening. 


senate proceed to the con- 


The Senator from Indiana 
ed to the consideration of a bill the title of which 


The question is on the motion 





as in Committee of the | 





Mr. FAIRBANKS. Does the Senator from Missouri kn 
when the Senator from Maryland will be in the Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not say, but I suppose he will be 
here on Monday. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. . Mr. President, does the Senator think ; 





h 
is quite fair to delay a measurein which many are interested an] 
to which they have given ‘considerable attention upon sO vagtie a 
suggestion as that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is proceeding | 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that, and that is the reason [ 


asked leave to be heard upon it. 
debatable. 

I think the better way would be for the Senator from Indiana 
to give notice to that effect if he wants to call up the bill on M: 
day or Tuesday morning. I do not know that there will be a 
appropriation “bill that will then be in the way, or any other 
privileged question. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The honorable Senator from Missouri is 
himself a member of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. And he knows there are large appropria 
tion bills before his committee which are liable to come inti 
Senate almost any day. Now, will the Senator agree, on behalf 
of the Appropriations Committee, that this bill may be take 
on Monday and disposed of then? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I could not agree to that because I do n 
represent anything more than a small minority of the Approy ypr 
tions Committee; but if there is any bill which is liable to « 


I know the proposition is not 


1 


| from the Committee on Appropriations before the middle or last 


of next week. I do not know anything about it. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President 
Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to make an obserya- 





| tion? 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Certainly. 
Mr. HALE. I had hoped that we might have received the 
naval appropriation bill from the other House, so that the pr: 


| ing of the committee could be had on it to-morrow, in order tht 
| the bill might be reported on Monday; but looking over the de! 
| in the House yesterday and finding that the bill has been b 


means finished, I am entirely satisfied that we shall not only : 
be able to report that bill on Monday, but that we shall not 
able to get it before Monday. So we shall not have an appropr 
tion bill then in the way of the Senator. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] spoke to me a 
the bill of the Senator from Indiana. The Senator from End 
had given notice once before, and then was called away, 
matter fell out. The Senator from Maryland, whom I may « - 
as to matters relating to public buildings here, an old hat 
the bellows, takes a great deal of interest in these measures 

I see foree in what the Senator from Missouri {[ Mr. C \CKREL 
has said, and I should be very glad to have the matter go o 
until Monday, and either the Senator from Missouri or I \ 
notify the Senator from Maryland that the Senator from Indiw 
will call up the bill on Monday morning. That will give t 
Senator from Maryland an opportunity of being here. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Well, Mr. President, I will ask the Sent 
if he will agree that this bill be made the special order for M: 
day morning, after the routine business? 

Mr. HALE. This matter is in charge of the Senator from 
Missouri, but so far as I am concerned, I see no objection to the 
request. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Upon that statement—— 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to say a word? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], 

I understand, is suffering with a severe attack of neuralgia. Hoe 
is not seriously sick, but “he is unable to go out of his house. He 
was not here yesterday, and I do not think he is informed as to 
the notice which was given by the Senator from Indiana | \{r. 
FAIRBANKS] last evening. The Senator from Maryland, speaking 
to me about another matter, said that he expected to be able 
to be here next week. I think he is opposed to some of the provi- 
sions in the bill in charge of the Senator from Indiana an: is 
anxious to present his views inregard to that measure. For that 
reason I hope the Senator from Indiana will not insist on asking 
for the consideration of the bill until the Senator from Maryland 
can be communicated with. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I greatly desire, of course, to accommo- 
date the Senator from Maryland so far as I reasonably can. ‘hie 
only purpose I have in pressing for the early consideration of the 
bill is that it may not come into conflict with the appropriation 
bills, which take precedence. I hope that the Senator from Mary- 
land will be well enough to be in his seat on Monday. If it is un- 
derstood that the bill shall be made the special order after tie 
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. business is closed on Monday morning, I will not press 
voti m to-day. Lask unanimous consent to that effect. 
2 TL AN. Mr. President, I do not know what the S 
means by that; but it seems to me that he can not make 
: unfinished business without first having a vote of the Sen- 
to > tee it up. 
' Ling business, it would go out at 2 o’clock, under the rule. 
_FAIRBAN KS. If the Senator will allow me, I have moved 
-e up the bill now. 
fr, TILLMAN. I understood that; but the request was then 
that the Senator would not press that motion in the absence 
Senator from Maryland. It seems to me that the Senator 
ot get his bill before the Senate and make it the unfinished 
iness to be disposed of one way or the other without a vote. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Certainly, I can not. 
(r. TILLMAN. Ifthe Senator will give notice that on Mon- 
or Tuesday he will, without regard to whether the Senator 
Maryland is here or not, call up the bill and have the Senate 
. whether or not they will make it the unfinished business, 
would seem to accomplish his purpose, and not undertake to 
.anv unanimous-consent agreement about it. 
r. Fe ATRBANKS. Ido not see how there can be any objection 
: 19 request I have made. I do not wish to press the measure 
7 absence of the Senator from Maryland, as the Senator from 


h Carolina very well understands, and I do not wish to jeop- 

e the consideration of the bill by too longadelay. The Sena- 

t os ws that appropriation bills are liable to come into the 
senate, and if they do we can not tell how much time they will | 


ume. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HaLe] indicates 
will be no appropriation bill ready for consideration so early 
nday next. 
| ‘unanimous consent that the 
er on Monday. 
HOAR. I desire to remi 
I unanimous consent. 
. FAIRBANKS. No. 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator can move to make the bill the special 
rder for next Monday, and that can be done by a two-thirds 
VOR, I tl wr 
Mr. Fy ee 
now move that tine t 


Niand: 
imal morning 


bill may be made the special 


nd the Senator that that does not 


fr. President, I will withdraw my motion 
ill be taken up after the routine business 
x and made the special order. 


TILLMAN. Do I understand that by that the Senator is 
‘the Senate now to fix the order of business for M: nda 
— IDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understand “ti e 
Mr. TILLMAN. By a vote? 
ir. FAIRBANKS. Yes. 
The PRESIDENT pro « oe By a vote. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Is not the Senator rather taking advantage of 
the situation and, let me say, more or less the ignorance of Sen- 
at n this question and the merits of it, without discussion to 


t before us whether or no, when, if the matter could be pre- 
l, the Senate might decide that it did not want to consider it, 
ight desire to kill it, or it might de sire to amend it, « 








ing like that. It seems to me the Senator will reserve all 
rights and will secure his end just as expeditions! rif ill 
' til J M rome and then move to take it up, just is 


ing. 

The only reason why those on this side are asking delay is in 
order to have the Senator from Maryland present. He ssems to 
hay tter + ver} y much in interest and to be concerned about 
dus to look af er it. That is the only object I 


nas 9 ‘ 
AMas dadoat 








h in view. Isuggest to the Senator that he possibly will get 
further along in passing the bill if he will let the matter rest now 
without any further notice other than that he will call it up and 
ask the Senate to take it up. 


ATRBANKS. 


v7} . 
oraer, 


] This is only asking that it be made the 

8] il It will be open to amendment or rejection by the 

. HOAR. Or postponement. 

tr. FAIRBANKS. Or postponement. 

lr. HALE. It will be subject to any other motion. 

Mr. FATRBANKS. Yes. 

'r. HALE. It only starts it. 

ir. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from South Carolina that 

this vote does not amount to much more than a notice that it will 

come up then. The Senator can get up at that time and move to 

take it up without notice. If it is made the special order, it does 

not take precedence of the unfinished business. If the Senator 

ee Missouri should come in and say that the Senator from 
Tat 
Mr. TILLMAN. Very well. I shall not object any further. 
Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Missouri should come in and 

say that the Senator from Maryland was still absent and would 

like a delay of a day or two, that he was ill, or that any other in- 

terested Senator was, all these questions would be open. Making 





3en- | 
the | 
| moves that the bi 
If the bill should come in after the routine | 
partment of Sti 


| sideration of the 


| so indulgs > me to p: Ss one bill. 


that | 








it the special order is a ve ry muc hm venient thing for the 
opponents of the measure, because instead of that they are liable 
to be aataaiiy surprised by a special motion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana 
(S. 1508) to provide for tl irc] 1 

mn he reon of a public building to be used for a De- 

te, a Department of Justice, » and a Department of 

Commerce “nt Labor, be made a special order for Monday next 


and the erecti 


Lia 


immediately after the conclusion of the routine morning business. 
[Putting the question.] The “ayes”’ haveit; woe te tl irds hav- 
ing voted therefor, it 1s made the special order fo nday next 


immediately after the conclusion of the r atine busi 
PROOFS IN LAND ( 
I ask unanimous c onsent for 
bill (H. R. 11812) rel 
claratory statements, 
stead and other land laws, and to confirm the same in certain 
cases when made outside of the land district within which the 
land is situated. It is a bill which on: ht te O ion, 
It will take only a moment. being a short bill 
Mr. GALLI NGER. Iwillno tt object to this bill, but after it has 
been disposed of, unless other business intervenes, I will ask that 
we proceed with the Calendar in order 
Mr. TILLMAN. I shall ask the Senat: 
I ae not asked the f 
senator from Wisconsin 


ASES. 
Mr. QUARLES the present con- 
ating to ap pi cations 
entries, and final proofs under the home- 


de- 


recelve attent 


r from New shire 


the 


Hamp 
avor 
Senate before this session, and af 
zets through, if he will let me pass a brief bill, I shall be obliged. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let this one be disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT a tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks for the present co1 sideration of the bill, which wil ated 
by title. 

The Sli CR 


de c slaratory 


l be st 


A bill (H. R. 11 
nts, entries, 


ETARY. 


statem« 


312) relating to applications 
and final proofs under the home- 











tead and other land laws, and to confirm the same in certain 
cases whi n made outside of the land district within which the 
lar a is situ lated, 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Commi of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Has not the bill been read once 
Mr. QUARLES. The bill has not been read. It has only r 
cently been reported, and there are reasons why it should be 
passed at an early day 
. COCKRELL. Day before yesterday I undertook to pass 
this bill, thinkir if it was another bill w i I wanted to have 
and it was read, beyond any qt 
ESIDENT pro tempore. “It was read. 
¢ ‘KRELL. [I found it was not the bill, and the 


























‘ted to the Senate without an tment, o1 1 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEGISLATION AFFECTING AI \ 
Mr. BEVERID( Mr. Presid I desire to ask uz 1g 
consent of the Senate that on Ly next, a t 
tion of the morning business, the day shall be giver 
gi ideri ition of Alaskan legislation, provid it d 
with appropriation bills. 
Th e are re the Senate, fro ( 
upon very material and much-n 
roads, municipal corporat ( ! t 
thess bi lis reported will 1 T 
day nex t week for t it 7 *) 
ma y not be any legislation at the present session on +] 
I 
which would be very unfortunate. These bills a1 sult of 
th saiieaaiade itte investi » Al: 
agreed to by allof us. I ask unanimous co t,asI ] i2 
cated. 
The PRESIDENT DI mn TA H q 1 < | ; l 
completed hi st? 
Mr. BEVE! TD! +E. I have completed my iest 
rr a! + ’ 7 4 4 
Mr. GALLINGE 2 I 18 NOU to i VW h } 
bills. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Istated that t 
intion bills. 
The PRESIDENT pr tempore. The Senator fr Ind 


unanimous consent that on Thursday next 
of the routine morning business nat 
consideration of b ills relati 
ever, with aj; propri ation bills 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 
The PRESIDENT } nd mpore. Isthereobjection? TheC r 
hears none, and the order i 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. LODGE. I 
in order? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


ask that we go to the Calendar now. Is that 


The C 


=e et. % 
alendar itself is in « 
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Mr. LODGE. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will 
not cut me off after I asked permission and have given notice that 
I wanted a little bill passed. It is the first time I have asked that 
favor this session. 

Mr. LODGE. We all of us want to pass little bills, and I do 
not see why the fair way is not to go to the Calendar instead of 
each sctambling for time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ifthe Senator would apply the same rule to 
all it would be all right, but he sat there and let one bill go 
through. Ido not see why he can not allow me to have my bill 

yassed. 
' Mr. LODGE. That wasarequest for unanimous-consent agree- 
ment to fix a day next week for the consideration of certain bills. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, on the other side of you. The Senator 
from Wisconsin passed a bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I was not aware of that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts demands the regular order. 

Mr. LODGE. If we are going in and scramble for time I with- 
draw the request. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Order of Business 788. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
sidetracked by the Senator from Vermont? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts withdraw his demand for the regular order? 
Mr. LODGE. Yes; but I think I will renew it. 
the only fair way. 

and it seems to me it is the only fair way. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator from Massachusetts had with- 
drawn his demand when I made the request. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well; then I will withdraw it. 
Senator from Vermont and the Senator from South Carolina get 
their bills through. They must always pass their bills. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Then, the Chair will recognize 
the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in this connection I desire 
to say that I have, at the request of some Senators, been trying to 
facilitate the consideration of bills on the Calendar. 
want to be courteous, and I gave notice that I would ask that we 
go to the Calendar. But, if it is agreeable to the Senate, I cer- 


I think ‘it is 


tainly have no objection to devoting the time until 2 o’clock to | 


Mr. President, I want to know how I got | 


We are all of us anxious to get bills through, | 


Let the | 


I always | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





> . . ° ° ° a” * . | 
the consideration of bills which individual Senators may want to | 


have considered. 

Mr. TELLER. 
to « y} i ction? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not want to object unless somebody pro- 
poses the consideration of a bill that is going to occupy the Sen- 
ate for some length of time, and in that case I should object. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Bills will be subject to objection. 

Mr. TELLER. As it is for only a few moments, I will not in- 
terfere. Otherwise I should. 


I want to know whether they will be subject 


Mr. ALLISON. The proposition is to consider bills on the Cal- | 


endar under Rule VIII. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


of a bill unless on motion a majority determine otherwise, 
Senator from South Carolina is recognized. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iask unanimous consent to call up out of its 
order the bill (S. 2667) for the relief of the estate of R. W. Bul- 
lock, deceased. 

Mr. HOAR. 
understand the parliamentary situation. 
Senators called for the Calendar, and then waived the demand in 
order that matters unobjected to might be called up by Senators. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If this bill is objected to, I shall not expect to 

yreSs if. 

’ Mr. HOAR. Let me say a word, if you please. They waived 
the Calendar in order that Senators might call up bills until 2 
o’clock. Is it not necessary to reserve the right to call up the 
Calendar at 2 0’clock? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At 2 o’clock the Calendar of 
General Orders will come up, under the rule. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In any event? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In any event, unless by unan- 
imous consent other disposition is made. 


The 


ESTATE OF R. W. BULLOCK, DECEASED, 


Mr. TILLMAN. I now ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2667) for the relief of the estate of 
R. W. Bullock, deceased. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


The Senate will be proceeding | 
under Rule VIII, and one objection will prevent the consideration 


I should like, before the bill is proceeded with, to | 
I understand that two | 


| Hon. FRANCIS E. WARREN, 





FEBRUARY 26, 


estate of R. W. Bullock, deceased, for mail service performed 4s 
contractor on route 5726, South Carolina, from October 1, 18): 
to January 31, 1861, the sum of $95.21, with interest to date. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the report be read. It seems to hyo 
one of these old mail affairs. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is an old mail bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _ It goes back to the 1st of January, 1861, 

Mr. TILLMAN. It involves only ninety-odd dollars, 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Strewarr 
the 10th instant, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2667) for { 
relief of the estate of R. W. Bullock, deceased, beg to report the same ba 
to the Senate and to recommend its passage without amendment. 

That the claim is just and should be paid will be seen from the follow 


letter of the Postmaster-General, written in response to your committ 
request for the Department’s views as to the merits of the claim: 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 15, 190'. 
Str: Receipt is acknowledged of your request of the6th instant for pay 
or copies of same, on file in this Department relating to the claim coy: 
by Senate bili 2667, for the relief of the estate of R. W. Bullock, decea 
which bill is for payment for mail service said to have been performed 


| contractor on route 5726, South Carolina, from October 1, 1859, to January 


1561. 

In reply I have the honor to inform you that the records of this office s} 
that from October 1, 1859, to January 31, 1861, Richard W. Bullock, of Ni: 
six, 8. C., was contractor at $163 perannum. Under a general order of 
Postmaster-General all service in South Carolina, including this route, w 


| discontinued from May 31, 1861. 


The records of this office do not show what amounts were actually 7 


| under this contract, and your letter has been referred, for further atten 


to the Auditor for the Post-Ofiice Department, from whose records this 
formation may be obtained. 
Very respectfully, 
H. C. PAYNE, Postmaster-Gencral. 
Hon. FRANCIS E. WARREN, 
Chairman Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 


Mr. ALLISON. I merely ask for information, but according 
to the bill the account is to draw interest. I believe there is 


| general law that the rate of interest shall be 4 per cent, and 
| think it might be well to put such a provision in this bill. 


Mr. TILLMAN. It might as well be put in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I had not noticed the matter of interest, 
Has the Senator from South Carolina the report of the Auditor: 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have the report of the Acting Auditor of th: 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I will read it. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 23, 190). 


Chairman Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 


Str: In reply to your letter of the 6th instant, received by reference from 
the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, relative to a claim of the estate 
R. W. Bullock, deceased, for payment of the amount standing to his cre 
for mail service performed as contractor on route No. 5726, South Caroli: 
as set forth in Senate bill No. 2667, I have the honor to inform you that t 
records of this office show that Richard W. Bullock, of Ninetysix, 8. C., v 


| the contractor of route No. 5726, South Carolina, from October 1, 1859, to 


January 31, 1861, and there is a balance of $95.21 remaining to the credit 
his account for service from July 1, 1860, to January 381, 1861. 

Many of this class of claims were paid by the Confederate States gover: 
ment, but the Confederate records (mutilated) now in the possession of t 
office do not show, so far as they go, that any payment was made to Mr. Bu 
lock or his heirs for mail transportation under his contract with the Unit 
States. 

Respectfully, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move tostrike out the words “ with inter- 


est to date.”” We never have paid interest on any claim of that 
kind during the last twenty years, and I do not think it right that 


N. L. Cuew, Acting Auditor. 
Mr. President 


| we establish a precedent of paying interest. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was going to say that for sev- 
eral years I tried to get one of these claims allowed, and it was 
finally passed by Congress. It was for the widow of a contractor, 
and involved some three or four thousand dollars. The widow 
lived in Connecticut, and I know in that case the Government did 
not pay interest. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course if it is the rule that interest shall 


not be paid, I can not ask that you shall make any change in be- 
half of this citizen of my State. 


| frankly that Iam very much astonished that the Senator from 


| 


it proposes to pay to the | dent of not paying interest has been very firmly established. 


Nevada reported the bill with those words in it. It is the firs’ 
time for a long while that the Committee on Claims has made 
report of this kind. The only report that has been made here in 
the last twenty years allowing interest was a report made—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I expect this man will be glad to get anything. 
He has been kept out of this money for forty years. 

Mr. STEWART. I did not observe the matter of interest. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _I was going to say that the only time in re- 
cent years when a bill allowing interest was reported was when 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads reported a bill al- 
lowing interest, and we beat them in the Senate by a vote of nearly 
two-thirds against the report when it was tested. So the prece- 
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.B SEV ERIDGE (to Mr. Trtm4n). You do not insist on| Mr.COCKRELL. Ioffer an amendment to thatclause. After 
int ; the word ‘‘ grounds,’’ in line 12, I move to insert * the Superin- 
TIL LMAN. Ican not insist on anything. I suppose my | tendent of the Congressional Library Building and Grounds.” 





frie? 4 iow n there will be glad to get the principal. | We do not want him placed under the bill — more than the Su- 
; PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The | perintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds. There isno 
: c tor from Missouri offers an amendment, which will be stated. | language in the bill which excludes the Congressional Library 
se SECRETARY. At the C1 nd of the bill it is proposed to strike | from its operatic m, and this amendment is therefore necessary. 
4 out ‘‘ with interest to date.’ | Mr. GALLINGER,. Would not that be considered a buik ling 
i rhe amendment was agreed to. of the United States? 
ee The bill was reported to the Senate as s amended, and theamend-| Mr. COCKRELL. No more than the Capitol building would 
ment was concurred in. | be a building of the United States. 
“'The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read| Mr. GALLINGER. I think we intend to exclude the Capitol 
t iird time, and passed. building 


LEONARD I. BROWNSON. | Mr. ¢ SOCKRE <LL. But you have put that pro ‘vision in here, 


ee ° ‘ and therefore it becomes necessary to make provision for the 
Mr. PROCTOR. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill Library eh ” , — 
s 4066) for the relief of Leonard I. Brownson. Mr a ALI 1 N GER I have no objection to the amen ime nd 
: . i ° d 4iUN ia Et. lady i JU TECLULLOT Lil€ L¢ GUMWernt. 
. being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | The PRESIDE NT pro tempore. ‘The amendment propos 
WwW , proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Presi- the Sc amie tt eaten iia Ament pre 
’ nat Ul arLis= A Vi ‘ r 
dent to revoke so much of General Orders as dismissed First Lieut. The SECRETARY. On page 1, lin Shor tha we rd‘ 
= si - on 2 QLUNE LARRY, ape i, © l,a € 
Leonard I. Brownson, Company K, Fifth Vermont Volunteers, insert the words “‘ the Superintendent of the Congressio 
2 : e "(Sr * Ln ” i 1 : $ 10 OUPCTINeE ( VOL ° 0 igre sit I 
and tocause to be issued to him a certificate of honorable muster | po ijgine and Grounds.’ 
. * Lil ch A iS. 
out of the servic 


, : Mr. ALLISON. Are not all public bu igs of 1 
ALLIS ‘ON. I hope the Senator from Vermont will make ir. ALLISON e not all public buildings of the United 












x xplanation of the bill. | States Seen peg Spreation of t “0 proposed statute? 
ROCTOR. I have explained this measure two or three| ~*~” GALLI eee) r . 

tin in previous sessions of the Senate, and a similar bill has | ,, That nothing in this act shall be construed to apply to public bu 38 of 

] | unanimously, I think, three times—I know twice. I served | ~*~ °° P* 

in the regiment with this gentleman. There was a little misun- As the bill was originally draf ted (and I will state that it was 

derstanding with the adjutant and a few sharp words passed, and drafted } by the Commissioners or the law officers of the District) 

he was tried and dismissed very unjustly. He was a fine soldier, | it had the words ‘or of the 16 Di trict of Columbia,’’ and it seemed 

, ‘as a fine record. to the committee that the District author ities ought to supervise 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | Meir own buildings at Least. 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. | Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 





s Mr. Gi 4AINGER. So we struck that ont. But it se t 

LEOPOLD HERBERT SCHWERIN. Mr. G ALI aN Bs igi ut out. But i d to 
NPV 1 me that this was a complete exemption of buildings owned oy the 

Mr. DRYDEN. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- | G 


Tvarntny + 
vyvernment. 























gid ion of the bill (S. 2605) to authorize the appointment of | pir. ALLISON. Soitseems to me 
d Asst. Surg. Leopold Herbert Schwe rin, United States Mr. GALLINGER. The other clause is as to the —s 
N as an assistant surgeon in the United States Navy. Mr. COCKRELL. The other 1 1is as to the au ty 
z » being no obj jec tion, the Senate, as in Committee of the to control the building: 
% Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. Mr. GALLINGER. It reads 
a bill was r porte »d to the Senate without amendment, ordered That 1 3 ‘ ; or 
> t ngrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | and grounds of r to dis \ thes z 
CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA. n charge of ] a ind 16 Super tof 1 p 
Mr. McENERY. Iask unanimons consent forthe present con- | mm. Gate ¢ i el a ii a 
4 sideration of the bill (S. 2467) for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank eical a a I ¢] snk iene : -e ian ae sate : 
( isiana,. tT. ATTTCON . oo 
Secretary read the bill. ee pan ree ee oe ( ¥: Y» ! it ms ine 
PRESIDING O} ‘FICER. Is there objection to the present | “ar. WaxieT. Teche z 
2 ( ‘ration of the bill? Me COCKRET] i , 
. ALLISON. I think I will allow it to be passed over with- | 0) paw pe iime 
se ou r j udice. a ) . 1 oa t 7 2 \ 
| ELECTRIC WIRING IN THE DISTRICT. i» eenentn teed £: ered enw won vecie aa ; = 
“4 Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent for the present | to interfere if they 6 not named, _ - 
Be c deration of the bill (S. 8) to regulate electrical wiring in the Mr. ALLISON. I understand, but how will + , 
Pa District of tote dy Treasury De part: it building or t] ite, W 
. secretary read the bill; and the Senate, by unanimous con- | partment } ng? They are under t 9 ; 
4 & ceeded with its consideration. (Government the United States. Isitir 
‘ The bill was reports 1d from the Committee on the District of take control of the supers n of t] buildi 
f Columbia with amendments. Mr. GALLINGER. Notatall. I will say t S r that 
. Mr. ALLISON. Section Lf ons tht to be stricken out certainly. | it is the purpose of the bill to absolutely 
a ir. KEAN. Thereareamendments to the bill. I donot know | ing that. : 
4 What they are. Mr. ALLISON. So I su ed; but I ! 1 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, There are amendments pend- | that we are to1 
i to that section. and omit all the oi : 
Mr. GALLINGER. Section 14 was amended by the committee, Mr. TELLER. The scents tw 
I will say to the Senator from Iowa. Mr. ALLISON. It t r thr 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the com- | stance, the State, War, ’ q 
mittee will be stated in their order. the joint board t} rrea 
“4 The SrcreTary. In section js page 1, line 4, after the word | der the control of th - 
, "¢ ruction,”’ insert the words ‘* or installat tion; ’’ and in line 6, | trician of his own, and s ; 
<— r the word ‘“‘act,’’ insert ‘‘ or who is not working underthe| Mr. COCKRELL. No:I1 donotthinkt! 
supervision of some person so licensed; ’’ so as to make the clause | in the Treasury Department for prod 
read; nished by the company. That is my und 
That it shall be unlawful for any person to act as an el sctri ‘al wi ng con- | like to call the attention of the Senator f1 wa 
of Colu: bie wie shall not he ine ai aah aoueenll d in this ashen whe these pul tic buildings ars - bg ted, é . : v 
is not working under the supervision of some person so licensed: lig shted, by mac hinery ¢ perate Dy tne | A late 18 
The amendment was agreed to. buildings. Therefore, their appliances « to be s t to ex: 





‘T%.! amination just the sa eas in private} Is 
The next amendment was, in line 9, after the words “ United Mr YALE ae a? i ee ee 
States,’ to strike out “‘ or of the District of Columbia: > go as to SAP, ALON. UNCersvane wat; MOSS EF & | — 
read: That nothing in this act shall be construed ly to} l 3 of 
the United States 





Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to apply to J ibl 
bai ain ee of the United States or to diminish the authority o thie s officer 
charge of p e bt 1 ‘ erinte Sof che Canital Ie ad J 
Build: ng ee Se dent of the peo" | or to diminish the authority of tl Hcer in charge of pu 1 


grounds or the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds. or to 
The amendment was agreed to, tho generation of power by incorpo 





‘XT * + . 
n Now, that seems very clear and sweepi! 
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er in charge of public buildings and grounds does not 
as 1 understand it, control of the Treasury Department 
ling or of the Interior Department building. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly not. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. These buildings are placed under 
this control, as I understand it. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 


side power, and they ought to be subject to inspection just as is 


the case when it is furnished to a private residence or to a church | 


or theater. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think so. 

Mr. KEAN. I think that the bill had better go over, if the Sen- 
ators do not agree about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Some of the public buildings, at least, have a 
sinall electric power in them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some few of them may have, but as a rule 
they do not. 

Mr. KEAN. I donot want to object to the bill, and I do not 
want it to lose its place on the Calendar, but—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will come up at 2 o’clock. 

ir wants to put it over for three minutes, very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to interfere with the bill. 
general purpose seems to be commendable. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
to all The contractors, the people of the District, and 
the people representing the Government as well; want it. 
it may pass. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. As the honorable Senator from Montana 
wisbes to call up a bill before 2 o’clock, I will ask that this bill 
may be passed over for the present. I shali call it up ‘gain. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the number? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is Senate bill No. 3. I wish the Sena- 
tor from Colorado would look it over. 


at 


interests. 


COURTS IN MONTANA. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2385) providing for holding regular 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States at 
Great Falls, Mont. 

The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate,as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It provides that hereafter, and until otherwise provided by law, 
recular terms of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States for the district of Montana shall be held at Great Falls, 
Mont., on the first Monday in May and on the first Monday in Octo- 
ber in each year, and causes civil and criminal may be trans- 
ferred by the court or judge thereof from Helena or Butte to 
Great Falls or from Great Falls to Butte or Helena, in said dis- 
trict, when the convenience of parties or the ends of justice would 
be promoted by the transfer; and any interlocutory order may be 
made by the court or judge thereof in either place. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY O. BASSETT. 

Mr. MALLORY. 

consent to call up the bill (S. 623) for the relief of Henry O. Bas- 
sett. heirof Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased. 
The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to pay to Henry O. Bassett, sole surviving heir 
of Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased, $142.59. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
TRANSPORTATION OF SUPPLIES FOR ARMY AND NAVY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the Calendar of General Orders. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the Calen- 
dar inay be considered during the afternoon under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would withhold that request 
for 2 moment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will do so. 

Mr. HALE. When the Senate reached on the Calendar the bill 
(S. 2263) to require the employment of vessels of the United 
States for public purposes, in the absence of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Berry],it was passed over with the understanding 
that it would be taken up when he should be present. 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the biil. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 


the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2263) to require the | 


employment of vessels of the United States for public purposes. 
Mr. HALE. I do not think it will take much time, 
propose to consume any time. 
Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator from 
anything about the bill? 


Maine propose to say 


| or Navy: but this section shall not be construed to prohibit the transpo 


| suspend, in whole or in part, section 1 of this act when 


If the Sen- | 
Its | 





Itisa very desirable bill and it isagreeable | 


I hope | 


| ment; ”’ 


| not believe that it ought to pass. 


| a subsidy bill to these ships; that while it did not go to th 
It is not quite 2 o’clock, and I ask unanimous 


I move | 





I do not | 


FEBRUARY 26, 


Mr. HALE. Itis so good a bill that I would be willing ‘o let 


it pass on its own merits. 


Mr. BERRY. 
Mr. HALE. 


I have no doubt the Senator would be. 
The Senator said to me that while he had no fee! 


| ing about the bill he desired to submit some remarks upon it, az 
| I waited until he was present before calling up the bill. 
The light is furnished to them from out- 


Mr. PETTUS. Iask for the reading of the hill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That vessels of the United States, and no others, sha] 
be employed in the transportation by sea of coal, provisions, fodder, or su 
plies of any description, purchased pursuant to law, for the use of the Arr 


| tion of such articles by any vessel owned by any Department of the Gover: 
| ment. 


Sec. 2. That the President of the United States may from time to time 
ver. in the interes 
of the national defense, such suspension may seem to him desirable. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy ar 
hereby directed to enforce the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 4. That all acts and parts of acts in so far as incons’s‘tent with the pro 
visions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 5. That this act shall take effect one month after its passage. 


Mr. HALE. There is an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The bill was reported from the Committce on Commerce with 
an amendment, in section 2, page 2, line1, before the word ** such 
to insert ‘‘or for the protection of the interests of the Govern- 
so as to make the section read: 

Szxc. 2. That the President of the United States mry from time to time 
suspend, in whole or in part, section 1 of this act whenever, in the interes 
of the national defense or for the protection of the interests of the Gove: 


| ment, such suspension may seem to him desirable. 


Mr.COCKRELL. I should liketo havea definition of what are 
‘* vessels of the United States.”’ Does that mean that the United 
States must be the owner of the vessel? 

Mr. HALE. This onlyapplies to those; it does notatall goin‘o 
the general question. It is only the simple question that when 
the Government transports stores or goods to foreign ports it shall 


| be done by vessels of the United States. 


Mr. BERRY. Not belonging to the United States? 
Mr. HALE. No; but vessels that are papered by the United 


| States, 


Mr. ALLISON. Registered. 

Mr.HALE. Yes: registered. Itis understood in business very 
well. They are to be vesselsof the United Statesand not foreign 
tramps. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, under the present law the Secre- 
tary of War is required to let to the lowest bidder the right to 
carry the property of the United States to forcign ports. Under 
the present law any shipowners can bid, and, if they get the con- 
tract, they can carry it. This proposition is to confine the bids 
to American vessels and not permit any vessel that is nota regis- 


| tered vessel of the United States to enter into the competition. 


J voted against this bill in the Committee on Commerce. I did 
I believed that it was in effect 
. eX- 
tent of the subsidy bill which was discussed here, and which at 
one time passed the Senate, nevertheless it was making the Unite: 
States Government pay more money for the transportation 01 
these gcods in order that the benefit would accrue to these ships: 
that it was a direct gift of whatever that difference was to th 
American ships, aud in that way I regarded it as a subsidy. 
Now. at that time we did not have a report from the Secretary 
of War. The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce 
before that report was received. Afterwards the report came in, 


‘ 


| and the Secretary of War has presented the objections to this bill 
| in a stronger way than I can hg oo them. 

| port. 

| by the Secretary of War on this bill. 


it is a very short re- 
I should like to have the Secretary read the report made 
‘the PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
report. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


The Secretary will read the 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January th, 190%. 

Sir: Referring to Senate bill 2263, Fifty-eighth Congress, second s2s:ion, 
in responss to your request for suggestions touching the merits of the bill 
and the propriety of its passage, I have the honor to transmit a report by the 
Quartermaster-General of the Army to the Secretary of War, dated Decem 
ber 26, 1903, a further report by the Quartermaster-General to the Secretary 
of War, dated January ¥, 1904, in response to a request for detailed informa- 
tion, and a report from the same officer to the Secretary of War, dated Janu- 
ary 13, 1904, in response to further specific requests for information. 

The great bulk of freight inne by the War Department to the Philip- 
pines goes upon the transports owned by the United States. The remain: 
goes chiefly in foreign bottoms, because the owners of foreign ves 
formly underbid the owners of American vessels. Eyery opportunity 
been given to American vessels to compete, and the standing instructions of 
the Department are to prefer American vessels wherever there is such sub- 
stantial equality between the bids as to make it lawful to do so. 

I have no doubt whatever of the wisdom of a provision which shall make 
it possible to do this business through the employment of of American ships 
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It) however, that there is great danger that the passage of this bill in 


<ont form would involve the Government in serious difficulty and un 
: ted expet nse. The number of American vessels available for ship- 
from the Atlantic coast to the Philippines is so small that a rigid re- 
n —_ shipments should be made in Ame rican vessels only would 
» Government entirely at the mercy of a very few individuals, who 
eens any price they wished. The only alternative to the possible 
nt of exorbitant prices for shipments from New York tu Manila 
| be sending the freight by rail to the Pacific coast, and thence by ship 


l 





ir committee will observe, by examining the Quartermaster-General’s 
cca ‘of January omg that the average cost of transporting all classes of freight 
' ‘ 7 York to Manila during the calendar year 1908 has bee m $11.91 per 
¢ £2.04 ») pounds, while the average cohen been G80 net lelasses of freight 
lfrom New sa 1 Francisco has been $28. sr ton of? 2,000 pou 1ds! 





to say, it now costs two and one-half time as mu: ch tog 
York to the Pacific coast as it now cosis to get it fr 
,. Under these circumstances, if we were confined abs 
tttoms for this business we would have no way of e 






pit ig from the 












: nent< at least three times as much as we now pay for this ¢ lass of tr: 
i 
I ition ‘s he + : 
| think the same result can be accomplished and this danger avoided by 
‘ing the form of the bill so that it will authorize a preference to feces 
: pping, providing the charge made d es not exceed the prices bid by 
¢ wnhers of f reign vessels more than a specific reenty we 
. bi ll pr viding for such a preference in respec tof sl 1ipments on the ee ific 
v duced in the House in the first session of the Fifty-seventh C 
: 44 . It was favorably reported by the House Committee on Military 
-s (Report No. 2348). It had the warm approval of this Department, b it 
i feat “d = the floor of the House upon the avowed ground that it 
. ijamount toa i ind of a ship subs idy. (See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
\ ) 7, pp. 6&87 6521.) ; ; ; 
r greater convenience, I take the liberty of inclosing a copy of that bill 
a iting the form of the provis sion which, it seems to me, would best ac 
sh the desired object of doing the Government business in such a way 
' romote Aocmeiaaie ine ing. I should be in favor of increasing the 
rence to, say, 25 or 30 per cent. 
pi AF fe & 
Very respectfuliy, 
E.igavu Root, Secretary of War. 
H WILLIAM P. FRYF, 
( tirman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 
Mr. DANIEL. That letter has been printe ‘dl? 
Mr. BERRY. Ithas been printed. It isSenate Document No 
94 of the present session. 
i have heard—I do not know whether it has been print es - 
{ subsequently the Secret iy of War made some modifications 
in a private letter, or a letter at least that was written t ‘the chair 
man of the committee, but not to the committee itself, in re: ard 
to his views on this question, but he presents the matter here in 


such a light that it seems to me it ought to be fatal to the bill. 

He states that the number of American vessels which : 

{ in that trade is very small; that the fereign vessels havi 

nmly underbid the. American vessels, so that it has practically 

been carried in foreign bottoms. He says, furthermore, that con- 

fining it toa few would enable them to fix such exorbitant rates 
as the Government ought not to pay. 

We all know, Mr. President, that the very moment the bidding 
is confined to the owners of American vessels, they are so few in 
number that they will make a combination or a trust, or whatever 
you may choose to call it, and they can force this Government to 
pay any exorbitant demand they may make or desire 

[t is true that the Senate committee put on an amendment that 
the President might, on certain occasions, modify the law, but we 
all know that in practice that will not be done. The Secretary 
says that a bill of the kind he proposes is that the goods shall be 
carried in American vessels, provided they do not bid more than 
25 or 30 per cent more than is bid by the owners of foreign ves- 
sels. Such a bill as that was introduced into the House of Repre- 
sentatives, but it was beaten on the ground that it was a subsidy 
to the shipowners. And it was beaten, Mr. President, upon the 
proper ground. It can be nothing else but asubsidy. If we pro- 

le here that the bidding shall ‘be e ntirely confined to them, if 
we pay them three times as much as we otherwise would have to 

iy, and the Secretary says we would under this bill with even 
(0 percent more, it is a subsidy to that extent, whatever it may be. 
| know Senators may talk about appealing to American patri- 
otism,and having the goods carried by American vessels, 
be glad if all of our transportation could be carried in American 
ottoms, provided it could be fairly done; but I am opposed, under 


whatever guise or whatever shape it may come, to voting a subsidy | 


to these vessels. I do not think it is the policy of this Government 
to pay ship subsidies, and I do not Lelieve it is fair to pass a bill 


here which will enable a few shipowners to charge the Govern- | 
ment three times the cost that ought to be charged for carrying | 
On that ground I am | 


po » goods belonging to the Government. 
pm eed to the bill. s 
“Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I know the deep-rooted sentiment 


of the Senator from Arkansas against a subsidy bill, and that sen- 


timent is shared by a great many Senators besides the Senator | 
from Arkansas, but this bill does not raise that question. The | 


issue on a subsidy bill has passed certainly from this session of 
C oe The ghost of that bill will not appear before the eyes 

fany Senator. This isin no respect a substitute for that, but 
Ww with our dwindling commerce, constantly fading away, it is a re- 


proach to us that what every other great nation does—tranuport | 
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I would | 


| upon them undue prices, thi 
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its military supplies in its own ships—we should not do in 
own case. 
Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Maine 
rect him right there in one mement? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 





our 


permit me to cor- 
I will not take longer. 





Mr. BERRY. Myinformationis, fromthe evidence which came 
to the Committee on Commerce, that there is no law either in 
Germany, France, or Great Britain requiring their military sup- 
lies or any other supplies to be carried in their own ves : 
Mr. HALE. But France subsidii ; her n lines—— 


Mr. BERRY. She subsidiz 
Mr. HALE. gi in Germany and in other European countries 
it is all a matter of regulation—not of statute, but of rag 

Mr. GALLINGER. Departme ntal regulation. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. InGe y the war and n: wval de partments 
are strictly limited by r¢ gulation ti » their own vessels for goyern- 
ment transportation. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator may be correct as to what the prac- 
tice is; but I repeat that, according to the information furni hed 
the committee, there is no law in Germany requiring it 

Mr. HALE. No; it is there done as the European powers do 
many of those things—by regulation 

Mr. BE RR* $ ——e : so on fioor, with t 
sion, I will answer thinks this bill has no feature of 
a subsidy. I wili ask the ‘Se nator to answer this question: If we 
pay three times as much, or even 30 per cent more, for carrying 
in American ships than we do in foreign vessels, is not that a di- 
rect gift or subsidy, or whatever you may ch 
owners of American vessels? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Pre 


Ss aie 





he Senator's per 





se to call it. to the 





lent . is only doing what we doin our 


coasting trade. We confine = » American ships; and under that 
provision the coasting trade, w rhile every other = ” has run 
down to almost nothing, is doub Aline every six or eight or twelve 


years, 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the Senator fr 
answer the Senator from Arka i 
before the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. HALE, I will. 

r. PERKINS. I will take but a moment. I want to inter- 


m Maine permit me to 
n to the t stimony 





ject here at this point the statement that, while it is true there is 
no law requiring it, there was no evidence that any European gov- 
ernment, whether England, France, Germany, or Russia, ever 
transported one doliar’s worth of supplies for their army or r the ir 
navy in ships flying the flag of any other nation. Asi a matter of 
fact, with the peneenen - the Senator from Maine. I wish to 
say that there 1s no instance on record where Englan d has ever 
in all her great transp« rtation business given a dollar’s worth of 


freight to any other nationality, ships of 
and Sweden operate from 15 t » 25 per cent less than do t 
of England. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly, Mr. Preside it, there is a natural 
feeling of fitness and pride in the product of their own people 


cal lt 


although the 








which induces nations to have their st _munitions of war, and 
everything of that sort transported in thei rown ships; and that is 

1 that is asked here. 

We have here the letter of the Secretary of War. The letter 
which was read appli d to other conditi » Te , ( y is 
suggested one or two amendments. One amendment is that the 
Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of War may be allowed 
to suspend the operation of thisact. If that is at all essential, in- 
stead of leaving it in the hands of the President, that can be done: 
but it amounts to the same thing. Undoubtedly the Senator will 

» that it makes no difference whether the President is anthorized 
to suspend, or the two Secretaries who have charge of these two 


Yepartments. If the President suspends, technically he will refer 
the matter to one of the 
The original provision was 


mecretaries. 


That the President of the United States may from time to time suspend, 
in whole orin part, section 1 of this act whenever, in t interests of the 
national defense 


That would limit it to a condition of war: but we propose t 
insert as an amendment the following: 


5° 


or for the protection of the interests of the Government. 


If the Secretary of War or the Secr: tary « f the Navy should 
find by any possibility a combination which attempts to impose 
n, for the protec ion of the interests 
of the United States, either of the Secretaries or the President 
himself may a d the operation of the act. Sothat reason for 
not passing the bill ceases by this amendment. 

Mr. CLAY. I ask the Senator, does not the Secretary of War 
recommend most heartily the following amendment: 





I think the same result can be accomplished and this danger ay 
changing the form of the bill so that it will aut ze a prefer 
can shipping, providing the charge made d not exceed the 





the owners of foreign vessels more than a specific percentage. 
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*- HALE. That is the original letter, and what I am talking 
is as to what occurred afterwards. 

» the point that has been made by the opponents of this 

i of another bill—the Secretary alluded to that; he was no 

iformed—that there were no American ships of sufficient 
ers to do this trade and that it would be thrown into the 
;,as the Senator says, of a few shipbuilders and shipowners, | 
» here lists of the ships that are waiting to do this business, 
ships with capacity amounting to 145,512 tons on the Pacific 
60,900 tons on tl ic, besides all the sailing vessels, and 
y are waiting for 
Mr. President, ta 
see things as they actually eccur that if this bill si 
practice the practice of every other great nation of trans- 
its Cwn supplies in ships of its own country, while there 
will at first be p ps some little increase in rates—and I think 
that will not be very much—the competition is such that it will 
prove to be true, just asit hasin the Hawaiian Islands, where 
the rates for transporting i 
than they were ten years ago, before annexation. 
is, Mr. President, a crying shame, with 
by Ame1 owned by Americai 
ready befor i I for 
porting its s s in their 
do differently from every other go and op 
business to the competition and service of foreign tramps. 
not 1 that so strongly as I wish that I could, but I 
stated it as strongly as I can. 

I will insert these lists here, because I do not care to read t 
as I promised that the bill should not take much 
more than willing to leave this question to the 
stands now. 


Th 


Te 


3 weg Se; 


‘ "7 +< 
any repute 


ition that I may have for being 
able to imply 
pui in 
porting 


nha 
LLG 


Americ 
: qe t> y . : sit. 

ican Worxermen, shipowne? 8. 
1e poor boon 
Governinen 
en that 


1 
ba ny th 
of 


shall 


PATIAY 
Calls 


our 


state have 


1 


time. 


I am 


weenate as it 


lists referred to are as follows: 
APPENDIX A. 
betu 


ble for Philip . Pac 


pine trade 
ipprnr j fl 


| 


Pacific Mail Steamshi 
Do. 
1) 


gt TF) 


ANS 


CO} 
P 
I 


5 ope ihe ee em od he ee OT OC 2 oS 


1,629 


1,281 


Pred ead end het et tbs 





2,561 
2, 667 
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CIE a cicincoteciansniecileiciaiedalia ime 


ig in our own ships are not now higher | 


in-built ships, | 


I have | 


hem, | 


1,495 | 
1,185 | 


1,800 | 


Steamships available for Philippine trade, etc.—Continued. 


| Dead- 


| weightca- 
| pacity. 


Name of vessel. 


Tons. 
8,000 
8,200 


2,800 





Some of these steamers are now employed in tho tank oil 


but they are capable of quick conversion. 


POSSIBLY AVAILABLE FOR PHILIPPINE TRADE. 


12,000 
12, 000 
12,000 
8,500 
8, 500 
8, 500 
8,590 
5, 000 
5, 000 
80,000 | 


APPENDIX C. 
for Philippine trade—Atlantic or Pacific Ocean. 


SAILING SHIPS OF IRON OR STEEL. 


| Dend- 
i weight ca-| 
pacity. 


Name of vessel. 


3, 000 
2, 600 


5, 500 


5, 500 
5, GOO 
000 
3, 100 
3, 800 
1.800 
1,800 
38,600 | 
3,000 | 
4,500 | 
3, 600 | 
2.800 
5,500 


0, O00 


feleon A. Wyman 
Guy G.Goss 
Henry B. Hyde 
Henry Failing 
Henry Villard 
Fie IID casts sermscistusctiertetraieinaiiaiiy ‘ 
James Drummond............... phstvndesativheedone oad 


FEBRUARY 2 


> 


i 
0 


Tons 


? 


a 


Net reg 


ister. 


1’ 98 
1.2 
1, & 


hee fr Heed et fe bet bed ed 


ptoe eT 


# 0D 3 


ze 
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Available for Philippine trade—Atlantic or Pacific Ocean—Continued. 
SAILING SHIPS OF WOOD—UNDER 25 YEARS OLD— continued. 




















Dead- ro i : 
Name of vessel. weight ca-| Het ree | owns three, and the Great Northern Steamship Company, which 
pacity. , | Owns one. 
____neeneinennmetnleanaiineba —— -| If we put the commerce of our Government at the mercy of these 
Tons. Tons. _| Corporations, it only meansa meeting together of their heads and 
Chama Js ee oe oan ca nadaban nates oagd odes 3,200 1, 346 | the declaration of the highest tariff that they think will - sub- 
DOUOS asses coorei erence oie -o~enivenaers oo igs} | Mitted to by the Government of the United States. 
g MAS - «~~ - 2 2 ow a ow wn ee een eee ewww ewww ecee 0,6 * } : . . . 
= Ee eee ae oe ene 2’ 300 1339 | It will be conceded by all that our merchant marine is in no 
el LL IRWUNO cn nceccncsese wonton cesses accent eesenssene 8, 000 1,650 | flourishing condition. The scheme that has been debated in Con- 
ampere ape ener ere ter otro ncteeere reer ren oo : a, | gress for the most part has been a subsidyscheme. That scheme 
) ae ht 0) } ee 0, 9 #f . . - . . : > 
C RE a 3) 400 2178 | hitches and hangs fire. It isvery evident that thereis a powerful 
ence, tng gare kincaid geriaeel g, 200 1,89 | sentimentin this country agains stit, while there are ver y active and 
MG: < cana cnengen «tea SearEt ene taiGaeie <nesensinesete 3 $74 7S powerful commercial forces for it. If the subject is to be dealt 
. keke dane csedasadthnebeesd Qebead Rees ehunseesues | 0, sta | . ° ° ° : + . oe 
SERN GER GRIT EE ARES LIED E IOP IE EL 3° 100 1,739 | With at all in a grave, philosophical manner, it ought to be all 
ET & scideks adaadcasaaenchsamedkacwoasbebcsansan 3,600 2,029 | dealt with at once. If the subsidy scheme embodies the rightful 
sah g ¢ | 9 y > ° ° . sa . 7 . . 
H iis Sav eee Nee T SNS s56sosteienesossenks epeess aaae | 7 908 method of dealing with it, Congress should take it up and act 
\ SMIED . ..- cwc ccc cccccccesn ccccen cccc cece cecccces 0, AY | :* : ‘ ¢ 4 3 o ay" 1 
= ad a upon it. So far we do not perceive, and can not definitely know, 
a A ae 122,100 2 | whether that will be done at this sessionof Congressor no. If it 
al Sa a ia ae 3 _ _ | be not done, ae methods of improving the merchant marine 
SERS OF WOOD—UNDER 7 YEARS OLD—OF 3,000 TONS CAPACITY AND | Ought to be considered. 
OVER. Several other methods have ber nsuggested. Oneof them, that 
ree og? oe e ~ | of preferential freights to American vessels, was advocated a year 
a aa or two ago very strongly by the Senator from West Virginia [M1 
8, & 2.075 ee P . 
3, 000 1,495 ELKINS}. ‘ 131 . 
8,000 1.539 It does not seem to me that it would be wise, Mr. President. to 
3 a 1,763 | enter upon this great subject in so piecemeal a fashion as 1 1 
| 9 yy » © > ° . . ° ° 
2° 000 5’ jo, | this fashion, so far as it goes, it seems to me, is a very unjust one. 
3, 400 1, 625 We are informed by the Secretary of War that for the most part 
cae OO posi pm aie peeled age sia Rane me piareaes aoe Spee the freights of this Government gage r our armies 
° ereyv SSOSSSS OCSSSS$S ©SSSSS CSSSSSSSSOSSES SOESECES OOESO . i { iy » . 2 > ° — 7 . 7: 2 “ 0. > l ‘ 
RR ccc ne ee ea 3° 500 ga | and for our naval vessels in yea parts are carried by the Gov- 
CGM ata ns OER Sac vias Siptend scaccatides apace 3,300 1,884 | ernment transports, vessels of >» Unite d States in the sense tl at 
a P. Small... 222000 22 - noes corvee conceoenereese- 5 | Poe they belong t y and are th e property of the United States 
> Be tle cndlntabwcded as weswensathontinsdaans 3, 200 , D387 | AT , 1 ae cca th 4 oe iol 
: ne 5 400 9’ 743 Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me to inter 
SPT iis dgted <bqtindntiveniteacidnaséadinen 4,300 2°149 | him? 
ATi IE sig 6 ceceriisdiinn sto gicdicininatin capaci 4,000 | 1, 905 Mr. DANIEL. Yes. 
a eee ee een aatonbeereniatenanees Sao | 1,34| Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will refer to the report 
Rasa rei CNS MN | 4,000 | »' 944 | made on this bill by the Pres nee ee re of the Senat Mr 
Curtis -...-- -----22- eee enc ene eee eee nee ene cee conces a’ 300 | Frye], he will find a le tier frome th cretary of the Navy, Mr 
’ CF SE lectins nuit dharaninicnlan stint ea sietinle me ‘i 
te 4° 400 | | Moody, in which he says: 
ere ics aan inae as | 5,000 | Du ring the last fiscal year thers 2 were 3,930 tons of stores other tl 
( Sk | 3, 200 shipped to foreign ae, in the following way: F: h bott 2 >t 
GC. G: Deen Matha naan sin ntheciacddenscndiaen 3,300 German bottoms, 1,301 tons; Am rican bx ttoms, 373 tons; Fren ttoms, 77 
— tons. 
i a a eee ee ae ee 19, 500 








President, it seem s to me = it the chief 
hat it adds a 


a. Mr 


. DANTE 
rument that could be used in favor of this bill is t 
vy pang to the horrors of war and entails upon the United States 


in ‘addition in the expense of her taxpaye 
vestment which we now hold. 
On page 2 of the report from the Committee on Commerce there 
is a statement of the vessels which are now engaged in the trade 
tween the Pacific coast ports and Hongkong. I will ask to in- 
ert that statement, without reading it all, so that it may be seen 


rs in an unprofitable in- 


f 

















when those vessels were built and what their number is. 
Vessels engaged in trade between Pacific coast ports and Hongkong. 
_— Pm | Gaeee tt ear| , Owner 
Name. tons. p built.| ron V . 
ee ee 
f ees 11, 284 | 1903 | San Francisco -! Pacific Mail Steamship 
| Co. 
i, a 11,276 | 1902 .do ae een Do. 
Manchuria....| 13,500 18 2, Ws ietinendad Do. 
Mongolia ..... 13, 500 16 | 1908 |..... ES Do. 
City of Pekin.| 5,007 14 | 1874 eae Paacaiamece Do. 
China .........] 5,060 Be P Ree hanes iain Anca Do. 
Pert ..ce0d cae | 8,528 14 | 1892 |...-- esta Do 
Minnesota 21, 000 14 | 1903 | Puget Sound...| Great Northern Steam- 
ship Co. 
Dakota ....... | 21,000 14 | 1908 [_.... DP cininuticny Boston Steamship Co. 
Tremont. ..... | 9,606 | 14 | 1902 |..... MD cnwiddiaiad Do. 
Shawmut..... 9, 606 | 14 | 1902 |...-.. i andl ait, Do. 
LuVTG W oceoun 4,417 ST SEE tbcc Gl Geanenenan Do. 
Hyades ....... | 8,753 10 | 1900 }...-- eee Do. 
Pleiades ...... 3,753 | 10 | 1900 |_..-- iii scat Do. — 
Victoria ...... a | a | 1870 |...-- isddchinwaie Northern Pacific 
Steamship Co. 
Olympia .....-. | PRONE lancscese | 1883 iV adacsdniwe Do. 
Tacoma. .....- SME Ri ecdnte cin 1870 |....- eee Do. 











17 steamers. 145, 512 | 
| 


There are seventeen 0 of these steamers. 
been built recently—that is, in the twentieth century, since the 
year 1900—showing that the building of vessels and the increase 
of commerce between those ports is now progressing without any 
subsidy on the part of this Government. 

A second fact we may gather from this statement is that four 
companies own all of these vessels. The first is the Pacific Mail ' 
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Mr. DA NIEL. I will read, Mr. President, what I bel Li 
friend from Arkansas | Mr. Berry] has already read, the stat 
men a of : the Secretary of War. It is as follows: 
thi , howe iat there is great danger that the passage gs bill 
n t fo iid involve the Government in serious di ilty a 
unwarranted expense, 
These are strong wo Mr. Presid to « 1e f1 the head 
of the Di partment whi ch h as charge of t 1 
The number of Americ: ssels availa 1 At t 
coast to the Philippin nal] that a 1 
should be made in American vessels only w : i t 
at the mercy of a very few individuals, who could charge any price they 
wished. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will theSenator permit a question 
Mr. DANIEL. The Secretary of Wa ntinues: 
The only alternative to the possible payment of exorbi I 
| ments from New York to Manila would be sending the fre t 
Pacific coast, and thence by ship to Manila. 
Now, I yield for a question, with pleasure. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. In tice in the report accompany tl 
bill a list of American bi ms. 
Mr. DANIEL. I have; Just had that laid before the Sena 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was going to ask “the Senator whether it 


Eleven of ‘them have 


| vessels which are just entering upon this commerce. If our com- 


2411 














Steamship Company, which owns seven; the second largest is the 
Boston Steamship Company, which owns six. The only other two 
companies are the Northern Pacific Ste — Company, whic h 























So that American vessels carried less than 10 per cent of that 
amount. Probably the Senator fell into error in reference t 
that. 


an 

















1 
between the letter of 








does not appear from the d n 

the Secretary of War, whieh has just been read, and the report 
accompanying the bill that perhaps the Secretary of War, when 
he wrote that paragraph, did not have before him the informa- 


tion as to the amount of American tonnage available for the busi- 


ness? Certainly there is a discrepancy between his statement and 
the statement of facts in the report. I call the attention of the 


Senator to that. 

Mr. DANIEL. There may be, sir,as much contradiction in t] 
reports which we have on this subject as there is in th uments 
employed in its defense, for the Senator from Indiana will per- 
ceive that of these seventeen vessels which are now engaged in 
the Eastern trade from Pacific ports eleven of them have just been 
built; and that far the larger number of tl new 


vessels ar 


iS al 


Aaa 
merce is improving at that rate without any subsidy, why 
we hasteu in this method to offer a subsidy? 


SLOUL 





CON 


Mr. HALE. Does not the Sens r know—for he is a Senator 








4 n 

of wide range of information—that — r the expectations 
of eased trade in the ez sol and, more especially, under the ex- | 
p ion of the passage of a subsidy re hat would put our mer- | 
chant marine upon the basis of that of France and England and | 
Germany, there was a ee on of building in American ship- | 
yards, and that these ne ips have been disappointed in their ex- 
I tions, and all that isleft for ther is the] little pittance of trans- | 


plies to our foreign possessions? It is not | 
: rstocked with work that the ships were 
built, but timulation that was afforded by the ex- | 
vectation of what would be . me. Many of these ships now lie 
upon the waters withou ¢, without service, without anything 
to do. 

While I 


Wor! 


am on the floor, let me 


say to the Senator that in his 





state t of the ships that are controlled by four or five compa- 
I he has not taken int ) consideration the tables which I have 
‘more than forty ships outside of those he has enumerated 

ofa] r ti uge, and more than thirty ships of 100,000 tons, 
smaller 1 ‘lara + kind that are entirely outside of these 
co nny 2 | 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. How many of those are on the Atlantic 
G n 

M ALE. A portion of some 

Mr. D 7 NIED. May I ask where that t appears in any docn- | 
ment we have’ 

Mr. HALE. It does not appear in any document. 

Mr. DANIBL. Then how could 1 have taten it into considera- 


ir. HALE. Isay the Senator could not; but it has been pro- 





















duced before the committee, is certified to, and is authentic. 

Mr. D. ANTEL That may be. Mr. President, I do not know as 
much about this subject as the Sen : or fr Maine. He is upon 
committees that are constantly dealing with it, and Iam not. I 
( ainly do not know the facts mont he states or assumes to be | 
true, and I do not know that he knows those facts to be true. 

Mr. HAL As I hi ve said, I know the detailed statements 
were broug! ring before the committee, and they 
havi tha } 

vy have testified on that subject in | 
the | Maine, but we can not judge mat 
ters I hearsay report of what some 
swil nts as idy has said as to its 
benefits or influence, when we can 1 i t 1 imony and 
know the witness and the standpoint he speaks from. 

Vir. PERKINS. Will my friend permit me to ask him a ques- 
tior 

DANIEL. With pleasure, sir. 

Mr. PERKINS My coll ague [Mr. BARD] and myself yester- 
da ived at im ned by the secretary of what is known 
as the Shipow! 3’ Ag mation of California, ing there was 
vdequate t 1 vy to transport the Government business, 
but also t I ific co nd the Philip- 

16 Is] sid re rly 1 0 tons of 
unen eX f Am ips 1 r idle at San Fran- 
Cl ) a i i and } I t LO _fhis is testi- 
! lieve my rom that association 
if nt | a simila 1 

Mr. DANIEL. I hop Senator will lay tl mportant in- 
form m } re the Sena 

Mi ‘ ie ships I hav t referred to are in addi- 
tion t umerated by the Committee on Commerce in their | 
i rt, which aggregate 145,512 tons. The ships mentioned in 
{ rt are already engaged in business, while these other 
ve °C lying le, 

I DANIEL. Lhope, Mr. President, that this a int in- | 
f 1, Whicl mes from a witness of the Senator ym Cali- | 
fornia and has just been received by telegraph fron that State! by | 
the nators from that State, may be duly considered when this | 
su t is brought up insuch a manner that it may command | 
tha nprehe sive kind of consideration that it should receive | 


is dealt with 
LO} GH. Wi ill the Senator allow me? 
DANIEL. It but adds another objecti 


yn to this piecemeal | 





method of dealing with great subsidy propositionsand with great | 
and ¢ innous matters of public concern. 

When this bill is passed, while it will be referred to by the Sen- | 
ator who calls it up as ‘‘a little bill,’’ and will be pointed out in 


: 
ren 
the rey 


heralded 


rts as concerning only a little scrap of trade, it will be 
throughout the country as a great victory for the sub- 
sidy scheme, as a concession and illustration of the doctrines which 
are hereafter to be pursi d. 
ae w I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

.L ‘ )\DGE. I want to say to the Senator that, in connection 
with another bill, this matter of the number of ships employed in | 
the Atlantic and Pacific trade, both steamships and sailers, was! 
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all put in in formal testimony with the evidence of the owne: 


| It was all done with the utmost thoroughness in public hearin 


and no evidence could have been more fully and absolutely p: 
sented than that then was 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. And it was earnestly combated. 
r. LODGE. And it was combated at the time, but 
by that fact at all. 
Lought it was desirable to call the Senator’s attention to tha 
that this is not a sudden thing. It has all been putin; it has 


Ls 

i 

[ not af- 
fect 

t tl 
fact 


| all been heard, and is all here in the reports of the hearings |} 


fore the Philippines Committee. 
facts in 
Mr. 
Mr. 


It was the presentation of these 
regard to American ships—— 

DANIEL. What is the date of that hearing? 

LODGE. The 2ist of January. 

Mr. DANIEL. Of this year? 

Mr. ea Of this year. And while on that point, Mr. 
Pre sident, I think it is fair to say that the Secretary of Wa 
when he wrote that letter, had not seen these statistics of tor 
nage and that after he saw them he modified his views vi 
much 

Mr. DANIEL. Any modification of the views of the Secretary 
of War on this subject ought to be presented to the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator is aware that the Secretary of Wai 

out of office at just that time. 
Mr. DANIEL. There is another Secretary « 
Root went out. 


of War who we! 
in when Secretary 
But he has not got the 


Mr. LODGE. 
retary. 

Mr. DANIEL. Lhaveonly got the views of the other Secretary 
d ina doenment to Congress. If he had any sub 
“ws to submit, it is to be assumed that he would have 


views of the other Sec- 


. OTT 
> press 


quent vi 





taken the proper method to communicate them to the Senate, 
that the Sens itor from Massachusetts would not enjoy the m 
nopoly f knowing exac 3 what they were. 

The hearsay report of the Senator from J Wassachusetts as to tl 
maitiientt 1 of the views of a departed Secretary, who has en- 
tered npon more lucrative business, especially when the Senator 
does not state to this body to what de gree or in what respect they 


re moditie 
this char 


iTact 


d, does not furnish very much light for a debate « 
rose Mr. President, to make a few brief remarks 

ind to point out mn i eem 
our pri cules on it, and th: 


i only on thi 


sto me to be the wisdom of 
is not ‘to take up the great matter 








of our mer n ina ia scemeal fashion. 

There is one other, to my mind, very grave objection to t] 
bill. It is the unexpected “that happens with respect to war. 
Wars do not always announce themselves long beforehand 


hey come their demands are immediate, imperative, exi- 
sbille 3 the transportatic on of supplies for sail 
which are needed promptly, which should go i: 


oncerns 








1ich should be impeded as little as possible, which shoul! 

have the right of way, and be stimulated by every facility that t 
Government can afford. I do not think ib is wise as to these su 

ies, which may be needed for men in a fortification, or men wl) 
have guns in their hands in front of the enemy—I do not thin 
t} iat portion of American freight ought to be put at the ms r 
of a few men who, the Secretary of War has said, can thencro\ 
the Government with exorbitant prices and put it at their m 

Mr. HALE. If the mator will allow me, the committ 
thought of that and put it in the bill. 

Mir ANI i L. I wish the Senator—— 


AU} 
first part « 


. DA 
‘7 
f ‘ 
the United f 
( 


If the Senator will allow me, has the ene tor rt 
of section 2, which provides Gh vi the Pre 
ates may from time to time suspend, in whole or 
n 1 of this act t whenever, in thei interests of the natio: 





part, sectir 
Mr. DANIEL. I prefer, Mr. President, that the Senate of 
United States shoula pass the laws of this country, end let th: 
tand. I do not believe in the President of the United Sta 
su a nding the laws that we make. 

Mr. HA But the Senator’s point was that we would be at 
the mercy of these shipowners in time of war; in stress of weather 


suk. 


aw 


I say the committee thought of that and provided in just suc! 
acase that this provision should besuspended. They went furth: 
than that, and provided that when at any time it. was to the in 


terest of our Government a lower bid mi 
committee cared for all that. 

Mr. DANIEL. The bill does not provide that it shall 
pended. There is simply a provision that the Presid 
United States may suspend it. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senator any doubt that he would in case 
of war? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not know who may be President of the 
United States. I know the pressure that often gathers around 
the President of the United States, which is to be appeased by this 
or that; and I would not put it in the power of the President of 


ght be ac cept d. Tl 
be su 


nt of th 














































































States or of anyone else. 
f man. and leave it as it is now, under the control of com- 
i of the wo Id. 

DGE. Will the Senator from Virginia permit a 


: _ s 
ni The OTL Ss 
A 


t 
BE. ‘he Senator is making a point as to war. 
r helieve it is true, is it net. that Congress must declare war? 
DANTEL. That was once the opinion of the Senate 
BEV ERID! ‘=. Whether so or whether not, if war w: 
i Congress weuld of course be insession. Does notthe 





nator 


that the Comeress would vote unanimously. in case of emer- 
to suspend the operations of the act,even if it was not put 

t th President might do so? 

DANIEL. I do not know, Mr. President. 

BEVERIDGE. I would ask the Senator whether he thinks 


is any real substantial danger in the point to which he is 
lressing himself: 

Mr. President, I should not have made the 

{ did not deem it worth considering. 

EVERIDGE. That perhaps was not put fortunately upon 








We sometimes have very warlike condition: 
We h: sve been all along at ; peace, perfect peace, with the 
: of Colombia, while we have had our guns dropped uy 

diers and have commanded them clear of their own country. 
‘BEVERID( rE. | will say to the Senator that I was, per- 
unfor unate in the form of the question which I put to him. 

the question. however, was that in view of the 

t that Congress itse f must declare war, and would certainly 

se of any hostilities that ey threatened the 

.was there any particular practical danger in view of the 
t Congress would undoubtedly immediat ly unanimously 








meaning Ot 


sion 12 Cc 





s nd 1 the operation of the law, even if the President were not 
i rized to do so? 
DANIEL. My honorable friend the Senator from Indi 
can speculate upon that subject as readily as anyone else. 
When a country gets in the confusion of war strange things 





h n, and no man ean tell what it will be until it arises. I 
ne that the reasonable and sensible American people and 
ible Congress would do what was wise and just in such 


inemergency. But there is no use in allowing a disease to arise 
you think you will find, when it does arise,a good doctor 
tocureit. The teaching of medicine is that the prevention of dis- 
ease is the highest order of science; and so in lawmaking, no 
room for difficulties of that sort to arise is better than to = 


on providing a remedy after they may have possibly arisen 
Vf >} 


President, [ will conclude what little 1] have to say on this 
. t by repeating what the Secretary of War says, that to do 
what is asked here will put the Government entirely at the mercy 


of a few individuals who may charge any price they wish. I do 
not think the Congress ought to do that. I do not think it will 
doit. And the Secretary states that the only alternative would 

the possible payment of exorbitant prices for shipments from 

yew Yo tk to Manila by sending the freight by rail to the Pacific 
ast and then by ship to Manila. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I desire to say only a word in 
answer to my friend the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Danie]. 
He is laboring under a misapprehension as tothe tonnage on the 
Pacific coast. I have already stated that which belongs to the 
merchant service, but the Government of the United States owns 
twenty-two transports on the Pacific coast. I think their average 
tonnage is perhaps 4,000. That would make 88,000 tons which 
the Government has. We pay but very little to other vessels for 
the transportation of freight—nothing for the soldiers. It is prin- 
Cl} ily done in our own transports— those be longing to the Gov- 
ernment. But there are times when the Government wants to 
ship a small quantity, and it is cheaper to give it to an outside 
sel of small tonnage than to use one of the larger transports 
t ging to the Government. 

Mr. DANTEL. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him fora 
moment? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. DANTEL. I beg leave to say that I am under no misap- 
prehension on the subject, nor did I make any statement of a 
is the tonnage on the Pacific coast. I mere ly pointe d out the f: 
stated in the report of the committee, that there are seventeen 
vessels engaged in the trade between Pacific ports and Hong- 
kong—not the East, but Hongkong. 

PERKINS. That is very true; but the report does not enn- 
merate those vessels which are not engaged in the regular trade— 
those we call “ tramp vessels,’’ which have no particular route; 
and the tonnage of these vessels on the Pacific coast, I believe, 
will aggregate nearly a hundred thousand tons. They are to-day 


unemployed, for the reason that there is no profitable business for 
them to engage in, 


I would take it out of the | 
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The point which my friend the Senator from Virginia over- 
looked, or at least did not present to us for our consideration, is 
that there seems to be no particular necessity for the Government 
toc harter other ve ssels at this time, for,as [ have stated, the Gov- 


it owns and operates twenty-two transports that are now 











1 oas 

Mr. BER RY. Wiil the Senator from California permit 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. The Secretary of War says in this report it it 
costs $28 a ton to ship freight from New York to San I CISCO 
befere it ever starts across the Pa e Ocean Manila | r- 
thermore savs that under the pre t system letting to the low- 
est bidder he can have freight cari from we York to Manila 
for eleven dollars and something. I think it is, per ton. while it 
costs $28 per ton to get it to San Francisco, where you ’ 
vessels are lying there idl 

lr. PERKINS You might as well say that i sts $ $15 
additional to bring merch lise from England to New Y oO 
quote the rate from there to San Francisco or P tSeund. We 
have there everything that the soldiers of our army in the Phil 
ippi [i : : : 
‘1 Ti 
rt 


= e ( OnLine nt 












‘aie t1o7 

Mr. P SRKINS Certainly. 

fr. MITCHELL. Itisforinformation. | heS te 

the amount of American toni ( P us t- 
ide of vessels owned by the G 1 rts? 

Mr. PERKINS. Those tha iwaced in regula - 
ness between Puget Sound, the State of Was! t ~ f 
Oregon, and the State of California, and the ¢ it, rding to 
the Committee on Commerce, which was carefully « piled by 
the clerk, aggregated 145,000 tons. 

But we have, as I stated bs ator « ein, ly a 
hundred thousand tons of ve ire to-Cay 1 
seeking employment. seeking the Orient, t hilip- 
} Islands, Australia, and 

ir. MITCHELL. Can th bout int } m- 
ber of vessels this tonnage is « r 
of vessels, outside of ee s owned by t V - 
ning out of Pacific coast ports of the United 3 to 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the tes‘ Ly h g 
the Committee on the I hilipy ine Islands is in nt. 7 , 
that is better than for me to speak from mem 

But aside from those which have been e ‘ated, I have 
called the attention of my friend the Senator 1 Vir; » to 
the fact that the Government owns tw y-two port 1 
the people have bought and paid for, and whet to the interest 
of our Treasury that cargoes of men and munitions shall be trans- 
ported by those vessels, it is always done. 

Parenthetically, l want to say that I have no frie x n- 
terested especially in any particular vessel or lins vess rin 
any company. ido not myself own a lar of inter any of 
these vessels. Iam in favor of the bill 1 ‘use it is in the public 
interest; in the interest of the people. The s lipowner pays taxes 

where the vessel is registered in all the States, with one or two or 
three exceptions. There they are exempt from taxation n my 
own State, in the State of Oregon, and in other States, every ves- 
sel that is registered I 3 m l 
county, and State taxes. d by Ameri iti- 
zens, all at least 50 per ce must be A n 
citizens. They have their bo n I n 
which the vessel sails. Wh ep t ut 
home among our own people : vn to 
our own sailors and officers \ man and equip 
these vessels, and who purcha:s s in our own ports 


and cities? 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr 


President 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Cali- 


fornia yield to the gentleman from Colorad 
Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Did I understand the Senator to say that 


on all American vess Is plying between the United States at 18 
Philtppines 50 pe: r cent of the crew must be A 

Mr. PERKIN On those that are r ivi i 

Mr. PATTE RSON. Oh! But it is not ti is to A in 
vessels that do not receive mail sul dies 

Mr. PERKINS Their offic: must be Am 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Their crew may be of other nati 


Mr. PATTERSON. I would < the Sen - from C nia 
whether the reason that is ordinari y given ror of 7] 
exists in this case, namely, to make good 1 
| American and foreign labor? Is it n 
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on the great lines plying between the Pacific coast and Asia are 
all manned by Chinese? 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator is aware that no officer, from the 
captain to the assistant engineer, can be an officer or receive his 
license on a ship of American register flying the Stars and Stripes 
unless he is an American citizen. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I did not suppose that the officers—the 
captain and the mates—of American ships were Chinese, but I 
understand the fact to be that the crews—the cabin hands, the 
men down in the stokeholes, everybody below the dignity of what 
may be termed a commissioned officer—are Chinese. Now, if that 
is trne, and I think it is, why should we afford protection of the 
kind that is prohibition simply because it is the Government that 
may be engaged in the transportation? 

Mr. PERKINS. To my knowledge there is not a Chinese upon 
any Government transport sailing out of San Francisco. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, no. I agree with the Senator from 
California that this bill is notintended for the benefit of Govern- 
ment transports. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is intended for ships of American register. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ah; but there is a wide difference between 
ships of American register and Government transports. 

Mr. PERKINS. They must be built in the United States. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Does the Senator say that no ship with an 
American register is manned wholly by Chinese, outside of its 
oificers? 

Mr. PERKINS. I say that noshipcan havean American regis- 
ter and fly the Stars and Stripes unless she was built in the United 
States or, having been wrecked, has had 75 per cent of her value 
spent upon her here. 

[mean to say that the ship must be built by Americans, in 
American shipyards, from American materials brought from our 
forests and from our mines. Then, when it is manned and 
equipped, every officer must be an American citizen or have de- 
claved his intention of becoming an American citizen. Every 
man on that ship, or a certain percentage of them, must be an 
American citizen. 

Mr. BERRY. Oh, no. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. PATTERSON, The Senator from California is mistaken 
about the man part. 
Mr. PERKINS. 

zens. 

Mr. PATTERSON. We have had that matter under discus- 
sion in this body before, and I have accepted it as true, and my 
conclusion was the result of investigation, that so far as concerns 
American vessels not engaged in the coastwise trade and Ameri- 
can vessels with American registers plying between Pacific coast 
ports and the Philippines (and to all intents the Philippine Island 
ports are foreign ports) they are manned by Chinese, except as 
to officers. The cabin hands, the crew, the firemen, the whole body 
of employees on board of American vessels plying between the 
Pacific coast and foreign ports are Chinese. [If that is true, why 
should we say that the Government shall ship only in vessels of 
that kind and not say that the Government shall not purchase 
anvthing but that which is an American product? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will speak of that of which I have personal 
knowledge. The ships plying between San Francisco and the 
Hawaiian Islands, the ships plying between San Francisco and 
Australia and New Zealand, the ships plying between San Fran- 
cisco and Central American ports and the Isthmus of Panama are 
manned wholly in their crews by American citizens or those capa- 
ble of becoming American citizens. 

[am advised, and that is what my friend the Senator from Colo- 
rado evidently refers to, that the ships plying to the Orient have 
a large number of Chinese firemen and in the steward’s depart- 
ment and alsoamong thesailors. I make no defense of that class 
of people. Iam speaking for American ships, and the law requires 
that a certain percentage of their crews and all their officers shall 
be American citizens. 

Mr. HALE. Iam entirely willing that the Senate shall take a 
vote on the matter. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I wish to reply, in just a few 
words, to what has been said by the Senator from California [Mr. 
PERKINS]. Ido not want to restate what I said before. 

The Senator from California spoke about this money going to 
American citizens. He then went on to recite the fact that there 
are a number of vessels now idle on the Pacific coast. The Sec- 
retary of War says that most of the supplies for the army in the 
Philippines have been carried in Government transports, and he 
gives the amount which has been carried otherwise. As I have 
said, Congress, not being willing to leave it to the Secretary of 
War or to the President of the United States or anybody else to 
say what should be paid, passed a law providing that it should be 
left to the lowest bidder. 


A certain percentage must be American citi- 





Now, under the present law foreign vessels carried freight 
from New York to Manila at $11.91 a ton, and the Secretary 
himself says that if it is carried from anywhere on the Atlantic 
seaboard to the Pacific slope it costs twenty-eight dollars and 
some cents a ton to get it from New York to San Francisco before 
you start across the ocean with it. Yet the Senator from Cali- 
fornia would have that added to the cost, and would pay such 
additional sum to carry it from San Francisco to Manila as ¢] 
few shipowners on the Pacific coast would agree that the Goy- 
ernment should pay. 

The Senator talks about patriotism and paying the money to 
American seamen and American officers, when, as the Senator 
from Colorado has said, the American vessels plying to foreign 
ports, it was proven in the Senate and proven by the personal 
servation of the Senator from Georgia, are manned, except their 
officers, by Chinese from the top to the bottom of the ship. 

Mr. President, as I said before in reply to the Senator from 
Maine, who says that it has no feature of a ship subsidy, I care 
not whether he calls it a subsidy or whether he calls it a direct 
gift out of the Treasury to the owners of these American vessels, 
Senators speak about the large number of ships that are lyi: 
idle. Yet the Secretary tells us that on opening the bids th 
was not one of them that bid such a sum as would enable it to 
carry the freight under the law. If they carry it as cheaply as 
any other vessel, I should say, by all means, that the Secretary 
should employ American vessels. But when you propose that we 
shall confine the bidding to them, without any restraint exceyt 
such as the President may choose to offer in time of great distress, 
you thereby enable a few individuals, as the Secretary says, to 
charge an exorbitant price and suchas the Government ought not 
to pay. 

I agree with the Senator from Virginia that you can not build 
up a merchant marine by such methods, and that the only result 
will be, if this bill becomes a law, to enable a combination of ship- 
owners—a few individuals—to hold this Government up for such 
price as they think will be submitted to by the Government. 

Now, that is the question fairly presented; and are we willing 
to give to the shipowners the difference between the cost of 
transportation charged under the present law and such sums as 
they may, after consultation with each other, agree they will 
make the Government pay? The Secretary of War himself says 
that it ought not to pass. We have a new Secretary of War. 
The Senator from Massachusetts said that the other Secretary 
has just gone out. Does anyone doubt that if the present Sec: 
tary entertained views different from those given by Secretary 
Root the Senator from Maine would have a letter from him here 
giving such a different opinion? I do not know what he believes 
about it; I have no idea, for I have not heard; but I do say t! 
the Secretary of War, Mr. Root, wrote this strong docume1 
against it, and I think the Senate ought to vote down the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, has the amendment been adopt: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been. 

Mr. CARMACK. What is the amendment? 

Mr. BERRY. The committee amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Inserting ‘or for the protection of the interests of 
the Government.”’ 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North | 
kota offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘ Nay; 
insert: 


I offer the amendment which I send to t! 


Provided, That no greater charges be made by such vessels for transpor 
tion of articles for the use of the said Army and Navy than are made by + 
vessels for transportation of like goods for private parties or companies. 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amen‘ 
ment, the bill will be reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. BERRY. I will say that the Senator from Georgia [M 
Bacon], for whom I have sent, desires to offer an amendment 
limit—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be offered in the Sen- 
ate if there is no objection to reporting the bill to the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. I suppose he will be hereina few minutes. M 
understanding is that he wants to offer an amendment that th 
difference shall not exceed 30 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to make a suggestion to the Ser 
ator from Maine, and I will make it in the form of an amendmen 
In line 3, after the words ‘‘ United States,’’ I move to insert ‘* or 
belonging to the United States.’’ Then I wish to strike out tha 
portion of the first section down to the end of the section, begin- 
ning with the word “but.” I think it is better phraseology. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator thinks it suits better, it covers tl 
same point. 
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I think it suits better. 
There is no objection to it. 


Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. HALE. Very well. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 
* The SECRETARY. In line 3, page 1, after the words “‘ United 
States,” it is proposed to insert “‘or belonging to the United 


” 


et > amendment was agreed to. | 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Then strike out “‘ but this section shall not be | 
trued,’’ etc. 

. Secretary. In line 6, page 1, after the word ‘‘ Navy,” it | 

is proposed to strike out the following: | 


4+ this section shall not be construed to prohibit the transportation of such 
. 3 by any vessel owned by any Department of the Government. 


Mr. ALLISON. No Department of the Government owns ves- 
sels, but all these vessels belong to the United States, | 

Mr. HALE. That is all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. | 
Mr. ALLISON. If I may suggest another amendment, it would 
be a modification of the amendment proposed by the committee, | 
inserting *“‘or for the protection or the interests of the Govern- | 
ment.” I think it ought to be “the interests of the United | 

States. 

HALE. Yes; that is true. Undoubtedly it means the 

saine thing, but ‘‘ the United States’ is better than ‘‘ the Govern- 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me one more sugges- 
tion? It seems to me that thirty days is rather a short period for 
the taking effect of this proposed act. I would suggest ninety 
days, or sixty days at least. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be sixty days. Although the bill has been 
pending more than two months, still I will accept sixty days. 

Mr. ALLISON. A great many people may not know about it. 

lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SecrRETARY. In line 9, page 2, it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘ one month ’”’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ sixty days.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the | 
bill—I may not now recall it—whether there is any other statute | 
or law the operation of which the President is authorized to sus- 
pend at will in his discretion. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; there are, I will not say a great many, but 
we have—— 

Mr. BACON, I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. One is suggested to me, the law in reference to 
the Canadian, bonding privilege; and if I had time I could give 
the Senator a half dozen instances. 

Mr. BACON, I did not hear the one the Senator gave. 

Mr. LODGE. The law granting the bonding privilege through 
Canada. The President has authority to suspend it. 

Mr. HALE. It is all in certain emergencies, and that was cov- | 
ered by the original bill. Now, since then we have incorpcrated 
an amendment that the President may suspend it at any time when 
it is to the interest of the Government. 

Mr. BACON. Do you mean the question of bonding? 

Mr. HALE. No; I am talking abont this bill now. 

Mr. BACON, Yes; this bill. That is a very different matter. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator will remember that in tariff legisla- 
tion—— 

Mr. BACON, Yes; that is all very different from this. 

Mr. HALE. The tariff legislation is different? 

Mr. BACON. I mean in principle. 

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator think that suspending the 
bonding privilege with Canada is unimportant? 

Mr. BACON. I did not say it was unimportant. 
different in principle. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think it would be better to pass | 
the bill without leaving that power in the President? 

Mr. BACON. As the Senator asks me the question, I will say 
that Iam not in favor of the Executive being delegated practically 
legislative powers, and when you give to the Executive the power | 
to suspend or to practically annul an act by an indefinite suspen- | 
sion you do confer upon him legislative power practically. 

Mr. HALE. We give just this power in naval bills, that wher- | 
ever the Secretary of the Navy is convinced that there is a combi- | 
nation against the Government the President may suspend the | 
operation of the law and direct the other thing to be done. We | 
have done that in a great many cases. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, that is very dif- 
ferent. There the Executive is directed to perform certain work, | 
and so far as practicable directing him how to perform it. That | 


I said it was 
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| to say when it shall not be in force. 


| vision that the President in his discretion may s 


| the Secretary of the Treasury—did, without any authority 


Fe 
| quired that goods shipped between an American port and the 


| exercise. 


| bill, that would certainly be 
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is nothing more than vesting him with certain discretion as to 
how the particular work which is provided for in the law shall 


be executed by the executive department. But here is a general 


law which shall control the question of transportation, as to what 
ships shall be allowed to carry certain freights between certain 
points. It is a general law, and you put it absolutely within the 
power of the President to say when that law shall be in force and 


There is no reason why the 
general navigation laws should not be put in the same way, so far 
as their operation is concerned, under the control of the Executive, 

We have a law now which prohibits the carrying of freight be- 


tween any two ports on the coast by other than vessels under 
American registry. Why should there not in that case be a pro- 





ispend that law 


uld be urged that 


and practically annul it? The same reasous cot 
are urged as to this measure. 

It is a fact Senators will recall thet some two years ago, I 
think, the head of one of the Executive Departments—I have now 
forgotton which; I think it was either the Secretary of War or 


. 


whatever, absolutely issue an order annulling the law 


! 


Philippine Islands should be shipped in a vessel of American 
registry. All Senators will recall that fact. It was th: m- 
mented upon in the Senate, and it was sought to be justified upon 


the idea or on the claim that the public emerge 
Of course this is a very much better pr 
the executive department in that way disr 


cy requir ‘ 
vision than to have 
ward the positive re- 





| quirements of the law, but unless there can be some reason urged 
which is very much stronger than any reason which occurs tome, 
there ought not to be vested in the Executive a power such as 
this. 
If it be true, as urged by Senators, that it is important that the 
transportation of these goods should be limited to vessels of Amer- 
ican registry, then let the law be passed and stand byit. If it is 


not true, then do not pass the law. If it is true, do not put it in 
the power of the Executive to annul the law. I do not say that 
in the interest of this particular measure, but I say it in the inter- 


| est of the proper prerogatives of the legislative branch of the 


Government. 
The question as to whether the President should make certain 
reciprocity treaties is not at all on all fours with this measure 


It does not stand upon the same principle. Here is the operation 
of a general law, and, I repeat, there is no reason (there may be 
a particular reason, but I am speaking generally) why, wherever 
the emergency arose, the President should not have this power as 
to the general navigation law which does not exist as to this par- 
ticular law proposed. 

Mr. President, as our Government grows larger there is a natu 
ral tendency in the very vast multitude of its ramifications an 
the scope of its business that the executive department, which i 
intended only to éxecute the law which is prescribed by the legis- 
lative department, shall extend in its operations into the domain 
really of legislation in that it undertakes to do things not specif 
ically warranted or authorized by law. 

If we are going to enter upon this departure, if we are goin 
enter upon the departure that whether provisions of a general 
law, such as the navigation laws, shall remain in force or be sns- 


pended for a day, or for a year, or for ten years shall be in the 


BD -i 


| discretion of the President, then we have taken a long step in the 


direction of abdicating the power which it was intended we 
should exercise and conferring it upon the executive department, 
which it was the direct intention of the Constitution it should not 

It is unnecessarily mingling the functions of the two 
departments of Government. If I had no other objection to this 
a most radical one to me, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there are unquestionably, as the 
Senator from Maine states, precedents for the second section. It 
does not make it any the less vicious because there are precedents 
for it. Precedents may establish the principle th: ; 
thought they had the right to do it, and yet it might be true that 
they did not have the right to do it 

The present statutes on the subject are explicit : 
to what the executive department shall do and what the law for- 


bids it todo. Now, it is proposed to repeal that provision of the 
| law and to substitute a different system—that is, to provide that 
contracts shall be made on the part of the proper authoriti thy 
American shipowners. When the shipowner insists wpon a price 
that is not satisfactory to the executive department, the e: ve 
department may under this provision, I suppose, line to enforce 
the act, or, as the proposed statute here says,it maysuspendit. I 
will read the second section: 
That the President of the United States may from time to time suspend 
in whole or in part, section 1 of this act whenever, t he 
national defense, or for the protection of the interest f theG it, 


such suspension may seem to him desirable. 
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The President may suspend it under those conditions. visions of this act. For the time being, of course, the Secretar 

Mr. President, what is, then, the method of securing the trans- | of War can not take foreign bids; but suppose the President s 
portation of these goods? You have repealed by this legislation | pends this act? Would he not fall back to the general statute: 
the act that says you shall call for bids. The President suspends Mr. TELLER. There may be some force in that. 


iS- 








the act. and then you have not any act whatever on this subject. Mr. ALLISON. I think he would. Iam sure about it. 
Mr. HALE. It restores the old provision. Mr. TELLER. Itis a repeal of only a portion of the statute, 
Mr. TELLER. No: it does not. The authorities are against | It repeals so much as requires or authorizes acontract to be mag 
that view. The repeal of the repealing statute does not neces- | with foreign ships. Under the present statute there is no limita- 
sarily revive the old act. Of course it may be so provided in the | tion. We donot know the difference between a foreign citizen 
repealing act, but unless that is done when the next act is repealed | and anybody else. It maybe that my view is rather supercritical] 
that will not be the case. but it seems to me we are running along here in our legislation in 
Mr. HOAR. Iwas going to suggest to the Senator from Maine | a way that we are raising questions which need not be rais«d, 
that it seems to me there is some force in the suggestion of the | when possibly a very little attention to the phraseology of the ill 
Senator from Colorado, and that it can be met by putting in after | would put it beyond any controversy. 
the word ‘‘act’’ the words ‘‘and proceed under the law now in I do not believe, in view of the report of the Secretary of War 
force.”’ on this bill, that I shall be able to vote for it. I should be quits 
Mr. TELLER. That would undoubtedly cover it. willing to vote for a proposition to give the American ship the bs 
Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Massa- | preference. 


chusetts that this section provides simply for an emergency. If| Mr. BAILEY. At the same price? 
the emergency exists which requires the suspension of the law, Mr. TELLER. At the same price. For a good many year 
then the President ought not to be limited in advertising and get- | since I have been here, we have had various ways and dey 
ting bids to carry the products. It seems to me it is better to | proposed to increase the American shipping and encourage 
leave it exactly as it is, because it will only be exercised the same | people to put their money in ships. At one time we had a | 
as the President in an emergency, in case of war, suspends the | vision which gave to the American shipper bringing import 
writ of habeas corpus. goods into the United States a reduction of the tariff duty, wh 
Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the suggestion. I think the Senator | was in the nature of a bounty. That was not, in my opinion, 











CST 





from Tlinois is entirely right. | objectionable feature, from the fact that it reduced the tariff on 
Mr. HALE. It would be purely an executive matter. | the goods and gave him the preference. The people paid no more 
Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. while he got more than the foreigner. If there isa principle upo 
Mr. HALE. There is force in that. which a subsidy can be granted at all, it seemed to me that w 


Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts think | about the most harmless subsidy of all. But here is a proposition 
that this act revives the other act when the President suspends it? | which the Secretary says will cost possibly three or four times a 
Mr. ALLISON. It does not. much, 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Iowa says it does not. It Mr. CARMACK. At least three times as much. 
seems to me it is a mere technical question. What is the author- Mr.TELLER. At least three timesas much. If the law sto: 
ity? Is there any? I was interrupted, and I did not hear what | without that suspensory clause, of course it might have cost ten 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] said. times as much, and I suppose it is just to avoid that that th 
Mr. HOPKINS. The suggestion I made to the Senator from | clause of suspension was put in. 
Massachusetts is that this clause is only to be exercised in a great It seems to me if you wanted to give a preference you could 
national emergency, and that when exercised it is to be exercised | provideif these people bid, say, 10 per cent more than the foreigner, 
in the interest of the Government, and hence the President ought | then the foreigner might have it, or 25 per cent more than t! 
not to be limited to a law that will require him to advertise to | foreigner. It appears tome there is a way to get at that without 
carry any products or munitions of war or anything else for the | running any danger of having a very great increase in the cost of 
Navy or the Army. He ought to have the power to do it in- | transportation. 
stantly, and hence that would be a right that he could exercise | Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator, because I think it has 
without being limited to advertising. | not been explained, what efficacy he sees in the next clause? 
Mr. TELLER. I suppose the President of the United States, | Or for the protection of the interests of the Government. 
or at least the Secretary of War, or whoever makes these con- That is not an emergency clause. 
tracts, gets his authority from some statute. I do not think he Mr. TELLER. When you say— 
has that authority by any provision of the Constitution. I did| pat tne President of the United States may from time to time suspen, 
not raise this question as a mere technical one. I think it is a | in whole or in part, section 1 of this act “whenever, in the*interests of 
legal one, and I do not think it is any answer to say that this dis- | national defense”— 
cretion is only to be exercised in a great emergency. that does not amount to any more than saying that wherever, 
Who determines whether it is a great emergency? Any discre- | in his opinion, the interests of the Government justify it h> u 
tion vested in the President on such a question is not a question | make such suspension. It is the same thing. This gives tie d 
for anybody to consider except the President. He is the judgeof | cretion to him. He can say that it is necessary, 
the emergency. He may judge that it is an emergent case and Mr. DANIEL. For public policy. 
that the national defense requires it when nobody else in the Mr. TELLER. For the defense. He can say he thinks it 
country thinks that it does. Who is going to call him to question? | necessary for the interest. The interest is to increase the shi| 
The courts can not doit. Wecan not do it, except as a matter of | ping of the country and encourage people to build shipsand op 
law. So it does not make any difference that you put in the bill | ate them. Suppose hedid that? Does anybody suppose that an 
it may be done in case of national emergency or for the national | one could insist that he had made a mistake in a matter of th: 
defense or anything of that kind. You have simply said to the | kind, and that therefore there had been no suspension? You ca 
President of the United States, ‘‘ Whenever you can not make a | reach the whole question by saying ‘if the President thinks t! 
contract satisfactory to your mind you can repeal this act by re- | price asked is an unreasonable one”? he may then contract wi 
fusing to execute it.’’ anybody else. That will do it. It looks to meas if that is n 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— exactly what the originators of this scheme intended. They i 
Mr. TELLER. Now, how will he execute it? He is to make a | tended to get a large increase on the cost of transportation. T 
contract, of course, and the only limitation there is upon it is that | letter of the Secretary of War seems to indicate that he had some- 
he shall contract with American ships. Now I will hear what | thing of that idea, too, at the same time. 
the Senator from Iowa has to say. Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I suppose the Secretary 
Mr. ALLISON. I donot understand the bill as it now reads to | War gave this matter very careful and impartial examinati: 
dispense with competition. from the standpoint of the Government. He knows what he 
Mr. TELLER. It may have been amended. talking about, and he tells the truth when he says that this is au 
Mr. ALLISON. I understand there is a general law applying | extremely vicious and indefensible bill. The practical operation 
to all the Departments which requires all supplies to be advertised | of it, according to the statement of the Secretary of War, wou! 
for. Of course this is a limitation upon competition, but I sup- | be as it appears from his letter to the chairman of the Committ: 
pose that, when the bill shall become a law, the Secretary of War | on Commerce, in which he says: 
will be obliged to advertise for bids, but the bids will be confined I have no doubt whatever of the wisdom of a provision which shall mak 
to American owners of ships. it possible to do this business through the employment of American ships. || 
Mr. HALE. The contract will be made on bids, of course. think, however, that there is great danger that the passage of this bill in i 


1d Lo ; : = -» | present form would involve the Government in serious difficulty and unwa! 
Mr. ALLISON. The contract will be made on bids. Now, if | ranted expense. The number of American vessels available for shipment 
this particular statute is suspended, it will not suspend the gen- | from the Atlantic coast to the Philippines is so small that a rigid require 


e ° . shi 3 i ic saa ‘a 1t ti 
erai law on that subject, because the repealing clause here only | @ent that shipments should be made in American vessels only would put 


. : ; Government entirely at the mercy of avery few individuals, who could charge 
suspeuds acts and parts of acts that are inconsistent with the pro- ! any price they wished. . F 
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Again he says: 
ier these circumstances, if we were confined absolutely to American 
»s for this business we would have no way of escaping from the pay- 
of at least three times as much as we now pay for this class of trans- 
tion. 
‘ho Secretary says in this letter: 
1 ould be in favor of increasing the preference to— 
at is, the preference claimed for American vessels— 
, 25 or 30 per cent. 


| think in another letter he says he would prefer to give a pref- - 


erence of 100 per cent, but the advocates of the bill are not satis- 
f.«] even with an advantage of 100percent. They want the right 
+o charge at least three times as much as the Government is now 
required to pay for this service. 

Now. what will be the effect of it? Here is a statement from 
Rear-Admiral G. A. Converse, Chief of the Bureau of Equipment, 
made at a hearing before the House Committee on Naval Affairs 
a few days ago: 

While I much prefer to see the American coal carried in American ships, I 

t believe that the American ships available are sufficient to meet the de- 

I isof the Navy Department. ot 1 ; 
} one to pay all the subsidy for building up the American merchant ma- 
and I do not think the Bureau of Equipment should have to increase its 

ates for coal transportation beyond a reasonable amount simply tocarry 

1 American ships. It is my opinion, therefore, as previously stat od, 
there should be a means provided for carrying American coal in any 

v . giving preference to American bottoms whenever they can be ob- 
i, at a reasonable advance over the price offered by foreign ships, said 

» to be limited by a certain percentage. 

Why is it that the advocates of this bill are not satisfied with a 
reasonable advance? Why are they not satisfied with a reasonable 

ofit. instead of giving a man a right to charge the Government 
three times as much as it is now required to pay? 

The Government has had difficulties of this sort before, Mr. 
President. In a report made by the Bureau of Equipment in 1898 
the following statement is made: 

» Department was still in desperate straits for transportation of coal: 
there were but few vessels in this country suitable for the transportation of 
| available for immediate use. When these were found, their owners 
well the necessities of the Government and generally demanded exor- 
t prices. 

In 1900 the Bureau of Equipment made the following statement: 

Owing to the great scarcity of freight steamers at present it is extremely 

f It, in fact, impossible, to deliver coal at points desired at regular 

The necessities of the Government are generally taken advantage 
extort exorbitant freight rates. ; 

That is what you are going to accomplish by this bill. You 
are going to enable a few American shipowners, simply to rob 
and plunder the Government, to charge whatever prices they 
please, and compel the Government to paythem. It does seem to 
me, Mr. President, as though this were an exceedingly audacious 
demand to make upon the Treasury of the United States for the 
benefit of a few shipowners. 

Mr. McCCUMBER. Mr. President,I simply want to call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. CarMAcK] to the fact 
under the amendment which has already been adopted no 
greater charges can be made to the Government than the charges 
vhich are made by the same vessels for transporting like articles for 

vateindividuals. If that be the case. then under what character 

mbination could they make the prices so exorbitant against the 


me 


"I 
Government, as there is not a single one of these vessels but what 
is now, and all the time has been, engaged in carrying the saine 
kind of freight for private individuals and private companies’ 

While the Senator is here I wish to call his attention to another 
fact; that is, as to the alleged inadequacy of American ships to 
carry the coal and provisions which will be necessary for our 
Army and Navy while staying in the Philippines. There aretwo 

ls now at New London, just completed, each of them over 
3.000 tons burden. With those vessels added to our present car- 
rying capacity, have we not far more now than are sufficient to 
carry in American bottoms all of the supplies for the use of the 
Army and Navy in the Philippines? 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I think that the Secretary of 
War is probably better informed on that subject than my friend 
from North Dakota. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I simply call the attention of the Senator 
from Tennessee to the fact that when the report of the Secretary 
_ ra Was made the vessels to which I refer had not been com- 
pleted. 

_Mr. CARMACK. Well. I suppose the Secretary of War knew 
those vessels would be completed in a very short time. 

ir. HALE. Mr. President 
_ Mr. CARMACK. I should like to ask the Senator if he is will- 
ing to fix a certain percentage, so that the Government shall not 
be required to pay more than a reasonable advance? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know what the percentage ought to be, 
and I am entirely willing to leave that to the executive officers 
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This has all been gone over—the 


when the emergency arises. 


| Senator was not here—and it has been shown that when the Sec- 


retary of War wrote that letter he was not in possession of the 
facts of the case. Since then hearings before the committee have 


| developed the tonnage capacity of American ships ready to do this 


I donot think the Navy Department should | 


business and who want to doit. We have put on an additional 
amendment, which leaves the whole thing discretionary, so that 
it will be just as it is in the case of combinations on naval supplies 
or combinations in any such interest, where the Secretary of War 
or the Secretary of the Navy or the President may suspend the 
operation of the law. But, as I say, the Secretary of War, when 
he wrote that letter, was not in possession of these facts. 

Mr. CARMACK. In what contingency may the Secretary sus- 
pend the operation of the law? 

Mr. HALE. In his discretion. 

Mr. CARMACK. Whenever he chooses? 

Mr. HALE. Whenever he concludes that there is such a com- 
bination, just as we provide that when the President is satisfied 
there is a combination of bidders to keep up the price, he may 
suspend the operation of the law. It is left with him. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ido not think that is a very good principle. 

Mr. HALE. Well, that raises the rather philosophical question 


suggested by the Senator from Georgia and the Senator from 
Colorado, but there is no other way of getting ati The senior 
Senator from Colorado said that there was plenty of precedent for 
it, but whether there is or is not precedent for it, it has neve1 


worked anything very wrong or bad. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Maine says that there 
have been public hearings since the Secretary of War made 
former statement; but the Secretary of War has never made a 
statement to the contrary of this which indicated a change of 
opinion. We have now a new Secretary of War. Does the Sen- 
ator know what he thinks about this proposed legislation? 

Mr. HALE. Iunderstand the Secretary of War, when he more 
thoroughly understood the situation, suggested certain amend- 
ments which should be put on the bill. 

Mr. CARMACK. The amendment suggested here gives cer- 
tain preferences by raising the percentage in fayor of American 
vessels. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President—— 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will permit me, the Senator fr 
Tennessee {Mr. CARMACK] has asked the Senator from Maine as 
to the views of the new Secretary of War on this matter, and that 
question has not been answered. 

Mr. CARMACK. Yes; Iasked the Senator from Maine if he 
knew what were the views of the present Secretary of War with 
respect to the pending bill. ; 

Mr. HALE. I do not know what the views of the present 
Secretary of War are about this bill. He has just come into the 
Department. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, the opinion of the Secretary 
of War is very important in a matter of this kind, and I believe 
we ought to know what his opinion is. I 


his 











1 We ouch to h: some 
statement by him as to the effect of this bill. S as we have 
any statement now is to the effect that this would be very in- 


jurious. 


Mr. HALE. That was in reference to anot! 
Mr. BERRY. No: itis in reference 


the Secretary refers to this identical bill. 


Mr. HALE. Ithonght the Senator was speaking of the pres- 
ent Secretary of War. 

Mr. BERRY. But he is speaking now of Secretary Root 

Mr. CARMACK. I know what Secretary T: ve has been 
the governor of the Philippines, has said in regard to ; 
matter, but I want to know th ion of t ECTE yvof W n 
regard to this bill. I think we ought to have it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, though there may be precedents 
for this bill, I doubt whether there is a precedent whicl 
in line with this. There are precedents to the effect that an 
may be suspended by proclamation of the President; that is, w 


certain facts are determined by the President, he may th 
proclaim those facts and declare that the statute 
pended. 

In the tariff act there are provisions that if the President finds 
certain things are being done by a foreign nation with who 
have trade relations, he may on ascertaining th 
rates of duty. That, however, is a very different thing f1 
what is here proposed. In that case it is not done upon mere dis 
cretion, but after inquiry. 

For instance, in the bond cases—I do not 
ticulars—I think it was upon the condition that if certain t 
were being done by the other parties which they ought 
we would suspend the bonding privil whilst gives the 
absolute power to the President, in his discretion, to suspend this 
proposed law. 


E 1 1 
remember the nar- 


this 
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Mr. President, I do not suppose I need spend any time in saying 
that that is a very remarkable provision to be placed in a statute 
in a case where there is absolutely no necessity to clothe the 
President with such extraordinary powers, even if it be admitted 
that we have the authority to do so. 

After the 4th day of next July all goods transported from our 
western ports will goin American ships. I do not remember ex- 
actly the extent of that act, which we passed to take effect on the 
4th of July next, but I think it practically applied the coastwise 
laws tothe Philippine Islands. If this is done at all, it is done 
not to protect the Government, but for the purpose of assisting 
the shipowners. 

If Senators feel that they ought to do something for American 
shipping, and they are anxious to do it, they ought to do it in such 
a way that when it is presented to the Senate there can be no 
doubt about the propriety and legality of the transaction. It is 
not necessary now to say that the President shall suspend this law. 
You could leave that all out and say that if the President finds 
that there is a combination against the Government to put up the 
price of freight unreasonably, he may then resort to another law. 
That principle we have embodied in the bill for the construction 
of the Panama Canal when we said the President might have a 
certain time within which to deal with Colombia, and if it should 
be found within that time that it could not be done, then he 
should do something else. The law in that case is not suspended, 
but the lawisin force. Itis just as easy to make such a provision 
now, unless the Senate desires to make a precedent and to come 
here at a subsequent time and claim that it is a precedent, that 
we have clothed the President with legislative power by enabling 
him practically to repeal a law, to nullify it, and set it aside, or 
to enforce it or not to enforce it, as he may see fit. 

There is something more than a mere technical question here. 
It is a question of principle; and you are applying a vicious prin- 
ciple without any occasion for it, when by a slight change in the 
wording of the law you could avoid it and accomplish everything 
you can accomplish by giving to the President of the United States 
this, as I claim, unconstitutional authority. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I should like to offer an amend- 
ment, to come in after the amendment of the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. McCumBER]. 
he PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
he Secretary. It is proposed toadd at the end of the amend- 
raent offered by Mr. McCumber, and agreed to, the following: 


g: 

And provided further, That such freight charges do not exceed by 10 per 
cent the lowest bid offered for transporting such freight in foreign bottoms. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the criticism which the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has made on section 2 of this bill 
seems to me a very correct one, but I think he might have gone 
even further than he did, for it seems to me that section 2 is 
wholly unconstitutional. 

In the words used in this section 2 thereare some provisions of 
other statutes which would seem to be to a certain extent prece- 
dents, but I do not think any statute which we have heretofore 
passed has ever authorized the President of the United States, or 
attempted to authorize him, to suspend at his will, and then at 
his will to reenact a law of Congress. Such a provision as this 
wonld be much more appropriate in the Philippine Islands, for 
which three men legislate, than at this, the American end of this 
transportation line. 


Mr. President, let us read this second section: 

That the President of the United States may from time to time suspend, 
in whole or in part, sect‘on 1 of this act whenever in the interests of the 
national defense such suspension may seem to him desirable. 


It does not require, Mr. President, a state of war, for the 
1ational defense goes on whether there be peace or war. It does 
not define an act or a time, to be ascertained by the President, in 
which the power of Congress shall, upon such condition, make a 
different law. It leaves it wholly within the mind of the Presi- 
dent of the United States as to whether this shall be law or not 
law, and within that mind the operation must be simply upon the 
poll of the President’s desire. Discretion, it was said by a great 
English judge, is the father of tyranny. We have made this law 
or not law going and coming, solely within the unlimited discre- 
tion of the President of the United States. So that upon this 
subject and to the extent that the Congress is undertaking to give 
the President an authority which does not reside in the Executive 
oftice, it is proposed that we shall transfer to him the legislative 
power of government, that when he pleases he may regard this as 
law, and when he pleases he may regard it as not law. 

Any court, in my judgment, would hold this provision to be 
unconstitutional, and the result would be that we would have the 
absolute law which is contained in the first section uncontrollable 
by the fancies or by the convictions which might come and go at 
the Presidential discretion, 


ae 


| self. 
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| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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state of affairs is summed up by him in the declaration: . 
If we were confined absolutely te American bottoms— 
And we would be so confined— 

for this business we would have no way of escaping from the payment of at 


least three times as much as we now pay for this class of transportation 

Does any Senator on this floor imagine, Mr. President, that the 
taxpayers of the United States, if consulted on this subject, would 
indorse the proposition that we shall make any law which requires 
this Government to pay three times the value in the market of 
transportation or other matters which they seek to purchase? 

Mr. President, while I do not believe in systems of discrin 
tion and would hope to provide for the American merchant 
rine without them, yet if we are going into the subsidy busi: 
whether by a direct sum paid or by so disposing of the mait 
that a larger sum, three times as much, is bound to be paid 
us at least show some moderation. Let us gauge to some di ; 
and limit according to that gauge, the extraordinary demands of 
these shipping companies to be paid more for transporting t 
articles for the Government -than the Government can get i 
transported for at those ports. For this consideration I hay 
fered the amendment putting it at 10 per cent. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, would it bein order at 
time to move to recommit this bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the cha 
It would. 

Mr. CARMACK, Then,I move to recommit the bill; and I 
will say that I do so for several reasons. There are a number of 
amendments proposed and agreed to on this bill. I think the com- 
mittee should consider it again, and I think it should have the 
benefit of a statement from the Secretary of War in regard to 
bill. For those reasons I move to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onthe motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee, to recommit the bill to the Committe 
on Commerce. [Putting the question.] The ‘“‘ noes” seem to 
have it. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iask for the yeas and nays. Mr. Presid 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceede 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name wascalled). I ha 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Missouri | Mr. Sron 
As he is absent, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Ihave a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. MarTIN]. As hie 
is not present, being at home ill, I understand, I withhold m 
vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Diniinauam]. I cdo 
not see him present, and I withhold my vote. If I were at lil 
to vote, I should vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I havea gen 
pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Moniy | 
do not see him in the Chamber, and therefore withhold my v 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (after having voted in the negative). I] 

a general pair with the senior Senator from Montana | Mr. CL» 

I did not observe when I voted that he was not present, a1 

knowing how he would vote, I do not feel at liberty to vot 
I therefore ask to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 1 
souri [Mr. CockrELL]. That Senator not being in the Cham 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GAMBLE (after having voted in the negative). I h: \ 
general pair with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. N 
LANDS]. I supposed he was present when I voted; but | 
transfer the pair to the senior Senator from Rhode Island 
ALDRICH], and let my vote stand. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington (after having voted in the m 
tive). I havea general pair with the junior Senator from } 
sissippi [Mr. McLaurin]. I transfer that pair to my colle: 
[Mr. ANKENY], and wiil let my vote stand. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I announced a pair with the jm 
Senator from Missouri |Mr. Stoner]; I will transfer that paii 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. BurToN],and vote. 1 vote ‘nay 

Mr. CULBERSON (after having voted in the affirmative). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLES], with whom I h 
a pair, has not voted, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that my colleague [M 
MARTIN] is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLo™ 
If my colleague were present, he would vote “ yea.”’ 

Mr. CARMACK. My colleague [Mr. Barts] is unavoidab! 
absent on business. On this vote he is paired with the Senato: 
from Kansas [Mr. Burton]. If hewerehere, my colleague would 
vote “yea. 
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Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (after having voted in the negative). 

Under the statement just made by the Senator from Tennessee 
Mr. CARMACK], I withdraw my vote. . 

“Mr. BEVERIDGE. Istated that I had a general pair with the 

‘or Senator from Montana [Mr. CLarK], who is not present. 

| +ransfer that pair to the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. Dietricy], 

d vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

\ir. CULLOM. I understand that there has been no pair ar- 
ranged for the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLey]. I will 
+1 orefore take the liberty of transferring my pair with the junior 
<-nator from Virginia |Mr. MARTIN] to the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. CARMACK (after having voted in the affirmative). 

senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] voted? 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairis informed he has not. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

lhe result was announced—yeas 12, nays 30, as follows: 


YEAS—12. 


Has 


| n, Clarke, Ark. Foster, La. Overman, 
B v, Clay, Latimer, Patterson, 
Berry, Daniel, McCreary, Teller. 
NAYS—30. 

Allee, Fairbanks, Hansbrough, Mitchell, 
Bard Foraker, Heyburn, Nelson, 
Beveridge, Foster, Wash. Hopkins, Perkins, 
| im, Frye, Kean, Platt, Conn, 
Burrows, Fulton, Kittredge, Stewart, 
Cu Gallinger, Lodge, Wetmore, 
Dr 1 Gamble, Long, 
Elkins Hale, McCumber, 

NOT VOTING—47. 
A ly Cockrell, McComas, Proctor, 
Alger, Culberson, McEnery, Quarles, 
Allison, Depew, McLaurin, Quay, 
Ankeny, Dietrich, Mallory, Scott, 
B : Dillingham, Martin, Simmons, 
Bat Dolliver, Millard, Smoot, 
B cburn, Dubois, Money, Spooner, 
Burton, Gibson, Morgan, Stone, 
Carmack, Gorman, Newlands, Taliaferro, 
Clapp, Hawley, Penrose, Tillman, 
Clark, Mont. Hoar, Pettus, Warren. 
Clark, Wyo. Kearns, Platt, N. Y. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


No quorum having voted, the 


All Clay, Hansbrough, Newlands, 
Al i Culberson, Heyburn, Overman, 
Ba Cullom, Hoar, -atterson, 
B Daniel, Hopkins, Perkins, 
Ba Dryden, Kean, Platt, Conn. 
Be Fairbanks, Kittredge, Stewart, 
Beveridge, Foraker, Latimer, Teller, 

B ham, Foster, Wash. Lodge, Tillman, 

} vs, Frye, Long, Warren, 

( k, Fulton, McCreary, Wetmore. 
( Gallinger, McCumber, 

( Wyo. Gamble, Mitchell, 

( e, Ark. Hale, Nelson, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have an- 
swered totheir names. A quorum of the Senate is present. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Tennes- 
see to recommit the bill to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this bill will come up as the unfin- 
ished business to-morrow, and as the margin is so narrow and 
Senators, perhaps without realizing the importance of remaining, 
have gone away, I move that the Senate adjourn. Let the bill be 
printed as it has been amended. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator permit me to offer an 
amendment, to be printed and go over? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; but I can not yield to anything else. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move to amend the bill by inserting after 


+ » 


the words ‘‘ and no other,’’ in line 3, the following words: 
From and after July 1, 1905. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be reprinted with 
the amendments. The Secretary will state the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Oregon. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3, page 1, after the words ‘‘and no 
others,” it is proposed to insert ‘* from and after July 1, 1905,” 

Mr. HALE. I renew my motion. 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Maine, that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 17 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, February 


o> 


«7, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 26, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, under the rules, bills on the 
Private Calendar are in order to-day: but I find that gentlemen 
on both sides of the House feel very desirous to finish to-day the 
naval appropriation bill. I therefore ask unanimous consent 
that to-morrow may be substituted for to-day for the consider- 
ation of those bills which would be in order to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
SULLOWAY] asks unanimous consent that to-morrow may be sub- 
stituted for to-day for the consideration of pension bills, the same 
as if it were to-day. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. Foss, the House resolved itself into Commit 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. OLMSTED 
in the chair, and resumed the consideration of House bill 12220, 
the naval appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whenthe committee rose last evening there 
was pending an amendment offered by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts | Mr. Rosperts]. 

Mr. ROBERTS and Mr. FOSS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Illinois rise? 

Mr. FOSS. I desire to 
this amendment— 

The CHAIRMAN. So the Chair understands. 

Mr. FOSS. I did so for the purpose of asking the gentleman 
from Massachusetts a question. I will now withdraw the point 
of order, and allow the amendment to come up onits merits. I 
do not believe, at any rate, it is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I ask unanimous consent that I may be al- 
lowed to proceed for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I will not object if 
I can have the same time allotted to me. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Ihaveno doubt that the gentleman can secure 
that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 


tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RoBERTs] may be permitted to 


say that I reserved a point of order on 


| proceed for fifteen minutes, after which the gentleman from Con- 


| necticut |[Mr. H1i1] shall proceed for fifteen minutes. 


Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, prior to the begin- 
ning of the debate, I should like to offer an amendment to the 
amendment, so that the question may be fairly understood. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
yield the floor for that purpose? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I will. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment 1} 
so that the clause will read: 

“ The Secretary of the Navy is hereby author i to contract f 
chase subsurface or submarine torpedo boats,” et 

Mr. MUDD. I ask unanimous consent that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS] may 
be reported again. It was offered late yesterday evening, and a 
good many gentlemen have not heard it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts |[Mr. Roberts] 
ported. 

Mr.MUDD. This is not to come out of the time of the gentle 
man from Massachusetts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 12, page 72, strike out the word “two” wherever it 
sert in place thereof the word “five.” 


4 4 
Massachusetts 


"> 4} 


y striking out, in line 12, page 72, the word 


will be again re- 





In line 13 strike out the wor 1 nsert I “( 
the words “ eight hundred an 

In line 18, after the word “ it nd 
word “‘appropriated,” in line 23 ly tl 

“To carry out the purpose ! $550.00 







thereof as may be necessary, is herei 
Treasury not otherwise appropriate: 
So that as amended the section s 











“The Secretary of the Navy is her r tr r 
chase five subsurface or five subma1 boa i 
$850,000: Provided, That befo s 
boat is purchased or contract ry t 
ment as fulfilling all reasonable 1 ul warfare and 
shall have been fully tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy. 
To carry out the purposes aforesaid the sum of $850, I ! “t 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money the Treas 


ury not otherwise appropriated.” 
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gent an from Massachusetts [Mr. Roperts] is recognized for | Seven submarines and had not accepted them, it was not wise to 
{i inu | go on building any more. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I was much gratified during | Now, the chairman of our committee said yesterday we had not 
the debate yesterday to hear the chairman of the Committee on | heard from any high naval authorities of this country since the 
Naval Affairs appeal to this committee to be guided by the judg- | battle of Port Arthur. We had not heard from Admiral Dey 
ment of our nayal experts in making up the naval programme | He may not have heard from him, but I have, and I want this 
this year, and I gathered from his remarks that he pledged him- | Committee to listen to what he says: 

1¢ 3 . ° > ° . <i. rT ve > (Peis 
self to follow the judgient of our highest naval authorities. Navy DEPARTMENT, 

Flo. said yesterday will ca ales 1s and great fervor: OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL OF THE Navy, MiLus BUILDING, 

sald yesterday with much earnestness anc great fervor: Washington, February 15, 1 

Ww »1] Rr 3 5d Dar Pandteen mst _ atand alewavan ha rac. . 
ener a er alte Ce ee | Just a week ago to-day, after the battle of Port Arthur, after 
4 LO aU DAVai AULDOPIUCS 1M bi15 Pogare = . : ce 

es ae 4 ; i 1 it | the general board had made up its recommendation for the p: 

i} recor ry ne ha size 1A Y a ‘ ehara.e ; » . ‘ 
- pis regard” being the size, the number, and the character | gramme itself, and after the House Committee had passed on 
of th a we should provide in this bill. | He says: 

4 in fe Sala: 2 : . 

te - Pe ae ore ” 3 ne DEAR Mr. Rosrrts: Referring to our conversation of thismorning, I find 
a urman, 1t 1s infin ely om tter for us to have somet hing back of us, | that it isnow claimed that the 21-inch torpedo has a range of 3,000 yards 
50 4 » stand upon, li @ the opinion of our n a a re | a terminal speed of 24} knots. Having this in view, as well as the perf 

vhose protession, whose ¢ imend to the American | ances of our submarine boats at Newport during the past season— 
Ce t the best type and the be S. 7 
o ; a : | Bear thatin mind. I will refer to it a little later— 

Again, the chairman of our commi saidtomy colleaguefrom| ~~. ; ; we evisu: ; 
Massachusetts: and the efficient work which torpedoes have accomplished in the Fast— 

Wh does the nan wish to follow—a foreign navalauthority or | By the Japanese attack on the Russians at Port Arthur— 
our own naval aut ini 





d I think it a fair a 
mittee has placed himseif behind and will follow our own highest 
naval authorities. 


! want to quote again from the speech of another distinguished 


gt nan on the Naval Committee—I refer to the ranking Demo- 
cratic member, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Mryver]— 
who said to his colleague, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
RIXey |: 

a 

+ 

Replied the gentleman from Louisiana— 
but I would rather take Admiral Dewey’s judgment than that of the board. 

N 


Now, Mr. Chairman, what is the highest naval opinion in the 
United States on this question of submarine boats? 

Let me read briefly what Lieut. Commander W. W. Kimball, 
who commanded our torpedo-boat flotilla during the late war 
with Spain, said on this question before the Senate Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

Give mo six Holland submarine boats, the officers and crews to be selected 
by me, and I will pledge my life to stand off the entire British flying squad- 
ron 10 miles from Sandy Hook without any aid from our fleet. 

There is an excellent authority for the chairman of our com- 
mittee and for this committee to follow. Let us see what Rear- 
Admiral Jouett, who was under Farragut at Mobile Bay, said 
before the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs: 


If I commanded asquadron that was blockading a port and the enemy had 
half a dozen of these Holland submarine boats, [wouid be compelled to aban- 
don the blockade and put to sea to avoid destruction of my ships from an 


invisible source and from which I could not defend myself. 
There is a high naval authority for the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs and for this committee to follow. 
Admiral Dewey said to the House Committee on Naval Affairs 





on April 23, 1900: 

The boat— 

Speaking of the only submarine boat the Government then 
had— 

The boat did everything that the owners proposed to do. And Isaid then, 


and I have said it since, that if they had had two of those boats in Manila I 
never could have held it with the squadron I had. 

Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. ROBERTS (continuing). 

Mr. FOSS. 
a moment? 

Mr. ROBERTS. 

Mr. FOSS. 
stating that he thought we had enough of these boats to experi- 
ment with then? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Iwillcometothatinamoment. And I want 
the chairman of the committee to give me close attention. Admi- 
ral Dewey continued: 

The moral effect, to my mind, is that it is infinitely superior to mines or 
torp 5 1 es— 

That is, the torpedo boats— 
or anything of this kind. With those craft moving under water it would 
wear people out. With two of those in Galveston, all the navies of the world 
could not blockade that place. 

That is what Admiral Dewey said to our committee in the hear- 
ing of our chairman less than four years ago. 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to me for 


I yield for a question, Mr. Chairman. 


ssumption that the chairman of our com- | 





T 
i 


n that we have waited long enough before construct 
ine boat believe they have amply demonstrate 
‘tiveness and usefulness as component parts of a strong navy. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman 
Mr. ROBERTS. decline inte ted at this mom 
Mr. ROBERTS. I decline to be interrupted at this m 
Now listen: 





am of the opin ig 
ional submar ts, as I d i) 


sb 
DO 





etfe 





+ 


In my judgment the number of these boats, two, recommended by the g 
eral board for authorization by the present Congress might very well 
increased. 

Very truly, yours, 

This letter is addressed to myself. 

Mr. FOSS. And not to the committee. 

Mr. ROBERTS. That is very true, but to me, and is it neces- 
sary for the gentleman who professes such a great faith in the 
views of Admiral Dewey to have a communication directed to 
him personally before he can follow out the good advice therein 
contained? 

Mr. FOSS. 
or a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Toes the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Yes, for a question. 

Mr. FOSS. I want to ask him whether in the torpedo attacks 
made by the Japanese on the Russian fleet off Port Arthur there 
was in that fleet a submarine boat? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, so far as the best advice we 


GEORGE DEewry 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield a moment 
£ 
4 


| can get will inform us, neither Japan nor Russia have to-day a 


| ship.”’ 


submarine torpedo boat; but letme say, in addition to this letter, 
what Admiral Dewey stated to me personally last Friday. 
said, ‘‘From what the Japanese have done with their surfa 
torpedo boats at Port Arthur, if they had had submarines they 
would have gone into the harbor and destroyed every Russian 
That is what he told me only a week ago. Now, why has 
Admiral Dewey come out with so strong a recommendation « 

submarines? During this present Congress the Senate of the 


> 


He 


3 


| United States sent a communication to the Secretary of the Navy 


asking him to lay before the Senate the results of the trials of t 

eight submarine boats owned by the Government, those trials 
having been had during the last year, and the Secretary of the 
Navy sent back to the Senate of the United States this: ‘‘It is 


contrary to sound public policy to divulge what these boats have 
) y g 


2 | been doing.’ 
The moral effect tomy mind—— 


Did not Admiral Dewey after that send a. letter | 


Now the chairman says, gentlemen, that Admiral Dewey, in a | 


letter, changed his mind. I say no. 
our committee [Mr. LOUDENSLAGER], written two year ago, Ad- 
miral Dewey said: 

My views on the value of the submarine have not changed. 


In a letter to a member of | 


| hour she was maneuvered under water. 


Why? Let me read part of a newspaper article, 
and you may get an idea why they do not want officially to tell 
the world how effective these boats are. Here is an item from 
the New York Sun, dated December 10, 1903: 


SUBMARINE WINS AGAIN—THE SHARK RUNS BY FORT ADAMS IN THE DAY 
TIME UNDETECTED. 


NEwponrrt, R.I., December 9 


s 

There was an interesting test with the submarine torpedo boat Shark t! 
afternoon in the outer harbor. The Shari is attached to the torpedo stati 
and since the departure of the Adder and Moccasin she has been used for ¢ 
periments. The submarines have found no difficulty in passing objects at 
night unobserved, and to-day it was decided to make a trial to see if the boat 
could pass a given point in the daytime without being detected. 

Several officers were stationed at Fort Adams, and so that the boat mig 
have no advantage Gunner Hepburn and a crew from one of the other su! 
marines were sent to the fort to assist in picking her up. 

The Shark, under the command of Lieut. C. B. Nelson, was then sent « 
from the station. There was but little motion on the surface of the water. 4 
condition favorable for picking her up, but in spite of this the boat was su 
cessful in passing the fort amiemnelt 

After getting out in the outer harbor the Shark was submerged, and for «1 
5 Then she came to the surface fi 
an observation through the conning tower. Then, again diving, she pass 
the given point without being seen. Coming to the surface between Fort 
Adams and the Jamestown shore, out of the reach of fire from the machi 
guns, she again dived and next came to the surfaca near Ross Island, and 


having complied with the requirements of the test, proceeded awash to her 
slip at the torpedo station. 


Now, the test was this: She was to go out in broad daylight 


1 
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with 7” the officers and all the men of the forts guarding the en- 
{ Newport Harbor on the watch to detect and to see her, 

i to ‘oa in by those forts in broad daylight without being 
iiscovered, and, bear in mind further, it is not a straight run into 
the harbor at Newport, but the channel to be followed is crooked 
and tortuous. The vessel had to be navigated under water by 
her compasses, and she succeeded in making that most difficult 
and supreme test of the work of a submarine boat. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman— 

The ¢ ‘Ht AIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
vield to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 
" Mr. ROBERTS. I yield. 

{ COOPER of Wisconsin. How fast can this boat run under 


ROBERTS. Mr. Chair1 


1an, I will speak of that a little 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There is one other question in 
that connection. I have been told that one had stayed under 
water for ten hours or more. 

. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I have been told on reliable 
au thority that a submarine boat has been submerged for thirty- 
six consecutive hours with a full 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Let me ask the gentleman this 
question. 

Mr. ROBERTS (continuing). Witha full complement of men 
aboard of her, eight men in the vessel, submerged for thirty-six 
consecutive hours. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Suppose that boat was running 5 
miles an hour under water, and could be submerged for twelve 
hours; the boat could dive, for instance, here at Washington and 
come up 20 miles the other side of Baltimore, and attack a war 

hip. Is that a fact? 

*, ROBERTS. The gentleman is outlining what we hope to 
achieve some time in the futur That tripis too long to make, 
unless the gentleman eaeiamanadint to Baltimore. |Laughter. ] 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; Ido notmean that. i mean 
in a straight line at sea. 

= ROBERTS. The gentleman is right in that. 

. COOPER of Wisconsin. Let me ask the gentleman one 
more o entation: If that be true, that a boat can go under water 
60 miles, submerged all the time. and at the end : discharge this 
Whitehead torpedo, why.does not that mean the doing away abso- 
lutely with battle ships in the near future? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Oh,no; Mr. Chairman, I can not agree to that. 
It will do away with the battle ships and cruisers for harbor de- 
fense, but it will not do away with the battle ship as a fighting 
machine on the high seas. 





on the surface and 


' under water all the time. 


but will proceed on the surface until 
they are near enough for an under-water attack. Then they will 
dive and deliver their blow. 





Now, Mr. Chairman, some say that this newspaper item which 
I have read, telling us of this wonderful exploit of this submari 
boat in Newport Harbor, is a newsvaper story. It is a new 
per story, but it isa true one. I know it is true. because only | 


Saturday, in this very building, Lieutenant Nelson, who CO) 
manded the Shark. about which I have read you, told me w 





his own lips the story of that wonderful performance. It was 
most remarkable performance, and the most complete r 
of the slurs and insinuations against the efficiency of thes: 
that I have ever heard. This. among others. is the reaso 
our Navy Department do not want to advertise to the world 
wonderful possibilities of these submarine boats. 

But before I leave this point | oO say to this comn 
that the seven submarine boats that ; ase v la 
ernment, when they were put to their official ac mn n 


each and every inst ance exceeded the contract requirements [In 
some instances they exceeded the contract 
one knot in speed, and those familiar 





v ch 
wat at that means. Why, the next to the battle ship 
Government accepted fell short of her contract require S 
speed, but not enough to necessitate her rejection 1 the 


marine boats exceeded the contract requirements for speed 
under water 
When the army board learned that the board of inspection « 
the Navy were to conduct the accepta 

boats, they asked per 

done. 


nce test or these sua a 
nission to ve present and observe what was 


That permission was given, and here is what that army 


board says: 


Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a 


uestion? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I have no objection in the world, Mr. Chair- 
man, to these interruptions, providing my time can be extended. 

Mr. DAYTON. Ionly want tounderstand the gentleman. Do 
I understand you to say that the type of submarine boat that the 
Government now has can go beyond 25 miles under water with 
its present storage-battery capacity? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Iso understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts has expired. - 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts have ten minutes more. 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to that, Mr. Chairman, if I 
may have the same courtesy extended to meifI need it. 1 do not 
think I shall. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. 
necticut also. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Texas asks unanimous 


I will ask for it for the gentleman from Con- 


consent that the time of the gentleman from Massachusetts may 
be extended for ten minutes, and couples with that request that 


icut may also be extended 


The ¢ Chair 


the time of the gentleman from Connect 
fortenminutes. Isthereobjection? [After a pause. | 
ie ars none. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Mi ne husetts a question. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. T want to ask the gentleman if, in any con- 
tinecency where it would be desirable to use a submarine boat, 
‘re will be any necessity for a boat continuing for 25 miles under 
water? 

- ROBERTS. Oh. no. In talking with the experts in the 
service, those who are familiar with these boats and have com- 
manded them, they have formulated their ideas for their use in 
warfare. They do not think it will ever be necessary for these 
boats to make so long a run under water. They will proceed on 
the surface until they aré within five or ten miles, at the outside, 
of their possible enemy, and then go underneath and make their 
attack, 








It is not supposed that they are going to grope around | receiv ed in this country before the general board made up it 


As to the va‘ue of these submarir 


ne boats, now that they have been prx 
by actual trial 

















to be both bitable and dirigible > COI ete 
merged i, ti ere can be no question. Such a boat place L 
by modern high-power guns and pr lectrica con 
fine cor ila 1e safe Within the har mine fie il 
proach of a hostile fleet, pass ou ie v e 3was! 
temporarily inert by the f tr ‘ rent, a af 
I aching near enougn to the enen to dis , ‘ E 
retire to a place of refuge behind the m oO 
active against the enemy by ‘ning on t elecii irrent a3 soon 
submarine had recrossed the fk 
The actual value of such a meas 1 by its « t t 
when thus used in connectjor er elements f 
only be determi ned fro m ac tuale nt in wal t m 
that the risk to be incurr an expe! Ww 
to cause the most st ut ie fa f 
be fore he att ampted t a } know 
by guns and mines with : \ an lar 
destructive value of si at can not, therefore, be definitely state 
value asan element of coast nse, when weasured by its probable mora 
effect, is thought to be incalculable. i 
Very respectfully, ARTHUR MURRAY, 
tjor, Aritilery Corps 
Cd. LILEY, 
‘ mn. rfil e , f 
G. F. LANDERS 
Captain, driillery Corps 
ARMY. 


The ADJUTANT-GENERAL U.S 
Through military char 





That is the author ae we present for an increase in the number 





of these boats. ant: me from the alaci and the willingnes 
of this committe: yout day to follow the request of the c] 
of t the Committee on Naval Affairs to.be guided r the 
naval opinion, that there will not be the slighest difticulty 7 ‘ 
in the chairn 1an himself.in the ranking | cra I r 
Louisiana |M . ME YER}, and in this en ni y 
the advice of the lighest naval authority we have in the 
States to-day, as « somite ed inthe ie r iI have S 
There is no man in the American Navy t \ las 
experience in war than Admiral Dewey. 17 s nom 
American Navy to-day in whom the people have m niider 
The gentieman from Louisiana | Mr. Meyver!.insa 
would follow the Admiral of the Navy rather t 
was merely voicing the sentim of tke 1 
They have faith in the judgment o iz Dew 
know that what he recommends is th ing stod 
naval matters: and Admira wey says to us—and he sa 
you through this letter directed to m n his i 
have waited long enough before cor go 
narine boat And why does he say i ‘In vi 
formance of those boats at Ne por ist sum 
now no reasonable a 10T as To i € ic } 1 


bility—to nu 


se his own language, *‘ as component parts of as 
» 9 
navy.”’ 


He continnes: 
In my judgement, the —, f these 


general board for authorization by the present ¢ 
increased 


L have a to believe, Mr. Chairman, from personal cony 
sat om with Admiral Dewey and other members of the get 
| board, that had the news of the engagement at Port Arthur 
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recommendation that board would have recommended more than 
two submarines: and I have reason also to believe from personal 
conversation with members of the House Naval Committee that 
had that same news reached us before our bill was made up and 
reported into this House the programme as reported by us would 
have been changed quite materially in the matter of small boats. 

I desire now to call attention to this fact. The newspapers on 
yesterday morning gave us the English naval programme for the 
ensuing year. England provides in her budget, now before the 
House of Commons, for thirty vessels for the next year. What 
are they? Two battle ships, four cruisers, fourteen destroyers, 
ten submarines: in all, thirty vessels, and twenty-four out of the 
thirty are of the torpedo type—four-fifths of her entire programme 
for torpedo craft. 

What does our programme provide for? There are ten boats—one 
battle ship, two cruisers, three scout ships, two colliers, and two 
submarines—only one-fifth of the American programme being for 
torpedo craft. Yet England, whom we have copied almost boat 
for boat in the past, is to-day taking advantage of the lesson of 
Port Arthur, and is making four-fifths of her programme of the 
torpedo type, as against one-fifth by this country. The amend- 
ment that I offer is nothing radical. Itis nothing impulsive. It 
is but carrying out the ideas of high naval authority who have 
studied this question thoroughly and digested it well. It is not 
an excessive number to add in any one year when you consider 
that this Government has done nothing with submarines since 
the year 1900, and has done nothing with any’form of torpedo 
craft since 1898. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. Unanimous consent having been given, the gentleman from 


Massachusetts [Mr. RoBerts] has just read from a part of the 
army report. With the consent of the House I will insert in the 
REcoRD the entire report from the office of the Chief of Artillery, 
and made by a board of officers convened under Special Order, 
No. 20, Adjutant-General’s Office, January 24, 1903, and submitted 
by them a few days ago. The president of the board was Maj. 
Arthur Murray. of the Artillery Corps, and acting with him were 
Capt. C. S. Parker and Capt. C. J. Bailey. I will also insert, in 
addition to the official report of the army officers, a report of a 
civilian who accompanied the Lake torpedo boat in its cruise at 
Newport and gave his account in the New Orleans Times-Demo- 
crat on February 14, 1904. I shall insert these as a part of my 
remarks. 

Now, I would ask the attention of the House fora few minutes. 
I will try and be asbrief as possible and not take up the whole 
time allotted tome. I shall not talk any politics, because we have 
had too much discussion of that kind in this debate, but I want 
to talk just plain, straight business fora few minutes. 

About two years ago, or just two years ago. when the naval 
appropriation bill came in, it had in it a provision for the pur- 
chase of six Holland torpedo boats. We thenhad under contract 
six boats of that class and owned two, making eight. That bill 
provided for the purchase of six more. Ten minutes before that 
proposition came up, I was called out by a gentleman in the gal- 
lery who stated to me that, representing a large number of my 
constituents in the Fourth district of Connecticut he pledged him- 
self that if the purchase of submarine boats could be thrown open 
to competition he would give the Government the benefit of 
twenty years of his experience. 

I came upon the floor of the House and stated the substance of 


carry out their agreement. They immediately went to work, 
building boats. One of those boats was finished last spring, and 
in accordance with that action on their part, there was in the bill 
of last year a provision setting aside for the use of the Secretary 


tition not only between private boats, but the boats owned by the 
Government or any American citizen who chose to bring his boat 
into open competition, in order that the Secretary of the Navy | 
after such competition might decide as to what he should pur- | 
chase. 

Last spring that notice was given to the only two companies in | 
this country who are making submarine torpedo boats—the Hol- | 
land Company and the Lake Torpedo Company; and the date fixed | 
for the competition was October 16. Mr. Lake was ready with 
his boat, finished; and he was not only ready then, but was ready 
at the naval review in Oyster Bay. And his boat was visible and 
open, to be visited and examined by everybody. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts says that there are military | 


{ 
of the Navy half a million dollars to be used in holding a compe- | 


reasons why the Navy Department should not give out the details | 
of these boats. All I have to say isthat the torpedo boat Protector | 
is open to the inspection of anybody, not only in this country, 


Connecticut |Mr. HiLu] is recognized for twenty-five minutes. tween three or four hundred thousand dollars, with no customer 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from | on earth except the Government. Nobody else wants to buy such 


| at $170,000 apiece. 


but from foreign countries as well. And it has been visited by 
attachés of the Japanese and the Russian Governments. 

Last October, happening to be in Washington on my way to 
the West. I received a telegram from Mr. Lake advising me that 
the test had been postponed. I went to the Navy Department 
and asked why it had been postponed. ; 

I was informed that the Holland people had notified the Depart- 
ment that they were not ready and would not be until November 
i6. This competitive test was not confined entirely to the Holland 
boat; the law says distinctly and specifically—here is the la 
guage: ‘‘Tested by comparison or competition, or both, with a 
Government subsurface or submarine torpedo boat or any private 
competitor.’ I said to the Secretary of the Navy and to Captain 
Train, president of the naval board of inspection and survey: 
‘* Gentlemen, I ask you now to carry out the spirit of the legis|:- 
tion of last year and put a Government boat in this competiti 
you have sixofthem.”’ Captain Train replied to me: ‘It is a’): 
lutely useless; Iam ready to admit now that the Protector outclasses 
anything which the Government has.’’ That was the reply mais 
to me in the presence of the Secretary of the Navy. I then sai 
‘Go on with your competition on the 16th of November.”’ On 
that date Mr. Lake’s boat, the Protector, was at Newport—n t 
towed there by somebody else, but going under its own power 
from Bridgeport, Conn., to Newport, and towing a schooner a! 
the way in addition. 

Mr. WATSON. What was the make of the Government boat? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The Holland, a class of boats on 
which the Government has spent nearly a million and a half of 
dollars; and the Protector had been developed, as my constituents 
said it should be, at their own expense—an expense involving be- 


an article—a weapon of offense. 

Mr. DAYTON. Engineered by a company with five or six mil- 
lion dollars of capital and a $50,000 plant. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. There is no trouble about the plant 
or about the boats. These men have done what they agreed to 
do. They brought this boat into full preparation for a competi- 
tion for which the Government 

Mr. DAYTON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I was refer- 
ring to the Holland boat. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I know nothing about the Holland 
company or the Holland boat except what I have learned from 
official reports of the Government, which I will give in a moment. 

Time passed on,and November 16camearound. The Protector, 
the Lake boat, appeared at Newport ready for this competition. 
Buton the journey down it broke its reversing gear in towing the 
schooner which it took down with it, so that it could only go 
ahead, but could not go back. I wish the United States Govern- 
ment would break its reversing gear, so that it could only go 
ahead. It does go backward many times, but I do not want it to 
do so now. 

The Holland boat was not there, although the Navy Dera:t- 
ment had offered to lend the Holland Company one of the beats 
which the Government had purchased, but the offer was Ceclined. 

When the next time was fixed and the board went to Newport, 
~_ ey the bay covered with ice, so that the test has not yet 
yeen ne . 

Now, as I understand the purpose of this committee, it is to 
apply this half million dollars, which was appropriated last year, 
to precisely the purposes for which it was intended, to hold this 





; 1 at , competition, which will be held within thirty days, if weather 
his offer, and the House rejected the provision at that time. I | I 


' 
har 
gave my pledge to the House that if this should be done, these | 
gentlemen, whom I knew to be financially responsible, would | 

} 


permits and anybody is ready to compete. My constituents are 
ready to compete, or will be. They are now changing the sc:ewws 
of the boat. So that whatever elso may have been done, it is ab- 
solutely certain that, so faras the Lake torpedo boat is concerned, 


| they are ready for business. 


But, gentlemen, there has been a test held. It was said a year 
ago that no competition would be held, notwithstanding th » ap- 
propriation by Congress. Thus farthat prophecy istrue. I hope 
that before many weeks it will be falsified. 

_But there has been a competition entirely unknown to me un- 
til a few days ago, when I learned that there had been a compe- 
tition between these two classes of boats. 

_ Now, understand, they are different in sixe, they are different 
in very many essential features. The Lake boat is a twin-screw 
boat, the Holland is a single screw. The Lake boat carries three 
torpedo tubes, the Holland carries one. One is much larger than 
the other. _ The gentleman from Massachusetts, I think without 
any intention of confining this appropriation entirely to the pur- 
chase of Holland torpedo boats—for I do not think he meant it— 
practically has done so by the language which he has used direct- 


| ing that the Secretary of the Navy shall buy five of these boats 


Well, you can not buy the Lake torpedo boats 
and consequently I have moved to strike out 


at $170,000 apiece, 
and leave it wholly discretionary with the Secretary of 


** five,’ 















































Navy whether he shall bu 
it 


y one or five ornone. That is the 
n in which I want it left. 


























FOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman vield? 
HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. ; 
FOSS. How much do you appropriate in your amendment? 
HILL of Connecticut. Oh, I have just simply stricken 
e”’ out of the amendment of the gentleman from Massachu- 
Mr. Roberts] and left it otherwise intact. I do not want 
radical in amendments. I am perfectly willing, so far 
: concerned, to make it $5.000,000 and leave it discretionary 
» Hon. William H. Moody. I left it just as it is, $850,000 
of $500,000, and I will tell you in a moment why I did that 
nded in accordance with the amendment of the 
Massachusett LOBERTS| and my amend- 
, ndment, it v ry 5850.000. leaving it abs 
a discretionary with the Secretary of the Navy whether he 
all or not, whether he buys one, two, tlree, or five boats 
vhatever he can get. 
fr. FOSS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
r. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 
r. FOSS. The gentleman has read the committee pr 
[[LL of Connecticut. Certainly. 
\ To h . t} the Se r tary o tha Nav is 
1 to purchase two larine boats aft as m t 
, } iL of in it Ye 
BE sS As to which ist tter r tne ) 
LL of C } 
: And that we1 te $590 which has 1 
vt V V pro i Inti 1ST 1 ] i 
L rf O% t ( t Tes } WW if vne mend { l 
in-from M setts [Mr. R 3 agrest 
by my amendment to his a ent, the resu 
mply to increase that amount from $500,000 to $850,000 
OSS. That is to say, an incr € Of 5550), 
si r. HILL of Connecti An increase of $350,000. 
ir. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield further 
HILL of Connectici Certainly. 
v A os 
E ay from the question of competition he said he wa ing 
| about 
HILL of Connecticut. I will not read the entire 1 rt 
rmy board. Iwill read their recommendation and con 
The report, let: iy, has thus been held 
there can be no misunderstanding, because I do not 1 
any confidence, I will state that a few days ago | 
; uch a competition had been held, that a con nt | 
mn whom I have named had visited, examined, and tried 
1 boats and had made their reports. I went to the Secr 
War and asked for a copy of the report. The Secretary called 
General Storey, Chief of Artillery, into his room, and stated that 
desired the utmost publicity in all matters where it was proper 
have it in connection with the office of the Secretary, and 
eral Storey said that while it was a question of military st f 
a i¢ thought no harm would come about in giving Captain Lak 
i py for his steckholders, who had patriotically as well as I 


ially invested from $300,000 to $400,000 in this business. I then 
asked him for end he gave me acopy of this statement. I then 
asked him for another copy for myself, with the distinct agree 
you as Members of Congress—the 


So that [am not using it in violation | 
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engines, the supply to the service tanks being automatically regulated by 
means of a gauge and float. ; 
The comparatively large conning tower is provided for the following pur- 
pr ses: - 
First, to providea buoyancy moment well above the center of gravity, 
thus contributing to stability. 
Second, to localize the control when submerged. 

Third, to facilitate the surface navigation of the boat in comparatively 
TOUgD Seas, 
Fourth, to provide a compass location, well removed from the magnetic 
nce of the spindle hull. 
_ The conning tower carries a sighting hood and also an omniscope, afford- 
ing an all-round view of the horizon. Within the tower is located nearly all 
of the controlling mechanism of the boat. When the boat is in cruising con- 
dition, a detachable steering wheel and engine telegraphs are shipped on top 
of the tower 





in 







Within the steel hullare the engine, motor, and air-compressing room; 3 
torpedo-discharge tubes, 2foreand laft; alivingroom; a galley; a diving com- 
partment; a storage-battery compartment, and water-ballast tanks, located 
tore, aft, i amidships. 





The engines are two 4cylinder, 4-cycle, 120-horsepower gasoline engines. 
For igniting the gasoline, three means are provided—a primary dry-cell bat- 
tery, igneto machine, a current from the storage batteries. Vith this 
combination no difficulty has been found in igniting the gasoline,a common 
source of trouble with gasoline engines. Provision is made for using the en- 
gines in the third stage of submergence—i. e., with the sighting hood just out 









of water—the 1ust in this case being under water, air for the engines 
being supplied through a waier-excluding valve in the top of the sighting 


» generator motors are two 6-pole shunt-wound dynamos, one on each 
aftline. When only the engines are being used for propulsion the 
wr: s revolve freely, with brushes lifted,and serve as fly wheels on the 
shafts. Each motor has a rated capacity of 37} kilowatts at 125 (12 per cent) 
volts when driven at 300 revolutions per minute; a range of E. M. F. of from 80 
to 160 volts,and a current capacity of 300 amperes at full load, with a momen- 
tary capacity of 450 amperes. 

‘The air compressor is located abaft the port engine, and is designed to 

s 60 cubic feet of air per minute of 2.100 pounds per square inch 
when running at 200 revolutions per minute. The principal feature of the 
compressor is its compactness, it being 47 inches iong, 22 inches wide, and 34 
inches high, except at the high-pressure crosshead guides, which are 41 inches 
high. 

‘he living room or crew space is located amidship and contains eight 
berths—four lower and four upper. The lower berths are in the nature of 
transoms, for which the upper berths, when lowered, form backs. Above 
and behind the berths are lockers. A folding dining table is provided, for 
which the lover berths serve as seats. The room is also provided with two 
electric heaters, and an incandescent light system extends throughout the 
boat. 

The galley is located abaft the living room and is provided with electric 
cooking stoves and washing facilities. 

A water-closet is located in the after engine room. 

Regarding the habitability of the boat, Lieutenant Halligan states: 














* In all respects save that of deck room, and under all conditions of weather, | 


this boat provides greater comfort for the crew than the surface torpedo 
boats on which I have served.” 

The diving compartment is located in the bow and is separated from the 
crew space by an air lock; and both it and theair lock are fitted with air and 
water tight doors. The compartment is fitted with a connection to the low- 

TCS e air system and provided with a telephone communicating with the 
fis ing room and a hydro-pneumatic gauge with two hands, one of which 
registers the pressure of the water outside, due to the pepe. and the other 
the air pressure in the compartment. At the bottom of the compartment is 
an iron door, which can be opened outward. To open the door the air-lock 
doors are first closed and then compressed air is admitted into the compart: 
ment until the gauge hands indicate the same pressure within and without 


+ 
t 
sur 


the compartment. The door is then unfastened and then allowed to swing | 


open, thus giving in clear water a good view of the bottom. 

The diving compartment provides for— r f 

First, mine-cable cutting, or else repair of or burying mine cables and 
junction boxes. : 5 

Second, a way of escape for the crew in case of total disablement of the 
boat 

Third, a channel for telephonic communication with the shore when the 
boat is on picket duty. 3 j 

The storage-battery compartment is located mainly under the crew space 
andis suitably ventilated. The batteries consist of sixty Gould cells, the over- 
all dimensions of the cells being about 36 by 19 by 17inches. The total weight 
f the batt i 


‘ 
power for ei 













ght hours, or 854 horsepower for three hours. 


On the exterior of the boat are located four hydroplanes, a horizontal rud- | 


der, two wheels, two anchors, and a drop keel. 
The hydroplanes are located, two on each side, flush with the superstruc- 
ure deck. They are operated in unison by means of a system of shafts and 
bell cranks from the conning tower. When the boat is running submerged 
the depth of submergence is controlled by balancing the reserve buoyancy 

with the downward thrust of the hydroplanes. 

The horizontal rudder is also controlled, and by light means, from the con- 
ning tower. 

The wheels are provided to meet the sea bottom in many localities, to be 
used asa guiding medium, to act as complementary to the diving compart- 
ment in cable and mine work, and to allow the boat to rest on the bottom in 
weathering a heavy storm. They are of iron, 34 inches in diameter, with 10- 
inch rims, and are housed in pockets along the keel. 

The anchors weigh 500 pounds each, are located one forward and one aftin 

sockets on the keel, and are raised and lowered by means of electrical winches 

in the after end of the crew space, operated from the conning tower. The 
anchors, in addition to their use as such, serve as weights by which the con- 
trol of depth of submergence is obtained when not under way. When on 
picket duty, the boat by means of these anchors could rise for observation 
and submerge at will. 

The drop keel consists of two castings with a combined weight of 10,000 

sounds held in position by a shaft on which is shipped a wrench when the 
i at is submerged, the fastening of the two portions of the drop keel being 
such that a quarter turn of the wrench will release the entire weight, 10,000 
pounds, in an emergency. . : 

The general safety of the vessel and crew is contributed to largely by the 
boat's seaworthiness and stability. The following means are provided for 
insuring certainty of return to the surface from the submerged condition: 

First, the reserve of buoyancy maintained while submerged. 

Second, emptying of ballast tanks by air pressure. 

Third, emptying of ballast tanks by power pumps. 

Fourth, emptying of ballast tanks by hand pumps. 

Fifth, release of two 500-pound anchor weights. 


is about 76,000 pounds; its capacity is about 42} electrical horse- | 
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Sixth, release of 10,000-pound drop keel. s 

Seventh, escape of crew through the diving compartment. Bea 

Submergence, when the boat is at rest, is obtained either by taking in | 
water ballast or by means of the anchor weights, as already stated; when t} | 
boat is in motion, it is obtained by means of the hydroplanes. When su)})- Ps 


merging with the hydroplanes the horizontal rudder is set to keep the vesse| 
on approximately an even keel, compensating any eccentricity of longitudins| 
trim, due to distributionof weights. While running submerged there are ; 
restrictions on the movements of the crew, and no great degree of skill is re- 
quired to maintain a uniform depth of submergence. 

Regarding the matter of submergence, Lieutenant Halligan states: 

“'The most remarkable feature in the performance of the Protector is t} 
facility with which her depth of submergence is controlled, this being 0; 
particular interest, aside from its importance, in that it is one of the few 
qualities of the boat that was not developed in her predecessors (the Ary 
naut Iand the Argonaut I).” 

There are five stages of submergence, viz: 

First. The normal cruising condition, with superstructure and ballast tan) 
empty. In this condition the superstructure Beck is about 16 inches out o/ 
water. 

Second. The war-time cruising condition, with superstructure filled and 
decks awash. 

Third. Superstructure filled and sufficient water in ballast tanks to sul 
merge to the base of the sighting hood. Thisis the trim for submergen a 
A reserve buoyancy of about 280 pounds, corresponding to the volume of the = 
sighting hood and omniscope, is maintained for all ordinary submergence i 
In this condition direct vision can be had through the sighting hood lenses. 
While under way in this condition, by depressing the hydroplanes two oth 
conditions are assumed, namely: 

Fourth. Submergence with nothing showing except the top of the omni 
scope. 

Fifth. Complete submergence. 

To pass from the first of these conditions to the second requires about fifteen 
minutes; from the second to the third about three minutes. Transition from 
one to another of the submerged conditions is almost at will, being w« 
within the time required for an intelligent observation through the om: 
sc = This is, of course, of primary importance, inasmuch as when within 
sight of an enemy it is intended to run completely submerged, except { 


occasional verifications of bearing and range through the omniscope. 
* 4 « x * a 





Propulsion for the first three stages is by engines and motors, singly or 
combined; in the last three stages by motors alone. 

The fact that in the third stage, by reason of an automatic induction valve 
in the top of the sighting hood, admitting air for the gasoline engines and 
excluding spray and water, the engines may be used, gives the boat a larg 
cruising colton in this condition at comparatively high speed, and rende: 
it likely that under many conditions of sea, light, and weather the boat may 
get within torpedo range without being seen in the event of the total di 
ablement of her electrical equipment. fn this case, of course, the omnisco}« 
would be housed, and the sighting hood of a neutral color could be discerno« 
only with great difficulty. This feature assumes considerable importar 
when it is considered that the elements most liable to disability in the sub- 
marine boat of to-day are the storage battery and electrical equipment. 

* we * * 


It is intended in the near future to extend this advantage by taking t! 
air for induction through the top of the omniscope, so that the engines mny 
- used almost to the exclusion of the motors, certainly until within a mi 
of the enemy. 

No official timing of the speed of the Protector has yet been taken. Ac 
cording to unofficial timings, as entered in her log, her best speedsare as fi 
lows: Light condition, engines and motors combined, about 9} knots; light 
condition, engines only, 8} knots. Submerged speeds have never been taken, 
but it is estimated that she will make, when completely submerged, between 
6and7 knots. 

As to her cruising radius, norecords of fuel consumed by the engines have 
been kept, but from rough calculations, made during the om rer runs of t] 
Protector, the gasoline-tank capacity should givea cruising follies of 350 knots 
in the light condition, at full speed. 

The board on January 20, 1904, visited the boat, which made a surface and 
submerged run, and carried out such evolutions as the board desired, and 
which follow below: 

The board was on board from 10.15a.m.to4p.m. From about 12m. to 
p.m. the boat was submerged, and from 12.40 to 2 p. m. the board was in tho 
ores compartment, observing its operation and that of grappling for : 
cable. 

No discomfort was experienced under the air pressure in the diving cha) 
ber, and the remaining part of the interior was quite as comfortable as ai 
surface boat of its size would have been. Lunch was cooked and sery 
while submerged. 





PROGRAMME. 


First. Proceeded from Fort Adams some 8 miles up the bay in cruising 
condition, using engines. 

Second. Passed from cruising to awash condition, housing all external fi 
tings, except a wooden mast installed for the naval test. 

Third. Continued surface run in awash condition. 

Fourth. Passed to submerged condition by filling ballast tanks. 

Fifth. Maneuvered on the bottom of the bay by using storage battery a1 
motors to propel the boat. 

Sixth. Filled diving chamber with compressed air, opened doorin botton 
and with a grapnel picked up atelephone cable by moving slowly over i 
approximate position. 

Seventh. Passed from submerged to awash, and thence to cruising condi- 
tion, and returned to Fort Adams by a surface run, using storage battery and 
motors. 

In passing from the submerged to the awash condition, it was found that 
an ice floo had drifted over the boat, which, on rising, broke through the flo» 
and emerged with its deck completely covered with some 8 inches of ice 
which remained on the deck while passing to the cruising condition. It w 
also found that the wooden mast above mentioned, had been broken by the 
ice, while the boat was maneuvering under it. 

The weather was very cold, the bay full of ice, and it would have been dif- 
ficult to have chosen more adverse conditions for the test. 


CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS—FOR THE DEFENSE. 


First and second, the board believes that this type of submarine boat isa 
most valuable auxiliary to the fixed-mine defense, and in cases where chan- 
nels can not be mined owing to depth, rough water, swift tides, or width of 
channel it will give the nearest approach to absolute protection now known 
to the board. The boat can lie for an indefinite time adjacent to the point 
to be defended in either cruising, awash, or submerged condition, by its an- 
chors, or on the bottom ready for instant use, and practically independent 
of the state of the water and in telephonic connection with the shore, or can 
patrol a mined or unmined channel invisible to the enemy and abie to dis- 
charge its torpedoes at all times. It possesses the power of utilizing its en- 
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4 
A ves in every condition except the totally submerged and can always charge APPENDIX A. 
. atorage batteries while so doing, necessitating its return to shore only [Copy of telegram.] 
a ion gasoline must be replenished. In narrow channels the boat or boats : a a 
2 -e ‘id have a fixed position with a telephone cable buoyed or anchored at Fort Torren, N. Y., January 14, 1904. 
FR would 

4 

a 

2 





ottom. In wide channels they would patrol or lie in mid-channel or ADJUTANT-GENERAL, U.S. Army, Washington, D. C.: 
W 2 ° 


re they could readily meet approaching vessels. 7 cS Pea 
atk a en eal or Borer rage srn She mine field or even at extreme | _ Request telegraphic authority for board convened by paragraph 5, Special 

hird, asé - : * : : “der & ( "OC eER( ~wDpor Yo test of Protector possible here- 
vanee of gun fire, telephone communication can be sustained, and informa- Order 20, 1903, to proceed Newport, R. I. No test of Protector - ible here 
n received, and instructions sent for attacking approaching vessels. tofore. Boat now ready at Newport. Mr. Lake desires test t 


1ere immedi- 
irth, the test at Newport demonstrated the ease with which the boat | ately. Board concurs, 



















r Fo P w . ¥ RR , ewe —— 
BS. n locate and pick up cables, and, with minor alterations in the present MURRAY, President Board. 
At ~ odel, junetion boxes, etc., can be taken into the diving compartment and A true copy. . ' oa see, 
Re : red at leisure whileabsolutely protected from hostile interference. The C. J. BAILEY, Captain, Artillery Corps. 
faculty possessed by the boat of maneuvering on the bottom and sending out ae 
; leaves little or nothing to be desired in its facilities for doing this siinitaiee 0 
: ; APPENDIX B. 
work 
FOR THE ATTACK. 1 [Copy of telegram.] 
» boat shows great paperneny over any existing means of attacking WASHINGTON, D. C., January 1 ; 
fields known to the board. : : | nen 3 sin ilies 7: = ; an, ey og 4" te 
First, it can run by any field, asat present installed, with but little or no _. — = oe Totten, Willets Point, N. Y.: 
d er from the exp‘osion of any particular mine or from gun fire, during | sited ees , ’ ere See , ; 
the few seconds it exposes the sighting hood for observations, and canattack | Secretary War directs as necessary for public service me1 rs of board, 
“ easure vessels in the harbor. | consisting of yourself and Capts. Charles J. Bailey and Charles F rker, 
ee Abie m . ; | Artillery Corps, proceed to Newport, R. I., on official busir pertai to 
eS Gentlemen, I will state that Captain Lake has gone ina sub- | test of submarine torpedo boat Protector,and on completion duty return 
E marine from the entrance of Sandy Hook straight into New York | proper station. ye ee eS ; 
, . C ll tnt Adjui t ner¢ 
BE . Harbor absolutely unobserved and unknown by anybody, and it A true copy. ; 
F is entirely possible with the Holland or Lake boats, either one, I C. J. BAILEY, Captain, Artillery Corps. 
think, with a fleet of vessels guarding Sandy Hook,to send asub-| Wow. gentlemen, that is a unanimous report. Now,I do not 
marine boat up and put a torpedo on the Battery dock and come | think I am revealing any secret when I say, since the six Lake 
away unknown to anyone, and escape in absolute and complete | },5ats were bought and paid for-— ; 
satety. : . ; Mr. ROBERTS. You mean Holland boats. 
Second and third, the board personally witnessed the ease with which Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes: since the six Holland boats 
scan be grappled, raised, and cut while the boat is maneuvering on the were bought and paid for by the Government the naval boards 
bottom: mine cables can be swept for, found, and cut, or a diver can be sent eTe DOULAL E pe aT VS AOVE I tne naval boards 
ES out for that purpose. F eae. ; | have recommended changes in them to the extent of about $10,000 
re at D TO SE i een nen ee ont Seuined er ie test in every way likely | each, copying identically in many respects the principles of con- 
Bs to be requested by the Naval Board. Itshouid be noted that, with one ex st we f the Lake boat We already have eight Holland boats 
p ception, no seamen are used, this exception being the man who steers and | Struction of the Lake boat. /e already Dave eignt Mouand boats, 
; handles the boat. ) ; 4 2% My constituents have shown that they are a company of gentle- 
E The crew 18 a aie a eee me chief ex | men who are not only financially able but who actually have spent 
E g ‘r,; one as 3 , 1 sr; 210C 1an; OF ac St; one deck Land, 7 . ° . 
b. and one a — sid F " ] three or four hundred thousand dollars of their own money. 
x * * * * * * The chairman of the committee yesterday spoke of the Katahdin 
The board recommends consideration of the Sorogoing by the General | and other experiments which have gone to the naval scrap heap. 
Staff. The question of the use of the Whitehead torpedoes as part of the scala eacmatin : ; asin # : ia eta Wipes Raeore 
fixed-mine defense, fired from tubes on shore, is now receiving consideration. | These gentlemen did not ask for an advance \ 1 d T. They ha ve 
i Where channels are wide and water swift, this use of the Whitehead will be | delivered to youa completed instrument » Which the Army itsel! 
very limited. With boats of this type the Whitehead can, it is believed, be | says is the best method of defense in the world. Now, why do I 
carried within certain effective range in all ordinary channels, and this alone | 14k this amendment to strike out these five boats? I think we 
will warrant the consideration asked for. : os 
ought tohavethem. I think we had better have the Holland than 





. Now, understand this is the board appointed by the Secretary of 
, War to examine both boats. They did examine them and they this bili? This thing is an experiment, practically, yet, notwit 
; made this report to the General Staff. Now, gentlemen, just one | .tanding this magnificent report which will be put inhere. Eng- 

minute; just suspend conversation for half aminute. J am going | land and France to-day awn gone beyond the mere defense: the 
to say something I am not authorized to say. This was a unani-| p,ofoctor is bevond that. I heard Governor Voorhees. of Ne 
mous report to the General Staff. The General Staff of the Army Jersey, counsel for the Protector. challenging the Na 
have had this matter under consideration for the last five days, | j,ent to a 250 mile run at sea with one of their boats. a1 
and the committee has reported, but I am not at liberty to say | water at that What I would like to see done is this: 
what that report is. I understand, however, that they recom- | ,+iation should be $850,000, with full discretion given the Secre- 
mend to the joint board of the Army and the Navy to take the a. of the Navy $0 use it as he sees fit: and what I would like to 
whole subject under consideration in time for action at this ses- | }4¢o him do—— ; ta ee er = oa 
810n. » Te at eon ‘tion mav Lask the centleman a aqnes- 
Mr. FOSS. That is the joint board? anne FOSS. In that connection may Iask the gentleman a ques 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The joint board of the Army and Mr. HILI, of Connecticut. Certainly 
Navy. It is not necessary for this House to get excited over this Me FOSS. Whether or not the gentleman would think it ad- 
question in the slightest degree. It is in good hands, and it is| yjsahle to reapor: priate that $500.000 of last vear? (ait 
being fairly and fully considered by both parties. I am simply | Mr. HILL of C anelions 7 in if th in neconsaey t did not 
giving information as far as I have got it. Now, what was their | suppose ‘a wenwenessaey. 1 supposed wan & ecabinines ames, 
recommendation? waits ——a P ee serie 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. aa , ee came before our committ 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous| jy; HILI, of Connecticut. I would ask the chairman of ¢) 
F consent that I be given five minutes. | committee himself to make that motion. It will cost nothir 


Mr. ROBERTS. I ask that the gentleman have five minutes | 4 do not spend it. 


longer. 1 3ENNY rT: tha o; leman vield fora an 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks Mr. BENNY. | Will the gent ae 


. : ; : | Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have only two minu 
that the gentleman from Connecticut be given unanimous consent 


; : ; eee ea Mr. BENNY. I simply wanted to ask the gentleman what 
to continue for five minutes. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] | timo this challenge that he speaks of was made 
The Chair hears none. 


e Mr. HILL of Connecticut. October 15 of last year, or about 
The board recommends, in consequence of its conclusions, that five of | that date 
these boats be purchased for use in submarine defense, as follows: : ‘ 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentleman to 
ask which boat? 
J Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The Lake boat. 
Mr. BRICK. The report says five boats. To which boat does it 
: refer? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The Lake boat. 


|} not haveany. But why dol propose to strike out the 


















Mr. FOSS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Connecticut 
whether this amendment leaves it in the discretion of the Secr 
tary? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I understand soabsolutely. I will 


ask the gentleman from Massachusetts if he does not understand 


that his amendment leaves it also within the discretion of the 
Secretary? 


_ One for the School of Submarine Defense for experimental work, one for | Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, the language of the commit- 
the eastern entrance of Long Island Sound, one for the entrance to Chesa- | , has not been altered in 41 oli A ea 
peake Bay, one for San Francisco Harbor, and one for Puget Sound. SOO RE BOS Deo Sasered 3B whe siigatest Cegree by my amenc- 
' The necessity for this kind of defense in the four localities named needs | ment, and will give the discretion to the Secretary « Ui NAVY 

ho demonstration to those acquainted with them. The committee voted tomatkeit mandatory onthe S ‘etary. 

There being no further business before it, the board thenadjourned sine die. ided the 1} hk teeta ers cid oid can iw ain ieee T 
ARTHUR MURRAY, | VIGOR UO DOGS WOUIE Cet Certain t a ee are eee 
Major, Artillery Corps, President. | it there, and I hope the amendment offered by thi ntleman 
: o 2, BAILEY, 1 from Connecticut will leave it there also. 

icinncaae tie Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I propose that it shall, Now, Mr. 


Captain, Artillery Corps, Recorder. ' Chairman, I wish to close by saying that my purpose in striking 


ha 
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To drag for, pick up, and cut multiple and branch cables whil 
In brief, this means the countermining of an enemy’s mine 
oy cutting their battery connections and thus rendering them ir 
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| policy of a majority of the committee in reference to this c 
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| doubt i in the world that : 


I have not the slightest doubt—and I think I have 
about everything on submarine torpedo boats—I have not : 
everal years ago when we appropria 
for eight of the Holland submarine torpedo boats and substan- 
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tially put in a million and a quarter or a million and a half dol- 
jars. that we bought a type of boat that has already been super- 
-jed. Ido not believe that after a thorough and careful exami- 
nawgon of the merits of the two boats, the Lake and the Holland, 
ayy fair-minded man can say otherwise than that the Lake is a 
+ advance over the Holland, and that the Holland is now an- 
tiduated. ; 
since the purchase of the Holland boats the re has been no im- 
provement upon them. We tried to tow two of them from New- 
hort to Annapolis, and they happened to strike a storm, and two 
»¢ them were disabled, to what extent we do not know, nor how 
much it will cost to repair them. The position taken by those 
who have asked Congress to go slow in this matter has been fully 
‘ustified by the very argun ent that the gentleman from Connecti- 
ent has made, and “that is that this is an e xperimental business. 
[ have on my desk here a circular of a subsurface torpedo boat. 
That is another and different invention for this same method of 
warfare. That is being developed. They will come to Congress 
and push their invention. The policy of the committee has been 
to put a sum of money into the hands of the Secretary of the 
Navy and allow him to use it, so to speak, in the dev elopment of 
the science of submarine and subsurfac e warfare. 
| do not believe, and I do not know that I will ever believe, that 
submarine and subsurface warfare will be an effective warfare. 
[ believe it is against common sense and common reason to say 
that you can put a man under water, deprive him of the sense of 
t, of the sense of protection that comes when he can see, and 


make a fighting instrument out of him equal toa man who stands | 


protected upon the surface, who sees with his eyes and hears and 
a » all of his senses. 
Mr. SIBLEY. Will the gentleman pardon me for an inter- 


ruption? 

Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Is it not a fact that the Navy Department in | 
years past has stood where you do when you say that you do not 


it possible for this warfare to be effective? I want to ask 
t itleman if the Department as such has not been steadily 
“aust any submarine development, and if he thinks it wise to 
give ) these hostile opinions the entire discretion as to whether 
not such a class of defense shall be constructed? 
DAYTON. In answer to the gentleman, I want to say 
this: The Department has not to the extent indicated by his ques- 
‘on been antagonistic to the development of submarine warfare. 
e pe sition they have taken has been that they were perfectly 
\ x and desirous of developing any methods of attack or any 
m a of defense. Therefore, years ago they made an appro- 
J 


yiibil 


ion that enabled Mr. Holland to develop his boats. He sim- 

ply to ok as his prototype the old Peacemaker, that did just the 

feats the Holland boat has done, and then finally tipped over 

and wend to the bottom of the sea and was abandoned. 

inxiety of these people to get a sale of their boats has brought 
this question constantly before Congress. 

The very men who have charge of these boats, the men that 
must be responsible for them after the development has been 
brought to us, have opposed them as not yet being perfected. 
\dmiral O’Neil has been opposed tothem. They are under the 
control of his department. Admiral Melville has been opposed to 
them, and he is the recently retiring Chief of Engineers of the 
service and gave immense study to the question. Admiral Bowles, 
the late constructor of the Navy, in the strongest terms con- 
demned these boats and told us that the price demanded for them 
was exorbitant, that their patents amounted to nothing, and that 
the Government itself ought to build these boats in order to ex- 
periment with them. So that those who have been responsible 
so far have been against the purchase of these boats, and they 
were substantially purchased against the will of the Department. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Will the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Is it not a fact that the Navy Department asa 
Department condemned and ridiculed the Monitor when it was 
proposed? I think my friend from Connecticut [Mr. Sperry] 
could give a little evidence along that line. I am glad that the 
gentleman from West Vi irginia {Mr. Dayton] admits that these 
officers have been opposed to the submarine boat. I think they 
have modified their views. I heard one of the gentlemen whose 
names have been mentioned—— 

Mr.DAYTON. Mr. Chairman,Imustobject. I want to goon. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentieman from West Vir- 
ginia will permit, I would like to say to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SisLtey] that Admiral O'Neil, the Chief of the 
Bureau of Ordnance, has written quite an elaborate article upon 
the question of whether or not the Navy Department was op- 
posed to the construction of the Monitor, and that that is a mat- 
ter which is in quite serious dispute. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Brother Sperry says he put up the 

money. 
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But the | 


Mr. DAYTON. Now, Mr. 
want to say this— 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Chairman, if I may be permitted, I 





The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that my time be 
| extended. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimons consent that the 


gentleman from West Virginia may be permitted to continue for 

ten minn tes. 

| TheCHATIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ilinoisasks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from West Virg 

| to continue for ten minutes, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAYTON. I have prepared this statement so that it may 
be succinct as possible, and may state the mdition of 
this matter before the Navy Department. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Willthe gent 
tion? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Isit nota fact that certain off cers 
of the Navy, well known and of ability, have approved this form 
of naval warfare? 

Mr. DAYTON. Oh, yes: there is no question of 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Who were the 
| Mr. DAYTON. There is no question but that a number of offi- 
| cers have approved it and a number of them have disapproved it 
| Some of the strongest naval officers in the service disapprove it. 


rinia may be } 
Is there objection? 


TY)? 
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resent ct 


leman permit a ques- 


tht ahny he 
doubt about that. 


There are very many officers who believe that it is too dangerous. 
Certain it is that two of our boats have been over there in San 
Francisco Harbor, and, while under the charge « é : very able 
young lieutenant, have not yet gonesubmerged be l the Golden 
Gate. There has never been any experimen 4 len ) water with 
the type that we now have and there never has been a sailing ra- 


dius extending beyond 25 miles. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Willthe gentleman pardon an int 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman states that the two boats in 
San Francisco Harbor have never been beyond the Golden Gate. 

Mr. DAYTON. Iam so informed. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Has the gentlemanseen the report from Lieu- 
tenant MacArthur, son of General MacArthur,in charge of one of 
those boats, giving his experience miles outside of the Golden 
| Gate? That report is now on file in the Navy Department. 
| Mr. DAYTON. I have not seen any such report and am in- 
| formed to the contrary. 
| Mr. ROBERTS. I have seena copy of the report and I kn 
| it is there, telling that he has been miles outside 
and in a heavy sez 

Mr. DAYTON. 
taken. 

Mr. ROBERTS. 


‘ruption? 


VW 
» of Golden Gat 


, 


‘I think the g 


entleman will find that he is mis- 


IT am not mistaken. 

Mr. DAYTON. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I will not yield to the 
gentleman. The gentleman has made his statement. I am in- 
formed differently from the Department; that is all I can say. 


Now, the condition in regard to this matter is this. There is in 
the Navy Department a board of construction consisting of some 
cf the bureau chiefs. Up to this time that board been ad- 


verse to the purchase of any more submarine 
cause of the fact that there was diffi salty in ta 
that they had. It would involve 


be- 


care of tnoc-e 


torpedo boats, 
ting 


additional expenditure to pre- 
pare slips and protection for them, because they readily deterio- 
rate; and, further, the board wanted to experiment with them to 


ascertain their full value. 
There is also an army board. 


And this is a matter which, it 
may turn out, is for the army rather than the naval bill. If the 
scope of these submarines is to be mining and coast defense, then 
comes the question whether or not it is the part of the Navy to 
have anything to do with the matter or whether it is the part of 
the Army to take charge as under the head of fortifications. And 
the army board has, as the gentleman from Connecticut well s 
forth, taken up this question and is considering it with that view. 
I believe, from the report as read, they have recommended that 


it shall be under army supervisior ; 
mining defense under their jurisdiction, and 1 
the Navy Department. 

If that be true, then there ought 


is a distiz vast defens 





( IS€ a 
not under that of 


not to be any further appro 

priation for these ‘subm: rine torpedo boats as a part of ene naval 

establishment, because the use of the Navy for these boats would 
be substantially in deep water asa complement to its fighting fle 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman think that because 

we build monitors and coast defenses, they should be turned over 


to the Army, too? 

Mr. DAYTON. The condition of the monitor is entirely dif- 
ferent from that of the submarine boat. Its base of supply, ce om- 
paratively speaking, is on board its hull, while, as I und ind 
ithe report, the base of supply for gasoline to run a sobs 1arine 
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torpedo boat is on shore. A Holland boat can not run more than 
0 


25 miles from the shore, and then has to go back aad get its new 
supply. 

Mr. FITZGERALD rose. 

Mr. DAYTON. I decline to be interrupted further. 
want to get into a discussion which may lead me away from what 
I started to do, which was to make a statement of the situation 
as it is before the Department. 

In addition, I say to the naval board, which has been opposed 
thus far to any further purchase of these boats, the army board 
has made its report, and states that the purchase of the Lake boat, 
with reference to the defense of the coast, is one within army ju- 
risdiction. This matter has been referred to a joint board of the 


Army and Navy, to make full and complete investigation of the 
matter, to settle, I suppose, the use of these boats, and under 


which jurisdiction, and of what type they shall be constructed, 
and how many of them shall be constructed. 

Within the next few weeks there will be a report of a special 
board of inspection appointed by the Navy Department to carry 
on these tests on boats already presented; and we want to hear 
from that board before we go headlong into the purchase of these 
boats. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, on this matter I take the liberty of sub- 
mitting this statement, which I believe to give the exact epitome 
of the situation. 

lhe authorization by the Congress for the building of additional 
submarine boats of the Holland type is ill advised and not con- 
ducive to naval efficiency for the following reasons: 


{ 


|. The joint board of army and navy officers, composed of 


experts of the General Staff of the Army and of the General Board | 


of the Navy, and of which Admiral Dewey is president, is now 
specially considering the question of the utilization of the sub- 
marines for coast-defense purposes. The number, character, and 
size of such boats are now being specially considered, and it is sim- 
ply embarrassing these military experts to authorize such con- 
struction of submarines at the present time. 

2. Within the next six weeks the board of inspection of the Navy 
will commence conducting an extended series of competitive tests 
to determine the merits and defects of the Holland and Lake de- 
signs of submarines. The board of inspection have been giving 
special consideration tothis subject during the past year, and they 
have pres ‘ribed tests and conditions which will secure for the 
Navy Department and for the Congress special information upon 
disputed points. 

3. The Navy Department has been in possession of one Holland 
boat for over three years. Two of such boats have been possessed 
by the Government one year, while the remaining five have been 
in commission from six toninemonths. Not one of them has ever 
been tested in rough weather and off the coast or under the actual 
conditions for which they were designed to operate. Ina land- 
locked harbor, where the water is shallow and where the bottom 
is muddy, and by reason of the fact that the hulls of the vessels 
are exceedingly strong, no harm has resulted from the bow of the 
vessel striking the bottom. If such experiments had taken place, 
however, off a rocky coast or in deep water we should probably 
have been without any submarines. 

1. It has been shown that the radius of action of the boats, 
when electrically propelled, is about 25 sea miles. As every 
blockading fleet must keep at least 7 or 8 miles off the coast, and 


as the shore fortifications are generally about 10 or 12 miles from | 


the center of important cities, the boats of the Holland type could 
hardly leave their base under electric power without running 
down before reaching the probable field of action. 

5. The boats have shown their unseaworthiness. It was at- 
tempted last fall to tow the Adder and the Moccasin from New- 
port to Norfolk. Both of these submarines were cast on the 
coast, and as a result their storage batteries are undoubtedly 


I do not | 





| lines of construction which should be demanded by the Navy | 


9. The present stage of the submarine-boat controversy is sp, 
cially pleasing to the Navy Department. One private firm att) 
own cost has built a submarine boat, and has officially reques 
to have it fully and completely tested in competition with the ty, 
possessed by the Government. The report of the board select; 
by the Navy Department to conduct such tests can be expect 
within two or three months, and there is no doubt but that suc} 
report will contain information of exceeding value, and sugece 
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partment. 


10. Not one of the mechanical weaknesses of the Holland sn} 
marine boat that were pointed out by Admirals Melville and 
Bowles have yet been overcome. There has been nochange in th 
design or character of the gasoline engine, The storage batt 
is so installed that the pounding of the sea will impair its efij 
ciency. There has been noimprovement as regards stability. ) 
boat is still ‘‘ blind,’’ since the range of vision of the Holland s 


it} 
marine boat is only about 15 degrees. The boat islacking in speed, 
and it is so tender under diving conditions that the different in: 
bers of the crew can barely move from a fixed position when the 
| boat is engaged in submerging or rising to the surface. 
11. As the Navy Department now possesses eight of these boats 


’ 


reliable information is being furnished as to their military value, 
efficiency, and endurance. So far as the naval experts are con- 
cerned, there is a weaker call for them than was made a year ayo; 
and this is due to the fact that the actual performance of the 
boat has not been of such character as to convince the Navy De- 
partment officials that their development has been sufficiently 
satisfactory to regard the boat as efficient weapons of naval war- 
fare. 

i2. With the joint board of army and navy experts speci:ll; 
investigating the problem of the submarine as a weapon of (e- 
fense, with the Navy Department making preparations to carry 
on an extended series of competitive tests, with the several chic/s 
of bureaus of the Navy Department analyzing the regular reports 
forwarded by the commanders of the various submarine bo 
and with various experts throughout the Navy giving spc 


| consideration to the problem, it would seem as if it would 


wisdom upon the part of the Congress to delay consideration 
the matter for six months, when some reliable data will be at the 
disposal of the committee. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DaLZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 11825) making appro 
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1905, in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fo! 
lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House of R 
resentatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 48. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate Senate bill 167, “ grantin: 
increase of pension to J. Hudson Kibbe.” 

Also, 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 47. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 

Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause to be prepar: 


Ls 
from available data, if the same be on file inthe War Department, a 
submit a report with an estimate of cost of obtaining a channel in Wate 
River, in the State of South Carolina, from its mouth in Santee Riv: 
Camden, 8. C., of sufficient depth and width to render it navigable b: 
and all boats which can navigate Santee River as far up as the mouth of 
Wateree: Provided, That if sufficient data for the purpose are not ava 


| in the War Department the Secretary of War is authorized and direct 


ruined, and it will take about six months and half their appraised | 


value to put them in efficient condition. 

6. The whole tendency in Europe is to build submarines of in- 
creased tonnage, and the boats projected are practically of a de- 
sign that has been discarded by the Frenchexperts. The tendency 
in submarine construction is to give increased habitability and to 
extend the radius of action, and it is actually delaying naval con- 
struction of submarines to continue building a type that has not 
proved serviceable 

7. Alth 


bul 


cause an examination and survey of Wateree River to be made, with a \ 
to obtaining a channel! as hereinbefore described, and to submit a ri 
thereof, with an estimate of the cost of the improvement, the expense of 
examination and survey to be paid from the appropriation for examinat 
surveys, and contingencies of rivers and harbors. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 7288. An act to authorize the Mobile and West Alaba: 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across t 
Black Warrior River, in Tuscaloosa County, Ala., in section 


| township 21 south, range 9 west of Huntsville meridian; and 


ough the Navy Department has two of the Holland boats | 


on the Pacific coast, notone of these submarines has yet attempted | 


to pass out the Golden Gate. The boats possess an extremely able 
and efficient commander, but he has found the boats so unstable 
that he has not yet dared to operate in other than shallow water. 

8. The attitude of the Navy Department has been aptly ex- 
pressed by Admiral Dewey in his letter to the House Naval Com- 
mittee, wherein he stated that the Department should not com- 
mit itself to the building of any one type, but that an approved 
design should be adopted only after competitive tests and trials. 


H. R. 11812. An act relating to applications, declaratory stat 
ments, entries, and final proofs under the homestead and 
land laws, and to confirma the same in certain cases when mi 


outside of the land district within which the land is situated. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN obtained the floor. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. If the gentleman will pardon mé¢ 
moment, I should like to offer a further amendment. If it | 
offered now, the gentleman can speak to the whole question. 1 


otl 


eS at he 
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wish to offer this as a substitute for the amendment already 


Per, WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. That is all right; go ahead. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. As asubstitute for the amendment 

now pending, I offer what I sent to the desk. 

% he Clerk read as follows: 


o Seeretary of the Navy is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to con- 
: or purchase subsuriaceor submarine torpedo boats in the aggregate 

t exceeding, $850,000: Provided, That prior to said puychase or con- 
rsaid boats any American inventor or owner of a subsurface or sub- 

: torpedo boat may give reasonable notice and have his, her, or its 
co or submarine torpedo boat tested by comparison or competition, 
_with a Government subsurface or submarine torpedo boat or any 
-ompetitor, previded there be any such, and thereupon the board ap- 

i for conducting such tests shall report the result of said competition 
parison, together with its recommendations, to the Secretary of the 





v, who may purchase or contract for subsurface or submarine torpedo 
sina manner that will best advance the interests of the United States | 
arine warfare: And provided further, That before any subsurface or 
irine torpedo boat is purchased or contracted for it shall be accepted 
Navy Department as fulfilling all reasonable requirements for sub- 


7 rE re and shall have been fully tested to the satisfaction of the 
Cocretary of the Navy. To carry out the purpose aforesaid the sum of 
r s hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other 
w ppr ated, and to make up said sum of $850,060 the sum of $500,000 
t 








ied such part thereof as may remain unexpended and authorized in 
naval appropriatioi. actapproved March 3, 1903, is hereby reappropriated. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I will state for the 
benefit of the gentleman from North Carolina, although doubtless 
he knows it already, that this isthe precise language of last year’s 
pill, except that the sum of $500,000 has been changed to $850,000. 

Mr. FOSS. And let me further add thatit also provides for the 
reappropriation of the $500,600. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 
a} rt of the $850,000. 

Mr. FOSS. Authorized in the act of last year, but not used, or 
at least only a small part of it used. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I believe{hatt 
Congress ought to do something positive and direct in the line-ef 
acquiring submarine boats. Congress ought to give great respect 
o the recommendations of the Navy Department, but ought not 
o confine its deliberations to those recommendations. Weare 
charged with the defense of the country and ought to shape the 
J y of the Government in regard to its Navy. I am informed 
that when the first great battle between ironclads was fought, 
V 
] 


Yes; it reappropriates $500,000 as 


> ro 








vhich revolutionized the naval warfare of the world, Congress 
iad not accepted and the naval authorities had not approved the 
Monitor, She fought as private property. It is no new thing for 
the Navy Department and for other Departments to be against 
things they did not originate. The question is not and ought not 
to be whether the Department favors this, but whether it meets 
our jadgment. 

Now, is it not a business-like proposition to increase our sub- 
marine force? England is to-day building ten submarines. She 
has nine already built. France is to-day building ten subma- 
rines. France has already built thirty. 
submarines; other nations are building submarines. 
to declare it now to be the policy of this country to build enough 
submarines in the next few years to fully defend the important 
harbors of the United States. 


They furnish the cheapest and most effective means of defense | 


that human ingenuity has yet devised. 

The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] asks, ‘‘ Can 
you see to fight under water? 
you have to travel under water?’ Ah, gentlemen, you might as 
well ask, ‘‘ Can one wait in the darkness of night and destroy his 
approaching enemy?’’ The very fact that it does go under the 
water, the very fact that it does act almost as an assassin, ac- 
counts for its danger. It is that fact that disturbs the brain of 
every commander. It is that fact, as Admiral Dewey has said, 
that would enable two of these submarines to defend the harbor 
of Galveston against the navies of the world. It is a cheap 
defense; it is a quick defense. You gentlemen who have been 
talking about having a great navy to maintain the integrity of 
the United States, who are afraid of foreign countries, who want 
to be prepared for war, in the exercise of good judgment in this 
way you can have a complete defense, quickly and economically. 
I state as my judgment, having studied this question, that for 
one-half of the money carried in this bill for the increase of the 
Navy you can build enough submarine boats completely to de- 
fend every important harbor in the United States. 

I have no choice between the two submarine boats advocated 
here. I want the best. I do not care which one the Navy gets, 
and I do not care if the Navy refuses them both and constructs 
its own submarines. In fact,if the companies do not sell us sub- 
marines at proper prices I should prefer that the Government, 
taking charge of their patents if necessary, with adequate com- 


pensation to them, should constryct a submarine boat building | 


plant and build our own submarines. What I want is complete 
and cheap defense for the coasts of the United States, and then 
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| rine is not perfected and that 



































you will not need your big boats for coast defense. They will not 
have to hug our shores for our protection. You hi 
leave these harbors then with the complete assurance that t 
are protected and go to fight the enemy on other seas. 
Whether submarines ought to be under the head of fortifica- 
tions or not does not go to the merits of the iti 
boats will be commanded by officers of the Naw 
fortification idea may be used for delay and to defer 
it, I believe that calm consideration will mak b e tha 
they ought to be under the Navy Department as a part of the 








= e : te ye t L J 
Navy, and not under the War Department as fortificat 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I should like t uve five 





utes more, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 


] 


| unanimous consent that he be allowed to continue his remar] 
five minutes. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. They say the present subma 


soon it will be out of date. Why, 
gentlemen, at League Island you will find ships, monitors, and 
rams that once were thought to be great, and yet now they a1 
out of date. Naval construction is progressive. 

The battle shipitselfisnot perfect. The time will soon come when 
the proudest battle ship afloat to-day will be ont of 
anybody uses that argument, trying to delay and defer 
defense, I conclude that his opposition is deeper, an 
opposed to the submarine boatin principle. This belief is strength- 
ened when I remember that the Monitor and the Merrimac were not 
perfect, not equal to the Kentucky or the Kearsarge, and yet ou 
predecessors did not stop the construction of ironclads on account 
of their deficiencies. It is no argument to say that these sub- 
marine boats are not perfect. 

The question is, Are they now capable of defending our coasts? 
Gentlemen admit that one type of these boats can go out 75 miles 
without coming back to the shore, and that another type can go 
out 25 miles. 








LT 

Now, does not such ability prove them to be effect- 
ive in defending a harbor? But the gentleman from Massacliu- 
setts has shown far greater merit in them than aradius of 25 
miles. No squadron could blockade a port defended by the 

They carry the same torpedoes that other boats use. The torpe- 
does carry their own motive power. Their effect is the same 
whether they are let loose from a regular torpedo boat or from a 
| submarine. The motive power of each separate torpedo carries 
it to the enemy’s ship. The trials of submarine boats up to this 
time, as stated by the gentleman from Connecticut and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, have shown that they are effective in 
approaching the enemy and discharging the torpedo; that they 





Germany is building | 
Ve ought | 


Can you do much destruction when | 


can elude the keenest vigilance of those on guard; 
even goneinto harbors unseen, though caret 
have gotten near enough to vessels to have 
out being discovered. What more can you ask? 
If you want to defend our harbors and want that defense to be 
| effective and economical, in the interest of our seacoast cities and 
in the interest of the American people, it seems to me you c 
reach but one conclusion, and that is that the Congress ou 
give positive and direct instructions to its Navy Department to 
| proceed along the line of acquiring the best submarine boats. For 
the reasons I have given, we ought to adopt a direct an: 
amendment. 
| In addition to the submarines, I am in favor of more torpedo 


boats of the kind with the greatest speed and most eff 


+ha } <r hh 
that the ¥ oave 
7 7 7 

uly watched for, and 


destroved then 









five submarines, but a battle ship would not be half so « 


dozen of either ki 


in defending a harbor as a half 
smaller boats. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. Chairman,I do not want to be heard 
| but one or two moments upon this question. I simply wa ) 
say this: It seems to me that we are in a position to learn a good 
deal in the near future, by actual experience, of 
| merits of large ships as compared with small ve i war- 
| fare. It may be, therefore, it would be the part of prud not 
| to be stampeded into making any very large 


A A ‘ 
| the destruction of an enemy’s ships. I believe in h smaller 
| craft, which will accomplish more for th rposes of d ’ 
| than a battle ship or armored cruiser. price of tle 
| ship will build a dozen torpedo boats an: will build t - 
| 
| 
| 
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type of boats which are yet in a more or less e rit l , 
and which have been very little tested in actual fighting c - 
tions, and none at all upon the high seas. It seems to me it 
we may rely upon the patriotism and efficiency of our Navy ] 

| partment and our general board to do the right thing in prctect- 


ing the harbors of this country. 
I believe that they are better judges of what is needed than 
Members of this House, no matter how much atte 1 they hi 
| given to that subject. I believe that most of our information is 
' derived from unreliable sources—from newspay 


pers ana 
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| 
Ido not think this Congress ought to be guided by that sort of 


authority. Now, the testimony before the committee in relation 
to this submarine question was this: Mr. DayTOn inquired of the 
Secretary of the Navy: 

Would you recommend any further appropriation than we appropriated 
for in the bill of last year for the purchase of two submarine boats? 

Now, Secretary Moody says: 

I would not recommend going a step further than the general board's rec- 
ommendation. 

And again the Secretary says: 

I suppose everybody wants to do the right thing by the Government. The 
general board comes here with a very conservative proposition; we want 
two submarine boats. 

Now, I say this Congress can well leave this matter there. I do 
not object personally to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS] as modified by the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] because that appropriates a 
little more money, but it leaves it to the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy and does not make it mandatory upon him to 
purchase anything that he does not believe is best for the Gov- 
ernment after he has made tests as between these different types 
of submarine boats. NowI think that isfair. I think everybody 
wants to have a fair test between these boats. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Or any other. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Or any other boats or any improvement 
that may be made in the next few months, but do not let us be 
extravagant about this thing. This is a thing we can not afford 
to waste much money about until we know what is the best type; 
then we want all of them that are necessary for the protection of 
all our coasts. Now, Congress will be in session again next De- 
cember, and I think then, after the Secretary has tested these 
boats and we see the result of foreign wars, we will be in a better 
position to judge, and I hope the recommendations of the com- 
mittee will not be substantially increased by this House. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I listened with a great deal 
of interest to the speech of the distinguished gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HiILu], and like him I want to say a few words 
about plain business matters in a plain business way. I do not 
pretend to any technical knowledge of marine architecture. If I 
had not had the privilege of seeing one of these submarine boats 
operate I doubt, sir, whether from reading of them I could have 
told the difference between them and Langley’s flying ship, but 
I have seen them operate, and there are some few simple condi- 
tions of navigation that even I, landsman as I am, and a Repre- 
sentative from the interior, can comprehend perfectly well. I 
know that the submarine boat can go in a reasonably direct line. 
I believe from the testimony which has been printed and which 
I have read from time to time that it is the most effective war 
machine which has yet been brought to the attention of this 
country. 

Now, I fear that there may be some opposition to submarine boats; 
I do not say the Holland submarine boat or any other submarine 
boat; but I fear there may be some opposition to the introduction 
of the submarine boats by commercial interests whose profits lie 
in another direction. I believe there is ample testimony on the 
part of naval experts to sustain these opinions. I believe that 
each submarine boat which we have for the defense of this coun- 
try will displace a large and very expensive boat. I favor their 


purchase as a matter of economy and from plain business mo- | 


tives. Ican not agree with the gentleman from Connecticut who 
has just taken his seat, or with the Secretary of the Navy, whom 
he quoted, that all people are considering the interests of the 
Government. 


Government. In connection with other matters than their own 
they may be patriotic enough to consider the Government first. 

Mr. Chairman, I saw in one of yesterday's papers, or, rather, in 
several of yesterday’s papers, an estimate of the marine expendi- 
tures in the British Empire for the next fiscal year. It amounted 
to the stupendous total of $184,000,000. Incident to that project 
Was an estimate for submarine boats, ten submarine boats. Iam 
calling attention to this budget, however, not for the purpose of 
citing the naval plan of Great Britian as an example which we 
should follow; I prefer to use Great Britian as an illustration of 
a country which we should not follow, although I have heard it 
urged upon this floor that the naval programme of the British 
Empire was one we should emulate. I desire to avoid these enor- 
mous naval expenditures 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman | 


from Illinois? 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Certainly. 


Mr. FOSS. I would like to know who said we are emulating | 


Great Britain in her naval programme? . 
Mr. SLAYDEN. I do not know that I can name them just 
now, but I have heard it suggested several times, by supporters 
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I believe there is a large class of people in this | 
country who consider their individual interests first and then the | 
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of the committee bill, that we must build up a great navy ip 
order to compete with Great Britain or Germany or Russia or 
any other country which was going in for a large navy. Mr. 
Chairman, when I came to Congress seven years ago I wasa very 
stanch advocate of the upbuilding of the Navy, but I think, sir, j; 
has been upbuilt. Ido not believe that we ought to go into any 
scheme of competition with Great Britain in that direction, byt 
having built a magnificent navy, having built up a navy which 
has given a satisfactory account of itself on the high seas in con- 
flict with other nations, having provided adequate protection for 
our own ports and seacoast cities, and having reached the con- 
dition of affairs where our annual naval expenditures approx- 
imate $100,000,000, I believe it is time to call a halt and—— 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. I want here and now to state for the committee 
that we disclaim any intention on the part of the committee to 
compete with any foreign nations in the matter of building up its 


navy. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I am very glad, Mr. Chairman, to hear the 
gentleman’s disclaimer, but observation of the regularity wit) 
which his appropriation bills grow convinces me that whatever 
may be his declared intention we are rapidly approaching a con- 
dition of competition with Great Britain and other great naval 
powers. 

[Here the hammer ol 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I desire at the outset to resent 
the insinuation of the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Day- 
TON] that I am the representative on this floor of any style or 
type of submarine boats. The gentleman knows as well as he 
knows of his own existence that in the committee and on this 
floor I have advocated the building of submarine boats of the 
best type; and it has always been left open in the provisions of 
any bill I have urged for the Secretary of the Navy to select the 
best type; and the amendment which I offer now, and which is 
pending before this committee, leaves open the question as to 
whichis the besttype. And the committee, in regard tothe subma- 
rines, as anybody can see by reading the bill, leaves the question 
of type of boat open to the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Now, with regard to the argument by the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, it is the same old argument that I have heard since I have 
been in Congress always coming from the lips of the opponents 
of submarine boats—‘‘ Don’t be hasty; don’t be precipitate; an- 
other session of Congress is coming and we can appropriate then.” 
That has been said by the enemies of submarine boats ever since 
I have known anything about submarine boats. Another thing | 
would like to have the committee bear in mind is that, for the first 
time in the history of submarine boats in this country, the Navy 
Department has voluntarily made a recommendation to Congress 
for their purchase. Bear that in mind. On the question of 
whether or not the Navy Department has heretofore been hostile 
to submarine boats, this is the first time any Secretary of the Navy 
has come before the House committee to recommend submarine 
boats, and he has recommended two of them. Don’t be led away 
about the reappropriation of last year’s appropriation. Last 
year’s appropriation was for the purpose of providing a fund for 
experimental purposes, and the general board, speaking through 
the Secretary of the Navy, recommended for this year the two 
submarine boats carried in the bill, without any reference what- 
ever to last year’s appropriation. 

The general board, as we know from conversation with some 
of its members, desire a progressive programme to be started 
now, based on the information they already have, and desire the 
$500,000 contained in the appropriation of last year to remain 
available for the purposes of experimentation, that they may ob- 
tain the highest and best type of submarine boat, if improvement 
in the present type is possible. The only difference between th 
language of the committee as reported to this House and my 
amendment is in the number of boats we shall now order, still 
leaving it to the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy to select 
the type. The committee ask you to have two built without re! 
erence to last year’s appropriation. My amendment would raise 
it to five. 

Now, there is just one question that I want to allude to. I re- 
gret very much that my friend from Connecticut has brought in 
here a comparison between the Holland and the Lake boats, [1 
proceeded to laud the Lake boats highly to the disadvantage 0! 
the Holland boat. I am not opposed to the Lake boat, but I want 
to call the attention of the gentleman from Connecticut, w!. 
seems so familiar with what lies in the archives of the Bureau, to 


| a letter written by Simon Lake, president of the Lake Torpedo 


Company, dated January 16 of this year, in which he says to the 
Department: 


Ican not make good what I have claimed for my boat. Ican not make 
the surface and under-water speedsd have claimed formy boat. Thescrews 
will not = yy right. The diving rudders do not operate right. The steer- 
ing wheel does not operate right. The storage battery does not operate 
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right. Will not the Government accept my boat without competition, with- 


out a test, and leave it to me to make it good after the Government has paid | 


for it’ 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. ROBERTS. That was subsequent to the report which the 
eoytleman from Connecticut read, dated some time in 1903. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBERTS. When I have finished. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Was the gentleman quoting ver- 
bat - from a letter or from his own recollection? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Iam quoting from a letter which I read at 
the Nav y Department. 

_ HILL of Connecticut. 
] ‘ter here? 

- ROBERTS. Because itis in the archives of the Depart- 
ment ra they would not giveitup. The gentleman can read it 
if he goes up there. 
terif he asks forit. And that isthe Lake boat, which the gentle- 
man from Connecticut says is superior to anything that was ever 
3314 

Nc ww,ITam notagainstit. If that Lake boat is a better boat than 
we have in our service to-day, I say to buy it; but for the first 


Why hasn’t the gentleman got the 





| whocommanded our torpedo flotilla 


Any Member of this House can read the let- | these submarine boats he will stand off ¥ the 


time in my knowledge we have some idea of what a Lake boat will | 


cost. We know what the boat we already have will cost. We 
n duplicate it and get even a better boat for $170,000, but the 


eman from Connecticut [Mr. H1L] tells us that this great | 


| » boat, whose inventor says will not meet the claims that he 
has made for it, will cost more money than those we already have. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

ir. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman may be extended for five minutes. 
».CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mons consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts may pro- 
ceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WATSON. 
~ tion? 

» CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

un ROBERTS. I yield. 

Mr. WATSON. Iwanttoasktwoquestions. First, how many 
of the six Holland boats contracted for have been supplied to the 
Government—have been completed? 

Mr. ROBERTS. They are all accepted and paid for by the 
Government, all of them. 

Mr. WATSON. How have they met the requirements and the 
demands that were made conditions precedent to their accept- 
ance? 

. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, every one of them exceeded 
the contract requirements, every one of them, as the report of the 
trial board shows. And furthermore, Mr. Chairman, in one of 
the trials, as the gentleman can find by reading the reports of the 
ba rds couducting them, the boats undertook to do some thing 
that was not called for in the contract, viz, to run a mile under 
v r, turn about, and come back over the same 
did that. That was not required of them. 

WATSON. What, if any, experiments have beer 
ducted since the Government has accepted those boats? 

ROBERTS. I am glad the gentleman has brought that 
juestion up. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] 
said that these boats had been tried only in smooth waters. I call 
to his attention the report of Lieutenant McArthur, which any 
gentleman can see by going to the Navy Department, showing 
that the boat in San Francisco Harbor has repeatedly been taken 
outside of Golden Gate, out into the open sea, where the sea 
was so heavy that the boat rolled to an angle of 20°, and there 
successfully operated; and I would call the attention of the gen- 
man to the many reports about these boats he will find in the 

‘avy Department reports, which the Secretary will not give out 
or make public, because, in his judgment, it is contrary to publ 
policy, where these boats have gone outside of Block —. 6, 8, 
and 10 miles, and the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Branpr- 

EE | knows that the weather conditions off Block I = und are not 
very conducive to smooth water. They have rough water out 
there. Those boats have gone out there and have wianted suc- 
cessfully time after time. 

I wish to call his attention to one fact which has *ieen told to 
me on credible authority, and which I believe, that in one of the 
tests last summer the surface boat was to go out about 6 miles 

off Block Island and wait for an attack by the submarine. The 
submarine got out on the ground and cruised around, but could 
not find the surface boat, and finally she went back into Newport, 
where it was learned that the surface boat had found the we: a 
so rough that it could not stay on its station and await the attac] 

of the ‘subm: urine. Now, shall we take the judgment of Admirals 
O'Neil and Melville, or shall we take the judgment of Admiral 
Dewey, who knows what these boats are doing, who has access 
to all these reports, who is a fighting man, who is the man, if a 


course, and they 


con- 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield fora 


| 


| 


| favor them: 
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war should come in his lifetime, who will go out and fight our 
battles, while neither of the other admirals mentioned will ever 
again go out and fight? 

If we are going to have & comparis« mof the number of admirals 
who approve and disapprove these boats, here are a few that 
First, Admiral Dewey, for one; Rear-Admirals 
lichborn, Farquhar, Jouett, E ndic tt, Ke » Lowe, and the 
lately made Admiral Sigsbee, than whom no man, perhaps, in our 
Navy has had more experience with submarine warfare. He 
was blown up on the Maine, stood off the torpedo attack off San 
Juan, and he knows what torpedo warfare means. He is an on 
vocate of submarine boats. Then, to go tosubordinate officers, we 
have Captain Folger and Captain Wainwright, who was on the 
Gloucester and who knocked out two of those t orpe do boats. He 
favors submarine boats. Then we have Commander Kin mbt 

He says that with six of 

English flying sqnu: 

10 miles outside of Sandy Hook or forfeit his professional stand- 
ing in the service. 

Commander N. E. Mason, lately in charge o of tornedo station, 
Newport, R. I.; Lieut. Commander Nathan Sargent, at one time 
A¢ baival Dewey’ s naval —s Naval Constructor Lawrence Spear, 
who superintended building the Gover: iment Holland tone at 
Nixon’s yard; Lieut. A. P. Niblack, f — : ~— attaché a Ber 


> 








lin, Rome, and Vienna; Lieut. F. W. T ppan; Li ieut. W. J. Sears, 
formerly chief inspector in charge of manufacture of W si head 
torpedoes; Lieut. Arthur MacArthur, comman noel torpedo boat 
ad Lieut. H. H. Caldwell, commander of U. S. subma- 
rine boat Holland and on Admi y’s staff at Ma 
Ensign Charles P. Nelson, now lieutenant, the officer who t 
the Shark fe Newport Harbor in broad daylight without 1 
detected; Capt. A. T. Mahan, of the United Stat and Lo 
Brassey, of Great Britain, the two greatest naval authorit 


the world, all of these favor the submarine boats, 
{Here the hammer fell. | 
Mr. FOSS. I move that we close debate « 
minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. De 
tleman desires to speak 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. 
is all. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
recognized. 
Mr. FOSS. 


$3 ne 
n this question in ten 


bate is al lready closed unless some gen 
IC ries of ‘*Vote!’’ **Vote!’’] 

‘Chairtnan. I want to say just one word, that 
The gentleman fri 


mm Illinois [Mr. F 


Mr. Chairman, the propo: — which is reported 


here by the committee gives the Secretary of the Navy authority 
to buy two submarine boats after he has aus tests, and itr 
appropriates $500,000, or such part thereof that may remain u 


expended, toward that end. 

Last year we made an appropriation of $500,000 and required 
the Secretary of the Navy to make competitive or comparativ 
tests, or both, a these boats. Those tests “eon n t yet 
been made. Now, the prop osition of the gentleman fri 
tts is that the S l buy submarine 
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mm M 
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ecretary of the Navy shal 


SAenn 





boats, and an appropriation of $850,000 is proposed therefo If 
you will examine that propos! ition for a moment, you ¥ ( 
that five of these boats at $170,000 each, which is the price 
Holland boat, make exactly $850,000. in oth ‘r words, if t 


amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts should be 





adopted, it means that the Secretary of the Navy can only buy 
submarine boats that cost $170,000 eac! ve of them. 

To adopt that amendment means thatthe $ y ol I 5 
must buy a particular boat, and that boat the Holland torpedo 
boat. Now, what Llinsist uy is t] the Secreta the } 
shall have the d ion and the 1 Ly § 
that he may deem proper, and suchas appe: 
after there has be n a competitive test and a compar 
the different types of submarine boats. 

Mr. COWHERD. I should like to ask the gentleman whet! 
he wishes to have that amendment adopted in such a { 


the Secretary of the Navy shall have a discretion sit 
lection of the submarine boats to be purchased, or wl 
shall have a discretion as to the purchase of any kind bi 
rine boats? Does the gentleman propose that the Secretary of 
Navy must purchase some kind of as ubmari ine boat? 











Mr. FOSS. I will say to my - n l a ssouri that I ‘ 
the best provision on this subject, the vision out of which the 
Governm< mat (and we stand here as the rep! ve f 
Government and the people)—the provision out of which the Goy- 
ernment will get the most benefit for its money, is the provision 
that was adopted by Congress in the la aval sti act. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is what I want 

Mr. FOSS. <And that is practically the subst of Ll by 
the gentleman from Connecticut. 1] le rea : 

The Secr tary of the Navy is hereby authorized, in his discretion. to eon- 
tract for or purchase subsurface or submarine torpedo boats in ¢) ggre 
gate of, but not exceeding, $500,000— 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. COWHERD. Iask consent that the time of the gentleman | 
from Illinois be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman from Connecticut in his substitute | 
increases that sum by $350,000, making in all $850,000. Now, let | 
me read further. 

Mr. COWHERD. Before the gentleman passes from that point, | 
will he allow me to ask a further question? I wish to know | 
whether the legal construction of that language would not permit 
the Secxetary of the Navy to say in his discretion that he does 
not want any submarine torpedo boat? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; he can buy these boats or not. But look at 
this proviso which follows: 

Provided, That prior to said purchase or contract for said boats any 
American inventor— 

Observe the language— 
any American inventor or owner of a subsurface or submarine torpedo boat 


may give reasonable notice and have his, her, or its subsurface or submarine 
torpedo boat tested— 


How?— 
by comparison or competition— 


That is what we want. We want what is found to be the best, | 

after there has been comparison and competition— 

tested by comparison or competition, or both, with a Government subsurface 
or submarine torpedo boat or any private competitor, provided there be any 
such. And thereupon the board appointed for conducting such tests shall 
report the result of said competition or comparison, together with its recom- 
mendations, to the Secretary of the Navy, who may purchase or contract for 
said subsurface or submarine torpedo boats in the manner that will best ad- 
vance— 


Mark this language— ‘ 
that will best advance the interests of the United States in submarine war- 
fare: And provided— 

Mr. WATSON. Let me ask a question. 

Mr. FOSS. I would rather finish this. 

And provided further, That before any subsurface or submarine torpedo 
boat is purchased or contracted for it shall be accepted by the Navy Depart- 
ment as fulfilling all reasonable requirements for submarine warfare, and 
shall have been fully tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Now, the gentleman’s substitute reappropriates the $500,000, 
or such part thereof as may remain unexpended from that appro- 
priation, which was made in the last naval appropriation act. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
from Illinois yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Does the chairman of the committee 
contend that that will permit the Secretary of the Navy to buy 
any submarine boats whatever without a competition? 

Mr. FOSS. No. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Then if there are two types of sub- 
marine boats manufactured in this country, one superior to the 
other, and one refuses to compete under that section, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy can not purchase any. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh. the gentleman is mistalen. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Why, certainly, that is the language 
of the section you have read. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Is that the ground on which they 
have refused to compete? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. And that is put inas a subterfuge, to 
permit the Secretary of the Navy not to buy. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, no; I do not take it that way at all. 

Mr. WATSON. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from IIli- 
nois a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. FOSS. Let me read the language: 

By comparison or competition. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes, one or the other, but they must 
be willing to submit to a comparison or competition; and if there 
are two, and one refuses and the other is good, and willing to 
have a competition or a comparison, the Secretary of the Navy is 
not permitted to buy, no matter how excellent it may be, simply 
because the other refuses. 

Mr. FOSS. What position would that company be in that 
would refuse to compete or to compare? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. They ought not to be considered in 
it. but I want to say to the chairman of the committee that I 
have confidence in the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. FOSS. So have I. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. And it is left to him to decide 
whether to buy or not, and the requirement he puts on it ought 
to be as sufficient as any other. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 





Mr. WATSON. I want to askif it is not a fact that the Secro- 
tary of the Navy hes recommended that at least two of th: 
boats be purchased? Is it not a fact that this provision was i)- 
corporated in your bill because of the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Navy? Is that true? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; the Secretary of the Navy, in his statem« 
before the committee, says: 

I would not recommend going a step further than the general board's r 


| ommendation for two boats. 


Mr. ROBERTS. In either case. 

Mr. FOSS. This question was asked him: 

And you have money enough for this purpose? 

Secretary Moopy. Yes; only it would have to be reappropriated. 

Mr. WATSON. ‘Now, if the general board have recommended 
two, and the Secretary of the Navy has recommended two, he is 
then committed to two,is he not? And is it not reasonable to 
suppose that, being committed to two, he would purchase m 
if these boats meet the demands and the requirements of subm 
rine warfare? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, undoubtedly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. I ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tlinois asks unani 
mous consent to continue for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOSS. The whole purpose of the committee is to protec t 
the Government, to see to it that the Government gets the m 
for its money. The committee is not opposed to submarine bo: 
in any way or respect or manner whatever, but the members 
the committee believe that this money that we appropriate oug 
to go toward the progress of submarine science and not for t! 
benefit of one boat or the other. 

Mr. Chairman, I might say as to different ships we have tes‘ 
the battle ship and the cruiser in actual battle, and the gunboat 
and also the torpedo boat, but the submarine has never yet been 
tried. I do not know whether it is going to prove an effecti\: 
weapon of war or not. I may say that I trust it may, and I hope 
that we will develop a great deal along this line of submagrin: 
warfare. But I do insist that we shall appropriate money he 
in such a manner as will develop science, will bring in all the di 
ferent inventions and developments in reference to submarine 
warfare, so that the Government in the end, by competition, b 
comparison, will get the best article for the money. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouriis recognize 
Mr. RIXEY. Thechairman of the committee, as Iunderstan 
is in favor of the substitute offered by the gentleman from Con 

necticut [Mr. HILu}. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; sir; I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cow 
HERD] is recognized. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I merely want to ask the chair 
man of the committee a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has be: 
recognized. Does he yield to the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. COWHERD. [I yield to the gentleman to ask a question 

Mr. RIXEY. Iunderstand the gentleman from Illinois is ad 
vocating the Hill amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. What is that? 

Mr. RIXEY. I understand the gentleman from Tlinois is now 
advocating the amendment of the gentleman from Connecti 

Mr. FOSS. I believe the Hill substitute is even better than t 
provision which is bronght in here by the committee, because 
is identical with the language of the provision of Congress i 
the last naval appropriation bill and that it reappropriates tl: 
$500,000 which was appropriated then, and adds to it $350,000. 

Mr. RIXEY. Then the chairman of the committee abando: 
the provisions of the present bill for the submarine boats. Now 
| want to call his attention to this paragraph to see if he doesn 
think it protects the Government. It provides: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to contract for or pu 
chase two subsurface or twosubmarine torpedo boats at a cost not exceed 
$500,000: Provided, That before any subsurface orsubmarine torpedo boat 
purchased or contracted for it shall be accepted by the Navy Department 


tulfilling all reasonable requirements for submarine warfare and shall hav: 
been fully tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. RIXEY. Why does not that protect the Government? Le‘ 
me say to my friend that this whole matter was discussed in t! 
committee; and we finally decided to insert this provision so a- 
to protect the Government, and at the same time authorize and 
direct him to purchase at least two boats. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

| Mr. RIXEY. The committee was willing to authorize the Sec 
retary of the Navy to buy two submarine boats after satisfactory 
tests and trials. He did nothing under the last appropriation be- 
cause the rival boat companies did not give the competitive test 
required, 
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\cuage was used as the gentleman has read; that is in the bill 
a ‘last year. So that we have not only that but something more. 
poats. 
Mr. RIXEY 
. this additional provision that applies to submarine boats 
that so long as there is one party which is not ready, and whi 
ea wants the boat tested. the Secretary will wait until all the parties 
ean come, andcan not buy a boat until all the tests have been made. 
Mr, FOSS. Oh, no. 
Mir. RIXEY. And that matter has been delayed by him for 
over twelve months. And I want to state to my friend, the chair- 
man of the committee, that it was my intention to stand by the 
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Mr. FOSS. And I will say to the gentleman also that I will 
nd by the committee, but I supposed that every member of the 
mimittee was going to stand for this provision that we had agreed 

2 mn in the committee; but I want to say to the gentlemen that 

F when the committee differed from that provision I am willing 

te my views in the matter. Now I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri had been 

enized. 
fr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman,as the chai 
1 myself have taken the time of the 





to 


on 
o> 





man of the committee 


gentleman from Missouri, 








: | ask that his time may be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
‘consent that the time of the gentleman from Missouri be 
ied for five minut Is there objection? 

E FOSS. I move that we close debate in ten minutes. 
:CHAIRMAN,. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 

loor for that motion? 
Mr. COWHERD. I will. 
he CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois moves that 
on this paragraph and all amendments thereto be con- 


lin ten minutes. 
e motion was agreed to. 
CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the requ 
eman from Missouri may be allowed to proceed for five mit- 
| After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
ir. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I want to say for myself, 
; I believe I voice the sentiment of a great many men on ft] 
; loor this House, that I am in favor of submarine boats being 
r the Navy. Now, whether it be the Lake boat or the 
d boat or somebody else’s boat, Ido not care. I pretend 
no expert in naval affairs. I know as little about it as any 
‘rho has been raised fifteen hundred miles from tide water, 
never saw a battle ship in his life. I know they can go for 


st that the 


Pe miles when wholly submerged, can rise to get their bearing, divé 
is the space of a few seconds, and discharge, with fair 
a torpedo, the most destructive weapon known to 


rm warfare. But I have seen these boats operate. I beliey 
ubmarine boat is the weapon of the future, and I believe i 
iece of absolute folly for the American Congress year after 
to appropriate here hundreds of millions of dollars for a 
y, With from eight to twenty million dollars for great battle 
and refusing to provide any money for the experimentation 
» cheaper boats that science tells us, and that to-day tl 


- \dmiral of the Navy tells us in the letter read by the gentleman 


a 


Ee m Massachusetts [Mr. Roserts], are to be the dangerous 
F weapon of the future. 
Now, Ido not care whether the language be the language of 
erts amendment or the Hill amendment, except I do « 

I do not want any amendment slipped in here und 
h any officer of the Government can say, ‘It being left to 

my discretion whether I will purchase a submarine boat or not 

will exercise that discretion against the purchase of the boat 
in perfectly willing to leave the Secretary of the Navy the dis- 
ion of the designation of the boat to be purchased, but I want 


purchase made mandatory. 

Ilr. MUDD. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 
r. COWHERD. Yes, sir. 
. MUDD. The Secretary in his hearing before the commit- 
tee says that in his judgment he would purchase two. 

Mr. COWHERD. I know nothing about it except 
bill here an authorization for two. 

Mr. MUDD. The Secretary submitted that. 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes; but the gentleman knows t the 
- amendment as proposed is worded so that the purchase can take 

E place only after competition and—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman allow an inter- 
ruption? That competition can be held whenever th 
sees fit. 

Mr. COWHERD. Can it be held if there is no competit 
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We have here a provision that there must be a comparison of the | 


Now, right there, the gentleman will remember | 


the Secretary. 


Mr. COWHERD. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 
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mended against these boats: that the gentleman from West 
ginia tells us—quoting from the heads of its bureaus—hold t 
boats to be worthless; Ido not want to! that absolutel 
the discretion of that Department to say whether we will s 
few hundred thousand dollars for b is typ -many 
lion dollars for the big boats which are i bu in the 
navy-yards of the country. I believe th ildin the si 
rine boat is not only 1 ary as a weapon of de but i 
tinctly on the side of economy. 

We have been treated to-day to the st remarkable argun 
that has ever come trom any commit , and particularly w 
comes from the gentlemen of the committ vrho now vec] 
of the floor, when they fear that if yon give them this app 
tion they will take charge of some work belongs 
other Cepartment of the government rvice. When was 
ever a committee on this floor that not willing re 
and take all the work they could nd man f 
we heard the entlemen here s; with tear 
as well as in their eyes, that y had lke 

ki y and given it other 
abies: de 
ie Army’ 
bill will 
al e th 
at Vi 7 
7 T ‘ 
t,in my] 
future. |Applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The ¢ s { 
from Massachusetts offered ar in 
that the ian fr Cx l 
the amendment. 

Mr. HILL of it. M l l 
withdraw the amend to his 
tute stand. 

The CHAIRMAN. T l ( 

tune to © Avan +3 

bjection that will be d , 

There was 1 bj 

Mr. HILL of Cont Now, Mr. ¢ 
have both am ] S11 1. M r ! 
that the « tion is n 
tleman from Ma te 

The ¢ IRMAN. T ( 

rst. on nel! 
setts |[Mr. R RI ) < 

ubstitute amendi l by 

it | Mr. Hi 5 

Mr. HILL of Cor l } ( 

a fair vote and I 
a competitive test will v 
gentleman from Mas 
substitute. Am I richt: 

The CHAIRMAN. T t 
offered by the g mal i 

raph. 

The question was en; and on 
ROBERTS) there were—ayes 45, 1 

So the amendment was re i 

The CHAIRMAN. 17 question 
fered by the gentleman from ‘ ( 

The question was taken; and d 
COWHERD) there were—ayes 91, 1 yi 

So the amendment was agr l 

The Clerk (pr din th 
lows: 

stru I ) 
" ‘3 en) e 
Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman.Io he foll 


ment. 
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Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield amoment? The identical Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It is entirely under the contro 
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The Clerk read as follows: 











| 
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Amend triking out the period after the word “dollars,” in line 2, page 
za colon, and _ ling immediately thereafter the following: 

fed, ‘That none of said sum be and none is appropriated on a ‘count 

( rf t hulls, outfits, or mz whine ry heretofore authorized for use, pay- 

ation under any contract for any vessel in which said con- 

ractor shall not have covenanted with the United States as fol- 

hat no laborer or met chen c doingany part of the work contemplated by 

» contract, in the employ of the or or any subcontractor contract- 

rany part of said work ! 2d, shail be recuired or permitted | 
rk more than e cht hours i rone calendar day upon such work, | 

rt n per ion granted by the Secretary of the »N .vy during time 

vt I nt or whe n any at national emer- 





* contracting wit h a United States 
Lid cove nant as to hours of labor, forfeit to 
$5 for each laborer or mechanic for every cal- 

uve been required or permitted to labor mure 
rk under such contract.” 





than eight hours upon the w« 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, to that I make a point of order. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will state i 
HAIKRMAN, ne gentleman trom 1Inols Will state 16. 
ee FOSS. It is new legislation 


IV ERN, ASH. Mr. Chairman, I should like to be heard 


on ‘thal int before it is passed upon. 
The ¢ MHA IRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentieman. 
Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, the point of order calls for 


but little discussion. It has been twice determined in recent 
namely, during the second session of the Fifty-sixth 
ngress and the second session of the Fifty-seventh Congress, 
that an amendment of this kind is not subject to the point of 


Congresses, 


rder here made. I read from page 345 of the Manual and Digest 
LOWS: 
While it is not in order to legislate as to thequ alifications of the recipients 
ina ro iation, the House n nay specily i Pe mepare se an appropr iation 
» the recipients lacking certain qu: alifications 
Clearly, sir, the amendment is such limitation upon an appro- 
| ion as ‘brings it within this rule. The paragraph sought to 


amended Lappr ypriates many millions of ian. and the amend- 
ment specifies that no part of these millions shall go to recipients 
lacking certain qt talitic ations—to no persons, that is to say, who 
shall have dec ‘lines i to covenant with the United States that con- 
tract work yet to be performed shall be conducted on the eight- 
hour basis as 
now in effect in the navy 


y-yards of the country 
Certainly 


, therefore. the point of order is not well taken and 


the case ——— failure to press it rather than for another reason. 


ee, , that no Member of the House will urge a point of or- 
der striking straight at the working classes of this country. 
ively any gentleman who shall urge a point of order against the 


al dime 


nt must be open to the accusation of hostility to genuine 


tion of the eight-hour principle, for which the House has | fiabl 
Have. ¢ 


more than once professed favor. 
7 he C HAIRMAN, Does the ¢ 
be } al 
Ml r. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I will state that the amendment is 
offered, as I understand it, to that paragraph in the bill providing 
for ‘‘ construction and machinery,’’ and the wording is as follows: 


On account of the hulls, outfits, and machinery of vessels and steam ma- 
‘y of vessels heretofore authorized, $19,526,860, 


gentleman from Illinois desire to 


cbinge 


Now, that appropriation is for vessels already authorized by pre- 
vious provisions of law and in process of construction. In view 
of that fac I take it that this amendment now would be in viola- 
tion of law. 
thing in connection with the construction of these ships. 


| desire to have the Chair clearly to understand that this appro- 
priation under this paragraph does not apply in a single degree 
to ships authorized in this bill. It applies to those ships already 
under process of construction authorized by provisions of law, 


anil 
< i, 


in view of that fact, I think it is clear that this would be a 
change of existing law. 
‘HATRMAN. The Chair understands that this paragraph 

as it 
sels or parts of vessels heretofore authorized. and learns from the 
statement of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] that con- 
tracts have been made for such vessels. Nevertheless, it is within 
the power of Congress to appropriate or to withhold this appro- 
priation. Having authority to refuse to make any appropriation 
at all, it may immose limitations, even though they amount prac- 
tically to aw it hholding of an appropriation. It does not change 
existing law for the House to refrain entirely from appropriating, 
and, of | course, does not violate existing law if it makes an appro- 
pris ition subject to such limitations as amount substantially to a 
failure to appropriate at all. The Chair is of opinion that this 
amendment proposes a limitation upon the appropri iation and is in 
order. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, in offering this amendment 
T have no disposition to embarrass the members of the committee, 
but an anxiety to afford them a fair opportunity to manifest their 


to workday for laborers and mechanics which is | 


The contracts are let, penalties provided, and every- | 


stands is intended to appropriate for the construction of ves- | 





| have by vote to manifest its will, being obliged, in so far as {|} 
should not be sustained, but I should be glad to have it go out of | 


| sion Thursday of each week, 
| that time they have heard one or two proponents of the bill a: 


willingness or unwillingness to create a condition obliging action 
of some sort by another bo dy « concerning a matter of great im- 
portance to many of our people. 

Session after session the House of Representatives has passed 
bill in the interest of the working classes of America—a bill to 
give the persons employed in building war ships and perforining 


| other work for the Government the benefit of that reas« mab! 


| practice which the United States now applies in our navy-yards 
limiting to eight hours per calendar day the hours of labor. “Tp 
limitation is in line with the best modern thought, and I shall 1 
pause to defend it. 
However, sir, unfortunately for the working classes, this a 
bly has passed the eight-hour bill so late in each session tha 
Senate has not received the House bill until the eve of adjourn 
ment, atime permitting the subterfuge of ontleatnn y the bill tod 
in Senate commitiee because received there too late for repo:'t 
out. Thus the country has been told year after year thai 
House has testified its friendliness for eight-hour regi le i 
adopting a bill in that regard, and that the Senate has been d 
nied the opportunity to express similar frie ndlin2 ss becatse « 
want of sufficient time wherein to act, and surely w ill make good 
this friendliness at the sue ceeding session of Congress. 
Knowing the tactics which have led to failure of legislati 
took occasion, sir, before the Christmas recess, to urge that 
House Committee on Labor should, taking notice of the 
pract ice, forthwith report out the eight- rod bill acceptable to 
he American Federation of Labor,so that the House might send 
to the Senate before the holidays the eight-hour bill, and thus 
prevent the unhappy Senate subterfuge against our toilers. Pi 
here we are within a month or thereabout of the time announ 
by numerous leaders of Congress as the time for adjournm: 
and our Labor Committee still lags, frittering away week a 
week, thrashing straw that has been thrashed and thrashed a: 
to the point of absurdity, and this assembly has om yet 
placed in a position to act upon the bill. 
I am for avoidance of further delay, and since I can not r 
the eight-hour bill itself, I am seeking to give the eight-hour D 
ciple the widest application the pe nding measure will peri i 
Amend the measure as I propose and the Senate, will have tos 
its hand—will not be able to evade the eight-hour issue, but \ 














amendment reaches, to go upon rec ord. 

I repeat, sir, that I do not mean to embarrass Members of t! 
House. They have pretty generally voted for an eight-hour ! 
I afford them an opportunity to protect the House against ano‘ h 
body, to protect, moreover, the workingmen we all seem eag 
advantage. I hope that when the vote shall have been ta‘ccn | 
may not feel the word ‘“‘seem’”’ to have been in the least jus! 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of t! 
amendment offered by the gentleman from California. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman ri 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. To speak to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, as a member of 
the Committee on Labor, I feel it my duty to lay cerviain facts | 
fore this House. The Committee on Labor has been conducti 
hearings on various eight-hour bills which are now before th 
body for the purpose of settling the particular kind of legislati 
which it will recommend to this House. That, at least, is t! 
avowed purpose of the hearings. Thecommittee has been in 
aslremember it, for five weeks. In 


many opponents of the bill. The listof opponentsand proponents 
yet to be heard seems to me almost interminable, and 'n view 
the fact that Members of this body have been given unofficially 
to understand that the adjournment of Congress will take pl: 
about the middle of next month, it does not seem to me that there 
is any reasonable prospect of that bill getting consideration in 
the Senate, even if it is reported and passed by this House. 
Now, there are many reasons, Mr. Chairman, why this legis’a- 
tion should take the shape of the amendment offered by the genile- 


man from California [Mr. LivernasH]. I have here an amend- 


| ment which I myself intended to offer, which I expected would 


bring about precisely the same result, but I am satisfied that the 
amendment of the gentleman from California is much more effect- 


| ive and obviates many difficulties which were in the way of mine. 
| The chairman of the Committee on Labor, the gentleman from 


New Jersey [Mr. GARDNER], stated in a report which he sent to 
the last Congress, being a report to the bill H. R. 3076 in the 
Fifty-seve nth C ongress, practically the same bill which is now 
being considered before our committee as it came back from the 
Senate, as follows: 


The Committee on Labor, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8076) lim- 
iting the hours of daily services of laborers and mechanics employed upon 
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«ork done for the United States or any Territory or the District of Colum- 
vin thereby securing better products, and for other purposes, beg leave to 
it the following report, and recommend that said bill do pass with 
ndments as follows: 
On page 3 of printed bill, line 9, after the word “fire,” insert “‘or.” In 
e line, between the words “or” and “danger,” insert the words “do to.” 
ame line, between words “or” and “property,” insert the words “loss 
t In same line omit comma after well “fire,” 
‘his bill being the same in purpose and almost identical in language with 
Hi. %. 6882 of the Fifty-sixth Congress, the report on that bill is in the main 
»enpeated in the report on this bill. 
F ur committee devoted many days to hearings upon the bill, and parties 
sted in the effects of the measure from many parts of the country were 











} d. either in person or by attorney. 
rhe single new contention made by the opponents of this bill and not urged 
against previous biils of like pare se was that the completion of some work, 
. large castings, particularly by different workmen under an eight-hour 


n. would fail to produce the best results. In other words, that 
results could not be obtained under an eight-hour system. The correct- 

esof this contention was stoutly denied by practical workers. Itis believed 

your committee that any real difficulty in this particular is met by the 
ndments proposed in this report. 


satisfac- 











3 bill is in conformity with the settled policy of Congress, as indicated 
} slation covering a period of thirty-four years. 


l following extract touching a similar bill in the Fifty-fifth Congress ex- 
sses this understanding: 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., February 26, 1898. 
The policy of this class of legislation has therefore been settled by Con- 
cress, and I need not discuss this phase of the question. All such laws are 
enacted for the purpose of protecting the laboring man from the injurious 
consequences of prolonged physical effort, giving him more time for his per- 
| affairs, and more time and energy to devote to the cultivation of his 
ral and mental powers. 
has always been expected that they would aid him in the acquisition of 
knowledge, thus tending to make him a better and more contented citizen. 
, -y must be admitted by all to bea good one. The only difficulty is 
t to interfere with necessary economic condi 











) shaping legislation as not 
The Federal Government has long been committed to this polis 
therefore the principle of the proposed bill may be considered as settled an 


lam, respectfully, 














CARROLL D. Wriaurt, 


Commissioner, 


Antedating the series of “eight-hour acts,” Congress passed one act of a 
( rent character relative to the hours of labor and wages of Government 
employees. 

‘first act which dealt with the labor question was approved on July 16, 
18s2 (12 Stat. L., p. 576).. This provided that the hours of labor and wages of 
mployees in navy-yards of the United States should conform, as nearly 

-ht be consistent with the public interests, with those of private establish- 
ments of a similar nature. 

Of that act it was said by the Court of Claims in the case of Averill v. 
United States (14 C. of Cls. R., 200): 

These provisions were made in order that the wages of such employees 
should conform, as near! as practicable, with those paid by individuals ir 
other establishments, ana to prevent a disturbance of the prevailing rates in 
the immediate vicinity.” 
this connection it should be remembered that at the date of the passage 
» act of 1862 the money in circulation was of a low purchasing power, 
and the wages of mechanics measured in that money at par had approxi- 
mately doubled in private shipyards and other private industries 

In navy-yards and fortifications and like works a provision of law thatthe 
hours of labor and wages paid should conform as nearly as might be with 
those of private establishments of a similar nature, perhaps, went as far as 
any scheme of law can go toward preventing the United States from exer- 
cising an influence on the subject of hours and wages. 

‘he United States, however, can not be held from the exercise of such in- 
fluence when work is given out on competitive bidding. Then the work goes 
to the lowest responsible bidder. The lowest bidder is he who ean for any 
reason do the things involved at least cost as well when his advantage arises 

‘om low wages or long hours as from any other cause, and hence the United 
tates becomes the patron of him who represents the most oppressive con- 
aitions, 
Navy-yards, light-houses, and other fixed works are located wholly inde- 
nt of considerations of local rates of wages, hours of labor, or local 
appliance for building light-houses or navy-yards. But there is no locus con- 
mplated in contracts for chattels, and the work goes where he to whom the 
ract is awarded sees fit to take it—the place where the things contracted 
rean be produced at least cost. So if, as contended by the opponents of 
» bill, *‘ long hours” conduce to cheapness, the United States becomes under 
the present system the patron of those who enforce the longest hours, 




















EIGHT-HOUR LEGISLATION, 


On June 25, 1868, an act entitled ‘‘An act constituting eight hours a day's 
work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of 
the Government of the United States’ became law. It reads as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all 






laborers, workmen, and mechanics now employed or who may hereafter be 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States; and that 
‘ ‘ts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act be,and the s: > are 
hereby, repealed.” 


The spi 





_. This act, while very brief, was intended to be very sweeping. 
if not the terms, of this act was disregarded or not understood by Govern- 
ment officials, which moved President Grant, on May 19, 1869, to issue a proc- 
imation directing the enforcement of the eight-hour law of June 2, 1868, as 
OWS: 

‘That from and after this date no reduction shall be made in the wages 
paid by the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechan- 
ics on account of any such reduction of hours of labor.” 

Then and for years after there appeared to be no clear comprehension of 
the purpose of theact. There was almost entire absence of uniformity in its 
administration by Government officials, and on May 11, 1872, President Grant 
issued a second proclamation, reciting his proclamation of May 19, 1869, and 
which contains the following: 

‘And whereas it is now represented to me that the act of Congress a1 
the proclamation aforesaid have not been strictly observed by all offi 
the Government having charge of such laborers, workmen, and mechanics: 
Now, therefore, I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, do again 
call attention to the aforesaid act, and direct all officers of the executive 
cepartment of the Government having charge of the « mployment and pay 
of laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Goy- 
ernment of the United States to make no reduction in the wages paid for the 
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rongly inclined to the opir 
ution upon this subject, and 
the Supreme Court in the Twent 
is to have a bros 
is decisive against limit 
, Within the terms 
y, I think it was the int 
provisions of this act and the pre 
are employed and paid by the day.” 
Almost twenty years after the passage 
was inserted in the urgent deficiency bill 
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able to mechanics, 


Government, by the day, for such laborers, w 
count of the reduction of the hours of labor.’ 
May 18, 1872, the following became a law: 
“Sec. 2. That the proper 
ized and required, in the settlement of all acc 
ers, workmen, and mechanics empk 
of the United States between the 25th day 
constituting eight } , 
mechanics, and the 
President concerning such pay, to settle and 7 
tion on account of redt 
made to appear that such was the sole « 
sufficient sum for said purpose is hereby a 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 
The question whether, under this act’and t 
“laborers, workmen, and mechanics,’ were 
a technical sense arose, and was submitted to 
Hon. W. W. Belknap, Secretary of War 
On October 24, 1872, Clements | 
an opinion in reply to the Secretary of War, in 
following: 
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Again 
‘if, however, an effort is made to secure a fair performance from the men, 
and mt er is fortunate enough to get the men interested in their 
‘ ‘output of the product per unit of time will be vastly bet- 
id in quality, in high-grade work, than if the longer period 
r » hearings had and the deliberationsof the committee was 
Au the committee reported as a substitute for sundry bills then 
) hem tl oll I which became a law J 1, 1892: 
ent et [ the service and employment of all laborers and 
1 cs who are now or may hereafter be employed by the Govern- 
nie! f the United States, by the District of Columbia, or by any contractor 
( ntractor, upon any of the public worksof the United tes or of said 
Dist f Colum! reby limited l restricted to eight hours in any 
‘ dar da ful for any officer of the United 
S Governm ct of Columbia, or any such contractor 
sub l be to employ, direct, or control the 
Ser Ss anics to require or permit any such 
laborer 1an eight hours in any calendar ie ex- 
cept in gency. 
“SS ent of the Government of the United States 
( or any contractor or subcontractor, whose 
ct, or control any laborer or mechanic em- 
at works of the United States or of the District 
of Colut mally violate any provision of this act shall be 
deen or, and for each and every such offense, upon 

\ ‘ b J ne not to exceed $1,000 or by imprisonment for 

r more than si 3, or by both such fineand imprisonment, in the dis- 
f the co 1g jurisdiction thereof. 

Sue. 3. Tha nsof this act shall not be so construed as to in 
nt ar appl affect contractors or sabcontractors or to limit the 
hou f dail of laborers or mechanics engaged upon the public 
works of 1 I States or of the District of Columbia for which contracts 
ha een ent € to pri rt » the pas age of this act.”’ 

ere was p sno misapprehension on the part of Cengress as to what 
wa nded by act. The committee, in its report in explanation of the 
} ng language: 
. it mi ; it unlawful to allow or permit a laborer or 
n ght hours in any one calendar day, thus pro- 
l *the act of 1868 was evaded. 

Mhe mitted, itis thought, will secure a practical 
e ! pose intended to be secured by the act of 1868. It 
limi ‘mployment of all laborers and mechanics employed 
I v Y f the United States, by the District of Columbia, or by 
any contractor or subcontractor of the United States or of the District of 
Columbia upon any of the public works of the United States or the District 
of Columb ato eight hours in any one calendar day; makes it unlawful for 
any officer of the United States or of the District of Columbia, or any con- 
tractor or subcontractor whose duty it shall be to employ, direct, or control 
the services of such laborers or mechanics to require or permit such laborer 
oO chai o work more than eight hours in any one calendar day, except 
in cas®s € aordinary emergency; makes the willful violation of its pro- 
Visions a m “meanor, and imposes suitable penalties for such violation.” 

{ rew however, a very great misapprehension on the part of the ad- 
voa yf an eight-hour day as to the field over which the law would operate. 
. y const 2d the w« s ‘ton any of the public worksof the United States” 
in a general and not ina technical sense, and they thought all work done for 
the Government pub c, and that the act would place nearly all, if not 
all. w ’ d fo he Government under an eight-hour rule. Itis 

’ of tl ference the real and anticipated effects of the law of 
l ut fr g ut is 2n sought at each session of Congress. 
he act pro ng for the public printing and binding and the distribu- 
t £ do ts approved June 12, 1895, contains the fol ng provision: 
17 i : Printer shall cause work to be done in the Government 
Pr r Office itas well as through the day when the exigencies of 
tl ul service require it, but the provisions of the existing eight-hour 
] illapply.” 
velve States have adopted by legislative enactment the eight-hour day 
r br forci it on public works, work of specified kinds, or making 

t hours the legzl unit, as follows: 

In Connecticut the statute of 1888 contains this provision: 


rht hours of labor performed in any one day shall be a lawful day's 






annotated statutes of 1894 provide that— 
itute a legal day’s work for all class 
‘ultural or domestic labor. E 
8S agreement is permitted.” 

an act of 1891, it is provided: 

urs shall constitute a legal day’s work for laborers, work- 
nics, except in cases of extraordinary emergency which may 
war, or where it is necessary for the protection of property 
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uo 7 


zea Inagr 


sof lahorers 
uxtra work or over- 








ouri the Revised Statutes of 1889 provide that eight hours shall 
stitute a legal day’s work 
In Montana the C 

contain & proviso! 





c 





de and Stat 


rs’s edition, 1895, Political Code) 
1 to the effect that 


irs shall constitute a legal day’s 












work for persons employed in connection with hoisting engines, mining, and 

for all of those employed upon work under ground. 
: Y < the seventh edition of the Revised Statutes contains a provi- 
effect that eight hours shall constitute a legal day’s work for all 


ind workmen. Itdoes not apply to farm labor, which is expressly 
rom the operation of the law. 





Revis Statutes ( nth edition, pt. 1) contain this: 
al gazements of labor any mechanical, manufacturing, or min- 
k, where there is no express contract to thecontrary, 









ours 

aw provides that eight hours’ labor shall be deemed a 
n ali cases of labor employed by the day,where there is no 
law does not apply to agricultural labor nor to persons em- 
ar, month, or week 

*t of 1894 provides: 

illconstitute : 








v's work on all public works.” 








e! hasan eight ur law for all persons who work in mines, 
limiting absolutely their hours of employment, which has been upheld by the 
supreme court of that State 


In Wisconsin the Annotated Statutes of 1889 contain this: 
** 4 day’s work shall consist of eight hours where there 
tract to the contrary.” 

It does not apply to a laborer employed by the week, month, or year. 

A statute of Illinois, 1893, provided that : 

‘‘No female shall be employed in any factory or workshop more than eight 
hours in any one day. or forty-eight hours in any one week.” 

This act was set aside by the court as an interference with the right of 
contract 





is no express con- 





The constitution of the State of Wyoming contains a provision to the effect 
that eight hours shall constitute a lawful Gay's work in all State and muni- 
cipal works. 

t appears to your committee that, while writers on political economy dif- 
fer widely in their theories as to the law of wages (and they assault each 
other with great energy), the arguments deduced from all of them alik: 
support the theory of a shorter or eight-hour workday. The dogma of Mc- 
Culloch is that— 

* The well-being and comfortof the laboringclassesare * * * especially 
dependent upon the relations which their increase bears to the increase of 
capital that is to feed and employ them. If they increase faster than capital 
their wages will be reduced, and if they increase slower they will be aug 
mented. In fact there are no means whatever by which the command of the 
lab ring classes over the necessaries and convenience of life can be enlar: 
other than by accelerating the increase of capital as compared with popu! 
tion, and every scheme for improving the condition of the laborer which is 
not bottomed on this principle, or which has not the increase of a ratio of 
capital to production for its object, must be compietely nugatory and in- 
effectual.” 

A definition of capital apparently satisfactory to all schools of political 
economists is ‘‘the means of production (other than labor).” The doctrine 
quoted is thus stated by John Stuart Mill: 

“If wages are higher at one time or place than at another,if the substance 
and comfort of the class of bired laborers are more ample, it is for no other 
reason than because capital bears a greater proportion to population. ‘1'} 
condition of the laboring class can be bettered in no other way than by alter- 
ing the proportion to their advantage; and every scheme for their benefit 
which does not proceed on this as its foundation is for all permanent pur- 
poses a delusion.” 

Ricardo siates it thus: 

“When, however, by the encouragement which high wages give to the in- 
crease of population, the number of laborers is increased, wages again fall 
to their natural price, and indeed from a reaction sometimes fall below 
* * * Ttis only after the privations have reduced their number, or the « 
mand for labor has increased, that the market price of labor will rise to its 
natural price, and that the laborer will have the moderate comforts which 
the natural rate of wages will enforce. Mill devoted a chapter to emphasi 
ing this idea, and discussed it with such ‘persistency, plausibility, and ap- 
a conclusiveness’ that he earned for it the designation, ‘The iron law 
of wages.” 

While this doctrine is assaulted as “a Malthusian theory that logically 
means that the only way of improving the condition of the laborer is to 
reduce population” and as an “economic heresy,” it permits of the same 
deduction in favor of an eight-hour day as do the teachings of modern econ 
mists who assault it. In other words, the doctrines of all recognized econo- 
mists lead to the shorter day. 

If, according to modern writers, capital represents the means of pro Tuc- 
tion, or if ‘‘ there are twosetsof forces which can be employed in production, 
human force and natural force, and the latter represents the capital of the 
employer,” it follows, under the doctrines of all the writers, that whatever 
tends to increase the capital employed in production increases the demand 
for laborers. And even if it were true that the shortening of the workday 
resulted in no increased consumption and no increased output per hour, it 
would require greater natural forces, more means of production (i. e., capi- 
tal) to produce the supply for a given demand. Hence the shorter day 
would necessitate the use of a greater amount of the means of production 
(capital) ancl would furnish additional employment to labor—i. e., employ- 
ment to more laborers. 

And if it be true, as contended by modern writers, that the shorter day re- 
sults in increased wants, better mode of living, and hence greater consump- 
tion among the laborers, hence an increased market, and hence greater 
production, there is called into productive activity the same amount of addi- 
tional capital, employing the same number of additional laborers, by what- 
soever theory measured, 

It is contended by the advocates of the shorter day that the additional 
leisure given to labor in every instance of the shortening of the workday. as 
it has been shortened step by step from sixteen hours to fourteen, twelve, 
eleven, ten, nine, and in many instances eight, has resulted in a decrease of 
intemperance among laborers, the acquirement of better taste and new and 
better desires, resulting in better homes, greater domestic felicity, and a 
higher degree of inteligence, with an increase of laudable pride as to the 
clothing of themselves and those dependent upon them. In a word, has in 
creased their interests in home and better social relations, raising their moral 
status, and has made them much better consumers of the products of labor, 
and hence resulted in increased production. 

The proposition that without variation the elimination of intemperance, 
poverty, pauperism, ignorance, crime, and their accompanying evils move 


parallel with and proportionate to the increase of the social opportunitie 
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| the laboring class stands withont impeachment of its historical accurac) 


No recognized authority to-day combats the proposition that the condition 
of the laborer has improved with every reduction in the hours of daily se 
ice that has up to this time been made. Nobody is disputing that he has be- 
come a better consumer with each reduction. Noreasonable person would 
for a moment entertain the proposition that the workday should again be 
lengthened to fourteen or twelve hours. 

When the hours of work were so long that workers had no social opportu- 
nities, they resorted to stimulants for solace and the saloon for society, where 
they encountered an “iron law” forspending, which could not be disregarded 
without loss of caste in the only society which they had opportunity to e1 

A gentleman of responsibility and exceptional opportunity for observa- 
tion has borne testimony that the shortening of the workday has banished 
“blue Monday.” 

A significant fact in connection with the shortening of the workday at 
various times during the present century is the entire silence of the oid 
school of economists with regard to the effect of the shorter workday on so- 
ciety, business, industrial conditions, or the laborers themselves. 

It is nowhere claimed, in so far as your committee is aware, that any re- 
duction in the hoursof labor has had a detrimental effect on business, on man- 
ufactures, on labor as a unit, or individual laborers. The advocates of the 
short-hour theory, on the other hand, trace the moral, social. and financial 
improvement of the laborer to this cause, and allege that business was at 10 
time injured, but improved, if affected, and that production was stimulated 
and consumption increased. 

Economists who advocate the eight-hour day contend, with great plansi- 
bility, that the shorter day results in an increase of wages without an increase 
of price, as greater consumption enlarges production, and the larger the sczle 
of production the cheaper the given article is produced; that the laborer, 
when he has the leisure resulting from the shorter hours, has new aspirations, 
ambitions, and greater personal self-respect, and, as before stated, wants a 
better house, better furniture, better clothes, better food, and becomes @ 











| great deal better consumer; that the scale of wages is controlled by the wants 


of the laborer in any given state of society rather than by the ‘iron law of 
wages;” that modern men cease to work under normal conditions if the pro- 
ceeds of their labor do pot satisfv th normal wants; that therefore the 
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In 1872 President essay —— a proclamation calling the at- 
tention of the Governmer cials and to the heads of D epart- 
ments to the — that the wail was not being carried oute Two 

‘oc! rat kind were made in 1892, and a bill was 
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1 d which, according to the statement of the gentleman from 


N rsey [Mr. GARDNER], was supposed to be very sweepin g 
i racter. 

[ desire to read the following extracts from the statement of 
Samuel Gompers made to the Committee on Labor February 11, 
























1! 
» to say I have had considerable corrs sponden ce with the officers of 
t} leral Government, with the heads of Departments, in oe So i the 
‘ ment of the present eight -hour law. ind that it has not been en- 
f and that th isa differ rule anda Lift rent practice ¢ btaiz in 
\ Departments under the same law. lhbad some correspondence with 
t t f War who has just retired, and, in regard to the violations of 
t law in West Virginia, in the building of ot cof the dams th : 
( f the dams there, he quotes me an opi nion of the Ju ut 
G th he ays that the Depar nt is not require t 
la reisanyone having complaint to make it is his privilege to 
f ttorney for the Federal Government and to make complaint. 
SHAIRMAN, This work is being done by contractor 
( . Yes, sir; notwithstanding the fact that the px it law 
I nse, a misdemeanor, for any of the officers or representatives 
of t ederal Government to permit the violation of the ei: rht- 
*, Hugues, It has been generally ignored since it was 1as 
it not? 


ir. Gompgrrs. When the eight-hour resolution was first adopted by Con 
g! it was simply preparatory, and then the headsof Departments reduced 
the wages of the employees whose hours of labor had been reduced Y 

dent Grant issued a proclamation directing that thereshould be no red 


tion 


ir es by reason of the reduction in the hours of labor toeight. With tl 
pa f 1873 there was again a laxity on the part of the officers of the Goy- 
€l in the enforcement of the law. 


i wish I had time, gentlemen, and that you had the time and the patience, 
80 t { could give you the history of this bill. I might say that Mr. Daver 
port does me an } 1onor; that I have no right to claim what he Says that lam 
the father of this bill—forI am not. The father of the original bill was th 
I |chairman of thiscommittes. Heisabsentthismorning. Mr GaRD- 
NER of New Jersey is the one who drew the bill 

bill, the act of 1892, was given a narrow construction by 

the heads of the Departments, as the chairman of the Labor Com- 
mittee and Mr. Gompers very plainly state, and did not bring 
about the results which both this body and the body at the other 
end of the Capitol intended that itshould. He states—and I think 
every Member of this body will agree with him—that it has been 
policy of this Government ever since 1862—— 
he CHAIRMAN, Thetime ofthe gentleman from New Jersey 
a has expired. 

HUGHES of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent that 
y time be extended for five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended for five minutes. Is there 


1 


ob tion? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous consent that all debat 
on this que _— be closed in ten minutes 

Mr. LIVERNASH. I object. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then I object to 
asked by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask unanimous consent that this amendment 
be read again. 

There be ‘ing no objection, the Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. Ps AYNE. Mr. Chairman,as I understand the amendment, 
it prov ides that no part of this money shall be paid for work done 
= er contracts heretofore a ude by contractors——- 

. CLARK. I call for the regular order. I should like to 
eon Ww af oo the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. HuGuers] has 
been taken off the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey had expired. He asked unanimous consent for an extension 
of his time, and objection was made. 








he extension of time 


on those contracts, and the amendment makes a similar provision 











for the future. ag a words, this is a bald pr position r 
the Congress of the United States to repur iate contracts al 
nade, unless the c cae tors have observed certain r UT 
ulations of the labor organizations of the United States 
do so in the future. It proposes a repudiation of ft] 5 
which the Government has made in pursuance of the lav 
Congress of the United States and under the approval, from year 
to year, of Congress in making such appropriati: 

Whatever may be said about the eight-hour law in ge1 l, 
wi atever may be said about the action of the House of Represent- 

stives heretofore and the action of the Senate, I can not stand 
£ any such proposition to repudiate the contracts of the United 
Stat 1S. ae id applause. | 


Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York y 1 
to the gentilem 1an from New Jersey? 
fr. PAYNE. Yes. sir; for a question. 
Mr. HU GHES of New Jersey. Is it not true that the1 snow 
on the statute books a provision that eight hours shall constitute 


1 day’s work for every laborer and mechanic empl 
ve shalf of the Government? 
Mr. PAYNE. In s Government yard; 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. By 
ment? 
Mr. PAYNE. In Government yards, yes: but it does not apply 
’ . 


to contracts let by the Government 
: 


yes, sir. 
vr on behalf of the Govyern- 





yards. There is no such t on in 

In Government yards, of course, we have the eight-hour law. 
Mr. LIND. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 
Mr. LIND. Would there be any objection to applying a limi- 


tation such as that proposed by the gentleman from Cali 








t i la to 

the new work authorized under this bi 
Mr. PAYNE. We will meet that proposition come to 
it. Iam speaking about the amendment which n read 





from the Clerk’s desk: 
Mr. LIVERNASH. 
Mr. PAYNE. Ce 
Mr. LIVERNASH. 


and that amendment pr 
Will the gentleman allow ine 
rtainly. 


Will the gentleman exercise the great 
strength of his leadership by sul bing to ana nd to } 
off red by me making this applicabl to1 ves 





sels? 
Mr. PAYNE. I said just now, in answer to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Huai t will a 
when it comes. 
Mr. LIVERNASH. : 
Mr. PAYNE. That is an important 








t, I may desire to be heard upon it. But Lamon n 
question before the House—a que n of 1 7 l, - 
dGiation of contracts made by the Government; that is t ! )- 
sition which this House is asked to indorse. To that 1 am op- 
Vate!’?] 
a ! 
The qu 1 is on } 
Mi TY a‘. 
. JAMES a divis 
aiaamutinne ain ne 
Accordingly, the amendment Vv 
Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairma 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does tl centleman 
rise? 
Mr. LIVERNASH. I rise for the purpose of offering a new 
amendment. 
The CH ATRM At Y. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment \ h the Clerk will 1 rt. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 





Amend by adding the following paragraph after line 2 of page 73: 
None of the contracts for the new vessels authorized by this bill may be 
awarded to any contractor who shall not have covenanted with the United 
States as follows: 


“That no laborer or mechanje doing any part of the work contemplated 
by the contract, in the employ of the contractor or any subcontractor con- 
tracting for any part of said work contemplated, shall be reguired or per- 
mitted to work more than eight hours in any one calendar day upon such 
work, except upon permission granted by the Secretary of the Navy during 
time of war or a time when war imminent or when any great national emer- 
gency exists, and the contractor contracting with the United States shall, in 
the event of violation of said covenant as to hours of labor, forfeit to the 
United States the sum of $5 for each laborer or mechanic for every calendar 
day for which he shall have been required or permitted to labor more than 
eight hours upon the work under such contract.” 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of 
order that the amendment is not germane to the paragraph. 

Mr. MAHON. Not germane to the paragraph that has been 
passed. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. AsTIunderstand the amendment, it 
is a limitation upon the construction of the new ships provided 
for in the preceding paragraph. Secondly, I make the point of 
order that it is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California desire 
to be heard upon that point? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, the amendment is a com- 
plete and new paragraph, and as such certainly is germane to the 
bill. Itneed not be germane to this or that preceding paragraph, 
and I do not believe it to be justly subject to the points of order 
made against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has just ruled that an amend- 
ment denying an appropriation, except upon certain conditions, 
as expressed in a previous amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California, was in order. It being within the power of the 
House entirely to deny the appropriation if it saw fit to do so, it 
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had the right to deny it except upon certain terms, even though | 


they might amount practically to a withholding of the appro- | 


priation. 

But this pending amendment is not a limitation upon the ap- 
propriation. It is clearly new legislation, and therefore in viola- 
tion of Rule 21. The Chair sustains the point of order. The Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk began the reading of the next paragraph. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. To offer an amendment. 

Several MempeErs. Too lute. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what paragraph does the gentleman 
offer his amendment? 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. 
sideration, which the gentleman from California | Mr. LIVERNASH] 
sought to amend. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where does the gentleman desire his 
amendment to be inserted in the bill? 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. After line 2, page 73. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman say that he was on his 
feet seeking recognition when the Clerk was directed to read the 
next paragraph? 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. 
to offer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 





I believe so, sir. 


If the gentleman states that he was on his 





§) 


al 
’ 


FEBRUARY 


; 
) 


a site for and to erect thereon a factory for the manufacture of armor, ang 
_ sum of $4,000,000 is hereby appropriated toward the erection of said fac. 
ory. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the paragraph from line 6 to line 14, inclusive, on page 73, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state his point of order, 

Mr. DALZELL. That it is new legislation and that it has beey 
so ruled on several occasions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no hesitation in sustaining 
the point of order, that proposition having been raised and passed 
upon in a number of instances. It clearly provides for an ayro- 
priation of $4,000,000 for the construction of a plant and the e: 
tion of a factory, for which there is no previous authority of 
law—— 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Iappeal from the decision of 
the Chair upon that point of order, and I ¢vish to be heard on it, 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Chair conclude his ruling. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I thought the Chair had con- 
cluded. 

Mr. RIXEY. A parliamentary inquiry. I merely wish to un- 
derstand the ruling of the Chair. Do I understand the Chair to 
rule that part of the paragraph beginning with line 6 and ending 
with line 9 is also subject to the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will withhold his appeal 
until the Chair concludes his statement. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Idid; and I thought the Chair 
so understood. 

Mr. MAHON. I make the additional point of order against 
lines 10, 11, 12, and 13 that it is clearly new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds, in section 531 of the Par- 
liamentary Precedents, the general principle thus stated: 

It has generally been held that provisions giving a new construction of law 
or limiting the discretion which has been exercised by officers charged with 
the duties of administration are changes of law within the meaning of the 
ruie, 

A number of precedents are there cited, the first one being a 
ruling by Hon. John G. Carlisle. of Kentucky. upon an amend- 
ment to the deficiency appropriation bill, in this language: 

Provided, That the Commissioner of Pensions shall not withhold a pension 
from any soldier or pensioner of the war of 1812 who was granted a pension un- 
der the act of Congress of 1871 and was dropped for charges of disloyalty and 
reinstated under the act of 9th March, 1878, and their pension shall be paid 
from $th March, 1878. 

In the course of his ruling Mr. Carlisle said: 


The Chair thinks that it will change the law within the meaning of the 
rule, because. undoubtedly, if the amendment be adopted the Commissioner 
of Pensions will hereafter be required by the express letter of the law to do 


| what he has not been heretofore required to do by express letter of the law. 


To the paragraph under con- | 


| quires him to do 


I intended | 


feet trying to obtain the recognition of the Chair, his amendment 


will be considered. 


Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I will state to the Chair and 


to the committee that it was my intention to offer this amend- | 


ment as soon as the gentleman from California concluded. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 2, page 73, insert: 

“Every contract under which any of the foregoing appropriations is to be 
expended for the construction of the various kinds of ships of war enumer- 
ated in this bill, not already contracted for, shall contain a provision to the 
effect that eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for each and every 
laborer and mechanic engaged in the construction of the said ship or any of 
the parts thereof, and that no laborer or mechanic shall be required or per- 
mitted to work for any greater length of time than eight hours per calendar 
day, pursuant to existing contracts.” 


Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I raise the same 
point of order, and it seems to be substantially the same proposi- 
tion that we have already disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. This proposed amendment is not a limita- 
tion upon the appropriation, but is so clearly new legislation that, 
following innumerable precedents, the Chair has no hesitation in 
sustaining the point of order. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to procure by con- 
tract armor of the best quality for any or all vessels herein authorized, pro- 
vided such contracts can be made at a price which, in his judgment, is rea- 
sonable and equitable; but in case he is unable to make contracts for armor 
under the above conditions, he is hereby authorized and directed to procure 


Now, the Chair thinks that this provision, against which the 
point of order is made, authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Navy upon certain conditions to procure a site and erect 
thereon a factory for which there is not now authority of law re- 
‘*what he has not been heretofore required to 
do by express letter of the law,’’ and the ruling of Mr. Carlisle i 
directly in point. 

The Chair also finds that Mr. William H. Hatch, of Missouri, 
in 1894 ruled an amendment out of order because it limited ¢! 
discretion of the Postmaster-General. This amendment clearly 
proposes to limit the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. 
There is a long line of authorities, which the Chair will not ta! 
time to cite. 

In the third session of the Fifty-fifth Congress, the naval appro- 
priation being then as now under consideration, a proposition was 
offered in an amendment making an appropriation for the estab- 


| lishment of an armor-plate factory—the very proposition which is 





| now before the committee—ruling upon the point of order against 


that, the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] said: 


It is so clear to the Chair that this proposed amendmentis obnoxious to Rule 
XXI, the Chair thinks it unnecessary to make any statement. The Chair 
therefore sustains the point of order. 

In a later Congress a similar proposition was again ruled out, 
Mr. PAYNE of New York in the chair. 

Following these precedents, and for these reasons, it clearly 
appearing that in a number of particulars this paragraph not only 
changes existing law but provides for an appropriation for a pur- 
pose not authorized by law, the Chair sustains the point of crder 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RIXEY. A parliamentary inquiry. As I understarid it, 
the objection to this paragraph is upon the latter part of it, and 
that the first portion, down to and including line 9, by itself, would 
not be subjected to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the point of 
order was made against the entire paragraph from line 6 to line 
14, because it contains legislation contrary to the rules. As one 
portion of it contains such legislation, the point of order must be 
sustained, and, following other established precedents, the whole 
paragraph must fall, 
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WwW ILL! AM W. KITCHIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire | halfway down the page. This is not a new question atall. This 
\ tol e  h ard on the appeal. very proposition has been elaborately discussed. 











is The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina ap- Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I wantt call in’s 
peals tease the decision of the Chair, and upon that he will be | attention to the decision on page 345 of the t 
. ] ‘ = To a paragraph providing for armor and armament « a ) 
Ef \r. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, former naval | viso that the total cost of armor should not exceed : ut 
BE appro priation bills have carried a provision similar to this pro- | 2°.contract could be made in excess of a certain price > 
ze *) a limitation merely 
oo vi ‘on. If this entire provision goes out of the bill, then there will. 22 aie Sas 
a pe no authority for the Secretary of the Navy to provide forthe} Mr. DALZELL. ene right. 
= armor of the vessels authorized in this bill, We have in this bill| Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN (reading)— 
oe authorized one battle ship and two armored cruisers, each requir- A provision that no part of a sum appropriated for armor i be 
+4 large amount of armor. Unless a provision is carried in this | expended except for armor of a certain cost and v A 





‘ . ° * li I i } 
hill authorizing the procurement of that armor the Navy Depart- | “™@02- 
! ill be powerless to secure it. Mr. DALZELL. I have no fault to find with those decisions 


t 





FOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? at hong but I deny that they have any releyancy to this question. 
CH: AIRM AN, Vv iil ‘oe gentleman from North Carolina r. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. aan it was held in the case 
| to the gentleman from [llinoi cited by the gentleman from Pennsylvania that an appropriation 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. ‘Tyiea for a question. for an armor- plate factory which had not already been ri 
Mr. FOSS. I think the gentleman has put the wrong con- | was not in order, but will the gentle man say that that necessarily 


ta 


of ion upon the absence of the paragraph. If he will read the means that in order to provide armor plate for specifi 
first paragraph on page 70 under the ‘increase of the Navy”’ he | herein authorized for the fir st time we have no power to prescribe 
(rT 


will see: | the means? Will the gentleman hold that that will prevent us 
ont of the | from securing armor plate in a particular way for vessels in this 
tructed by | bill first authorized? 







r tl ope ye of further in 
the I sidet t is he 

















































| Mr. DALZELL. Costainiy. 
| Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I could see the force of the 
WILL we W. KY r¢ THIN Y. Iunderstand that; butin this | gentleman's position, if the ( hair will bear with me, if we had 
rea very same paragraph the price is named, and it is limited to the | an independent proposition in this bill under consideration to 
cts bull and machinery. | build an armorx-plate factory for providing armor plate for ves- 
FS ir. DALZELL. May I interrupt the gentleman to am him | sels heretofore authorized and hereafter to be authoriz Th 
me t her or not he is addressing his argument to his appeal from | gentleman's point wou or d then be well taken, and you could say 
, the decision of the Chair? | that for the — f providi ng for that armor-plate fact 
WILLIAM W. ITCH N. Iam addressing myself to the | the point of order would be good, but the gentleman n 
a l. Itakethe position that if we let ti hlsbibaseiain agnevision | the distinction between the bare proposition to build an independ 
for the armored cruisers and for the battle ships, that it is not | ent armor-plate factory and the proposition to secure tl 
only the privilege, but it is the duty of this House—and it is - it | pletion of the ships herein authorized by providing the me d 
only in order, but it must he held in order that this House has | of procuring their necessary armor plate by providing that 
the power—to provide for the completion of thoseships. AsI was | Gov en ake it if it can not otherwise sec 
r to say, the facts which the gentleman from Illinois called | ry t case cited is not the case now under 
I ention to — in the paragraph mentioned by him the consider ration. 
pI to be pad for the ship is $4,400,000, and it is limited tothe | W hy Mr. Chairman. the gentleman n admit that under the 
} 1 machinery, and we know that every dollar of it will be | decisions, if we should declare that th aD] priation s ld } 
expended for the hull and machinery, and co ‘ts will be made | limited to armor plate at a cost of $250 a ton for one kind, and 
to ver it, and not one dollar of it can go to: - plate, and not | we could not get it at that price the Govern nt should pay: 
Me a pound of armor plate is provided for nor can be had within | for another kind, that would not be subject to a poi 
¥ limitatic m of $4,400,000. Right here I will say I do not know | If we can in an appropriation bill ure ; ip, and we can. 
why fora “batt le —_ of exactly the same tonnage that was pro- | we can secure its armor. If we can secure it mor, then we can 
vided last year this bill should give the contractors an extra price | secure it in any manner we see fit—that is, the armor 
of 3.000, so secured. If providing for the ship is not new! 
Last year we provided for two bettle ships of 16,000 tonnage | viding for its armor is not new. If the shi \ 
each, one to be built in a private yard and one to be built in a | public work, its armor is such continuation. 
Government yard, and the price was $4,212,000, and this bill car- | The line of demarcation which I want t ent n to1 . 
ries a price for the same tonnage hip of $4,400,000, which is | nize and avoid os ean is thi under him 
000 more. But that $188,000 does not go to the army r plat » | it was a bald. aced. de r 1 ! 
i the next pai phs the appropriation per ton is increased. | cahaecaianl factory for g oses l that 
{ will call the attention of the House to the fact that though | already a 1oriz d and in cout f s n i 
t] mnage of the war v seals authorized in this bill will cost | proposition is hey the Government to if it « 1 
re a ton for hull and machinery than the war vessels au- | chase, armor plate at a limited price for tl 
ed last year, not a dollar of that increased pri 6 can go to | this bill, and if ‘it can not secure it at that p 
‘ r plate. Armor plate has heretofore been costing various | other method to secure the armor plate for the ves 
prices. Why, Mr. Chairman, for the vessels already authorized | in thi s bill—that is, to construct an armor-plate fa i] 
tracts have been entered into recently at two different prices— | the armor plate. 
) tons at about $450 a ton. and 6.000 tons at $398 aton. We! The principle upon which the citation he gave 
ing for 10,000 tons a price of $55 a ton more than for 6,000 | not apply in this case, when the \ le proposition t 
plate is limited to battle ships, which are themsel 
‘ow, I want to call the attention of the gentleman from F’ nn- | in this very bill. A power to authorize the batt! 
ba ania [Mr. DaLzewt.]} vendhences fact, and I challenge the on le- | the power to finish the battle ship. The power t 
po » respond to this argument. If Congress, in this bi , has | tle ship contains the power to provide armor plat I 
pe the right to authorize the constructi ion of two armored cruisers | this House to p« t the battle ship ly I 
i and a battle ship, has it not the power in this same bill t a the armor plate to go on, and any rule wh 
a for the completion of those ships and for securing the armor? | cure, as we think best, the battle ship 1 permit us 1 
Bi ( be that we can provide for a ship, and yet not provide that e think best, any of its necessary pat 
stip with engines, guns, and armor? If we can provide for the | "aon PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that all debate o1 
: beginning, we can provide for the finishing of the ship. If we | proposition be closed in five minutes 





can authorize the whole, we can authorize the parts of a ship. | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York: 
* there is no rule of this House pertaining to appropriation bills | debate be closed in five minutes. 


that will authorize the b sinning of a ee and forbid provision The question was taken: and the motion was agreed to 


for the completign of that work when begun. Now, what has | Mr.DALZELL. Mr. Chairman. asa matter of courtesy. 1 think 


~ b een the ruling on matters kindred to this, for I will admit there | I ought to say a word in answer to what the gentleman from } 


re has been no direct ruling of the House upon this particular pro- | Carolina has said. I am surprised thats telligent a in 
x vision? as he is should take the position he does on this proposition. It is 
‘ Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman will pardon me; there have | well settled that the House in making an appropriation has a right 


zt been several rulings on this partic ular provision. to say how that appropriation should be expended. It 1} the 
. Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Cite me to the page in the | right to say that so much shall go this way and so1 


mucil la 0 
Rules and Digest. I have here the Digest. that way,and soon. Thatisa limitation. There isanother rule 


Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman will look on page 342, about ! of the House which says there shall be no legislation on 








~ 
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ation bils. Now, the gent’eman from North Carolina will con- 
cede that there is no existing law that authorizes the Government 
to build an armor-plate factory. 

ir. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
man a question. If this bill provided that bids should be ad- 
| for for armor plate.and thatin the event of no bids being 


? 


t: 
vertises 
re 
be erected—would that be in order? 

Mr. DALZELL. It would not; certainly not. 
it all is— 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman holds that while the Congress 
has the power to provide for building a battle ship, it has not the 
yp wer 1 
necessary provisions for the elements that enter into that battle 
ship. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
is t 
bill. 

Mr. COCHRAN. 


he answer to 


Not at all. All that the gentleman contends 


Isn't it legislation on an appropriation bill 
1en it authorizes the construction of a battle ship? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. No. 

ir. DALZEL No; it is the continuation of a public work. 
Ir. COCHRAN. No: but it authorizes a new ship. 
Mr. DALZELL. But it has been decided more times than the 


eived then to complete the ships an armor-plate factory should | 
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o goon and make that provision effective by making all | 


iat it has not the power to legislate on an appropriation | 


| plate factory was to be built. 








Mr. RIXEY. I was willing to wait to see whether the chair. 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs would undertake to p r- 
fect his bill and to provide armor plate for our ships. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Rixrty was read, as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to procure by . 
tract armor of the best quality for any or all vessels herein authorized, ; 
vided such contracts can be made ata price not to exceed $398 per ton; b 
case he is unable to make contracts for armor under the above condit‘ 
then there is hereby appropriated the sum of $4,000,000 for the erection 


property now owned by the Government, of an armor-plate factory of | 


character and to the extent that the Secretary of the Navy may in his j1 
ment deem necessary and practicable under the appropriation. 5 

Mr. DALZELL. I make the same point of order against 1) 
amendment as against the other. 

Mr. RIXEY. I desire to be heard for one minute on the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. RIXEY. The difference between this amendment and 1 
one which went out on the point of order is that the one whi 
went out provided for the purchase of land upon which an arm 
This provides that the armor-p| 


| factory shall be built upon property now owned by the Gover 


} ment. 


gentieman has fingers and toes that it is the continuation of a pub- | 
lic work: and if the Committee on Naval Affairs sees fit to bring | 


into this H: 


use a bill anthorizing the construction of an armor- | 


plate factory, it can be passed or voted down; but under the rules | 


of this House and unJer the decisions that are 
mettion the proposition to build an armor-plate factory can not 
be put on an appropriation bill, because, in the absence of any law 
to build such a factory, it is new legislation. 

Mr. COCHRAN. We havealso authorized the construction of 
battle ships in navy-yards. If the same bill provided that they 


might buy the necessary tools to do it with, would that be new 
legislation’ 

Ir. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Then it could authorize them to build battle 
ships, but could not give them the necessary appropriations to 


provide the material and agencies with which to build them? 





Mr. DALZELL. Oh, I think that a reply. 
Does the gentleman from North Car IAM W. 
KitrcH In] wish to ask a quesiion: 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Yes. Iwishtoask the gentle 
man if the same rule that permits Girections and instructions to 


be given to the Secretary of the Navy in contracting for the en- 
and boilers would not also permit directions to 

him in reference to securing the armer plate? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; but it would not authori: 

an engine or a boiler factory. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. If it has the pow« 
rule to direct him how to secure the armor, 
him to make it as well as purchase it? 

Mr. DALZELL. Because it is a change of existing law. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. That is the point of differenc 
between us. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
nation. 


ines 
e him to buiid 


r under the 
why can not it direct 


The Chair will state the parliamentary sit 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. DALZELL| hay 


ing made the point of order against the pending paragraph that 
it violates Rule XXI, because containing legislation upon an ap- 
propriation bill, or, in other words, providing for the construction 


of an armor-plate factory without previous authorit 
Chair, following precedents in the Fifty-fifth and Fifty-sixth 
Congresses. sustained the point of order. Thereupon the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. WILLIAM W. KitcHin] appealed, 
and the question now is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand e 
the decision of the committee? 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WILLIAM W. KITCHIN) there were 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Several Members rose. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise and report the bill and amendments to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, but we have 
some amendments we would like to offer. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs surely will not make a motion that the committee 
rise until the bill is perfected. There are some amendments on 
this side that we propose to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state that a motion toamend 
takes precedence of a motion to rise with a favorable recommen- 
dation. 

Mr. RIXEY. I have an amendment that I wish to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxrey] 
offers an amendment, which will be read. 


vy of law, the 


« . 1 at 
aves 151, noes 93 


too numerous to | 


I submit that this amendment provides for the continna- 
tion of a public work, and I refer the Chair to the followi 
amendment which was offered to the naval appropriation bill 
L8u8: 

For the erection of new buildings for the use 
Annapolis, Md., of the character and to th: 
Navy may in his judgment deem necessary. 


of the Naval Acade 
extent that the Secretary of 1 











That amendment carried an appropriation for a new buildi: 
at Annapolis. A point of order was made against the amem 
ment; but the Chair overruled the point, following a ruling wh 
had been made upon a similar provision in regard to West Po 

This amendment provides for the erection of an armor-plat: 
factory upon property now owned by the Government. Iti 
a Government purpose—the providing of armor plate for th: 
ships authorized by this bill; and it seems to me as much in 
der as the provision directing the Secretary of the Navy to pr 
vide a building at Annapolis. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman.I could not hear very well t 
remarks of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rixry]; but if | 
caught his proposition it was that this amendment differs fro 
he one already passed upon by the Chair, because this is an appr 

ation to build an armor-plate factory on Government land. | 
tbmit thatit requires a new provision of law to authorize th: 
milding of an armor-plate factory, whether the land on which 

‘built belongs to the Government or whether it does no 
} either case such a provision is a change of existing law. 





Mr. UNDERWOOD. Was not the distinction between a build- 
ing to beerected on Government land and a building to be erected 
.* } ’ 7 


idepencently of Government land distinctly drawn in the de 
sion in this House upon the question which was raised on a pro} 
sition to erect a new building for the reform school in this Dis- 
crict? 

in that case the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole held 
that. as the proposition was to erect this building upon Govern- 
ment land, it was a proposition to carry on or continue Govern- 
ment work already in progress. 

Mr. DALZELU. A continuance of public work in progre: 
buat this is for the institution of new public work. 

r. UNDERWOOD. In that case the Chairman distinctly held 
the fact of the Government owning the land on which t! 
building was to be erected distinguished the provision from 0: 
proposing the purchase of new land for such a structure. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, the distinction is rather farfetched, I 
should think. 

r. UNDERWOOD. The decision is here and can be referred to. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat surprise! 
that this point of orderis made, and I hope that, whatever may b 
ts technical value. the gentleman who made it will withdraw it and 
that no other gentleman will renew it. Theamendment here pro- 
osed is to enable the Government, incase it is ‘* held up ” again in 
its effort to procure armor plate, as it has been ‘‘ held up” before 
ond I might say almost continuously, to provide itself with that 
oss necessary article in the construction of war ships. I can 
hardly conceive of a reason, looking to public policy and to the 
public welfare, for the interposition of the point of order, even i! 
the ppint be good. 

Ought the Government in increasing the Navy, in spending 
year by year millions of dollars for this purpose, to be absolutely 
at the mercy of a few armor-plate factories in this country, comi- 
bined together to exact just such price as they may choose to 
demand? Ought not the Government to be prepared to make 
armor plate just as the Government ought to be prepared to 
build ships, to cast cannon, to fabricate rifles and swords and 
bayonets, and, generally, the mumeitions of war upon land and 
sea? Now, then, is not the manufacture of this armor incident 


that 
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{0 | ae directly connected with a business already authorized by 
+ing law, and a business specially reauthorized by this pe nd- 

, measure as it has already passed the committee? 

This bill authorizes the building of battle ships and ae 
cruisers. Existing law provides for the construction of the Navy 
in that way and for additions to it of that kind, consisting of 

d fighting fortresses. The Government already has navy- 
ds: the Government already has factories for the making of 
ivy ordnance: the Government has factories for the manufac- 
e of small arms; the Government has places for the repair of 

; and forthe making of necessary things to gointoships. This 

ndment, if allowed, simply provides that the Government, if 
be necessary (if in the exercise of the judgment of those hay- 

he matter in charge it should be done), shall have the neces- 
additional facilities, on Government ground, at Government 
for the maxing of some things absolutely necessary to be 
le, absolutely necessary to be had, and to be used in the con- 
ction of these armore 4 ships of the various classes. 
If chere should be a change in ordnance, is it necessary that there | 
uld first be a law that the Government be permitted or allowed | 
or authorized to construct cannon of a particular kind in order 
that a prov ision with reference to the making of cannon at Goy- 
ernment factories be in order in the naval appropriation bill? 

Suppose the re shoul l be inve nted or disc overed. or invented and 
Jiceovered. some means of defense or of offense entirely novel. en- 
ly ee which the Government now has and is now 
ared to fabricate ar id to furnish; vet it would be of the na 

of hy avy ordnance, say for land batieries or for use upon 
;,or both. Would it be necessary to have a distinct new law 

wizing the construction by the Government of this particu- 
rn of-cannon before provision may be made ina bill of 
this kind, by amendment or original provision, for its construction 
by the Government? 
There used to be the old Armstrong gun. Later guns and, 
» better guns followed. There are various grades of ord 


nance, one suppesed to be an improvement uj on the other; and 


I 








1 cting many of them there is great difference of « = ion as to 
hich is the best. Suppose there is a general authorization to 

establish and to operate works for the fabrication of cannon. 

Suppose that some kind of cannon entirely distinct and diffe: 


ome into use in foreign countries, 
and it is suppose d to be ve ry di sirabl e to equip our ‘shore batteries 
( mr ship +W ith it. 

Will some gentlemen say that if a provision to make that k 
of cannon at Government works be incorporated in a bill of + 
kind, or be offered as an amendment to it, the proposition must 
go out of the bill if printed in it, or must be denied admission to 
it if offered as an amendment, unless a particular law to make 
that particular kind of cannon can be cited? 

There are Government establishments for the construction of 

lips. Itis entirely proper to provide ina bill that a ship shall 

be constructed in a Government yard. It does not take new 

to do that. It certainly can not be necessary that the Govern- 

iment, having its yards for the construction of ships, must be 
thorized by an express law to build ships in the yards when the 

building of the ship is authorized. 

The armor plate is only part and parcel of a certain class and 
kind of ships, absolutely essential in the making of such ship. If 

happens that the Government has not that kind of a plant at 
this time, that the Government is not prepared to make that par- 
ticular kind of thing, it is just as competent, it seems to me, un- 

r the existing law for the making of the completed ship, to pro- 
vide for such addition as may be re quired for the fabrication of 
that part as it is to provide for the addition of a machine to make 
\ pe < ular kind of rigging or a particular spar, or to fashion a 
particular kind of lumber for particular use, in deck or side or 
bott om, or anywhere else in the ship. 

[ do not think that is a strained construction if the committee 
see proper to vote for this amendment, and if that construction 
would protect the Government against robbery, protect the Goy- 
ernment against extorting combination, is for the Government 
and against the trust, it does seem to me that if any doubts exist 
they ought to be solved in favor of allowing the House to vote 
upon the amendment. 

[ admit that there is no law in so many words saying that the 
Governme nt may erect a plant for the manufac ‘ture of armor 
plate, but the whole se ope of the law, the whole policy of the law. 
the whole policy of the Government, is for the construction of 
these ships, and the Government, in large part, has its appliances 
and machinery and plant for their construction. 

[f it lacks some partic ular means to the legalized end, as it does 
with reference to the armor plate. as perhaps it does with refer 
ence to some other things, a is it not competent, without an ex- 
press new enabling act, to provide in a bill of this kind, by orig- 
inal provision or by amendment, that the Government shall supply | 
that particular defect, adding that much to the plants already 


from any heretofore made has ¢ 
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existing, thus pre paring still further to compl 
prepared to complete in large part? 

I think fhat for the protection of the Governm ent, im a libe eral 
construction of the real , looking to the ben: ial effect of the 
islation, looking te the object to be acce my shed, it ae 
stretch of the power of the Chair,and no perversion or d 
from the rule which we all understand oan well, to h ld that 
this amendment is in order; and I si hope that the Chair 
may see his way clear so to hold. [Applause on the Der 
side. | 


»whatitis already 


1 
be no 


.cerely h 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the att 
tion of the gentleman from Pe nnsyly aoe to the fact tl 
House has made the distinction between whether the Gov 
ment owned tl » lan ; and whether it Was @! ized in a work 
was in contemplation when the appropriation was made. 
termining whether a aia of this kind was in order or not, as I 


stated, a House has heretofore held that the purchase « 
ing land for a work 


ready established is a continuation 
public wor 


, and an amen: ! 
You will find that in the D 


ment 


was held to be in order. 


4°259 











+). 

In fact, Mr. Chairman, the distinction which has been made by 
the House in shes -rulings has always turns , 
ae is the question as to whet the ni t 
€ raced in the enti rprise and the new pr 0) I n wa i! ient 
to oes main proposition. Now. originally it was 
terms of this rule, that you could not provid ir » builk 
a ship on the naval appropriation bill; that it was in cor 

ral Put in 1885, af t Chai uled the 1 
Hou lf held that tl iwof a \ 
rrving bprojyect that t! ) nment w ed 
1 that is, t lding up o navy By time on it ha 
staved there 
cain, they held at one time it was in orde1 ’ provid 1 
increa of mie nanaval a ] n \n 
ment was otrered to appropriation bill vidin - 
men tor the Navy. bine ¢ held t l 3 ! I 
i ) t 1 ith th I i e@ rou iet l I it i I 
in existing undertaking of rnment it we 
can not have a Navy withou having th: nen to man t 

is, and that therefore it was on one r, and put that on the bill, 

nd it has been an undisputed pr é s nee that time. 

Ll admit, Mr. Chairman, that the rule |} that vou 
legislate upon an appropriation hill, but the exceptions to t 
are almost asnumerousasthernie. Inother words we buil 
lic buildings under provisions put on anapy i 1 
they carry out an existing undertaking. W mild bs 
notwithstanding the rule, in car ng ont naval dey ne 
We provide for senmen on an: ‘opriation bill 

the 12th of January, 1889, the House was in Comm f 
the W House on the state of the Union, « ng the Mili- 
tary Academy appropriation bill \ n \ 
providi wr the erection of a fireproof b rm 
he Military A lemv at West Point M O lex 
made the point of orde hat bill cor d vis 
was not authorized bvlaw. After debate tl hi n | Mr. ¢ 
of New York | decided 

The pr l t 1 1. the t i te f 

th eit of th W } ‘ 

‘ stru t ( 

itself, an obje ing already in p ‘ 
a certain part of the bill 

There is the whole reason for this prop Mr. Cl 
the reason for all these amend its. 7 r e's 
whether the amendment is i ar s de ! 
point whether. as in this case, the const n of the hn i 
incident to the maintenance of an object already in p 
or whether it is not. 

The House has been engaged for davs in passing a er 
priation bill for building and maintaining the Navy of 
tates. 

That is the main purpose of the » ae. W 
sition that we propose to | ail 1: tain n per oO 
incident to the building the hatte shins it is in « 
bill to also provide the armor and the ar 
ships. If there was no armor f ry, i sno 
to acquire armor than DV he Governm m 
would it not be held that it was incite ) bu é 
battle ship to provide for the armor as w How can we pro 
vide the armor if private contractors 1 GF Pe. ae ‘un af 
a reas mable price. unless the Government itself can sup ly 


Now, what is this proposition? It has apneared to the Naval 
Committee, and it is evident, that there is some dou! s to 
whether it can procure suitable armor at ar 
private contractors 
Therefore they attempt to provide some other Way t 
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armor that is necessary to complete the contract that they are 
already carrying out. It is merely an incident to the undertaking 
the Government has in hand to-day, and instead of providing just 
one way of acquiring that armor they have provided two ways. 
They provide that we shall get that armor by purchase if we can 
within what they determine is a reasonable price and on reason- 


able terms, but that if we can not acquire that armor at that 
price from private contractors and on those terms, then we shall 
acquire the armor necessary to equip these vessels in another way, 
to wit, the erection of a naval plant to make the armors to put on 
these vessels. It is as much an incident to the erection of that 
. 1 1 


vessel and to the building of that vessel as are the stays on which 


You can not, Mr. Chairman, build an armored battle ship with- 
out armor. When you provide ina bill for an armored battle 
ip you have committed yourself and the Government to the 
yroposition that you are going to acquire armor. It then has be- 
me the law. I admit that if it came in here purely as a propo- 
m for the Government to build an armor-plate factory, not 


I 

( 

$ 

coincident with the question of building the vessels, under the 
f 

1 


mer rulings of the House it would go out, but here is a propo- 
sition that is directed to vessels already on the way and is cer- 


ainly as much an incident to the erection of those vessels as the 


building of a fireproof building at West Point for the mainte- | 
a 


nance of the Academy, and therefore I contend that the amend- 


ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia is necessarily in | 


order, 

The report of the Secretary of the Navy shows that he believes 
we are paying more for armor plate than we should pay after giv- 
ing a fair and reasonable profit to the manufacturer. It is evi- 
] Navy Department thinks a provision along the lines 


of this amendme1 





7 = 
a reasonabie pri 


e from the private contractors for armor plate; 
it is in the interest of , 


of economy and is made necessary by reason of 





the fact that there is practically no competition in this business to | 





e House are unwilling to vest such a power in the hands 
publican Secretary of the Navy, whom we all know to be 
a fair and just man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 
has already rul 
it is quite wi 
ation or to make it upon a condition that it shall not be used, ex- 
cept in a ce nway. Undoubtedly tha House may withhold 
entirely an appropriation for armor plate. Undoubtedly it may 
appropriate with the limitation that no more than a certain 
amount shall be paid per ton. That has been held in the case 


regulate prices. It is to be regretted that the Republican Mem- 
L 


d several times during the pendency of this bill, 












Ca 


cited during the discussion, but here isan amendment which goes 
further and appropriates $4,000,000 for the erection upon prop- 
erty now owned by the Government of an armor-plate factory. 


A similar proposition has already been ruled out, but it is con- | 


tended that this stands upon a different footing, because of the 
expressed provision that the factory shall be erected on prop- 
erty owned by tl 
would therefore be in continuation of a public work. 
Undoubtedly itis within the power of Congress to authorize the 
erection of an armor-plate factory and when that has been done 


} 1all be reported in any generalappropriation bill, or be 
iment thereto, for any expenditure not previously au- 
in continuation of appropriations for such public 


are already in progress. 





1 
Ww rks and object 

Tt isnot pretended that there is any armor-plate factory in prog- 
“ess, butthe attention of the Chair has been called to a ruling au- 
horizing the erection of additional buildings on Government 
rround at West Point and at Annapolis. Those rulings have gone 
to what has been considered the extreme limit. Subsequent oc- 
cupants of the chair, both Mr. SHkRMAN of New York and Mr. 


en ome be 


Payne of New York, have held that as original propositions they | 


would not have sustained such a paragraph asinorder. Thus, in 
the first session of 
chair, upon an appropriation for a new building at the Naval 
Academy, said: 


If this were a new proposition the Chair would hesitate to declare it in | 


order, but the Chair feels bound to follow the precedent that has been set 
and acquiesced in by Congress, and therefore overrules the point of order. 

But that building was an addition to the plant of the Naval 
Acade:ny, sotospeak. It was considered as going to a great length 
to sustain that new building as a continuation of a public work, 
but even that ruling has not been considered as extending toa 
case where the additional building was for a purpose other than 
that to which the existing buildings were dedicated. Thus, on 
May 17, 1902, the naval appropriation bill then, as now, being 
under consideration, there was involved a paragraph reading as 
follows: 

Toward the construction of a building on land owned by the Government 
at Annapolis for an experiment station and testing laboratory, in the depart- 
ment of marine engineering and naval construction, at a cost not to exceed 


nt would be effective in enabling them to secure | 


As the Chair | 


hin the power of Congress to withhold an appropri- | 


he Government. The argument is made that it | 


to makean appropriation, but Rule XXI expressly provides that— | 


the Fifty-sixth Congress, Mr. PAYNE, in the | 


| $250,000, and the complete equipment of the same with all the necessary ap. 
| pliances and apparatus, at a cost not to exceed $150,000. aa? 
| To that paragraph JosEePH G. CANNON, the present Speaker of 
| this House, made the point of order that there was no law an- 
| thorizing the expenditure, and the Chairman, Mr. SHERMAN, of 
| New York, held—this is his language: 
Upon the statement of the gentleman from Iinois, chairman of the com- 
mittee, and also of the gentleman from Maryland, namely, that the building 
was not considered as a part of the Academy, the Chair is very clear in the 
opinion that the provision is not in order, and the Chair sustains the point 
oracer. 
Now, here is a provision for an armor-plate factory upon Goy- 
ernment land, but there is no pretense that there is any existing 
factory in continuation of which this might be considered. It 
was held in the second session of the Forty-fifth Congress that, 
although an appropriation had previously been made for the pur- 
| chase of a site for a public building, a proposed amendment ap- 
propriating for construction of the building was not in order upon 
a general appropriation bill. 
Now, here is clearly legislation upon an appropriation bill, an 
appropriation for what is not a continuation of a public work now 
| in progress, nor authorized by existing law, and the Chair sustains 
the point of order. 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the followin 
amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to precure by 
| tractarmor plate of the best quality for any and all vessels herein authoriz 
provided such contracts can be made at a price not to exceed $398 per ton. 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I am glad that there seems to | 
no point of order raised against this amendment. As the | 
now stands it is incomplete. The Naval Committee seems to 
content with securing the authorization of this House for build- 
| ing great ships of the Navy without any provision for the arm 
plate for thoseships. I want to call the attention of the chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs to the fact that the Navy De- 
partment has thought it necessary, in order to secure armot! 
within the provided time for the ships, to make contracts | 
armor before it has made the contracts for the ships, and this b 

| should now make provision for the armor plate. 

If it is necessary to provide in this bill for ships, surely t) 

| Navy Committee ought to have offered some provision here 1 
provide for securing armor plate. 

This amendment, Mr. Chairman, provides a limitation upon t! 
price of armor. I want to submit to the House that it is neces 
sary that there shall be a limitation. The Secretary of the Navy 
stated that he had recently entered into contracts for 16,000 to 
of armor, and that up to the past few months only two factories 
in this country had ever furnished this Government with an) 
| armor plate, and they were the Bethlehem and the Carnegie co1 
| panies. He stated the further fact that these two companies 
| an agreement on prices, and controlled the price at which t! 

Government could buy armor plate. He further stated that on t 
last bid the Midvale company (a new company) had bid for t! 
whole 16,000 tons at $398 a ton: bunt onexamination of the bid, 
| found that it could not furnish the armor plate within the ti 
| required, and he therefore rejected its bid as to 10,000 tons, and 

gave it a contract of 6,000 tons, at $398 a ton. 

Both the Secretary of the Navy and Admiral O’Neil, of the Pi 
| reau of Ordnance, testified that the armor plate to be furnish 

by the Midvale company was to be as good as that furnished 

the Carnegie and the Bethlehem companies. The contract 

10,000 tons was given, five to the Carnegie and five to the Beth] 

hem company, at $453 a ton, a difference of $55 a ton more tha 

the contract to the Midvale company, making a difference again: 

the Government of $550,000. The Secretary of the Navy sta‘ 
| that he felt it his duty, in order to get the armor plate, to give t! 
| contract to these two companies, which he said were in an agr 
ment and controlled the price; that it was useless to reject th« 
bids, because if he rejected them he could not get the armor plat 
from any other concern. 

Mr. MAHON, Mr. Chairman, I wonid like to ask the gent! 

man a question. 
| Mr. RIXEY. I will yield. 

Mr. MAHON. Has the Midvale company ever delivered a ton 
of armor plate to the Government? 
| Mr. RIXEY. No; it has not. 
| Mr. MAHON. Is it not true that they are trying to make an 

armor plate of their own—not the true armor plate, that has to 
pay a royalty of $45 a ton? 

Mr. RIXEY, All I knowis that the Secretary of the Navv and 
Admiral O'Neil stated that this armor plate to be furnished by 
the Midvale company was to meet all the requirements of the 
Government and to be as good as that furnished by the Bethle- 
hem and Carnegie companies. 3 
| Mr. MAHON. Is it not true that they never have delivered a 
| ton to the Government and that they can not make a ton of it? 

Mr. RIXEY, The Secretary of the Navy stated that he was 
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catisfied that the Government was protected and that they could 
do so. I state that this limitation ought to be placed on the price 
armor plate, and that the Government ought not to be required 
pay to this trust $550,000 again on a like contract. 
Mr. MAHON. Does not the gentleman know that under this 
contract with the Midvale works the Government will never get 
their armor plate—that the company can not make it? 

Mr. RIXEY. Well, the gentleman from Pennsylvania may 
know more about it than the Secretary of the Navy or Admiral 
O'Neil. 


a 


Mr. MAHON. The Secretary of the Navy said he has never | 


7 


delivered a ton, 

Mr. RIXEY. But the Secretary of the Navy said he was satis- 
f that the Midvale company would deliver the armor plate as 
they had contracted to deliver it. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 


ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] if he objects | 





1e Government getting this armor plate as cheaply asit ought 
to have it. at a reasonable price, and I would like to ask him this 


LOL 


question: Is it not evidence of a reasonable price for the compa- | 


nies When a new company can come in and satisfy the Secretary 
of the Navy that it will produce and furnish within the limitation 
armor plate of satisfactory quality at $398 per ton? 

Mr. MAHON. I will answer the question. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
has expired. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that my 
time be extended for one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent that he may continue his remarks for one minute. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MAHON. If the Midvale Company will pay the royalty 


required of $45, which all armor-plate companies must pay, they 


can not make it for $398, and they know they can not make it. 
They are trying to make a cheap armor-plate of their own inven- 
tion, and they are not satisfied to meet the requirements of the 
Navy at all. They have never delivered a ton. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, the argument used now by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania was used on this floor three or four 
years ago when gentlemen stood here and said we could not get it 
for less than $545 a ton, and Congress refused to give it. Con- 
gress refused to pay more than $445, and the result was that 
Bethlehem and Carnegie took the contract at $445 for 30,000 tons 
and that the Government saved $3,000,000 on that one contract. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MAHON. You take your $398 bid and add $45 royalty on 
it, and your company will not doit. These other manufacturers 
are making it and paying a royalty of $45 a ton for that fine armor 
late. 

Mr. RIXEY. Thiscompany, which the Secretary says is bonded 
for an amount to insure 

Mr. MAHON, Oh, yes; Ican bond, too, but Icould not make it. 

Mr. RIXEY. Agrees to furnish the armor plate, as good as 
the Bethlehem or Carnegie armor plate, at $398. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman desire to oppose the 
amendment? 

Mr. VANDIVER. I desire to support the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize first some one in 
opposition to the amendment. 

Mr, DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Rrxry] that, as far as I am concerned, I do 





not desire that the Government should be compelled to pay a | 


single dollar more than it ought to pay for armor plate, but I 
am solicitous that the Government shall be put in a position 
where it can secure armor plate. The gentleman from Virginia 
will recall, because he has been here long enough, the experience 
we have had in this House on this very subject. This is no new 
controversy, the question as to how much shall be paid for armor 
plate. It extends back over a great many Congresses, and my 
friend from Virginia will recall that in one Congress, when we 
undertook to fix the price of armor plate at a point where those 
who were running armor-plate factories were unwilling to sup- 
ply it, our ships lay for several years in an unfinished and incom- 
plete condition, Now, I do not desire that we shall get into that 
position again. This question is one of the most practical ques- 
tions with which we have to deal. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman says that he does 
not desire to get into that position again. Why not let th 
authority go to the Secretary of the Navy to build an armor- 
plate factory so that he can meet that condition? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh,I have discussed that question before. 
We are not ina position to do that just now. 1 will cross that 
bridge when we get to it. 
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Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
| a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the gentleman state when it was that 
this Government was unable to procure armor plate under the 
limit imposed by Congress? 

Mr. DALZELL. I could not state the year to the gentleman, 
| but there was such a condition of things. 
| Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is it not a fact that the fifth and sixth 
| armor-plate contracts let by this Government in 1898 and 1899 
were for $400 per ton, the limit which this Congress imposed? 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I think that is so, but there has been a 

great improvement in armor plate since then. 
| In the first place there is the nickel plate, which costs so mucl 
more. In the second place, as we learned, I think, in the last dis- 
cussion on this question, there is the Krupp armor. which is sub- 
ject to a royalty payable to the Krupp representatives in this 
country— 

Mr. VANDIVER. Has the legal question of that royalty yet 
been determined? 
| Mr. DALZELL. Oh, I do not know anything about that. 
Mr. VANDIVER. 





I know that in the judgment of some of 
the prominent officers of the Navy it has not been determined 
and should never be. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I understand that these people are pay- 
ing that royalty. Whether or not they pay it under protest 
ting themselves in a position to recover it hereafter, I do not 
know. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Is the gentleman prepared to state the fact 

| that they are paying it? 

Mr. DALZELL. LIamsoinformed. 
edge on the subject. 

Now, let me go back to where I was a moment ago. I say that 
this is one of the most important questions we are called upon to 
deal with. It ought not to bea partisan question. It ought to 
be a plain, practical business question. But it gives the opportu- 
nity every time we are called upon to discuss it to abuse corpora- 
tions and to talk about the Government being ‘‘held up,” and 
all that sort of thing. Now, does the gentleman who offers 
this amendment know that the Government can obtain this 
armor plate at $398 a ton? lam told that the Government can 
not— 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman allow me to answer his ques- 
tion? The Midvale company bid for the whole 16,000 tons at 
a ton. and the Secretary of the Navy stated he was satisfied tl 
company could carry out its contract, but that its bid did not 

provide for delivering all of that quantity as soon as the Depart- 

ment wanted it. 

Mr. DAYTON. 

Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. DAYTON, 
cede it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I say to my triend from Virginia, let us con- 
cede for the purpose of argument that that is true. The Midvale 
company is a new company. 
this business. It pursues the ordinary means that men do when 
they undertake to take away the market of somebody else—it 
underbids. And it may take this contract at aloss. The gentle- 
man will recur to the case where the Bethlehem Iron Company 
made a lot of armor plate for Russia at a loss of $75 to $100 a tor 


I have no personal knowl- 


SUS 


1oFt 
del 


Let me say——- 
Let us concede that to be so. 
Wait a moment. Ido not want you to con- 


; ’ \r 7 +1 . e + . 4 
It is very desirous of vetting into 


for the purpose of securing the Russian market 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pemnsy]l- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL] has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. Iask five minutes 1 

Tne CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania for five minutes? [A pause 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RIXEY, I think the price paid by Russia in that case was 
$260—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Two hundred and forty- al 

Now, I say this is a new company and is di sof getting into 
the field; and I have no doubt it wi 
ply the armor; but the armor it will supply will not be su 
mor as the other parties have agreed t yply; iti 
their own; it is an armor that they say is as | l as th 


~f 


| euarantee that it will sup- 








but as yet it has not been tested. And the man k $ t 
there is no more complicated manufacture; t] is 7 
ture that requires more skill than the manufacture of a e 
And yet here is a new company coming into the field, and you 
ask that the price to be paid these ol mpanies, about 
whom you know everything, shal fixed by the price bid b 
this new company. It does not me that that is al r 
fair or businesslike. 

I put aside altogether—for I do not care anything about it—th 


question whether the Carnegie Company and the Bethlehem Com- 
| pany agreed together as to their bids. I suppose they did. The 
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Carnegie Company was induced to go ) into this business of man- 
‘ } q 


ufacturing armor by Secretary Tracy, at : when there was 


an understanding that the business was to be divided between 

















two companies. ‘The real question is whether they have 
a too much for their armor. Now, has the gentleman any 
evidence on that subject except the evidence that this other party 
is willing to furnish armor at $398 a ton? 
M LITCHCOCK. I think I can supply the gentleman wit] 
8S otnel viden Th 3 f tl United Sta ent ib 
an ti 
Mr. DALZ L. Oh,!I all about tl IT have been all 
OV ; } e, 1 a Say to 1 t] ian from Ne 
I ll ¢ [ kn ull al t 1avy beard | 
t find YI | 
h + ~ t ry | 
al } 1+? it roeot 1 
J a ) 
: . I 
mar ) l 
l Lit costs now. T! a lL aekionsied, ” ‘This question is 
a ju 1. Has the gentleman any evidence outside of 
t , 4 
CHCOCK. Yes, I hav evidence here, if he is 
W | to it, Vv I} ont to kt considered 
l | l n Pr lyania 
1) A ry W is it? 
M iit \ < > LLC y ] 1CK f Mr. Chi es H. Cra 
to. 
. DAL! (ELL. Whe 
MI, HITCHCOCK. Iwill send it up and ask the Clerk to 
Tea t | 
Mr. DALZELL. When was it? | 
r. Fil HCOC In 1901. 
Mr WAD LL. And who is the witness? 
M1 HCOCK. ¢ ‘harles H. Cramp, who is a ship manu- 
fact » United States. 
Mr. LL. Well. I suppose he had e motive to sub- 
rve, of course. I do not know what the evidence is. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK, The gentleman has called for it, and I ask 


to have it read. 
DALZELL. Certainly; I have no objection to it being 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
consent to have it read in his time? 
Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. Of course I shall have to have an 
allowance of time for it. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Oh, we will get you that. 


oe 
The clerk read as follows: 












Charles H. Cramp’s testimony, Industrial Commission Report, 1901, vol. 14, 
p. 420 

The y making is s me ing enormous. The people who 
mi I ships are not the rsons who design and construct 
them. m take two or three generatious to get information 
’ ship But the gun maker who makes the 

ru ir m the money, and if we had been gun makers 
we le 3, , * * Jn Great Britain and Germany and 
im f » ships complete, guns : we are ata tre- 
wen Li Why, I would be will a batile ship and 
build the ship at cost if we got the profit onthe armor. * * * That iswhat 


these big concerns in England do. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. area oe did not understand the name 
when the gentleman fron Nebraska mentioned it. Charles ] 
Cramp, of course, is a shiph uilder of reputation, al 1d anything he 

says. so far as he is competent to speak, goes with me. I havea 
very high r pect for him, and I hi uve no doubt that he thinks 
that in the building of a ship he does not get as much as he ought 
to get. and that the fellow who makes the armor gets all the pro- 
fit. Nevertheless, Mr. Cramp has been building ships a great 
many years, and he has never yet gone into bankruptcy 

Mr. JAMES. Have the armor-plate men gone into ba nkruptcy? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOWIE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman's 
time be extended ten minntes, 

Mr. DALZELL. Ido not vant ten minutes, 

Mr. BOWIE. Five minutes 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman’s time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

The re was no objection, 

Mr. BOWU Now I wantto ask the gentleman just one ques- | 
tion: Did we not have a law passed two or three years ago, to the 
effect that if the Secretary of the Navy could not get this armor 
plate at a p rik ew wate h he deemed to be reasonable, in that event 
he should have the right to build an armor factory, and was not 
an appropri ti m naa d for that purpose? 

J DALZELL. I think that is correct. 

Mr. BOWIE. Is there any objection in the gentleman’s mind 
to a proposition of that : ine being put into this bill? 

Mr. DALZELL. IthoughtI hadanswered that question pretty | 
emphatically a little while ago. 
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fr. BOWIE. The gentleman made a point of order a 
“a he did not state any reason. 

r. DALZELL. It indicated my attitude toward it. Now, 
the letter that the gentleman from Nebraska had read, from Mr. 
Cramp, furnishes no additional evidence. Mr. ¢ Cramp did not say 
anything about the » price of armor plate. He simply ¢ omplained 
iat another part y “a gn nakin ry more pr ofit than he was. Now 

Le 3 28 , that the United States Government get 


; ships at less per ton than any nation on { 


gainst it 


Chairman, the gentleman asked me a qu 

like to answer it. 

I want to get along withont interrupt 
The gentleman ‘lee lines to yield. 

ae gentleman asked me a quest tion. Thati 


"Opos 32 to. re cogil He asked me there \ Was 





Yes. 
Mr. RL Sey C: apts iin Pendk ‘ton, who is the superintendent 
the Government Gun Factory here at Washingt on, has made a 

statement on that subject in general terms. He says 
The Bethlehem Steel Company in five 


’ 3 paid for their armor-plat 
plant, made fair profits, and now own the } 





In reply to a question by the gentleman from Pennsylvai 
{Mr. BuTLER], he went on to say: 


Both to save the money and to enable the Government to meet the 
creasing demands, we went to work with the Bethlehem Stee! Compan: 
made a big contract which authorized them to put up a plant 
armor. Weall know that in five years they had paid for their plant 
made a faer profit, and they now own the plant. 


Mr. DALZELL. I am familiar with that. I say th: 
United States Government to-day, at the price the Secret 





ary 


| the Navy is asked to pay, gets its armor cheaper per ton than any 


nation on the face of the earth. 
Mr. BURLESON, Is the Government getting it as chea 
it o S ght t » get it? 

DALZELL. There is only one nation, so far as I kn 
hati has an armor-plate factory, and that is Russia; and Russ 
has time and again abandoned her armor-plate factory and pr 
cured her armor here in this country at prices far above th 
paid by the United States Government. 

r. DAYTON. I want tocall the gentleman's attention to t] 


ply as 


iat in the last year the Russian Government contracted for 
4,000 tons of armor of American manufacture at the pric not $345 
. ton, or $102 per ton higher than we are paying. 
Mr. DALZELL. That simply confirms what I am saying. 
Now, gentlemen, let me finish just asI began. I do not want 
the United States Government to be compelled to pay a sing! 
dollar more for its armor than youdo. It is not any interest o! 
mine that any private indiv iduals, corporations, or other 
should make money out of the Government unduly; but I a n 
want the Secretar y of the Navy to be put in a position w here he w 
be compelled to leave our ships uncompleted by reason of the want 
of armor. Now, under existing law—— 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
The CH AIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvani 
yield? 
Mr. DALZELL. Oh. I suppose so. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to ask the gentleman, if ! 





« 


obj cts. to having the Secretary of the Navy embarrassed in suci 
Cc! ,w hy does he object to hay ring the Secretary of the Navy ct 
viel an armor factory? 

Mr. DALZEL L. Well, Iam so dull, Mr. Chairman, that I « 
not see the relevancy of that question. Now, under existing la‘ 
the Secretary of the Navy has authority to contract fur armor. 
He has authority to use his judgment and discretion in the m: 
ter. I am perfectly satisfied to re ly _— the patriotism an nd 
integrity and business judgmeat of the Secretary of the Navy, and 
I think we will be entirely safe if we put our bill through in su 
shape that the Secretary of the Navy will be authorized to nego- 
tiate for such armor asmay be needed for the comple tion of th: 
ships “upon the best terms obtainable by him, he exercising his 
own judgment in the premises. That is where I should like to 
leave this matter, and where I think it ought to be left. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, as to the price of 
plate, the proper price the Government should pay, the Gover 
= nt itself has investigated the subject and officially reported 
upon it. I know it is an old subject, but it seems to bs up now 
as a kneW one, and I want to read a little from the report of the 
committee whic ‘h investigated the subject. This is from ther 
port of the Secretary of the Navy in 1897, 

Mr. DAYTON. ‘The gentleman is aware of the fact that we are 





not using that kind of armor now. 


Mr. VANDIVER. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia says that we are not using the same 
kind of armor now, Perhaps not under the same name, but it is 
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the same thing, and the testimony bef ore the Naval Committee 
; never yet developed as a fact what is the difference between 
the two kinds. 
. call one Krupp armor and you call the other harveyized 
r: and yet you can not find a naval officer on the American 
nt t that can teli the difference between them. They say it 
. Da “YTON. The gentleman will certainly pardon me for 
Ul ne him? 
ANDIVER. Yes. 
)AYTON. You remember the hearings before the Naval 
( littee showed that Krupp armor was at least 25 per cent 
rey and had a greater resisting power to that extent, do you 
t: and was made underan entire ly different process, the gas proc- 
ess, while the other had been made under the charcoal process? 
ir. VANDIVER. If the gentleman will refer tothe testimony 
lfind the fact is bronght out that some difference of strength 
ity could be found in two different piecesof Krupp armor 
wo different pieces of harveyized armor, as wellas between 
eces of the diff rent names. It does not depend upon the 
yw, as to the patent, or thet roy alty, I maintain that ques- 
n has never yet been legally determined, and I seriously doubt 
ther any royalty is being paid or ever will be paid for either 


here - what I sana d to get at: The hearin before the 
hat investigated these results is summed un. 


int-Commander _oen rs, Who had been an inspector at the Beth 
Works, was also cailed upon to make an est ] 
r arn 


MATE O1 





r,and his report, based upon observation in the m 
kes the cost of laborand material in a ton of singie-forged 
} ; urmor $178.49. 

of ordnance at the Carnegie Steel C 


iso called upon for an estimate, ar } 








‘ mpany, En sign C. B. 









vi + I . thous ms 
vy withont consultation with the other oilticers, is ¢ nat the labor and 
a ton of singwie-forged Harvey ‘mor is $16! 
10 per cent to each of these estin ss due to rejections, 
estumate of the boar pale st Lientenant-Commar r 
_and of Ensign McVay $177.% torged nickel-steel har- 
u r the estimateof Lieutenant-Commander Ro igers is $208.55, and 
‘ ik Vay $196.09. 
Secretary, in making his calculations, says. in order “to be jr ist to 


facturers and the Government 
is $185.38 for single-forg 


he took an avera 





£ d and 
the calculations contained in the report. 











cad * f * - © 
he Secretary's report was received, the committee engaged in con 
g the question whether it would not be a sufficient 
the careful estimate of the Secretary's experts as to the co ) 
: ! i llow f ry ainter ince oO the pant only ti 
y the Secretary, and to add « r? 
> } \ wn in fact * 1 fe 
; wer Piant Has peen in tac mid fo y the 
Government A statement thus revised would tx 
( >and material per tom ............ ‘ $168.00 
“ 
A r main a 3 
y ama on th 1 ner mnt nroft ” no 
a 1 I ait ak clan scairciacon emcee cone i 
I a 300.00 
Now, if we add $98 for the incr ased cost of materia! owin 
er prices at this time, we have just the amount of the bid of 
vale company, which is certainly not too low. 
CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 
FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate in ten u 
ut 
VANDIVER. Ide sire to have about three minutes more. 
VILLIAM W. KiT IiN. I would like to have th 
four minutes, 
FOSS. How many minutes does the gentleman want? 
WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I want five minuies. 
Vie + — . é . 
Mr. V ANDIV ER. And I want three minutes. 
a ones : 
Mr. FOSS. That makes eight minutes 
DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment 


‘amendment, and I wa int it now pending, so that it may be 
uined during the debate. 
Mr. V AN DIV ER. Iask s caetiieiae 1s consent t 
t minutes mor 


i 


I 
1 


ihe CHAI RMA N. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his rema: ir three minutes. Is the 
nr 
FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I have a motion to close debate 
v h I desire to make, but before doing so I would like to hear 
{ eT Ge 
the CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri having th« 
floor had asked unanimous consent for three minutes. Is there 


jection? [After a pause.] The Chair he iTs none. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have only this in ad- 
dition to say on this subject: It has been thr: ished over and over 
time and again, but I believe it would be interesting reading for 


every Member of this House to read the full report of that com- | 
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I make no claptrap ar@ument about corporations, as the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania suggested, bi want to say to 
him that in all the history of the dealings of this Governmen 


with individuals or corporations there has ney anything De 


spired equal to the transaction with the Carnegie Steel Company 
manufacturing armor plate which was found to beso full of blow- 
a s that it had to be discarded. and the contract actually was 
credited by the officers of this Government. and that comp 
i itself finally ct yme in and plead guilty and was tined S1%U.000 
for frauds pe petrated upon the Governme: putting of on the 
Cicciadamanae sui h inferior armor plate that it was ac 
nal to put it between the bodies of American seamen and the guns 


of the enemy. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr Chairman. let me interrupt the gent! 


man foramoment. Does the genticmar ) . vy 





i 

Herbert reported that the very armor that tl ema lics 
about was 5 per cent better than the contract called for. and when 
the company offered to tale those plates t of the ves : 
fused to allow it to be dene, iuse he said he beli s 
not a poor piate on any vessel, and the President reniitte rT 

Mr. VANDIVER. Le ne say to the gentleman that a 
investigation of that whole ques ion will rev il a great many 
other things still more discredi ,and I say t m that ti 
port of the Secretary of the Navy itself ful 3 tnat v 
contention. The Carnegie Company's cou 
of criminal and was so declared by the im ttee, 

Mr. DALZELL. Not atall; the gentleman only stat alt o 
the story: that is the trouble. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes: I did not have time to tll one-tenth 
of the story; the other nine-tenths would have been a thousand 


times worse. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expi 
The genticman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] has offered an 


amendment, which the Clerk will report. 





The Clerk read as follows: 
‘ y 1 th 7 , 
price @sS in bis judgment is Just and re 
r. DALZELL. Thatis intended as asubstit , " 
ment off — by the a ma 
Mr. F‘ Mr. Chairman, [ move that 4d > on t i- 
graph and at 1endments be closed in ten mint 
Th e CHAIRM AN. The gentieman trom ! Mov 
hate upon t his par: izrapnh and ai amenamen i Sed in ten 
minutes. Is the re obje tion 
Mr. WILLIAM W. TCHIN,. Mr. Chairman. is it the 
pose of the gent] .man to permit live Iinutes to be u 3 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. 
7 tiestion was tal and the motion was 1 +o 
Mr. WiLLIAM \ ( 1 : 
{ wish to say,as he said hims ie has 1 I ) 
ter, that the Midvale Comnany. the ¢ I 
B m Company areall in Pennsyivamia. Underst 
sitna 1, You lave no fear 
Here is the great Mid » Steel Company that ] med 
tract Wit eu nme. ats S De ° 
S, Wi wn : ing with each 
h each other, as t ( the Na ) 
i as eve v else believe hat pid ex t sf 
1 to ne very 2 ¢ ¥ i ‘ ' j \ t 5 
inpan a ad 1 ~ I N 
nm, un ise as It ? i has ve! ) 
eTns 000 Tons at a price Over 9 ) a ton mo L of 
the Midvale Company 
Now, as a plain bus Nroy nN, are 7 ’ r to let , 
SurToO nded by ev T } fTead ( S Y , 
r unon a | rin \ e his dis , “ 
ely us . however hon able her 30] ! 
roven | tofore inci meetil 5 ! t 
rh t t ri is tot! Gcema! 5 
t iand ld ti } Y » ! ‘ 2 ‘ 
1 more than tot so I “ 
res ain th td 5 a } t i] tT 
t Y Ss power »co H I Si 1 
vet with contracts for 0 
Midvale Company 6.000 t a ‘ 
the whole amount | t | ( Ss 
ison Was th \ he Tho SUL Lilt ’ u at A Ou u 
the amount in due time 
\dmiral O’ Neil, on page 149 of the hea rs 3 t} the 3 
vale Company's contract to 6.0 3 a 
$55.07 a ton less than the Government n i s 
of 10,000 tons with the other tw ncerns. Hesays that it } 


a ton less aside from the question of royalty. He says that they 
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have a guaranty from the Midvale Company that the armor will 
stand the same ballistic test as the Krupp armor and that that is | 
what we want. 

Now, who is it that says that the Midvale Company can not | 
meet its obligations? The Navy Department? No. The ship- | 
buildingcompany? No. No one except gentlemen who have here- 
tofore been always against limiting the price of armor plate. In | 
the last contracts we lost $550,700 by the Secretary not giving the | 
entire contract to the Midvale people. Now we have the oppor- 
tunity to prevent such high price for the future. 

In my judgment, Mr, Chairman, it is business, it is good sense, 
it is fair dealing, it is patriotism, it is honesty, it is courage to | 
tion now and here and to limit the cost of this | 
If you do not, hereafter when the question comes 
up again on some future bill, the point of order, I fear, will be | 
made, and if the present occupant be then in the chair, and the | 
House bein the mood that it is in to-day, I fear it will be sustained. 
Now, we have the chance when no point of order is made against 
it, when we can come it on it, and I ask you gentlemen 


meet this que 


armor plate. 


to a vote ut 
upon that side, as well as upon this side, to stand by the cheaper | 
price for the same goods, stand by economy in the Government, | 
stand by sustaining the Secretary of the Navy in getting the best | 
armor plate that is to be made at a fair and reasonable price. 
{ Applause. | 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Virginia has 
alluded to a provision that was in a former appropriation act, | 
which I think was avery salutory provision. I may say that I 
drafted the provision myself [laughter], and I introduced it as an | 
amendment to a conference report in this Honse, and it passed | 
this House and was finally acceded to by the Senate. 
vision was as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to secure by contract 
armor of the best quality for any orall ships above referred to, provided | 
such contacts can be made ata price which in his judgment isreasonable and | 
equitable; but in case he is unable to make contracis for armor under the 
above conditions, he is hereby authorized and directed to procure a site for | 
and to locate thereon a factory for the manufacture of armor, and thesum | 
of $4,000,000 is hereby appropriated toward the erection of that factory. 

It was under that provision that we obtained our armor ata 
much lower figure than ever before, referring to the Krupp armor. 

Now, the committee brought that same provision in and incor- 
porated it into this bill, but it has gone out on a point of order, | 
and, of course, that question is disposed of. 

But here comes a new question, the question of whether it is | 
wise to limit the price of armor. Now, I take this position in | 
reference to the advisability of limiting the price of armor: I 
have no doubt in my own mind that if the armor produced by the 
Midvale company at $398 a ton is proved to be as good as the so- 
called ** Krupp armor’’ produced by the Bethlehem and Carnegie 
companies. 1 say I have no doubt in my mind that in the future 
no Secretary of the Navy will ever pay one dollar more than $398 | 
per ton. 

But, sir, what is the effect of your amendment? When you | 
limit the price of armor—and I challenge anyone to deny my | 
statement—and our previous Congressional history will show that | 
when you put in here a provision for the price of armor, you | 
practically direct the Secretary of the Navy to pay just that price. | 
it is a sort of notification to the armor-plate factories that the | 
Government will pay that, and consequently that fixes the price 
of armor plate. I want to leave it open, so that the Secretary of | 
the Navy can buy it even lower than $398 aton. |Derisivelaugh- | 
ter on Democratic side.] Gentleman on the other side may laugh | 
at that assertion. 

Mr. VANDIVER rose. 

Mr. FOSS. Ican not yield now; I have only a few minutes. 

Whatis the situation? We had the Secretary of the Navy before 
the committee, and he said that we were getting armor at lower | 
prices than any foreign country, and he testified further as to the 
Midvale Company: 

We received the bid from the Midvale Company. The protest was made 
to me against accepting the bid of the Midvale Company upon the ground 
that they could not meet their contract; that they never had built any | 
armor piate; that they had not the plant to do it; that they had the con- 
trol of the 7 nts, and that they could not doit. It was also pointed out to 
me that they had once before bid and withdrawn their bid after bidding. I | 
got a report from the Bureau of Ordnance on the subject. Subsequently I | 
asked Admiral O’ Neil to go in person and look at the Midvale plant and give | 
me the beneiit of his opinion. The Midvale people are responsible people; 
they have plenty of capital, and they are people of financial responsibility. 

Admiral O’ Neil made a careful report to me in which he said he thought | 
vhey could build a plant of which there was some beginning in their estab- 
lishment, and that they could deliver armor plate for the two smaller ships, 
but not more. I then said their bid should be accepted to that extent, and 
that a provision should be put into the contract which would enable us to can- 
cel the contract at any time when it should appear that they were not mak-, 
ing sufficient progress in the building up of their plant and the pr duction of 
armor to meet the ships as they became ready for the armor. I think every 
possible precaution was taken to protect theinter« sts of the Government, and 
to give just as much of the armor at the lower price as was possible. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute amend- | 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
amendment be again reported. 


That pro- | 





| DALZELL) there were—ayes 133, noes 101. 


| first selected a member of the dental profession who is a citizen of the | 


The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the Clerk will again yo. 
port the substitute. 

There was no objection; and the Clerk again reported the sub. 
stitute amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Rrxey and Mr. DALzELL were appointed tellers, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayeg 

23, noes 98. . 

So the substitute amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of. 
fered by the gentleman frore Virginia, as amended by the su 
tute amendment just adopted. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer th: 
lowing amendment as a new paragraph to the bill, which I wi!! 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That to the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery of the Navy there shall | 
attached a corps of dental surgeons, which corps shall not exceed in 1 
the actual requirements nor the proportion of 1 to 1,000 authorized 
for the naval and marine military service and training schools. Th 
dental corps shall consist of three grades, designated ‘‘assistant dent 
geon,” ‘passed assistant dental surgeon,” and ‘‘ dental surgeon,” and 
respect to rank, pay, and allowances and to promotions within said 
corps the grades named shall correspond to the grades of the Medica! 
designated * assistant surgeon,” ‘‘passed assistant surgeon,” and “su: 
respectively. 

That original appointments shall be made to the grade of assistant d 


Mr. Chairman, I call for tellers, 


| surgeon, and the appointees must be citizens of the United States, | 


21 and 30 years of age, graduates of standard dental colleges, of good 1 


| character, of unquestionable professional repute, and shall be requ 
| pass the usual physical examination and a professional examination, \ 


shall include tests of skill and proficiency in practical dentistry and the us 
subjects of a standard dental-college course: Provided, That there shal! 
States anda graduate ofa standard dental college, and whose aptitude 
experience evidence eminent fitness for conducting the professional 


| nations and for assisting in organizing, equipping, and supervising t! r- 
| ations of the cthers, who shall be first appointed to the grade of dental sur- 


geon: Provided further, That the dentist now employed at the Naval A: 
shall not be displaced by the operation of this act. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman will state his point of order, 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I hope tl: 
tleman will not make the point of order on this amendment. 
Mr. FOSS. It is new legislation. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend: 
as a new paragraph to the bill, which I will send to the desi 
ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows; 
That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to have a test 1 
the McIlhenny & McAllister armor plate, and report the resuit of sa 
Congress; and the sum of $2,000 is hereby appropriated to pay the exp: 
making said test. 
Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order ag 
that. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following am 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have reported. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by adding, after the last word on page 73, the following: 


“And provided further, That none of said $12,000,000 shall be, and 1 
appropriated toward said armament or armor, or either of them, f 


| payment, or application under any contract for any armor or arma! 


which said contract the contractor shall not have covenanted with the U 


| States as follows: 


‘That no laborer or mechanic doing any part of the work contem 
by the contract, in the employ of the contractor or any subcontractor 
tracting for any part of said work contemplated, shall be required or per 
ted to work more than eight hours in any one calendar day upon such w 
except upon permission granted by the Secretary of the Navy during 


| of waror a time when war is imminent or when any great national emery 
| exists; and that the contractor contracting with the United States shall. i 


event of violation of said covenant as to hours of labor, forfeit to the | 
States the sum of $5 for each laborer or mechanic for every calendar da 
which he shall haye been required or permitted to labor more than 
hours upon the work under such contract. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order to t! 
it is new legislation. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, I should like to be he 
upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state that this is an ame 
ment to a part of a bill that has already been passed, and can! 
be considered except the committee by unanimous consent r* 


| to that part of the bill. 


Mr. LIVERNASH. If the Chair will indulge me—— 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

a LIVERNASH, It is an amendment which adds a 
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the committ 
has passed the provision to which this is an amendment and has 


‘ added a new section, 

































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





wy LIVERNASH. Bat, Mr. Chairman, I offer it as an inde- | gentleman himself offered and whic h has been adopted. I 
agraph, to follow the last word of the bill as the bill | either a limitation or an extension, whichever you choose to call it. 
It enables the discretion of the Sec retary to go to the point of 

cAI RMAN. It would not be germane. Itrefersto “‘ the | recognizing a self-admitted trust. That is all. 









































5 . ye millions of dollars,”’ which is an amount appropriated Mr. DALZELL. Ithank the gentleman from Mississippi for 
the bill alrea . pass d. giving me a new suggestion. The House hasalready passed upon 
LIVERN AS SH. Then, sir, I shall make it germane. I so | this question and limited the discretion of the Secretary 
amendment as that it shall read: “And provided | Navy. 
at none of the $12,000,000 hereinbefore mentioned as ap- | Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. On the contrary, it mad J 
| toward armament and armor shall be, and none is, ap- | discretion unlimited. 
i,’’ the remainder of the amendment as originally Mr. DALZELL. This - a proposition to modify an amend 
; ment already adopted by the House. : 
( -, Chairman, we have already passed that para- Mr. WILLIAMS of Missi sippi. We gave the Secretary 
| ! mane, Navy a discretion vague and very wide. indefini in a 
a R.NASH. Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposes a | ited. Now, we propose simply to point his eyes in a cert: 
P a agraph and is germane tothe bill. It refers back to | rection—a direction, by the way, in wl \ his eyes have ene 
:, 12,000,000. The point at issue is this: Is the amend- | been turned, for he himself has borne tes.imony before the Naval 
ine to the billas awhole? The point is not this: Is the | Committee ti at this thing isa tri . 
{ t germane to a specific paragraph of the bill? The Mr. DAL ZE] Eb. thi nisin order oi tear His 
f order should not be sustained. tion tothetan nensity of the amendment already ag luno 3 
PAYNE. The difficulty with that proposition, mae Chair- bill. The House ] at an nt has fixe 
is that it seeks to modify a paragraph that has already been | limited the discre tary « vay and no 
d by the committee and passed, viz., the $12.000,0 0 )para- | isa nroposition t Iment a uly prope 1,3 
Of course, you could open up the whole bill to am nd- which was adopte ajority. If this mn ey 
; if this were allowed. was in order, it w: 1endme ‘ed by m 
LIVERNASH. Eve 7 = ee ‘int of order were well taken | and when that was pe is in o1 now, surely 
| think it is not), Mr. Chairman, with what ill grace does it The Ci fAIRM. AN. ithin the tion he (} 
come from the leader of the majority in this Chamber to defend | to pass upon the consi f amendmen his pri 1 
e , irge it? amendment does not limit, nor apply to the $12,000,000 
: fr. § TERM. AN. Mr. Chairman, I call for the regular order. | propriation contained in the paragraph already passed. 1 ; 
WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. ee if the propo- | to the Chair to be merely a limitation upon priat 
3 m be germane as an independent section of the bill at the end purchase additi not covered by tha ¢ 
n the fa ct that within the pr soaltd ion there is aref- | is therefore in order. Chair overrules the 
9 e made to the previous part of the bill would certainly not | [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
F of the character of being germane, nor could it make Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I have only a few wo1 
oxious to the rule that it was an amendment to that part f' tosay onthis amendment. I desire to call the a 
[It is offered as an independent section and merely refers | House ti > th e fact that a tremendous change ha 
o another part of the bill in order to indicate by description y since th iufacture of modern armor plate wa 
ppropriation r petal to. in i887. That was bythe Bethlehem Company. At that 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this amend- i contract was let, Mr. W1] y being 
E n relates to, qualifies, and seeks to amend a part of the bill Va In 1899 the second r-pla 
F w] h the committee has already passed, and that to sns- when Mr. T1 vas Secretar h 
is amendment as in order would practically open all icy let that second armor-plate cont1 
1 sions of the billto amendment. Therefore the Chair sus- i ie Company.in Pennsylvania, and he d 
t the point of order th: " oe » amendment is not in order. stated at that time, and it was notorious over the United 
LI ta ASH. Mr. Chairman—— that his purpose in letting that contract to the Carnegi 
The CHAIRMAN, For ae purpose does the gentleman from was to build up a competitor to the Bethlehem Company 
e lia rise? had had prior to that time a monopoly of armor 
7 Mr. LIVERNASH. [rise for the purpose of asking unanimous ture. The third contract was let in 1893. At tha me 1 
consent that the ame ndment Ia ist offered be agreed to, no Member ympanies made identical bids. The fourth contr: was m 
P ri g any oe 1 1896, when again the two companies made id 
F . ral Members objec ted. Thereupon C S, seeing that an agre cis 
The ¢ IAIRMAN. Objection is heard. those tw ; companies | extort an agreed price from the United 
F Mr. LIVERNASH. Then, sir, I ask unanimous consent tha states, inserted a provision in the law that the Secretar 
solely for the purpose of considering the amendment, we recur Navy should not pay over $400 a ton for armor plate. Ti 
to that paragraph to which it would be germane under the ruling sult was that the fifth contract in 1898 and th h 
( _ ir. 1899 were let by the Navy Department to those two ec 
CHAIRMAN, Th “i sae an from California asks unani- $400 aton. The seventh contract was let in t ear 1 
mous consent to recur to the paragraph ap} ropriating $12,000,000 | Bethlehem and Carnegie Company, and at tha Le tl 
for armor of domestic manuf ba ture, etc. Is there objection? were again identical and were for a larger price. 
Several Members objected. Since that time the eighth contract, in 1903, and the ni 
Mr. DALZELL. I call for the regular order. contract, in 1904, have been let, but not to companies e' 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I offer the amendment which I send tothe tending to be comp bitors, but to these two conce1 
desk, be bande d together, pra ‘tically in the same combi 
lhe Clerk read as follows: conspiracy; both outlaws under the laws of the | 
That nomoney appropriated in thi bill for armor shall be us« d to pur hase and it is to pro hibit dealings with that trade con } 
r not yet contracted for from any manufacturer or manufa irerswho , amendment is offered. Those two concerns cons ite a 
stitute in whole or in part a trust or trade conspir acy toc oameel the price § ercial outlaw, existing in defiance of the acts of 
‘ products in violation of the laws of the United States. a a > . , 
will of the people of the United States. s to prev 
fr. DAYTON. I raise a point of order on that amendment. conspirators from securing from the United States any further 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from West Virginia gigantic contracts that this amen nt is offered 
(M “DAY TON] desire to be heard upon this point of order? In closing, Mr. Chairman, I want to call ttention of this 
- DAYTON, I do not care to take the time. committee to the fact that since 1887 the United States has paid 
rh e CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion—— these two companies alone $47,000,000 of the people 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, this amendment proposes to certainly is about time. if we can not erect an ; 
place in the Secretary of the ee a discretion that does not now | the purpose of competing with these cot ns 
exist by law, to determine the character of these manufacturers. | tleman from Pennsylvania objects, that w oul 
I : the Secretary have any such discretion now? The question to be paid for armor and decline to rm nize by G 
involved isa questi ion of law and fact. The amendment proposes contracts an outlaw of the United States. Ap] 
. new legislation as plainly as anything could. Democratic side. | 
Mr. WILLTA MS of Missi issippi. Buta moment: ago we passed an Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer an amendment to 


mendment of which the : centleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Dat- | the amendment. 
ZELL] was himself the author: an amendment to an amendment. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [Illinois offers an 
in which there was given to the Secretary of the Navy such im- | amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk will report 
mensely broad discretion in connection with the pure hase of ar- The Clerk read as follows: 
mor plate that it would include this matter. Now, this is a mere Insert after the word 
limitation upon the discretion given in that amendment, which the ! cially declared to.” 


“manufacturers” the w - 





2448 


Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. 
proposes to imp se upon ee 


CONGRE 


| 
aera the original amendment | 
cretary the Navy, at his risk, | 
the determination whether fan 8 conan s constitute a trust in | 
violation of the laws of the United States, and if the Comptroller 
of the Treasury or the Auditor of the Navy should conclude that 
the Secretary of the Navy was en, then after the contract | 
had been made and the wi rk performed the bills would be thrown 
out. It is not fair to the Secretary of the Navy to impose upon 
him this responsibility. Tt is fair to — Se th it re sponsibility 
upon the courts, and if the courts have ds ined these com- | 
panies » be trust 
Mr. HITCHCOsC 


of 


miata ly 
Mnistak 


K. Ww il} th utleman allow me to ask him 


fact 


sts? 


that C 
Is it 
mey at his dis al, does n 


appro- 
the 
t pro 
General of 
. how are we 
[| Applause on 


his amend- 


vy, which | 


ose 


ending the 

+ oa 

ventleman rises 

ii I have never 
‘ [Lang 


hter 


nan one fur- 
Is that the 


n thi ly 


solutely con- 
the 


mu ls ll : 
( IRAN. Mr. C 
W [LLIAMS of Mi 


rnenane 


[ rise to a question 
I hope that motion w “ill not 


nan, 
sippi, 


The gent 
ling paragrap 


ng t nh, on 


s that de- 
WwW closed. 
by 


CHAIRMAN, 


leman from Illinois mov: 
amendments be n 

a division (demanded 

3 101 

ayes have it, an 


airman. 


hand 


m the pen 


ere—ayes 134, n 
CHAIRMAN, 
HAY, ‘Tellers, Mr. Cl 
WILLIAMS 


re } 


the vote. 
ssippi. M 


pI r, Chairman, a parliamen 


| ATR M. A N. » gentleman from 


The Chair did not hear the 
{ i af the 


t, the Chair will put 


ques 


Pending that, I want to make 

g man will state it. 

issippi. Why is not a motion to strike 

ler, Mr. 

a motion was 

ided by a vote, which has been 

d or would be but for the fact that 
demanded tellers, and pending a 

yy lex in order upon an amendm«¢ nt, 

r. HAY. iamentary inquiry. 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

HAY. I understood the gentleman ie 

to close debate. 


Chairman. 


’ 
as «ae 


‘ 


iT. 
nose 
i 


Lllinois to pro- 
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; ment? 


made that debate | 


strum 


FEBRUARY 
ee 
Mr. FOSS. On the paragraph and all amendments, 
Mr. HAY. And all amendments? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understood. 
Mr. HAY. Which means that the debate will he cles 
of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
tellers? 
Mr. HAY. ide. 
The question was taken; and tellers were ordered. 
The Ci AIRMAN. The ge ntleman from Virginia [Mr. 17 
am 1 the g gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Foss] will take thei: 
as telle rs. 
The committee divided; and tellers reported—ayes 135, 
So the motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is therefore closed: and the «a 
is upon the amendment to the amendment offered by tl 
man from Illinois. 
The question was taken; ¢ 
ayes appeared to have it. 
Mr. JAMES. Division! 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 
ame oe it reported again, Mr. 
Pr AY? IN Du. Reg rular order. 
CH: AL 2M Al N. The regular order 
WILL [AM W. KITCHIN. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
The committee divided; and 
ndment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN, The qu 1estion recurs on the amend 
od 1 by gentleman from Nebraska as amended. 
he question was taken; and the Chair announced tha 
‘ared to have it. 


r. BU wey yNy 


RLES ate 


Does the gentleman from Virginia ¢ 


und the chairman announced 


I would like to hay 
Chairman. 


is demanded. 
I want you to under 
They do not want to nnde1 
there were—ayes 135, noe; 


. 
the ame 


the 


Division. 
eee: and there were—ayes 81, noes ! 
i. This is a matter of 


tellers on it, Mr. Chairma 


» com! ¢ 
sISS1D 
» to have 
1e gentleman from Mississippi [M 
gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Foss | will t 
Mr, (¢ 
i] y, 


5 LOLOL 


CHAIR 


‘hairman, I ask that my collea 


MAN. The gentleman from Illinois 
ler, 
ziin divided; and the tellers repo 


nendment as ame n 
move ba, 


led was rejected. 

: committee rise and rep 
rable recommendation. 
13an-— 

i . aa the Chairman announce: 
ec T 
a \HON., 


ry) 


isi 
» divided; 
Tellers. 
ion was taken on ordering tellers. 
MAN. Two gentlemen have risen—not a 
are refused, and the committee determi 
ecordingly rose; and the Speaker | 
r, OL} », Chairman of the Committ 
eon th the Union, reported that t] 
h ion the bill H. R. 12220, t! 
tion bill, and had directed him to report the s 
sundry amendments, with the recommenda 
ndments be agreed to, and that the bill as amended 
] Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
bill and amendments to its final passage. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
stion on the bill 
The question was taken, 
The STBARER. 
If not, thea 
A separate tbe 
T 
T 


Division. 


and there 


Th nthe 

\HON 

The a st 

The CHAIR 
nber; teller 

The committee a 
ed the hair M 


’ iSTEI 
» Hou 


» state of 
l uncer considerat 

with tion 
ame 
Mr. FOSS. 


Nlinois moves t] 
and amendments to its final p 
and the previous question was 
Is a separate vote demanded on any 
umendments will be submitted in gro 
was not demanded, 
he amendments were agreed to in gross. 
he SPEAKER. The question now is on the engros 
third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
being engrossed, 


Mr. 


vious que 


ment 


a third readin 
it was accordingly read the third time. 
MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, by requ: 
‘tion of the minority of the committee I make the mo 
recommit which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion to recon 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Recommit to the Committee on Naval Affairs with instructions: 


1. To provide for a coaling station and dock at Olongapo (Subig Bay 
stead of a naval station, 












To eliminate provision for the two armored cruisers and the armor 
§. costing $15,000,000. 
Place a limit of $3.8 per ton as a maximum price for armor plate of the 
ity for the ships authorized by this pil 


1, with the provision for an | 


te factory to cost not over $4,000,000 if the armor plate can not be | 


ithin the limit prescribed. 
li vessels herein provided for under the heading 


“od W 


i. Thata of ‘Increase of 


Navy,” except the battle ship, be constructed in the Government navy- 
" » money appropriated in this bill for armor shall be used to pur- 
rmor not yet contracted for from any manufacturer or manufacturers | 
7 const titute in whole or in part a trust or trade conspiracy to control the 
; 22] products in violation of the laws of the United States. 
‘ oi 7 oney appropriated in this bill to be expended under contracts 
in conformity to the act of Congress approved August 1,°1892, entitled 
ict relating to the limitation of the hours of daily service of laborers 
chanics employed upon the public works of the United States and of 
t ‘D'strict of Colum! yia.”” . 


_ FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order on that. 

: he . SPEAKE R. The gentleman from Illinois makes the point 
of order upon the motion to recommit. 

Mr. FOSS. 
le rislation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, as he caught the reading of the 
motion, and he was paying as close attention as was possible for 
the Chair to do, is of opinion that several of the instructions in 
the motion cover legislation, and therefore as you can not do in- 
directly that which you can not do directly the Chair sustains the 

int of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
] uiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It being admitted that some 
of the instructions are perhaps subject to the point of order, is it 
not in order, they embodying separate propositions, to vote upon 
each proposition? If that is the case, and if that be permissible, I 
call for a division of the subject. There are five separate propo- 
sitions. 

_ r. FOSS. 

- PAYNE. 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 


Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill be recommit- 
ted to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and on that I move the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is furnished with the precedent or 
precedents that a motion to recommit is not divisible in its differ- 
ent branches of instruction. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 
orvestion,. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to re- 

. commit the bill to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and on that 
he asks the previous question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi 
upon that motion. 

fr. PAYNE. This is on the previous question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want it upon the motion to 
recommyt. 

Mr. PAYNE. This is on the previous question. 

WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well; I do not 
that. 

The question was taken, and the previous question 


dered. 


1e SPEAKER. 


bill to the 
and on that I ask the previous 


Let us have the yeas and nays 


want it 
was or- 


The question now is on the motion of the gen- 


tleman from New York to recommit the bill to the Committee on 


Naval Affairs, and on that the gentleman from Mississippi asks 


for the yeas and nays 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 100, nays 138, 





Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 
Kitchin, Claude 








Puic . 
Ran ide ll, Tex, 





Thompson, 
Underwood, 
Van Duzer, 


answered “ present’ 13, not voting 131, as follows: 
YEAS—100. 

\ n, Gaines, Tenn. Lever, Russell, 

Beall, Tex, Garber, Lewis, Ryan, 

Bell, Cal. Garner, Tex. Lind, Scarborough, 
Henny, Gilbert, Little, Seudder, 
Bowers, Gillespie, Livernash, Shackleford, 

> ) Griffith, Lloyd, Sheppard, 

B Hay, McDermott, Sherley, 

I Henry, Tex. McLain, Sims, 

Br Hill, Miss. Maynard, Smith, Ky. 

Bu Hitchcock, Meyer, La. Smith, Tex. 
Bu Hopkins, Miers, Ind. Snook, 

B Howard, Moon, Tenn. Sparkman, 
ui Hughes, N. J. Padgett, Stanley, 
( Humphreys, Miss Page, Stephens, Tex. 
Cl Hunt, Patterson, N.C. Sullivan, Mass. 
4 James, Pir ey Thomas, N. C, 
C 
Ce 

] 

] 
I 
Fi 


aVeY, La. Kitchin, Wm. W. Ransdell, La. Wallace, 
ye Armond, Kline, Richardson, Ala. Webb, 
vicke erman, Lamar, Fla. Rixey, Wiley, Ala. 
kk = Robb, Williams, Il. 
Finley y; egare, Robertson, La. Williams, Miss. 
Foster, Ml. Lester, Rucker, Wynn. 
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Bishop, Fuller, Longworth, mith, Samuel W. 
Bonynge, Gaines, Ww. Va. Loud, Smith’ Wm Alden 
Bradley Gardner, Mass. Loudenslag Yr. Smith, Pa. 
Bran legee, Gibson, McCarthy, Snapp, 
Brick, Gillet, N.Y. McCleary, Minn. Southard, 
Brooks Gillett, Cal. M ‘Creary, Pa. Southwic ik, 
Brown, Wis. Goebel, McLachlan, Spalding, 
Burke, Graff, Mc Mor ran, Sperry, 
Butler, Pa. Gre pene, fan Steenerson, 
Campbell, Ham lton, Sulloway, 
Connell, Haskins, Thayer 

| Conner, Hedge, Thomas, Iowa 


For the reason that the instructions contain new | 


Acheson, 
Adams, Wis. 
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Dovener, 
Draper, 
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Ketcham, 
Kinkaid, 


Alexander, Dresser, Knapp, 
Allen, Kyle, 
Ames, Lacey, 

B Lanning, 

3 Lawrence, 


Beidler, 


| Birdsall, 











Fe ster, y 






Lilley, 
Littlefield, 











Smith, Tl 











Cooper, Pa. Hemenway, ‘ Vols tead, 
Cooper, Wis. Henry, Conn. Miller, Vreeland 
Cousins, Hermann, Mondell, Wadsworth, 
Crumpacker, Hill, Conn. Morrell, War ok ; 
Currier, Hinshay, Murdock, Woteon, 
Curtis, Hoge. Needham, Weems, 
Cushman, Holliday, Nevin Wiley, N. J. 
Dalzell, Howell, N. J. Norris, Williamson, 
Daniels, Howell. Utah Olmsted, Wilson, Dl. 
Darragh. Humphrey, Wash. Otis Woodyard, 
Davis, Minn. Jackson, Ohio Ot Wrig! 
Dayton, Jefkins, Palmer, You 
Deemer, Jones, Wash. Patterson, Pa 

Dixon, Kennedy, Payne, 





ANSWERED ‘ 





‘Pp RE SENT” 



















































Bartlett, Cassingham, Mudd, Vandiver. 
Benton, Kel Powors, Me. 
Burton, Mahon Sherman, 
Cassel, Minor Tirrell, 
NOT VOTING—131 
Adams, Pa. Evans, Keliher, Robinson, Ark. 
Adamson, F itzge rald, Kluttz, Robinson, Ind, 
Ba ck, Knopf Ruppert, 
Bae i a La I Sec t 
Bak F] lood, Li Shober 
Ban ad, Fowl ler, Ls Shull 
Bart dt, Fre Lar c Slayd 
Bass Gar ~~ Mich. Lin Small 
Bing n, Gardner, N.J. Littaues Smith, Iowa 
Bout Gillett, Mass. Livingst: 2 & 4 
Bowersock, Glass, Lori mer ll, 
Broussard, Goldfogle, L vering, 5 
Brow n. Pa a. Gooch, Lu 1g, f l, 
\ Goulden, Me An trews, Ste g 
5 Granger, McC Ste Mir 
a Gre Mciare Sullivan, N. ¥ 
3 Gr Macor Sulz 
B Gl \ or, Ma x Swans 
| Byrd Gu M Talbott, 
Calderhead Ha M P Tate 
Capro1 Hs ick, M Ta 
Crof Hai n Overstree Tay! 
Cromer, } n, P er Towl 1 
Crow Vv, Hea Pa rs Té Trimb 
Davidson Lie Perkins \ \ s 
Da ila I ant, Pie : Wacht 
De \ I Prince, WwW: 
Di Ho n, Ra y Ww 
Dit ore, Hu R r Wi: 
D ity, Hughes, W Re Ww 
Do H R Wi a ie 
Dw Hr ‘ son, T Zenor 
Emerich, di m, Md hide 
So the motion was not agre 
The following pairs wer ced: 
For the session: 
Mr. CASSEL with Mr. Goocnu. 
Mr. HunTer with Mr. Rue. 
Mr. BouTELL with Mr. Griaas. 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Ruppert, 


For one week: 

Mr. STERLING with Mr. 
For balance of -week: 
Mr. Suita of lowa wi 
Until further notice: 
Mr. TIRRELL with Mr. McNary. 

Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. MaHoney.,. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. Wanpkr. 

Mr. TOWNSEND with Mr. Luckina. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. Taytor. 
Mr. VAN Vooruis with Mr. CassinGHaM, 
Mr. BRADLEY with Mr. Goutpren. 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. McCay with Mr. Swanson. 

Mr. LORIMER with Mr. McAnNpREws, 

Mr. Hitt with Mr. Dinsmore. 

Mr. Capron with Mr. GRANGER, 

Mr. Manon with Mr. Houston 
Mr. CRoMER with Mr. ZENoOR. 
Mr. Evans with Mr. CrowLey, 


HAMLIN, 


th Mr. HarpwWIck, 
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Mr. Huaeues of We st Virginia with Mr. KEnor, 
Mr. BROWNL ow Ww ith Mr. Prercr. 

Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. VANDIVER. 
F r this day: 
Mr. = rAPFORD with Mr. Ren. 
Mr LEDER wit h Mr. BASSE TT. 
Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. Riper. 
Mr. BRown of PD nnsylvania with Mr. Wiison of Kentucky. 
Mr. Frencn with Mr. Roprson of Arkansas. 
Mr. LOVERING with Mr. Hamuin, 
Mr. Scorr with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
Mr. WACHTER with Mr. Guass. 
Mr. BurKEtT?T with Mr. BENTON. 
Mr. Dick with Mr. TALBOTT. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 
Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. Rosinson of Indiana. 
Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS with Mr. RaAINgey. 
Mr. Bowegrsock with Mr. BRoussARD. 
Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. Mappox. 
Mr. Lirraur R with Mr. SuLLIVAN of New York, 
Mr. Apams of Pennsylvania with Mr. KELInER, 
Mr. Hurr with Mr. Harrison. 
Mr. Suitu of New York with Mr. FirzGERa.p. 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. Tater. 

Mr. KNopr with Mr. WBRISSE. “ 
Mr. Babcock with Mr. SuLZErR. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. FLoop. 
Mr. GILuettT of Massachusetts with Mr. LivinastTon, 
Mr. BuckMAN with Mr. BADGER. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. Davis of Florida. 
Mr. Douauas with Mr. ButTuer of Missouri. 
Mr. DwiaGeut with Mr. DouGHERTY. 
Mr. FLAcK with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
Mr. FOWLER with Mr. GOULDEN. 
Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. Greaa. 
Mr. HauGen with Mr. Horxiys. 
Mr. HiLDEBRANT with Mr. KLUTTZ. 
Mr. Hutu with Mr. Macon. 
Mr. Jackson of Maryland with Mr. Spiaurt. 
Mr. LAFEAN with Mr. Patrrerson of Tennessee. 
Mr. WARNER with Mr. Ricwarpson of Tennessee, 
Mr. CuHarues B. LANDIS with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Moon of Pe — ania with Mr. SOUTHALL. 
Mr. MorGan with Mr. Suoper. 


> 
> 
> 
, 


Mr. PERKINS with Mr. SHULL. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Hersurn with Mr. HRarst. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. WYNN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present in his seat and 
listening when his s name should have been 





Mr. WYNN. Iw as, and tried to catch the voice of the Clerk, 
but I was unable to do so. 
The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman’s name. 


The Clerk called Mr. WyNnn’s name, and he voted ‘‘aye,”’ as | 


above recorded. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the 
bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. Foss, a motion to reconsider the last vote was 
laid on the table. 

SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate concurrent 
resolution No. 47 was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
to its appropriate cominittee ‘2 as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 47: 


Resolved by the Senate (the Hous of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be,and ho is hereby 
availa data, if the s 


» 
~ 
i 


ume be on file in the War De partment, and to submit 
with an estimate of cost of obtaining a channel in Watereo R iver, in 
‘ South Carolina, from its mouth in Santee River, to Camden, 8.C., 






tT 

( uflicient dep th and width to render it navigable by any and all boats 
w h can navigate Santee River to Camden, S. C., of sufficient depth and 
width to render it navigable by any and all boats which can navigate Sant 2 
] ‘ 1 


asi 





7, directed to cause to be prepared, from | 
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Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River between the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, 
Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St. Stephen’s me. 
ridian. 
J. HUDSON KIBBE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate concurrent re: 
lution No. 48, which the Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representativ es concurring), Th 


President be requested to return to the Senate Senate bill 167, grant ins t 
increase of pension to J. Hudson Kibbe. 


The resolution was considered and agreed to, 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr.Speaker. Imove that the House do now adj 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 6 o’clock ani 1 12 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock 
noon, 


a 


in 


—EEEE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named 
as follows; 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Imn- 
migration and Naturalization, to which was referred the bil 
the House (H. R. 11443) to extend the exemption from head 
to citizens of Newfoundland entering the United States, reporte: 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (N 
12383); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on aa aueaice to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2424) to recognize 
and promote the efficiency of army chaplains, reported the 5 Sa 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1284); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to w! 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11126) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to add to the segregation of coal an 
asphalt lands in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, Indian ' 
ritory. ager omy the same with amendment, accompanied by a rc- 
port (No. 1235); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee on Interstate and For 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S 
authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Com) 
to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-pass 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of Yan! 
5. Dak., reported the same without amendment, accompan 

| a report (No. 1236); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of th: - 
ate (S. 708) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to aut] 
the building of a bridge across Thief River, in the State of 
nesota, fag the same withont ame ndment, accompanii 
a report (No. 1237); which said bill and report were referred 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei n 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 37 
authorizing the Yankton, Norfolk and Southern Railway Co) 
pany to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot- ae nger 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of Yan ; 
S. Dak., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1238); which said bill and report were r omel ( ti 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(HH. R. 6780) authorizing the Union Pioneer Mining and zee din 


A 





Crec . in the district of Alaska, reece the same > with ame! d- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1239); which said bill and 


pas the month of the Wateree: Provided, That if sufficient | report were referred to the House Calendar. 


data for the purpose are not available in the War Department, the flecee etary Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
of War is authorize vd and directed to cause an examination and survey of whi . . 99 irecting the 
Waterce River to be made with a view to obtaining a channel as hereinbetore which was referred House resolution (H. Res. 221) direc ting t 

described, and to submit a report thereof, with amestimate of the cost of the Secretary of the Interior to report to the House of Representatives 


in ment, the expense of such examination and survey to be paid from 
the appropriations for “ Examination, surveys, and contingencies of rivers 
1 a ul bo r 


an 3*°— 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
ENROLLED BILL. 
Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills; re- 


information relative to the sale of town lots in the t: swnsof Law- 
ton, Hobart, and Anadarko, Okla., under act of Congress of March 
3, 1901, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 4 
report (No. 1240); which said House resolution and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


-_ rted that this day they had presented to the President of the | bill of the House (H. R. 10773) providing for the erection of a 


nited States, for his approval, the following bill: 
H. R. 7287. An act to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 


keeper’s dwelling at the Tibbetts Point light station, New York, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 





Re en ee 
PIO te 


Dain wee 


all » 
F 


1904. 
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(No. 1241); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. ; 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12152) relating 
to the payment and disposition of pension money due to inmates of 
the Government Hospital for the Insane, reported the same with- 
ont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1242); which said 
pill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: : 

“A bill (H. R. 6034) granting an increase of pension to Oscar S. 
Turner—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1093) for the relief of Rose B. Noa—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

,ensions. 

: A bill (H. R. 12978) for the relief of Walter Langley—Commit- 
toe on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 12980) for the relief of Wormley E. Wrae—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. FIELD: A bill (H. R. 13084) to increase the pension of 
Mexican war survivors to $20 per month—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13085) to increase 
the pension of those who have lost a limb above the knee and total 
deafness of both ears (combined) in the military or naval service 
of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 13086) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act granting the right to the 
Omaha Northern Railway Company to construct a railway across 
and establish stations on the Omaha and Winnebago Reservation, 
in the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes,’ by extending 
the time for the construction of said railway,’’ by a further ex- 
tension of time for the construction of said railway—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 13087) to establish a court of patent 
appeals, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 13088) to relieve obligors on 
bonds given to the United States upon the exportation to the 
Philippine Islands prior to November 20, 1901, of articles subject 
to internal-revenue tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R. 13089) to fix 
the compensation of criers and bailiffs in the United States courts— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 13090) to amend section 3285 of 
the Revised Statutes as amended by the act of May 28, 1880—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington (by request): A bill (H. R. 
13091) to provide an additional district judge for the district of 
Alaska, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judi- 
cary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13092) to provide for 
the enlargement of Fort Bliss, near El Paso, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 13093) 
to so amend section 64 of ‘‘An act to provide a government for the 
Territory of Hawaii’’ as to remodify certain sections of the elec- 
tion law of said Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 13094) for the relief of street-car 
motormen—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 13095) to regulate the use 
of forest-reserve timber—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 118) author- 


izing the Secretary of the Interior to use $5,000 of the amount | 


appropriated February 18, 1904 (Public No. 22), for clerical work 
and labor connected with the sale and leasing of Creek lands and 
the leasing of Cherokee lands in Indian Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A resolution (H. Res: 231) referring certain 


claims to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the | 


terms of the Tucker Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIDER: Memorial requesting the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress to use all honorable efforts in passing a bill 
in order to secure for the State of* New York the benefits of na- 


tional aid in road construction—to the Committee on Agriculture. | ment of Martin Dowling, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 








PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 13096) granting pensions to 
the survivors of the One hundred and fortieth Regiment of Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 13097) granting an. 
increase of pension to George Parry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13098) granting an increase of pension to 
Morris Del Dowane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 13099) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob T. Grimes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13100) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram F. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 13101) granting an in 
crease of pension to Isaac W. Sherman—io the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13102) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Broadwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13103) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Langridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 13104) for the relief of 
Samuel Robbins—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13105) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William F. Gant—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 13106) for the relief of Walter 
L. Leighton—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13107) for the relief of Walter L. Leighton— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. KLINE (by request): A bill (H.R. 13108) for the relief 
of Michael F. Connolly—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 13109) granting an 
increase of pension to Joshua W. Birch—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13110) granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Birch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13111) for the relief of William J. Lewis— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13112) for the relief of the heirs of Richard 
S. Rew, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ (by request): A bill (H. R. 13113) for the re- 
lief of Waiter V. Brem, jr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 13114) granting an increase of 
pension to C. J. Ripley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 13115) granting a pension « 
to Sarah Jane Van Alstyne—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 13116) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nellie B. Newton—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

3y Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 13117) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 13118) for the relief of Doc 
Bolyard—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 13119) granting an 
increase of pension to Ellen R. Ostrander—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 13120) granting an increase 
of pension to Jonathan Peiper—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13121) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Curran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13122) granting an increase of pension to 
Gilead M. Shell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13123) granting an increase of pension to 
William Nevil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13124) granting a pension to Sanna Ander- 
son—to the Cammittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13125) granting a pension to Mollie J. How- 
ard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 13126) for the relief of Lotses 
Deitrich and others—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 13127) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Clinton C. Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13128) granting a pension to Thomas Cheek— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13129) granting a pension to Anna Bever— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 13130) for the relief of James T 
Barry and Richard Cusion, executors of the last will and testa- 
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| Dx liver bill- 
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By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Petition of G. L. Swartz, edi 
the Poynette Press, and 122 others, of Poynette, Wis., in fay : 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Tudiciar , 
Also, petitions of Rev. W. E. Atcheson, pastor of the Preshy- 
terian Church; Rev J. W. Barnett, pastor of the Methodist 
copal’ Church; the 3 
the Epworth Lea 


VA 











a 

Lu} 
Young People’s Society of Christian Endeayo 

cue, the Women’s Missionary Seciety, and th 


Woman's Christian Temperance Union, all of Poynette, Wis.. ; 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 


Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Memorial Baptist Church, of Vernon, Wis 
faver of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
Judiciary 


By Mr. ALL 





on 


Petition of J. R. Libby and 445 oth: 
1d other towns in Maine, in favor of ‘the He; 
+o the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of Ehmer House and 14 othe: 
Delton, Wis., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the ( 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of the 


t 


XT 
a4 EN: 


Portland ar 





; 
a 


7 
fay 


Third Congressional district 


| Wiscousin, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the C 


| Highway Convention, at Albany, N. Y., 


mittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. BARTHOLUDT: tition of §. W. Cobb-and others, 
St. Louis, Mo..in favor of hy use _ 507 1. to reculate retire 


r 


of aoa s of tl 1e Civil war—to the'\Committee on Military Afi: 
Also, resolutions of the Hafner Manufacturing Company, 0 
Louis, in: and of the Bernis Bros. Bag Company. of St. L 
Mo..in opposition to the eight-hour bili—to the Commit 
Labor 
By Mr. BASSETT: Resolnttion of Fifth Annual awe 


in favor of the Tot 


low good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BEDE: Petition ofthe American Association of M: 
and Pilots of Steam Vessels, of Duluth, Minn... for the reli 
James Caniff by the passage of bill H. R. 9800—to the Cemmitt 


on Claims. 
Also. petition of residents and owners on Bartlett Lake, M 
sota, to set aside certain land for a park and forest reserve—io 


a CG ommittee.on the Public Lands. 


| Atkinson and 


» 4” co? wah {i Dy 
BA5P CONGRE 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (A. R. 18131) to re- 
im} A. Herbert Bailey, of Boston, for duties illegally paid 
to 1 Comm »on ¢ ‘aims. 

By . ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 13182) for 
{ re] f the est f Frederi Arbour, deceased—to the Com- 
m on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 18138) for the relief of George 
BE. 3 in—to the Committee on’Claims 

By r. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 15134) ing an in- 
crease of pen 1 to Catharine R. Rice the Ce ee on In- 
valid Pensions 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 13135) grat an increase 
of pension Thaddeus W heelock—to the Comm noes "ave lid 

H. R. 18186 ‘record of Edwin | 
C. Charles Um ittee on Military | 
Af 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18187) for the reef of Mary A. A. Cervantes, 
executrix. and so forth—to the ittee on ‘Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1813 r the relief of Charles A. Holloway— 
to the mmittee on N | Affairs. 

B . SMITH ef 0 is: A bill (H. R. 12139) granting an | 
mcrei if pension to La Roy B. Church—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13140) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (ZB. BR. 13141) granting a 
] to Abbott, alias James Buck—to the Conmittee 
0 valid Pension 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A (H.R eranting an increase 

i to William M. Lang—to the nmittee on Pensions. 
. bill (A. R. 13143) granting a pension to Tmey Hogan— | 
( nittesc on Pensions. 

A] a bill (H. R. 19144) forthe relief of Charles Blood—to 
the ¢ nmittee on Clain 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13145) for 
the 1 f James W. Ken to the Committee on 'C aaa 

bill (H.. R. 13146) for the relief of James W. Kenney— 
to ti nittee on Claims 

B : RIGHT: A bill pS 1EREE) Bee nting an increase of | 
pen to hemia A. Young—to the Committee on Invalid | 

1 r. WILLAAMS of Mis hssippi: 2 A bill (H.R. 13148) forthe 
re] f t] ir Vernon |} aa yhns ston, deceased, late of Hinds 
County, it » the Committee.on War Claims. 

] Hi. R. 13149) for ‘an relief of the estate of Angi 
sr., deceased, late of Eiinds County, Mics.—to the | 
2 on War Claims. ; 
a} (E.. R. 18156) for the relief of the estate of Jane N. 
( cd 1, late of Warren Connty, Miss.—to the ‘Com- 
mit n Wa laims 
a bil . H.R. 18161) for the relief of the estate of R. T. 
Brown, deceased, late of Warren County, Tenn.—to the ‘Com- 
mit on War Claims. 

By Mr. W LA AMS of Tilmois: A bill (H. R. 13152) granting 

of pension to William L. Luster—to the Committee 


, | vahnd BP , 
UO. vahiad Pen 


ions. 











v Mr. BELL of Cabtifornia: Petition of J. V. Williams and 19 
ae and Rev. J. D. F. Houck and 15 others, of ‘Chico: P. 
82 others I. ‘C. Davis and 20 others. and E 


Own 





Ohapman and 26 others, of Petaluma, all in California, in f: 
of the Hepburn-Deliver bill—to the Committee on the Judici 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of ‘G. A. Chamberlin and 
other voters, Mrs. J. E. Jewell, president of the Woman's'Cim 
tian Temperance Union and other organizations, B. \ . Hoh 
and — voters, and N. V. Meore and 24 other waters: of Mor: 
Kans., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the ‘Commi 

| the Judaica lary. 

Also, petition ef the Presbyterian, Methodist,:and Christi 
churches of Pleasanton, Kans., for the passage of the He} 
bill—to the ‘Committee on the Jndiciary. 

Also, petition of merchants of Blue Mound, Kans.. prot: 
against the parcels-post bill—to the‘Committee on the Post-Oii 
and Post-Roads 

Also, affidavits. of J. M. Johnston. ‘C. G. Bilis, and J. M 
son, relating ‘to bill H. R. 12842, for thereliet of J. M. Jo 
to the c ‘ommittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOWTIE: Petition of H.W. Tucixer and 23 others 
ee an in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliv er bill—to the ( 

| mittee-on the Judie iary. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: Petition of merchants of 
wano, Wis., against pacsage of the Hearst domestic parcels 
bill—to the Comnnittee on the Post-Office and Post-Rouds 

Also, petition of R. E. Holston and 14.efhers,of Ashland, ¥ 

| in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—te the ‘Committee on 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of H. W. Reinecke and 54 other 
Fanlkton,S. Dak.. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—t 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of the Women's Christian Tem 
perance Union of Auburn, Nebr., infaver of bi'l toforbid sale « 

| liquors in' Government buildimgs—to the Committee on Alcu 
Laquor Trafiic. 
| By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of Charlotte F. Wilder, ot 


Also,a bill (H. R. 18158 anting a pension to Joseph Thacker— | 
to the Committee on Invahd Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13154) for the re- 
lief of John T. Ww t—to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 13155) granting a pension to 
Philip Yoh \ the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

} bill (A. R. 18186) | ing a pension to Michael Fitz- 
pati -to the Committee on id Per , 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A R i) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military rec f Andrew Jackson 
O in—to the Committee on Mi hits ary Ag airs. 

Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. B. 18158) granting an increase 
of ion to Beckwith A. McNemar—to the “ anata on In 
Vai BSIONsS. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions-and papers 
were 'a'd on the Clerk’s desk and referred .as follows: 

By the SPEAKYE Petition of Ditrida M. Lundbiad, of Chi- 
cago, Lil., agaist le of cigarettes to mimors—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Neoga, Tl., agaist ithe parcels- 


to the Committee on the Rost-Office-and Post-RKoads. 


ill— 

Mr. ACHESON: 
yterian Church in the United States, for the passage of the 
“pburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the American Association ef Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels. for the building of a hght-house on 
Diamond Shoal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


post 
By 
} 


H 


“T? 


Manhattan, Kans.. for legislation favorable +o literary worker 
and .anuthors—to the Comnitteeon the Post-Office and Post-Road 

Also, letter of J. J. and W. F. Muenzenmayer, protesting 
against the passage of the Frye bill—to the Committee on Insulat 


ay ral 





| Affairs 


Memorial of the General Assembly of ‘the | 
| . . oon 
| terests,an faver of the Brownlow geodzroads bill—to 


Also, resolutions of the Kansas Federation of Commercial In- 
the Com 
mittee on Avriculture. ; 

Also, resolutions of the Kansas Federation of Commercial In- 
terests, of Topeka, for the pasfige of the Quarles bill, known as 
5. 2439—to the Committee on Ways.and Means. 











DAVEY of Louisiana: Resolution of the Louisiana Bar 
n.in favor of bill H. R. 10011—to the Committee on 


ry. 
DAVIS of Minnesota: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
iting a pension to Frances E. Truesdellto the Com- 
, Invalid Pensions. 
_DEEMER: Petition of residents of Eldred Township, 
« County, Pa., in favor of the Brownlow good-roads 
the Committee on Agriculture. 
DRAPER: Resolution of the Fifth Annual Supervisors’ 
Convention, held at Albany, N. Y., in favor of the 
w good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
netition of Jac ‘ob Hasslacher, of New York, in favor of 
»76—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
(ir. ESCH: Resolution of the Milwaukee Foundrymen’s 
m, against passage of bill to limit the meaning of the 
‘conspiracy,’” ete. > Committee on the Judiciary. 
[r. B rt T'ZGERALD: Besciatiansed the Fifth Annual Super- 
hway Convention, of New York, in favor of the Brown- 
9 it roads bitl—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
» Mr. FLACK: Petition of members of Lake Seamen’s Union 
shure, N. Y., favoring the enactment of bill H. R. 12230— 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Rev. P. M. Snyder and 54 others, 
-ford, Ill., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
\iso. memorial of the M. A. Love Manufacturing Company and 
in favor of improvement of Kaw Valley—to the Commit- 
, Rivers and Harbors. 





opposition to a parcéls-post bill—to the Committee on the 
Office and Post-Roads. 
ir. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolution of the executive 
lof the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, relative to a 
ater at Point Judith Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 
nd Harbors. 
\lso. resolution of the legislature of Massachusetts, relative to 
lation to protect oc i fish from sharks and dogfish—to the 
ee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. GRIFFITH: Resolution of Retail Lumber Dealers’ As- 
- ‘ m of Indiana, against passage of the anti-injunction bill 
e the Committee on the Judiciary. 
resolution of the Retail Lumber Dealers’ Association of 
-ainst the passage of the eight-hour law—to the Com- 
n Labor. 
-- HAY: Petitions of J. L. Bush and 15 others, 
dS. L. Lupton and 22 others, of Brucetown, Va. 


of Clarke, 
, In favor 
Ss ) Hepburn ean bill—to the Committee onthe. Iu dicviary 
S By Mr. HEDGE: Petition to acc ompany bill for relief of W alter 
L. Leighton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
.lso, paper to accompany bill for relief of Waiter L. Leighton— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
by Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of R. W. Richards and others, 
Spencer County, Ind., in favor of Brownlow good-roads bill 





to the Committee on Agriculture. 

by Mr. HERMANN: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation of the Northwest, favoring appropriation for Lewis and 
Clark exposition—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts 


and Exp ositions. 

Also, resolutions of the Pacific Coast Jobbersand Manufacturers’ 
Association, against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
the bir t-Office and Post-Roads. 

, petitions of G. A. G. Moore and 18 others, of Turner, 
). N. Brown and 9 others, of Butteville precinct, Oreg., 
1. Crandall and 43 others, of Stayton, Oreg., for the -pas- 
sage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. 


y y 
ani li 


sag 


Se of Connecticut: Petition of Rev. D. E. Jones 
and 25 « ‘s, of Ellington, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dol- 
liver bill— t ) the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of Rev. James R. 
ris and 20 others, of Passaic, N. J., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Di liver bill —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Dwight Post, No. 108, Grand Army of the 
Re] ublie, of New Jersey, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 
Com littee on Invalid Pensions. 


ith 


Me 


% _, bY Mr. KLINE (by request): Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of M. F. ¢ ‘onnolly—to the Committee on Claims. 
iy Mr. KLUTTZ: Petition of the Bar Assoc ation of Muse ee, 
Ind. r., asking for additional judges—to the Committee on the 
PF Judiciary. 
4 Also, petition for relief of Walter V. Brem, jr.—to the Com- 
nhnttee on Claims. 


__ 411850, petition of Robert C. Rivers and 59 other voters of Boone, 


tor passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the 
ary. 
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| favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to t 


. resolution of the North Dakota Retail Hardware Associa- 


; Mr. KNAPP: Protest from residents of Jefferson County, | 






4 
N. Y., against the passage of bill H. R. 7 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Northern a Ww 
Manufacturers’ Alliance, of Wat 
freight-rate legislation—to the C 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: Petition of citizens of Cent 
ville, Md., relative to dredging Corsica River, in Quee: 
Md.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of residents of Worcester County, Md., in fa 
of the Brownlow good-roads bil—to the Committee on Agrict 
ture. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: Petitions of William B. 
others, of Gloucester; G. P. Smith and 23 othe rs, of ¢ ‘ol ANS 
James Arthur Winn and 36 others, of Wachapreague; Rev 


‘rtown, N. Y. 
ommitte > 


. prot ing agai 


win Gardner and 28 others, of Cape Charles, and W. D. Stoak] 
| and 22 others, of Cheriton, all in Virginia, and of C. C. Remsbu 
and 36 others and J. Cairns and 14 others, of Seattle, Wash.. i 


e Committee on the Ju 


diciary. 
By Mr. LACEY: Petition of C.S. B ind others, of Albia 
Iowa, against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the P 
| Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. LAMB: Petitions of J. B. Carneal and 9 others, of Han 
ove r County; W.H. Brock and 30 others, of tu d; Fray 


Kerns and 30 others, of Man« 
of Hanover County 


‘hester, and G. ° 
, all in Virginia, in favor of the Hepbur 


liver bill—to the Committee on the Judic : , 

By Mr. LANNING: Petitton of citizen f Flemington, N. 
in favor of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to tl l 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the Fifth Annual Super 
Highway Convention, held Albany, N. Y 1 favi 
Brownlow good row s bill—to the Committee on A 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Paper to a m1) 1 H. R. 
creasing pension of H. C. Thor to the Committee on 
Pensions 

\lso, petition of Rev. O. M. Omew and o s, of 
Springse N. Y..in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bil ( 


mittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of H. M. Bean and 82 
of Camden, Me., and Rev. George 8S. Hill and 
Hodgkins and 11 others, of Greene, Mi i fa of 
Dolliver bill—to the Comunittee on the Judicint 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of J. A. Ja land 
of St. Clair County, Mich.. in favor of the Hepburn- 
to the Comittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McNARY: Petition of Joseph A. McGowan, 
Quincy, Mass.,in favor of erection of a i t to 
of Commodore John Barry—to the Comn ee on th I 

Also, petitions of Eldridge Terry and 41 others, of Dor 
Mass.; Rev M. Pierce and 383 others, of Medfield. Mass 
Heury H. Faxon and 27 others, of Quincy, Mass., i , 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the I 

By Mr. MAHON: Resolution of Grand Army t R 
Post. No. 685, Department of Pennsylvania, in favor a 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

By Mr. MA 2SHALL: Petitions of J« am rie! Land 
ers, of Grand Forks County, N. Dak id A. ] 
others, of Traill County, N. Dak., in peat Hepbur1 ] 
ver bill—to the as e on the Judiciary 

By Mr. MAYNA : Petitions of Gk D. ¢ i 
others, of Isle of Wie rht, Va.. and W. L ait and 
Norfolk, Va., in favor of the Hepburn-! iver bill >t 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Reuben Cox and 22 
Rose Hill, Kans.,in favor ot the Hepburn-Doiliver 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Brownlow Post, No. 79, Grand Army of tl 


Republic, of Severy, Kans., in favor of a service-pension lay 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. petition of Post No. 60, ta Viste, Kans..in favor of } 
H. R. 7873, nee as the ** Curtis bill ’’—to the Committee on 

valid Pensior 

Also, petition of Rev. Reuben F. Rig ; and 59 others, of B 
clay, Kans..in favor of the Hepburn-L¢ ollix r bill—to the ‘| 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany claim of Doc I i—to the Con 
mittee on C1 aims, 

By Mr. MURDOCK: Resolutions of M ine Post, No 
Grand Army of th e Republic, of Ka .in rofa 
pension law—to the Committee on In) 

Also, petition of the Kansas Sti b ‘ ire, relative 
to irrigation—to the Committee on Lrrig n 

Also, petitions of citizens of Conway “pring 


others, of Jackson Township; J. B. Colli d and 75 others 
Pretty Prairie; W. L. Fleener and 64 others, 


of & 


on interstate and For 


2453 


70338—to the Committee 
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Samuel J. Rudel and 36 others, of Belpre; G. W. Wright saa 


others, and B. H. Albertson and others, of Kiowa County; D. D. 


Aken and others, of Sterling; C. E. Haworth and 39 others, C. | 


M. Chism and 32 others, and D. 8. Pickett and 35 others, of Ar- 
gonia, all in Kansas, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEVIN: Petition of S. B. Timmons and 41 others, of 
Camden, Ohio, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of L. E. Paxton and 25 others and E. H. Wysong 
and 11 others, of College Corner, Ohio, in favor or the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Resolutions of Weimers Post, No. 494, of 
Lebanon; Coleman Post, No. 467, Annville; Captain J. W. Sharp 
Post, No. 871, Newville;*S. W. Lascomb Post, No. 351, Steelton; 
General Simon Cameron Post, No. 78, Middletown; Kennedy Post, 
No, 490, Mount Holly Springs, and Chester Post, No. 280, Wil- 
liamstown, all in Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsalvania: Resolutions of Posf 
820, of Pinegrove; Post 146,of Shenandoah; Post 110, of Mahanoy 
City; Post 17, of Minersville; Post 47, of St. Clair; Post 189, of 
Tamaqua, and Post 144, of Port Carbon, all in Pennsylvania, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petitions of Local Union No. 1543, of Shaft; Local Union 
No. 1571, of Tamaqua; Local Union No. 1685, of Shenandoah; 
Local Union No. 1516, of Lost Creek; Local Union No. 1541, of 
Gilberton; Local Union No. 1600, of Ravine; Local Union No. 
1587, of Llewellyn, and Local Union No. 1217, of Luzerne, United 
Mine Workmen of America, and Central Trades and Labor As- 


sembly, of Shenandoah, all in Pennsylvania, in favor of bills | 


H. R. 89 and 7041—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Affidavits toaccompany bill H. R. 12966.grant- 
ing a pension to Charles H. Lakey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: Letter from Joseph W. Hunter, the State 
highway commissioner of Pennsylvania, for the passage of the 
Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the erection of a monument 
to the memory of John Barry—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petitions of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Jennings; Rev. J. 8S. Trumbull and others, of Violanta; 

fey. Isaac Johnson and 88 others, of Phillipsburg: F. H. Hay- 
ward and 42 others, of Jennings and vicinity; Rev. J. R. McBur- 
ney and congregation, of Quintio, and Rev. H. W. Dalrymple and 
others, of Mount Ayer, all in Kansas, in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of John Larabee and 13 others, 
of Melrose, Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Petition of the people of 
the parish of Livingston, La., asking for improvement of Colyell 
Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also. papers to accompany claim of H. B. Benjamin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the Fifth Annual Supervisors’ 
Highway Convention, held at Albany, N. Y., January 26-27, 1904, 
in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Association of Masters and Pilots of 
Steam Vessels, relative to a light-house on Outer Diamond Shoal, 
North Carolina—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the United Commercial Travelers of America, 
Brooklyn Council, No. 165, urging enactment of the Badger 
amendment to the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Fifth Annual Supervisors’ 
Highway Convention of New York, in favor of the Brownlow 
good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolutions of the Kansas Federation of Com- 
mercial Interests, favoring the enactment of legislation to prevent 
discrimination in rates—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Western Association of Shoe Whole- 
salers, favoring enactment of legislation to prevent discrimina- 
tion in freight rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 


Also, resolutions of the Kansas Federation of Commercial Inter- | 


ests, favoring the passage of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Paper to accompany bill granting 
an increase of pension to Catharine R. Rice—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


| 











| tain reforms in the Post-Office Department—to the Committ, 





FEBRUARY 27, 
Pa., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committ.- 
the Judiciary. 


By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Resolution of Pomona Grat 


No. 48, Patrons of Husbandry, of Clio, Mich., in favor . th 


on 


| Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 


and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Brighton Farmer's Club, relative to cor. 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. " 

Also, petition of George Stowe, of Unadilla, Mich., in fayor of 
the Hepburn-Doiliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Resolution of Don S. Root Poet 
No. 126, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigay 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of George Miller and 124 others, of Pewamo, Mich. 
and Rev. A. B. Johnson and 35 others, of Saranac, Mich., in fayoy 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Washington C'rcle, No. 17, Ladies of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension })i]|— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Young Woman's 
Union (50 members) and of Woman’s Christian Tem; erance 
Union (100 members) of Apollo, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of W. H. Palmer and 21 others, of 
Brownsdale, Minn.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WADE: Resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 179. 
of Davenport, Iowa, in favor of bill H. R. 6—to the Committe 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Friends’ Church of West Branch, Iowa. in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of John M. Hoise and Adolph C. Lepper, against 
passage of the Hepburn interstate liquor bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. a 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of carriers of rural delivery 
routes Nos. 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, and 9, of Albion, N. Y.; 20, of Youngs. 
town; 28 and 29, of Burt; 35 and 37, of Middleport, and 39, of 
Gasport, all in New York—to the Committee on the Post-Ofiice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to accompany bill grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph Thacker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 12634, granting an increase 
of pension to James W. Cheek—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petitions of Albert Heck and 32 others, 
of Racy, W. Va., and W. H. Piggott and others, of Lubec, W. 
Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


mn 





SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 27, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett Harr. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's } 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. CULLOM, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance 
with its request, the bill (S. 167) granting an increase of pension 
to J. Hudson Kibbe. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to tlie 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9480) making ay) 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 0! | 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1995, and for 01 
purposes; asks a conference with the Senate on the disagree: 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BD). 
HAM, Mr. LitTavurR, and Mr. LIVINGSTON managers at the con!:! 
ence on the part of the House. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented petitions of 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Greenfield, Pa.; of t) 
congregation of the Asbury Methodist Episcopal Church. of |’ 
troit, Mich., and of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
Erie County, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to res" 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; wll’ 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of Philippine Lodge, No. 706, © 


By Mr. SHIRAS: Petition of Rev. I. W. Sprull, of Pittsburg, | St. Louis, Mo.; of the Turn Verein of Cleveland, Ohio; of the 


petteicodnasielan cee 
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. eutscher Gilde, Walhalla Lodge, No. 50, of Milwaukee, 
. Austria Verein, of Medford, in the State of Wisconsin; 
German-American Legion, No. 46, of Rochester, N. 


rT rein of New Braunfels, and of the Schnetzen Verein of 
I 1.in the State of Texas, r mmonstrating against the en- 
a of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
: x liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 


1wlciary. 
r. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Savoy, 
Cynbeam, Vermont, Camp Point, East Jordan, 
) i. and Chicago; of the congregation of the Zion Methodist 
1 Church, of Verona; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
nion of East Jordan; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
(nion of Kankakee; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
1 , of La Salle; of the congregation of the United Presbyterian 
Church, of Sunbeam; of the Christian Endeavor Society of the 
( 


ad 







hristian Church of Abingdon, and of the Public School Teachers 
of Abingdon, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

\ir. BURROWS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Flat 
Rock, Mich., in support of the bill (S. 1716) granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors confined in so-called ‘* Confederate prisons; ”’ 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry rural letter carriers of 
Battle Creek, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
increase the salaries of rural free-delivery mail carriers: which 
wis referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Local Lodge No. 38+, Interna- 
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| remonstrating against the passage of the so-called “ eig! 


Y.; of | 


nan Turn and Schvetzen Verein, of Yorktown; of the | 


Edgar County, | 


tional Association of Machinists, of Lansing City; of the Trades | 
and Labor Assembly, of Benton Harbor and St. Joseph, and of | 
Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 213, of Grand Rapids, all of the 


American Federation of Labor. in the State of Michigan, praying 
that an appropriation be made to increase the capacity of the 


Naval Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.; which were referred | 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Washington Cirele No. 17, De- 
partment of Michigan, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
fe also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Benzonia, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the in- 
terstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


\ 


| American Federation of Labor, of Fal 


He also presented a memorial of the Star Brass Works, of Kala- 


mazoo, Mich., remonstrating against the adoption of the metric 
system of weights and measures: which was referred to the Seleci 
Committee on Standards, Weights, and Measures. 

“ 


, 
He also pri 


sented a petition of the Pomological Society of South 
Haven and Casco, Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“Brownlow good-roads bill;’’ which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of Rev. George A. 
Downey, of Jackson; of Rev. W. R. Cochrane. D. D., of Antrim: 
of Rev. J. H. Nichols, of Derry; of Rev. C. H. Farn rth, of 
Manchester, and of the Christian Endeavor Society of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Antrim, all in the State of New Hamp- 
shire, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
Interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Evangelical Association 
of the German Emanuel Church, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lansing, Min- 
neapolis, and Marshall, all in the State of Minnesota, praying 1 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporia- 
hon of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor 
society of the Christian Church of Milford, N. J., and a petition 
( » Ladies of the Golden Eagle of Manahawkin. N. J., praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
ReEep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah: which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. : 

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 307, 
American Federation of Labor, of New Brunswick, N. J., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called ‘‘ eight-hour bill;*” which was 
reterred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He.also presented memorials of Golding Sons Company, of Tren- 
ton; of J. R. McCardell & Co., of Trenton, and of the Hudson 
Porcelain Company, of Trenton, all in the State of New Jersey, 














Sp 


bill ’’ and also the anti-injanction bill; which were referred t 
Committee on Education and Labor. 
7 } ’ 


? + . wr ; > 
He also presented petitions of sundry citizens 


Tuekerton, Woodstown, and Haddonfield: of th n 









the Methodist Episcopal Church of Fle ston: of t 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Tu n, and of 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union Tae n, in 
State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislat 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating lig 
which were referred to th mmittee on the Ju : 

Mr. MALLORY (for Mr. Taniart ) ? en i a pet 
th igregation of the First B Chur e nvl 
praying for the enactment of |! lation to regula d 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to 
Comumnittee on the Judi inry. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of Garfield Post, No. 25, 
partment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Wi 
Kans. , praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 





was referred to the Committee on Pension 
He also presented a memorial of su 
monstrating against the pas 
bill; ’? which was referred to the 
Post-Roads. 
He also presented a petition of the Kansas Federation of ( 
mercial Interests, praying for the enactment of legislati 








ndry citizens 
»of the so-called ‘‘ parcel 
Commiti°e on Pcst- 


g L 

large the powers of the Interstate Comm @ ¢ i: 

was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented a petitioa of the Kansas Federation of 


mercial Interests, praying that an appropriation 
construction and maintenance of public hi: l 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 





He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of ns, V 
Rose Hill, Parsons, and Whitewater, all in the State of K 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were refer1 


‘ } Witte . 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Central 


tion of the Central Labor Union of Fitchburg, Mass.. p 
that an appropriation be made to increase 


the capacit 
Naval Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.; which \ 








to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the W: n Womans’ Cl 
Woburn, Mass.. praying for an investigation of the charges 
and filed against Hon. R Su tor m ft ~ 
Utah: which was referred to the Committee on Privileg 
Elections. 

He also presented petitions of the congreg T Chi 
Chureh of Sedan, Kans.: of the Society of Friends of Li: 
Nebr.: of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union Law 
of 8s ndry ¢ itizens of Whitman: of the W mans ‘ i 
perance Union of Natick: of the congregation of the‘ 

Church of Gilbertville: of the Young People’s Society ( 
tian Endeavor and the Woman’s Chr n Te n 
Gilbertville: of the Woman's Christian Temperance { 

W hitman, and of the congregati f the Fi ist ( 
Whitman, all in the Stat Massach x 
actment of legisiation to regulate the inters 

intoxicating liquors; which were referred to tl 

the Judiciary 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the American A 
of M;: and Pilots of Steam Vessels of it finn... } 
that relief be granted to James Ca Oss ? . 
ployed by the Gove mt as sec i! eon! it- 

Haze; which was referred to the ‘ mittee on 

He also presented a petition he « “eg t 

German Evangelical Church, of S wl. 2 
‘tment of legislation to prevent the nu a 

laws: which was referred to the Commit 

also presented a petition of the con 

Methodist Episcopal Charch of Owatom 

of John Hellier and 76 other citiz 

for the enactment of legis ion to 

portation of int iting liquors; whi 

mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of B rth C 
partment of ine, | ies of the ( \rin 
f Portland, Me., praying for tl 
law: which was referred to the Com t nP 

He also presented the petition of C1 3P rt 
Sixth Maine Volunteer Inf: y, pl y r 
allowances of second lieu n? 


officer of Company E, Si r Infantry, f1 
cember 4, 1863, to May 3, 1864, less sergeent’s pay dur 
1 time; which was referred to the Committee on Mili 
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He also presented the petiticn of M. J. Dow and sundry other therein; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


citizens of Plymouth, Me., praying that an appropriation be made 
for the construction and maintenance of public highways; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the North Dakota Retail Hard- 
ware Association, of Grand Forks, N. Dak., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of James Garfield Circle, No. 1, 
Department of West Virginia, Ladies of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for the enactment of a 
a law; which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Island Literary Club, of 
Wheeling, W. Va., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Richland Grange, No. 76, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Lewisburg, W. Va., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation toregulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. . 

Mr. WARREN presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 43) for the relief of Miss L. V. Belt, administratrix of Alfred 
C. Belt, deceased; which were referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

CONDITIONS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to present a paper on con- 
ditions in the Philippines. by David J. Doherty, M.D. Doctor 
Doherty is an eminent scholar and was interested in the Philippines 
long before the recent historical events. He has visited there and 
made a very interesting statement of his observations. I move 
that the paper be printed as a document and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines. 

The motion was agreed to, 


PHYSIOLOGY IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I present a paper which is a reply to the 

yhysiological subcommittee of the committee of fifty, by Mrs. 

Saesy H. Hunt, a very distinguished woman, who is interested in 
the scientific teaching of physiology in the public schools. 

I move that the paper be printed as a document, and I further 
move that 1,000 additional copies be printed, to be deposited in 
the document room of the Senate. It is not avery lengthy paper. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, end submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4180) to amend sections 1288, 1293, and 1294 of the 
Code of the District of Columbia, relating to marriage, so as to 


“authorize marriages according to the custom of the Society of 


Friends or Quakers; and 

A bill (H. R. 2871) to incorporate the Mutual Investment Fire 
Insurance Company of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3288) to provide a pub- 
lic park on Georgetown Heights, in the District of Columbia, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself 
on the 3d instant, proposing to appropriate $6,000 for paving Q 
street between Twenty-second and Twenty-third streets NW., in 
the city of Washington, intended to be proposed to the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill, reported it with an amendment, 
submitted a report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6494) to approve and ratify act No. 
73 of the legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 4632) for the relief of 
John Conner, sr.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4638) for the relief of the estate of 
Zeno T. Harris, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 4634) extending to Indian Ter- 
ritory certain provisions of the laws of the Territory of Oklahoma 
relating to rates of interest, and making the same operative 





Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 4635) granting an jp. 
crease of pension to David Misener; which was read twice hy 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com. 
mittee on Pensions. ' 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 4636) to validate certain orig. 
inal homestead entries and extend the time to make final proofs 
thereon; whith was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pou. 
sions: 

A bill (S. 4637) granting a pension to Ernestine Lavigne; 

A bill (S. 4638) granting an increase of pension to Edwin F, 
Barrett; and 

A bill (S. 4639) granting an increase of pension to Samuel P, 
Starrett. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4640) to supplement and 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River, and to establish it as a pust- 
road,’ approved February 28, 1903; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MALLORY. For my colleague [| Mr. TALIAFERRO], who is 
unavoidably absent, I introduce the bill that I send to the desk. 

The bill (8. 4641) confirming to certain claimants thereto por- 
tions of lands known as Fort Clinch Reservation, in the State of 
Florida, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MALLORY. There are some papers in connection with 
the bill which are important as explaining its purpose, and, at 
my colleague’s request, I move that they be printed as a Senate 
document and, with the bill, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $23,000 for house and furniture for a chemical engine 
company, to be located near Benning, D. C., including cost of 
connecting the house with fire-alarm headquarters, intended to 
be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill; which, with the accompanying memorandum, was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropr's 
$10,000 for the improvement of Grant street NW., between 4i: 
eenth street and Nineteenth street, intended to be propose vy 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bilk which ‘vas 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia and «r- 
dered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$6,000 for grading and macadamizing Shepherd-street NW. from 
Connecticut avenue extended to Idaho avenue, intended to iv 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation |i! 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and vr- 
dered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 to pay the Prospect Hill Cemetery for the land necess:ry 
for the extension of W and Albany streets east*’and North Caj- 
tol street, intended to be proposed by him to the District of o- 
lumbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commitice 
on the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment providing for tlic 
building of the colliers authorized by the naval appropriation a‘ 
in Government navy-yards, one collier to be built on the Paciiic 
and the other on the Atlantic coast, intended to be proposed !y 
him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to tle 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—JOHN WHITEHEAD. 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Pensions, to whom has been r 
ferred H. R. 5737, a bill granting an increase of pension to John Whitehe: 
be instructed to return all papers in thiscase to the House of Representati\: 
for further action in said case, no adverse report having been made there: 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9480) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other pur- 
poses, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


ota tal 


1904. 


- 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
‘zed to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
CuLLom, Mr. WARREN, and Mr, TELLER were appointed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
Barves, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had | 
on the 26th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 118) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
the State of Vermont money appropriated by the act of Congress 
of July 1, 1902, and to adjust mutual claims between the United 
States and the State of Vermont; 

An act (S. 277) for the relief of settlers on lands in Sherman 
County, in the State of Oregon; 

An act (S. 2818) permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River at or near the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton 
County, Minn.; 

An act (S. 8720) to authorize the St. Joseph and Grand Island 
Railway Company, in the reconstruction of the bridge across the 
Missouri River at-or near St. Joseph, Mo., to lower said bridge 
and to shorten the draw spans thereof; 

An act (S. 3800) donating gun carriages to the Connecticut 
comunissioners for the care and preservation of Fort Griswold; and 

An act (S. 4125) to authorize the Little Rock and Monroe Rail- 
way Company to construct, maintain, and use the bridge across 


Ouachita River, in the State of Louisiana, at a point between | 


Ouachita City and the mouth of Bayou Loutre. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insists 


upon its amendment to the bill (S. 3317) authorizing the Secre- | 


tary of the Interior to grant right of way for pipe lines through 
Indian lands, agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Curtis, Mr. Brown of Wisconsin, and Mr. STEPHENS of 
Texas managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


The message also announced that the House had passed a bill | 


(H. R. 12220) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30,1905, and for other purposes; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

TRANSPORTATION OF SUPPLIES FOR ARMY AND NAVY. 

Mr. HALE. I move to take up Senate bill 2263, which was be- 
fore the Senate when we adjourned. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2263) to re- 
quire the employment of vessels of the United States for public 
purposes. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


the bill to the Committee on Commerce. 
the roll. 
Mr. MALLORY. Is debate in order now? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
commit is only in order now. 


The Secretary will call 


Mr. MALLORY. I desire to give some reasons why I shall | 


vote to recommit the bill. 
Rey: ene There is nothing in order except the calling of 
the roll. 
Mr. HALE. The Senate was dividing when we adjourned. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll call having been or- 


dered and proceeded with, nothing is in order except the call of | 


the roll. 


Mr. PETTUS. I will inquire what is the exact question on | 


which we are to vote? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. BERRY. Does the Chair hold that because no quorum | 


voted, a quorum now being present, the motion to commit can 
not be discussed, but that we must vote on the motion? I respect- 
fully submit to the Chair that, there being no quorum on the roll 
call, it was equivalent to no action whatever and that the motion 
to recommit is now debatable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
opinion. 

Mr. HALE. The yeas and nays had been ordered, and they 
were called once, and a lack of a quorum was disclosed. Of 
course you can not come in this morning with debate any more 


than you could yesterday, until after that vote is settled. We | Louisiana |Mr. McENrery]. 


did not complete the vote. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But, there being no quorum 


That has been 


present on the roll call, the whole thing drops. 
the custom of the Senate. 


The question is on the motion | 
made by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], to recommit | 
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Mr. BERRY. That has been the rule since I have been here, 

Mr. HALE. Theoriginal motion disclosed the lack of a quorum. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, happening to be in the 
chair temporarily, I will state the parliamentary status. “Of 
course I may be wrong in my view. 

The roll call disclosed the lack of a quorum. A call of the 
Senate was then made, and a quorum appeared. I suppose the 
next procedure would have been another roll call on the question 
which was then pending, and would not that come over this morn- 
ing? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
showed a quorum? 

Mr. GALLINGER. There was. 

Mr. HALE. There was a roll call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was not informed 
of that fact. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Chair will permit me, the custom has been 
where there is a roll call on any proposition which discloses that 
there is no quorum the whole order is null and void, and it comes 
back to the original proposition to recommit when a quorum does 
appear. The vote that was taken, there being no quorum at the 
time, was a nullity, and it has been held repeatedly that when a 
quorum does appear, then the question is still open for debate. 

Mr. LODGE. No, never. 

Mr. BERRY. A yea-and-nay call was had, but the vote was 
not taken. It occurs to me that that has been the rule and that 
it is the correct rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that where there has been a roll call ordered, and on the call no 
quorum is developed, and the same day a call of the House is had, 


Was there a roll call which 


| and a quorum is developed, the first thing immediately to be done, 


then, is to proceed with a new roll call. 
Mr. BERRY. I submit tothe Chair that such has not been the 
ractice. 
. Mr. HALE. I think it has always been the practice, 

Mr. BERRY. I know it has not. 

Mr. LODGE. It has been the universal practice. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say further that immediately upon 
a quorum appearing I suggested that the roll call should proceed 
on the motion to recommit, but pending that the Senator from 
Maine moved to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is entirely clear 
about it. The presence of a quorum has been developed. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the call on? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the motion made by the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). Ihave 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Stone}, 
and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the junior Senator from Mississippi {| Mr. 





A vote on the motion to re- | 


The Chair is inclined to that | 


| McLAURIN]. I transfer that to the senior Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. Burton], and vote. I vote ‘*‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. GAMBLE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. NeEwLanps]. He 
is not present, and I will transfer my pair to the senior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kearns]. I will 
| transfer that pair to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bate], and 

vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctoi 
I do not see him present. If he were here, I should vote “ ye: 
| Mr. SCOTT. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Florida [Mr. TaLIAreERRO]. I suggest to the senior Sena- 
tor from Florida [Mr. MALLory] that, if it is agreeable to him, 
we transfer our pairs. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is agreeable. 

Mr. SCOTT. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a general 
| pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]. I 
do not know how that Senator would vote. If he were present 
_and I were at liberty to vote, I should vote “nay.” I withhold 

my vote. 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. DEPEW. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
I transfer that to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania {[Mr. PENROSE], and vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 
| Mr. CULLOM. I havea general pair with the junior Senator 
from Virginia |[Mr. Martin]. I transfer that pair to the Sena- 
| tor from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and vote ™ nay.”’ 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE (after having voted in the negative). I 
voted under the transfer of pairs announced yesterday. 
paired with the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. CLarx]. 
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Dir- 
TR |}, and let my vote stand. ; 

Mr. MALLORY. I transfer my pair with the Senator from | 
Vermont |Mr. Proctor] to my colleague [Mr. TALIAFERRO], and 
vote ‘* yea.’’ 


Mr. McCOMAS. I desire to vote “‘ nay.’”’ but I will first ask if 
the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAckBURN] has voted? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not voted. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I withhold my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 39; as follows: 
YEAS—19. 
B 1, Clay, Gibson, Pettus, 
] ; Cockrell, Latimer, Simmons, 
| Culberson, Mallory, Teller, 
( k, Daniel, Overman, Tillman. 
( ke, Ark Foster, La Patterson, 
NAYS—30. 
Alger, Dillingham, Hale, Mitchell, 
A Dryden Hansbrough, Nelson, 
A I - Elkins Hey burn, Perkins, 
Ry Fairbanks, Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
B re, Foraker, Hopkins, Quarles, 
B a, Foster, Wash Kean, Scott, 
Burr 3, Fry Kittredge, Smoot, 
Clapp Fulton Lodge, Stewart, 
Cullom, Gallinger, Long, Wetmore. 
Depew, Gambie, McCumber, 
NOT VOTING—431. 

Aldrich, Dietrich, McEnery, Platt, N. Y. 
Ankeny, Dolliver, McLaurin, Proctor, 
Bali, Dubois, Martin, Quay, 
Bat Gorman, Millard, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Hawley, Money, Stone, 
Burton, Kearns, Morgan, Taliaferro, 
Clark, Mont. McComas, Newlands, Warren. 
Clark yo McCreary, Penrose, 


So the Si 
Commerce. 

Mr. HALE. I think the pending question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], which I move 
to lay on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the pending question. 
The amendment will be read to the Senate. 

The SecreTaRY. Amendment proposed by Mr. DAnrEL: At 
the end of the amendment offered by the Senator from North 
Dakota {|Mr. McCumber] and agreed to insert the words: 


nate refused to recommit the bill to the Committee on 


And provided further, That such freight charges do not exceed by 10 per 
cent the lowest bid offered for transporting such freight in foreign bottoms. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from 
moves to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. DanreL and Mr. TELLER called for the yeas and nays, and 
thev were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas (when his name wascalled). Ihave 
a general pair with the Senator from Nebraska {Mr. Mimuarp}. 
I see that he is not here this morning. I do not know how he 
would vote on this proposition. If he were here, I should vote 
eh 

Mr. DEPEW (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Louisiana |Mr. McENERY] to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania |Mr. PENROSE}, and vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. GAMBLE (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. NeEwLanps}. I 
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. 
AupricH]. and vote. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Krarns}] to the senior Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Bate], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. McCOMAS (when his name wascalled). I have a general 

transfer my pair to the Senator from Delaware [| Mr. Ba], and 
vote. I vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scotr] is paired with my col- 
league [Mr. TALIAFERRO]. I suggest to the Senator from West 


Virginia that we turn our pairs over to those gentlemen so as to | 


enable us to vote. 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well. 

Mr. MALLORY. I transfer my pair to my colleague [Mr. 
TALIAFERRO], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUARLES. I wish to announce that my colleague (Mr. 
SPOONER] is detained by illness and unable to be here. 





PRE AE WMEILS 


The 


| from Kansas [Mr. Burron]. 





Maine | 





Mr. WARREN. Byan arrangement for a transfer of pairs, the 


I am | Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] will stand paired with 
I | the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry], thus relieving the Sen- 


ator from Tennessee [Mr.CaRMACK] and myself, and enabling us 


to vote. I vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. CARMACK (after having voted in the negative). I have 
already voted. 

Mr. MITCHELL (after having voted in theaffirmative). Ihave 


a general pair with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dvuzpois]. 
tice that he is not present. 


rus 


I no- 
I will transfer my pair to the Senator 
My vote stands ** yea.”’ 
The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 20, as follows: 
YEAS—42. 


Alger, Dillingham, Hansbrough, Nelson, 
Allee, Dryden, Heyburn, Perkins, 
Allison, Elkins, Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
Ankeny, Fairbanks, Hopkins, Quarles, 
Bard, Foraker, Kean, Scott, 
Beveridge, Foster, Wash. Kittredge, Smoot, 
Burnham, Frye, Lodge, Stewart, 
Burrows, Fuiton, Long, Warren, 
Clapp, Gallinger, McComas, Wetmore. 
Culiom, Gambie, McCumber, 

Depew, Hale, Mitchell, 

NAYS—20. 

Bacon, Cockrell, Latimer, Patterson, 

3ailey, Culberson, McCreary, Pettus, 
Berry, Daniel, McLaurin, Simmons, 
Carmack, Foster, La. Mallory, Teller, 
Clay, Gibson, Overman, Tillman. 


NOT VOTING—27. 


Aldrich, Clarke, Ark. McEnery, Platt, N. Y. 


Ball, Dietrich, Martin, Proctor, 
Bate, Doiliver, Millard, Quay, 
Blackburn, Dubois, Money, Spooner, 
Burton, Gorman, Morgan, Stone, 
Clark, Mont. Hawley, Newlands, Taliaferro. 
Clark, Wyo. Kearns, Penrose, 


So Mr. DANTEL’s amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to renew the language of the amend- 
ment with the words “15 per cent’’ instead of ‘‘10 per cent” 
inserted. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay it on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Virginia will be stated. 

The Secretary. Add at the end of the amendment offered by 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumBerr] and agreed to 
the following: 

And provided further, That such freight charges do not exceed by 15 per 
cent the lowest bid offered for transporting such freig , ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine 
moves to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to insert ‘‘20 per cent’’ in the same 
amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offered an amendment last evening which 
I believe has not been acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
It was sent to the printer. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer it now. 

Mr. DANIEL. I believe I have the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SecreTARY. It is proposed to add the following addi- 
tional proviso: 

And provitled further, That such freight charges do not exceed by 20 per 
cent the lowest bid offered for transporting such freight in foreign bottoms 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon 
fers an amendment, which will be stated. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope the Senator from Maine will not make 


nt in foreigu bott 


It was not formally offered. 


. f | a motion to lay it on the table until after I submit a few observa- 
air with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackpury]. | 


tions giving my reason for the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Of course I will await the Senator’s convenience. 
After that I shall move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Oregon will be stated. . 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 3 (line 4 of the reprinted bill), 
after the word “ others,”’ insert ‘from and after July 1, 1905;”’ 
so that if amended the clause will read: 


That vessels of the United States, or belonging to the United States, and 


no others, from and after July 1, 1905, shall be employed in the transportation 
by sea of coal, provisions, etc. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I dislike very much to offer 


| an amendment that seems to be in opposition somewhat to what 


is considered proper legislation at this time by the Republican 
leaders of the Senate, but I feel compelled to do so for reasons 
which I will state. 


Iam not opposed, as my record in the Senate in the past will 
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clearly show, to legislation in the interest of American shipping | the still greater trade and increased commerce which we expect 


» to legislation which will promote the interests of the merchant 
marine. The word ‘subsidy’? has*no horrors for me. I voted 
cheerfully in the last Congress, as Senators know, for what was 
l-nown as the ** Frye-Hanna subsidy bill.”’ I would vote again for 
+hat same bill, or something having the same purpose in view, had 
| the opportunity. I also voted, however, at the same time with 
the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopaE], the 


chairman of the Committee on the Philippines, and with every 
other Republican Senator, and I think probably most Democratic 
Senators, for a bill which provided that the coastwise shipping 
laws should not be extended to our shipping between this country 

| the Philippine Islands until the 1st of July, 1904. That was 
. provision incorporated in the act approved by the President of 

he United States March 8, 1902. 

That bill was reported by the distinguished Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, supported by every member of the committee, and, as 
[ have said, supported, I think, perhaps almost unanimously by 
the Senate. At all events, by all the Republicans, and, I think, 
by many Democrats. 

“There were reasons for that legislation at that time. Other- 
wise it would not have received the sanction of the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts, as chairman of the Committee on 
the Philippines. It seems to me that the same reasons which ex- 
isted then, inducing hesitation for a time in extending our coast- 
wise navigation laws to our shipping between the United States 
and the Philippines, exist now. There has been novery great in- 
crease, although some, in the building of American ships for the 


Pacific coast, or for the Atlantic coast, for that matter, although | 


I think that that was a very wise piece of legislation and has 
done much to stimulate shipbuilding in this country. 

But the fact remains, Mr. President, notwithstanding the sta- 
tistics which have been quoted here in this discussion, that on the 
Pacific coast at least—and I think the same is true of the Atlantic 
coast—there is not sufficient American tonnage, especially and 
particularly steamship tonnage, to meet the demands of our rap- 
idly increasing trade. 

We are engaged in attempting to build up a great trade with 


ately, what will be the result? Instead of encouraging that trade 
it will strike it down. It will transfer it to Canada, to Australia, 
and to other foreign countries. 

Some attempt was made in the legislation reported from the 
Committee on the Philippines at the last Congress to reduce the 
tariff duties on goods coming to and going from the United States 
to the Philippines. I myself introduced an amendment toa then 
pending revenue bill to reduce customs duties 50 per cent. A 
little progress in that direction was made. Twenty-five per cent 
was taken off, together with the export taxes at the other end on 





| 
| 


| trolled, and operated by four corporations, namely, the 
our new possessions and with China and Japan, and if we com- | 
mence putting on the clamps and applying restrictions immedi- | 





| two—the Minnesotaand the Dakota. 
| pany owns, controls, and operates five—the Tremont, Shawmut, 


products imported into the United States which were wholly the | 


production of the Philippine Islands. Nothing more was done, 
however. The old tariff rates which existed between the United 
States and foreign countries as to products from this country to 
the Philippines were permitted to remain. I believe that some 
bill hea been reported at the present session from the Philippines 
Committee looking to a further cutting down of these trade re- 
strictions. 

If I had my way, Mr. President—and I think I voice the senti- 
ment of the Pacific coast, irrespective of party—I would strike 
down every barrier, so far as customs duties are concerned, be- 
tween the United States and our Philippine possessions. I believe 
that that is the sentiment of the people. I believe, furthermore, 
that it is the sentiment of a great many Senators; and I believe 
the only thing that has prevented that action being taken before 
now by the Republican party in Congress has been a feeling upon 
the part of Senators that the time has not yet arrived for such 
action by reason solely of the fact that the revenue arising from 
these customs duties seems to be necessary to meet deficits in the 
treasury of the Philippines. I sincerely trust the time is rapidly 
approaching when this necessity will no longer exist as a barrier 
to free and unrestricted trade between the United States and our 
insular possessions. 

I take no stock in the assaults which come from the other side 
of this Chamber upon nearly every effort that is made to build 
up American shipping, because I believe thoroughly in that policy; 
but I am not in favor of moving so rapidly in that direction and 
by means, the effect of which will be—and that will be the effect 
of this bill if it becomes a law immediately—to discriminate very 
largely in favor of certain special interests and certain special 
ports to the absolute destruction of other more general interests 
and the trade of other equally important maritime ports. 

It is said that we have 145,000 tons of American steam shipping 


on the Pacific coast, and about 160,000 tons on the Atlantic coast. | 


Thatis trne; but what does that amount to, Mr. President, when we 


to build up, not only between this country and our Pacific posses- 
sions, but with China and Japan? 

Why do I say that the effect of this proposed lezislation will be 
to discriminate in favor of certain ports and against certain other 
ports? There are on the Pacific coast all told but seventeen Ameri- 
“an steamships engaged in the oriental trade. Every one of these 
American steamships on the Pacific coast are registered and lo- 
cated in two ports. None of them ever come to the Columbia 
River, to the port of Astoria, or to the port of Portland, Oreg. 
They each and all clear either from San Francisco or Puget Sound. 

The following is a list of the seventeen American steamships 
registered on the Pacific coast: 

Sieamships available for Philippine trade between Pacific ports and the Piil- 
ippines after July 1, 1904. 
[Page 44, Report for 19938 of Commissioner of Navigation.] 





Vessel. Gross tons. Owner. 
| 

I -iscicndectaliasiibialaliianinitia cco tin 11,264 | Pacific Mail Steamship Co. 
OS SE a ee 11,276 Do, 
ri ali ces Naerniarigitons 13, 500 Do. 
ES EE Ce 13,500 Do. 
CED Ge BIG < ciaieneccdccsncss 5,079 Do. 
I al aeccsaiand Raion chudaed | 5, 060 Do. 
ad 5, 528 Do 
OOS ons oi cces snes nccese 21,000 | Great Northern Steamship Co. 
aaa ahd arama eels 21,000 Do. 
NE dkdcndss chcaeidien cae «me 9,606 | Boston Steamship Co. 
IIE ctainains Sarkis cmacec macs 9, 606 Do. 
EER shad acai des sneer Adan ated 4,417 Do. 
I el oa isch ceettincamninan | 3,753 Do. 
a | 3, 753 Do 


, 
PIER Gri dll, tatdich cshnssi wns eckciun ena | 3,502 | Northern Pacific Steamship Co 


ee 2, 837 Do. 
TE oi <itaaidennctalgnen amcicuines 2,811 Do. 
RN 2s So ie eo, 145,512 


aLaunched 





b Building. 


These seventeen vessels, it will be observed, are owned, con- 
Pacifie 
Mail Steamship Company owning, controlling, and operating 
seven—the Siberia, Korea, Manchuria, Mongolia (the last two but 
recently launched), City of Peking, China, and Peru; while the 
Great Northern Steamship Company owns, controls, and operates 
The Boston Steamship Com- 


Syria, Hyades, Pleiades,and Victoria; while the Northern Pacific 
Steamship Company owns, controls, and operates three—the Vic- 
toria, Olympia, and Tacoma. 

All these companies are deserving of the highest praise and are 
deserving of every consideration and aid consistent with the pro- 
tection and guardianship of other commercial interests for their 
great enterprise and patriotism in investing their capital in build- 
ing up and promoting the great American shipbuilding industry 
of this country and in promoting American trade and American 
commerce. And they shall always have my earnest I 
and aid, in so far as I can render it consist>nt with my duty to 
the interests of the great commercial State which I have the 
honor in part to represent on this fioor. 

But I can not be blind to the fact that inasmuch as all these 
great American steamships must clear always from either t! 
ports of San Francisco or Puget Sound, and never, not a si 


cooperation 


| one of them, from any Columbia River port. that the effect of the 


| vent this calamity as long as possible. 


| those supplies should be distributed equally, as far as possible 
come to ccnsider not only the great trade which already exists, but ‘ things being equal, between the three great ports on the Pacific 


Vl 






ental trade from the Columbia River ports either to the ports of 
San Francisco or Puget Sound; hence my strenuous opposition in 
the interest of the trade and commerce of my own State to pre- 
That the three great 
American steamship companies I have named will continue sul 
stantially the Government transportation from the ports of San 
Francisco and Puget Sound, whether this bill does or does not 
become a law, I have no kind of doubt, and I believe, furthermore, 
they will have all they can do. 

An examination of the records for the past few years will di 
close the fact that the Boston Steamship Company, through 
five steamships, has virtually controlled all Government trans- 
portation going out of Puget Sound to the Orient. Let there be 
unity of action, therefore, in this great national work of the de- 
velopment of the oriental trade, but, any legislation which di 
criminates in favor of one or more great commercial ports, either 
on the Pacific or Atlantic, for the purpose of promoting thi 
interests of one or more other commercial ports, is not only un- 
wise, but absolutely unjust. 

Mr. President, the Government of the Unit 
every few days for bids for forage to send to 
Department is absolutely fair. 


passage of the pending bill must of necessity be to divert all « 
t 


’ . as 

1d States is calling 
ing 

i. cr : eee 

t ie | QD Hipp es. The 


The Department believes that 


all 
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coast—Puget Sound, San Francisco, and the Columbia River. 
Unfortunately we have no American vessels, or, at least, but an 
occasional one, coming to the Columbia River. We produce in the 
“reat Willamette Valley, and in the Columbia River Valley, a | 
etter quality of hay and oats, and we can and do put in lower | 
bids for both than can either of the other ports—Puget Sound or 
San Francisco; and yet we are able to get but very little of the 
trade even now as the law stands. If, however, we are confined, 
compelled, as proposed by the pending bill, to do our shipping 
wholly in American bottoms, it will be an absolute destruction of 
all oriental trade from the great ports of the Columbia. That 
will be the effect of this bill. Iam flooded with dispatches from 
our boards of trade and our chambers of commerce imploring me | 
and my colleague not to destroy the bill, but to ask for a reason- 
able postponement of its effect, and that is why I have offered my 


1dment, 


am 
| suppose from the indications that it will be voted down, but 
I have felt itmy duty to submit these observations as the reasons 

” my course in offering the amendment, the effect of which is 

mply to postpone the operation of the bill until the Ist of July 
of next year. I sincerely trust the Senator having this bill in 
charge will consider the reasonableness of the amendment I pro- 
pose and consent to it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ore- 
gon a question in connection with his amendment, if I have his 
permission. 

‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
wicla? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ido. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Iam ata loss to understand the necessity 
x the Senator’s amendment, in view of the legislation which 
now exists. The Senator from Oregon must have given consider- 
able attention to the question-—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Not very much; I was not aware that this 
bill was coming up until yesterday. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I know the question I am about to ask will 
of interest to a number of Senators, and in order that it may 
be understood more clearly I wish to read a statement from the 

ecretary of War, which is published in Senate Document No. 94, | 
and which is as follows: 

in the act entitled ** An act temporarily to provide revenue for the Philip- | 

ne ands, and for other purposes,” approved on the 8th day of March, 

(y, is provided that the navigation laws of the United States shall not 
‘ nd to the Philippine Islands until the lst day of July, 1904. 
(hat is only a few months off. Then the statement continues: 
» that after that date all commerce between the United States and the 
ypine Islands must transported in American ships. Until that time 
h Y rce isopen toall ships. So that this act, if passed, would bein | 
el t but two years. 

This is acommunication from the War Department, dated May 
21,1902. If thisstatement from the War Department is correct— 

nd I take it that it is, for I have the act before me that is re- 
erred to in the communication—why should legislation of this 
nd be songht when, if the purpose is to send all traffic from the | 
United States to the Philippine Islands in American bottoms, that 
must be done under the law as it is to-day on the Ist day of July? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I take it for granted that one purpose of the 
proposed bill is to prevent that limitation applying to navigation 
between the different islands in the Philippines. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is aot the construction that is placed | 
upon it by the War Department. The War Department says: 
So that after that date all commerce between the United States and the 

Philippine Islands must be transported in American ships. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, that refers to the 
act that is now existent, and not to the pending bill, I think. 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; but under the act as it now exists all 
transportation of articles from the United States to the Philippine | 
Islands must, after the Ist of July of this year, be sent in Ameri- 
can bottoms. 

Mr. LODGE. 


Does the Senator from Oregon 


¢ 
l 


be 


be 


That is the existing law beyond a doubt. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is the existing law. 

Mr. LODGE. That, of course, applies only to the traffic be- 
tween the United States and the Philippine Islands. This bill 
covers all supplies carried to all parts of the world, and is very 
much broader than that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ah! But, Mr. President, the only state- 
ment we have heard made up to this time as to the necessity for this 
bill arises out of the necessity for the transportation of supplies 
from the United States and by the United States to the Philippine 
Islands for the necessities of the Army. 

Mr. LODGE. That may have been said in the debate, but the | 
coal supplies of the Navy are carriea to all parts of the world. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I shall be through in a mo- | 
ment. Without my amendment to this bill, of course, after the | 
1st day of July next all business must be transported in American | 
bottoms between the United States and the Philippine Islands. | 
There is no question about that. The effect of my amendment ! 
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would be simply to postpone the matter some seventeen months 
longer—to July 1, 1905. That is all there is about it. 

The committee, it is evidentyredlized the necessity of providing 
that this restriction to navigation between the different islands 
of the Philippines should not apply, and therefore they have pro- 
vided it shall not apply to our navigation laws in respect to com 
merce between the various islands of that archipelago. 

Mr. HALE. That is notin this bill at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That, perhaps,as the Senator from Main: 
says, isin theother bill. There are twin bills here, having precisely 





| the same purpose in view, and the provision is in one or the other 


of the bills. 1l supposed it was in this one. And why is this r 
Simply | 
because there is not American tonnage there to do the business, er 
and therefore such legislation would be unwise. I insist the same 
reason applies here. Thereis not sufficient American tonnazve o 
the Pacific coast to do the business. I have herea'telegram fro: 
the Chamber of Commerce of Portland, Oreg. Telegrams have 
been introduced here from San Francisco and other places, and [ 
beg to submit this one. It reads as follows: 


te 


PORTLAND, OREG., February 26, 1 
Senator MircHELL, Washington, D. C.: 


Consider most certainly time should be extended for proposed extensio: a 
navigation laws Philippines. Fact is notorious that no adequate supp! a 
American tonnage, steam especially, is available, and business would « 
quently be materially prejudiced. Also competition in supplying commo 
ties from other countries, such as Canada and Australia, already active co 
petitors, would be much stimulated. 

W. J. Burns, 


President Portland Chamber of Commerce 
TT 


Mr. HALE. That refers to the other bill. ; 

Mr. MiTCHELL, They are the same, Mr. President; the tw nes 
bills are on all fours as to their effect. One bill provides tl , 
from and after the passage of this act, as introduced, althouch | 5 
think it has been amended on the motion of the Senator 
lowa [Mr. ALLISON] extending it sixty days, or something of th 
kind—one provides that after the date of its passage no vesse], 
except a vessel of the United States, a vessel owned by the United 
States—which is construed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hau 
to mean all registered American vessels—shall carry the prodn Ms 


l 





of this country to the Philippines, while the other bill provi 

that no merchandise shall be carried from and after the pass: 

of the bill except in home ships. So the two bills are really i 
tended to accomplish one and the same purpose. They are t 

measures, begotten by the same parentage, and either one will 
enacted into law, accomplish precisely the same purpose, no 1 , 
or no less, than will both if molded into legislation. 

If we had the necessary American vessels on the Pacific co 
to do the business—which I do not believe we have, and I f 
sure'we have not—I would most cheerfully favor this bill. | 
I believe, as I said before, that the act passed in 1892 has d 


> 


much toward stimulating shipbuilding in this country. I thi 4 
no harm can come to the shipping interests or American trade a ; 
commerce, but that much good would come to our commerce ge! ! 
erally which we are attempting to build up between this count : 


and the Philippine Islands, and with all oriental countries, | 
postponing the matter at least seventeen months longer. I insis 
Mr. President, on a yea-and-nay vote on my amendment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like—— 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to ask a question, Mr. Pr: 
dent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Maine [ Mr 
Hate} has moved to lay the amendment on the table 

Mr. MITCHELL. On that question I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I submit, Mr. President, that I should 
tainly be permitted to ask the Senator from Massachusetts |} 
LODGE] a question. Certainly it will not oecupy much tir 
There is a matter in connection with this proposed amendme 
which ought to be cleared up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Main 
withdraw his motion for that purpose? 

Mr. HALE. I am very desirous, Mr. President. that the dis 
cussion shall not be long, but if the Senator from Colorado \ 
confine himself to the question I will withdraw the motion tem 
porarily. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. Otherwise I will certainly insist on the motion to 
lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, time will be taken afterwards, if not 


Iam going to confine myself to the q 


| now. 


Mr. DANIEL. We want the Senator from Maine to under- 
stand that we will debate this bill. We are not going to be « 
off by his hasty endeavor to lay on the table every amendment 
that is offered, 
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ts that ought to be 
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is passed, and we do not think that the Senate shonld be 
r to protect Chinese seamen . 1d American monopolies as 

cut off our opp rounlty to lay this matter fully befor 

ATTERSON. With the permission of the Chair, in re- 
to a question propounded by the Senator 

ELL], the Senator from 1 meer [Mr. Loper] 

hat this bill is intended to cover not e t] 


uppli oe Philippine » Islands 
er ports. WI hat he ant to kn: 
rt is without the coastwise-n vientiign de 
xcept those that are in the Philippine Islands and ] 


sland of Guam? Where are there any others for 


a 


ate upon except those that are in the Philippine Islands? 
Li ODG E. The Senator, I think, can not have read this bill 
re. I ‘his bill is not nfined to the carrying of a 
none American port and another, but it : applies to the con- 
¢ of supplies for the Army and Na .vy anywhere. For - 
we are § iding coal to Guantanamo at this moment for | 


an Ameri 
there. Of ce 


no is not 


carried 


itanal 
the coal 


€ Guat 
apy ily to 





¢ to navigation laws being extended to the Phi 
;amuch narrower and quite different questi 


the 


s to the supplies carried to the Navy or to 
rse the army supplies go chiefly, if not t altog 
ne Islands, but for the Navy that is not the c: 
are carried all over the world. Wherever 





there 
rever there is a ship for which supplies have to be 
sent now by for ion bottoms. This b ill provide 

ried in alien. hips. This is a much 





other. 
% Mr. Presid - 
\ . Will the Senato m Colorad llow 
from Massachuset lestion 
\TTERSON. Certainly. 
\LEISON. Guantanamo being a foreign t. 
were necessary to transport coal from G 


, under this bill wouid t hat coal have t 


an ships? In other words, between tw: reig 2 
i 4 1 ann! 
not this bill apply? 
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3 a@ practical att 
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r of fact, supplies are bought in 

ergenc y ord rs, and then bought } 
1 open market. 


This bill does n ap 
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ground and i: 











d from one foreign port to another 
LODGE. This bill does n cover that. 
\LLISON,. This bill, as I understood the Senat 
LODGE. That would imply, of course, the bi 
1 coal, which we are not in the least anxious to 
ALLISON. Iam speaking now of coal that we have 
| to Cuba, to Guantanamo. 

LODGE. The Senator means the coal stores we hav 
ALLISON. m our stores at Guantanar 
orted t would that an » Have to 
rican vessel, or could the Navy get any transport th 

t? That is th e point I had in mind. 
LODGE. It understand that is what the Senator 


» referred to. 
DIETRICH and Mr. P: 
PRESIDE iN - pro om pore. 

DIETRICH] is recognized. 

P ATTERS( IN. I er) not yielded the floor, Mr. 
PRESIDENT pro ten pore. The Senator from C 

Chair understood, took the floor to ask a question « 
t from Massachusetts 


ATTERSON addressed the Ct 
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The Senator from Net 





PATTERSON. Yes, sir; but it = not follow, I supp 
had to be content with whatever answer the Senator 
‘husetts would give me. I want to muke a statem: 


with the answer mad 
so that the matter may be 


connection 
shusetts, 


Dp 
i LES 


IDENT pro tempore. 


i proceed. 
i Mr 


PATTERSON. The answer of 
ts is given to illustrate, by a 

ed in sending coal to some po rt 
tanamo. As I understand it, 


*n waters coal with foreign coal. 


suggestion, that we ar 


ail 


? Cuba—as I unde end, 
Amevican ships coaling in 
We do not send tend 
filled with coal after the Navy of the United States wherever it 


Iam entirely subject, Mr. President, to the rules 


he transporta- 
ernment uses, 
t other Amer- 
Ss of the United | 
ossibly 
this law 


ican port, but 
yurse the 
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Senator from Colorad: 


ANIEL. The committee has been very scant in the in- | 
D There are 
known to the Senate before 
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more clearly before the 
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the Senator from Massa- 


rs 
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[Mr. Martin]. I have transferred that pair to the Senator from 
Connecticut |Mr. Haw Ley], and will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
make this announcement for the day. 

Mr. GAMBLE (when his name was called). 
pair with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nrwianps]. 


ALDRICH], and will vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
to the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bate], and will vote. 
I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. McCOMAS (when his name was called). I should like 
to announce that I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], whoisabsent. I transfer that 
pair, upon amendments and this bill for the day, to the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. BALL],and will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. My colleague [Mr. 
TALIAFERRO] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Scott]. The Senator from West Virginia and I transfer our 
pairs, so that the Senator from West Virginia and I may vote. 
I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DusBots]. I presume 
he would vote the same way that I vote on this proposition, and I 
will therefore vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 


Mr. SIMMONS (when his name 


vas called). I should like to 


inquire whether the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP] | 


has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has not voted. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have a pair with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.”’ 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I announce the 
same transfer of pairs as on the preceding vote. The Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] stands paired with the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Monry], relieving the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. CARMACK] and me. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 34, nays 23, as follows: 


The Chair is informed that he 


YEAS—34. 
Allee, Dryden, Heyburn, Perkins, 
Allison, Elkins, Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
Ankeny, Fairbanks, Hopkins, Quarles, 
Bard, Foraker, Kean, Scott, 
Beveridge, Foster, Wash, Kittredge, Smoot, 
Burnham, Frye, Lodge, Stewart, 


Burrows, 


Gallinger, 
Cullom, 


Wetmore. 
Gamble, 


McComas, 
McCumber, 


Dillingham, Hale, Nelson, 
NAYS—23. 

Bacon, Culberson, Latimer, Patterson, 
Bailey, Daniel, McCreary, Pettus, 
Berry, Dietrich, McLaurin, Teller, 
Carmack, Foster, La. Mallory, Tillman, 
Clay, Fulton, Mitchell, Warren. 
Cockrell, Gibson, Overman, 

NOT VOTING—22. 
Aldrich, Clark, Wyo. Kearns, Penrose, 
Alger, Clarke, Ark. Long, Platt, N. Y. 
Ball, Depew, McEnery, Proctor, 
Bate, Dolliver, Martin, Quay, 
Blackburn, Dubois, Millard, Simmons, 
Burton, Gorman, Money, Spooner, 
Clapp, Hansbrough, Morgan, Stone, 
Clark, Mont. Hawley, Newlands, Taliaferro. 


So Mr. MITCHELL’s amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I offeran amendment; after the enacting 
clause to strike out all of sections 1 and 2, and to insert what I send 
to the desk. 

In view of the probability of a motion to lay on the table, I de- 
sire to state that if the amendment is adopted it will put the bill 
in the form recommended by the Secretary of War in his letter of 
January 14, of this year, tothe chairman of the committee. 
~ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Texas offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the enacting clause it is proposed to 
strike out all of sections 1 and 2 and to insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

That in the transportation by sea of coal, provisions, fodder, or supplies of 


any description, purchased pursuant to law, for the use of the Army or Navy 
q I 3 ’ 


vessels of the United States shall be preferred, provided the charges made do 
not exceed the price bid by the owners of foreign vessels more that 25 per cent; 
but this section shall not be construed to prohibit the transportation of such 
articles in any vessel owned by the United States. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. CULBERSON, On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GAMBLE (when his name was called). I announce the 
same transfer of pairs as on the previous vote, and will vote. I 
vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 


Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called), I transfermy gen- 


I | will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 


I have a general | the Senator from West Virginia, I will do what we have done oy 
l I | the other vote—transfer my pair with the Senator from Vermont 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Rhode Island |Mr. | [Mr. Proctor] to my colleague [Mr. TALIAFERRO], enabling tho 














eral pair to the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bate], and 


Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). If agreeable tp 


Senator from West Virginia and me to vote. I vote ‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. PETTUS (when Mr. MorGAN’s name was called). The 
senior Senator from Alabama is unwell, and is unable to attend 
the sessions of the Senate at this time. 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). Iagain annoy 
my pair with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLapr]. If hoe 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DEPEW. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Penn. 
sylvania [Mr. PENROSE], and will vote. I vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. WARREN. Underthearrangement heretofore announced. 
I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PROCTOR. I understand that my pair has been trans. 
ferred, and I will therefore vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. McLAURIN (after having voted in the negative). I de- 
sire to inquire if the senior Senator from Washington [Mr. Fo 
TER] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has not. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I havea general pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 87, nays 18, as follows: 

YEAS—37. 


Nea 


The Chair is informed that he 


Alger, Dillingham, Heyburn, Platt, Conn. 
Allee, Dryden, Hoar, Proctor, 
Allison, Elkins, Hopkins, uarles, 
Ankeny, Fairbanks, Kean, Scott, 
Bard, Foraker, Kittredge, Smoot, 
Beveridge, Frye, Lodge, Warren, 
Burrows, Fulton, McComas, Wetmore. 
Cullom, Gallinger, McCumber, 
Depew, Gamble, Nelson, 
Dietrich, Hale, Perkins, 
NAYS—18. 

Bacon, Cockrell, McCreary, Pettus, 
Bailey, Culberson, Mallory, Teller, 

serry, Foster, La. Mitchell, Tillman. 
Carmack, Gibson, Overman, 
Clay, Latimer, Patterson, 

NOT VOTING—3#4. 

Aldrich, Clarke, Ark. Long, Platt, N. Y. 
Ball, Daniel, McEnery, Quay, 
Bate, Dolliver, McLaurin, Simmons, 
Blackburn, Dubois, Martin, Spooner, 
Burnham, Foster, Wash. Millard, Stewart, 
Burton, Gorman, Money, Stone, 
Clapp, Hansbrough, Morgan, Taliaferro. 
Clark, Mont. Hawley, Newlands, 

Clark, Wyo. Kearns, Penrose, 


So Mr. CULBERSON’s amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. CARMACK. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. I desire to say a few words on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tenness 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 4, after the word ‘“ others,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘* from and after July 1, 1909.”’ 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, this is in line with the very 
urgent appeal made by Governor Taft, now Secretary of War, «' 
that time governor-general of the Philippines, in regard to an 
other bill, butequally applicable to this. In his report he says: 


The operation of the coastwise trade laws of the United States, in res} 
to trade between the islands of the Philippine Archipelago and to trade 
tween those islands and the mainland of the United States, have been 
pended by act of Congress until July 1,1904. If Congress were to take 
action and to allow the coastwise navigation laws to become applicable to 
interisland trade of these islands and to the trade between the United S! 
as they now are, most disastrous results would follow. Itis earnestly re 
mended that the regulation of the coastwise trade, so far as i+ relates ¢: 
trade between the islands of the Philippine Archipelago, be left wholly t 
discretion of the | feoweey oee Commission, subject to the approval of thes 
retary of War and the President of the United States, and that the trad 
tween the islands and the mainland of the United States be continued a 
present by suspending the application of the trading laws of the Un 
States for five years longer, to wit, until July i, 1909, 


I think the same reasons will apply with as much force to t! 
present bill. 

There is a question which I desire to ask in reference to t! 
amendment offered yesterday by the Senator from North Dako 
{[Mr. McCumser]. The amendment, which was agreed to, is «s 
follows: 

Provided, That no greater charges be made by such vessels for transports 
tion of articles for the use of the said Army and Navy than are made by su 
vessels for transportation of like goods for private parties or companies. 

I ask for information, for I have not the information mysel! 
To what extent are coal and hay and articles of that kind exporte 
to the Philippine Islands or to the countries of the Far East for 
private consumption? The Senator from North Dakota can prob- 
ably inform me, or the Senator from Maine can probably do so. 
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wr. HALE rose. 
Mr. CARMACK. My question was, To what extent are articles 


li con 

J n oa China and the Far East 
H ALE I do not know what’ 

t rticles of trade. 

: CARMACK. I meanin American vessels. 
HALE. They can very easily be r 


og private consumption? 
the figures would be covering 


C tics. I can not answer the question. I do not presume 
+hore is a Senator here who can offhand answer a question of that 
] ! Tt do not know. 


Mr. CARMACK. I had an idea that probably very little coal, 
for instance, was exported to the Philippine Islands in American 


vessels for private consumption. If that is the fact there would 
be no basis on which to apply the amendment of the Senator from 
I 1. Dakota. 


Mr BARS I move to lay on the table the amendment offered 
by br nator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CARMACK and Mr. TELLER called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. MALLORY. I ask that the amendment 


1 


; PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


may again be 
The amendment will again be 


On page 1, line 3 of the original bill, line 4 
” it is proposed to insert 


{ » SECRETARY. 
of the rey rint, after the word “others, 
and after July 1, 1909.”’ 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

*- GAMBLE (when his name was called). 
same transfer of my pair as on previous votes. 
Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). 
of pairs heretofore ann unced I will vote. 
Mr. MALLORY (| 

vith the pont fh 


I announce the 
I vote ** yea.”’ 
Under the transfer 
I vote ‘* nay.”’ 
hen his namewas called). Ihave ageneral 


1 Senator from Vermont {Mr. Proctor]. If 
h ‘e present, I should vote ‘* nay.”’ 
Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). I have a general 
‘ with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I 
is absent. 
Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). I should like to 
‘whether the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] has 


PRESIDING OFFICER 

T hair is informed that the S« 
ir. QUARLES. I havea general 
therefore withhold my vote. 
WARREN (when his 


(Mr. GALLINGER 


nator fre 


in the chair.) 
core not voted. 
pair with that Senator, and 


name was called). By the same a 








r: ent of pairs heretofore announced, I will vote. I vot 
a. » 99 
; roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
J 6, nays 15, as follows: 
YEAS 
Alvet Depew, Gallinger, Long, 
Dillingham, Gamble, McComas, 
Dryde1 i McCumber, 
i Elkins, H } gh, Nels 
B a Heyburn, Perkins, 
I e, Forak« Hopkins, Platt, Conn. 
B 1, Fos ter’, ‘Wash. Ke Smoot 
s rye, ‘ Wart 
( We ’ 
B Ove in, 
Be Pat ym, 
. Ky Tillma 
{ 
A ly Quay 
} Ge + 
! simmons, 
} Sy . 
| con 
, mle irt, 
Sti ; 
( ‘ Taliaferro, 
: : i y Teller 
McEnery, Proctor, 
C Ark. Malhory, Quar 
. . CARMACK’S amendment was laid on the table 





‘ “PATTE RSON. Io 

close of section 1. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Tl 

‘Secretary. At the end of 


fer anamendment to be inserted at the 


» amendment will be stated 
tion 1 in 


sert the following 


d, That no Chinese. exeent such ¢ 
United States, shall be ‘ empl ye {on al 

Ger this a t. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President. 


that the amendme ntI off 
far 





na fide residents 
‘ing benefits un 


the Senate will observe 
er is not as sweeping an amendment, so 
as the employment of Chinese is concerned, as the opponents 


of ¢ ‘hing ese labor in the United States would naturally and usually | 


insist upon. It practically authorizes the employment of Chinese 
who are of right bona fide residents of the U nited States. 
reason of that is that Chinese who have lived in this country have 
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learned the value of their services, an . on the Pacific c oast and 
| elsewhere they demand and they receive wages — are commen- 
surate with the value of their services measured by the wag 
| paid to the white laborer. Therefore I santa see no improp riety 
in permitting them to be used in the cabins and elsewhere wh 
| they might be as efficient as -_ white laborer. There are tl 
| upon the coast who prefer ther 
But y permitting this limit: 1d employment of Chinese the 
danger that follows the ae to secure crews in Chines: 
and at the port of Hon; g does not assume nearly 
| ous and bad a character. “oC nder the American shipping laws it 
is made to the interest of Am: rican ship captains, repre 
the interests of the owners, when their vessels reach 
ports and before that time to so treat the crew as that it becom 
desirable upon their part to desert, although in deserting the 
lose every dollar they have earned and that may be due to them 
up to the time they abandon the ship; and the reason why thi is 
encouraged is that they can reman their vessels with Chinese sail- 
ors for one- quart tr of the cost they would have to bearif they 
manned = m with the average white sailor. 
There wasa pretty close examination into this 
ons baleen me of the Senate committees, and ( ‘apt Wi illiam | 
bury, who for twe ntyye irs Was in th vice of one of the Pa 
linesasa shipmaster, gave testimony. ‘His testimony is found b 
tween pages 360 a1 1 367 of the printe 








so da r- 


senti 


Chins 





qnestion two years 











were clearly brought out in the testimony of Captain Seal 
That the trans-Pacific liners plying between the Pacific Stat 1 
the Orient employ exclusively Chinese as sailors, stokers, coo! 
stewards, and waiters; that there is no difficulty of obtaining an 
abundance of the min ports of China orat Hongkong, and the 
wage of sailors or firemen is about one-fourth the wage of « hit 
siilors or firemen shipped in Pacific coast ports: that not only ) 
Chinese supplanting the Caucasians as seamen on the Pacific, | 
they are encroaching on the Japanese of that sea and are also 
su ssfully competing with the Lascars on the Indian Ocear 

The testimony of Mr. Andrew Furuseth, who, I think, is the 
head, officially, of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific Coast, w 
the like effect. He said: 

The crews of our owt I pl r to ( 1J 12 t 
wholly Chinese and Ja t i ra A I 

; Where the vessels enter and clear 
ee Pre siden t. if vessels upon the Pacifie coast are to be mad 





selected beneficiaries of the Gove 
nopoly of the carrying of governmental ppl for the 
American Army and Navy to the Philippine Islands and else- 
where, then we should insist that they shall be so manned as t 
race ment to the cr 


Tnment, if they are tol 





























ive encot eation of a ¢ S 7 l 
: n, Pp th ury > of | I ] n 
rt <a ican wal \ ssel¢ eemnatee 
m ) TV I ] 
te tt » Ve sago | . 1 
mittee in 
Pacific ports an iatic ports, the A n Sy 
| him in history, as w him upon the Paci 
found on coastwise shipping, is absolutely extin: 17 ] 
cross the ocean. If this is to continue, I want to ask the ¢ 
what advantage itis to the United States toe 1 
; American commerce upon the Pacific coast? ] 
| to Zo wholly to four or five great ship-owning ry 
| with or without close alliances w eT rai 
| submit that there is little or n i ; 
| whole, especially in so far as i al ity that the 7 
| she wld have a body of seamen ready to man Ameri w 
| sels as they may be construct 
On the four or five ship lin ply } 
| the Pacific coast and the Orient, except the commi 
| you find no one manning them except tl hinese. H 
| tica Hh driven the American sailor 
i ha eterior: sted th » ph ul, ua : 
if it would be applicable to sailors, the spiritual qnalit 
| American sailor. 
The ports of San Francisco, Seattle. Tacoma, and Portland, 
Oreg., are no longer freq a hich cl 
Pacific business, for the sim 
ployer—there is no ship open to them upon w 
and for which they can render servi 
Under those circumst: unces, Mr. President. s 
pose of this meastre, and since it will, bey : : 
this body, hoa “tt is not needed, if th ng - 
main upon the statute b Doks which puts our coastwise lay mo 
effect upon the ist of July of the present y betw he P} 


pine Islands and the U mite ed States, then, in c mpensation for the 
immense profits they will be able to reap from the Gov 

of the United State s, as testified to by the Secretary of War, t 
should be made a training school, wit iS ble ] 
| American sailors. The opportunity is given, unjt 
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sary as this law may be, if it is to be upon the statute books, of 
starting on the Pacific coast schools for American sailors: schools 
that will give encouragement to American sailors, that will open 
up the ports of the Pacific coast to American sailors, and not con- 
fine employment in the trans-Pacific trade to Chinese shipped in 
Hongkong and Asiatic ports, working for a quarter of the wages 
the average white sailor is able to secure where his services are 


rejuired, and encouraging a species of treatment of the white | 
| § ] 


sailor, wherever he may be upon an American vessel trading with 
an Asiatic port, that will drive him to abandon his ship in order 
that his place may be filled with sailors and firemen and cabin 


boys who will efiter the service for one-quarter the wages the de- | 


serter had been receiving. 
I think the Senators from California and the Senators from 


Oregon know full well the feeling and the sentiment of the people | 


of the Pacific slope upon that question, and none of them, from his 
own personal knowledge, I think, will even intimate that the sen- 
timent is not fully justified by the evil results that are possible 
every where, following the almost exclusive employment of Chinese 
upon American vessels plying between American and oriental 
ports. 

For that reason, Mr. President, I sincerely hope that this amend- 
ment which I have offered shall be adopted. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay— 

Mr. PERKINS. 
to yield to me for a few minutes before pressing his motion, as I 
believe that the charge made by the Senator from Colorado should 
not go unanswered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. HALE. I will not take the responsibility of insisting at 
this moment on my motion to lay on the table. I have not dis- 
covered anything in what the Senator from Colorado has said that 
requires answer. But the Senator from California is a member 


of the Senate; he has the same responsibility; he isin favor of the | 


bill, I suppose, as much as I am, and if he thinks it is better to 
take up time and prolong the debate I can not hinder him. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will trespass but a few minutes upon the 
time of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
will proceed. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
mittee on Commerce and the Committee on Naval Affairs, and, 


The Senator from California 


as I have said in times gone by, I am a sailor by profession, a | 
I there- | 


merchant from necessity, and a politician by accident. 
fore think I have some knowledge of this question. 
My friend from Colorado states that it is a prevailing custom 


among shipowners or shipmasters to so illtreat their crew when | 


upon a foreign voyage that they will leave the ship, and then the 
owners or masters may enlist on the ship Chinese or others to 
take their places. My friend is a lawyer of national repute and a 
journalist of marked ability; yet this statement, to my mind, car- 
ries the conviction that he has not given this subject-matter the 
consideration he should have given it. 

Since I have been a member of this honored body we have en- 
acted more laws in the interest of American seamen than were 
ever upon our statute books before, all combined together. One 
of those laws is that no master of any ship can discharge any one 
of his crew in a foreign port without his consent, and then he 
must go before an American consul and there agree to find him 
employment on a return vessel to the United States, paying him 
such wages as he is receiving or to pay him a sum equivalent 
thereto. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON, 
American shipmaster could discharge his crew at will, but that 


the opportunity of replacing a high-priced crew with a crew that | 
would cost him for wage but one-quarter induces a course of | 


treatment to the crew that results in desertions, and there is ample 
testimony to sustain the charge. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the master illtreats the seaman on ship- 
board, the seaman can go to the American consul and there make 
charges against the master of that vessel. The consul can order 
a court of inquiry, and if the charges are found true the court 
may impose a penalty upon the master of $1,000 or five years’ im- 
prisonment, or both, in its discretion. Why should an American 
seaman who shipped on a vessel be illtreated and desert when he 
can go to the American consul and there have not only his wages 
paid to him for the time the voyage had consumed and the voy- 
age on the homeward vessel, but could there impose a punishment 
upon the master of the vessel who had permitted him to be abused 
by his officers, or who had been abused by the master himself? 
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Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Maine | 


Mr. President, I am a member of the Com- | 


The statement I made was not that the | 


FEBRUARY a, 


Mr. President, as I stated, Congress, since I have been here, has 
done more for seamen in protecting them everywhere, in carins 
for them, than ever was done before. Their wages are free from 

| attachment. We have removed the hospital dues which they 
| formerly had to pay, and that burden is placed upon the shj) 
| owners. 


There is a marine hospital in almost every port in {}\. 
| United States, where, without money or price, a sailor can go an 
have the very best medical and surgical treatment, and be t] 
cared for until he recovers. If the sailor should die in a fore; 
port, the consul takes charge of his effects. The wages for ¢] 
voyage must be paid into the Department of our Government, 
and be there held for six years, when, if legal heirs are yot 
found, those wages revert to the Government. If the shipowner 
has not provided sufficient food, so that seamen are placed upon 
short rations during the voyage, they can recover a penalty in 
| dollars and cents for every day that a seaman is obliged tv 
ceive or accept a less food scale than that provided for by law. 

In every manner this Government has protected and cared for 
| the seamen of our country. When I went to sea and followed it 
we were huddled up in small bunks in the forecastle. To-day, | 
think, under the act passed some few years ago, 72 cubic feet 
required for every seaman, and there must be 12 superficial fect 
space upon the ship's deck or floor for his sleeping berth or )! 
for him to occupy. 

I therefore say to my friend he is mistaken when he says that 
the American seaman is not properly cared for by this Govern- 
ment and protected in every movement he may make, whether in 
| this country or in foreign countries. To-day there isa better op- 

portunity in wages and in preferment, for everyone can rise 
| ship if he has the right mettle, the perseverance, and the cor: 
habits. There isa better chance for him for preferment by x 
into the merchant-marine service of to-day and there making 
mark than in almost any other vocation I know of in th 
nary walks of life. 

The wages paid to seamen on the Pacific coast range from $15 
to $55 a month, and they are required to be employed only twelve 
| hours a day, and for any overtime they are paid extra wages, * 

cents an hour for the same. Our Government requires tha 
| seamen shall have a certain class of food, which is better n 
three-fourths of the farm hands and mechanics receive in other 
| walks of life. 
Therefore, I say, that while I shall vote for this amendm 
| because I believe we should have American citizens as seanicn, 
; and we should encourage them to become seamen to officer aid 
man and command our vessels, 1 believe in building up our 1 
chant-marine trade, and the way to doit is to offer an induce 
to young men to go into the merchant-marine service. We ar 
to-day taking apprentices in our Navy. Since the naval training 
| school was established in California, oyer 500 boys from the fia 
have there been enlisted into the service of our Navy, and 
| are becoming to-day not only mechanics and sailors in the Nay 
| but they are noncommissioned officers, boatswains, and gunne: 
receiving from $1,500 to $2,000 per annum. 
My friend from Oregon [Mr. MitcHEeL.] seemed to think the 
| was some local preference given by the provisions of this bill, a 
that the great State of Oregon, which he in part represents, wou 
not havea fairchance. Mr. President, this is too broad a questi 
| to confine it to any particular port or State or even coast. It 
a broad, patriotic question that the ships should be built in 1] 
United States, manned and officered by American citizens, that 
are transporting the munitions of war and our sailors and 
| supplies of the Government from one port of the United Stat 
to another or from any port of the United States toa forei: 
port. 

I have a telegram in my hand received yesterday from tl 
Shipowners’ Association of the Pacific Coast—not from San Fra: 
cisco, not from Puget Sound, but from the coast—an41 I am going 
to read it, with your permission: 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., 
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Tebruary 24, 1% 
Hon. GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


We respectfully urge your opposition to bills extending time for applying 
coasting navigation laws to interisland traffic in the Philippines beyond 
July 1, 1404. Large fleets of vessels more than ample for this trade now lyi! 
idle here. Pacific coast alone can supply more vessels than needed. If Cor 
gress desires upbuilding of American merchant marine they should app!) 
coasting laws at once. 





SHIPOWNERS’ ASSOCIATION OF PAcIFiC COAST. 
R. 8. CLARK, Secretary. 
Mr. PATTERSON. May Iask the Senator from California a 
question? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
fornia yield? 
Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I wish to say that I am thoroughly in 
sympathy with the Senator from California in his desire to build 
| up and extend American shipping, but apropos of that, will the 


Does the Senator from Cali 
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c.»ator from California state, since the American shipping coast- 
~ laws become applicable to the Pacific coast trade with the 

»pine Islands on the ist of July of this year, why this law 

ild be enacted? 

\ir. PERKINS. Mr. President, the Philippine Islands are as 
much a part of the United States, being one of its colonies, as is 
rerritory or district of Alaska, or as the Territory of Arizona. 
The people of this country are supporting our Army and Navy 
that are protecting that country. We are helping it as we do our 
Territories and States. Weare Americanizingit. We have done 
more for the Philippine Islands since the Stars and Stripes were 
raised at Manila than had been done since it was first discovered, 
arly five centuries ago. 
Mr, PATTERSON. The object of this bill, as I understand the 
S-nator from California, is to require supplies for the American 
Army and Navy to be transported in American bottoms, that is 
all. whatever it may cost the Government. Just as soon as the 
eoastwise laws of this country attach to the Pacific coast and the 
Philippine trade, is not that result brought about? Must not 
everything thatis sent from this country, both by the Govern- 
ment and by private individuals, be carried in American bottoms? 
Mr. PERKINS. No; that is not true to this extent. We have 
twenty-two transports belonging to this Government, and eighteen 
of them were built in foreign countries. The Government can 
take possession of them at once, as they are now doing, and 
operate them between the United States and the Philippine 
Islands. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then, with the extension of vessels owned 
by the Government of the United States under the designation of 
American transports, will not all supplies for the Army be com- 
pelled to be carried in American bottoms? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, Mr. President; because if we should pur- 
chase 10,000 tons or any other quantity of coal in Japan to send 
to Cavite, in the Philippine Islands, to the naval station there, it 
could be sent in any foreign vessel, in the discretion of the Goy- 
ernment. 


Mm wei 7 


n 


Mr. PATTERSON. But my question was directed to trade | 
between the United States and the Philippine Islands, not to trade 


between the Philippine Islands and some foreign country. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator is undoubtedly correct in that 
respect, but we have not yet applied the coasting laws. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ah; but they are to be applied on the Ist 
of July of this year. 
ously? 

Mr. PERKINS. Bills are pending to extend the time five years. 
Several converts on this side of the House to-day have given an 
intimation, by proposed amendments to this bill, that they are 
willing to vote to extend the time for the operation of the navi- 
gation laws. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Had we not better wait to see whether 
those efforts are successful or not? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, Mr. President; I believe in building up 
the merchant marine and the commerce of this country. 
lieve in carrying the freight and cargo and transporting the sol- 
diers of our Army in vessels built in the United States—built by 
American mechanics 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PERKINS. Built from material. the pine that comes from 
South Carolina and the iron and steel that come from Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, Illinois, and Pennsylvania, and that are put together 





and fashioned by American mechanics, who are supporting our | 


public schools and our churches and are raising up their children 
to become American citizens. I yield to my friend from South 
Carolina, 
_ Mr. TILLMAN. I heard the Senator say a moment ago that 
if we purchased 10,000 tons of coalin Japan to send to Cavite it 
need not go in American bottoms. I want to ask him if his 
patriotism does not go far enough to require that American ships 
il burn only American coal? Now, you ought to be consist- 
ent. 
convey supplies to American soldiers and sailors require that 
those supplies shall come from America? 
Mr, PERKINS. My friend is patriotic and loyal to State and 
country, as [ claim that I am, and if he should come to California 
as my guest I should endeavor to entertain him and do the best 


I could for him; but if he were out of provisions I do not believe | 


he would go hungry until he got home. That is exactly our case. 
Our ships are perhaps in Japan, and 

Mr, TILLMAN. 
are in Japan. I mean they are inthe Philippines. Speaking now 
about transporting coal from Japan to our ships in the Philip- 
pines, the Senator said, if we were going to buy coal, we were 
now allowed, under the law, to transport it in foreign bottoms; but 
he wants it to be transported in American bottoms. I say if we 





are now going to confme the carrying of coal to American ships, if | 
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| and go the whole hog or none. 


Then why press this measure so strenu- | 


I be- | 


from California—what little is left of it 


| sary, we would dredge up t 


| and see our navy-yard and the resources of that s 


Does not this thing of having none but American ships to | 


Our ships are not ‘‘ perhaps in Japan;”’ they | 
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we are so solicitous about that, then we ought to say that nothing 
shall be supplied to them but American products. 

Mr. PERKINS. We would hardly allow our locomotive shops 
in Cavite and other shops in the Philippine Islands to remain idle 
until they could get the coal from the United States when they 
required it immediately. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the Senator is not exactly frank on that 
subject. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam frank, Mr. President. If I had my way, 
with the best coal in the world, as we have; with the best pine 
and the best cotton in South Carolina, I would not permit any 
other to come into this country to compete with American free 
labor unless they paid a license for the privilege of doing it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Still the Senator has not answered my ques- 
tion. Iasked him, if we are compelled, under this law, to use 
nothing but American ships to send any Japanese coal that is to 
be supplied in the Philippine Islands, why should we not go fur- 
ther and say that we shall not send any Japanese coal, but shall 
send American coal to supply American ships in the Philippines? 

Mr. PERKINS. I understand that to be the policy of the De- 
partment, because it is better coal. It is mined by American 
miners and transported by American ships, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Where—from Japan? 

Mr. PERKINS. No; from the Unit 
of United States coal. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You just now spoke of Japan sending coal 
from Japan to Cavite. 

Mr. PERKINS. That was in answer to a hypothetical question 
asted me by my friend from Colorado [Mr. PaT?Eerson]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What isthe usage now? Do we use ourown 
coal in our own ships in the Pacific and the Philippines, or do we 
buy it from Japan? 

Mr. PERKINS. The purchases are divided about equally be- 
tween Australia, Japan, and the United States. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then, why not put a provision in the bill not 
only that we shall not transport any coal for our Navy in any 
other but American bottoms, but that we shall not transport any 
coal but American coal for our ships? Let us get drunk on this, 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam very frank to say that the Senator is al- 
ways in favor of building up the Navy, and is especially in favor 
of building upthe Charleston Navy-Yard. Healways votes right 
on that proposition; and I am generally with him, being, as he is, 
a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As the Senator has taken the liberty of men- 
tioning the Charleston Navy-Yard. I will say that he himself 
represents the navy-yard at San Francisco, and I have never 
known him to be over modest in endeavoring to get appropria- 
tions for that navy-yard. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; because nature has done for our navy- 
yard at San Francisco what my friend wants the Government to 
do for the navy-yard at Charleston. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido not care to discuss secrets of the Naval 
Committee here in the Senate, but I do remember thatit came out 
in the committee not very long ago that that navy-yard in San 
Francisco Pay was in such shallow water that we would have to 
dredge up to it, and there was a discussion as to whether \ 
should not abandon it; but the hair of my friend the Senator 
stood up in such a state 
of horror, as everybody saw, that the committee subsided, and al- 
lowed him to have his own way; and we decided that, if neces- 
» that navy-yard. {Lauvghter. ] 

If the Senator will only come to California 
eat State, wit! 
her 800 miles of ssacoast and her splendid people, w 
South Carolina and Georgia and Alabama and every otl 
in the Union, he will say, as the Queen of Sheba said when she 
visited Solomon, that ‘* the half has not been told,’”’ so varied 
her attractions and resources. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwill not try to emulate the Senator in speak- 
ing of the glories of California, and as he has dodged off from the 
coal basiness and has gone into State glorification, I shall subside 
Mr. President. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I did 
long on the time of the Senate: indeed, I 


Qt. 
1d States. 


Mr. PERKINS. 


ho come from 


’ 
ther Stata 





prot l my friend 
Senator from Maine |Mr. Hae] that I would not occupy 1 
than a few minutes if he would yield to me to answer my friend 


} 


from Colorado | Mr. PATTERSON}. 
I only want to say further,in answer to my friend from Oregon 

[Mr. MITCHELL], that we have v whose tonnag 

over 100,000 tons disengaged on the Pacific coast to-day, that 


’ 
esseis Y ints to 


seeking freight and seeking cargoes. They want ness, amd 
they are ready and willing to do it as cheaply as it can be done by 


any other people in the world. 
Those ships, as I said before, have been built in the United 
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States, built by American mechanics and manned by American 
citizens There is not a Chinaman employed on any of those 
\ | caged in our coasting trade. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has made such a startling state- 


nent [ would ask him if he has any information different from 
ntained in the letter of the Secretary of War, to the effect 
bill would increase the expenditure for the trans- 
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over until Monday a majority of Senators upon the other s 
the Chamber will meanwhile be converted to the views lyl¢ | 
the present Secretary of War. ? 
Mr. HALE. Thus far the Senator has not succeeded vepy x. 
in making converts on this side by anything which has bee 
against the bill. If there has been any sach thing 





against this bill by the Secretary of War, as the Senator see: 
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intimate, I do not know it; and if he does, it is a very remar 
thing. 


Mr. CARMACK. I think, as a matter of right and justi 


; 
| the information of the Senate we ought to have what kno, "9 
| or information the Secretary of War can give to this body as to 
the effect of this bill, and I suppose he can do that better than 
anybody else. I believe if this bill had not been hurried in 4 
Senate before an opportunity had been given for information, jt 


tation of this very article 300 per cent? 
Mr. PERKINS. 1 think—— 
fr. TILLMAN. Who shall I believe, the Secretary of War or 
the Se r trom California? Of course, I am disposed to belie ve 
my col s here at alltimes; but still, when gentlemen of such 
minence fall out and make such contradictory statements, I 
should e to be set mzght. 
Mr. PERKINS. When a man lays down a false proposition 
1d commences to reason from it he c an prove almost any thing. 
{ commend to the attention of the Senator from South Carolina 
the report of the Quartermaster-General’s Department on the | 


transportation service, which gives a list of vessels that belong 
to the United States, not to the Government, but that may be- 
long to my fri end from South Carolina and the remainder of the 


nited States. 








L 

N. Does the Senator contend, from the knowl- 
t » has on this snbiect, con we have enough trans- 
} s 1 irry all the coal that the Government will need and all 
the other supp methakthedaenrandiilion: willneed? If so, what 
is the use of this bill, and what becomes of the patriotism of 


which the Senator speaks if we already have our own ships ready 
to carry everything we need, and will not have to hire any ships? 

Mr. PERKINS. AsIlexplained to my friend yesterday—he has 
probably forgotten it, as he has so many things to think of—our 
transports range in tonnage from 5,000 to 8.000 tons each. Fre- 
quently : is to the advantage of the Goven 
wit] apacity to carry only 2,500 tons. 
Mr. ' ‘LLM AN. Why not buy them? Let us have smaller 
transports. 

Mr. PERKINS. We have 
to do the business 

Mr. President, these are only little by-talks; but the plain. pa- 
triotic proposition is that I do not believe that under the proposed 
legislation this service will cost the people of this country 10 per 
cent more; and if it does, the money will be kept here at home 
among our own people and paid out here. 

[ want to say, parenthetically, to my friend from Colorado 
when he speaks ‘of trusts and combinations, that there is no sin- 
gle track on the ocean, and there is nobody who keeps a toll gate 
on Puget Sound or at the San Francisco Golden Gate. 
is open to the free commerce of the world, and he and I. if we 
have credit enough to build a ship, if we think we can see any 
money in it, can go into the business, and we can build a shipand 
man her and equip her, and no trust or combination cansay aught 
against it. If there is any one snocntrovertiiie proposition it is 
that the commerce of the world. the trade of our ports, is open and 
freeto everyone who has a desire or aoetitien or inclination to 
embark in it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish the Senator would allow mea few mo- 

nts. I will not take one-third as long as the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. PERKINS] has taken. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I hope the Senator from Maine will let us 
have this debate out now, and it will probably curtail the debate 
later on. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I see the situati 
be good-natured about it. There is nothing new which has beer 
brought out about this matter, and there has not been for hours, 
and nothing can be gained by prolonging the d bate; but if Sena- 
tors on this side insist on prolonging it and stirrmg up our fr 
on the other side, and thusimperil the bill, as they will 
bill does not pass to-day it will not pass at all—the res; 
will be upon those who cause the delay. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Why should the Senator say that if the 
bill does not pass to-day it can not pass at all? Why can it not be 
passed at some other time? 

Mr. HALE. Because the time has already been taken up, it 
has been assigned by the Senate. But I am helpless, par! icularly 
against my own friends. I think the bill onght to pass this even- 
inv. Ido not find fault with Senators on the other side, who are 
opposed to the measure, but I do think Senators on tis side—be- 
lieving, as we do, as a matter of principle that the bill ought to 





all we want of the large transports 
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The ocean 


n, and I want to 
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pass—oucht not to delay it. 
Now, the responsibility is with the Senate. The Senator from 


West Virginia may talk bere for five minutes, and that may give 
rise to an hour’s talk on the other side. 1, however, can not help 
it. Senators mnst take the responsibility. 

Mr. CARMACK. There is another reason why if this bill does 
not pass to-day it can not pass at all, and that is that if it goes 


probably would not have been reported to the Senate at all. 


Mr. HALE. The bill has been here for six weeks; for nearly 
two months, in fact. ‘ ; 
Mr. CARMACK. I know it has been here for six weeks, 


Mr. HALE. It has been postponed at the request of one Sena. 
tor and another, and the action in reference to it has been : 
nently conservative. There has been no disposition to hurry the 
consideration of the bill. We are nearing what we all hope and 
believe to be the early endof the session. The bill is a very j:- 
portant one, and to say now that we ought to delay it to hear ‘ie 
judgment and advice of anybody is eqnivalent to saying th j 
never should proceed with any legislation which the Senate is 


| maturing. 


iment to have a vessel | 


The attitude of the former Secretary of War has been com- 
mented on here over and over again; it has been explained: no 
new answer can be given; no new statement can be made abont 
it, and we make no process actually so far as information goes. 

Of caurse, [am at the mercy of Senators. They can consume 
time, but the good sense of the Senate generally brings things 
right, and bills that havea majority behind them are finally passed. 
[ am certain that this bill will pass, but I am sorry it is being de- 
layed by its friends. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not think the Senator has any right to c 
plain of any great consumption of time on the bill. It ine not 
been twenty-four hours before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I have not, and I stated that I did not find fa 


ct 


Mr. BACON. The Senator talked about being powerless, an 
said that it is in the power of Senators to consume time. [| think 


we have had nothing but the most legitimate debate and of a very 


| brief character. 


Mr. HALE. I was not lecturing anybody. I said distin 
that I did not find fault with Senators on the other side w! 
opposed to the bill and who do not believe in it, but I did ex; 
the hope that our friends on this side would not consume | 
becanse no new facts have been brought out. The Senat: 
posed to it, of course, will take their responsibility. Ido no*: 
pose Senators on the other side have mace any combination 
have any hope that simply by delay they can stop this bill. That 
is not the fashion in the Senate. 


Mr. BACON. Ido not think there is any such disposition. 
Mr. HALE. No; [do not think so. 
Mr. ELKINS. If the Senator will yield to me, I shall n 


cupy more th an four or five minutes. 
Mr. HALE. I will withho'd my motion, Mr. Pr siden it. 
Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I am heartily in fave 
bill, because it seems to me about the first sulstar 
has been made in fifty years to encourage American 
the sea and for the protection of Americ 
[want to say aw 


: Soar 
an comm: rece. 
ord about the amendment of the 

Colorado {Mr. Patrrrson | as to the exclusion 
from American vessels. His amendment is not 
the United States. 


nator irom 
of Chines 

iv the intere 

t excludes Chinese from Ameri 


‘an Vv 
while vessels of other nations in competition with ours areall 
to employ them. This is unjust and unfair to American ve 


All know Chinese labor is cheaper than America a labor, an 


foreign vessels in competition with vessels of the Umited*% 
employ Chinese labor and American vessels are prohibited by) 
Senator’s amendment, the result would be disastrous to Aime 

: 


shipping. No onedesires more than I the employment of An 
can seamen on American ships on all the seas where our flag 
and when we build up our merchant marine this will follov 
Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator is mistaken. They can 
under the law land Chinese laborers in the United States 
Mr. ELKINS. Bi it they can employ them. That is the f I 
Lwant to make. On every rival line in the world they e 
Chinese labor coming into San Francisco and other Pacitic > 
Now, you want to exclude Chinese from our vessels, while t 
are employed on foreign vessels in competition with ours. 
Mr. PATTERSON. We do not exclude bons 
Chinese. but we are oppesed to the yellow people. 
Mr. ELKINS. Well, if you are opposed to them, as you say 
' why did you not putin your amendment that fact, that ior - 
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vessels employing Chinese laborers shall not be allowed to touch 
+t any American port? 

Mr. PATTERSON. We know, and the Senator from West 
Virginia knows, that you never can build up a high class of 
\merican seamen to man an American Navy when you turn over 
sne entire coast of the United States to Chinese sailors. 

“Mr. ELKINS. That is purely ad captandumand academic. If 
vou are going to exclude Chinese from American vessels, then I 
“ck. in the interest of American commerce, that Chinese operat- 
ing ships throughout the world be prevented from landing in 
orts of the United States on foreign vessels. This is only fair 
ind just to American ships, and I would willingly vote for such 
i, provision. 

“tr. PATTERSON. _I will vote with the Senator on that. 

Mr. ELKINS. Then you did not make your amendment in that 
wav. When you make your amendment in that way, then we 
will consider it. I am glad the Senator yields that point. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator mean to say that no foreign 
ships shall be allowed to enter port with Chinese labor? 

Mr. ELKINS. Imean this: If it were possible to pass the Sena- 
tor's amendment I would prefer to have it so amended or changed 
that it would apply as well to foreign lines in the way I have in- 
dicated. That is to say, provided, also, that no foreign ships em- 
ploying Chinese seamen shall touch at any American port. This 


7 
I 


would place American vessels on an equality with foreign ves- | 


sels: the cost of labor on all ships would then be the same. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator mean that we by law can pre- 
scribe what shall constitute the crew of a foreign ship, or does he 
propose to go further and say that unless it has a crew of a cer- 
tain character it shall not enter the port? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, sir; I think that is competent. « 

Mr. BACON. That is the question I asked the Senator—if 
that is what he wishes to do. 
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Mr. ELKINS. Well, it is perfectly competent to exclude them. | 


Mr. BACON. The Senator said he did not mean that, and he 
said I knew he did not mean it. 

Mr. ELKINS. I say it is perfectly competent to exclude Chi- 
nese laborers on foreign ships from landing in a foreign ship at 
our ports, and particularly we ought to do so if we exclude them 
from American vessels. I think my meaning would be clearer 


if I should say no foreign vessels employing Chinese seamen | 


should touch at or get clearances from American ports. 

Mr. BACON. We do not let them land now. 

Mr. ELKINS. But, as I said, we could exclude such foreign 
vessels from all our ports, which should be done if the Senator’s 
amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. BACON. Not at all. 

Mr. ELKINS. Foreign vessels employing Chinese labor could 
go toall the ports in British Columbia and compete with Ameri- 
can ships. Every one of these lines employ Chinese, and would 
drive American vessels off the Pacific Ocean and off all the seas 
if vessels of the United States should be prohibited from employ- 
ing Chinese labor. What I insist on is we should protect Ameri- 
can ships and American seamen as well. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. ELKINS. I promised the distinguished Senator from 
Maine that I would only consume a few minutes, and I wish the 
Senator would allow me to finish. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator’s amendment is not consistent. 
There is a way to reach his point to benefit and build up our mer- 
chant marine, encourage shipping, and encourage the employ- 

nent of American seamen on American lines; but his amendment 
as it stands would, in effect, drive American ships off the sea, 





and American seamen would have no opportunity to be employed 


on American ships, because there would be none. 

[ am heartily in favor of this bill for the reason, as I have said, 
that it is the first substantial step taken toward protecting our 
interests on the sea, building up our commerce, and helping 
American vessels, that has been put in the form of law for fifty 
years, though we have attempted in one way and another—by sub- 
sidy bills, by contracts for carrying the mails, and otherwise—to 
build up and encourage American shipping. 

[ want to say that after giving this subject careful thought 
my idea is that the only way to begin to encourage American ves- 
sels is to encourage them by compelling American products to be 
hauled in American vessels, as this bill so wisely does. So far as 
the United States are concerned, we can do this under the terms 
of this bill. 

_Then I go a step further, and state that we are now paying 
90),000 in gold a day to foreign owners for hauling in foreign 
ships American products—goods we buy and goods we sell—that 
1s to Say, $200,000,000 in gold a year, or a thousand millions in ten 


* 
S 


years, is taken out of the people of the United States to pay for | 
hauling American products in foreign vessels. This is a shame | 


and a humiliation and should be remedied at once. 
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When the Government was organized the second act passed by 
the Congress of the United States provided for protection of 
American interests on land and seaaswell. This act was drawn 
by Mr. Madison. It provided asystem of protection to our manu- 
facturing interests and discriminating duties in favor of Ameri- 
can ships with a view to build up our merchant marine. That is 
to say, that a duty of 10 per cent, in addition to the ordinary duty, 
should be imposed on products coming from foreign countries in 
vessels ‘‘ not of the United States.’’ Those are the words of the 
statute. This was the protection principle inaugurated by Mr. 
Madison that enabled the Government to raise revenue and to 
protect American interests on land as well as on the sea, and un- 
der it American shipping prospered for fifty years or more, until 
American ships transported 92 per cent of the commerce of the 
United States. 

Finally we agreed with Great Britain to reciprocity in the mat- 
ter of shipping, or free ships, and from that date until now our 
commerce has declined, until to-day we are transporting only 
about 8 per cent, possibly not that much, of American products— 
that is, of goods we buy and sell—in American vessels, employing 
foreign vessels to transport the remaining 92 per cent. 

Without taking a dollar out of the Treasury, if we should put 
an additional duty of 10 per cent on goods coming to the United 
States in foreign vessels, we would in ten years have our flag fly- 
ing in all the ports of the world and our shipping interests built 
up until we would haul, in my judgment, 90 per cent of our com- 
merce. What a glorious result to be obtained by going back to 
first principles by protecting American interests on the sea as we 
have on iand. 

I can not see the objections to such a course. We understand 
what it hasdone by actual experience; and to the extent that this 
bill is an encouragement and a step in that direction I want to 





| sustain it. 


We have done everything to protect American interests on land, 
but we have done nothing for fifty years to protect our interests 
on the sea, and to build up American shipping. I hope, Mr. 
President, that this will lead us up to the old act under which 
American shipping prospered, until we can get engrafted on our 
laws the theory or the principle of protective or discriminating 
duties such as we had, and such as was favored in the St. Louis 
platform, that first nominated McKinley, and such as was approved 
by him in his letter of acceptance. Mr. President, although sorely 
pressed, the United States has never abandoned the principle of 


| protection to American ships in our coastwise trade, which has 


grown and prospered beyond all expectations and is the pride of 
the American people. As to our coastwise trade, the United 
States goes so far that it will not permit a foreign-built ship or a 
foreign-owned ship to be engaged or take any part whatever in it. 
Nothing but prosperity and unbounded success has followed this 
principle of protection to our home interests. 

If foreign vessels had been allowed in our coastwise trade we 
would to-day have no coastwise shipping trade and be as weak 
and as impotent as we are on the seas, hauling in American ships 


| only 8 per cent of our entire commerce—the things we buy and 


sell. Why not protect our commerce on the sea as well as coast- 
wise commerce, and save to the American people th 
millions of dollars in our generation? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, if the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. ELKINs] can induce his party to bring in a bill for 
the encouragement of American shipping based upon discrimi 
nating duties, providing that there should be a reduction of 5, 6, 
7, or 10 percent of tha present duties upon all goods brought into 
this country by American vessels, it would receive the m 
ful consideration by Senators upon this side h 
I believe would be triumphantly adopted. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Would the Senator vote for it? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam ready to vote for it without any hesi- 


usands of 


of the Chamber, and 


tation. 

The trouble with the gentlemen upon the other side, who have 
been advocating the building and the strengthening of the Amer- 
ican shipping interests, is that they have pointed ont no other way 


than to doit by subsidies. It is a subsidy to-day and to-morrow 
and vesterday—a subsidy in this bill. Thereis1 } 
gested by a respectable number of Senators upon 
to build up American shipping except by taking . Oo 
the Treasury that has been collected from the people at large in 
the way of taxes and puiting that money into the pockets of the 
great shipping companies and corporations. 

I believe with the Senator from West Virginia that a: n : 
the country returns to the old-time system that was adopted in 
the early days of the Republic, and under which American ship- 
ping grew and prospered, as it has deteriorated since that system 
was abandoned—just that soon we will have restored to the seas 
of the world the American flag floating over American ships. 

So much for what the Senator from West Virginia has said; 
and it meets a hearty response from me. I believe—I will 1 
| undertake to speak for anybody but myself—but as I know from 
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r Senators upon this side of the Chamber, it 
i " a he rty response at ‘lea ist from a goodly number of 
i: this side, an a I believe there would be no material 
l rnunent of this Congress from the time antici- 
| for if the Committee on Commerce, of which the 
3st Virginia is a member, would bring in a bill 
Ameri shipping, providing for a reasonable 
deduction of duties upon all goods brought into American ports 
Ay can vessels. I believe, too, if such a law as that was 
less than five years, instead of being as it is 
now—American vessels not carrying one- half of 1 per cent of the 
the world, w nite the ships of Great Britain carry 
ceut of the commerce of the world—they would 
1 greater proportion. 

1 ships only carry some 8 or 9 per cent of American 
coinmerce, simply because of the departure from the old- time plan 
protecting and encouraging American shipping, and depend- 
ing upon subsidies to give strength and virility to that shipping. 
[ want to say something while I am on my feet in reply to what 
vas said by the Senator from California [Mr. Perkrys] as to the 
great benefits that within the past few years Congress has pro- 
viled for rican sailors upon American ships. I have no 
doubt in the world, Mr. President, but that benefits have been 
provided for Am rican sail rs, but when the country understands 
the practical slavery of the American sailor upon American mer- 
‘hantinen to-day, it will rise and demand that other laws sha!l be 
.cted in order that we may secure a proper quota of American 
n upon the oceans of the world. Referring to a document 

at is quite hentic, I find the following: 
1] the construction whereof was begun after June 30, 


1805, is required to have for crew place “a space of not less than 72 cubic feet, 
; than 12 superfic 


ach seaman or apprentice lodged therein.” 
Yow. what is that? A space onthe floor of the forecastile 6 feet 
2 feet, constit uting a cube 6 feet by 2 feet by 6 feet in height, 
‘allotting to the American seaman upon an American merchant- 
min, under the laws as they exist to-day, less space than is given 
to anaverage grave. When a man diesand you prepare the earth 

r his reception yon give him more room than is given to an 
\merican sailor in the forecastle of an American ship under the 
aws as they exist to-day. Six feet by 2 by 6is the minimum, 
from the em ergencies of trade most of the owners of these 
ships limit the sailors to that space in the forecastle! One can 
imagine, Mr. President, what the sanitary condition of the fore- 
tle of an American ship is when they are crowded so that on 
the floor they have but 6 feet by 2 allotted to each sailor, witha 
heicht of 6 feet. 

Tiere is also another law with reference to the American sailor 
which practically makes him a slave. He takes service upon an 
’ Theemployeris permitted to make his 


an 
in 


per 
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By ery steam vees 


piace, for 
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and 


Cas 


erican merchantman. 
rms upon the written contract with reference to the wage 
yment of the wage; and whatever that wage may be, 
the usual contract is that the shipowner shall not be compelled 
pay the sailor one dollar of his wages until the end of the round 
voyage. So if a sailor departing from some port in the United 
States to a foreign port wishes to leave his vessel there, and would 
demand payment for the time served, he can not enforce the pay- 
ment of a single dollar. 
When American vessels come into a foreign port, under the law 
upon the statute book, the sailor ismade the victim of *‘ crimpers 


fact that the sailor can not require the shipowner or the ship 
captain to pay a dollar of his wages, because the voyage has not 
ended. Andif he deserts, if he leaves these conditions and sur- 
roumtings, under the law he may be hunted down and brought 
back on board the ship as the slave was brought back in the days 
of slavery when he left the State of his bondage to breathe the 
free air of another c ountry. 

I read an account not very long ago, Mr. President, of a sailor 
who, by reason of the treatment received by him at the hands of 
the shipmaster, deserted. He was caught. He was brought 
back and put in the galley, with a chain and ball to his leg, giving 
him just latitude enough to reach from one end of the galley to 
the other, to do the cooking for the rest of the crew. 

There is no doubt that the condition of the American sailor has 
bern ameliorated to some extent by the legislation of 1895 and 1898, 
but it is equally true that the laws upon the statute book which 
apply to the sailor in the oversea commerce of his country hold 
him a slave; refuse to him what every American citizen on land 
is entitled to receive: that is, payment for the length of time that 
he has served, whether he has entered into a contract for a speci- 
fied time or not; payment protanto. It is for this reason and the 
others I have mentioned, I will say to the Senator from ae, 
that the great incentive exists so to treat American sailors as tha 
when the y reach Chinese ports or the port of Hongkong they will 
be glad to escape, even with the loss of their wages, from the thrall- 


ial feet measured on the deck or floor of that | 


| 





* | from Nevada [Mr. NeEwLanps]. 
and those who lie in wait for prey of that kind, by reason of the | 
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dom in which they place themselves, and in those ports no effo: 
made to retake the absconding sailor. The shipownersare gla 
get rid of them, because they can put sailors on the vessels for 


left the service. 

Mr. President, there is a whole lot said these days about Am: 
can ships flying the American flag, and the deterioratio: 
American commerce. No single item in the controversy is n 
effective to produce that condition than the method of treatm 
that is permitted and that in too many instances is resorted t 
by the shipowner in dealing with the American sailor. We on 
to give some of our time to ameliorating these conditions, to n 
ing the American ship a place that would be sought by those w} 
trend of mind leads them to the sea and sea life, rather than : 
create in our vessels conditions which when known appear to { 
American sailor to be fraught with danger to life and health an 
peace. 

It is for this reason that I insist that if we are to give to s! 
owners on the Pacific coast the right to compel the United Sta 
to pay them two or three times as much as the United States wou 
be compelled to pay a foreign shipowner for the transportatio 
America” supplies, then accompanying the bill shall be provi: 
which will tend to build up on the Pacific coast a body of sea‘ 
ing men that will elevate the profession of the sea and give n 
reserve from which American sailors may be drawn toman Am 
can war vessels as they may be floated and put into the servic: 
the United States. 

I for one Mr. President, am opposed to giving any special pri 
leges, especially to ship companies that are constantly engax: 
methods that deteriorate and destroy the American sailor and t 
find upon the decks and holds of their vessels room only for ' 
yellow, cheap labor that can be secured and is secured in su 
unlimited abundance and amount on the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine mo 
to lay on the table the amendment proposed by the Senator fr 
Colorado [Mr. ParrErrson]. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let the amendment be read, please. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will again be stated. 

The SecreTaRY. It is proposed to add at the end of secti 
the following: 


Provided, That no Chinese except such as are of right bona fide re 
“* — States shall be employed on any vessel ——— benefit 

Mr. PATTERSON and Mr. TELLER called for “the yeas a 
nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). 
sire again to announce my pair with the junior Senator from } 
souri [Mr. Stone]. Not knowing how he would vote, I refi 
from voting. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). 
pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BAILEY (after having voted in the negative). I vot 
‘*nay,’’ but I observe that the Senator from West Virginia |} 
ELKINS], with whom I am paired, has not voted, and I there! 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GAMBLE. 


T have a general pair with the junior Senat 
[ transfer the pair to the sen 
Senator from New York [Mr. PLatT], and will vote. 
*“vea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 18, as follows: 
YEAS—927. 


Aldrich, Depew, Hale, Nelson, 
Alger Dietrich, Hansbrough, Piatt, Conn. 
Allee, Dillingham, Heyburn, Pro«tor, 
Allison, Fairbanks, Hopkins, Scot>, 
Ankeny, Foraker, Kitt redge, Smoot, 
Beveridge, Foster, Wash. Lodge, Stewart, 
Burnham, Frye, Long, Wetmora 
Burrows, Fulton, McComas, 
Clapp, Galiinger, McCumber, 
Culiom, Gamble, Mitchell, 
NAYS—18. 
Bacon, Cockrell, McLanrin, Simmons, 
Bard, Daniel, Mallory, Teller 
Berry, Foster, La. Overman, Tillman, 
Carmack, Latimer, Patterson, 
Clay, McCreary, Perkins, 
NOT VOTING—#. 

Bailey, Doliiver, Kearns, Platt, N. Y. 
Ball, Dryden, MekEnery, Quarles, 

| Bate, Dubois, Martin, Quay, 
Blackburn, Elkins, Millard, Spooner, 
Burton, Gibson, Money, Stone, 
Clark, Mont. Gorman, Morgan, Taliaferro, 
Clark, Wyo. Hawley, Newiands, Warren. 
Clarke, Ark. Hoar, Penrose, 
Culberson, Kean. Pettus, 


So Mr. PATTERSON’s amendment was laid on the table. 
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I vot 
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fourth of what they were compelled to pay the white sailors \ who 


I announce mj 
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DANIEL. Mr. President, I beg leave to offer an amend- 
tp ) come after the first section as it is now amended. 


RESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia | 


1 aaa "diel will be stated. 





SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of section 1 
ring: 
ng: 
provided further, That this section shall not apply to any particul lar | 
t for tho transp: rtation of the articles therein described, =he 1ever, 
lue public a ivertis sment, no bids for the transportation of the articles 


.4 therein in a vessel of the United States shall have been received at 
able rates. 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, in moving this amendment Iam 
‘ing, not in identical terms, but in substance, the principle 
mded by the late Secr ary of War, Mr. Root. I have 


me in one of Seaaiien ches made in Congress an extract from | 
Mr. Root which has not bec n furnished us in any docu- | 


bat I deem it appropriate to quote from it, although it is 

t in general use in the Chamber. 
This is known as the second letter of Mr. Root, which was ad- 
.d to the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, but 
which I do not think has been furnished in any published form 
to the Senate. Marking the part which I desire to quote, I will 
insert it here, thongh I shall refer more especially to his 
‘ular recommendation. 






















(Secretary Root’s s nd letter to Senator FRYz.] 
[ams Orry you were dis ‘ ‘fied with my letter about the bill limiting the | 

t nor ion of Gove ut st res to Americ an vessels. I very! muc} 
at business hould be done by American vessels, and [ have been fo 
ars trying in vs arious ways to get ‘from Congress au hority to pre- 
en ships to ) fore’ gnships. Ithasse@med to me that the simplest and 
vay was to give our ships a preference. Two years ago 7 tri ed to get 
“ity to gi ive them a proference of 10 per cent, and the bill was beaten in 
fouse. Isaid in my letter to you that I would be in favi x of increasing 
re »23 or 30 percent. Iwould be perfectly wi you 
th that and extend the limit of the ‘pr eference to 5) 100 
I if neces or but Ido not think that there on; rht to be ar te 
1 tion i npos sed upon the otficers of — Gove rmment when it is not im- 

P lL upon al v of the rest of the business c Inunit 








I ve no objection to the business of the Gi yvern ment being subjected, in 
common with the business of the zens of the United St ates § reneraily, to 
the operation of a general policy such ase mbodied in the navigation Ia aws re- 
ga ¢ our coastwise trade. Such laws, wisely, I think, make all American 

s tributary to American shipping, and the result is, nati sally and 
arily, to induce an ade quate supply of shipping to do the business. 
ute which limits Government — sigh —_— alone, separate and api art 
business of the c community at large, to American shij ping, under a 
st rule which prohibits to t aemnedtien aie ment busi- 
e same facilitiesand opportunities which are afforded to the rest of 
munity, will not be adequate to attract American ships and lead them 

nthe businessof which the Government freight formsa smal part. 

;not enough Government business to justify any such expectations. 

tof such aspecial provision would therefore naturally be either that 
the Govern 1m 2nt must pay whatover the cz usual Am rican vessel chooses to 




























< or must ope rate its own transports on the Atlantic at great loss, or must 
lip all of its.st ares by W ay of the Pac: ifle apenas: Oe n the material going 
fro » Atl intic coast the very heav y railway c harges across the continent. 
The it of such provisions, tying hie hands of the Gov ernment officers, is 
t merely to cause greater expense in spe cific cases, but it is to dishearten 


fticers and lead them to feel ths ut it is useless to try to conduct ‘bus aaa 































t 
y nk that the best way to accomplish what the American ship- 
ownhe builders desire, and what I desire equally w ith th em and with 
ize the preference, stated in terms of a percentage, Ido not 
in tosay that this istheonly way. I think youcoulda eomplis substan- 
t vy the same thing by the resent bill by adding at the end of section 2a 
mething like the following: 
atany head of a Department may suspend the operationof section 1 in 
rd to any particular contract for the transportation of such articles 
rer, after due publ advertisement, no bids for the transportation of 
les specified the ina v« ol of the Ur } States, shall have beer 
latrates w hich sh: be leemec i to bereas i in Vv Le | V 
Government to promote theemployment of vessels U tited Sta es 
i Yr) lic pu I seg,"" 
tion 2, as it now stands, apparently contemplates the general suspe 
tion 1 under e ustances of special exigency 1a3 to justif 
i to the President for the protection of the interests of the Government 
I uld think it would hardly justify going to the President in matters of | 
, such as.are constantly arising In letting contracts for transportation 
ot comparatively small quantities of stores. 


In the course of that letter he says: 


While I think that the best way to accomplish what the American shi 
vners and shipbuilders desire, and what I desire « ally with then 
you, is toauthorize the preference, stated in t eri nS of a percen 
mean to say that this is the o nly w way. I think you could accor 
tantially the same thing by the prese: nt bill by adding at the end of si ec- 
tion 2 a clause something like the following: 

*'Thatany head of a Department may susp and the operation of section 1 in 
ard toany particular contract for the tr: tation of such: - aa Ss When- 
ever after due public advertisement, no bids for the transport n of the 























( ‘d at rates which shall be deemed to be r -asonal ole in view of the policy 
of the Government to promote the employ me nt of vessels of the United States 
for public purposes.” 

rill be observed that the Secretary recommends ‘‘ something 
lik 6 : the following,” and that his recommendation does not con- 
taim even what he himself would in so many words recommend 
as @ statute. 

T could — coer “8 Mr. President, of accepting the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary that any head of a Department might sus- 
pend at his sieast the operation of section ‘1. It would seem to 
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es specified therein, in a vessel of —e U nited State 23, shall 1: ae hoon re- | 
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me that the idea which he seemed desirous of accomplishing is in 
that recommendation \ very inartificially and imperfectly and im- 
properly stated. - 1t the result of what he is driving at may be 
| obtained by the amendment in the phraseology i ich I have 





‘ 
attempted to inne it—that is to say, it gives the richt to the 
Government to pass upon the question as to whether or not the 
freight charge is reasonable, and it does not require the absolute 
| terms of this statute to apply in any case where the American 
vessel has not offered reasonable terms. 

I find, Mr. President, that this idea of the Secretary of War has 
also made a very favorable impression on one of our colleagues. 
I refer to the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate}, who has been the 
leader upon the floor in the advocacy of this bill, for Senate bill 
| 2437, which is now Calendar No. 268, offered by him, s 





1, in 
eks to put 


this measure in this modified and, as it would seem to me, more 
just and reasonable sores. I ask to have this bill inserted in my 
remarks, that it may be seen in the Recor! 
further upon it. 

The bill referred to is as follows: 
A bill (S. 2437) to provide for the tran 


I 
and supplies in Americ 





», before 
























Be it enacted, etc y tl V¥ sha m 
it practi @ all t by shall az 
tre ransp rt d in American-built ships; and when r the Secretary 

avy 8s hall be abl nter h transportat 
pi s and r ld i 3 s , 
section 3826, an 18, to and inclusive of section 3732 of eR sed 

tatutes of th es, and all pr ion WI nin 
dey artmenta I t tract under the 
pr 

SEC. ? t s and es under 
the directi Ss to the isi 


section 1 of thi sac 

Mr. DANIEL. Soinessence the amendment I have just offer 
to the pending bill is the pr eeu m of the late Secretary 
put as I conceive in unobjectionable legal shape, and 
gravamen of the bill which is now upon our Calendar offered by 
the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Virginia that, 
the Senator from Maine havingintroduced that bill and it having 





been reported favorably, and now being on the Calendar, he might 
accept it as a substit ute for the a asure, and instead of 
the Senator from Virginia inc orpor iting it as a part of his speech 


that he move it as asubstitute for the pending bill. 
from Maine then could not reasonab sly vote against 
and surely our friends on the other side would be 
cept it as a compromise arrangement of this questio 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the Senat r from 
mentarily absent from the Chamber, but y 
He is well aware of the proposition I am making 
course, himself be heard upon it duly when he r 
desire 


I intended to proceed to say, Mr. President, that,as the late 


V ill Prese 





Secretary of War no longer has Congress on his hands, and is 
therefore no longer disturbing _ spirit over such vexatious 
pre ao cme as this, it would seem to me appropriate that 8 


Se ré etary ¢ f War should be cieadnel on this measure before the 
mate undertakes er pass it. 





In the ordinary course of administration this would und 
edly be a very p oy r and just practice. When we 1 I 
however, that the present Secretary of War was the 
governor-general or the chief repr itative of t cou n 
t t : a } £ - 4 
the Philippi ine Is , and that he has, of course, in thé ry 
nature of things, made his eminently able and practical l 
thoroughly conversant with this subject, it would seem peculiarly 
1 
T 


desirab! ethat he should be consulted. 

I am informed by an authority which I regard as thoroughly 
reliable that this matter has been brought to | it 
some who desire substantial changes in the existing law, and I 
am also informed th ut the present Secretary of War, who has 
come familiar with this topic _ reason of his experience i1 
Philippine Islands, is very much opposed to what it is now pro- 
posed to do in the Senate. a all the more inclined to credit 
this information by what I perceive he has himself said in his re- 

} 7 


| port as civil governor of the Philippine Islands, from which I 

















| desire to read a brief extract. In that report he says: 
| In soomye t to the trade between these islands and the U 1 t l 
cur fully i ) the r m LC rs I 
he savs: ‘At the pr : . e gr I 
the Pi ilit ppines and New York is car 1 o1 
dications go, any law which prevented th 
‘ bottoms until an equal tonna ! tA 3 





are actually available to take up that trade 1aintain 
petition would result in a decided increase over th P itr 
This additional burden would falion th e already 
' islands, and such a result would be more than lamentable from every staud- 
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point. The tonnage plying between these islands and the Pacific coast is 
about equal to the present freight supply, and no change in the present law 
seems desirable,as far as trans-Pacific routes are concerned. 

It is, therefore, earnestly recommended that the present laws, so far as 
they permit foreign bottoms to trade between these islands and the mainland 
territory of the United States, be not changed for a period of at least five 
years from July 1, 1904, and that positive legislation to that effect ke had by 
Congress at an early date. 





Now, Mr. President, it is true that these remarks of the civil 
governor of the Philippine Islands are addressed concerning a 
broader proposition than that which is contained in this bill. 
3ut his recommendations show that this is a subject with which 
his ‘mind is conversant, one that he has dealt with, and is in 
possession, no doubt, of far wider information than we have re- 
ceived. It is therefore, in my opinion, eminently proper that he 
should be consulted, and that the Senate should have the benefit 
of his views. If we are correctly informed with respect to him, 
then it would appear to the Senate that not only does the late 
Secretary of War impute difficulty, danger, and loss to the United 
States from this bill, but that similar ideas are also entertained 
by his succe sor. 

So far as the debate has gone, Mr. President, the observations 
of Senators upon the other side of the Chamber have been applied, 
for the most part, to the subject of trade between the Pacific coast 
and the Philippine Islands. It should not be lost sight of, how- 
ever, by the Senate that this bill concerns the world-wide trade 
in the subject-matter to which it refers. In one of the docu- 
ments which we have for our information there is a summary of 
that trade in recent times. It is true that the inhibitions of this 
bill will apply only to those goods, wares, and merchandise which 
are for the use of the Army and Navy of the United States. It 
is also true that, while that is a considerable item of trade, to put 
that single item in a bill to regulate the merchant marine sery- 
ice of the United States seems to me pinching off but a small por- 
tion of the general subject and ignoring the larger and more 
prominent interests which are involved in it. 

Why should simply goods designed for the Army and Navy of 
the United States be placed upon a different basis of transporta- 
tion from other goods which are designed for American citizens, 
for American merchants, or for anyone else who may trade with 
American ports? Why should one little topic of trade, or one 
large topic of trade, be specialized and set apart from all other 
topics which are embraced in the great currents of commerce, 
with one special set of laws applicable to it and applicable to no 
other thing? 

As to this world-wide commerce, however, which is concerned 
in this single subject-matter of supplies for the Army ant Navy 
‘of the United States, I shall ask leave to insert pages 8 and 9 of 
Senate Document No. 94, of the Senate at this session, which con- 
tains a statement showing shipments to Manila on commercial 
vessels since January 1, 1899. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAn in the chair). The 
Chair hears no objection to the request of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


Statement showing shipments to Manila on commercial vessels since January | 


1, 1899. 






































. FOREIGN VESSELS. 
cele General fe ties 
Shipping port. mer- |Forage.| Total. | Lumber. eae 
" . ichandise. stock. 
From Jan., 1899, to Dec., 1902. 
Seaitle: | Tons Tons. | Tons. Feet. 
Chartered vessels ......-.--- ED icsctsinte naileve 86, 975 8,574,000 8,911 
Contract vessels.........--- BOGOR Leonnticen 25,936 | 2,428,308 |........ 
eR ic ccathcdectente | MOE Es. 238 | 112,911 | 10,997,303} 8,911 
} — — = — — 
NN a a | 14, 282 13,049 | 27,831 6, 218, 359 | a ae 
Ss er ee aaa 6, 273 TU eee eee 
er Wr NOS se a cck nceee | 46,541 |....-.--. 46,541 |..........-. ce teies 
Total Jan., 1899, to Dec., | 
Da chcinn shicewalpeainimimes 173,734 | 19,322 | 193,056 | 17,215,662 8,911 
From Jan, 1 to Dec. 31, 1908. a tal fbi oan 
ON eS i aie in dinnainatipinhadiicny aaa 4, 442 4,442 | 12,582,188 |_....... 
rn dln male lcthves shenivabkeahoeksaemetn Bp Pe Me Veacccace 
New York City................. GOS Aeacenaie 6,078 | cash he aaeesoiiaates 
Total Jan.1toDec.31,1908| 6,078 | 4,442 | 10,520 | 19,896,310 |... 
Total Jan., 1899, to Dec., 1908. a we ig : 
ee a anaeninn 112, 911 4,442 | 117,853 | 23,579, 491 8,911 
a ee 14,282 | 18,049 | 27,331 | 13,582,481 /........ 
ets POON ., . <i ncndasnudtinstieeaeben 6, 273 Re ed ca dR eke 
OW TOPK CON... arcane csndensecs NS Seinnienes 52,619 |..........-- |-=2-2-+* 
Goud tated. ccs ccs ceccen 179,812 | 23,764 | 208,576 | 87,111, 972 8,911 
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Statement showing shipments to Manila, etc.—Continued. 
AMERICAN VESSELS. 











































































































General : 
Shipping port. mer- |Forage.| Total. | Lumber, | Live 
chandise. stock 
From Jan., 1899, to Dec., 1902. | 
Tons. Tons. Tons. Feet. 
Seattle, contract vessels .......!..-....... ie llc ae 
Total Jan., 1899, to Dec., - 
WB cious 22:G00) 21,008 ew<cecnes.!.... 
From Jan.1to Dec. 81,1908. | | .  s-| oe eo 
Lisanti tence ace actos 84,006 | 34,006 | 1,219,626 |... 
Total Jan.1 toDec. 81,106) ....---- 34,006 | 34,006 | 1,219,626 |____ 
Total Jan., 1899, to Dec., 1903. | 1" hi hei. AP One ere 
{ 
NR «oni cei eee — | 45,082 | 45,032 | 1,219,626 |____ 
Grand total............--- ce 45,082 | 45,032 | 1,219,926 |. 
| | 
TOTAL, 
From Jan., 1899, to Dec., 1902. 

Seattle: Tons. Tons Tons. Feet. 
Chartered vessels _........- eee 86,975 | 8,574,000 8,911 
Contract vessels...........- 25,936 | 11,026 | 36,962 | 2,423,303 |__. 

eli cis Sian antencnens 112,911 | 11,026 | 123,937 | 10,997,303 | 8,9 

I seni is asetnemenenioheah © 14,282 | 13,049 | 27,331 | 6,218,359 |_____ 

Pt PERE n0c0 ansnccnnnesiselessiiesteal = ee ED Turd enatie tons. o0e 

New York nese Geiger EE beatbccnen ks ctcn enna i. 

Total Jan., 1899, to Dec.. | | a 
WOU oct sak rates | 178,734 | 30,348 | 204,082 | 17,215,662 | 8,911 
From Jan.1 to Dec. $1, 1908. io. = a Barton 2 

IU tc cg ie oa a 88,448 | 88,448 | 13,801,814 |... 

I ies bancheimaen cial S aeatents S saaleavainalaaotaaadl | 7,aueame |........ 

OT NE IF nas aroun sonst: MAE een BL een 

TotalJan.1toDec.31,1903| 6,078 | 88,448 | 44,626 | 21,115,996 |__. 
Total Jan., 1899, to Dec., 1903. | | ee | ae - - 

Wate ac tcc tens ienaaponce 112,911 | 49,474 | 162,585 24,799,117 | 8,911 

DIN ack elt n cascode hance | 14,282 | 13,049] 27,381 | 13,582,481 |... 

tt PRE in cntnidnmmonini F erpilihis sii 6, 273 EE Ct ile ore 

New York City................. | Be 1......... WE once. 

Grand total.........-.---- | 179,812 | 63,796 | 248, 608 | 88,331,698 | 8, 911 


Seattle.—Shipments from this port via foreign vessels under charter wa 

owing tono American vessels being offered for charter. Contract shipments 
were made via foreign vessels after bids had been invited by circular pri 
osals. Only two American vessels offered, and rate from $5 to $6 per ton 
higher than foreign bids. This for period January 1, 1899, to December 331, 
1902. For the period since January f 1903, contracts awarded foreign ships 
after inviting competition by circular proposals, the only other bid being via 
American sailing ships, 50 cents per ton higher. Also, owing to American 
vessels of Boston Steamship Company being laid up to be fitted for passenger 
transportation. 

Portland.—Shipments from this port awarded by contract on lowest in 
formal bids in_ response to circular to shipping agents in writing or by tele- 
phone. No bids received from American vessels. 

San Francisco.—Shipments from this port awarded after advertisement 
by circular, less than ten days. No bids received for transportation via 
American vessels, 

New York City.—Shipments from this port made via foreign vessels on ac 
count no bids being received from American ships. No formal contracts, 
but shipments made after inviting informal proposals. 


QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 9, 190k. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, it will be seen from this docu- 
ment, which I will not pause to read at length, and by looking, 
indeed, at the very phraseology of this bill, that it concerns trade 
not only from the Pacific coast to the Philippine Islancs, but con- 
cerns trade from all ports of the United States—New Yorkas well 
as San Francisco, Charleston as well as Seattle, New Orleans, 
Mobile, or any other seaport of the United States, with any other 
seaport of the wide world to which we may be transporting sup- 
plies for the Army or for the Navy of the United States. 

The result of it will be, first, simply to mulct the United States, 
to throw them in the Orient at the mercy of a few shipowners, 
to put them in all ports of the United States at a disadvantage, 
to pile up the burdens of the Treasury, which the party in power 
are now endeavoring to keep down as far as they can by side- 
tracking river and harbor bills, by sidetracking all great subjects- 
matter of appropriation, while they put whip and spur to them- 
selves to escape from Washington and large appropriations as 
speedily as possible for the sake of the country. And yet is it to 
be that their farewell greeting to the people of the United States 
will be to turn over this great trade to a few monopolists and to 
the Chinese laborers in the East who constitute the crews of the 
ships that trade with the Pacific coast? 
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Mr. President. it has been not many days since the great cry 


} 


| 


that ran through this Chamber was, ‘ Support the Administra- | 
’* Who would have supposed that the two sides would so | 


ave changed boots? It is that side now which appears as 
Janx against the recommendations of the Administration, 
it is this side — h is here advocating a principle recom- 
led by the late Secretary of War. The reason of the change 
rent. Thats side. has the opportunity to serve an 1onopoly; : 
| if it can serve a monopoly at the expense of the Treasury of 
United States, neither Administration nor anything else any 
¢ counts W ith this patriotic view of the situation. The rea- 
son why this side opposes the bill is bec ause it i is a bill solely de- 
‘sed in the interest of monopoly, which is invited to the public 
crib to help itself with no kind of limitation upon what it may 
.d for carrying supplies for the Army and Navy of the 
l d States. 
fhe Secretary of War, who has all sympathy with American 
shipping, who wants to see the American marine built up, who 
as viven instructions, justly I think, that American ships should 
preferred whenever it could be done reasonably and justly, 
; willing to meet monopoly halfway and divide with them in 
terest of the Government. He was willing to give them 10 
ntadyantage, 20 per cent advantage, 25 per cent advantage, 
he ' planted the flag of economy and governmental interest 
1ere. At the end of 25 per cent he got tired and halted. 
| when we get to 20 and 25 per cent here, the other side wants 
to throw the whole thing wide open, with no top and no bottom 
and no boundary, and just say to monopoly, ‘‘ Walk into the War 
and Navy Departments, gentlemen, and help yourselves.”’ 
he Senator from Maine sympathized a ion weeks ago with 
the proposition of the Secretary of War. He wanted reason and 
practicability and experience still to keep a watchful eye upon 
‘who want to make a quick fortune out of the Tre asury of 
ed States, and these safeguards of reasor 
| tie at ibility 


‘ k 


+ , 
{ fli 


| transportation to the lowest 


1ableness and | 
and of fixed sentinels upon a post, with spe cific i in- | 


s, do constitute a certain sort of equitable supervision of | 


law. But the 


Senator heard and states to the Senate that those | 


anterior opinions, I think we might soon wind up this debate by 
recurring to the recom mendation 1 of the Secretary of War and to 
his own indorsement and embodiment there f in the measure 
which is now before this body. 

Mr. MALLORY. I am very sorry, Mr. Pr 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Te xas {[Mr. CULBER- 
SON} was voted down by a majority of the Senate, because I think 
it was clearly in keeping with the recommendations furnished 
by the two Depariments that are specially interest 4 in this 
measure. I do not think there is anyone on this side of the 
Chamber who is opposed to any legitimate measure that looks to 
the improvement of the condition of our merchant marine, and I 
for one would be willing to go as far as I could consistently with 
my sense of duty as a Senator to promote the welfare of our mer- 
chant marine. 

When this measure was before the Committee on Commerce, of 
which I am a member, I was disposed to favor it because I thought 
that it was in the interest of the development of our mercantile 
vessels; but at that time we did not have before us the reports on 
this measure we have since been furnished with from the War 
Department and the Navy Department. 

As the law stands to-day both those Departments, when pro- 
viding transportatic mn for coal, provisions, an d suppli es of other 
kinds for our use in foreign countries or in the Philippine Islands, 

are required to advertise for bids and to give the contr: sel for 
responsible bidder. This n ire 
yroposes sto change that and to require that the advertisement 
shall beconfined exclusively to American vessels engaged in trans- 
portation and that no foreign vessel can tale such a contract. 

The opinion of the Secretary of War upon that subject has been 
produced here and it is so strongly adverse to the proposition con- 
tained in th * measure that it seems to me, with all due respect to 

the other side, there is nothing to be said in answer toit. He 
tells us emphatically that it would be a great mistake; that it 
would subject the Government t a great increase in expense in 
transporting these supplies to the Philippine Islands and to foreign 
countries where those ev are sent, and that it would « 
under the circumstances which he indicates in his com 


~_ the 


esident, 








y 
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tion , at least three times as much as it does now 


who are so eager and who are so rank and insistent on having an | 
illimitable carte blanche given to them of the Tre: sury of the 
United States are suffering with disappointment. They thought 


y were going to get a big subsidy from the United St: te 8 and | 


id not get it; and this is to be, in the view of the Senator 
{ laine, a , sop for Cerberus, a little placebo to the projectors 
of good times and flush times under the present Administration. 


Xf 





President, the Senator from Colorado suggested, in line 
with the remarks of the Senator from West Virginia, that a bill 


comprehending this whole subjec 
American ships a reduction of tarif on goods which they might 
bring in, would be the best and most desirable way of treating it. 
[ am not prepared to say wit 
would support such a bill. Neither am I prepared at this junc- 
ture in my mind to say that I would oppose it. 

‘This much I would say on that sul bject, that if the Government 


, and giving as a preference to 


of the United States intends to aid the merchant marine of the 
United States by any particular act for its protection : ant i upbuild- 
that plan, it seems to me, is the least objectionable, and one 


thing at least may be said in its favor. There is the o outhalline 
_the idea that the people themselves may share in the benetfit 


a7) 






"i . 


The proposition of the Senator from Te: 
that it was entirely in accord with the 


, while I do not know 
views of that centl an 
upon this subject, nevertheless sed to allow to the v els 
owned by citizens of the United States a preference up to 25 per 
cent in advance of any charges that were proposed by any for- 
eign-owned vessel. As the Senator tells me, that is in accord- 
ance with the recommendation of the late Secretary of War,. 
whiclf is in the following language: 


I think 


the same result can be accomplished and this dancer a led by 


chan g the form of the bill so that it will rizea pre 
| 


h the Senator from Colorado that I } 


v 1 these shipowners would derive in this, that in the lower- 
ing of tariffs on goods broughtin by American ships the consumers 
of the United States at large would perhaps get a mutual ben efit, 
So, Mr. President, while there might be disappointment about 
that for the reason that the logic of political economy has been to 
a certain extent deranged and dislocated by the large capital, the 
manifold interests which are concatenated nowadays to regulate | 
price, while the law of supply and demand will always be opera- 





tive, like the law of gravity, there are so many dan 
so many impediments of an artificial kind put here and there, that 


l 


unless one is familiar or has sought out the oe: vault forces which 


1s built and | 


are at work, it is difficult to conjecture precisely the effect of a | 


i: sw which is intended for a certain purpose but is magnetized or 
diverted to operate in a different way. 
), Mr. President, I offer this amendment and feel 


of the Chamber, but also to gentlemen upon the other side of the 
Chamber, and especially to the Senator from Maine. A bill framed 
according to the principle of his own bill, or which would be bet- 
ter, In my opinion, according to the essential part of that bill, 
which I have put in this amendment, is at least not a very harsh 
bill against the interests of the United States. 

It is one that leaves wisdom and reason and common sense and 
ordinary equity between man and man unsuffocated in the De- 
partments of this Government and with some chance to play in 
the interest of the Government of the United States. Unless the 
Senator from Maine has so changed his mind on this subject that 
he is no longer to be open to conversion even to his own recent 





that I may | ta at a 
commend it not only to my own political colleagues on this side | * 

















can g, providing the ¢ mado not e3 the prices bid by 
the ow ers of ign vessels more than a s} per ag 

He adds in the last line of his communication: 

I sh ald be in favor of increasing the prefer e to, say, 25 or 30 per cent 

Now, the amendment proposed t y Senator n Texas took 
the recommendation of the Se ary of War and put it in the 
shape of a bill practically. If there is anyone in a position to 
speak intelligently and intelligil ly upon this su t it ms to 
me that t er, who has charge of all the dea ; the 
War Depa would be the proper one to furnish us with 
views on the subject. 

But this bill also proposes to apply the rule t ivy 
Department. In response to an inquiry mn al : 
body on that subject, we have a statement from Rear-Admiral 

: sureau of I ! é } 
u itly, i 1 
of 
( a 3 
r I a 
> 5 
; 
s v 
a a 
y A 

That, Mr. President.isa reasonable pr sition. It is in direct 
accord with the pr position made by th yof War. re 
has not been a word said on the opposite side of this est n 
refutation of the correctness of the position « ied by the 


retary of War and the Chief of the Bureau of Equipment of the 


Navy. 

Now, it appears from a statement made by the Secretary of the 
Navy, which was publish 1ed with the rep tof thee tea on 
this subject, that during the last fiscal year there were traps- 
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pil s] Dn b tie 18 00.8609 
, ¥ okohama in E iglish 
than coal there were 


ported of coal for the Navy to Cavite in 
tons; in German bottoms, 5.000 tons 
bottoms, 17,388 tons, and of stores other 






























































PAT? 
shipped in American bottoms 373 tons and in French bottoms 77 
tons. The reason for that great discrepancy between American 
vessels and foreign vessels undoubtedly was, as it appears by the 
communication of the Secretary of War and the statement of 
Rear-Admiral Converse, that the American vessels will not bid 
so low for these contracts as will foreign vessels. 
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As I have already said, I do not think there is anyone on this | 


side of the Senate who is unwilling to do anything which he legiti- 
mately may for the advancement of the interests of the merchant 
marine of the United States. Speaking for myself personally, I 
am very much inclined to favor the proposition which was re- 
ferred to a while ago by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKus| as to establishing certain discriminating duties whereby 
a preference would be given to American shipping over foreign 
shipping. 

Whether that would stand the test of a very close analysis of 
the situation in this country, compared with that of other coun- 
tries at the present day, I do not now undertake to say: but it is 
a fact that it was just such a measure adopted originally—begin- 
ning in the very foundation, you may say, of this country—that 
led to the upbuilding of the merchant marine of the United 





joyed for more than one-half of the last century. That project 
was recommended by the late President McKinley, and why his 
party has thought proper to ignore it and to undertake to pursue 
other methods of developing the merchant marine I have never 
been able to entirely understand. 

As I stated in the beginning, when this matter was brought up 
in committee, I favored it because it did not occur to me that 
there was any risk whatever of combination, by which a fewcom- 
panies owning a great majority of the shipping of the Atlantic 
and Pacific coasts could form combinations and put up prices, or 
that there would be anything which would expose the United 
States Government to the necessity of having to pay a higher rate 
for transportation than it would under the existing law. 

3ut in the face of the report of the Secretary of War, in the 
face of the facts which have been developed here in this debate it 
secms to me it is a great mistake; and it places those gentlemen 
who favor the measure in the attitude of those who have heretofore 
urged a subsidy and other such measures, to wit, that under the 
p'ea of building up the merchant marine—a most laudable pur- 
pose and most desirable and most beneficial one to the interest of 
the country if it can be accomplished—they use that as a pretext 
for the purpose of requiring the people of the United States to 


| that very little coal willever be sent fromthe United States to 
| Philippine Islands, either in our own ships or in other ships, beca 


| of the fact that it will not be an economical thing to do. 
States, and which gave it the strength and virility which it en- 


| coal—taking coal, now, as the heaviest and bulkiest freight t! 





on” 


FEBRUARY 


for the use of the Army or Navy, that shipment must be mide 
a vessel of American registry. 

That is what I understand the bill to be, and I do not und 
stand it to have any exceptions whatever—I mean any excepti: 
as to any shipment of the articles enumerated in this bill, ** e5.). 
provisions, fodder, or supplies of any description, purchased puy- 
suant to law, for the use of the Army or Navy.”’ 

Now, Mr. President. Ido not propose to discuss generally ti. 
policy of the bill, but there are some practical features connect 
with it which I think are worthy of some consideration. 

We discuss this bill as if it were a bill providing for transp 
tation between various points in the United States and the P 
ippine Islands. It is true that the Philippine Islands will be t 
point which will be the most concerned in these shipments, | 
it is not limited to that by any means. 

But, taking the Philippine Islands, I imagine that very litt 





will be affected in its transportation under this bill—I ima 


Tix 
is no coal in the Philippine Islands—none to speak of, certainl) 
none, at least, has been produced to an extent to bring it ina 
commercial article, 

There are other neighboring countries tothe Philippine Islar 
which are large producers of coal. Japan is a large producer 
coal, and much of the coal, I imagine, that goes to the Philip; 
Islands, goes there either directly from Japan, or indirectly, 
through Hongkong. There isanother largecoaling station within 
striking distance of the Philippine Islands, from which, whether 


Ll 


| there is much shipping of coal now or not, shipments of coal may 


contribute to the welfare and prosperity of particular individuals | 


engaged in particular lines of business. 

That being so, Mr. President. I have felt justified in changing 
my views as to the propriety of this measure. While I would 
have voted very gladly for the proposition of the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CuLBerson], I do not see how it is possible, in the 
face of what we have heard in the shape of authentic reports 
from the Departments which are especially required by law to 
take cognizance of these matters—reports adverse to this meas- 
ure—to bring ourselves, in the face of those facts, quietly to sup- 
port this measure. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have no captious opposition to 
this bill, and certainly no desire to consume any time unneces- 
sarily; but there are some considerations of a very grave char- 


acter which I think it proper should be brought to the attention | 


of the Senate. 

The bill is really an enlargement of the present navigation 
laws. A great deal that has been said here to-day—and most, I 
think, that seems to be in the mind of Senators in the discussion 
of the bill—is controlled now by our navigation laws, or at least 
will be, so far asthe Philippine Islands are concerned, after the Ist 
of July. 

Under the present navigation laws no freight can be carried from 
any port of the United States to any other port under the juris- 
diction of the United States, whether for the Army or for the 
Navy or for a private individual, unless it be in a vessel with an 
American registry; so that, so far as almost the entire volume of 

he trade is concerned between the United States and any port 
under the jurisdiction of the United States, it is now controlled, 
or will be after the 1st of July, by existing law. 

We passed the law in reference to the Philippine Islands in the 
last Congress, and the enlargement which is proposed by this bill, 
so far as I can properly construe it, is simply to the effect that 
freights, which will be carried from foreign ports to one of our 
ports where we may have a naval station for the use of the Army 
or Navy, or, as is suggested to me by the Senator from Florida 
{Mr. Ma.Lory], if from one of our ports to a foreign port where 
we may have any part of our Army or Navy—for instance, at the 
naval station we have in Cuba—must be carried in American 
bottoms. But it is a very important and far-reaching amend- 
ment to the navigation laws when it is proposed that, never mind 
from what section of the world any shipment may be, to any port 





be expected, and that is Singapore. 

Singapore is one of the largest coaling stations in the wh 
world. The Philippine Islands are not directly but comparative): 
in a direct line between the Japanese coal ports and Singapo1 
The port of Hongkong lies to the west. Now, without havin 


| statistics before me I imagine—and if I am in error, Senators wil! 


correct me—that most of the coal that comes to Manila is obtain 

from one of those three points. I may be mistaken—not havi 

looked for the information—in the idea that the coal that goes 1 
Manila does not go from the United States. It seems to me 

would bea very foolish thing to transport coal that distance when 
it may be gotten within a couple of days’ sail of Manila. 

Under this bill no English tramp ship can carry coal from Sing 
pore, or from Hongkong, or from Nagasaki, in Japan, to Mani! 
for the use of our Navy. We have got either to carry from th: 
United States in our ships, at immense cost, and I think at an im 
mense waste, or else we have got to have American ships whe! 
they are not now, and where there is no reasonable expectati: 
that they ever will be engaged in the local trade between Singa 
pore and Manila, or between Hongkong and Manila, or between 
Nagasaki and Manila. That is the practical working of this bil! 

Does that seem wise? What expectation is there that there are 
going to be any ‘‘ vessels of the United States,’’in the languag 
of the law—I say ‘‘ of the law,” for it is not simply the languay 
of this bill, but it is the language of our navigation laws—* v: 
sels of the United States,’’ which means vessels having United 
States registry—what prospect is there that vessels of the United 
States are going to be engaged in local trade between Hongkon: 
and Manila, or Nagasaki and Manila, or Singapore and Manila 

There is no possibility, practically speaking, of any regular 
lines of American ships being established between either of thos 
ports and Manila. In the absence of such lines there are n 
American ships that can be used in transporting coal from either 
of those ports to Manila, because outside of ships engaged in 
our coasting trade I do not believe there is a single tramp ship o! 
American registry flying the United States flag. Therefore from 
any port from which coal will be transported in quantities to 
Manila there will be no ships sailing to Manila in which such 
coal could be transported. As a consequence this bill, if enacted 
as law, will prohibit the foreign ships from transporting coal from 
those ports to Manila when there are no other ships in which that 
coal can be carried to Manila. 

Mr. LODGE. May [interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. BACON. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator, I think, is entirely wrong about 
the buying of local coal. The coal used chiefly by the war ships 
there in the East is either American coal or Cardiff coal. 

Mr. BACON. I take the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Bullitt, who represents a great coal firm in 
this country, and who appeared in opposition to the Philippines 
bill, said in a hearing before the committee: 

I represent my firm, Castner, Curran & Bullitt, which for some years has 
supplied a large pee of the coal used by the Navy. Thiscoal is shipped from 
Norfolk, Va.,and most of it goes offshore, especially to the Philippines, where 


it is held in stock for use of naval vessels or for transshipment by colliers to 
other points in the Philippine Islands. 
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Thatis.itis American coal that is carried out in English tramps. | 


We] ae also bought in the Philippines for our Navy and in Chi- 
waters a great deal of Cardiff coal, which comes from Wales. 

ty BACON. I will accept the statement of the Senator, but 
does not in any wise relieve the difficulty. All the coal that 


from America will, after July 1, be controlled by the present | 
which will prohibit foreign vessels from carrying it, and this | 
All American coal must, after | 


ill have no reference to it. 
1. co in American bottoms, whether this bill is passed or no. 

yr. LODGE. Surely the Senator does not mean to say that all 
. American coal that is now carried out to our Navy from 
wantry is carried in English bottoms? 

BACON. I understand so; it can not be done after the 1st 
The law is already on the statute books, and it will go 
Fect on the 1st of July. 

PERKINS. 





r. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is there anything in this law that prevents the 
( ernment from buying Australian or Cardiif coal delivered in 
Manila or Honolulu or the United States? 

f BACON. I should think most undoubtedly thereis. That 

x d certainly be a violation of the spirit of the law. What 

} it would that be to vessels of American registry, if the law 
in be evaded in that way? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is when the Government purchases it in 
some foreign port, but 95 per cent of the coal that comes into the 
United States from foreign countries, that is purchased by the 
Government of private corporations, is delivered at the respective 


Mr. BACON. Very well. Then, if what the Senator says is 

tree, 95 per cent of the trade which you seek to secure by this bill 

( not be secured by it. Therefore, we are here making this 

tremendous effort to secure the transportation in American bot- 

toms of only 5 per cent of all this coal. Is that the view of the 
ator? If so, is the game worth the candle? 

Mr. PERKINS. I am speaking, if the Senator pleas, of the 
lucts of our own land. 

Mr. BACON. I understand. 

Mr. PERKINS. And the transportation of our own soldiers. 

We carry food for them and feed them. That does not come 

from foreign countries, but it comes from the United States. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. If it does not come from foreign 


—y 


countries, we have already a law on the statute book now, which 
into effect on the Istof July, which will control every pound 
of itand make it goin an American bottom. So this bill does 


not effect any purpose in that regard. 

After the Ist of July no freight can be carried from any Ameri- 
can port to the Philippine Islands except in a vessel of American 
registry. Therefore this bill is not necessary to accomplish any- 
thing with reference to any shipments that go from America to 
the Philippine Islands; and we may just put that clean out of the 
bill, because we have already put a law on the statute book in the 
last Congress that after the Ist of July that shall besodone. And 
the sole question is this: Is there any practical purpose to be se- 
cured by the passage of this billin the control of trade for Ameri- 
can vessels so far as the Philippine Islands are concerned? 

[ respectfully submit that there is not. American coal after 
July 1 must go in American bottoms under a law now existing, 
and foreign coal will not and can not go there in American bot- 
toms even if we pass this Jaw. 

Coming back to the question of coal, if, as the Senator from 
sachusetts [Mr. LonG@eE] says, all of the coal goes—not all of 
it, but a large part of it—either from America or from Cardiff. 
if you limit it to those two, the present law will control the coal 
that goes from America; and there is no possibility that any ship 
under an American registry is going to be engaged in the coal 
business between Cardiff and the Philippine Islands, or between 
Manila and any port in Asia to which Cardiff coal may be carried 
before shipment to Manila. Is not the argument even stronger 
than the one I put when I spoke of coal as going from Hongkong 
= Nagasaki or Singapore? So what practical benefit will there 

wer 

But there may be very great inconveniences. If the suggestion 
of the Senator from California [Mr. Perk1ns] is to be taken as an 
answer to my argument that coal can be bought in these foreign 
countries to be delivered in Manila—if that is to be taken, what 
value remains to the bill? 

The spirit of the bill and the intention of the bill is that all 
al—I am using coal for the illustration, because that is the 
ilkiest and most constantly needed; there are a great many 


no 





ce 
bi 
ot 
the intent of the bill is that all coal which goes for the benefit of 
our Navy, or our Army, if you please, if it uses any, shall go in 
American bottoms; and when I suggest the fact that coal will 
not be carried from any port in the neighborhood of Manila to 
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her articles, but Iwill not stop to enumerate each one of them— | 


} 
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Manila in an American bottom, and that therefore the carryin 
ALcAL 

nt to purchase : 
Singapore, for instance, or in Nagasaki, or in Hongkong, coal to 
be delivered in Manila. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator misunderstands my statement. 
Most of the foreign coal that is purchased by the Government is 
purchased from agents who have imported coal and sell it to the 


| of it there by an English tramp would be unlawful, the Senator 
| from California replies that it would be compete at 


| Government. 


Mr. BACON. Ido not misunderstand the Senator: but I say 
that one of two things is certain—either that that would be such 





| a violation of the spirit of the law as not to be permitted, or, if it 


could be permitted, it would absolutely defeat the law. So that, 
take either horn of the dilemma you wish, and there is no prac- 


| tical result coming from it. 
Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- | 


Suppose we pass this law to go into effect immediately. The 
is not a single American ship on the westside of the Pacific Ocea 
which could be engaged in the carrying of coal to Manila or t 
Cavite; and the only possibility would be under the second sec- 
tion authorizing the President to annul the law. 

It is not limited, however, to the matter of coal. I want tocall 
the attention of Senators on the other side, and particulariy the 
attention of the Senator from Maine | Mr. Has], to another 
tical feature of this case. 

There is no beef in the Philippine Islands nor are there other 
animals out of which butchers’ meat can be made, except the 
carabao, which is exceedingly scarce and needed for draft ani- 
mals and not fit to be eaten anyway. and, as is suggested to me 
by the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER], it is too expensive, 
because 90 per cent of the carabao have been destroyed, and the 
industries of the Philippine Islands are almost paralyzed for a 
lack of the only farm animal which can be used in that climate, 
which is the carabao. I had an opportunity a few years ago to 
see a practical demonstration of the fact of the difficulty of get- 
ting butchers’ meat in the Philippines. I was there for a month 
or two, visited:a great many parts of the islands, and was enter- 
tained most hospitably and courteously by officers who were in 
command at various points, and it is a fact that, although I knew 
the officers were putting the very best on their tables that they 
could get. in all that time, outside of Manila and its immediate 
vicinity, I never saw a pound of butchers’ meat. 

The only way they get any butchers’ meat there is occasionally 
when it is brought there from neighboring countries. 
there is some carried over on our transports, but not enough t 
feed our Army or the officers, byany means. It is brought thei 
from Japan and from China and from Australia, but none of it 
in our ships. We have no ships in which to bring it, and we are 
not going to have any there in which to bring it. Any meat that 
goes from this country to the Philippines must, after the Ist of 
July, goin American bottoms. Any meat that they can g 
where than from America can not possibly be carried in Ameri- 
can bottoms, because there are no American ships that 
in those oceans, and none that will be. 

That is a practical instance, and I could illustrat 
We are going to have an army down on the Isthmus of : 
W hile . in the neighboring cov will be sup- 
plies more conveniently and economically obtained for tl 


ry 
n 
>) 


TY) . 
pid 


UT conrse 


intries there 


of course 


i 
’ 
| 





ur Army and for our Navy than if they were shipped altoce 
from this country, cheaper articles, such as forage for ho and 
other things that are conveniently and econon to } b- 
tained in that count vy. will be bri ight thers s ners. 
small trading vessels. Not a single one of he 1 
for that purpose; and we are going to hav n’ 5 
there engaged in that trade. Every partic! g L 
this country to Panama will be controled b sent law 1 
quiring it to be sent in American bottoms. 

If this is true, does it not look like the most utter piece of folly 
that ever was conceived to undert t issage and ins i 





the passage of this bill when no practical benetit can possibly b 
expected from it, where everything that will go from this country 
ifter July 1 will be controlled by law on the statute book already, 
and wher I 3 from another c 
) 


everything that g 
I we have no vessels engaged 
i 


umntry can n 
ave the benefit of the law because 
n that trade and can not have any? 

Mr. President, I will not elaborate that, but it does seem to me 
that these practical considerations are worthy of the attent 
the Senate. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the S 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the st nt just made by 
so clearly and forcibly is true, as he undoubtedly believes it is, 
will any injurious result follow the passage of the bill? 

Mr. BACON. I will say, im the first place, if it is not true I 
should like exceedingly for some Senator to show where the de- 
fect is in the presentation. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iask the Senator what harm will result? 


nator from Georgia allow me? 


by the Senator 
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Mr. BACON. I understand that. Iam coming to the other 
proposition. But before I leave that, if any Senator can show 
the fault in the argument presented I hope he will do so, in jus- 
tice to us on this side, that we may see where is the defense of 
the bill. Now, the Senator asks if this argument is true what 
harm can be done by the bill. Is it a sufficient reason for the 
passage of any bill, is it a sufficient reason for the enactment of 
any law that it can not do any harm? Mr. President, it does 
harm if it encumbers the statute books without any practical 
purpose. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I puttheinquiry because the Senator is in 
antagonism with some of his associates on the other side. Some 
of his associates claim that the bill will work great harm to the 
interests of the country. The Senator from Georgia has just 
argued that it will do no harm whatever, I let one proposition 
offset the other one. 

Mr. BACON. I say it will do harm in this respect, and I have 
already touched upon that. It will do a great harm in Manila if 
you have a law which will act as an embargo against the con- 
venient and easy procurement of coal and other supplies needed 
there and which can not be carried there under the provisions of 
this bill, and if carried there must be carried there in violation 
of the law. That, I think, is where harm willcome. As it now 
stands an English tramp can carry coal from Nagasaki or Hong- 
kong or Singapore te Manila, and it will not be able to do so under 
this bill. It is simply a question whether there shall be a bill on 
the statute books which will be utterly inoperative, or if opera- 
tive great harm and inconvenience and loss are to come to the 
Government in the supplying of its troops. 

But, Mr. President, I had noidea of saying half as much on that 
branch of the subject, althongh it does seem to me that there is 
a practical view of it to which there is no answer, except the 
answer of the Senator from Indiana, and that is that the bill will 
be practically inoperative and useless, and therefore we may as 
well pass it because it will do no harm. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No, Mr. President, the Senator misappre- 
hends. LIasked him the question, if, from his own statement, it 
would do any harm. I understood him to say ‘‘ No,”’ 

Mr. BACON, I understand that. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I simply drew the Senator out to show that | 


his position was in sharp antagonism to that of his associates. 
Mr. BACON. I was saying that from my point of view it was 

utterly inoperative and could only be defended if the suggestion 

of the Senator from Indiana were adopted, and that is that it 


would be harmless, 

Cut, Mr. President, I really rose to call the attention of the 
Senate to another matter in connection with this bill, and I 
would be very glad really if I could have the serious and impar- 
tial consideration of Senators on the other side to the point I am 
now about to make. The question as to whether or not our navi- 
gation laws should be enlarged, the question whether still further 
steps should be taken in the direction of securing for ships under 
American registry the exclusive business of transporting coal and 
other articles for our Army, as is proposed in this bill, even con- 
ecding for the sake of the argument that it would be a practical 
ision, may be taken as a party question. 

.erefore Senators, of course, recognizing it as a party ques- 
tion, may vote in a certain way, even though all the provisions 
and details may not meet with theirapproval. But the question 
I am going to submit to the Senate is not a party question, and it 
( 


y 
4} 
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cht tocommand, if my view of it is correct, the entire approval 
ind sympathy of every Senator, regardless of party. And that 
is contained in the second section of this bill, which gives to the 
President the right at any time to ‘‘ suspend, in whole or in part, 
‘tion 1 of this act whenever, in the interests of the national de- 
fense, or for the protection of the interests of the United States, 
such suspension may seem to him desirable.”’ 





I affirm without fear of possible contradiction that there is not 
from the foundation of the Government tothe present day a prece- 
dent for such legislation as that. It isa surrender by the law- 
making power of a part of its constitutional function committed 
to it and denied by the Constitution to the executive branch of 
the Government. Of course I am aware of the fact that from the 
ear] f the Government there have been acts put upon the 
statute books wherein the President has been authorized. under 
certain conditions named or in the event of the ascertainment of 


certain facts, either to put a law in operation or to suspend its 
operation. 
But thatis an altogether different question from submitting to 
» President, in his uncontrolled discretion, the question whether 
or not a general law shall be operative or whether it shall be sus- 
pended, either temporarily or permanently. And the distinction 
has been clearly drawn by our Supreme Court in an elaborate 
case of Field against Clark, reported in 143 United States Re- 
ports. 
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Of course I need not remind Senators that the very first 


vision of the Constitution says: 


All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress 
United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of Represent 


Now, the question is whether or not this proposed bill is in } 


mony with that provision of the Constitution of the United Ss: 
The power to legislate in Congress is one without conditions, 


limited by the restrictions of the Constitution. In other w 
anything that Congress thinks isa proper thing to be a 
plished by legislation Congress has the power to enact into 


within the limitation which I have already mentioned. Levis/a: 


tion is not simply in the creation of law. 


Legislation is n 


legislation in the destruction by repeal of that which is alrexjy 
law. The repeal of a law is as technically and vitally legislation 


al 


as the enactment of a law, and the permanent suspension of ; 


or the temporary suspension of a law is no less legislation ti 





tu 

either its enactment or its repeal. 

Now, theeffect of this is to put in the hands of the Presid: 
the United States in his discretion, absolutely without con 
the power at any time to suspend this law, either in whole 
part, either for a day or for the balance of his Administration or 
until some other President shall restore it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from G: \ 


yield to the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 


Mi. HALE. The point the Senator is making, that it is not 


desirable that in form the President should be given the 


to suspend a law 
Mr. BACON. No; however, go ahead. 





Mr. HALE. To suspend the operation of a law—— 
Mr. BACON. Suspend the law. Go ahead. - 
Mr. HALE. That, of course, is not a new suggestion. It | 


arrested the attention of other Senators. 


There is a distin 


undoubtedly between providing that when certain facts a1 


tablished the President may do a given thing 


Mr. BACON, Oh, yes. 


Mr. HALE. And providing in terms that he shall have ¢! 





> 


power to suspend the operation of and countervail the law. I: 
pose it could all be reached and we could save time—I did not 
draw this bill—if instead of section 2, to which the Senator is ad 


dressing himself, it should be provided, in line 7, ‘‘ that ves 


“ 


of the United States or belonging to the United States ’’»—— 


Mr. BACON. Line 7 of what page? 
Mr. HALE. The first section. 
Mr. BACON. The first section. 


Mr. HALE. This will dispense with section 2, 


Mr. BACON. After the word ‘ Navy?”’ 
Mr. HALE. Yes. 


That vessels of the United States, or belonging to the United States 
no others, shall be employed in the transportation by sea of coal, prov 
fodder, or supplies of any description, purchased pursuant to law, for t 


of the Ar 
lic interest. 





my or Navy, unless the President shall otherwise order in th 


Mr. BACON. Ido not think that meets the legal quest 


all. 


Mr. HALE. Now, what form of words—— 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will provide a certain contin2: 


that upon the ascertainment of certain facts such and su 
shall be in force, then he will come within the terms of the 


‘ 


sion of the Supreme Court in the case of Field v. Clark. | 
case, at page 692 of volume 143 of the United States Su; 


Court Reports, the court says: 


That Congresscan not delegate legislative power to the President is 2 
ciple universally recognized as vital to the integrity and maintena 
system of government ordained by the Constitution. The act of O 

¥ 


15%), in the particular under consic 





determined that the provisions of the act of October 1, 1890, perm 


free introduction of such articles should be suspended as to any count 
ducing and exporting them that imposed exactions and duties on the 





‘al and other products of the United Si 
that is, which he found to be—reciprocal 


und hides Cong 


ttes which the 
y unequal and unres 


ration, is not inconsistert with that 

It does notin any real sense invest the President wich the pow 
slation. For the purpose of securing reciprocal trade with countri« 
g and exporting sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, : ; 
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Congress itself proscribed, in advance, the duties to be levied, co! 


and paid on su 


Ca} 


: , molasses, coffee, tea, or hides produced by or expo! 
from such designated country while the suspension lasted. 


Nothing involving the expediency or the just operation of such legis] 
was left to the determination of the President. The words, * he may cd 
in the third section, of course implied that the President wou!d exami) 
commercial regulations of other countries producing and exporting su 


molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, and form a judgme 


itas to whetherthey 


reciprocally equal and reasonable, or the contrary, in their effect upon Amet 


can products. 


But when ho ascertained the fact that duties and exactions reciproce' 
unequal and unreasonable were imposed upon the agricultural or other p 
ucts of the United States by a country producing and exporting sugar, | 
lasses, coffee, tea, or hides, it became his duty to issue a proclamation dex 
ing thesuspension, as to that country, which Congress had determined shou 
occur. He had no discretion in the premises, except in respect to the dura 


tion of the suspension so ordered, but that rela 
of the policy established by Congress, 


only to the enforcement 
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\s the suspension was absolutely required when the President ascertained 
tence of a particular fact, it can not be said that, in ascertaining that 
in issuing his proclamation in obedience to the legislative will, he 


sed the function of making laws. Legislative power was exercised 


Congress declared that the suspension should take effect upon a named 
vency. What the President was required to do wassimply in execution 
icto? Congress. It wasnot the making of law. He wasthe mere agent 
lawmaking department to ascertain and declare the event upon which 
yreesed Will was to take effect. It was a part of the law itself as it left 
is of Congress that the provisions, full and complete in themselves, 
ting the free introduction of sugars, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides 


{ narticular countries should be suspended in a given contingency, and 
» case of such suspensions certain duties shoul be imposed. 

It will be noted that the court expressly denies that anything 
>» volving the expediency of the operation of the law can be dele- 
: | bv Congress to the Executive, and that is exactly what is 

ed to be done in the broadest and most unrestrained man- 
ner by the second section of this bill. The President was only 


iaw should be suspended, as Congress had determined and in 
the statute had prescribed should occur, 
Chief Justice and Justice Lamar dissented; but all of the 
s, including those who dissented, agreed upon the principle 
jlyed in the case, but only differed as to the application of the 
came to that particular case. 
| had intended to pursue this line of argument further and to 
ew the several statutes heretofore enacted by Congress in 
which similar powers were conferred upon the Executive, with 
, view of showing that they are all of them of the character of 
provision of the act of 1890, which is upheld by the court in 
the foregoing case, and that none of them contain such a provi- 
sion as that found in the second section of this bill. But it is un- 
necessary to do so, as the Senator from Maine recognizes the 
principle for which I contend. 


lished in the mind of the President the fact that the operation of 
his statute 

Mr. BACON. That will not meet it. 

Mr. HALE. You can not apply a distinct fact, because the 
fact in one case will be different from what it will be in the other. 
hegan—and I do not like to legislate without being frank and 
outright—by saying that I appreciate the force of that distinction, 
and lam trying to get the Senator to tell me what he thinks about 

t. It seems to me this would do: 

ss the President shall otherwise order in the public interest. 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. HALE. That is, the President determines that it is in the 
public interest. Or you may say, ‘‘ provided the President is sat- 
isfied that the prices charged are unreasonable.”’ 
only saying in other words what is said here—that it is in the 
public interest. You can not base this upon a statement of facts 
to be found unless you have some phrase which covers it. 

Mr. BACON, And yet the law requires that it shall be based 
pon some facts to be found. 

Mr. HALE. Well, now, what has the Senator in mind? Sup- 
pose, instead of these words, we say that the President, upon be- 
ig informed or believing that unreasonable rates are being 
lemanded not in the interest of the Government, may otherwise 
order, 

Mr. BACON. I will say this to the Senator: I have not been 
endeavoring to determine upon a particular phrase that would 
neet the requirements of the law, because 

Mr. HALE. Ought not the Senator 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will allow me just asecond, in order 

) finish my sentence? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Because my mind has not been running in that 
direction, But I want to say to the Senator frankly that we have 
« number of statutes, some of them dating back to the very early 
days of the Government and running up to the McKinley Act of 
1890, in which there is a framing of the law along the line he is 
trying now to reach; for instance, the suggestion of the Senator 
that the proviso should be limited to the finding of the fact by the 
President that the prices were unreasonable or that a monopoly 
or a combination had been made. But what I am trying to sug- 
gest to the Senator is this: It must be something specific. It can 
not be put simply upon the ground of the judgment of the Presi- 
dent as to the interest of the United States. There must be some 
specific fact found. 

, Mr. HALE. But the President must be the judge whether the 
tact is established. 

Mr. BACON. Ofcourse. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. BAILEY, Will the Senator from Georgia permit me? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think the Senator from Georgia is indisput- 
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ably right in his criticism of this provision, but whatever may be | 


said about it as a matter of proper legislation, as a matter of law 


it would be valid with the provision suggested by the Senator | 


from Maine, 


vered to ascertain certain facts, and when so ascertained | 
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Mr. HALE. You can say that whenever there shall be estab- | 


But that is | 























Mr. BACON. As to prices? 
Mr. HALE. The law then would stand, not being suspended 
by the President, because the law would be that they shall be car- 
ried in this way unless the President finds the charges exorbitant. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. And otherwise orders. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course; that would follow. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. In that way it is rather 
continues in effect. 

I think the Senator from Georgia has performed a useful serv- 
ice in calling attention to this matter, and I am gratified to see 
Senators on the other side willing to remove that objection; 
though even with that I should vote against the bill, as embody- 
ing a bad principle. 

Mr. HALE. Iam entirely willing that that provision shall be 
put in, because this consideration which the Senator from Georgia 
has raised I may say is not new and has b2en in the minds of 
Senators upon this side as well as upon the other. It is und 
edly better that we do not set a precedent of declaring in terms 


a conditional law which 


ubt- 


that the President shall absolutely have the right to countervail 
a law. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like very much, if it is 
agreeable to the Senator from Georgia, to make one suggestion 


| for his consideration and that of the Senate at this point in the 


|} ecution of criminals. 


discussion, and that is of the ground upon which it seems to me 
this must be supported, if at all, and upon which it seems to me it 
can be easily supported, if I may have his leave to do it, 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Iagree with the Senator from Georgia that the 


lawmaking power can not be vested in the Executive except to 
the familiar extent of his approval of laws. You could not say 


lawfully that an estate shall go to all the children on the death 
of the owner unless the President thinks it would be better to 
have the law of primogeniture, and in that case it should go in 
accordance with that principle. That is perfectly clear to my ap- 
prehension. 

The argument of the Senator from Georgia is a very clear and 
powerful statement of a sound doctrine. , as I understand 
this, it is a regulation of the executive power which the law- 
making power may do unless the executive power be regulated 
and defined by the Constitution itself. 

The duty of seeing that the supplies are carried to our Army 
and Navy is purely an executive power, which the President 
would have a perfect right to do if there were no provision of law 
specifically requiring it. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator allow me, in this connection? 

Mr. HOAR. Permit me one sentence more. Now, then, can 
we not say, and do we not say in a thousand instances in the 
States and in the nation, that executive powers shall be dis- 
charged in a certain way, unless the executive find it is better 
to discharge them in another way, in which case he does it under 
his general power? 

Take the most important instance of executive power—the ex- 
Suppose we should say by law that the 
execution of all criminals capitally sentenced should occur within 
thirty days after conviction, but that the governor or the Presi- 
dent, if he find it expedient, may prescribe a different period. 
Now, is it not clearly within the power of the legislature to limit 
an executive act or to leave that executive act where, without 


Pent 
aut 


| law, the executive would limit it, asa matter of course, to his 


discretion? 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me in this connection? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will let mesay right here that in the 
State of Maine we have lived for a number of years under a stat- 
ute which declares in terms that the time for executions shall be 
fixed, under certain limitations, by the governor. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to beg the pardon of both Senators. I do 
not want to thrust myself into thedebate. But it seems that this 
consideration completely supports that contention. 

Mr. BACON. Before the Senator from Massachusetts takes 
his seat, I desire to call his attention to the fact that this bill is 


| not and does not purport to be the arrangement of an Executive 


function. 

Mr. HOAR. Does it not 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me,I am trying to 
tell him. It is not limited to the question as to how provisions 
and coal and things of that kind shall be carried in Government 
transports, but it extends to all other vessels under American reg- 
istry. This does not have any—— 

Mr. HALE. This bill does not apply to anything but Govern- 
ment supplies. 

Mr. BACON. Iknowthat, but it does not deal exclusively with 
the question of carrying freight in Government transports. It is 
extending the navigation laws as toall vessels. It is making the 
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navigation laws extend beyond the presen t limitation, which is 
as ansportation between ports under ‘the jurisdiction of the | 
United States, to the transportation of anything intended for the | 
Army or Navy, regardless of what port it may come from, so 
that no foreign ship can engage init. C ongress may empower 
the President to perform an executive duty in one way or another, 
but it can no more empower him to annul a law preseribimg an 
executive duty tl an any other law. 

The suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetis, while of 
course an ingenious one, can, I think, upon consideration, be easily 
recognized by all as in no manner affecting this question. If 
that were so, every one of the cases reviewed by the Supreme | 
Court in the case of Field v, Clark is one that relates to some ex- | 

cutive function, some executive act, and yet the Supreme Court 


of the United States cle te draws the distinction along the line 
which I have endeavored to present to the Senate—that the execu- 
tion of a law can be made contingent upon the ascertainment of a 
finitely prescribed fact, and that when the executive ascertains 
that fact, he does not make the law, he does not exercise a judg- 


} 
ae 


ment whether or not the law shall be operative; he only ascer- | 


taiz 
al 


am 


s a fact that itis impracticable for the legislature to ascertain, 
1 therefore it commits to him the power to ascertain it, and 
ys upon the ascertainment of the fact the law which they make 
either be operative or inoperative, as the case may be. 






re, as said by the Senator from Texas, and asI say, the 
iggestion of the Senator from Maine as to the change in this | 
provision of the bill will bring it within the requirements of the 


Constituti on of the U nited Stz ates. 


Mr. HALI I propose to offer the amendment I havesuggested. 
It will strike out § section 2. 
Mr. BACON. If it will bring the bill within the Constitution, 


will not detain the Senate a minute longer. 

Mr. HALE. I am entirely willing todo it. 
tors, and I hope I am not unreasonable in s saying it, that I should 
» very mu ‘+h to have a vote onthe bill. I do not understand 
at any Se some other side because he assents to this propo- 
ition approves the bill or in any way is committed to it, but I 
should be very glad to have a vote and have the matter out of 
vay and have it out of my way. 


I may say to Sena- 


11is 


41 
Litt 2 


. BACON. I can not speak for other Senators, but for my- 
Tis the amendment meets my criticism, I will not have any- 

thi ng further to say. 
Mr. HALE. Then I move, after the word “ Navy,” in line 7, 


section 1, to ins Es the words ‘ 
Unless the Presid« .erwise order in the public interest. 
Then, when that is adopted-—— 
Mr. BACON. That will not do. 
-— 


which I have ial 
ent shall ot 


It does not meet the point at 


. HALE. The words are precisely the same that I read be- 


rt 


re, 
‘Mr. BACON. If the Senator will put it in thisway—I will not 
cive the exact phraseology, but the essential part of it—‘‘ unless 
it shall be f d that the prices charged are unreasonable;’’ that 
is the ascertainment of a fact and will meet the requirements of 
the law. 

Mr. HALE. 


as sox 


un 


Senator from Texas has said, the provision I 


ings it within the theory and scope of the law, as peovty much | 
ay of us as lawyers understand it. Now, as I said before, you 
ay say, ‘unless the Preside nt shall find that the prices charged 


are undue and unreasonable.’ 


Mr. BACON. That would bring it within the law. 
Mr. HALE. That would be only another form. 
Mr. BACON. No; whether in another form or not, itis vital 


and essential to the maintenance of the principle. When you say 


that ‘‘ the President, when he finds it to the public interest,”’ you | 


go b 


set a 


‘yond the limit, and you make him the legislator and let him 

ide the act of Congress. But whenever you say that this 
shall be the law unless the President finds the price to be unreason- 
abl 
facts. 

Mr. HALE. ‘‘ Unless the President shall find that the price or 
rates of freight charged by said vessels areunreasonable.’”’ That 
will cover it. 

Mr. BACON. Please read it again. 

Mr. HALE. Itfollows the general provision for transportation 
for the use of the Army or Navy: 


Unless the President shall find that the rates or prices of freight charged 
by such vessels 


Which have just been described as vessels of the United States— | 


are unreasonable. 


That surely will cover it. 
Mr. BACON. I think that probably comes within the principle 
of the law. 


Mr. HALE. I move that amendment, Mr. President. 
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It is difficult when you come to particularize, but 
have read | 


‘, then you are making the law and he is simply finding the | 






FEBRUARY 


| ap 
| Mr. BAILEY. I suggestthat in order to bring it clearly y hin 
the doctrine of Field v. Clark we employ the language of the 
court in that case, and say ‘‘ unless he shall deem the charges yp. 
reasonable.’’? AsI recall it, the provision of the law the ler 

| consideration by thecourt was what is known as the “ reci ty 


section ’’ of the tariff law. ™ 
Mr. BACON. The law of 1890. I have it here. 
Mr. BAILEY. So that whenever the President might 
these regulations unreasonable or unjust 
Mr. HALE. ‘“ Unreasonable. 
| Mr. BAILEY. The language of the act of October 1, 


was— 





May deem to be reciprocally unequal and unreasonable. 

So, it seems to me, 

Unless the charge 
and unjust. 

Mr. HALE. ‘ Unless the President,’’ I said, ‘‘ shall find,” py} : 
‘* shall deem.”’ ea 

Mr. BACON. HEither one. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator employs the very expression into 
which the Supreme Court translated the words ‘as he may 
deem.’ 

Mr. BACON. That is right. 

Mr. HALE. We are not far apart. 
President shall deem.’’ 

Mr. BERRY, ‘“ Find” isa better word. 

Mr. HALE. ‘ Find’’ was my suggestion. Lt 

Unless the President shall find that the freight charges—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Say ‘“ transportation charges,”’ 
providing for transportation charges. 

Mr. HALE. Well, ‘ tran isportation charges.” 

Mr. PATTER RSC IN. ‘Rates of freight charges. 

Mr. BACON. ‘‘Are unreasonable.”’ 

Mr. HALE. “ Shall find the fre ight charges ’?—— 


we should put in here: 
s shall be deemed by the President. to be unrea 








I will say “‘ unless the 





because ¥ re 


Al 


” 


Mr. BACON. ‘“ Excessive or unreasonable.” 
Mr. PATTERSON. Why not put it “the rates of freight 
charges?”’ 


+ Mr. HALE. “ The rates of freight charges by said vessel 
unreasonable.’’? I will move that amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Section 2 goes out. 

Mr. HALE. Assoonasthisamendment is adopted I shall m 
to strike ont section 2. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to 1 
a suggestion? 

Mr. BAILEY. Ipresume that without any express pro vi 
| to that effect, the President, finding these transportation cl 
to. be excessive. would be authorized under the existing 

ask for bids, as he does now? 

Mr. BACON. Of course; undoubtedly. 

Mr. BAILEY. With that understanding 

Mr. HALE. Hewouldhavethatright. Allthis would be done 
by bids,anyway. That is where the President will get at the fact 
that the charges demanded by the vessels are unreasonable, 
cause they will all be brought to his attention by bids. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam not perfectly sure. I donot coneur ¥ 
the views e xpres sed that thisis really anex cecutive function. 
President, having the goods and having the ships of the Go 
ment, would have a right to order the goods transported in 
ernment ships. But he would not have the ri ight except und 
authority of the statute to make contracts for their transportat 
I think. 

Mr. BACON. That right exists now. 

Mr. BAILEY. Under the existing law. What I want to bo 

| sure about is that this provision does not repeal the existing | 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, | do 
not think there can be any possible question on that point. T!iis 
is a provision ‘‘ that vessels of the United States, or belonging to 
| the United States, and no others, shall be employed i in the tra 

portation by sea of coal, provisions, fodder, or supplies of al 

description purchased pursuant to law for the use of the Army 

or Navy, unless’’ so and so. Then, of course, if itis found to be 

that way, this law does not apply and the present law is in exis 
'ence. There is not any possible question about that. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think that is probably true, and yet we often 
find ourselves repealing by implication. Itis a little difficult to 
say that an existing statute is repealed under some circumstanc:s 
and not repealed under others. In other words, the courts are 
| not inclined to favor the conditional repeal of statutes, and we 
| might find that having given to the President this authority un- 
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Does the Senator from Ma 
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< certain circumstances exist he would be withont that author- | lative body does not incorporate the : yr provision that it 
der other circumstances. Still,I make noquestion aboutit. | does nt therefore re L mili zg law. It 
TELLER. Mr. President. I suggest to the Senator that if | would repeal amy existing : \ 
ply follows what he has there, a direction to the President Mr. HALE. It does, whil t 
ceed in the same manner as under existing law or im sume Mr. BAILEY. It does: and I think the suge 1 of the Sena 
way. the whole thing will be complete. tor meets it. but I myself am inclined to pr 0 of 
fr. HALE. This is a measure that takes effect when the Pres- | my co io gue, becanse that excludes the idea of any conflict be- 
t decides that the present existing law does not apply. That | tween th: prese nt and the existing law as to these cont 
all that isintended. | have noobjection to striking out section Mr. HALE. Let the Secretary read the amendn of 
h in terms declares that it absolutely repeals acts incon- | fered, and then I will add to the langua 
: t with this act, and that takes away the question as to The SecRitary. On page 1, line 7, after the word ‘‘ N 
om r if the President does intervene he can fall back upon ex- | insert: 
e gy law. [ he P 11] the 2 t « re 
z ir. TELLER. The President would certainly fall back on the | ¥° e 
‘ ne law if the Senator would add that to bis modified clause. Mr. HALE. Add In which ¢ ( s shall be ma 
t ms to me that that is the proper way to do it, and that is | based upon ex sting law 
+ it 1 tried to suggest. Mr. BERR That is right. 
; Mr. HALE. I have no objection to adding that. I am trying Mr. BAILEY. Ma , 
2 et suggestions. j Mr. ITA E ae ude under ting law.’’ 
se Mr. CULBERSON. I understand that the present law pro-| Mr. CULBERSON. T! ing | 
y that this transportation shall be had by advertisement to The Secretary read as foil 
: lowest bidder. The bill under consideration, if it becomes a In w ci ir shall be made under ¢ t r law. 
v, not only by implication ot the first section, but by express The PRE- ENT 7 :pore. The qnestio son agreeing t 
sion of section 4 provides: the am | s¢ r fi i M ‘ 
; 4t al] acts and parts of acts in so far as inconsistent with the provision The ai Ginent was ac ) 
has? f this act are bereby repealed. Mr. HALE. w. | strike out ction 2. 
F the amendment of the Senator from Maine stops where he The PRESIDENT pro tez t [he Sena rom Mainet 
s it will stop, that is to say, that the first section of this pro- | to e ont st on 2 
ed law shall apply unless the President finds the charges are yen nt w wrreed to. 
onable, then if he does find it so and the existing law is re Mr. HOAR. |! ild like to ask the § a question. I do 
‘led. where is the law upon which ‘bids can be had and the | not want to delay tl it what is the signiticance of section 
portation carried on? Is it vthing mo to say they are directed to obev the 1 
M HALE If the Senator will allow me, that is precisely | Of they are not to enforce tl rovisions the I lent is 
it we have been discussing. directed to « 
Mr. CULBERSON. I anderstand it. Mr. HALE Chat is simply, as this matter comes into two I 
Mr. HALE. We have been trying to reach that, either by strik- | pa t each head of Department shall enforce the law i 
ol section 4, which repeals all laws, and simply leave this | his Depart nt: that is all. 
a modification and as a substitute unless it is arrested in its Mr. HOAR But that will be equally their duty wit! t 
peration by the prese mtlaw. Inthatcase the words can be added, | [t does not mean that the Secretary of War and the S 
which case the law as now ae shall apply.”’ Either can | the Navy shall enforce so much of the law except it the Pre 
ne: Ido not care which, but I think it would perhaps be just as | dent is to do certain things. If you sav that the Secretarv is 
“ to strike out section 4 and then make this, whic h is a locum | rected te ree the provisions of the law. it onlv meat at 
t ns, hold the place of that repre If it is not arrested Dy the | is r-rel i to obey it. and that is implied w 1out it. It dor n 
P ent it applies, but if it is applied then the present existing | seem to me that that is a very good provision to put into ala 
statutes we do not repeal. We simply provide that the Preside ant | [ would strike it out. 5 
b uct may declare and find that tl 1is provision does not apply Mr. HALE. [ do not think it does anv harm or anv 
and if it dees not apply the old law does apply. I think that, Ww hat the President is directed or authorized to do will be d 
perhaps. is the mostsymmetrical way of getting atit. I will move | through the Secretaries. 
then this amendment. and will move afterwards to strike out sec- Mr. HOAR I think I would strike that ont. 
tion 2 and section 4 also. | Mr. TELLER Mr. President, 1 want to say a few words abou 
Mr. BACON. All right. the bill itself, late as it is. } 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine Mr. i AR. If the Senator will pardon me, I think I will 1 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. to strike ont section 3. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I think the Senator had better recast the Mr. TEL LER. I will yield for that m pose, 
entire first section. Mr. HOAR. I do not think it a proper form of legislation 
Mr. Hz se - I want to amend the first section. The amend- Mr. HALE. I am always pleased to bear the Senator 
ment is to the first section. Colorado, but I should like to have the bill passed. 
Mr. P ur ERSON. And then recast it. Mr. TELLER. Ido not want to have the bill passed be I 
: Mr. HA Ll There is not any ay to be done. It applies make my speech. 
perfectly the ‘didlo after the word ** Navy. The PRESIDENT pro 1 mpore. The Senator from Massa 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The émend1 nent will be stated. | setts moves an amendment. which will be stated 
; _ The SeckeTaRy. On page 1, line 7, after the word ** Navy, the Secrgerary. It is proposed to strike out section 38, in th 
; Insert: following words 
Unless the President shall find that the rates of freight charges by said ves 3. That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy a 
cessive and unreasonable hereby directed to enforce 1 rovisk this act 
Mr HALE. That is it. The PRESIUENT pro tempore. The question is on thea 
Mr. CULBERSON. I suggest to the Senator to add something _ ment proposed by the Senat from Massachuse 
} like this, ‘in which case the transportation shall be regulated as Che amendineut was agreed to 
may be otherwise provided by law.”’ Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire at this late 1 
Mr. BERRY. ‘In which case the contract shall be made un- » detain the Senate. but this is a very important bill. and it 
der existi g law,” is, I think, a better phrase. been railroaded along yesterday afternoon and to-dav wit] 
fr. CULBERSON. In which case the charges—— t bh been unusua rhe amendments that 1 
‘ HALE. No: ‘tin which case contract shall be made ’’—— might have been made yesterday just as \ iS t 
¢ Mr. COLBERSON. ‘As may otherwise be provided by law.’ Mr. President. | am opposed not simply to the ds s 
a _Mr. HALE, That isin already. ‘ Uniess the President shall it I am opposed to the principle we have es s} 
® Gad 9? . Lam opposed to he bill that is to foll WwW, a Compan n 
Mr. CULBERSON. Im other words, the suggestion I make, | 2259. which is to complete this ingemen Ly ‘ 
- ide as it may appear, is intended to refer the qu ‘stion back to | the trade between the Philippine Islands and the United States 
the law as it exists in other statutes—that is, by bid--and to ex- | under the coast-line acts of the United States. 
Poe clnde the idea that that statute is repeaied. I am opposed to the bill, in the first place, Mr. President, be- 
ir. HALE. But does not the Senator think I reach that by cause it isasu sidy bill. Lam not opposed to certain preferences 
striking out the provision of section 4, that all other acts are re- | being given to American ships, but when you do that, I want to 
> pealed? We do not repeal any law. feel that it is a fair system and puts the ships of all parts of the 





_Mr. CULBERSON. I rather think it will have that effect, but | United States on an equality. Ican see noreason why you should 
es ane eeneines Setionn ene Aeakt-abeus i. | gies te thedhips Letwow he perts of the United Sintesand the 


Mr. BAILEY. It does not necessarily follow because the legis- | Philippine Islands a certain advantage that you deny to the ships 
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between the Atlantic ports and the Pacific ports and other sections 
‘ of the world. I suppose it may be said that it will be followed by 
giving preferences or advantages, but they will have to be differ- 
ent advantages. You can not apply this principle to the trade of 
the world generally. So, I think, to begin with, it is a vicious 
way of commencing a ship-subsidy system. 

Mr. President, Iam opposed to it on other grounds. 
ing to wait until Senators get through talking. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. TELLER. It is bad enough totalk at thishour. I donot 
care about being delayed very much, but I do not believe, Mr. 
President, in hasty legislation. I do not believe that it is an ex- 
cuse for a failure to enter your protest against a bill which you 
believe to be bad, because it is not convenient for Senators to stay 
away from their dinner. There is no reasonin the world why, if 
this isa proper bill to pass, it can not be passed upon another day 
just as well as to-day. There is a very large majority here ap- 
parently in favor of this bill. Itis their right to pass it when 
they get ready. 

it is my right and the right of those opposed to it to have an 
opportunity to enter their objections to it, and I am going to do 
it now. I should be much better pleased to do it some other day 
if it would be just as convenient, but if it is the policy of the 
party who wunt to pass this bill to insist on going through with 
it to-night I am going to make my speech to-night. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I will ask unanimous consent that the bill shall 
be taken up at the expiration of the routine morning business 
on Tuesday next, and that a vote shall be taken upon it during 
that day. 

Mr. ALLISON. At 5 o’clock? 

Mr. HALE. Well, I will ask that at 5 o’clock on that day we 
shall vote upon the bill and all pending amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. Five o’clock or before. 

Mr. ALLISON. Four o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. I will ask that a vote shall be taken during that 
day. 

Mr 


Iam go- 


TELLER. To say “during the day ”’ is a better way. 

The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the bill may be taken up for considera- 
tion after the routine morning business on Tuesday. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Before that request is put, I should like 
to ask the Senator in charge of the bill if he supposes that by that 
time we shall have the result of the hearings on this bill, which 
I understand is being had by the present Secretary of War? 

Mr. HALE. There have been no hearings, I understand, on 
this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand there have been. 

Mr. HALE. There have been none, 

Mr. TELLER. On last Thursday. 

Mr. HALE. No; there have been none. 

Mr. LODGE. The Secretary of War, I will say, has been be- 
fore the House committee and the hearings were on the Philip- 
pine bill, not on this bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iunderstand that the representatives of 
certain shipping interests have been before the present Secretary 
of War on this bill or the associated bill. 

Mr. TELLER. The companion bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Both are pending, and we would like to 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


know—at least, I should like to know—if we will have the result | 


of that inquiry before us in some way by Tuesday. 

Mr. HALE. I will say to the Senator that I do not understand 
there have been any hearings or anything taken down. 
resentatives of different interests have been to the Secretary, as I 
have, and I will get, so far as it can be gotten, and bring it in on 
Tuesday, anything that there is of record, but I do not presume 
there is any record of anything. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, thereis. Iam informed hy a gentleman 
who was present that the Secretary had a stenographer who took 
down everything that was said. I should like, while we are get- 
ting that, to get the opinion of the Secretary of War on this sub- 
ject, if the Senator will do that. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary can send it in at any time, if he 
chooses; we can not oblige him to do that. But I will say to Sen- 
ators I will ask the Secretary if there are any matters of that 
kind, and if any meetings have been taken down to send in the 
hearings, so that we can have them here Tuesday morning. 

Mr. TELLER. 
on this bill? 

Mr. HAL. We never have done that. We always say when 
we send directions that we do not want an opinion. I have known 
that objected to frequently. We ask for facts, we ask for papers, 
but we always object to opinions, 
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Will you also ask the Secretary for his opinion | 
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Mr. TELLER. We have the opinion of the former Secretary 
and I should like to have the opinion of the present Secretary. ~ 

Mr. HALE. If the Secretary chooses to send itin. The ipter- 
est, I will say, that the Secretary has felt in this matter is not jy 
this bill; it is in the Philippine bill. 

Mr. TELLER. It is the same thing. 

Mr. HALE. He has recently come fromthe Philippines, I+ js 
hardly the same thing. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to discuss this bill in its effect upon ¢! 
Philippines. 

Mr. HALE. I make this suggestion for a vote on Tuesday, [| 
see how the Senator feels about it. F 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to the proposition. 

Mr. HALE. It is late, and that is why I make the proposition, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the consideration of the pending bill may 
be resumed after the morning business on Tuesday next, and that 
the final vote be taken on it during that day. 

Mr. HALE. The final vote on the bill and all amendments, 

Mr. TELLER. The bill to be still open to amendment? 

Mr. HALE. The bill to be still open to amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? 
hears none, and that order is made. 

Mr. HALE. Iask that the bill which has been pending may 
be ordered to be reprinted as it has been amended, and that 
also be printed in the REcorD as amended. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? 
hears none, and that order is made. 

The bill as amended is as follows: 

A bill (S. 2263) to require the employment of vessels of the United States fo 
public purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That vessels of the United States, or belonging 
United States, and no others, shall be employed in the transportation 
of coal, provisions, fodder, or supplies of any description, purchased pursu 
to law, for the use of the Army or Navy, unless the President shall find that 
the rates of freight os by said vessels are excessive and unreasonable, 
in which case contracts shail be made under existing law: Provided, That 1 
greater charges be made by such vessels for transportation of articles for 
the use of the said Army and Navy than are made by such vessels for tran 
portation of like goods for private parties or companies. 

Suc. 4. That all acts and partsof acts in so far as inconsistent with the } 


visions of this act are hereby repealed. 
Src. 5. That this act shall take effect sixty days after its passage. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 12220) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. W. J 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 89) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Markham; 

A bill (S. 148) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin H. 
Smalley; 

A bill (S, 153 
Turk; 

A bill (S. 154) granting an increase of pension to Hugh T. 
Crockett: 

A bill (S. 
Ford; 

A bili (S. 
Johnson; 

A bill (S. 


granting an increase of pension to William W. 


156) granting an increase of pension to Harriet L. 
268) granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 


312) granting an increase of pension to John I. 


| Oviatt; 
The rep- | 


A bill (S. 317) granting an increase of pension to Mortimer Hal- 
lett; 

A bill (S. 354) granting an increase of pension to Clara B. Gris- 
wold; 

A bill (8. 386) granting an increase of pension to Homer D. 


| Wells: 


A bill (S. 562) granting an increase of pension to Emeline ©. 
Emmons: 

A bill (S. 588) granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F. 
Little; 

A bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Lar- 


| kins; 


A bill (S. 693) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 


| De Rocher; 


nor 


A bill (S. 727) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Wethereil; 
A bill (S. 819) granting an increase of pension to John B. Glover; 
A bill ( 8. 822) granting an increase of pension to Marquis L. 
Stevens; . 
A bill (S. 893) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Angelo; 
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A bill (S. 990) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. | 


A }. 935) granting a pension to Mary S. Clark; 
4 bill (S. 1272) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


. 1280) granting an increase of pension to Henry Wil- 


hill 


hes: 


(S. 1892) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. | 


ill (S. 1580) granting an increase of pension to Theron T. 
re; 
li (S, 1554) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Pickard; 
ill (S. 1555) granting an increase of pension to Owen E. 
Newton 
jill (S. 1591) granting an increase of pension to James Hahn; 
\ bill (S. 1616) grant ing an increase of pension to Michael 
| in; 
bill (S. 1627) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo R. 
Kiboe 
A bill (S. 1642) granting an increase of pension to Blanche L. 
Chunn; 
bill (S. 1678) granting am increase of pension to Rudolph 
Reinhart; 
. bill (S. 1786) granting an increase of ponsion to Matthew 
W m vorth; . 
| (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to John M. | 
M in; | 
ill (S. 1884) granting an increase of pension to John W. | 
Paul 
\ bill (S. 1944) granting an increase of pension to John S. 


Stanger; 
\ bill (S. 
Williams; 
A bill (S. 2087) granting an increase of pension to George Rilea; | 
\ bill (S. 2122) g granting a pension to Ashley C. Riggs; 

ill (8S. 2179) granting am increase of pension to Thomas | 
Harkison; 

A bill (S. 2198) granting a pension to Thomas Irvin; 

A bill (S. 2200) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Co 
A bill (S.. 2216) granting an increase of pension to Charles | 


2043) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. | 


‘ 


ins; 


(S. 2237) granting an increase of pension to Louise 


S. 2239) granting an increase of pension to Theodore E. | 


bill 2278) granting an increase of pension to Harriet H. 
H ett; 
\ bill 2289) granting an increase of pension to Louisa R. 


(S. 2429) granting an increase of pension to John Dow; 

2445) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
4 

granting a pension to Naomi Green; 


‘ bill (S. 2490) 


A ill (S. 2563) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth M. 
Bar 
vin (S. 2649) granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Bu 


A bill (S. 2662) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Carr ws } 
A bill (S. 2688) granting an increase of pension to George M. 

Lin« h: 

A bill (S 
A bill (S 
iddle; 

A all (S. 2948) granting an increase of pension to George 


2838) granting a pension to Louisa Lyon; 
. 2940) granting an increase of pension to Margaret | 


iI (S. 2955) granting an increase of pension to John H: 
f th Lozier; 
bill (S. 2966) granting a pension to William Conover; 

A bill (S. 2969) granting a pension to Henry Dority; 

A bill (S. 2990) granting an increase of pension to Malvina C. 
Buz Il; 

A bill (S. 3088) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Kennedy; 
‘ A bill (S, 3053) granting an increase of pension to Emma E. 8. 
Wri sR Ane 


3085) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 


1 (S. 
Bowman; 
A bill (S, 3267) granting an increase of pension to Mary V. | 
Carson: 
A bill (S. 8291) granting an increase of pension to John Olson 
Bakken, alias John Olson; 


8130) granting an increase of pension to Nathan P. | 
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A bill (S. 3362) granting an increase of pe n to Daniel H 
y 2 a 
| W alLlace; 
A bill (S. 3373) granting a pension to Fliza Williams 
A bill (S,. 338 7) granting an Mmecrease of pension to George B. 
Christy; 
A bill (S. 3405) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 


Pentzer; 


A bill (S. 3418) granting a pension to Henry P. wat 
A bill (S. 3415) granting an increase of pension to Manlu/t W. 
| Reyne Ids: 
| A bill (S. 8423) granting an increase of pension to Jose H. 


A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 3 
Wilks; 

A bill 
B. W. Ste 

A bill (S. 
Harrison; 


94=0) 
rt 


2) gramting anineres 
470) 


se of pension to Charles Male; 


granting an increase of pension to Richard 


S. 3480) granting an increase of pensi 
hens; 


3431) granting an increas 


n to 


Str ary 


ston 


» of pension to James E. 


A bill (S. 3488) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
| McIntire; 
A bill (S. 3527) granting an increase of pension to Jerning 1 
| Boone: 
A bill (S. 3534) granting an increase of pension to Jokn S. Par 
ker; 
A bill (S. 3569 a s an increase of } L hn A 


lain; 
3645) granting an increase of pension to F'r 


ill (S. 3656) granting an increase of pension 


| Cha tmb 


A biil (S. 
A t 








A — (S. 
. bill (S. 3812) granting an increase of pensi 
V heatland; 
A bill (S. 8839) granting 
Abbott: 
A bill (8S. 
ark; 


8738) granting an increase of pension t 


ing 


an increase pension to George 


3887) granting an increase of pension to Charles J, 


A bill (S. 8893) granting an increase of pension to John L 
Rogers; 

A bill (S. 3902) granting a pension to George F 

A bill (e. 3945) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Lew 

A bill S. 3950) granting an increase of pension to Edwai 


Bl: risde ll: 


A bill (S. 4052) granting a pension to Alice K. Se! 
4 
x 


‘A bill (S. 4090) granting an increase of pension to Cl 
| Folsom; 
A bill (S. 4091) granting an increase of pension to Nathan M. 


Gove 


2s and 





A bill (8. 4141) granting an increase of pension to i \ 

Dic} Key 
SANITARY DAIRY RODI 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Pri hat t nate ad 

Mr. STEWART. to d il 
ment. 

Mr. HADI Very well. 

Mr. ST! WwW ART. I desire to ask unanimous « 
minutes on Wednesday morning in the m 
th os Tar aellll teileeyegteaiee tie Lutes; in fact. Id S | 
take ten minutes—to call up the ** milk! as 
unanimous consent that that bill may be given 5 
Wednesday morning after the p MORTARS siness 

Mr. ALLISON. Not to int fe re with appr t 

M - STE W ART. Ni tt y it re witn 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
askKS unanimous conse! t t | 
shall receive con aie rat Ved } r 
tine business. Is there ob ection? 

Mr. HOAR. Would that displace t ! 
Indiana [Mr. Farr ‘S] has in charg V 4 
pecial order? 
“Mr. LODGE. That was made a special order for Monday 

Mr. HOAR. I understand; but that bill m : d 
of on Monday. fowever, Mr. P1 t. I will ( ch. 

Mr. CARMACK. I desire t x is the f 
the bill which the Senator from Nevada refei as 
bill 

Mr. STEWART. Itisa bill to provide pure milk for the people 
in the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there « to t . 
quest of the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. S: r| 
said that he would not interfere or seek to int e with appro- 


pri: ation bills—— 
Mr. STEWART. Certainly not. 
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Mr. CULLOM. 
propriation bills. 

Mr. LODGE. That is always understood, of course. 

Mr. STEWART. That is always understood. I hope my bill 
will be given five or ten minutes. I think fifteen minutes will be 
the extent of time it will occupy. 

Mr. BAILEY. I willagree that the Senator from Nevada shall 
have all the time he wants to speak on this bill, but I suppose he 
does not ask us to agree that we will pass the bill? 

Mr.STEWART. You will certainly vote for it when you know 
the facts. There will be no trouble about that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam so inthe habit of voting ‘‘no” that Iam 
not certain I shall vote for the Senator’s bill. 

: Mr. STEWART. Oh, yes; you will vote for it when you un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Nevada desires to make his 
bill the regular order for Wednesday morning. 

Mr.STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Subject, of course, to appropriation bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nevada asks 
nnanimous consent that the Senate will proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill S. 2402, to secure sanitary dairy products for the 
District of Columbia, on Wednesday morning, immediately after 
the routine business, not to interfere, however, with appropriation 
bills. 


Mr. CULLOM. 


And no other bill ought to interfere with ap- 


Nor with conference reports. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly not. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am informed that the bill relates merely to 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STEWART. Entirely so. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Nevada? The Chair hears none, and 
that order is made. ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. I movo that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 8 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 29, 1904, at | 
12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 27, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the naval appropria- 
tion bill for the period of three days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks on the naval appropriation 
bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


PIPE LINES THROUGH INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill S. 3317, authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands, with 
House amendments, for the purpose of having the House insist 
on its amendments and agree to the conference asked thereon. 

The amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Kansas moves that the 
House insist on its amendments and agree to the conference asked. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The following conferees were appointed on the part of the 
House: Mr, Curtis, Mr. Brown of Wisconsin, and Mr. STEPHENS 
of Texas. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested: 

S, 4066. An act for the relief of Leonard I. Brownson; 

S. 2667. An act for the relief of the estate of R. W. Bullock, 
deceased; 

S. 2605. An act to authorize the appointment of Acting Asst. 
Surg. Leopold Herbert Schwerin, United States Navy, as an as- 
sistant surgeon in the United States Navy; and 

S. 2385. An act providing for holding regular terms of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States at Great Falls, Mont. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
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amendments of the House of Representatives to the bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 2596. An act granting a pension to Frances S. Hopkins: and 

S. 2809. An act granting an increase of pension Jesse J. Finley. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 9480. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fisca] 
year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, 

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 

The SPEAKER announced the following committee appoint- 
ments: 

Mr. CoNNELL—Patents, Levees and Improvements of Mississippi 
River, Ventilation and Acoustics. 

Mr. Bonynae—Immigration and Naturalization, Patents, Mines 
and Mining. 

Mr. CANDLER—Public Lands. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table bill (H. R. 9480) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for 
other purposes, to have the House disagree to the Senate amend- 
ments, and ask for a conference thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill, and disagree to the Senate amend- 
ments, and ask for a conference thereon. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for 
other purposes. 

The following conferees were appointed on the part of the 
House: Mr. Bincuam, Mr. LiTravEr, and Mr, Livinaston, 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, by order of the House made 
yesterday, to-day is the day assigned for the transaction of the 
business that was in order yesterday. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bills in order for consideration to-day may be considered 
in the House instead of in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent that the bills under the rule for consideration 
to-day may be considered in the House instead of in the Commit 
tee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

WILLIAM H. BELL. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisio! 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Bell, late of Con 
any E, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and Company E, 
‘enth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 

of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and thiré 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the chairman of the committee as to how much of a raise this is? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It isa raise from $12 to $30 a month. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask if there is an engrossed copy of the bill present? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I rise to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary that there should be an 
engrossed copy present on this question. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Do I understand the Chair to 
hold that there would not have to be an engrossed copy of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. That is not the question before the House at 
present. This is upon the engrossment. Shall the bill be en- 
grossed and read a third time? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Very well, sir; I will make the 
point of order when it comes to the reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask whether 
there is a copy of the engrossed bill at the desk? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, as the 
— nn demands the reading of the engrossed copy of 
the bill, 
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ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 
tatement to this House. 
»AYNE. I will ask that the gentleman have unanimous 


Mir 


Mr. Speaker, I should like to 


I ; 


\4+ 


re 2 


ca DAMS of Pennsylvania. 
tement. 
- CLARK. Ishould like to know what it is about. 
PAYNE. How much time does the gentleman want? I 
will ask that he have unanimous consent. 
‘ir. CLARK. I will reserve the right to object. 
r. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent for 
five minutes to address the House on this subject. 
| SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
nimous consent to address the House for five minutes. 
Mir. CLARK. The right to object has not passed, has it? 
rhe SPEAKER. It has not. 
(r. CLARK. Well, I reserve that right. 
it this explanation is about. 
Mr. ADAMS of Pe nnsylvania. I wish to state to the House my 
reason for taking the action I am about to take. 
‘Mr. CLARK. Do you simply want to make a speech? 
\ir. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I do not. 
Mr. CLARK. Well, have you a bill up? 
. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I have not. 
Mr. CLARK. Well, I will not object. 
rl > SPEAKER, The Chair desires at this time to state that 
Members of the House are falling into a habit that the presen 
occupant of the chair was liable to fall into in former days, but 
which is in violation of the rule. The rules require that one 


Task unanimous consent to make 


asks 


Member of the House in addressing another on the floor should | | 
iddress him as ‘** The gentleman from such and sucha State.” | 


I not in order for one Member to address another directly as 
Mr. Jones or Mr. Doe. 
House,,calls attention to the rule, and will say that in the dis- 
charge of his duty in the future he will be obliged to insist upon 
the rule being observed. 

The Chair hears no objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. ApAms]| to occupy five minutes. The 
eman is recognized for that purpose. 

ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I think the Mem- 


: x 

know me well enough to know that any action that looks toward 

retarding the wishes of my fellow-Members is most distasteful to 
But the district which I have the honor to represent has re- 

rned me six times to this House; and lam coming back, as I 

was informed last week, for another term. [Laughter. | 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. 


to gentleman from Missouri? 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. No, sir. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Isimply wanted to know where the gentle- 
man got that information. 
ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr.Speaker, f feel that I should 


1 my appreciation of what the citizens of my district have 
done for me if I did not use every method in my power to guard 
heir interests and secure such legislation as they are entitled to 


n this House. I have good loyal men in my district, who have 
s d their country and some of whom are now applying for 
that recognition in the way of pensions to which under the law 
they are entitled. I have filed the papers of some of them before | 
th Pension Committee. but somehow or other—I do not know 


how t have got the ill will of a surly clerk who is detailed from 
the Pension Office to docket up these bills and make the returns. 
Phe r¢ wait is that when I was notified to send in the usual batch 
of ills every one of my bills was turned down. 

Now, Mr. Speake r, | want nothing but equal and fair treatment 

r the pe ople of my district. I have been to the chairman of the 
committee and the chairman of the subcommittee. I have com- 
plied with their requirements and filed the papers that have been 
called for. Still when I look on the Calendar to-day I find not a 
single bill of mine reported. 

N »w, what course is left for me in defense of the people of my 
district exc ept to say that unless the Second Pennsylvania distri ict 
‘ceives the proper treatment at the hands of this committee, 

iall have to bear down and put all the districts of the United 

ites on the same plane with that which I represent? 
r. GAINES of Tennessee rose. 
r. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I decline to yield. 

Mr. Speaker, it is most distasteful for me to take this course. 
Gentlemen here who have known me longest knew that I am not 
built that way; but I simply announce a course of action which 
it appears to me necessary to be taken for the defense of the rights 
of iny constituents. Therefore I-give this fair notice to the com- 
mittee that if I can not receive at its hands the fair treatment in 

ure to which my constituents and myself are entitled, I 


the fu 
XXX VITII——156 


‘ 
I 
uf 
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| @ matter of this kind everyone 


Ishould like to hear | 





The Chair, by the indulgence of the | 


-third time, and was accordingly read the third 


the House who have served with me here for ten years | 





Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield | 
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shall be cbhliged to block legislation in this House in respect to 
bills of this character, though I shall do so much against my will. 
1 will not proceed to do so to-day, b I think it fair that in 
“once rned should have fair 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman fr 
draw his demand for the reading of t 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 
vania yield for a question? 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. No, sir. 
The bill was then read the third time, and pas 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia 
quiry. The gentleman from Pennsylvania | mae Apa} 
a statement the full purport of which I was unable 
comprehend. As I understood, it was to the efi 
received notice to *‘ send in his batch of bills’? he complied with 
the request, but his bills were not acted on. As I have received 
no such request and have a good many persons in my district who 
vould like to get on the pension roll, I should like to know under 
bat te rule that style of le; 
The SPEAKER. 
ment. [Laughter.] 


ecause 
notice, 
mm Pennsylvania with- 
1e engrossed bill? 

Yes, sir. 

Will the gentleman from Pennsyi- 


sed, 

mentary in- 
I ; made 
to catch or to 
‘'t that when he 


S] has 





gisli il ion is adoy tea. 
The Chair will hold the matter under advise- 


CHARLES M. MORRISON, 





The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9789) granting 
| an increase of pension to Charles M. Morrison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and heis here 
aut! dand d rected to place ont nt I 
i nits at ions of the ensl ia W the nam rf ¢ 
( ipanies A and H, Ninety-fourth Regiment New York V er I 
med 7 him a pensik n at ihe rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


liows: 

In line 6 strike out 
thereof the w rds “Con 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended w lered to be ener 


the words ‘*( 


ypany H.” 


‘companies A and H”’ and insert in lieu 


as ort ssed and read a 
time, and pass 
JOSIAH H. TYACK. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Josiah H. Tyack. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacte ?. etc..." 


10171 


rrantins 
Mictisvilin 


That the Secretary of the Interi 





ruthorize i and directed to place on the pension ro ib t 
and ta of laws, the name « { 
( ipany E, Thirt nt Wi consin V« 

pension at the re 


ate yf $30 per ‘month in lieu of that he is now 1 
The amendment recomme mile d by the committee 
fi llows: 


i line 8 stri ke out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty four.’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MALINDA A. MYERS. 












The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11649) granting 
an increase of pension to Malinda A. Myers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That t Ss iryv of the Interior be. and 1 hereby 
vuthorized and rected top nsion r t 

i pension laws, the name ¢ la ia A. Mye widow of 
S of Company K, Elevs i ( \ 

i pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 


eiving. 


The amendment rex 


3 now ret 


‘ommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word “twenty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


hird time; and was according i the thir 
MERRITT R. SIMPSON. 


The next pension business was the 


ly rea | time, and passed. 





bill (H. R. 11074) granting a 
pension to Merritt R. Simpson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and t ereby 
| authorized and diree SS eee ritt R. Simpson, late of Cor 
| Regime nt United States Volunteer Infantry, on the pen nr at 
of $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the c 
follows: 


ymmittee was read, ss 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fal 
lowing: 
‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and } s hereby, authorized and 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
of the pension laws, the name of Merritt R. 


rovis sand 


mitations 
Simpson, late of Company I, 





























































Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 


the rate of $12 per month 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bil amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS MARSHALL. 


n business was the bill (H. R. 10399) granting 




















an in oO ion to Francis Marshal. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

I t ed, et hat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
au j " ito place on the pensi roll, subject to the provisions 
and uf I f the pension laws he na of } I ; Marshal, late of 
Comp Kir teviment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and 
pa may 1 at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows 

In line 6 strike out the word “Marshal” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word *M hall. 

In trike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
wor: venty.”’ 

‘ id the title soas to read: “A bill granting au increase of pension to 
Frat Marshall.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

: bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ISAAC S. DRUMMOND, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11175) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac S. Drummond. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

} ‘ ted, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
f ynd d 1 mm the pension roll, subject tothe pi i 

i ns nsion laws, the name of Isaac Drumm ( q 
nant Company E, Thirticth Regiment lowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and } ma pension at the rate of $0 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty”? and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and reada 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN BARTMANN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9990) granting 
a pension to John Bartmann. 
The bill was read, as follows: 










Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
ant! “dé lirected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and . » pension laws, the name of John Bartmann, late of Com- 
pany D, ¢ ‘ounty Missouri Home Guards, and pay him a pen- 
si0? i er month 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word ‘‘ County” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ Battalion.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


Mr. ] 
The 





RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker 
SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 


Mr. RUSSELL. I rise to oppose this bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas rises to oppose 
the bill. 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker,I was struck with a remark made 
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Mr. RUSSELL. 
is acted upon? 

The SPEAKER. That will depend upon the engrossment 
third reading of the bili, The gentleman can be re 
five minutes on that. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I think I havea meritorious defense gen; 
favorable action on this bill, and I think it will catch the a 
tion of the House if I have time to state it. I understood w) 


Will I have longer, then, after the amendment 


ognized 


| JT rose I would have an hour. 


The SPEAKER. 

Mr. RUSSELL. 
five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unani: 
consent that. he may address the House for twenty-five minut 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears n 


How much time does the gentleman a 
I think I can explain it in twenty or tw 


l- 








ne, 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I accept the explanation 2 
by the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and th 


that. it exhibits the fact that the gentleman from Pennsy} 
has no cause for the complaint which he stated to the 
Now, I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this bill ought not to pass 
Tam going to demonstrate the position, if I can, from the re; 
made by the committee. 

I have heretofore expressed the view that this character 
lation ought not tocomeimhereatall. I think this bill is ane 
plification of the force and truth of that position. The comm 
that reported this bill, in closing their statement concerning j 
merits, says this: 

The testimony filed is admittedly weak to show that this soldier incw 
a rupture from causes due to his military service. 

The evidence upon which they make that statement shows that 
this conclusion is amply justified. This man never got within 
hundreds of miles of the firing line. He only served thirty days 
inthe Missouri Home Guard. He was swornin without exami: 
tion. He only did picket duty in the city where he wassworn 
and under the regulations adopted he was permitted, when not 
picket duty with the balance of his comrades, to go to his home 
and go about like any other ordinary citizen in time of profound 
peace. He presented his claim to the Pension Bureau under t 
act of 1890, and it was rejected because that act required ninet: 
days’ service, and he only served thirty days. Then he presented 
his claim under the general law, and after an examination run- 
ning through a period of years, the Bureau of Pensions rejected 
the claim: under that law, because he was utterly unable to show 
as this committee states in their report, that the disabilities under 
which he claimed to be suffering were due to service in the Army 
of the United States. 

Now, these are the facts. He only served thirty days. He 
served in the Missouri Home Guard. He did picket duty in the 
city wherein he was mustered in. When not on picket duty he 
was allowed to go about like any other man in time of 


i¢ 


£7) 
i le 
7 
} 
I 


in 


He was never examined by anybody before sworn in. Ni 


w, | 
want to exhibit to you that I have not overstated anything. | 
want to quote to you from this report as to the merits, and | will 
only read those portions of the report that bear out the position | 


| have announced: 


by the gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. ApAmMs] afew minutes | 


ago, when he informed the House that he had introduced a num- 
ber of meritorious measures, and that he had received notice and 
filed with the committee the necessary papers to have them con- 

idered, and then he complained of the action of the committee 
y have not reported any measures in which his district 


1 
te ( 


} 
vase the 
is interested. Now, sir, I take it that one method by which this 
condition of affairs, if it deserves to be corrected, can be corrected, 


not to be passed. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Iwanttosay that the gentleman who made 
those remarks [Mr. Apams of Pennsylvania] has had two cases 
reported and acted on, and had six cases written up and laid by, 
by the subcommittee having jurisdiction of those cases, because 
they were deemed unworthy of consideration. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RUSSELL. How much time will I have? I want to find 
out how much time I will have before I yield to an interruption. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment, and the 
bill being considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole, 
the gentleman has five minutes, 





is tovote down any measure reported by the committee that ought 


Mr. Speaker 





I wanted to nail that statement right now. | 


| treatment in service, and claimant’s inability, aided by it 





According to the records of the War Department— 
This soldier— 


rendered one month’s actual service to the United States asa mem!) 
Company D, Cape Girardeau Battalion, Missouri Home Guards, a: 
mined by the Hawkins Taylor commission, aypointed under the joint r 
lution of Congress of July 12, 1862, and February 16, 1863. 

The men of this organization were not medically examined in any \ 
were simply sworn in in a body, never left the city, and when not on } 
duty, which was performed within the city limits, or drilling we 1) 
to and went to their respective homes at will. 

The claim of the soldier under the general law, filed in June. 1887, : 
based upon malarial poisoning, liver disease, neuralgia, disease of st: 
and bowels, rheumatism, and double hernia, was rejected by the Pensi: 
reau in March, 1900, upon the ground of no aeell no il eviden 
yecial exam 
ities were incu 


re ailow 











medi 
to furnish satisfactory evidence showing that said disabi 
in service and line of duty. 
That is what the Committee on Invalid Pensions has said about 
the two applications of this soldier in the Bureau of Pensions 
The claimant alleged that during the time of his brief sery 


| of one month he was taken sick with a fever and ina fit of naus« 


became ruptured. 


Now, that is his claim. Let us see what the evidence shows 0 
that. The committee proceeds with reference to that view of 
by saying this; and I ask the attention of that side of the Char 
ber to this statement from the report of the Committee ou Inval 
Pensions: 


A number of men of his company had no knowledge that he contracted 
any disability in the service, and his lieutenant testified that he did not bh 
lieve it was possible for claimant to have been sick without his knowing it 
and that he has no recollection that claimant was ill during his service. 


Now, the report says: 
The two comrades whom claimant alleged to have taken him to the doctor 


at the time that he was taken sick with the fever and vomiting spell testified 
before the special examiner as to that spell; that they took him to the doctor, 
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i that claimant was ruptured; that they, however, did not see the 
_ but saw the truss that the doctor fitted for him. 


sething like the incident told of by Mark Twain when he 
= ed to prove that a buffalo climbed atree. Hesaid he did not 
.e buffalo climb the tree, but that the tree was standing there 
oye it. These men did not see any injury, but they saw the 
the doctor fitted on the man. Suppose, however. that he 
~osyuptured. Therecordsof the War Department, Mr. Speaker, 
+hat these men were never examined at the time they were 
worn in, but were sworn in in a body, and the disability might 
}ove existed then instead of being of service origin. 
~ Mr. Speaker, I have often heard it said since I came here that 
eason for the existence of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


, s body and the reasons that obtain why this character of 
jevislation should be committed to this House is that here the 
; es of the pension law are administered. Now, sir, we have 


iown here at the Pension Bureau an organization consisting 
er seventeen hundred men, employees of the Government, 
e duty it is to examine these cases. It costs this country a 


rise of $2,000,000 a year to administer the laws down here at the 
Pension Bureau, yet we are told that there must be a kind of high 


court of chancery here where the equities of the pension law are 
administered. Mr. Speaker, I have learned as a lawyer that 


t , * . . 

equity follows the law and is not antagonistic to the law. The 
law is that this man must either show that his disabilities are of 
service origin, or, if he applies under the act of 1890, he must 


show that he served in the military or naval service of the United 
; for a period of not less than ninety days, that he was hon- 
orably discharged, and that he is now suffering under some disa- 
bility which prevents him from earning a living by manual labor. 

This man only pretends to have served thirty days; this man 


makes no pretense, and the report of this committee shows this— 
Ihave not opportunity to examine the evidence in the case and 
only a very few of these reports, because it is not within the 
power of any Member of Congress to give but a casual exam- 


nation of a very few of them owing to the great number that 


come on the Calendar—but this case shows that this man only | 


rved thirty days; that he never got within sight of the firing 
line, was simply on picket duty in the city where he was sworn 
in,an1 while not on picket duty was on dress parade or permitted 


to go about his business in the city like any other man residing | 


within it. Now, I submit, sir, the facts in this case, as exhibited 
in the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, show that 


this man’s bill ought to be voted down by this body. 
here a few days ago when making some casual observations about 
this subject that there were over 7,000 of these bills pending be- 
fore the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

I had supposed there were about half that number, say 3,600. 
but there were over 7,000 some weeks ago. I do not suppose I 
would miss it far,if the latter statement is correct, if I should say 
th re are probably 10,000 in charge of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions to-day. 
tha 
whl 
Pen 
mitts 


1 } 
snail 


under the regulations established by that committee, and 
h has been verified by the statement of the gentleman from 
isylvania, so far as that assertion is concerned, that the com- 


that committee, which is tantamount to saying he shall select the 
bills which shall come before this House for consideration. If that 
be true, then assuredly, Mr. Speaker, in the midst of these many 
th 
some cases more meritorious than this bill. This applicant for 
pension belonged to the Missouri Home Guards and only served 


thirty days in the city, did picket duty there, going about on dress | 
If I am correct in this, then this man’s bill ought notto | 


parade. 
be passed here and ought to be gotten out of the way, so that if 
we have any more meritorious measures before the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions those men rather deserve the bounty of the 
Government than the man who stayed at home and never got to 
the firing line or did one thing to preserve the majesty of the law 
in time of national peril. I hope the bill will be defeated. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
RussELL], who is very well informed generally,does not know 


a 


+) 4 


that is, the condition of the Missouri Home Guard—and I do not 
Say it with any disrespect whatever to my friend from Texas, for 
an may be well posted on most subjects and absolutely with- 

knowledge on a particular subject. He says this man was 
ver within 100 miles of the firing line. I undertake to say that 


97 
a 
out 


T 


there was not a single point anywhere in the State of Missouri 
that was not closer to the firing line during the entire four years 
©! the war than 100 miles, and 1 can prove it by Major Lacey, who 


s on the other side of the aisle. Most Missourians were on the 
‘ring line all the time, nolens volens. There are hundreds and 
thousands of men who served spasmodically in the Missouri Home 


Iascertained | 


If that be true then I want to remind the House | 


e in its wisdom has decided that each Member of this House | 
have the right to select a given number of bills, or rather to | 
select the order in which the bills he reports shall be considered by | 


isands of bills to which I have called attention there must be | 


anything about what he is talking about in this particular case— | 
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| Guard that were in much greater danger and more frequently 
| than a great many men who served the entire four years in the 
| Regular and Volunteer service of the United States. 
The truth about it is, and I have stated it here and rep 
| 

| 

| 

} 

| 

i 


248: 


eat it for 
the benefit of Brother DALZELL’s kindergarten statesmen, that in 

Missouri and Kentucky and that border country was the only 

place where there was any civil war during the war between the 

States. It was hazardous to be a Union man in that region. It 
was dangerous to be a Confederate. It was dangerous to sit on the 
fence and be neither. [Laughter.] In both Kentucky and Mis- 
souri thousands of men went into the Army because it was safer 
there than to stay at home. 
Mr. RUSSELL. May I ask the gentleman from Missouri a 
| question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mis 
the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. CLARK. Certainly. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I would like to ask the gent nif the state- 
ment made by the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
| in which they aver, and I presume base it on the testimony, that 
this man only served one month in the service and was simply 
sworn in, never left the city where he wa: orn in, and only 
did picket duty when he was drilling—I ask if these statements 
are true? 

Mr. CLARK. I take it for granted that the statements are 
true. And the further statement that he was ruptured while in 
that thirty days’ picket service entitles him toa pension. I do 

not care whether a man serves four years or fifteen minutes. If 
he was injured in the service of his country he deserves a pension. 
{[Applause.] And I do not care a baubee whether he was in the 
Regular Army or the volunteer service or in the home-guard 
service. 

While Iam at it I am going to make another statement, and 
that is that in this pension business, both in the Pension ‘ 
and in Congress, there has been unjust and outrageous discrimi- 
| nation against the irregular troops in Missouri, Kentucky, 
Tennessee ever since the civil war closed. This discrimination 
| grows out of the complicated system of militia in Missouri, 

I am going to make another statement, Mr. Speaker. I wish 
| somebody else had made these remarks. but nobody seemed dis- 
posed to make them, and I will make them myseli. Whenever 
that service-pension bill comes into this Honse, I serve notice on 
| all concerned that I am going to offer an amendment to it giving 
| the irregular troops of these States the same pensionable basis 
| under the bill as the others have. 
| I have had some experience with these pension committe 
An open confession is good for the soul, and | will 
The first time I was elected to Congress I had he a gr 
| of talk against the pension business all around—and thet 
| bogus business about it which if I could break up I wou 
| the first thing I did after I was elected to Congress was to begin 
saving up stuff to make an antipension speech here. I came 
| hither and I kept my ears open and my mouth shut, to some ex- 
tent, not as much as I have here in the last service, because I am 
| getting so that I do not feel like making a speech here atall. 1 
have never made that antipension speech yet. I found this to be 
the case: That this House sits here as a court of equity to relieve 
the hardship of the general law. I found in nearly ever c 
brought up here there was some reason why a man ought to 
a pension. I will give you a sample. The act of June 27. 
provides that a man had to serve ninety day ] 
Army to get a pension. Of course there had to be a limit 
where. In my district there was an entire battalion that 
only eighty-nine days. 
The SPEAKE The time of the gentleman has expir: 
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> 
Nut. 
Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I want some more tim 

I have got started at it. 


d 


» now that 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous « fi 
how much time? 
Mr. CLARK. Ten minutes now, and if I need any more I shall 
ask it later. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
his time may be extended for ten minutes. Is t] obje L 
| There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK. Now, Mr. Speaker, can any man give a reason 
| why a man who served in the Army eighty-nir as 
much entitled toa pension as one who served in the Army ninet 
days, provided that man is afflicted in any way that entitle m 

toa pension? My friend from Texas [Mr. Russe! c la 
that the committee allows Members to select » bills. I sel 
them sometimes. Whena man writes me about a pension I write 


back to him and tell him there are so manv bills ahead of him. 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, dol stand an 
to say that the bills he introduces here as a Member of C esg 
and that are reported to the House by the comunittee are the bills 


'‘ that he selects for them to report? 









































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































CONG 


Mr. CL ARK. I will tell the gentleman what I do exactly. I 


go to one of tl se Pension Comm ittees and I say here is the bill 
where a man 13] ecially deserves a pension; he is helpless and in 
absolute want, and I want you toexamineand report “it, and they 
do it. If there is no extraordinary reason me any of my bills 
f id pass, I try to take them in the order in which application 

made to me. T he gentleman from Texas seems tolabor under 
the hallucination that that committee reports every time we ask 


them to. That is not true at all. They knocked me out of two 
bills this Congress. They reported three for me and refused to 
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the Army he was a strong, likely lad, straight as an arrow. 
he is a pitiable wrec k without property and without ph 
strength to make a living. 
One of his neighbors was one of Stonewall Jackson’s s = 1 
and there were none better who ever fought on the Ame1 
tine ntor any othercontinent. [Applause on the Democ eal 
That Confederate wrote me time and again bes rring me 
this Republican, this ex-Union soldier, a pension through Cor 
I got it through; and if I had not done so I would not hay: 


faithful to my constituents. 


re ri 1 ) 

i will give a sample of cases in which I make selecti se An = 
lady—a yvrand old mother in Israel—Aunt Anna Wat , in Rall 
Cr y, in my district, a widow of a soldier of hawee of 1812, is 
98 1 old and very feeble, without property. She was drawing 
a} n of $8 per month. I went to Mr. Chairman LOUDEN- 

and stated the facts to him and asked him to report it at 

ir an increase, Which he did. Can there be any rational ob- 
itomy action or to the committee's action inthat case? The 
lid not think so, for it promptiy passed the bill. What 
would there be in postponing her case? Shecan’t live long, 

ii say that the 1dow ny soldier of the war of 1812 should 

omfort the remnant of her days, and the American people | 
will indorse that proposition or I miss my gu 38 

My friend from Texas says that the evidence in this case is 

wea z; but appearances are sometimes aucs ptive. 


This report, shows thatthisman wasruptured. One of the finest 
niny ¢ ounhy had been after me about getting a pen- 





sion. ‘He looks sto vuter tl anid 0. He said to me one day,‘‘ You may 


not believe there is anything the matter with me, but I am badly 
rupinred, and so ade ruptured that frequentiy in walking along 
the streets of this town I have to go into the first reom I can get 
to adjust my truss in order to be able to go along atall.”’ I in- 
Vestigated and found it was so. I will give you another sample. 


in my town that has a sword cut right square across his face and 
his nose. About ten or fifteen years ago he commenced getting 
blind in one eye. He : applied for a pension under the old law and 
they rejected him. Then he applied for it under the act of 18990, 
and he got me to look after it here for him. 

[ commenced looking after it, and lo and behold, he did not 





have any hospital record at all. But he was getting blind, and | 


the doctors that examined him—among them one doctor who had 
been practicing medicine fifty years in the town—all certified that 
his blindness came from that sword cut across his face. The 
cominittee would not report it. I went back home and I said, 
‘‘ Here, the records show that you have no hospital record. If 
you got cut across the face with that sword, what is the reason 
you have not a hospital record?”’ And I listened to this simple 
tale, one that explains many cases. He said he was a healthy 
young fellow, 18 or 19 years old, from Pennsylvania, serving ina 
cavalry regiment. That one day down in Virginia somewhere a 
sergeant or lieutenant had a small squad out doing scouting duty; 
they run across about that many Confederate soldiers doing 
ing duty. They immediately got up a little cavalry fight of 
their own. He was slashed across the face with that sword, 

The commander = his squad had been a clerk in a drug store 
before the war began, had studied medicine somewhat, and car- 
ried with him a pocket case of sticking plaster and needles and 
thread and scissors and this and that and the other, and when 
they got through with the skirmish they went out under a tree and 
this amateur doctor plastered up his wound and sewed it up, put 





) 


Let me give’still another sample. The law says that a m 
order to ve entitled to a pension, must have been sworn in 
service. Whenever the Mexican pension bill comes up, yo 
tleman here from the St ate of Texas will vote for it. If 
not, you will be very ungrateful sons of the South, and T 
believe that you are such. Wi henever that Mexican per 
comes up here—to increase the pensions of the soldiers 
Mexican war—lI intend t alle an ainendment providing + 
battalion of me rchants and teamsters that were in Doni 
expe ition shall be put on a pensionable basis with the 
those men. The >» men I am now speaking of were not swo1 
They did not enlist, but since horses were first broken to bit 
rein there never was such a magnificent and triumphant 1 
made as Doniphan’s men made. Xenophon and his ten tho 
were not in it with Doniphan and his Missourians. And if i 








| not been for what the Missourians achieved we would no 


had California, or Nevada, or Arizona, or New Mexico, or U 
even unto this day. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Will the gentleman allow me to int: 
him? 

Mr.CLARK. Wait till I have finished telling about these 1 


Colonel Doniphan had only about 1,000 enlisted men. Wit 


— 
Now 


1 


i 


that small band of heroes he invaded a great and populous cou 


| try and conquered a territory larger than F rance, Austria- 
Every man did not ; have a hospital record. There is aman living | 


gary, or the German Empire. 
These merchants and teamsters of whom I speak were 1 


They were organized into a battalion consisting of two comp 
Samuel C. Owens was elected major, and the captains were S 
man and Glasgow. Whenever there was a fight with the M 


cans, who sometimes outnumbered the Americans 10 to 1, thi 
battalion of Missouri merchants and teamsters would park th: 


tlie 


ver 
ve 


sworn in as soldiers, but they fought bravely and triumphant! 


wagons, seize their muskets, fall into line with Doniphan’s ; 


diers, and fight until the foe was put to flight. 
At the great battle of Sacramento, where Doniphan won a: 
tounding victory, Major Owens, the commander of this batta 


of Missouri merchants and teamsters, died a hero’s death, leading 


a charge. What is more, Doniphan garrisoned captured 
with details from that battalion. 


pUse 


as 


These men, the few of the heroic remnant still surviving, are 


as much entitled to pensions as any soldiers ever sworn into sery 


ice, and they should be placed on a pensionable basis. 
Mr. RUSSELL. Now, will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir. 


Mr. RUSSELL. Ido not want to break the train of the ¢ 


tleman’s argument further than te say a word in reply to hi 
mark that Texas ought to feel grateful to the soldiers of 


| Mexican war. We Texans would not detract one iota from 


salve on it, and he never went to the hospital at all; but being a | 


healthy young fellow he got well, and it was years afterwards be- 
. ore that wound commenced to affect his sight. I got that mana 


pension, and I ought to have gotten it, and I would not have been | 


? uithful to my ¢ mstituents if I had not gotten it. [Applause.] 
I got that bill through this Congress. 

Let me give you anothersample. There is a man living in my 
aistrict, as hone 
and astanch Republican—who has a bad a case of hunchback 
and chicken breast (because the two things go together) as you 
will find anywhere. That man made application for a pension. 
The doctors over here at the Pension Office ‘‘ knocked him out; ”’ 
that is, they would not allow him anything on account of the 
disability I have just mentioned; they allowed him a small pen- 
sion for some other thing. Now, what were the facts in his case? 
He had had a bad spell of typhoid fever, which was followed by 
rheumatism,and about six or twelve months after the war closed 
a small lump commenced forming on the small of his back. The 





doctors at home said that it grew out of the typhoid fever and | 


rheumatism. The doctors over here at the pension bureau said | 


that it did not, and that it was not of service origin. 


That lump gradually deve loped into hunchback and c hicken breast, 
and rendered him incapable of earning aliving. Whenhe entered 





Now, what do you gentlemen of common sense say about that? | 
la 


glory of the soldiery of the Mexican war, but I do not want 
remark to pass without reminding the House that Texas achi 
her independence at San Jacinto, nine or ten years before 
Mexican war, and that three-fourths of the masses of the pe 
of Mexico to-day would probably declare war against the Uni 


States if they were not afraid of Texas. [Laughter and applaus 








Mr. CLARK. I understand all about Texas having achie 
her independence at San Jacinto. Thatis true. Bot Missou 


| did more in the battle of San Jacinto than all the rest from e\ 
where else on the earth put together. [Laughter and applaus 


| And that is not detracting from anybody else. As Adn 
t a man as ever lived in the world—a farmer | 


Schley said, ‘‘ There was glory enough for all.”’ The grandfa 
of the gentleman from Texas {Mr. BURLESON] whom I see be! 
me was in that battle and fought valiantly, commanding 


center under old Sam Houston. Ido not know whether he ¥ 


from Missouri. 
Mr. BURLESON. Tennessee. 
Mr. CLARK. Well, that isa good place to come from, to 
Now, everybody knows that the independenc eof Texas pré 


tated the Mexican war; the two are all of a piece; and when | 


t 


ne 


vas 


Texans get ready ee celebrate the one hundredth anniversary of 


the battle of San Jacinto let me know, and if I am in Congress 


will help you to do it. 

The truth about the matter, gentlemen, is that these two P: 
sion Committees do the best they can. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


I 


Mr. CLARK. I ask unanimous consent for five minutes more. 


There was no objection. 
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(ir. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I would not take the place of the | 
tleman om New Hampshire [ Mr. SuLLOWAay ] to-day as chair- 
i of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of this House if you 
‘ | increase the salary by $5,000a year. And Ido not delieve. 
either, that | would take the p lace of the gentleman from New 

sey |Mr. LOUDENSLAGER]. the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions. Those two committees do more work than any other 
two committees in the House, and they undertake to be just. If 
there is any politics operating in those committees, I have never 
ceen the slightest evidence of it, and I served on Li \UDENSLAGER’S 
c mittee in the Fifty-third Congress, 

| repeat the proposition that becanse this man served only thirty 
days. because he never left his home town, because he simply did 
et duty (and while he was doing such duty he relieved some 

soldier, — thereby was abie to go to the front), that is 

eason Why, this man contracted hernia while doing such 

a he is not entit! led to a pension. 

Mr (+AINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman think that 
we ought to have a court to try these pension cases? 

CLARK. Acourt? Yes; not only a court to try pension 
cases, but a court to try these claims against the U nited States 
that come here to Congress, because Congress is not fit to pass on 

t r 
Mr G AINES of Tennessee. Do you not think Congress ought 
to make this law that they are about to make now about service 
ons, and all the other pensions, subject to the action of a 
court of five or nine judges, wae duty it shall be try these 
r. CLARK. I would not object to it at all. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Take the burden off Congress and 
try each oe like a lawsuit, as it is. 
fr ARK. They claim these things are rushed through 
het ‘oseaiil ly. It is said that the committees scarcely examine 
them, but I believe if you would take the average Me mber of Con- 
gress and submit to him the evidence that the committee hears 


cases. 
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on these bills he would report favorably the cases that the com- 


mittee report favorably. 
Itisa creat deal easier to stand on the sidewalk and criticise 
procession as it goes by than it is to take hold of the show and 
run it yourself. [Applause. | 
r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the RecoRD. 

ithe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorpb. 
jechionr 

There was no objection. 

aa LACEY. I should like tosay just a word of explanation to 

: House in regard to the service of this soldier. 

“Ty ere was organized what was known as the ‘‘ Hawkins Taylor 
comunission,’’ which was sent to Missouri toinvestigate the length 
if the actual United States service of the men in the home guard. 
The commission was headed by Hawkins Taylor, and is Saas 
by his name. 

The commission reported that this particular soldier had been 
in the service thirty days, and that is recognized in the pen- 
sion law as being equivalent to service where there had been an 
nuster in, and the Committee on Invalid Pensions report 
1e contracted this parti cular disability during that period, s 
it is immaterial whether he served thirty d: iy 
r. MIERS of Indiana. Thirty days actual service, but he 
picket duty in addition. 

a LACEY. Yes; but I am speaking about the actual serv- 

that is regarded in law the same as though offic 


1 
+ 


unani- 
Is there ob- 


actual 





or 


3 or three ye: 








iatly mustered, 


and although the actual service in this case is found to be only 
thirty days, the committe find that the disability was contracted 
d g that period, however short the time. 
air MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, [ am rather glad that 
t} utieman from Texas [Mr. RUSSELL] has cailed the attention 
‘ > House te ) this part icular bill. It shows the conditions that 
the members of the Invalid Pensions Commitfee must meet. We 
I the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams] complain- 
ing that he is unfairly treated because four of his bills have by 
the committee been considered unworthy to pass theHonse. We 
bave the gentleman from Texas | Mr. Russe} saying that the 
Ci ee reports all bills that any Member asks to have reported. 
her O: those positions 18 quite true. rhe facts are that 
Me ers Who introduce bills are supposed to know the merits of 
the x They are sim aply invited to indicate which ones they 
would » to hay e the c m mittee ¢ msider first. The committee 
,. 


tu om bill ls in the order selected by the Member of the House, 
and when a bill is considered, if it is found in the judgement of 
the committee to be a worthy bill, that one is first reported. And 
60 with the next and the next: but if in the meantime one is found 
not to meet the requirements, that bill is turned down; and if 
there is any gentleman of the House who thinks these bills are 
rushed through the committee, if he will on any Monday or Friday, 
tha days when the committee meets, come to the committee room 


| that he incur 


| ruptured, he 
| he had a rupture. 
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and remain an hour or two or three hours, if he will, and see how 
these claims are all considered oes the committee, carefully. after 
the evidence is gleaned from the record by an expert better than 
whom there is no one in the Pension Bureau, it will dis 
such opinion as he may have. 

Now, just a word as to this particular case. I want to reada 
little from the record of it. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. W 
question? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. The statement was made by 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. SuLLOWay] that four of my 
bills were turned down because they were bad bills. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I only remember 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. The information I have—the 


ill the gentleman permit a 


statement that was given to me—is that three out of four of the 
bills are marked as turned down because they violate a rul 
the Senate committee. Now, I should like to ask the gentleman 


if this House and its committees 
the Senate 


are to be bound by such rulk 
committees choose to make? 


Why not pass our DOD 
accord ling to our own rules at } 


id send them over to the Senate. and 
then if the Senate rejects them let us ask the reason why three 
out of fourof these bills are turned down not because of any lack 
of merit of the claim, but they are simply marked ** barred” by 
the Senate rules. I should like toknow where the in lepend 
of this House is if our legislati n is to be turned down by sub- 


mitting to their dictation. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Ah, Mr. 
theory is all very well. 


Speaker, the gentleman’s 


We do not approve f some of the rnles 


of the Senate. but what is the use of taking the time of the H e 
in passing bills that will go to the Senate and n: ‘essarily lodye 
there and never be enacted into law? That is all I have tos 

npon this subject. Now.the gentleman from Texas compl: f 


the shortness of this soldier’ 


why the committee was just 


s service. That is one of the re 
tied in making the report—tha 
y. this soldier has no st nding under the act of June, i890 
he had a standing under the act of June, 1890. he could go to the 
Department: but the only standing he has is 
rred his disability while in the line of duty 
committee investigated and found from reliable testimony tliat 
at the time, within three days after he c¢ ed to ha L 
went before a board. His co 
Now, v 
must have three vears’ servi 
ceived it in three years’ ser\ 
the same condition for the r 
Mr. R SS pgeese Will the gentleman permit an int 
Mr. MIER: f Indiana. Certain 
Mr. RUSSELL. Do not you use this rage in \ 





The testimony is admittedly weak toshow that 


hetsetes ieee eeacelmmes cian A eee 

Mr. MIERS of Indi ’ 
for the action of the committe The committee has n 
taken to cover anythin 


filed is ad ttedly weak to show that he incurred 1 9 


mend a small pension, simply of $ 


hen, to conclude, for I do tw t to tal ut 





nan there than it did over in Indiana, and 
Texas—will you say that a man whose 
he was ruptured, even thou it w 
years of age, helplessly depende v ry t 

shall go to the poorhonse, or place | ® 
and give him a small pension of $12? 1 ali there 1 
bi ;. 

fr. VANDIVER. Mr. S; r, ha ¢ introd 1 th I 
feel I should say a word or tw: ] 
more than twoor three inute la 
friend and colleagne | Mr. ¢ 


necessity of doing that 


to the technical rules of e 

no record. The testin it 
dier for 
to the evidence 


strong evidence from a standpoint of « ense. He the 


rupture is not 
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testimony of two of the witnesses in the case, the very men who 
carried this soldier to the surgeon who treated him. They say 
that they took him to the doctor, whe said that claimant was rup- 
tured; that they, however, did not see the rupture, but saw the 
truss which the doctor fitted to him. Now, is that—— 

Mr. RUSSELL. Will the gentleman from Missouri permit me 
to interrupt him? 
~ Mr. VANDIVER. Certainly. 

Mr: RUSSELL. Do you not believe that we have generous and 
just pension laws that are generously administered by the Pen- 
sion Bureau? 

Mr. VANDIVER. In general, yes. 

Mr. RUSSELL. And is it not a fact that your man, after an 
examination for aseries of years, was turned down at the Pension 
Bureau in this case? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Well, if you admit that to be sufficient 
ground for turning him down here, then we would have no Pen- 
sion Committee here whatever and no business for one. 

Now, just one other statement here. These two witnesses also 
testify that during the next two weeks after that they saw that 
this soldier was unwell—they discovered themselves that he was 
sick; that several weeks thereafter he again complained of fever, 
and after discharge the soldier claimed to be unable to do any- 
thing and complained of liver trouble. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Will the gentleman permit another interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. VANDIVER (continuing). And frequently, right down 
on ihat line, thereafter the evidence before this committee showed 
that he was treated in 1862, 1863, 1864, 1865, and again in 1875 
and 1376, and clear on up. The evidence shows that he has been 
suffering with disease until now. 

Now, I want to ask the gentleman, in all fairness. if from the 
standpoint of common sense and justice he can say that is weak 
testimony? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Do you desire an answer to that? I will state 
in reply I do not believe, in my judgment, that on the testimony, 
on the whole, submitted by the committee and that read by you 
a man prosecuting this claim could recover in any justice’s court. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I want to say in reply to that here is the 
testimony of the examining physicians to show that he should be 
rated at $2 for malaria, $14 for hernia, and $4 for heart and lung 
trouble, $20 in all, while the report of the committee only gives 
$i2, and that is my only objection to the report. 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The question was on the third reading and the passage of the 
bill as amended, and on a division, called for by Mr. RUSSELL, 
there were—ayes 98, noes 19; so the bill was passed. 


JEREMIAH MYERS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7754) granting an 
increase of pension to Jeremiah Myers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the —— roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jeremiah Myers, late of 
Company E, First Regiment Indiana Volunteers, in war with Mexico, and 
late a member of Company D, Fifty-ninth Volunteer Infantry, in the war of 
the rebellion, and pay hima pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: *‘ of Jeremiah Myers, late of Company D, Fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FRANK H. CLARKE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7778) granting a 
peusion to Frank H. Clar®. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank H. Clark, son of Daniel 
Clark, late of Company B, One hundred and ninety-third Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, ac 
folk WS: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Frank H. Clark, helpless and dependent son of Daniel Clark, late of Com- 
pany B, One hundred and ninety-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 
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LUCIUS E. MILLS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7308) granting ay 
increase of pension to Lucius E. Mills. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here},> 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Lucius j’ 
Mills, late a private in Company K, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Infay;)-; 
Volunteers, and to grant hima pension at the rate of $24 per month in |jc) 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read. as 
follows: 


. Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the ¢.) 
owing: 


“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized anq 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitat 
of the ——- laws, the name of Lucius E. Mills, late of Company K, 
teenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thi 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the thi) 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE T. YOUNG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9117) granting 
an increase of pension to George T. Young. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herelyy 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 


and limitations of the = laws, the name of George T. Young, | 


Company D, Forty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Emergency Militia In fiat 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word ‘“ Infantry.” ; s 
In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four ”’ and insert in lieu ther 
word * twelve.” 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr, Speaker, I do not want to detain the 
House unnecessarily. I have had an opportunity to exami: 
only a very few of these reports—very few—but I want to make 
this observation: If the House will examine the last report of | 
Commissioner of Pensions, they will discover this fact, that | 
average annual value of all pensions other than those granted 
special act of Congress amounts to $133.49. Now, that is (1 
entire average annual value of all pensions other than t! 
granted by special acts of Congress. The House, if they w 
examine the report of the Commissioner, will discover this a: 
tional fact, that if you take the years 1900, 1901, 1902, and 
inclusive, those four years that are embraced in the report, a 
look at it, you will find that the average annual value of pensi: 
granted by special acts is nearly $280 a year—lacking a few cout 
of being $280 a year. 

Now, the position I want to comment on is this, that under th 
fact as exemplified in the report of the Commissioner of Pensic 
the man who served the ninety days and the man who wa 
wounded in battle, the man who went to the front and faced | 
enemy and did his duty by his country, is getting nearly $150 | 
a@ year than the man who is forced by virtue of the fact that 
can not comply with the regulations of the law to come to C 
gress for relief, $280 a year being the average annual value of 1 
pensions by special acts, whereas $133.49 is the average annual 
value of pensions granted under the general law and under the a 
What doesit signify? Itsignifies that a man who con 
here because he can not get his pension atthe Pension Office («1 
the committee has adopted a regulation thatshuts out aman from 
applying to this House for a pension until it is rejected by ¢! 
Pension Bureau because he can not comply with the condition 
of the law) is more liberally treated than the brave soldier w! 
did his full duty. 

If he served ninety days and got an honorable discrarce ™ 
was suffering from any disability, whether of service origin 
not, he is entitled to a pension under the act of 1890. If he d 
not apply under the act of 1890, and he can show that he is + 
fering from some injury the result of service origin, he cam ¢ 
a pension under the general law. But when he can not show 
either, when he did not serve ninety days and has not an honor- 
able discharge or has no disability that he can show was of sery- 
ice origin, then the only way he can get a pension is to come [0 
this House; and when he comes he is granted a pension by 1) 
House, and the report shows that the average value of the pens) 
given him exceeds that of the man who can comply with the ¢° 
eral law by $150 a year. I submit that pensions granted to t! 
man who did his duty to the country in a time of peril and wen' 
to the front with his musket in the face of the enemy and endured 
the privations of the camps and campaign ought not to be on a 
basis of $150 less than the man who can not comply with the law 
and has to come here to receive the equities of the pension law, 
as it has been called by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Now, what is this bill? This man only served one month and 
three days. He never did any service involving, so far as the re- 
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R : ———— —_ “rir —— ; ch csdinhimnainigtnune 
r how azard to him. This man was in the Forty-first | tee has been of a most courteous character. I represent a Cor 
! rgency Militia, and served from June 30, 1863, | gressional district which has a population of 255,000, a district 
to August 3, ,a month and three days, when he was dis- | containing 60,000 more people than the requisite ratio, and a dis 
reed. He could not claim under the act of 1890 because he | trict which possibly sent more soldiers in the service than any 
had not served the requisite time by nearly two months. He had | other district in the United States, and by reason of said lat 
ed a little over one-third of the time. He failed to show that | population, there are in said district a large number of soldiers 
4 his condition was the result of an injury received in the service. | who are clamoring for relief, either under the general law or by 
; He failed to show it to the satisfaction of the Pension Burean | special act. 
rthey had examined his case from 1892 to 1901, nearly nine I presented eight or ten bills in this House for relief, a f 
nd he could not show that the injuries he claimed to be | which I must admit are without merit, but I su? 
ng from were the result of service origin. comunittee only such bills that in my judgment were merit 
2 he SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. | and were such cases which could not obtain relief unde 
a Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for five minutes more. pension laws. This particular case is meritorious. Before | 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous | troduced the bill | visited the soldier at his home in the city 


nt that he may have five minutes more. Is there objection? | Allentown. I visited his family, consisting of himself and wit 
u The Chair hears none. and there [ found a poor, old, enfeebled, and crippled man 72 ye 
§ Mr. RUSSELL. Ithank the Chair and the House for this cour- | of age. He was required to walk in a stooped manner and could 
: tesy. Let us see what the case is, as stated in the report. This | only walk with the aid of two canes, and his poor wife was simi 
laims that while he was doing drill service his feet got | larly enfeebled. Heis without means or property, and is unabl 
sweaty and smelling bad and he went off to a spring and washed | to perform manual labor, and were it not for the contribut 
them, which gave him rheumatism. [Laughter.] Now, the re- | of relatives and friends charitably disposed he and his old wife 
t says that. He got outof the service after a month and three | would have been inmates of the almshouse. 








{ when he came back, by being drafted to go into it, not This soldier served as sergeant in Company D, Forty-first ] 
‘the men that made the glorious record in the Federal Army | sylvania Emergency Militia, from June 30, 1863, to A 
ellorsville and Gettysburg, but he got out of it on the | 1868, when he was honora dischar It is t s 


1d that he had rheumatism. I don’t know how it was north | in the service for thirty-three days, } during said period, 
Mason and Dixon’s line, but I have heard from Confederate | leged by the soldier, and corroborated by veral o cour 
‘s that a few men in the South got out of the service on | he contracted rheumatisin. When } I rvi 
nt of rheumatism when they were spry as a spring chicken | wasa healthy man, and when he left the service he was not sound. 
the danger was over. [Laughter. ] About a month after he arrived home from the service in 
fe failed to satisfy the committee that he was entitl d to apen- | he was drafted, and upon examination he was exempted from 
sion for rheumatism. Then he made an application in 1903,I the draft on account of cirsocele and varicocele. He could 1 
ve it was, saying that he was suffering from varicocele and | get a pension under the general law of 1890, becar he iS 1 
and they rejected that claim upon a position that I sub- | in the service for a period of ninety days, and he was reje 
mit is unanswerable; that he never made any claim to anyinjury |; and could not get a pension under the act oi i2, be 
of that sort until after he failed to get his pension for rheumatism. | could not to the satisfaction ot 


[am not going to take much more time, but I want to | medical examiners show that his disability ai n 


























| . rm) 4 ateilies Fo x \ —_"™ . 
: \ fy my position by reading from the report. The committee his service. Under these conditions he ta 
Says: cept by bill for relief in this House, however me 
n under the general law, filed on March 24, 1892, and | may be. 
ipon rheumatism alleged to have been contracted in July, 183, was | [f a soldier has served ninety days he can « 
: Wlou the ground of no record and no medical or other the ceneral law for disabilit ' } 
f origin of said disability in the service and line e general law for disability toned 
, int’s inability, after a careful special examinetion, to | and if a soldier served eight Ine days Cc 
} ficient testimony to connect his present i aps with his service. | for disability arising subsequent to the servi no m 
¥ f the Pension Bureau was affirmed by Assistant Secretary { 7 \ty : 
J : nf aryle 18 cond IO? aAV , 3 ine of 
( inder date of January 15, 1908. 5 = bled — Cun ition inay Oe V¥ ily ! 
Lleged thata few daysafter the company had arrived at Read ana Why can reliet only be granted to 1lers t 
{ ... he was called upon to drill; that he noticed that his feet were then | after the service of ninety days and upward? Thus v d 
nd smelling badly; that he went toa spring in the } : 
. . . "<x ‘ t} ' hie . he « fry] x o 
A water that after that he netics hat law, and thus this is the only foruin in w ho 
. id gone away; that thereafter he was taken with less than ninety days, who can n itistact ice th 
2 , ; . : = : 
3s below the knees, and that he found that hecould h bility to the service. can find ju liction i 
c ount of this pain; that he called upon the regimental Should the opportunit on. afterrdhi Il will ‘ ‘ 
s ‘ im med e tor rheumatism: t t he was never excuse — wr “1 bt aoe . . . a I — 
: n hos} l; that about a month after he arr pension Dll; 10 18 mght, 10 1s Ju and ™ I 
. from the service. in 1863, be was drafted, and that upon examination he was | ment of such a law much of the sion I 
: ‘ pted ! ie draft on account of rheumatism. t ‘ 
4 ‘ a aipeerecese Houses of Congr ss will be avoided 
roing to another paragraph of the report, the report says: In this ense the record is su rted by 
mn that the beneficiary was exempt from the draft, not | cian, by the affi lavits of nur IS Ci 
f tof rheumatism, as alleged by him, but ount of acir ele s+ 1} 5 } ‘ 
: ; } ; cates oe 2. h ’ with th the petition of 1 hbors and ids, a i x thi 
t it he was never off duty, ete., was held by the | dier is & proper subject for rener, that Oo ; ut ni 
jorvibe, wlio tan honed yy “s ed | incapacitated *manual lab 
3 I il z t [ service, wh nh was rendered 1 the W mm Cu ‘ : ] 
1 : > : ~ e resn oi vicious orl wit lat ; | Cc 
§ specially so in view of the statement of the beneficia i not th : : ; 
‘ imining rzeo who texamined him Aucu In 1ts discretion 1 WW iom granted ft 3 i 
& t fat Urst atta f rheumatism was shor utter | the Maximum r i under the act « o 27 | 
; mm the service, whi soniine i t is bed for four or . ‘ t u 
} £Us ‘ ’ ch Col d him to 5 i 10 1r ¢ this is a meri . us case: I know m } 
i Going to anatl ‘ wants. +3 . Were it not a deserving case I should not t 
r¢ ier ATA CrTrary > » ~ cee 4° e . 
another paragrapn, the re port proceeds: committee to take favor: action on ve 


n int of circocele and varicocele, alleged to have been con that this Honse will enet n e renort 
at Shippensburg, Pa., on July 12, 1863, which claim was made on | “py Goma TDD 1... 4...) The 
8, 1903, w ilso rejected in July, 1%3, upon the ground that the evi The SPEAKER pro tempore. The qu 1s 
e nee on e, uding that formerly obtained — special examination, | ment. 
: t v th : gin in the service and line of duty of said disabilities. The amendment was agreed to. 
(soing to another paragraph of the report: The SPEAKER pro tempore The ! 

2 Che soldier alleged that poo n t state = tly how the bea <a sage of the bill. 

clr ) is incurred, and the fact that he did not allege these disabilities Yr ‘ } } 

. > 3 st) TA i THL OT al S101 ‘ j 
In claim filed in 1892 raised a strong adverse presumption against said fhe question was taken; and on a divi 7 part 


. I RUSSELL) there were ives OL, moes 
Now, all that is in the report. I submit that the report of the So the bill was passed. 
Comittee on Invalid Pensions carries on its face unanswerable SENECA R. Pt ARD. 
evidence that this bill ought to be promptly defeated. The next pension business was the bill (FH. ] 
Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise at this time for the | increase of pension to S. R. Pollard 
purpose of defending the Invalid Pensions Committee, for it needs The bill was read, as follows 
no defense. During my short experience I have observed that Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreiary of t! 
suid committee is performing its duties with a great deal of care, ee aes ee ee ee ae 
patience, impartially, judicially, as well as equitably, and,in my Geetentin Endemands aoa a one 
judgment, devotes more ‘labor in the performance of its duties | pension at the rate of $24 per month 
chan any other committee in this House. Many pension bills are | The amendments recommended by t re read, as 
a presented in the House; but I dare say that less than one-fourth | go)jows: 
are considered by the committee. : In line 6 strike out the letter “S.” and vord 
The treatment that I have received at the hands of the commit- ' “ Seneca.” 
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In line 7, before the word “ Light,” insert the word “* Volunteer.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Seneca R. Pollard.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


















third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
MARY E. SPRINGER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7500) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Springer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
horized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Springer, widow 


of Peter B. Springer, deceased, late of steamer Lioness, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $17 per month. 






The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word ‘‘ deceased” and all of lines 7 and 8 and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: “late first engineer ram Lioness, Mississippi 

ine Brigade, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month.” 

16 amendment was agreed to. 
1.e bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE K. KNOWLTON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8789) granting an 

increase of pension to George K. Knowlton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

te it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 

limitations of the pension laws, the name of George K. Knowlton, late 

acting ensign, United States Navy Volunteers, and pay him a pension at | 

the rate of $50 per month in licu of that he is now receiving. | 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


» 6 strike out the words “an acting ensign” and insert in lieu thereof 
ti ds ‘*‘acting master’s mate.”’ 
7 strike out the word ** Volunteers.” 
n same line strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word | 





The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES LYNCH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11655) granting 
an increase of pension to James Lynch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
h -ed and directed to place upon the pension roll, subjecttothe provisions 
{ limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Lynch, late private 
mpany E, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment New York Volunteer In- 

ry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 


Ww recelvi1ng. 


‘he amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 









I ine 4 strike out the word “upon” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


trike out the word “private” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


The amendments were agreed to. | 
The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN BARRAGAR, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6563) granting 
an increase of pension to John Barriger. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
nacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Barriger, late sargeant 
of Company F, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer | 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
lin 


ifeé 











6 strike out the word “ Barriger*’ andinsertin lieu thereof the word 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Jobn Barragar.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. KIMBLE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1176) granting an 
increase of pension to Capt. George W. Kimble. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Kimble, late cap- 
tain of Company F, Eighteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and | 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- | 
celving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “captain of’ and insert in lieu thereof t) 
words “first lieutenant.” : i s 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Kimble.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


HARRIET SNYDER. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 153) granting a pension 
to Harriet Snyder. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here} 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet Snyder, widow 
Clinton Snyder, deceased, late a api in Company G, Second Regime: 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, a 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the followir 
“of Harriet Snyder, widow of Clinton Snyder, late of Company G, Sec 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rat 
$8 per month, such pension to cease upon proof that the soldier is still living 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a thi 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

JAMES W. SMITH. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 133) granting an incr: 
of pension to Capt. James W. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 


,a 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Capt. James W. Smith, 


of Company B, Eighteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, « 
pay hima pension atthe rate of $50 per month in lieu of that heis now recei 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Captain.” 

In same line, before the word ‘‘ Company,” strike out the word “of” 
insert in lieu thereof the words seseanll lieutenant.’ 

In line 8 strike out the word ‘fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the \ 


“thirty.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pensio: 


| James W. Smith.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read at} 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN E, NEARY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 2767) granting an incr 
of pension to John E. Neary. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro. 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John E. Neary, late of ( 
pany I, Thirty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and ; 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty and insert in lieu thereof the w 


| “thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passe 
HENRY F, DAVIS. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1575) granting an increa 
of pension to Henry F.. Davis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here! 
authorized and directed to place onthe pension roll, subject to the provi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry F. Davis. late of ‘ 
pany E, Thirtieth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 


| sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, a 


| follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the wo 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. / 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

REBECCA C, SHURLOCK. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 691) granting an increase 
of pension to Rebecca C. Shurlock, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rebecca C. Shurlock, widow 
of William C. Shurlock, late surgeon of Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania 


Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as CHARLES V. BILLIG. 
- oe we. The next business was the bill (H. R. 4874) granting a pension 
e ike o ut all of lines 7, 8, and 9 and insertin lieu thereof the following: to Charles V. Billig. 
ag in Company D, One hundredth Regiment, and surgeon Fifty- first The bill was re: d an follows: 
% ¥ nent, Pe snnsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 1€ Dill Was read, as OWS. 

Fs of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h ; 
r . authorized and directed to place eon the pension roll, subject to the prov ; 
= rhe ame ondment was agre ed to. and limitations of the pension laws. he ume of Charles \ r. late of Com- 
a The billas amended w as ordered to be engrossed and read a third pany G, One hundred and forty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In 

time: and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
EMILY CATLIN. i a amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
3 P ‘ nig : | follows: 
5 he next busing Ss was the bill (H. R. 7501) granting an increase | In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
nension to Emily Catlin. | word “twelve.” 
rhe bill was read, as follows: | ‘The amendment was agreed to. 
acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
land directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | sme: and i "as accordingly read the tl 1+ . 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily Catlin, widow of | time; and 1t was accordingly read the third tiine 
rt W. Catlin, late of Company C, Twenty-eighth Regiment Kentucky | SIRBRINA E. PALMER. 
1 ‘In try,and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in liet . . . ~ Ora 
teer Aen Se tthe rate of $17 per month inlieu | mh next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5873) granting a 
F it she 18 now receiv g. | 7 a 2 - a? & 
yENS10 » Willi {. Palmer. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | Pension to William E. Palmer. 
one The bill was read, as follows: 
LOLLOWE: ‘ ‘ a , ae Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre tary of the Inte r be. and he is hereby, 
In line 6,after the word “late,” strike out the word “ of" and insert in sneitameaedl aa directed to place on the pension roll. subje to th D1 os 
thereof th ords “first lie sutenant.”’ + | and limi tations of the pens ion laws. t na Ww um E. P r. 1 3 
line 7 strike out the letter **C * and insert in lie u thereof the letter “I a t EF M. Palmer ; ; . ( } } 
8 a t the w rd “seventeen” and insert in lieu thereof the and cde penden son of rancis aime i , 1€0E O1 ! L 
line strike out tA e , . —* —s ; Regiment Indiana Volunteer C: avalry, an dy ay hima pension at the ri f 
“twelve $12 per month. 
rhe ee were agreed to. : ' | Theamendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
The bill was order od to be engrossed and reada third time; and | ¢, ows: : 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9. and insert in liew thereof the f , 
WILLIAM J. MOSIER. ee. f Sir vin Palmer ny eee a arene eee on nee anead we ae 
3 ; : Regime nt Indiana Volun r Cavalry nd pay hera p na 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 8078) granting an increase | $0 per month in lieu of that she is now r ng: J t 
+ j oy sjer ‘ nt of the death of William E. Palmer, helpless and dependent « l 
ae 5 hi mn to Henry J. Mosier. aid Francis M. Palmer, the additi« n granted shal ind 
The bill was read, as follows determine: And provided further, deat! 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, Palmer the name of said W am E w piace I « ‘ m 
i d directec d to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | il], subject to the provisior sand lim I desl , 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Henry J. Mosier, late of | of $1* per mot ith from a ud BSter the Of sak Sil : 
Ba y H, Third Regiment New York Volunteer Artillery, a2 ay hima Al nd the title soas to read: tn 1c! I 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. Sirbrina Palmer. : 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as The amendments were agreed to : 
ollows: The bill as amended was ordered to be eng ed | \ 
In line 6 strike out the word “Henry” and insert in lieu thereof the word | third time; andit was accordingly read the t : 
“Ww m.” . ; = . Skee THEODORE C. PUTNAM. 
in e 7, before the word “Artillery,” insert the word “Light. a S 
$ line 8 strike out the word “forty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word The next - nsit m business was the bill (H.R. 6258) 21 n 
“thirty.” , increase of pension to Theodore C. Putnam. 
l the as 2 ses i rranting c S o£ pension to 37 
‘ er : the _ SO as to read: “A bill granting an increase o nsion The bill wae read. as folls ows: 
Ty ., That the Seeretary of the Inter nd 
Che amendments were agreed to. » That the Seere ya rs - 
‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a |} r . R 
third time; and it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. i 
that he is now re 
JOEL M. STREET. The amendment recommended bv the 7 . 1 
cbiii©li biCil A su A WY t i as 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 5693) granting anincrease | follow 
of pension to Joel M. Street Stri ill after tl t 
The pill was read, as follows: WwW : ; 
Be it enacted, ¢ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | a . it Oo! 7 roll. sul 7 
nd dir “ted to place ym the pension roll the name of Joel M. Stre : woe ‘ 
Company K, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment indiana Volunteer Thirty-second Regiment Massa 9 u 
I ‘y, and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now rx sion at the rate of $24 pe natin 2 
™ on, The amendment was agreed to. 
rhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 1 . ‘ = Soi i 1 ; 
Piha The bill as amended was ordered to be engr l and read 
: , ; ‘ a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ke gut all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the f . ; ’ 
lov 4 JAMES B. LUCKEY. 
it the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and ‘hea nex nant mainoca tw thea hill (THT 7 
d d to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations Tl e next pensi - naaine c wa aan mae (Ake Shy LL0U - 
ot the p nsion laws, the name of Joel M. Street, late of Company K, One hun- | 40 Increase Of pension to James b, Lu 
d d thirtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen The bill was read, as follows: 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” Re it ro a co 
m t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the I 

; Che amendment was agreed to. authorized and directed to pla | 

£ The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | and lit a on og the wall tery nlaws, th 

* third time; anc WE cording { e . me 1d pass pany C, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer t 

ne; and it wasaccordingly read th third tir ne, and passed. the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 1 
CALISTO CASTRO. The amendments recommended by the committee wer l, as 
‘The next business was the bill (H. R. 6024) granting an increase follows: 
of pension to Calistro Castro. ; In line 6, afte rthew rd “late,” s it t l 
The bill was read, as follows: thereof the word " captain.” | eis 
wna In same line st rike yut the letter ‘*« und I 1 
Be it ena icted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and ‘direct ed to place on the pension r 11, subject to the provisions In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and in n li 
nd } mitations of the p nsion laws, the name of Calistro Castro, late of Com- | “thirty.” 
pany ©, Fifth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- mM, 4 , F 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ine amendments were agreed t 
r } ; ‘ 7 "Aa day te 1 
rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, as The bill as amended was ordered t : 

4 follows: third time; was read the third time, and pas 

f In line 6strike out the word “ Calistro” and insert in lieu thereof the word HUGH S. SMITH 

x 7 a ist » 9 . . 7 

: et ae > next pension business was the bill (H. R. 98 ia uel vs 

‘ In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word | - The next reson ba h. 

$ “twenty-four.” increase of pension to Hugh 8. Smith 

: Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pensionto| The bill was read, as follow 

: Calisto Castro.” i eo : ; ses 

rp | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of t 
he amendments were agreed to. | authorized and directed to place l 
mr . ; ’ ey 
aan bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a a 1D Past th lee g ton + s2e Dat 
a ‘ > tegimer est irginia Voin \ 
= third time; and it was accordin gly read the third time, and passed. | hima pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now rec ; 
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‘amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read at] 


i line 6 strike out the word “private” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
The amendments were agreed to. 
‘he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; was read the third time, and passed. 
DAVID R,. LUTTRELL. 
nsion business was the bill (H. R. 12050) granting an 
1 to David R. Luttrell. 
, as follows: 
hat the Sec 
l m the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
the name of David R. Luttrell, lateof Com- 
ois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
eu of that he is now receiving 


The ne 


inc 


t per m nth in 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
ad the third time, and passed. 
JAMES LARGE, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12053) granting 
an increase of pension to James Large. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
lirected to place onthe pension roll, subject to the provisions 
aws, the name of James Large,:late captain of 
yiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,and pay 


at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 


‘amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


the pens n 


leventh Re 


trike out the word “captain.” 


he amendment was agreed to. 
he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
‘d time, was read the third time, and passed. 
JEREMIAH SHELDON. 
»next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11894) granting 
pension to Jeremiah Sheldon, 
“ad, as follows: 


Chat tl 


ted t« 
1 
t 


16 Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
sion laws, the nameof Jeremiah Sheldon. late of 
riment Louisiana Volunteers, and Company B, Fifth 
lunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per 


1IOW recelving. 


he 


ndments recommended by the committee were read, as 


; 


ss Tt 
ras 


Company F, First Regimen 
ords “ Louisiana Volunteers, and.’ 
t ‘B” and insert in lieu thereof the let- 


rah) 


rs”’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


and insert in lieu thereof the word 


were agreed to, 
ided was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
was read the third time, and passed. 
ABEL N. BUTTON 
ension business was the bill (H. R. 11575) granting 
Abel N. Button. 


read, as follows: 


the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

eon the n roll, subject to the | n 

m laws, the name of Abel N. Button, late of ( i 

New York State Militia Guards, sworn into 

wr service of thirty days, and discharged 
mat the rate of $30 per month. 


pens } rrovisions 
Te} f 


a pens 


nt recommended by the committee was read, as 


he words ‘State Militia Guards, sworn into United,” 
, 10, and 11 and insert in lieu thereof the follow r: ‘*Na- 
tntry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 
amendment was agreed to. 
e bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
FREDERIC KLEY. 
pension business was the bill (H. R. 10792) granting 
of pension to Frederic Lockley. 


vas read, as 


LOK 


an Imcrease 
The bill 


follows 


iat the Secret 


to pilaceon t 


iry of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
\e pension roll, subject to the provisions 
aws, the name of Frederic Lockley, late first 

nth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Ar- 
ion at the rate $60 per month in lieu of that he is 


nendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


strike out the words “first lieutenant’ and insert in lieu thereof 
at 


ot 


ime line strike out the letter * 


a9 
oe 


and insert in lieu thereof the let- 


” 


line 8 strike out the word “ fifty 
ty-four.” 


and insert in lieu thereof the word 


amendments were agreed to, 


‘etary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


FEBRUARY 27, 


time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
JANE M’NEIL. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9801) gran} 
a pension to Jane McNeil. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is } 


authorized and directed to place on tlf pension roll, subject to the pro 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Jane McNeil, widow . 
liam G. McNeil, late of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Vol 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

EZRA NICHOLS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9979) grant 
increase of pension to Ezra Nichols. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ezra Nichols, late « 
pany B, Eighth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay hi 
sion at the rate of §40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


ect to the pre 


The amendment recommended by the committee was 1 
follows: 

In line 8 strike 
“twenty-four.” 


out the word “ forty’ and insert in lieu thereof 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a { 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
time, and passed. 

JASON ROBINSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8742) gran 
increase of pension to Jason Robinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and h¢ 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to th: 
ind limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jason Robinsor 
ston, Ky., ea private in Company A, Forty-seventh Regimen 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 | 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 1 
follows: 

n line 6 strike out the words “of Livingston, Ky., late a pri 
n line 7, before the word **Company,” insert the words “In 
trike out the word *‘twenty-five’’ and insert in lien t 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read th 
time, and passed. 


ine Ss 


I 
I 
I 


JOHN I, LOSE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8050 
an increase of pension to John [. Lose. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hk 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to tl 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof John L. Lose 
M. First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pension at the rate of $3) per month in lieu of that he is now recei 


1 ry 
] \ 


. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were r 
follows: 
In line 7, after the word “Cavalry,” insert the words “and Con 
Regiment Provisional Volunteer Cavalry.” : 
» 8 strike out the word “fifty’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


servond i 
In | 
‘thirty 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
time, and passed. 


” 


BENJAMIN R. W. MOCKABEE, 


increase of pension to Benjamin Mockabee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is h 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roil, subject 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Benjamin M 
Company C, First Regiment New York Volunteer Engineer 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in li f that he is now 

The amendments recommended by the committee wel 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Benjamin,” insert the letters “R 

In line 8 strike out the word ‘thirty’ and insert in lieu there: 
“twenty-four.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora th 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the tm 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an ib- 
crease of pension to Benjamin R. W. Mockabee.”’ 





GF RS ee 





1904. 





GEORGE P. MALLOCH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7664) granting an 
increase of pension to George P. Malloch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George P. Malloch, late of 
Company B, Thirty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
‘pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

ollows: 

In line 8 strike out the word ‘fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ef rty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AMELIA HUTCHINS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7394) granting an 
increase of pension to Amelia Hutchins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amelia Hutchins, widow of 
Chauncey B. Hutchins, late of the One hundred and sixteenth New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of.” 
I 


o I 
eo! 
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| line 7 strike out the word “ the” and insert in lieu thereof the word “‘sur- | 


in same line, before the words“ New York,” insert the word “Regiment.” | 


r 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

CHARLES T. PRESTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6880) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles T. Preston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

a rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

ind limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles T. Preston, late of 

pany ©, Twelfth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
ision at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

JACOB B. MOCK, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6589) granting a 
pension to Jacob Mock. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob Mock, late of Com- 
pany D, One hundréd and _sixty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, the same to be paid to 
him ucder the rules of the Pension Bureau as to mode and times of payment 
\ t any deduction or rebate on account of former alleged overpayments 
o1 ‘“oneous payments of pension. 

‘he amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “‘ Mock,” insert the letter ““B.” 

‘The amendments were agreed to. 

‘he billas amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

; : : . ee 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Che title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Jacob B. Mock.”’ 





ANNA 8S. DUNN. 


_ The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6416) for the re- | 


li ‘f of Anna S. Dunn. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Anna S. Dunn, 
of Puchlo, Colo., widow of i aaemneaien H. Dunn, late major, Third Tennes- 
see Infantry, and pay her a pension of $25 per month in heu of the pension 
she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


LOLIOWS: 


ko out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 





at the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Anna S. Dunn, widow of Rhodamanthus H. 


2491 





Dunn, late major, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Inf: 
hera pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is n 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anna 8. Dunn.”’ 

MATTIE ATEN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5395) granting 
a pension to Mattie Aten. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

3e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Mattie Aten, de} 
daughter of Peter Aten, deceased, late of Company A, Ninth Regim« 
Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “dependent,” insert the words “ helpless and.” 

In same line strike out the word ** deceased.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifteen” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


itry, and pay 


t } 
WwW recelyll 


FREDERICK J. FAIRBRASS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6249) grantingan 
increase of pension to Frederick J. Fairbrass, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Maj. Fri 
erick J. Fairbrass, late of Company I, First Michigan Cavalry 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 













Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Frederick J. Fairbrass, late of Company I, 
First Regiment Michigan Voluntee alr nd pay him a pension a 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is no eiving.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the thi 
and passed. 

CHRISTOPHER C. RICHARDS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5700) granting a 
pension to Christopher C. Richards. 

The bill was read, as follow 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and I . 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to th s 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Christo; r ¢ : a ; 
late of Company B, Seventy-third Regi: t Illinois Voiunteer Infantry, and 





pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

in line 8, after the word “month,” insert the words ‘“‘in lieu of that 
now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 





The bill asamended was orderedto be engrossed fora third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third time, 


and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Christopher C. Richards.”’ 
HORATIO M. PRICE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5296) granting an 
increase of pension to H. M. Price. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 1 





. = r,s 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sul I 4 
and limitations of tl vonsion laws, the name of H. M. 2: 4 I t 
in the Seventh Wisc« Battery, and pay him a per t 9#) per! th 


in lieu of that he is now receiving 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in 1 there t l- 
lowing: 
“ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, ant! 


rected to place on the p 
the pension laws, the name i 
consin Volunteer Light Artillery 
per month in lieu of that he is 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora thir 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the ft 


onr subject tothe provi: ; 1 ! f 





| time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill gra 
crease of pension to Horatio M. Price.”’ 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


CATHARINE M. WONDERLY. 
was the bill (H. R. 6271 


16 Wonderly. 
as follows: 


nsion business 


) granting a 
lar 
read, 
‘tary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

ace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


laws, the name of Catharine Wonderly, widow 


the U 


nth 
ont! 


commended by the committee were read, as 


lerly,” insert the letter **M.” 
‘twenty ” and 


s word “ month, 
Ss were agreed to. 
ded was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
eing engrossed, accordingly was read the third 

“al d Ths ad. 
amended 


» of pension to Catha 


titl \ 


so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
rine M. Wonderly.”’ 
MOTEN M. PITTS. 
ion busines 
‘tem M. Pitts. 
3 follows: 


he Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
place on the pension roll. subject to the 
mn law 18 name of Motem M. Pitts, late of Com- 
lissouri State Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
ionth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The next pen 


Ot to 


provisions 


sornmended by the committee were read, as 


ke out the word “* Motem”™ and insert in lieu thereof the word 


it 
ike 


out the letter “LL” and insert in lieu thereof the letter 


trike out the word “Sixth” and insert in lieu thereof the 
re the word “ Cavalry,’ 
soutthe word “thirty 


‘insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 


ts were agreed to. 
nded was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ing engrossed, accordingly was read the third 
amended so as to read: 
ision to Moten M. Pitts.”’ 
NATHAN L. MEANDS, 
sion business was the bill (H. R. 3288) granting 
sion to N. L. Meands. 
as follows: 
lat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
{ directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the provisions 
the pens aws, the name of N. L. Meands, late captain 
y wen ty -s id Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 


“A bill granting an in- 


vas Treau, 


te ry 


on 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


trike out the letter “N.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘ore the word “ Company, 

after the word “Company,” 
"ike out the word “fifty” 


’ strike out the word * 
insert the letter “I.” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word 


‘of.” 


amendme? 
bill as at 
nd h 


were agreed to. 
ided was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


engrossed, accordingly was read the third 


its 


ing 
P| 


led so as to read: 

Nathan L. - 
DANIEL BUSHMAN, 

‘he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2928) granting 

sion to Daniel Bushman. 

as follows: 


was amen 
ension to 


“A bill granting an in- 


Meands. 


rease of pen 

» bill was read, 

it« i, etc., That the Secretary 

ac ri and dir i to place 

al a » pel n 

Ce Say teenth Regiment Dilir Volunteer Cavalry, and 

ap e of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 

l, accordingly, was read the third time, and passed. 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
pension rol! to the provisik 
, f Dar 


name of Bushman. late 


m the L, Subject ns 
ol 
pay him 


hg 


laws, t 
at thei 
ll was 


engross 


} } 
ne Ul 


being 
SUSANNA 

ension business was the bill (H. R. 2589) granting a 

na Cosgrove. 

ad, as follows: 


ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
ind directed ton 1ce 
the pensiot 1 laws, the name of Susanna Cosgrove 


COSGROVE, 
The next 7 
nsion to Susan 
The bill was re 
i 7 ena 


antl 
and 


rized 
limits widow of | 
, late of Company I, One hundred and thirty-third New York 


Core Cosgrove 
olunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of §12 per month, 


Lous 


ited States Marine Corps, and pay her a | 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the words “ New York,” insert the word * Regiment.’ 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the word “V olunteers” and imsert in lieu thereot 
the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” “ 7 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was orc ered to be engrossed for a third read- 


‘ing; and being engrossed, accordingly, was read the third tin 


insert in lieu thereof the word | 


*“ insert the words “in lieu of that 


and passed, 
JAMES CARR. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2557) granting an 
increase of pension to James Carr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here}: 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
— limitations of the ensi m laws, the name of James Carr, late of Cor 


Twelfth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen 
the rate of $40 per mor 1th in lieu of that he is now receiv Ing. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


etc 
Cig 


| foll LOWS: 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


| “twenty-four.”’ 


s was the bill (H, R. 5373) granting an | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY SPINDLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2189) granti 
inc rease of pension to Henry Spindler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
eer es direc ted to piace onthe pension roll, subject to the pro 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Spindler, |: 
Company B, . wenty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Intant 


ir 
’ 


ror s 
IY an 


him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is rs Vv 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

a line 8 strike out the word “ fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the w 
“thirty.” 

The amendment w»s agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES DURKEE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1882) granting 
increase of pension to James Durkee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, an - he is h 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subje the pr 
and limitati the pension laws, the uame of James Durkee, late 
pany D, Thirty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, ar 
&@ pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now rect 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

LUCY WARREN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1515) grant 
pension to Lucy Warren. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe prov 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Lucy Warren, wit 
Lewis Warren, late « of ay M, First Reg ment Maine Cavalry, ar 

any H, Tenth Regiment Ma \ine Volunteer ‘lt ifantry, and pe ra 
at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, : 
follows: 


rike out 


ns of 


Cor 


all of lit 


Sy » Hen thereof the fol! 
of C 


van 1 < 


sa G, 7,8, and 9 and inse . 
en, W of | LOW is Warren, 

i t of Columbia V« nteer Caval 

Maine Volunteer Caval cae pay hera ponsion at 


mpany H, 
>M 
siy M, I 


yD) pe I 
the rate of 


month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engros: 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

ADAM GOSAG]! 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Adam Gosage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Se 
authorized and directed to ] 


ed and 


‘retary of the Interior be, and he is? 
lace on the pen roll, subject t 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A sage 
Company C, Twenty-sixth Regiment Ohio V 


} yunteer Cavalry, and } 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that he is now receiv 


on ys 


sions n G 


The amendments recommended by the committee were rea 


| follows 


| 


| wor 
ym the pension roll, st ibj act to the provisions | 


- line 7 strike ont the word “Cavalry” 
* Infantry.” 

In line § strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu tl 
“twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


1ereof the word 





+ 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
NICHOLAS GRUBER. 


The ni xt pension business was the bill (H. R. 967) granting an | 


nerease of pension to Nicholas Gruber. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ke is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
’ itations of the pension laws, the name of Nicholas Gruber, late of 
y G, Tenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
ion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 
MARY J. BRADLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 194) granting a 









pen j n to Mary J. Bradley 
The bill was read, as fol lo ws: 
i nacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int er ior be, and he is hereby 
aut! dand directed to place on the pension roll, subject t« » the prov 
an tations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. Bradl ley, mother o 
‘harles W. Simmons, late of Company H, Fifty-seventh Regiment Mlinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
i 


In line 6, before the word “mother,” insert the word “dependent.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

JANE I. LONG. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3274) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jane I. Long. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 


enacted, etc., That the Secret ary of the Interior be. and he is here? 
edand dirs “te Ataon Ace OLL th + pension roll, subject t to the prov 
tations of the pension Is the name of Jane I. Long, wii 





late Lo eong general, Unites a States Volunteers, and br igac r-zen- 
; Army, retired, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 
f that she is now receiving 





In line 9 strike out the word “fifty”? and insert in lieu thereof the word 
he amendment was agreed to. 

1e bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 





MARQUIS L. STEVENS. 

The next pensio m business was the bill (S. 822) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Marquis L. Stevens. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interio ir be, and he is hereby 
authorized and direc ted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and | a tations of the pension laws, the name of ~~ uis L. Stevens, lat e of 
Company B, Twenty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, an 
pay hima pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
celvil 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 





LOUISE CHANDLER. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 2237) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Louise Chandler. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authori: zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov isions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louise Chandler, widow of 
Theodore ©. Chandle ‘r, late lientenant-colonel Fifty-fifth Regime mt Dili inois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §it per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 


' he bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 





JOSEPH H. KENNEDY. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3038) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph H. Kennedy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of tho ‘pension laws, the — of Jo seph H . Kennedy, late of 
Company G, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Caval ry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


_ The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 








JOHN F. OVIATT. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 312) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John F. Oviatt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and h e is hereby, 


authorired and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John F. Oviatt, late of Com- 


pany K, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer En; gineers and Mechanics, and | 
pay h im a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- | 


ceiv ing. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third | 
time, and passed, 
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CHARLES REED. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 2216) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Reed. 
The bill was read, as follows: 












Be it enacted, etc., Th at ti of the Interior be, : 
| authorize lan 1 directed to p! ion roll, subject l 
and limitations of th ) pension 41 ff Charles Ree l, late of ¢ 
| pany A, Thirty- ceive Bes rime in Ve lunteer Ir try, and pay him 
@ pension at the rate of $24 per month in 1 Het of that now rect , 
The bill as amended was orde red to be read a third time, was read 


the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM W. JACKSON. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 1548) granting an fn- 
crease of pension to William W. Jackson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 











Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int r be, and he is! 
aul thorized and directed to place on the pension r subject to t 
I li imi ations of the pension laws, the name of William W 
and commis y of subsistence, United § 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re 
The amendment recommended by the committee was 1 


fi Mh pws: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof t w 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE M. LINCH. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 2688) granting an i 
crease of pension to George =. Linch. 
The ball was read, as follow 





rior he. and a} 
lL. subjex t 
(y« M.] 
teer Ir trv 
isi L I at he is now re 
The bill was ordered y read a third tims +, Was readt [ 1 


time, and passed. 
WILBUR P. LITT! 
The next pension business was the bill (3. 88) granting ar 
crease of pension to >W ilbur F. Little. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enac ted, ete. Th at the Secre tar ry of the Interior be, az 


authorized and directed to place on tl le pension r 

and limitations of the pension laws, the ame of W ir F.L ( 
pany K, Second Regime at Minnesota V« lunteer infantry,and pay him aj 
sion at the rate of $24 1 mth in lieu of that h now 1 


The bill ies eel to be read a third time, was read 1 
time, and passed. 


MORTIMER HALLETT 


| iv vi te 
} 
| The next pension business was the bill (S. 317) granting i 
crease of pension to Mortimer Hallett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior he. and } :} 
authorized and directed to place mm the pension roll, su! t tl 
and limi tations of the per ision laws, the name of M 
Company M, First Regim ne When ta Volunteer Ca 1 
First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Heavy y Artillery, az } 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 1 ’ 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read t] 
time, and passed. 
WILLIAM W. ANGELO, 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 893) ; ing an 
crease of pension to Willia n W. Angelo. 
The bill was read, as follows: 














Be dt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, an 
| authorized and directed to place or >I on t 
and limitations of the pen sion laws, the name of W : 
Company B, Tenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantr 
sion at the rate of $12; er month in lieu of that he is ¥ 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, wa adt third 
time, and passed. 
HOMER D. WELLS. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 586) 
crease of pension to Homer D. Ww ells. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That th Bowe tary of the Interior} 
| authorized and directed to pl t I nr 
and limi ions of the | I ther 
pany E, 1eteenth | nent New York Vol 
pension at the rat f $24 per mont n lieu of t 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
GEORGE RILEA, 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 2087 ‘Tanti an in- 


crease of pension to Ge rege » Rilea. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inte he, and he is her 
authorized and directed to place on t! I 
and limitations of the pension laws, the n re ate of Com 
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pany C, Thirty-ninth Regiment Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $55 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
_ The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
JOHN HOGARTH LOZIER, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2955) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Hogarth Lozier. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

_ authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 

visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Hogarth Lo- 
zier, late chaplain Thirty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay hima pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
celving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
as . 
time, and passed. 


MARGARET J. ROBBINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9392) granting a 
pension to Margaret J. Robbins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Margaret J. Robbins, widow 
of Charles G. Robbins, late first lieutenant of Company M, Seventeenth Reg- 


iment Nlinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 
per month 


1 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 
In line 7 strike out the word “of.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word **Cavalry.”’ 


In line 9, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that she is 
now receiving.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret J. Robbins.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. DARRAH. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 742) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Darrah. 
The bill was read, as follows. 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Darrah, late of 


Company K, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and | 


pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
fi le wes: 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“twenty-four.’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN B. HART. 


crease of pension to John B. Hart. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John B. Hart, late of Com- 
pany I, Eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves, during the civil war, from 
and after the passage of this act, at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 


follows. 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


A _* e . . | 
“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
the pension laws, the name of John B. Hart, late of Company I, Eighth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, One 
! red and ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay hima pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
°C , 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH B, ASHLEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2921) granting an increase 


of pension to Joseph B. Ashley. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. As the beneficiary named in this bill is 
dead, I move that the bill be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EMMA R, WALLACE. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8387) granting a pension 
to Emma R. Wallace. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma R. Wallace, widow | pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


of Martin M. R. Wallace, late colonel and brevet brigadier-general Fourth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 
per mouth. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letters ‘‘ M. R.” and insert in lieu thereof the letter 
“3. x.” 


In line 7 strike out the words “and brevet brigadier-general.” 


In line 9 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in leu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of tha 
she is now receiving.” : : ‘ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Emma R. Wallace.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM SMITH. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 8180) granting an increas 
of pension to William Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed toplace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Smith, late of Com 
ew E, One hundred and forty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer I) 

antry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that | 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. F 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN A. PARKER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8725) granting an increase 
of pension to John A. Parker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 4 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. Parker, late of Com 
pany F, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is: 
recelving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOSIAH STANDLEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6653) granting an increas: 


WwW 


| of pension to Josiah Standley. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby: 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josiah Standley, late of Com 
pany I, Ninety-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay h 
a& pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiviny 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “ of” and in- 


| gert in lieu thereof the words “second lieutenant.” 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 1268) granting an in- | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
SEYMOUR F. BURLINGAME. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8044) granting an increase 
of pension to Seymore F. Burlingame, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Seymore F. Burling 


| formerly of Company I, Ninth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infeniry 


subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

‘ Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof ‘he fol 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Seymour F. Burlingame, late of Company 
I, Ninth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension 


at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
| 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Seymour F. Burlingame.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; andit was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. WETHERELL. 

The next business was the bill (S. 727) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Wetherell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Wetherell, lateof 
Company C, Fourth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 


Silvas seal IES ERE 





ee 


“ 


“4s 


CONGRESSIONAL 


+ 


1904. 





JOHN B. GLOVER. 
The next business was the bill (S. 819) granting an increase of 
pension to John B. Glover. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby» 
A rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, thename of John B. Glover, late captain 
smpany D, Thirty-eight Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pens wn at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 





NATHAN M. GOVE, 


The next business was the bill (S. 4091) granting an increase of 
pension to Nathan M. Gove. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
aut] ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathan M. Gove, late musi- 
. Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and Second Bri- 
gade, ‘fenth Army Corps, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and | 
passed. | 
SENJAMIN MANNING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6824) for the re- 
lief of Benjamin Manning. 





The bill was read, as follows: The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions ecm SaNreon 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin Manning, late a JAMES PAYTON. 


private of Company C, Ninth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of $12, the amount he is now re- 
cel ng 


Sec. 2. Tnat this act shall take effect immediately. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words ‘‘a private.” : ; 

In line 7 strike out the word “* Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words * Volunteer Infantry.” ; : ae 

In line § strike out the word “‘thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

In ne line strike out the words “twelve dollars.” Fite 

In line 9 strike out the words “the amount” and insert in lieu thereof th« 
wi ra +. +} as 

Strike out all of line 10. f 2 ; 
1d the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
iin Manning.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. SCHREINER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7353) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Shreiner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisio 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Shreiner, late 
of Company E, One hundred and seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 








Infant id pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving 

‘The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
5 In line 6 strike out the word “ Shreiner” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
*Schreiner.” 

_Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Schreiner.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN F. MILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9081) granting an 
increase of pension to Benjamin F. Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin F. Miller, late of 
Company D, Seventh Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “Seventh,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line § strike out the word “thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof the | 
word “thirty.” i 

The amendments were agreed to. 

nie : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, | 

JOHN C. FOOS. 


; The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8482) granting an 
Increase of pension to John C, Foos. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Jie it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be and he is hereby 
aithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 








| ceiving. 


+ Trt 1 ‘ 
, - ‘ re 
| authorized and directed to place on the px r 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nam 
pany F, Second Regim ennsylvania \ I 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per mont t 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, wa I 
| time, and passed, 
MARY A. HUGHES, 
The next pension business was the bill (S : 
crease of pension to Mary A. Hughes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
i Be it enacted, etc., That the iry of the I 
|} authorized and directed to 1 t I 
and limitations of the } 
Thomas F. Hughes, lat ipta \ 
fantry, and pay her a pension at t r > at she 
| is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third tim is read the third 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John C. Foos 
pany B, Purnell Legion, Maryland Volunteers, and pay him a } 


rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei\ f 

The amendments recommended by the committ 1 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof ’ 


words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 
In same line strike out the word “thirty” and insert 
word “twenty-four.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and pa 
WILLIAM A. SHERIDAN, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6859) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Sheridan, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, st »t 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Company C, One hundred and fiftiet riment Indiana V« rh 
and pay hima pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is1 











The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Y 


In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-two ’ and insert in lieu tl 
word “thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8025) granting a 
pension to James Payton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is } 
t ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 13 
| itations of th nsion laws, the name of. 3 Payton, lat ff 
pa kK, Fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry,and pay him a p 
sion at the rate of $24 per month 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 












In line 8, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that h 


wWTiT 
v 





m nd the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
James Payton.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed 
IRVING HOL 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5262) granting a 
pension to Irving Holcomb 


} 


The bill was read, as follows: 


‘OUMTT 


hat +) : torr of the Intariar 





I y be. a 
he 
I 3.0 incdired an N n 
nd pay him a pension at ‘ 

TT} smendments recommended by t} mt read 2 

ne amenaments recominmended py the ¢ mim ew read, as 
In line 6, before the word “Company, tr it \ i * ar 
‘t in lieu thereof the word ‘ 

S strike out the word “thirty” and ir rt t) t . 


In the same line, after the word “ mont] 
ie I w receivi 9 

Amend the tit 
Irving Holcomb.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed amd read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY WILFONG, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1280) granting an in 
crease of pension to Henry Wilfong. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 





so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 









time, and passed, 


) 


—_ 


iS6 


MARTHA J. DERRINGTON, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3902) granting a 
pension to Martha J. Derrington. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorizes 


ana limitat 


onsof the pension laws, the name of Martha J. Derrington, widow 
of Riley Derrington, late of Company I, Provisional Troop, Sixth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month, 


follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words * Provisional Troo 

In same line and in line 8 strike out the words * 
try’ 
Militia.’ 

[n lines 8and 9 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

FRANKLIN B, LIPPINCOTT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4997) granting a 
pension to Franklin B. Lippincott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
aut ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Franklin B. Lippincott, late 
acting medical cadet, and pay him a pension at the rate of dollars per 
month 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “cadet,” insert the words ‘“‘ United States Army.” 

In line 7, before the word “dollars,” insert the word “twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; 


time, and passed. 


horiz 


FRANCES RECK. 
vas the bill (H. R. 5527) granting a 


The next pension business 
pension to Frances Reck. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


i and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


” 

». 

Kissouri Volunteer Infan- | 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘Provisional Enrolled Missouri | 
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The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. e 
HUGH T. CROCKETT. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 154) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hugh T. Crockett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here} 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisi: 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hugh T. Crockett 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


. ; ; . t, late 
Company A, Forty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and p 


a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin’ 
The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
OWEN E. NEWTON, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1555) granting an 


| crease of pension to Owen E. Newton. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior he, and he is her} 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provi 
; and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Owen E. Newton, | 


| him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that heis now rec 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 


Twelfth Independent Battery, Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and : 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was according], 
read the third time, and passed. 


ISAIAH LARKINS, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 681) granting an i: 
crease of pension to Isaiah Larkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of ths Interior be, and he is here! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaiah Larkins, late s 
lieutenant Company G, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
lieutenant Company I, One hundred and seventy-fifth Regiment Ohio Vo 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly 


read the third time, and passed. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances Reck, widow of Jacob 
Reck, late of Company B, Second Regiment United States Reserve Corps 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 


+ } 
monta 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and be- | 


ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ISAIAH ROBINSON, JR. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6501) granting a 
pension to Isaiah Robinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
nitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaiah Robinson, late of Com- 
pany A, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen 
sion at the rate of §24 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Robinson,” insert the word “ junior.” 

i» line & after the word ‘“‘month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he is 
y receiving.” 

nend the title s« 
tiah Robinson, jr.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
read and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and } 
and il 


A 


»as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 


ore 
ig, 


EDWARD BLAISDELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3950) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward Blaistlell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
anthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward Biaisdell, 
ond lieutenant Company H, Eleventh Regiment Vermont V« ite 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN L. ROGERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 8893) granting an 
increase of pension to John L. Rogers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John L. Rogers, late of Com- 
pany G, Sixteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


late sec 
‘r Infan 
f that he is 


| 


CHARLOTTE J. FOLSOM. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4090) granting an in 
crease of pension to Charlotte J. Folsom. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior he, and he is her 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roli, subject to the pro 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charlotte J. Folsom, w 
of Asa Folsom, late of Company B, Se ‘ond Regiment New Hampshire \ 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordin: 
read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL A. DICKEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4141) granting an 
crease of pension to Samuel A. Dickey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is } 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 

> A, First Regiment California Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
mn at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordin 
read the third time, and passed. 

LEWIS LEWIS, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3945) granting an i: 
crease of pension to Lewis Lewis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior he, and he is here! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provis 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nam P Lewis Lewis, late of ( 
pany D, Sixth Regiment United States Cavairy,and pay hima pension at 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accor 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ALICE K. SELIGSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4052) granting a pen 
sion to Alice K. Seligson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provision 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of Alice K. Seligson, widow 
of Herman A. Seligson, late lieutenant-colonel Ninth Regiment Vermont Vo! 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK MEHRING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6420) for the re- 
lief of Frederick Mehring. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 


bject t > tine prov 


Dickey,1 
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nd limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick Mehring, late 
-ivate in Company C, Sixteenth New York Cavalry Volunteers, and pay him 

‘onsion of $30 per month from and after the passage of this act in leu of 
it he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: _ 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
ted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
. pension laws, the name of Frederick Mehring, late of Company C, Six- 
th Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
f $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
me, and passed. 
Che title was amended so as to read: ‘“‘A bill granting an in- 
rease of pension to Frederick Mehring.”’ 
WILLIAM H. KENT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5952) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Kent. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Pe it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

thorized and directed to place onthe pension roll, subject to the provisions 

i limitations of the pension laws, the nameof William H. Kent, late of Com- 

ny F, Twelfth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, Sec- 

i Wisconsin Cavalry, aed pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
u of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


n line 6 strike out the words ‘Company F, Twelfth Regiment.” 

n line 7 strike out the words “Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and.” 

n seme line, after the word “Second,” insert the word ‘*Regiment.”* 

n line 8, before the word ‘**Cavalry,” insert the word * Volunteer.” 
nsame line strike out the word “fifty ’’ andinsert in lieu thereof the word 


’ 





| 


wenty-four.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read tue third time, 
an 1 Vy iss¢ d. 

RANDOLPH T. STOOPS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4634) granting an 
‘rease of pension to Randolph T. Stoops. 
the bill was read, as follows: ' 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
d and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
mitations of the pension laws, the name of Randolph T. Stoops, late a 
n of Company C, Eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay to 
“& pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 6, before the word “captain,” strike out the word “a.” 
in same line, before the word ** Company,” strike out the word “of.” 
In line 7, before the word “ Pennsylvania,” insert the word *“* Regiment.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
_ The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third time, 
and passed, 
MARY P, SHEETS. 


_ The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4994) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary P. Sheets. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary P. Sheets, widow of 
William T. Sheets, late of Company A, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Re- 
erve Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 








| line 7 strike out the word “Corps” and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
* Volunteer Infantry, and Company E, Third Regiment Potomac Home 
Maryland Volunteer Infantry.” 

n ‘ strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
xteen.”’ 

‘The amendments were agreed to. 

rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third 
time, and passed, 





GEORGE M. GIBBONS. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty-six” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third 
time, and passed. 





HENRY C. BELTZ. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4889) granting a 
pension to Henry C. Beltz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry C. Beltz, late of C 
pany H, Thirty-fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 


pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike ont the letter ‘‘H”’ and insert in lieu thereof the letter ‘‘ E.”’ 

In line 8, after the word ** month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he is 
now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third time, 
and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill 
crease of pension to Henry C. Beltz.’’ 

AUGUSTUS WAGNER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11654) granting an 
increase of pension to Augustus Wagner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pens 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Augustus 
Company I, Sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 


granting 


mroll, subject to the pro 





r infantry, an 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is yw receivi 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
being engrossed, accordingly was read the third time, and passed. 

CASPER J. SCHOER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5824) granting an 
increase of pension to Caper J. Schoer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 








authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t 

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caspar J. Schoer, lat 
| St. Louis Home Guards, Company K, Third Regin t: Company D, Fx 
| Regiment United States Reserve Corps, Missouri Vo!unteers, and ( 

G, Fifth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry \V inteers, and p 






pension at the rate of $30 per month in 


The amendments recommended by the committee 


| follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Caspar” and insert in lieu ther the w 
* Casper.”’ 
In same line strike out the words “late of St. Louis Home Guar 


of lines 7 and 8. 
In line 9, before the word “ Company,” 
In same line, before the word * valry,”’ i 
In line 10 strike out the word * Volunteers.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 






The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill granti: in in- 


crease of pension to Casper J. Schoer.’’ 
CALEB J. MAY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H.R. 11606) granti: 
an increase of pension to Caleb J. May. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and h« 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to t p : 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caleb J. May, late of ¢ 
pany A, Twenty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now r 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4252) granting an | 


increase of pension to George M. Gibbons, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George M. Gibbons, late 
of Company K, Eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $46 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


XXXVII——157 





In line 8 strike out the word “fifty * and insert in lieu ther 
“forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM D. HALL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 30235) grant 
increase of pension to William D. Hall, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 1 ind | 3] 
authorized and directed to p on the pension roll, subject tothe provis 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William D. Hal), late of ¢ 











od 
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G. D. and F, Seventy-second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 


The : nts recommended by the committee were read, as 


6 strike out the words ‘‘of Companies G, D. and F” and insert in lieu 
the Wing sergeant Company G, second lieutenant Company D, 


t the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


The amendments were agreed 7 
The hill as a lod « | 


nded was « ‘ed to be engrossed and read a 
time, was read the third on e, and passed, 
HARLES WHEATLAND. 
x pension business was the bill (S. 12) granting an in- 
on to Charles Wheatland. 
Ch | was read, as follows: 
Be it « ed, etc., That the Se ers f the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
ithorized and directed to place the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
the pension owe s, the name of Charles Wheatland, late of 


inth R t New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
it the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


he amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 





In lis strike out the word “ twenty-five’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


The az iIment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 
id the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES J. CLARK. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3887) granting an 


ncrease of pension to (¢ haries J. Clark. 


(he bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitatio f the pension laws, the name of Charles J. Clark, late lic uten- 
{ lonel Twenty-third Re nt lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pry hima 
Pp i the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now ‘receiving. 
Che bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
ti and passed 
GEORGE F., SMITH. 
TY 


al 


1@ next pension business was the bill (S. 3902) granting an 
t 


ncrease of pension to George F. Smith. 


» bill was read, as follows: 
}, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
lirected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
pension laws, the name of George F. Smith, late of 
ent, and Company F, Seventh Regiment, Delaware 
try,and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 





CHARLES W. DE MOTTE. 


Tke next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8611) granting 
1 increase of pension to Charles W. De Motte. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su ibject to the provisior S 
nd limitations of the 


pension law s, the name of Charles W. De Motte, late of 





him @ pension at the rate of $50 per month i in lieu of that he 


nendment recommended by the committee was read, as 





3 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 





The amendment was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
rd time, was read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN S. PARKER. 
The next pension busines ss was the bill (S. 3534) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John S. Parker. 
The bill Was read, as follows: 











Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inte ior be,and he is hereby, 
guthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and itations of th n laws, the name of John 8. Parker, late of Com- 
pany E, Purnell Legi Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and captain Company 
Cc. Third . egiment Maryland V¢ nteer Cavalry, at nd pay him a pension at 
the rate of §20 per month in lieu i aathsion ww receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the a third 


time, and passe d. 


c 


MANLUFF W. REYNOLDS. 
' 
rease of pension to Manluff W. Reynolds. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secrets ury of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 








authori zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Manluff W. Reynoids, late of 
Company K, Sixth Regiment,and Company G, Eleventh Regiment, New Jer- 
BEY ve lunteer Infan 





;,and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 


in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


| 


hundred and twenty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- | 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the t) 
| time, and passed. 


MARY V. CARSON. 
The n ext pension business was the bill (S. 3267) granting an 





n- 

crease of pension to Mary V. Carson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enac ned, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h: 
authorized and di rec ted to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro, 
and limits itions of the pension laws, the name of Mary V. Carson, Ww 
Jo T. Carson, late of Company F, Third Regiment Potomac H« me 
Maryland Volunteer Infan try, and pay her a pension at the rate of 3! 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the thir] 


time, and passed. 
EMELINE F. EMMONS, 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 562) granting 
crease of pension to Emeline F. Emmons. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is } 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the } 
and limitations of the pension laws. the fame of Emeline F. Emmons, 
of George W. Emmons, late captain Company G, Third Regime 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of § 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the t] 
time, and passed. 





LARKIN MAYNARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2491) grant 
pension to Larkin Maynard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bs, and he is her 
authorized and dire xcted to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Larkin May nard, late of « 
Thomas Damron’s independent company, and pay him a pension at t 
of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were re: 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Damron’s” and insert in lieu ther 
word “ Dameron’s.” 

In line 7 fte r the word “company,” insertthe word ‘‘ West Vir; 
unteer Infantry 

The ame ndments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and r 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS P. MOORRF., 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1519) granti 
pension to Thomas P. Moore. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, e tce., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
authorized and direc ae to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
an d limits ations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas P. Moore, la 
Thomas Damron’s in lependiont company, and pay him a pension at t 
of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read 
follows: 





In line 6 strike out the word ‘‘Damron’s” and insert in lieu ther: 
word ‘* Dameron’s.” 


In lin e 7, after the word “company,” insert the words “ West Virginia 
unteer Infantry.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read at 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL LOUIS TYNER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9390) granting 
increase of pension to Dr. S. L. Tyner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis here! 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 


a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dr. S. L. T 


yner, late 
sistant surgeon of the Forty-second Indiana Volunteer Infantr) 


and pay h 







The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


| follows: 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3415) granting an in- | 


| 


In line 6 strike out the words ‘of Dr. S. L. Tyner, late assistant sur 
of the” and insert in lieu thereof the words “of Samuel Louis Tyner, 1a 
of Company K.” 

In line 7, before the word “Indiana,” insert the word “* Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Louis Tyner.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M’ELIECE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9726) granting a 
pension to John McEliece. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roil, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John McEliece, late of Com- 
nany K, Forty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he is 
now re -eiving.”’ = “ : . 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John McEliece.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


LEWIS C. AMBERG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10264) granting 
an increase of pension to Louis C. Amberg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
aui»<rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louis C. Amberg, late lieu- 
tenant Company F, One hundred and forty-ninth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word ‘‘Louis*’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Lewis.” 

n same line, before the word “lieutenant,” insert the word “ first.” 

Inline 7, before the word *‘ Ohio,” insert the word ** Regiment.” 

In line8 strike out the word ‘fifty’? and insert in lieu thereof the word 
si+ rt wv” 

\mend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Le 3 C. Amberg.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE B. ABBOTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3839) granting an 
increase of pension to George B. Abbott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
i limitations of the pension laws, the name of George B. Abbott, late Com- 
ny H, Thirteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
m a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Maynard, late of Cap- 
tain Thomas Damron’s independent company, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Damron’s” and insert 
word * Dameron’s.”’ 

In line 7, after the word ‘“‘company,” insert the words 
Volunteer Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA J. GARDNER, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12073) granting 
an increase of pension to Eliza J. Gardner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza J. Gardner, widow 
Hezekiah Gardner, late captain, Forty-fourth United States Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in licu of that she is now r 
ceiving, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Forty-fourth United States Infantry” ar 
insert in lieu thereof the words “C I, One hundredth ; 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and captairz ny B, Third Regiment Vet 


in lieu thereof the 


“West Virginia 








| eran Reserve Corps.” 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third | 


time, and passed. 


AUGUSTUS FELLOWS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11428) for the re- 
lief of Augustus Fellows. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Augustus Fellows, late a private of 
Company M, First Regiment California Volunteer Cavalry, be increased from 
$24 per month, the present rate, to $50 per month, his disability being rheu- 
matism and resulting disease of spine and acute disease of heart. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 
_*That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Augustus Fellows, late of Company M, First 


Regiment California Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate | 


of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus Fellows.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN B. KELLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11141) granting 
an increase of pension to John B. Keller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Pe it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John B. Keller, late of Com- 
pany I, Twenty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


> 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

JESSE T. BENNETT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9756) granting an 
increase of pension to Jesse T. Bennett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse T. Bennett. lat 
Company G, Twenty-ninth Regiment Volunteer Infantry, and r 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the world ‘‘ Volunteer,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


insert the word “Iowa.” 


DAVID OC. M’VICKER. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 11845) granting an in 


aii 


| crease of pension to David C. McVicker. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
sd and directed to place on th C aT en 4 

ations of the pension laws, the n 





ject 











£ i f David ¢ 
Company I, Thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry y 
| him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is1 4 


In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN MAYNARD, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2490) granting a | 


pension to John Maynard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and 
“thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

ELI M. M’ELWAIN. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 9576) granting an increa 
of pension to Eli M. McElwain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

3e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here} 

authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Eli M. M 
pany F, One hundred and forty-sixth Regiment Iilin 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieuo 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’ and insert in lieu there: 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agree to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a ¢] 
time; and it was accordingly read the third tim: 

EPHRAIM O. GILBERT. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 9815) granting an increase 


insert in lieu thereof the word 


ois V teer It 


committee was read, as 


» and passed, 


| of pension to Ephraim O. Gilbert. 


| authorized and directed to place 
and limitations of the pension la 





The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 





ws. tl 
Company E, One hundred and twenty-se\ 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
that he is now receiving. 


1 O. Gilbert. late of 


ment Pennsylvania Vo! 


nth in beu of 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


} trike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
ot four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill as amended wasordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time 


; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
SUSAN E. OLIVER. 

t bnsiness was the bill (H. R. 10919) granting an in- 

Oliver. 

as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


The nex 
cre 
The bill was read, 


ase of pension to Susan E 


all ind directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
ind iitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan E. Oliver, widow of 
yre Oliver, late captain Company L, Second Regiment Arkansas Vol- 


a “"V, anit 


pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
ti t t Ss! *4 


yw receivi 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
in line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“six teen.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARGARET DELANEY. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 10209) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Margaret Delaney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
t enact etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
aut ‘ized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
{ nitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Delaney, widow 
trick Delaney, late captain, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment New 
‘k Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


V« 


ith 
follows: 


T 


In line 6, after the word “ Patrick,” insert the letter “ K.” 


In lines 6 and 7 strike outthe word “captain ”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “first heutenant.” 


| ne 7, before the word “ One,” insert the words “and regimental quar- | 


te) aster.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN QUINN. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 10901) granting an increase 
of pension to John (Quinn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

f ie Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


al t ‘ aceon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

t Dp aws, the name of John Quinn, late of Company 
G | Regiment New York Voluntcer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
si 1e rate of $60 per n th in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


imeudments recommended by the committee were read, as 
fo 
before the word ‘“‘ Company,” strikeout the word “of” and insert 
in ‘eof the word “ captain.” 


out the word “sixty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


riko 
++ ' 


The amendments were agreed to. 
‘Tne bill as arnended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES O, KNOWLES. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10847) granting an in- | 


crease of pension to James O. Knowles, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James O. Knowles, late of 
Company C, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM 8S. BURCH. 

The next business was the bill (S. 2649) granting an increase of 

msion to William S. Burch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitat ume of William S. Bure} 


late of Com- 
pany I, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay hima pens_on at the 


rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


ons of the pension laws, the n 


CHARLES R. COLLINS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2200) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles R. Collins. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is herah 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles R. Collins, late o 
Company B, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him » 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, ang 
passed. 


y, 


HARRIET H. HOWLETT. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2278) granting an increase of 
pension to Harriet H. Howlett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is herehy 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the provisi ng 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet H. Howlett, widow 
of Robert Howlett, late of Company E, Twenty-sixth Regiment Michi, 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 


NAOMI GREEN, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2490) granting a }. 
sion to Naomi Green. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is here}, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
end limitations of the pension laws, the name of Naomi Green, helples 
dependent child of Horace 8. Green, late of Company B, Third Rogi 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 p 
month, 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the thi 
time, and passed. 

JOHN W. PAUL. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1884) granting an 
crease of pension to John W. Paul. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is } 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Paul, late 
pany H, Twenty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Intantry, an 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivii 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the t 
time, and passed. 

JOHN 8S. STANGER, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1944) granting an 
crease of pension to John S. Stanger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is } 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
aud limitations of the pension laws, the name of John S. Stanger, lat 
lieutenant Company H, One hundredth Regiment Pennsylvania Yo 


| Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu vo! 


he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the thi: 


| time, and passed, 


CHARLES E. M’INTIRE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 8488) granting a: 
increase of pension to Charles E. McIntire. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles BE. McIntire 
Company G, Second Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry 
} 


him a pension at the rate of $80 per month in lieu of that he is now 2 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the thi: 
time, and passed. 
JOHN M. MORGAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1803) granting an in 


| crease of pension to John M. Morgan. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is ! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Morra: 
pany I, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment Illinois Vo'u 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $4 per month in lieu of 1 
now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the thi 
time, and passed. 


Alo pt 








JOSHUA D. GRIFFITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11066) granting an 
increase of pension to Joshua D. Griffith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joshua D. Griffith, late a 
aga of Company H, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

1im a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving; 
and the said Joshua D. Griffith ake a person of unsound mind, said pension 
shall be payable to his legally appointed guardian. 








1904. 
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imi ; he pension laws. the name Toh? ‘ha , te 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 4nd limitations of the pension laws, tl ; : — 
: al | of Company G, Fourth Regiment Marylan: iVo eer I ntry, a . 
I Ws: fifth Company, Second Battalion \ eteran Re ( r 
6 strike out the words ‘ta private.” sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of ut he 
nape » . “WEB fig?? Sane $ Sase + » ° . ' 
In line 8 strike out the word ‘‘fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word | The bill was ordered to a thir 1 reading: and it w , lingly 
» 9 strike out the words ‘and the said Joshua D. Griffith being a per- | read the third time, and passed. 
F - : | OMAS HARKISON 
ine 10 strike out the words ‘unsound mind, said pension shall be pay- THOMAS HAS tp 7 
“ and insert in lieu thereof the words “ the same to be paid. The next pension business was the bill (S. 2179 i ! 
The amendments were agreed to. | crease of pension to Thomas Har kison. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and readathird | The bill was read, as follows: 
was re ad the third time 3 and passec d. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the li riot 
| authorized and dire i pia nt pension roll, sut 
WILLIAM H. COOPER. eid iiss land directed ina oof Tiana } 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12352) granting an | Company G, a = Pennsylvania Volunteer Light 
of pension to William H. Cooper. : enor: oe ees a ea sei 
oy . x ‘dered to athird reading 1 it ‘ j , 
Che bill was read, as follows: The ‘bill was 0 red to at 1 reading; and it u lingly 
acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, read the third time, an dy passe “dd. 
land directed to piace on eo pensi apr subjec eo peorenens NDREW J. WILLIAMS. 
tions of the pension ws, the name of William . Cooper, late of - si 
y I, Kightieth ru ndiana V oluntes r Infantry, who was hon- The next pension sa ness was the bill (S. 20384) gt I 
res dat Was! , D. C., on the 3d day of June, 1865, and pay | crease of pe nsion to Andrew J. Williams. 
ion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving Th e bill was re ud, is follows: 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as it enacted. et st the retary of the Interior be, 
lows: | authorized and lirect to place on t pension 1 t 
} ns of ¢ ‘ aw é 
1 line 7 strike out the words “who was honorably dis-” and all of line 8. _ id : tase BS ooh th Reviment ’ Uris ‘ 
. ae pace a .} Y. ond civte, | Company H, Eighth Regiment W« \ 1 
ike out the words “‘day of June, eighteen hundred and sixty- hima on at the rate of $20 p . 
¢ 1a peDsi &U OL 9. Pel ou i 
ne 10 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word | The bill was ordered to at dreading; and ity a y 
s§ z | read the third time, and * ised. 
The amendments were agreed to. ad THERON T. LAMPHERI 
(he bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and readathird | my... pov noneine hesed s was the hill (&. 1530 ' 
t read the third time. and passed ihe next pensi n Dusiness Was the Dill (8. loo ri i n- 
nave eae ila PE a crease of pension to Theron T. Lamphere. 
ALFRED D. BURTON, | Tl > t il} rs 1 — 
| he bill was read, as follows: 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11557) granting a | Beiter acted, etc., That the Secretary of the and he is 
nension to Alfred D. Barti auth rized and directed to pla 2 on y pension 1 r 
ooo : | and limitations of the pension law ime h L 
The bill was read, as Rows | of Company E. Eighth Re nit t Volu . ee 
icted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 4 pension at the rate of $20 per m n lieu of that he is now 
land directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | The bill was ordered to : thir 1 reading: and it wasa dat 
al tations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred D. Barton, late of | _, . il - hi d me. and . in ee eee ; 
Company C, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay | Tead the third time, an passe . 
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. MICHAEL DONOVAN. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read,as| The next pension business was the bill (S. 1616) granting : 1 
follows: | crease of 3i Michael D« Vi 
° se of pension to Michael Donovan. 
J 6 strike out the word “ Barton” and insert in lieu thereof the word The bill was read, as follows: 
A> . ° ° . 4 ,acted. etc... Th the ecre rv of the Interior 
the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Alfred D. | . Be it enacted, etc., That Te Oe S00 SEI ; 
Bi ee ( eon PP n hrou,su 
ana n ne nam [ i 
rhe amendments were agreed to. Cor and f th R nt 
The 1 a as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | * r,t ly > : = 
1: t rate ¢ s ) t f 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. ei Riots , ical : 
GEORGE W. M’CONKEY. The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it was a ngly 
Th »next pension business was the bill (H. R. 805) granting an | read the third time, and passed. 
_ | ase of pension to George Ww. McConkey. MATTHEW WOODWORTH. 
| » bill was read. ; {\ Ww 7 . a : ooo 
SRO ES Wee ee aes m : The next pension business was the bill (S. 1796) grant in in 
: 7 a oe a art sis herebv > . 4} vy } 
an i and directed to. plac sed. ie ees pene et ‘rease of pension to Matthew Woodworth. 
and ; 6 ‘ ion he name of Geo! C ee: The bill was read, as follows: 
pi ) in UT I ) ntry, War w Mexico, ¢ 2 , Soul inf ‘ + + Saws ry of the I rr be. a 
n | I 3 Vol } ry, war of iioust llion, l pa ‘ la t 1 
hi i ate of $85 in lieu of that he is now receiving at L } n law tl ‘ 
The amendments recommended 1 by the committee were read, as tt, OF u I 1 fifty-t ) 
/ L Vv. and pay eo mn at ti rate of $4 1} ] 
folk Ws 
: $s now receiving 
In line 6 stri ke out the words “‘a private in Company H, Fourth.” at toa thi ro? and } . , ; 
In line 7 strike out the words “‘Iliinois Infantry, war with Mexico, and.” Th 1 the : ere is ode red a a third reading; and it was au rding 
In ~ line strike out the wo ‘of the.” read the third time, anc pass d. 
In » line, after the word * h,” insert the word ‘“* Regiment.” | 7 . a ca 
Ir lim 16 8 strike out the word fantry, war of the rebellion,” and insert JOHN D. PICKARD. 
in lis A thereof the word “Cavalry.” e ; ; j aoe next pension business was the bill (S. 1554) rranting ai 
In line 9 strike out the word “thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the sage of Nensi tg John D. Pickard 
word “thirty.” ase Of pension to John VD. Pickard. 
= x “The bill was re ead, as follows: 
The amendments were agreed to. = : 
mn . e ite t 1 i etary of tl TInt ’ 
rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | authorized an i ee 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. vnd limitat pension laws nam 
pany D, Sey giment I » \ inteer I ry i 
ANNIE B, JOHNSON, ut the rate month in lieu a 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 268) granting an in- The bill was orden -ed toa third reading; and it wasa 
crease of pension to Annie B. Johnson. read the third time, and passed 
he bills as read, as follows: ' JERNINGHAM BOONE. 
iacted, etc., That the Secr« tary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | TY . } : —. + OFoOr 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub jec t to the provisions | 1e next pension Dusiness was the D ». 27) grantiz 
al tions of the pension laws, the name of Annie B. Johnson, widow of | crease of pension to Jerningham B 
George Johnson, late lieutenant-colonel Twent y-ninth Regiment Pennsyl- | " bi senan. an ¢ 
’ ) as ad, as follo 
vania Voluntee . Infantry sone pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month “Red ill was r ud : 7 
rs f that she is now receiving. A se it enacted, etc., T 
: - - uthor Zed at L dire 
Che bill was ordered na be read a third time, was read the third | ana} mit ectedhae drake besngy rsa. 
time, and passed. r geon, Thi ‘teenth Regiment Maryland \ 
JOHN A, CHAMBERLAIN. | Pension at the rate of g-4 pel 
. ‘ : 7 esa ; The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it wa 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3569) granting an in- ad t ced ti os 1 
; : s 5 5 read the third time, and passed. 
crease of pension to John A. Chamberlain. 
The bill was read, as follows: CLARA B. GRISWOLD. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, The next pension business was the bill 354) granting an in- 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s subject to the provisions 


crease of pension to Clara B. Griswold. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clara B. Griswold, widow of 
Dennis K. Griswold, late — ain Company L, Second Regiment New York 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to athird reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

NATHAN P. BOWMAN, 


¥ 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3180) 
crease of pension to Nathan P. Bowman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathan P. Bowman, late 
major and additional paymaster, United States Volunteers, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed, 

LINUS 8. LUDINGTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3738) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Linus 8. Ludington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Linus 8S. Ludington, late of 
Company G, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 


One hundred and nineteenth Company, Second Battalion Veteran Reserve 
Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 


is how receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA WILLIAMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (5S. 
sion to Eliza Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
aud limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Williams, widow of 
William Williams, late of Company A, First Battalion District of Columbia 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


oor 


3373) granting a pen- 


JAMES HAHN, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1591) granting an | 


increase of pension to James Hahn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Hahn, late first lieu- 


tenant Company H, Forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan- 
try, and him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is | 
now rece y 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


MARY 5S. CLARK. 


The next pension business was the bill (8. 935) granting a pen- | 


sion to Mary 8S. Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc 


, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and 






ind limitations 
William H. Clark, late second lieutenant Company G, Eighth Regiment 


Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §15 per | 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly | 


was read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL ROLLINS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S, 1272 
increase oft pension to Samuel Rollins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Rollins, late of 
Company F, One hundred and sixty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 

was read the third time, and passed. 
FRANCIS HALL, 

The next pension business was the bill (8. 8645) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Francis Hall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis Hall, late of Com- 


pany C, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,and pay him 
® pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


granting an in- | 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary S. Clark, widow of | 


granting an | 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
| was read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER LANE, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3085) granting an in. 
crease of pension to Alexander Lane. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here} 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisio 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alexander Lane, lat: 
Company F, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, ; 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is n: 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and according: 
was read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH H. OTTEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3423) granting 
increase of pension to Joseph H. Ottey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roil, subject to the provis 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph H. Ottey, late 

-Company B, Two hundred and third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer | 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


Ww 


y 





JOHN OLSON BAKKEN, ALIAS JOHN OLSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3291) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Olson Bakken, alias John Olson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisio: 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof John Olson Bakken, a 
John Olson, late of Company K, Eleventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteer [1 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
| was read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES MALE, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3452) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Male. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Male, late of Con 
pany E, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 

at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


| 





MALVINA C, BUZZELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2999) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Malvina C. Buzzell, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Malvina C. Buzzell, widow 
of Hosea Q. Buzzell, late of Company A, Thirty-second Regiment Maine | 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


i 


GEORGE HYDE, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2948) granting an 
| increase of pension to George Hyde. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
aut horized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of George Hyde, late of Com 
pany C, Twenty-second Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now reevivine. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARGARET LIDDLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S, 2940) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Margaret Liddle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Liddle, widow of 

h 


Samuel Liddle, late second lientenant Company E, first Regiment [in 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay hera pension at the rate of $15 per mount! 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


_ The bill was ordered to be read athird time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 


GEORGE M. WATERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2445) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George M. Waters. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
tations of the pension laws, the name of George M. Waters, late of 
( nany A, Nineteenth Regiment Mlinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a ion at the rate of $17 per month in lieuof that he is nowreceiving. 
e bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
ti ind passed. 


JOHN DOW. 


, next pension business was the bill (S. 2429) granting an 
» of pension to John Dow. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
mitations of the pension laws, the name of John Dow, late of Company 
nth, and Company A, Sixth Regiments, Maine Volunteer Infantry, 
pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 


m 
| 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third | 


time, and passed. 
ELLIS HOUSE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6956) granting an 
increase of pension to Ellis House. 
The bill was read, as follows: 











Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
xed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
a 3 of the pension laws, the name of Ellis House, late of Company 





giment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
»f $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


rate 


f lows 


NV 


, 


after the word “late, 
ereof the words * private and first lieutenant.” 
ne 8 strike out the word “forty and insert in lieu thereof the word 


» 6, * strike out the word “of" and insert in 


mendment was agreed to. 
ll as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS IRVIN. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 2198) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Irvin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
\itations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Irvin, late of Com- 
>», Fifth Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infa 
1 at the rate of $12 permonth. 
Che bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 





ALONZO R. KIBBE, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1627) granting an in- 











crease of pension to Alonzo R. Kibbe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
autl ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provision 
nd t of the pension laws, the name of Alonzo R. Kibbe, la f 
ry, Wisconsin V« teer Light Artillery, and pay hima pep 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
_ The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
RUDOLPH REINHART. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 1678) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Rudolph Reinhart. 


Che bill was read, as follows: 
Be it ¢ l,etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 










auth edand directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
al itations of the pension laws, the name of Rudolph Reinhart, | 
y C, Fifty-fifth Regiment P ania Volunteer Infantry, a1 





rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
Che bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
, and passed. 


n at the 





DANIEL M. SMITH. 









i lhe next pension business was the bill (S. 900) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel M. Smith. 
“he bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby. 
; authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pensi sws, the name of Daniel M. Smith, late of 
Company K, Fourteenth Re New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


celving. 
_The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

LEWIS L. BEAN. 


80 Teint. 3 


an increase of pension to Lewis L. Bean. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 


. . aby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov os 


isions 
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‘amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1170) granting | 





and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis L. Bean, late 


pany D,Twenty-seventh Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, ana pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re« g 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in li 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read athird 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. DE ROCHER,. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 693) 
crease of pension to Charles W. De Rocher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pensionroll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Charles W. De Rocher, late of 
Company G, Third Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 


su thereof the w 


granting an in- 


HARRIET L. FORD. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 156) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harriet L. Ford. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 





authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet L. Ford, widow of 
Rufus M. Ford, late of Company C, Thirty-seventh Regiment Massa etts 
Volunteer Infantry, and p her a pension at the rate of $12 per in 





lieu of that she is now receiving 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 
BENJAMIN H. SMALLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 148) grar.‘ing an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin H. Smalley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is ! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjec | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin H. Smalley, late 
Company H, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer 
infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, 
time, and passed. 


ereby, 
*t to the prov yn 


read the third 


WILLIAM W. TURK. 





The next pension business was the bill (S. 153) granting an in 
crease of pension to William W. Turk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and s hereby, 

thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s I 

ns and limitations of the pension laws, t eof W am W x 

mpany B, Sixth Regiment Pennsylva teer Hea Art i 

I t pension at th ite of $30 per mont n lieu of that he 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 


time, and passed. 
HENRY 


DORITY. 

















The next pension business was the bill (S. 2969) granting a pen 
sion to Henry Dority. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re ‘ted, etc., That the Secretary o terior be, and I 

ith and directed to place o ] i ttot 
ind ms of t} ens la ul T) 
teenth unassigned compa eV teer Infar 
at the rate of $12 per mont 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third t 
and passed. 

GEORGE B,. CHRI Zs 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3397) granting an ir 
crease of pension to George B. Christy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of » In s he 
wuthorized and directed t » place on the pens 1! . 

d limitations of the pension laws, the name of G« ( 
reon Ninth Regiment Lllinois Volunteer Cavalr m 
ate of $40 per month in lieu of that 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third ti: 
and passed. 

CHESTER F, KIMBALL. 
_ The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9 gan 
increase of pension to Chester F. Kimball. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary “ 
authorized and directed to pla 3 
and 1 tations of the pr on la ; 
member Company E, First Rifles kta I d 5 \ 
vania Volunteers, and pay him a p ion at the rat $40 per 1 1 in lieu 


y 
oa 
46 


| of that he is now receivin 


opags 


a @ BX 


14 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


OWS: 


Ip line 
line strike out the words “ First Rifles.” 

ke out the word ‘* Bucktails.” 

strike out the words “ Reserves Pennsylvania Volunteers” 
i “ Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Vol- 


ln the 
In 
I 


enme ne 
I I ii 


same 
line « str 
nr nsert in li 
iteer Infant 
in line 8 str 
thirty.” 


i 


thereof the words 
ike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM CONOVER, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2966) granting a pen- | 


sion to William Conover, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
— . ° s 7 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Conover, late of 
Compuny B, Second Regiment California Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima 


p n at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
JOHN H. CARROW. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 2662) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John H. Carrow. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
author 


1 
and 


ise 


limitation 
itenant ¢ A 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


the pension laws, the name of John H. Carrow, late sec 


t 


The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, read 
the third time, and passed. 
FREEMAN O. HODGE, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 729) granting 
of pension to Freeman O. Hodge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Freeman O. Hodge, late of 
Company D, Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISA LYON. 
was the bill (S. 2838) granting a pension to 


an increase 


The next business 
Louisa Lyon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa Lyon, wi r of 
Samuel Lyon, late first assistant engineer ram T. D. Horner, Mississipp 

rade United States Volunteers, and pay hera pension at the rate of 
! month 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


sions 


Marine 


Siv 1 Tr 


> 


NANNIE J. M’GUCKIN. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 12457) granting an increase 
of pension to Nannie J. McGurkin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nannie J. McGurkin, widow 
of Charles MceGurkin, late of Company B, Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word ‘“ widow,” strike out the word “ McGurkin” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word ‘** McGuckin.”’ 

In same line. before the word “late,” strike out the word “ McGurkin” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word * McGuckin.” dinate 

in line 8 strike out the word **twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twelve.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Nannie J. MceGuckin.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


EMMA R. LAMB, 


The next business was the bill (H. R, 12550) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emma R. Lamb. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma R. Lamb, widow of 
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6 strike out the word “member” and insert in lieu thereof the word | 


| 


| pany F, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensi 
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Derrick Lamb, late captain Company F, One hundred and forty-ninth R 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $34) | 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. ‘ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read. as 
follows: 


In line 9 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the » 


| “twenty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and pass: 
HIRAM PARKER. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 12417) granting a pen: 
to Hiram Parker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the proy 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram Parker, late of ( 


the rate of $30 per month. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read. 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” 
“twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 


and insert in lieu thereof th« 


| third time; and it Was accordingly read the third time, and pass 


HENRY D. FILKINS. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 12191) granting an ine: 


| of pension to Henry D. Filkins. 


zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


mpany D, First Battalion Delaware Volunteer Cavalry,and | 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is} 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pri 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry D. Filkin 
' Company K, Sixteenth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, and p 


| “twenty-four.” 


at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


| tain and commissary of subsistence, United States Volunteers, and 


| pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receivins 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, a 


| follows: 


In line 7, after the words ‘‘ New York,” insert the word “Volunteer.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the w 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read ; 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and pass: 


JACOB WETZEL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12036) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob Wetzel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob Wetzel, late 
pany F, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a per 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, a 
follows: 

In line6 strikeout the letter ‘‘F"’ and insert in lieu thereof the letter 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu thereof the w 
“thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES DASSON, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 11660) granting an increas 
of pension to James Dawson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here! 
aut horized and directed to plac son the pension roll, subject tothe provi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Dawson, late of (01 
pany H, Seventy-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and psy hima 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Dawson” and insert in lieu thereof the wor 
**Dasson.”’ 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“forty.” 


Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase of pension t 
James Dasson.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
_ The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
REUBEN GRIFFITH PORTER. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 11169) granting an increase 


| of pension to Reuben G. Porter. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Reuben G. Porter, late him 

2 d pey him 
a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 








The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

fn line 6 strike out the letter “G.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Griffith.” ; 

In line & strike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

hirty-six.” ; ; ‘ . 

Al end the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben Griffith Porter.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
ne: and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

LEONARD J. WHITNEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10912) granting a pension 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
ed and directed to place onthe pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| limits of the pension laws, the name of Leonard J. Whitney, late 
Company F, First Regiment Nevada Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
ension at the rate of $30 per month. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
llows: 
In line 6, before the word “‘Company,’ 


i i 





strike out the word “ of” and insert 
thereof the words “first lieutenant.” — 7 ¢ 
eSstrike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
ty-four.”’ ; non 
ame line,after the word “month,” insert the words ‘in lieu of that he 
w receiving.” ; y ? } 
mend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
L ird J. Whitney.” 
he amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; aridit was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 





ANDREW 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1082 
neieise of pension to Andrew Smith. 
» bill was real, as follows: 
nacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
mitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew Smith, late of Com 
vy H, Ninth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pe 
it the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


SMITH. 
° 


~ 


) granting an 


fol 


vv 
ne 7, hefore the word “Cavalry,” insert the word ‘‘ Volunteer.” 
line & strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
wo! tv ity 

The amendments were agreed to. 

[he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was read the third time, and passed. 


LULU E. M’KEE. 
Ty 


ease of pension to Lulu E. McKee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lulu E. McKee, helpless 

i dependent daughter of John R. McKee, deceased, late of the Ninth Regi- 

nt Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and pay here pension at 

rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

follows: 
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1e next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10576) granting an 


| 


In line 7 strike out the words “ deceased, late of the’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “late of Company C.” a | 
in line 9strike out the word “ twenty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 

“twelve.” 


Che amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. FARR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10531) granting 
a pension to George W. Farr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re 


aut 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
orized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Farr, late of Com 
pany C, Seventy eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
iim a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiying 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Company” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Companies.” 

In same line, after the letter ‘‘C,”’ insert the words “and B.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Farr.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


ODF 
HENRY MASON. 

The next pension business was the bill (fH. 
pension to Henry Mason. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ar 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rol 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of H 
pany E, Twenty-first Regiment Volunteer Infantry, 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “‘ Regiment,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

VINCENT ANDERSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9820) granting 
an increase of pension to Vint Anderson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacte te., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he 
authorized and directed to place on the pension ro 1 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Vint Anderson, late of Cou 
pany B, Twenty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receivi 


90a 
KR. 989 


cranting a 


d he 


the 


is hereby, 


isions 


l, subject to 
nry Mason 
and pay him a pens 





m 


insert the word *‘ Missouri.” 


read a 


1. € 


subject to the provision 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 6 strike out the word “Vint” and insert in lieu thereof the word 





‘Vincent.’ 
line § strike out the word ‘‘thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
»nty-four.” 
mend the title soas to read: “A bill granting an increaseof pension to 
‘ent At 


iderson P 
The amendments were agreed to. 
‘the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH E. DALE. 











The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9741) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah E. Dale. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tcted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is heret 
author land directed to place on the pension roll,s ect to the pr 
and lim ms of the pension laws. the name of Sarah E. Da w 
James Dale, late of Company I, First Regiment Illinois Volunteer Lig Al 
lery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in licu of that she is 


now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word ‘‘twenty-four”™ 
word “twelve a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY W. LLOYD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9581) 
increase of pension to Henry W. Lloyd. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


or 
nN 


ranting an 







Pe it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of the ‘rior be, and heis he vy. au 
thorized and directed to place on the pens ll, subje« ey} @ 
and limitations of the pension laws, the ns of Henry W. Llovd. late of Com 
pany I, One hundred and thirty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rat n lieu of that 


is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 


» of $30 per m 


| read the third time, and passed. 





ABRAM T. CARNEY. 





The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8287) granting a 
pension to Abram T. Carney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be s hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pensi ro ° I ! 

; and limitations of the pension laws, the Abram 7 lat 

C'welfth Ohio Battery, and pay him a pension at the rat f $50 ; m 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out allafter the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the f 

| lowing: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisir and |] 
of the pension laws, the name of Abram T. Carney, late of the Tw 
pendent Battery Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and 1 1a} 
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 

Amend the title soas to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increa n to 
Abram T. Carney.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed l read a third 
time, was read the third time, and pas 

EDWARD B. NUGEN 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8220) granting 





an increase of pension to Edward B, Nugent. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

{ limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward B. Nugent, late of 

ompany —, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
peusion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
_ In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 


in the same line, after the word **Company,” insert the words ‘*M and 
major.”’ 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-five.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


JOSIAH B. DEETER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8010) granting a 
pension to Josiah B. Deeter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josiah B. Deeter, late a private 
of Company C, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
hima pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


sions 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, | 
as follows: 





In line 6 strike out the words ‘‘a private.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 


| the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to | 
Deeter.” 


A em 
Josiah B. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


JASPER N. W. ROGERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 772 
increase of pension to Jasper W. N. Rogers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jasper W. N. Rogers, late 
of Company G, Third Regiment North Carolina Mounted Volunteer Infan- 
try, an { pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month 


6) granting an 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
ine 6 strike out the letters “*‘ W. N.’’ and insert in lieu thereof the let- 
uN we 
In line 7 strike out the words ‘‘ Mounted Volunteer’ and insert in lieu 
the words “* Volunteer Mounted.” e 
.mend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Jasper N. W. | 
gers.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ISAAC B. GOFORTH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7470) granting an 
increase of pension to Isaac B. Goforth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it ¢ 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac B. Goforth, late of 
Company K, Seventh Kansas Cavalry, and pay hima pension at the rate of $24 
. ith i ial , s } is Living 
per month in lieuof that he is now as. iving. 


racted, 


etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


ne 6, before the word “late,” insert the words “alias Napoleon B 


me line, before the word “ Kansas,”’ insert the word “ Regiment.” 

» 7, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
‘soastoread: “A bill grantingan increaseof pension to Isaac 
Napoleon B. Gordon.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


nd the tit 
forth, alias 


WILLIAMINA R. ALLENBAUGH, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7244) granting an | 
increase of pension to Williamina R. Allenbaugh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Williamina T. Allenbaugh, | 
widow of Charles T. Alscubendh, late lieutenant Company A, Second Regi- 
ment: Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pensi 


ps on at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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| and limitations of the pension lay w ol 
| John B. Herold, late captain Company B, Ninth Maryland Volunteer Infantr; 
| and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


FEBRUARY 27, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “‘T and insert in lieu thereof the letter 

In line 7, before the word “lieutenant,” insert the word “ first.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “‘thirty’’ and insert in lieu thereof the y 
“fifteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a th} 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thi 
time, and passed. 


JOHN W. PLATTENBURG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6848) 
increase of pension to John W. Plattenburg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is} 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Pi: 
lieutenant, Company E, First Regiment West Virginia V« 
at the rate of $60 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof t} 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authori 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and | 
of the pension laws, the name of John W. Plattenburg, late second lie 
Company K, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and | 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receivi: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third r 


or 
oD 


ranting 


1 e . . . 7 ° 
| ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third tiny 
| and passed. 


AUSTIN MURPHY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6611) granting 
increase of pension to Austin Murphy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 1 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Austin Murphy, late of ( 


pany H, Eighteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a | 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read 


| follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the \ 
“twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for at 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the th 
time, and passed. 

HERBERT M. BLACKWELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5855) 
increase of pension to Herbert M. Blackwell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the proy 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Herbert M. Blackw 
of Company G, Second Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pa) 


grantil 


| pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


| follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ Blackwell,” insert the words “alias Le’ 


| op '26 
Moar. 


In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu ther 


| word “thirty.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen 


| Herbert M. Blackwell, alias Levi W. Moar.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a th 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thi 
time, and passed. 

MARGARET HEROLD. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5646) granting a 


| pension to Margaret Herold. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisi 


s, the name of Margaret Herold, wi 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


| follows: 


In line 7 strike out the letter “‘B” and insert in lieu thereof the letter “ E.” 
In same line, before the word “ Maryland,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 
In line 8, after the word “month,” insert the words “‘in lieu of that she is 


| now receiving,” 


Amend the title so as to read: ‘“‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Herold.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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HENRY M’CORD, 
- next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5008) granting an 
ease of pension to Henry McCord. 
Phe bill was read, as follows: 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
-edand directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
_Eighty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
nat the rate of $20 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


I ws: 






ne 8 strike out the word “ twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


line, after the word “month,” insert the words ‘‘in lieu of that he 
‘eiving.” 
The oa were agreed to. 
[he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ig; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
' a passed. 


ROBERT E. CLARY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4968) granting a 
nsion to Robert E. Clary. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
author ad an d directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
itions of the pension laws, the name of Robert E. Clary, late of 


Company F, F rty-ninth Massachusetts Volunteers, and pay him a pension 
per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


fi llow S$: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directe ‘d to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Robert E. C lary, late of Company F, 
F inth Res giment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 


\mend the title so as to read: 
Robert E. Clary.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


‘A bill granting an increase of “pension to 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
MARTHA A. DAY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4355) granting a 


ion to Martha Day. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 

t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
\ imitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha Day, widow of Har- 
risol Day, late corporal of Company G, Fifty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volun 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

Th , amendments recommended by the eommittee were read, as 
follows: 


— 


insert the letter “A.” 
Harrison” and insert in lieu thereof the 


In line 6, before the word “‘ Day,” 
[In same line strike out the word ** 
rds ** James H.” 

in same line strike out the word “corporal.” 

ine 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


iend the title soas to read: “A bill granting a pension to Martha A 
The amendments were agreed to. 
Che bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
anne and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
‘, and passed. 


Te 


CHARLES C. JOR 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1528) granting an 

rease of pension to Charles Jarolman. 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 

ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Jaroiman, late of 

( any K, Twenty-seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and 

I lim @ pension at the rate of $45 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


ALEMON,. 


it enac 


the amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
LOWS: 


in line 6 strike out the word “Jarolman”™ and insert in lieu thereof the 
rds “C, Joralemon.” : 
line 8 strikeout the word “forty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


rty. 


ie amendments were agreed to. 
1e bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed forathird read- 
and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third time, 
and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
crease of pension to Charles C. Joralemon. 
MARY FARRELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
pension to Mary Farrell. 


TI 
Tl 


“A bill granting an in- 


2110) granting a 





fcCord, late of Com- | 





The bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of widow of 
James Farrell, late private in Company K, Third Reg Infantry 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $12 per month 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ private in” and insert in lieu thereof t1 
word “of.” 

In line7 strike out the words “Infantry Volunteers” and Sel lieu 
thereof the words “ Volunteer Inf: antry.’ 

In line 8 strike out the words ‘‘of twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words ‘at the rate of eight.” 

In same line, after the word ‘“‘month,” i is ‘‘such pension to 





cease upon proof that the soldier is still liviz 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fi 

ing; and being engrossed, according] 


ra third read- 
y was read the third time, 


| and passed, 


OLIVER A. FILMAN, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 790) granting an 
increase of pension to Oliver A. Fillman, 
The bill was read, as f¢ aoe 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension r subject to the pro ol 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver A. Fillman, late of 
Company C, Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania \ er Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The amendments recommended by the committee were re: 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word ‘Fillman” and insert in lieu thereof the 
| word ‘*Filman.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “fifty’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 





“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
crease of pension to Oliver A. Filman.”’ 

JAMES LITTLETON. 


engrossed for a t 
was read the 


“A bill granting 


an in- 





The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3167) granting an 
increase of pension to James Littleton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Tl at the Secretary of the Interior } reby, 
ee ae meets » place 1 the pension roll, subject t vi ns 
id Limitations of th laws, tl rf 3 Litth Cor 

pa E, Twe nty-seco!l an R rine Ke ic} nteer In i d Pp 
hit rn oe nsion at the rate of $30 per month i eu that he is Ww iving 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line § strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
twe ms 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engr a third read- 


ssed tor 





ing; and being engrossed, accordingly 1 id the third time, and 
passed, 
GERTRUDE MERRILL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2121) granting a 
pension to Gertrude Merrill. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc That the Se ry of the Interior be, and i eby, 
authorized and directed t ) place { p r t to the } ns 
and limitations of the pension Law 3, the nar of Gertrude Merrill, widow of 
( harles F. Merrill, unass ed, Fourteenth R t Maine Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pensio iat the tate of $1 I { 


The amendment recommended by the 
follows: 


committee was read, ¢ 












In line 6, before the word “ unassigned,” insert the word “lat 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN W. HILL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2855) grar g 
an increase of pension to John W. Hill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That = Secretary of the In ? 
authorized and directed to on y pen . 
and limitations of the pe nsi m ++ ws am J W 
in Company H, First Regiment N trolina V« eer | I 
the rebellion, and pay him a pension of $20 per 1 v 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the comn wel d.as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words ‘‘a private i and the 
word “ of.’ 

In lines 7 and § strike out thew l war of t 

In line 8, after the word “‘ pens nsert ' 


The amendments were agreed to, 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and bei 
time, and passed. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


HENRIETTA A. PRYCE. 
ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 2862) granting an 
of pension to Mrs. Henrietta A. Pryce, widow of Capt. 
Thomas H. Pryce. 
» bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bo, and he is hereby, 
aut! land directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and itions of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Henrietta A. Pryce, 
Ww f Cay Thomas H. Pryce, late of Company I, Thirty-fifth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
I th in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follow Ss 

In line 6strike out the word ‘*‘ Mrs.” 

In » line strike out the word “Captain.” 

Ir » line strike out the letter ‘*H.” } 

In » 7 strike out the word ‘“‘of” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ , 

e § strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereef the word 
a c 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third 
time, and passed. 


itle was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henrietta A. Pryce.”’ 
THEODORE E, CHATFIELD. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 2239) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Theodore E. Chatfield. 
The bill was read, as follows: 








} t icted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
author iand directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theodore E. Chatfield, late 
of ¢ pany B, Fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and second lieu- 


tenant Company I, Forty-fourth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer 
, and pay hima pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


infanir 


LOUISA R,. CHITWOOD, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2289) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Louisa R. Chitwood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secr« 


tary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 











auth ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa R. Chitwood, widow 
of George R. Chitw« od, late of Company F, Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Vol 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving, and $2 per month additional on account of each of 
the minor children of said George R. Chitwood until they reach the age of 16 
yea! 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


EMMA E. S. WRIGHT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3053) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emma E. 8. Wright. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
nacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
au d and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma E. 8. Wright, widow 
of David V. N. Wright, late acting master, United States Navy, and pay her 
@ pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. MARKHAM, 


The next pension business was the bill (8. 89) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Markham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James M. Markham, late of 
Company A, Second Regiment East Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 





MARY F. PENTZER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3405) granting 
increase of pension to Mary F. Pentzer. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary F. Pentzer, widow of 
Patrick H. Pentzer, late captain Company C, Ninety-seventh Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to ber 
time, and passed. 


sad a third time, was read the third 


1g engrossed, was accordingly read the third | 


an | 
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ELIZABETH M. BANTA. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 2563) grantine 
increase of pension to Elizabeth M. Banta. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hey 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
| and limitations of the pension laws, thenameof Elizabeth M. Banta, wi f 
| William C. Banta, late captain Company B and major Seventh Regim 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the thir 
time, and passed. 





RUSSEL A. M’KINLEY, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8421) for t! 
lief of Russel A. McKinley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
| Be it enacted, ete., That Russel A. McKinley, who enlisted on the 2 ’ 



















April, 1900, under the name of Waldo Delacy, and was assigned to T 
Second Regiment United States Cavalry,shall be held and consider: 
remained continuously in the military service of the United Stat 

line of du a soldier until the 2th day of January, 1901, wh ‘ 
leased fro itary control, and his discharge from said ser@ice sh: 
held and idered to have taken ct on said 20th day of January 








Provided, at no pay or other < 


smoluments shall become due er payable to 
any person by reason of the pass 


sage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET J. SNOOK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12805) granting an 
increase of pension to Margaret J. Snook. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 





authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pri 4 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret J. Sno W 
of John N. Snook, late of Company H, First Regiment lowa Volunt Lv- 


alry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM KENNEDY, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5091) granting an 
increase of pension to William Kennedy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of W 





Kennedy, alias William Leonard, late of Company B, Twenty-third | 
Volunteer Infantry, also of Company B, Sixty-fourth Illinois Volunte 


fantry, and of Company G, One hundred and tenth United States | 
Infantry, and to grant him a pension of $40 per month, the same to b 
of any pension now drawn. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were real, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof i 
lowing: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita 
the pension laws, the name of William Kennedy, alias Leonard, late fir 
tenant Company G, Ons hundred and tenth Regiment United States ( I 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per m 
lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase of pe 
William Kennedy, alias Leonard.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and re 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY P. HOWARD, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3413) granting a } 
sion to Henry P. Howard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interibr be, and he is here! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr: 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Henry P. Howard, late | 
| missary Department, United States Army, war with Mexico, and pay |! 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
| The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
| time, and passed. 








DAN H. WALLACE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3362) granting an 
crease of pension to Dan H. Wallace. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dan H. Wallace, late of ‘ 
| pany H, First Regiment North Dakota Volunteer Infantry, war with * 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 a month in lieu of that he is now } 
| ceiving. 
| _ The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
| time, and passed. 


JAMES E, HARRISON, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3481) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James E. Harrison. 


































































1] xrae 
nlOWS: 


as read, as fe 


} WV 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is See 
| directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
sof the pension laws, the name of James E. Harrison, late of 
company, I ia Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, 
pensi it rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now 
as ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 

tl | p 5 d. 

RICHARD WILKS. 

next pension business was the bill (S. 3470) granting an in- 


7 -2 9 om WT sTicn 
pension to Richard Wilks. 









‘ . 
ll vy read, as follows: 
i .. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
1 rected to place he pension roll, subject to the provisior 
of the pension laws, the name of Richard Witks, late of Co 
ik t Illinois Foot Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay 
n at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
lment recommended by the committee was read, as 
‘ike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
iment Iment was agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM TURNER. 


rhe next pension business was the bill (S. 3656) granting an in- 
C1 of pension to William Turner. 
bill was read, as follows: 
etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he rebv. 
d directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisiot 
ionsof the pension laws, the nameof William Turner, late of Com- 
Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico 
snsion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that hei \ 


nd 
map s now 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 

time, and passed. 
ASHLEY 


Cc. RIGGS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2122 
sion to Ashley C. Riggs. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


) granting a pen- 


acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here} 
aut rized ¢ ind directed to place on the pension roll, subject to th * PFON 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ashiev C. Riggs, late 
Capt. James M. Morgan’s company, lowa Mounts Vol meats ‘war W 


month. 


ad a third time, was read the third 


nd pay him a pension at the rate of $12 jer 
bill was ordered to be r 


time, and passed. 


SWEPSTON B. W. STEPHENS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3480) granting an in- 
ension to Swepston B. W. Stephens. 


The bill was read, follows 


,O 


as 





] e? Chat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
au r i to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr« Visio! 
Al n l » name of Swepston B W. Stej en 
lat \ ’ ! upany, First Regiment Florida Mount 
\ rs, 5 e indian nd pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
mi u ¢ it he is now eiving. 





bill was ordered to be read athird time, was read the third 
i passed. 
BLANCHE 


L. CHUNN. 








The next peneiom business was the bill (S. 1642) granting an 
increase of pension to Blanche L. Chunn. 
The bill Re saps par follows: 
Ke it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
é rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
mitations of the pen sion laws, the name of Blanche L Chunn, widoy 
I rick Chunn, late assistant pay master, United States Navy, and pay he 
a n at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 
ihe bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
FRANCIS M. GOOD, 
next ba nsion busine ss was the bill (H. R. 11229) granting a 
pe i to Francis M. Good. 
bill was read, as follows: 


‘hat the Seer 


‘tary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 








A and ¢ ‘cted to plac e on the pension rv ol, subjec t to the provis 
the pension laws, the name of Francis M. Good, of Captain 
pany, Ninth Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, Oregon 
1 1855 and 1856,and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
unendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


fter the word “Good,” insert “late.” 
f wars” to * a.” 
r $ strike out “of 1855 and 1856.” 








n ke out the word “twelve” and insert “ eight.” 
ihe amendments were agreed to. = 
[he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
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MARY J. WILSON. 
The next pension bus ‘ss was the bill (H. R. 4941 I ra 


yension to Mary J. 


Mary 
Th 


Ie 7 tT) t ~ . torr fF +} e n } , ~¢v} 
be it enacted, ¢ - Lhatt ) ft l 1 a r ré 


authori 


W a n. 
17 


bill was read, as follov 


Zea and dai 


f t 














and limitations « he pension laws, the m v J 
Andrew Wilson, late a gunner in the United States Navy, and pay! Lp 
sion of $12 per month. 
The amendments recommended by th: mimitt ere read 
follows: 
In line 7strike out “in the,” and in thesame line,after the 1 “pension,” 
insert ‘“‘at the rate.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 
ALBERT COSTIGAN. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. I granting an 
increase of pension to Albert Costigan 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., Th ~ the pension now granted to Alt 
private in Company G, rhird Fee riment Kent 
be, and the same 7 SS y. im ased to $30 per } ‘ 
e Interion is hereby directed t 1y him a pensi it Ee! stead 
f the pension now paid him; and this act shall take 
The amendment recommended by the com was read, as 
follows: 
trike out all after the enacting clause and in ! eu ther ‘ 
\t the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 7 
rected to place on the pension roll, s tt ‘ 3 
e pe mn laws, the name of Albert Costigar ( 
R it t tucky V iteers, war with Mex La per me 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu that be 1s how 
rhe amendment was agreed t 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
MATTHEW CALDWELL. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7411) granting 
increase of pension to Matthew Caldwell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
t¢ ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 1 
a “ected t pensio 
limita the pensio ws ame of M 
Co E, Mormon t n V« eer | 
he rate $24 per m n lieu at t 
1¢ amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
follows: 
I 6 it “ap : 
] e 7. j ntry,”’ insert “‘war with Mexico.” 
li S strike o twe y-four’’ and insert “ twenty.” 
The amendments were agreed to 
The bill as amended was ord 1 to be eng d and read 
third time, was read the third time, and sed. 
( H VV 
Che next pension business was the |} H. R. 3806) granting a 
increase of pension to George H. Sweet. 
ie bill was read, as folle 
' } I nS ry f + r 
H Fir y [ Sta 
! f $3) per m it 1 th 
1 tmendments recommended by the « mitt \ 1 
fi i, Ws: = 
H 7, after the w rd i try.’ n rt war \ \ x 
in tae i 
The amendments were agreed t 
The bill as amended was ord 1 to be ener l and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed 
KEZIA CHERRY. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 12056) er: r an iz 
crease of pension to Kerzia Cherry, 
The ca was read, as follows: 
Re it enacted a t 
re “di to 
ute Se! i t ( t ‘ f 
: ner & per i the $ 
8 snow rece , 
The amendments 1 ! ed by tl 1d, as 
follows: 
Change the spell of f t) . 1imant Cm . 
the title and the box t 
In line 6 strik it ‘““sergea 
In line 7 change ** Nowle1 ” to rh 
after the word “* Vol , ‘ 
In line 7, before the word “Illin ” inser 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CORINNE TOLMAN, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 7488) granting an increase 
of pension to Corinne Tolman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Corinne Tolman, widow of 
Capt. Thomas M. Tolman, late of Company —, First Regiment United States 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word ‘“‘ Captain.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “ of company.” and in the same line insert, 
after the word “late,” the word “captain.’’ In the same line strike out the 
word ** Volunteer.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET F. HARRIS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4798) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret F. Harris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret F. Harris, widow 
of James C. Harris, late of Indian war, Company —, ———- Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month 
in lieu of that sheis now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out ‘‘ Indian war” and insert ‘‘Captain Morrow’s.” 

In the same line strike out “* Regiment.” i J 

In line 8, after the word “Infantry,” insert ‘‘ Florida Indian war.” 

In line 9 strike out “fifteen” and insert “twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANTHONY BRACKLIN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6087) granting an increase 
of pension to Anthony F. Bracklin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the —— laws, the name of Anthony F. Bracklin, late 
of Company —, Forty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Change the claimant's name in the title and in the body of the bill so as to 
read * Anthony Bracklin.” . : : 

lu line 6 strike out * Forty-fifth’.and insert “H, First Regiment.” 






In line 7 strike out “Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry” and sub- 
stitute therefor *“* United States Artillery, war with Mexico.” 


In line 8 strike out “forty” and insert “‘twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
REBECCA MAYO. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 10935) for the relief of 
Rebecca Mayo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Rebecca Mayo, widow of Steven 
Mayo, deceased, be increased from $12 to $25 per month, she being over 90 
years of age and the only widow except one of the Revolutionary war, the 
present allowance being insuflicient for support. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


str 
lowin . . . . 
“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


e out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


direc to place on the pension roll, subject_to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Rebecca Mayo, widow of Stephen Mayo, 
late o » Virginia Line, war of the Revolution, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca Mayo.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES B. HUNT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5682) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles B. Hunt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles B. Hunt, late pri- 
vate Company C, First Regiment Michigan Infantry, war with Mexico; second 
lieutenant Compauy I, Ohio Cavalry; captain Company K, Second Regiment 





Missouri Cavalry; major Second Regiment Missouri Cavalry; lieutenant. 
colonel Second Regiment Missouri Cavalry, civil war, and colonel First [to 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at thio 
rate of $75 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. , 

The ainendments recommended by the committee were read 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out “‘ private” an insert ‘‘of.” 

In line 7, after the word *“ Michigan,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

Strike out all in the bill after the word ** Mexico,” in line 7, down to ana 
including the word “Spain,” in line 12. c 

In line 13 strike out “ seventy-five” and insert “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The billasamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a thir 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

WILLIAM DAVIS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5476) granting an inc: 
of pension to William Davis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is } 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the proy 


; as 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Davis, late of « 


pany A, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Mex 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “thirty” and insert ‘‘ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and ren: 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and pa 


SARAH J. HERMAN. 
_ The next business was the bill (H. R. 2371) granting a pension | 
Sarah J. Herrman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah J. Herrman 


yas read, 


| of the late Martin Herrman, a soldier of the Mexican war, and pay her a } 


sion at the rate of $30 per month. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Change the spelling of the claimant’s surname in the title and the t 
the bill to ** Herman.” 

In line 6, after ‘* widow of,” strike out “the late,” and in the same 
after ‘‘ Martin Herman,” insert “alias John Brooke.” 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out ‘‘a soldier of the Mexican war” and insert 
of Company C, Second Regiment United States Artillery, war with Mex 

In line 8 strike out ‘‘ thirty ’ and insert “eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a thi 


time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ELLENDER C, MILLER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 64382) granting a pension 
to Ellender C. Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is bere) 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellender C. Miller, » 
of Basil Miller, late of Capt. Norman McDuifie’s company, Georgis \ 
teers, Creek war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word ‘‘ Creek,”’ insert “ Indian.” 

In line 8 strike out “twenty-four” and insert “ eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

LOUIS DE WITT. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 9709) granting a pens! 
to Louis DeWitt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is] 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louis DoWitt. lat 


the Eleventh Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 2s 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out “scout of the Eleventh Infantry ” and insert “sergeant. 
detachment of Indian scouts, United States Army.” 

In line 7 strike out “twelve” and insert “ eight.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 2 


| third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and pass 


WILLIAM H. STEINMANN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9592) for the relief of 
William H. Steimann. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he {s hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 











1904. 





iitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Steimann, Com- 
\, Sixteenth United States Infantry, and pay him a pension of $50 a 


he amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ze the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
H. Steinmann.” ; 

ng of the claimant's surname where it appears in the 


the bill to “Steinmann.” 

6, before the word *‘Company,” insert “late of; and in the same 
er the word “Sixteenth,” insert ‘‘ Regiment.” 
e 7, after the word “pension,” insert *‘at the rate.” 

the end of the bill the words *“‘in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
»7 change ‘“‘a month” to “per month.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
: motion of Mr. SULLOWAY, a motion to reconsider the several 
vi y which the various bills were passed was laid on the table. 
SERVICE-PENSION BILL, 
MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,I desire to be recognized 
hour, to submit some remarks upon the matter of a general 
pension bill. 
‘SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for one hour. 
MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the people composing the 
great American Republic appreciate the sacrifices and services of 
the men who compose the American Army, and no one begrudges 
amount necessary to their equipment, comfort, orcare. Con- 
; has from time to time enacted pension laws and made large 
ropriations in recognition of the nation’s obligation and debt 


Twat 


. 
Mr. 








of gratitude to its defenders. This Government has paid to sol 
diers, their widows, children, and dependent relatives for all th 
wars in which the United States has been engaged $3,038 623,590.16 
tionary war, estimated ........ ..20..6525..555- --  $70,000,000.00 
ae i Le kt A a 45 > It > 
watew aCeese cacnes wenecnceusenéusce ‘ { 4. 414 > 
i¢ { SS ee ee nail oe 1” 
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W ee = 4 ~ 
Rotel cere 2 SR a sa I Be a _.. 8,038, 623,590. 16 


at the present session appropriated $138,150,100. 
ere isa universal demand from all over the country for further 
legislat on. Not many less than fifty bills have been introduced 


aiming in some way at a service pension. These bills all possess 
more or less merit and every one aims at an extended and more 
liberal pension legislation. Where such great interests are in 
volved the subject should be considered in a business way, that 


we may better understand the subject and be better prepared to 
act. To that end I want to submit some facts and figures 

The bill known asthe Grand Army bill provides for an increas 
of all pensioners under the June, 1890, act to $12 per month; Hou 
bill No. 11140 to $10, and those totally disabled to $12, and ] 
vides that 70 years of age shall be taken as total disability; t 
those with three years’ service shall be entitled to a pension of 
per month, those with thirty months’ service to $17 per m 
those with two years’ service to $16 per month, those with « 
een months’ service $14 per month, and those with one year's 

e $12 per month; that all soldiers with ninety days’ service and 
totally disabled so as to require the aid and attention of another, 
V her of service origin or not, shall be entitled to $30 per month. 
i desire to compare the respective merits of these two bills and 

increase required under each. 
By reference to the report of the Commissioner of Pensions of 
June 30, 1903, the number of pensioners and the amount each one 
is drawing may be ascertained. I have made a calculation 
termine the exact amount required to increase them. respectively, 


to de- 


to $12, the amount proposed by the Grand Army bill, and to mm 
crease them to $10, the amount proposed by House bill No. 11140 
lutroduced by myself. I submit the calculations in full, which 


are as follows: 


UNDER GENERAL LAW 











ii Proposed; Number) Proposed in 
A nt proposed by— E resent | im athiy of pen crease pei 
rate. me - 
increa sioners. annu 
Grand Army bill: 

; ieieepmaaeneesepicociach). QU) SRRGRT 4} $480.00 
; A ee a ee oe 3.00 | 0.00 1} 108.00 
] aes a ae ee see J 4.00 | 8,00 8 | TUS. 00 
TG oe 5 te ee : 5.00 | 7.00 7} 8. UO 
eens Ate kale eek 6.00 | 6.00 87,410 | 2,603,420. 2) 
lz Cie i 6.25 | 6.75 | 14 | 266, OO) 
Me = <a en nnn n Le ah 6 yi 0. fi = | | ‘ 
I2 : 6.75 | 5. 25 | 1} { ) 

12 ade wana 7.00 5.00 | RT | 2: 
12 ie 7 WO | 4.50 336 12, ein 
12 7.7) 4.2 4 uF 
12 . ci Sa NN 8.00 | 4.00 84,156 | 1,689, 488.00 
a a 8. 25 | 3.75 s 300, UD 
aaa ics i a ala . 8.50 | 8.50 | 306 12, 852.00 
ici hse at 8. 62} 8. 374 1 40.50 
12 : 8.75 3 =| 5 195. 00 
EE ae | 9.00 | 8.00 212 7, 682. 00 
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Amount proposed by 


Grand Army 1— Continued 


Total 


House bill No. 11140: 
a I ee pas 2. 0 


10 nanan 


iv? 
10 é ( 
10 f 
and antie 
lo 
10 4.40 
10 RO 
10 8 
10 g 
1 
10 
10 
10 9 0 
lO : 9 2 } 
10 a5 
BO ecicaceua acaice 9.75 
Total 
a 
io increas the g i L t i 
$4.945.570.80. To increase to $10 it w 
The Grand Army bill would require $2 
b ll Ne 11140 
the Comm ner’sr ] n 
ul r the Jun ), ae 
1 have li ( 
ti cal 
lo in ise t ( r ¢ 
214 GIR | { 1 
ire $7.61 G 
more than House bi vO 
\ 
G r 
$ $6. 0 
oI Yr 
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12 ll 
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House bill No ) 
10) 6 
lO 7 
I 
10 } 
Total 
See committee report, June 30, 19 
the minimnuin } 
| have also made a cal tion as ft 
increase the widows. respec to > 
‘calculation as follow 
in A 
Am 
Grand Army bill 
$i2 _.. wane e nee $8 
House bill lil4 
$10 


To increase the widows’ to § 
increase the widows to $10, 


1 
) Ll 
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” 4 
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» 7 
31,4 L7 
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24 819 
) 
' oO > 
) 
‘ { 
) ) 
' 
; 
is S 
ei > 
$ 3 



























































2512 


Grand Army bill would require $3,774,120 more than House bill 
11140. 


UNDER GENERAL LAW. 


ip roposed Number | Proposed i in- 
monthly| of pen- | crease per 
jine rease.| sioners, | annum. 


Present 


nt . 
Amounts proposed. rate. 


Grand Army bill: 
$12 : 
House bill 11140: 


Ee ‘ 2 


($93, 312 
46, 656 


al am 1,994 
a 





As to those drawing under the general law and under the act 
of June, 1890, and the widows, it is a mere matter of calculation 
into which no element of doubt can enter. 

Under the Grand Army bill it would be $4,945,570.80 plus 
$14,618,604 plus $7,548,240 plus $93,312, equals $2 27 ,205,726.80. 

Under House bill 11140 it would require $2,634,631.50 plus 
$7 612,182 plus $3,774,120 plus $46,656, equals $14,067 ,589.50. 

The next class to be considered is the class that is not on the 
roll. These can only be estimated. From data furnished by 
the Pension Bureau it is ascertained that there are 180,000 of 
them. Taking this as the number, the next thing to determine 
is how many of these would be placed on the roll if we enact 
the proposed legislation. There are a great many who never have 

id never will apply. I know in my immediate vicinity at least 
four of such, and I can only recall three or four who have applied 
and failed. I have made inquiry, and from all the information I 
con gather I think there would not be more than 90,000 placed 
on the roll—that being one-half of the number not now on. For 
the purposes of this calculation I take a large proportion and as- 
sume that 100,000 would be placed on the rolls by reason of this 
class. Iam sure this would bea large estimate for the first year. 

would be many years before this many would be placed on the 
roll, and in the meantime death would claim many, so that I 
hardly think 100,000 of these would ever find their way to the 
pension rolls. 

‘Taking the number as 100,000, the Grand Army of the Republic 
bill, at $144 per year, would require $14,400,000; House bill No. 
i1140, at $120 per year, would require $12,000,000. 
170,000 to 200,000 eligibles 

would apply 


Total 


| Amount| 
amount. 


pro- |Number.| 
posed. | 
* = ' 
nd Army bill 


23 
bill 11140. 


10. 00 


100,000 12,000,000 


100,000 
| 


t 


By reason of the calcul: stion hi retofore made, the Grand Army 
of the Republic bill would require $27,205,726.80. Add this sum 
to $14,400,000, and we have a grand total of $41 605,726.80. 

By reason of the calculation heretofore mi ide, House bill No. 
11140 would require $14,067,589.50; add to this on account of these 
same eligibles $12,000,000, and we have a grand total of $26,067,- 
5Sd.50. 

That would be the 
any deaths and other reasons for lessening the roll. 
sioner’s report, June 30, 1903, and it will be seen there was lost 
from the rolls during 1903 by de 1 40,907; by re ere, 1,15 
by legal limitations (minors), 2,791; for other causes, 1,146; total, 
rig 38. This would lessen the amount required eac h year, so that 
the calculations submitted are in excess of the amount that will 
be re yuir d. 

T he { foregoing calculations and estimates complete the increase 
under the Grand Army bill, but House bill No. 11140 provides 
that all soldiers with an honorable discharge and three years’ 
service who have arrived at the age of 65 years shall draw a pen- 
sion of $20 per month; with two and one-half years’ service, $17 
per month; with two years’ service, $16 per month; with one and 
one-half years’ service, $14 per month; with one year’s service, 
$12 per month. 

By the foregoing calculations all soldiers now on the roll have 
been brought up to $10 per month, including 100,000 that may be 
plac ed on the roll. 

We will have to approximate how many have arrived at the age 
of 65 years to see how many more must be taken into account. 

According to the Commissioner’s report of June, 1903, there are 
173,987 soldiers of the rebellion on the pension roll under the gen- 
eral law that are drawing between $12 and $20, and under the June. 
180, act there are $19,361; total, 293,348. ‘Assuming that one-half 
arrived at the age of 65, the number to be increased would 
be 146,674. The next inquiry should be how much will the in- 
crease be. The same report of June, 1903, shows the average rate 
of pension to be: Those drawing under the general law average 


have 
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| $26,067,589.50 add ae 





There being | 
not on roll, it is ‘estimated that 100,000 | 


|; Or more, 


| try and the old soldiers 


| the long service and bore the brunt of the battle should not 
ignored. 


total increase without taking into account | 
5 
See Commis- | 


2; | up toits presen 





| bill No. 11140 adds about one 


| ought not. 
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per annum $176.16; those drawing under the June, 1890, 
average per annum $108.82; general average, $142.49. 

Under the proposed bill the amounts received would be % 
$204, $192, $168, $144; general average, $189.60. 

The general average would be an increase from $142.49 to $189.49 
an average increase of $47.11. 

We have found the number to be increased 146,674, at an ayer 
age annual increase of $47.11, would require $6,909,812. Th,js 
amount should be added to the amount heretofore found 


’ 
’ 


and we have a grand total requir.d 
under H. R. 11140 of $32,977,401.50. 

There is still the 100, 000 ‘int must be brought from $10 ; 
month to $12 per month. Again, assuming that one-half h 
arrived at 65 years, there would be 50,000 that would be increas 
by $24 per annum, or $1,200,000. Thus $1,200,000 added w: 
bring the total up to $34,177,401.50. Thereis yet the class tot 
disabled, so as to require the aid of an attendant, that H. 
11140 proposes to increase to $30. How much will be requir 
This increase would amount to $216 per annum. Assuming 1) 
3,500 would be increased—that would be one in forty—it w 
require $756,000. This sum added, the grand total would | 
$34,933 ,401.50. 

RECAPITULATION, 
To bring all under 
quire - 


To bring all under J une, 1890, act up to $10 per month would re- 
quire 

To bring all widows’ claims up to $10 per month would require. . 

By reason of the eligible ‘s to $10 per month would require. --.... 

By reason of widows under general law 

By reason of long service 

To bring the eligibles from $10 to $12 per month 

"O SCTOREE TOA DOGKERY DOIDIOIG. «6 cnedeqiccsnnutcne saatadednwsacuce 


general law up to $10 per month would re- 


A grand total of 


I have, in my judgment, made all these calculations on a lib 
basis, so much so that I believe that sum will not be requi 
but let us assume it will be. What are you going to do about 
This is a large increase. Will the Treasury permit it? Do 
country expect it? There has been no general pension legis! 
since June, 1890. The country seems to expect the passage « 
ao Army bill, which would require an increase of $41,' 

726.80. 

The country therefore seems to expect an increase of $40,000.00) 
House bill No. 11140 will require a considerably | 
sumthanthat. Which bill willthe most nearly meet the dema: 
and which is the nearest just? An increase under the June a 


| is provided by the Grand Army bill, but in no way reco; 
$14, 400, 000 


length of service. By making the increase to $10 instead o § 
we save enough to add the per diem feature, still som as 
erous increase under the June act, and permitting us to recog 
long and faithful service. I believe this fair and what the co 
will approve. I think the men who hai 


it is but just to say that they naturally and necessar 
did more to save the Union than the men of short service 
that fact should be recognized in a general pension law. 
If two men, equally dependent and helpless and equally desery- 

ing, that had been in the same service, and equally faithful, 

one had helped the farmer through one or two harvests, the ot 
had been with him and helped fell the forest and bring the fa 
high state of cultivation, and the farmer w 


| inclined to help them in their old and dependent days, who « 


doubt but his affections would go out more strongly to the 

that had Lorne him the longest faithful service? It is but natm 
and just. The country does not expect Congress to forget or | 
nore the men of long and faithful service, and will approve leg 
lation that takes into account long and faithful service. Hou 
cent a day from date of muster t 


date of discharge. The distinction is, it gives a man who serv: 


| three years more than the man who served only ninety days, be- 


cause he served longer. 

Can we afford to increase the pension roll $34,933,401.50? Is 
yes, and would not be willing to say no if it cost $40,000," 
Will the business interest of the country object? I submit 
It will reap its share of benefit by this amount bein: 
put into general circulation. Besides, the money interest has ha: 
its day. “These old soldiers made it possible for this country to bv 
a united, great, and prosperous country, but for their service an 


| sacrifice they would have lost. 


In 1864, when General Grant was organizing and assembling & 


| great army at Culpeper Court House, General Sherman at Chat- 


tanooga, and Sigel down the Shenandoah Valley, and other or- 
ganizations of soldiers, great and small, the wage of battle was 
uncertain; the very life of the Republic was being despaired of; 
these men had to be fed and clothed. The national debt had 
already grown to nearly $2,000,000,000, The men who controlled 
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; would loan no more money. 











down to 61. 4 cents in March, 57.9 cents in April, 56.7 

[he soldiers were enduring and fighting for the 

r no Other soldiers had done or have since. The money 

t demand much now, refused to strengthen the 

Government, and the value of greenbacks depre- 

to 47.5. The man wh 1a $100 in gold wanted $210.70 forit. 

a4 was not the end. General Grant had lost nearly 70,090 

W ilderne no one could predict what the end would 

il Lee with a force almost at the limits of the capi- 

jmoney power that had $100 was demanding $285 for it 

ally refused to loan the Government any more money. 

freasury turned to the pe yple and the men who were fight- 

battles in the field and secured a loan of $20,000,000. If 

; doul atement let him turn to the report of the 

‘ of the Treasury to Congress in 1864. The interest paid 
en-thirties was $141,53! 36 427.73. 

e 30, 1864, Congress authorized the Secretary of the Treas- 

nry to make another effort to negotiate a loan on bonds redeem- 

in five years and payable in twenty years, with an interest 

( -centin coin. Four hundred million dollars were author- 

1 but only $125,561,300 were taken. Greenbacks were worth 

han 50 cents onthe dollar. The $125,561,300 were bought 

for $62,780,650, thus drawing the equivalent of 12 per cent in coin 

on t am vant invested. in five years’ time these bonds were 

7 rode d for $125,561,300, making to the bondholder 12 per cent 

e on his int estment for five years, then redeemed at 200 


£ 
‘ rah i 
b , “cent on the origi ial lo an. 


rs, sons, husbands, and brothers were being shot to death 

















rc the Union; many were dying of wounds and disease. 
money power was depreciating the value of greenbacks in 
F r that gold might flow back to them from the Treas suTy 
Which class is entitled to the greatest credit; which did the most 
the Union? The courage and patriotism of the soldiers, who 
ed at no sacrifice, at no cost of life or health, to save the 
l 

Who beerudges these men, who endrred such hardships. made 
ble sacrifices, and saved the Union, this small payment 
Government's obligations? These men were paid in the 
ited greenback dollar, worth only 47 cents. The bond- 
vas paid his interest in coin, and finally his bond was paid 
1. The soldiers’ courage never failed: they never winced 
r hardship nor flinched in battle. They made all things pos- 
to this Repub lic. Now that we have grown strong, let us 
rget the obligation that once laid so close to everyone's 

nor the debt of gratitude that we owe. 

| gre ut Government gladly and willingly grants a liberal 

which in a small degree compensates for the maimed 

woun ded te ad ¢ sed ly. Let us not forget these men 

) sacrificed and endured so much to preserve the Union our 
forefathers established. 

{t is not very infrequent that the regimental history gives 30), 
100, and sometimes 600 and more as the total loss, killed and 
woun id those who died in Confederate prisons. Sometimes 
) and many times more who for a consideration of money would 
take places in one of these regiments to be killed or woun me od in 
batt] orton a ct and starvationin a Confederate pn 
Whois the Re sentative that has been voting for unnecess ary 

extravacant approp riations un til the annual ex xpen ta sare 
near 51,000,000,000 who is rend to place the pruning knife into a 


sum necessary to provide a liberal pension for these men that en- 


dured so much that the Union might be saved? 

Besides, there is no streak of economy entering into other 
appr pria tions: appropriations generally have increased mo 7 - 
proportion than is proposed by this legislation. The Naval . 

priation ig increased by over $14,000,000. We are build’ ng 


i 

ut battle ships that cost many millions. We are expending 
many millions on account of the Philippines. Weare entering 
into a scheme to construct an isthmian canal that will cost many 
undred millions, and may reach near to $1,000,000,000. 
‘willing to enter into a great ship-subsidy scheme that will 
cost many millions of dollars. Many of these schemes I do not 
believe in and only mention them to show that it is no real spirit 
of economy that may cause certain gentlemen to vote against this 
proposed legislation. 
There is much boasting that there is great prosperity in the 
land and much talk of duty and national honor. Let use 

neglect to bestow a little 
merited; let us not forget the most deserving of all. To do so 
amounts to smiting the hand that saved the Union; that made all 

things possible to the American Republic. 

For one I shall urge the committee to favorably report House bill 

No. 11140; if I fail in that I will accept any amendment that seems 

reasonable and just, and if this fails I will vote for the G. A. R. 

bill or any other one that is reasonable and just. 
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While this is a larger increase than I had expected, and pet 
haps larger than Members generally expected, it is not extrava- 
gance; it is only justice. Itis a just recog nbyag 3 
Government of ee Senne, pestlowe & ry f men wh m- 
posed the greatest army that ever went forth to do batt! any 


country. 


The passage of House bill No. 11140 would do aw with t] 








small for the spe: ial legislation that is now being « ed. 
It would bring all pensions up to $10; those that are he! s and 
dependent up to $12; those that are dependent and totally d 
abled to the extent of requiring the aid of an attendant up to $30, 
and adds about 1 cent a day from the date of muster to the date 
of discharge. This is what we are doing now bys i! t 
This bill would enable the Pension Bureau to do it |} son ¢ 
the general law. This would do away with the 1 fo 
nearly all special bills Task M mbers to carefully rea I i- 
sions of the bill, study its effects, and follow my caleu nd 
see if it is just and equitable; see if my calculations and ites 
are not correct. 

I think every Member of this Hon ise must be impr 1 with 
the necessity of some general le gisl: ition that will inag mea 
ure do away with special bills. Congress can not treat all ali 
by special bills. Wecan nly consider a very few of the uests 
received. Bes ides, we should enact a law that would relieve Cor- 
gress and enable the Pen-ion Bureau to ¢ what t col \ 
expects and what Congress is doing in such an imperfect waj 
T nvesti r his sul t has led 1 a hi é - 
i f reau and its admini not the duties of 

The Burean has the right to « xpect the e1 tment ¢ his or 


some ki: 


d of legislation that will permit it to meet the demand 
’ 











of the country and avoid the arent criticism by Congré which 
is constantly enacting special bills granting relief to a few that 
can not be granted by the } l n Bur W the l I 

the eS rht to look for relief and all receive the sam i 
Every Member is estopped to criticise the Pe n Bu 

manag ceahahens tain oe ton vel ises to vote f i nactm a 
law that will permit the Burean to do what he criticises it for not 
doing. Thel sureau eX] ends all the money Congress appropriates. 
It administers all the laws enacted by Congres What m l 
it do? Anold soldier totally disabled by |! t x19 b 

, blindness, or what not, unless of s ! t l 
can give no relief, yet Congress does, whether th t 
of Servace origin or not, grant the rel v rhbimna l 
— 0 per mont nd constantly a ce ( 

r le of service House bill No. s it the Bu 
ing kp eigen an ides that the minimum pe1 ll 
be $10 Chis will n t emal 1 ( itry, will cor 
equal justice toallthe country’sdefenders. Let’s relieve ¢ 
from spending much valuable time ting special pension bill 
and enact a iaw that will permit the Bur ud I 
sion laws with just and equality to all. 

[am sure the members of thi rand Ar ‘the Republic 
pect and demand legislation at the p s : 
{ receive many letters in nearly « -y del I i 
ing that the committee shall recommend so1 T 
and many criticise the committee f , 
not desire to criticise the « nw ttee, but I } rh} l { 
it is no fault of mine that the « I has not report I 
have urged th committee to consider and report, and w ) 

29 34 ih 7 + ry ae . 7 
until it does make report. j4.0ud app 

CERTAIN TOWN LOTS IN OKLAHOMA IT 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker. I have a privileged resoh I 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs wl at the direct 
the committee, I call up. 

The SPEAKER. Is it likely t d to debate 

Mr. CURTIS. No debate whatever. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to repot 
to the Hou eof Re resentat es, at t F ou nience tT 
matters, except such as may be des i ! t ) i 
public interest, namely: 

First. What amount of money has been derived f the f 
in the towns of Lawton, Hobart, and Anadarko, in O] ma ‘J 
der act of Congress of date of Mar 10g] 

Second. Whaf amount of money has been paid out, and to wl 
fees or costs of « lling said | and wha I 
to be distributed among said towns; i what thea 
respectively. 

Third. When will said money be distributed among said tov I 
tively. 

Fourth. A copy of the report of Mr. B parte, Mr. ¢ a any 
other inspector of the investigations of certail arges against | tataa 
officials in charge of Indian aflairs in the Indian Ter: A] t 1eD 
of any other charges made against any United States officia Arye 
Indian affairs in said Territory in 1903 and 1&4, and » action taken b 
the Department thereon. 

Fifth. A statement showing the amounts of money arising from the sale 
of town lots in the Indian Territory, and from the grants of rights of way to 

























































Serene 








‘ —— n 1 7 Fr sal nd wl on fn 
‘ t £ OI s where said funds 
f ds aid to the India 
al if sa nds have ever been paid to or app 
iturray & Cornish, the attorneys for the Choctaw and Ch 
I il haves nd r any of them, ever protested against the 
} al f d o said attorneys, and was such protest made 
eparti or t ‘ it of the United States. 





the a attorneys have received from said 

















India 1s fees, what amount h » Indian citizenship court allowed them, 
art hat amount has the Department allowed them. What amount of ex- 
penses in the citizenship court has | een allowe i said attorneys. 

t hat al int have they ontract d for as contingent fees from 
eA f said tribes: a ire such contingent f oe the esti- 
I | tue of the property of each Int jian that they succeed in excluding 
ér . Tndlam wri 

} t Vhether the D vartment ah ianogeusint ee attorneys for said 
J s refused to ap ve » names of any Choctaw or Chickasaw 
it L ’ > kr n citizenship have always been admitted by 
t] ti¥ und their names placed on the rolis and approved by 
and ion the rolls made by the Dawes Commission. 

N h. A copy of a departmental letter and telegram dated December 10, 
I rdering the Dawes Commission to suspen: d action relative to persons 
admitted to citizenship in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations by said na- 
tions’ authority, and the reas one mae of or. Also, a copy of the letter of No- 


ned in said t wram 
tak en by the Department of the Interior 
tllotment of timber lands in the C hoc taw 
, hich a reservation, if any, has been made, and the 
reasons therefor,and whether Indians have been refused allotments thereon, 

and »), the reasons 

! enth. Whether the attorneys for the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations 
hr cured an injunction against the Commission to the Five Civilizec 
from allotting any land to duly enrolled Mississippi Choctaws, and if 
an injunction bas been issued by any court in the Indian Territory prohibit- 
‘ommission from allotting said land tosaid Indians, what action has 
by the Department to cause a defense to be entered in said suit. 
Whether the military of the | Jnited States were em} ploye sd att the 
hoet vw cou ncil at the time of the induction into office of the 
Aye. and,if any military tro ops were present at the meet- 





vember 18, 1905, menti 
Tt h. What ac 

reiative to the re 

nation, the law ur 








erefor 











ing of sa , to rally state the pu rpose t and necessity for the same. 
} ' Thether there has been any delay in the enrollment of those 
Pp I ) ily mo ywn as the “ intermarried Choctaw and Chickasaw citi- 
ze ‘and if so, the cause thereof 
enth. Whether allotment va been delayed inthe Cherokee Nation, 
and i , the cause thereof. Also 1 action, if any, has be on taken relative 
to t identification and enrollment of the Mississippi Choctaws; whether 
dep ental decisions in these cases are being held up, and if so, why; 
whether the Department refuses to file briefs for these applicant s for enroll: 
ment unless a copy thereof has been furnished the opposing attorney. 
The following amendments recommended by the committee 























ine 1, strike ont all after ey word “Fourth,” down to and includ- 
rd ‘ther "at the « of lir , and insert in lieu thereof the 
‘A y of the report of any inspector or person employed to investigate 
tho « sof the misconduct y United States official in charge of In- 
dian a rs in the Indian Territory.” 
, line 11, str ll after the word “and,” down to and including 
the rd ** Indian line 18, and ins rt i Hwa threo? the ws rds “the dispo- 
19 4), strike out the word “your” and insert in lieu thereof “the 
Ir F 
»2, line 22, after the word “‘money,” rt “if any. 
2, line 25, after the word “exp en insert “if va 
» line 26, strike out the word “said.” 
16 1, strike out allafter the word *“* what” andinsertin lieu thereof 
ft 
tracts, if at » been approved by the Interi partment bhe- 
t e Chickasaw and Choctaw Indians and attorneys for services in citi- 
z ‘as 
line 16 ike out the word “therefor” and insert in lieu thereof 
r the word “‘ Nation’ down toand includ 
in 
“Pourteenth,” strike out down to and in- 
} 
‘ 
i ‘ter the word ‘“‘ Choctaw’ down to and in- 
c tl line 24 





The amendments were agreed to. 
1e resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Stepuns of Texas, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

RT MISSOULA MILITARY RESERVATION, MONT 
ir. DIXON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consid sri of the bill (H. R. 10761) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to accept from the citizens of Missoula, Mont., 
ueeds donating to the United States certain lands for the enlarge- 
ment of the military reservation of Fort Missoula, Mont. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 


Clerk will report. 


The bill was read, as follows: 





t wted , That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to ac- 
cept from thecitizens of Missoula, Mont., deeds donating to the United States 
1 vving-descr llands forthe enlargement of the military reservation 


of For Missoula, n amely: The south half of the southwest qu arter of section 
25, the northeast quarter of section 3, the northeast quarter, the n rth h alf 
of the southeast qu arter, and the north half of the northwest quarter of sec- 
tion 23. all in township 13 north and range 20 west of the Montana meridian 
in Missoula County, “Mont. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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On motion of Mr. Drxon, a motion to reconsider the last y 
was laid on the table. 

SUPREME COURT OF NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. RODEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present ¢ consideration of the bill (H. R. 1953) to provide for; n 
additional associate justice of the supreme court of the Territo; ’ 
of New Me xico. ¢ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Mexico asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill, 
Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the supreme court of the Territ 


a) 


rhi . 
Which 





New Mexico shall consist of a chief justice and five associate jnst : 
four of whom shall constitute a quorum: Provided, That the judge who} 
sided at the trial of a cause in the court below shall notsit at the he @ 
same case on appe ‘al or writ of error in the supreme court of th Terr ! 
Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the President to appoi readd 1 
ASSOC iate justic e of said supreme c ourt in manner now provi “ie by law ; 
shall hold his office for the term of four years and until bis successor is ap 
pointed and qualified. z 
Src. 3. That the said Territory shall be divided into six judic? ts 
and a district court shall be held in each district by one of the ju 3 } 





supreme court at su — time and piace as is or may be prescribed 
Each judge, after assignment, shall reside in the district to which bh 
Sl malt 

Sec. 4. That the present chief justice and his associates are hereby \ 














with powor and auth rit y, and they are hereby directed, to divid . 
ritory into six judicial districts, and make such assignments of tho 

prov ided for in the first section of this act as shall, in their judg: ) 
meet and proper. 

Src. 5. That the said district court shall have jurisdiction, and the sameis 
hereby vested, to hear, try, and deter 16 all matters and causes that ; 
courts of the other districts of the Territory now possess; and for suc! 
poses two terms of said court shall be hele mnually at such places within 

said district as may be desi; snated by the chief justiceand his associa 4 
majority of them; and grand and petit jurors shall bs summoned t 1 
the manner now required by law. 

Src. 6. That all offenses committed before the passage of this act shall be 
prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and with the came 


effect (except as ti the number of judges 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman 
what committee reported that bill? 

Mr. RODEY. The Committee on the Judiciary; and it was a 
unanimous report. 

Mr. PAYNE. This gives 
present force? 

Mr. RODEY. name and the commi 
solutely necessary to provide for such officer. 

Mr. PAYNE. Simply for the Territory of New Mexico 

Mr. RODEY. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. How many have they now? 

Mr. RODEY. Five; this makes six. The condition which is 
sought to be remedied by this bill has been a crying evil for 
The committee were unanimous in their report, both ma y 
and minority voting for it, and the evidence showed that the Gov- 
ernment now pays More money in bringing other justices, wit- 
nesses, and jurors into the district in order to do the neck 
business than it willcost to pay the salary of the additional j 

Mr. PAYNE, 
increased? 

Mr. RODEY. 

Mr. 8’ ‘EPHENS 


as if this act had not passed 


San associate justice in addition to the 


tee found that it was ab- 


u 


How long is it since the judicial force there was 


I think about ten years. 
of Texas. I understand your supreme court 


| ig composed of the trial judges in the lower —* 


Mr. R¢ yi EY. Ye 8s; these same ju lges per form duties as ti il 
judges in the counties around and their own district court,and ul n 
when sitting together at the capital form the appellate tr ibu ul. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I happen to know something : t 

. 6 workings of that system, and I know the es } ‘of 
‘ause the man who tries the case sits in the appellate Saibes 


"Mr. RODEY. Yes; it was inconvenient when the judge t 


sonducted the trial in the court below sat in the trial above, but 
that is done away with now. This bill provides that the jude 
who presided at the trial in the court below shall not sit at the 
hearing ef the same in the supreme court. I think it is a very 
advantageous bill, and one that should be passed. The committees 


| heard all the evidence and unanimously reported the bill. 


The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


| being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. Lacny, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


| which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS CANTALLA CREEK, IN ALASKA. 
Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R. 6780. 
The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4780) authorizing the Union Pioneer Mining and Trading Com 


pany to constru. t and maintain a bridge across the Cantalla Creek, in the 
district of Alaska. 


The bill and the amendment by the committee were read at 
length, 


a ee 


| ie a te ee 
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The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iwill ask the gentleman from 
California if the provisions of the bill have the indorsement of 
he War Department? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. The bill was referred to the War Depart- 
ment, and is unanimously reported. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Tha title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill authorizing the 
T’nion Pioneer Mining and Trading Company to construct and 
tain a bridge across the Catalla Creek, in the district of 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


- 


~ On motion of Mr. NEEDHAM, a motion to reconsider the vote 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
UNIVERSITY OF MONTANA. 
Mr. DIXON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
it consideration of the bill 8. 121. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
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of not more than twelve months, or shall suffer both fine and imprisonment, 
in the discretion of the court. 

Sec.6. That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to make exchange 
with the owners of any land included within the limits of the said Petrified 
Forest National Park of an equal quantity of nonr ral, vacant, surveyed 
public land open to settlement, within the limits « » Territory of Arizona, 
of approximately the same value, and when such exchang 
owners of such lands to be so exchanged shall convey 
title to the United States, and the Secretary of the Interior cause pat- 
ents to issue for the public land so exchanged to the persons making such ex- 
change or to their assigns. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In section 1, line 3, after the word “reserve,” strike out the word “for” 
and insert the word * from.” 

Also strike out all of section 6 and insert in lieu thereof: 

* That in cases in which a tract cover yan f clain 
or by a patent is included within the limits of said park, the settler or owner 
thereof may, if he desires to do so, relinquish the tract to the Gover nt, 
























and may select in lieu thereof a tract of surveyed, vacant, nonmineral land 
open to settlement in the Territory of Arizona, not exceedingin: { t 

-overed by his claim or patent; and no charge shall } dein ! 

making the entry of record or issuing] ) ‘ act ] 

ided, That in cases of unperfected claims t : r 
| specting settlement, residence, improvements, etc., a1 plied 

new claims, credit being allowed for the time sj { 1 the re il 
claims.” 
Mr. PAYNE. I would like the gentleman to explain that bill. 


(S. 121) granting additional lands adjacent to its site to the University | 


of Montana. 
t enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the University of M 

» following-described land lying within Missoula County, Mont., and 
t to the site of said university In said State, namely: The south hal! 
1 26; the south half of the northeast quarter and the south half of 
the northwest quarter of section 26; the east half of the southeast quarter of 
27: allsituated in township 13 north and range 19 west, the same to 

a site for an observatory for said university. 





The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
lt I] WS: 

In line 3, page 1, after the word ‘‘the,” insert the words “State of Mon- 

na for the use of the.” 

In lines 9 and 10 strike out the following words “the east half of the south- 
east quarter of section 24.” 

\dd to the end of the bill as an additional section the following: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to issue a 
nt for the said land from the United States to the State of Montana.”’. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. 
Vir. MANN, I would like to hear an explanation of that bill. 
Mr. DIXON. Mr. Speaker, I will say that this is a tract of 
| situated on top of a bald knob right in the rear of the State 
University. A goat can notclimb the hill. Theyask it fora site 

‘an astronomical observatory. 

Mr. MANN. 
get at it by the aid of the Langley flying machine? 

Mr. DIXON. They expect to get at it by building some steps. 
It is a desolate hill at the back of the university. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘*An act granting additional 
lands adjacent to the site of the University of Montana to the State 
of Montana for the uses of said university.”’ 

On motion of Mr. Drxon, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

PETRIFIED FOREST NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. LACEY. 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 2529. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (EH. R. 2529) to set apart certain lands in the Territory of Arizona asa 
public park, to be known as The Petrified Forest National Park. 
Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby reserved for settlement, entry, sale, 
or other disposal, and set apartasa public reservation, all those certain tracts, 
or parcels of land lying and being situate in the Territory of Arizona 
| particularly described as follows: 
I rues 16 and 17 north, ranges 23 and 24 east, Gila and Salt River meri- 
dian, Arizona, 

Sec. 2, That said public park shall be known as The Petrified Forest Na- 
al Park, and shall be under the exclusive control of the Secretary of the 
rior, whose duty it shall be to prescribe such rules and regulations and 
iblish such service as he may deem necessary for the care and manage- 

mentofthesame. Such regulations shall provide specially for the preserva- 

1 from injury or spoliation of the mineralized or fossilized formations or 

deposits, natural curiosities, and wonders within said park. 





,_ kc. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized, in 
; ® exercise of his discretion, to rent or lease, under rules and regulations to 


‘made by him, pieces or parcels of ground within said park for the erection 
of such buildings as may be required for the accommodation of visitors. 

Sec. 4. That all funds arising from the privileges granted hereunder shall 
be covered into the Treasury of the United States as aspecial fund, to be ex- 
pended in the care of said park. 

ome 5. That all persons who shall unlawfully intrude upon said park, or 
who shall, without permission, eppropriate, injure, or destroy any of the 
mineralized or fossilized formations or deposits found therein, or other nat- 
urai wonders or curiosities therein, or commit unauthorized waste in any 
form upon the lands or other public property therein, or who shall violate 
any of the rules and regulations prescribed hereunder. shall, upon convic- 
ton, be fined in the sum of not more than $5,000, or be imprisoned for a period 


May I ask the gentleman whether they expect to 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | 


practically only could be used in the squaring 


Mr. HERMANN. Iwould like to ask rentlem tion. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I have objected 















to several bills of this sort. giving for park purposes pub! and 
Therefore I desire to explain why I will not object to f1 [i 
derstat d l-forest affair that the land iated 
in a desert: that it is absolutely usele for agricul 1 
eral purposes, and that it i ist lying there as a cw \ 
ture, andthatisall. Sot T shall not 1 obi n in ” 
case. 

Mr. HERMANN. I would like to ask the gentleman. as I did 
not distinctly hear a portion of the phraseology of the bill, d 
it provide that lieu land selections shall be within the area and an 
equal area? ‘“ 

Mr. LACEY. An equal area in the Territ of Ari 

Mr. HERMANN. Does it say that the quality shall pl 
cisely of the same character as that for which it is t 1 lieu 
anywhere? 

Mr. LACEY. Thatiseliminated. Itis ted to the 7 tor 
of Arizona. 

Mr. HERMANN. is I understand the bill, tl See! 
to be a phase in th would seem t ply that. Will 


gentleman kindly read that particular portion of the bi! 
Mr. LACEY (reading 
And may select in li 

land open to settlem in 1] 

the tract covered by his claimmor p 
That is the same law that we have ht ther ’ 

Mr. HERMANN. Iremember. It i ( f 1 will 

t t ) 


N 
read, that it provides that it shall be « 

Mr. LACEY. That was in th eee 
amendment as proposed by the com1 mn ' 
Pp sed by the committes places this s i I i 4 
as all the other provisions for lieu lands, except that it is limited 
to the Territory of Arizona, so that the owner could not go out 
and take timber land in any other State or Territory: and 


up of the railroad 


grants in that Territory, because the land inside of the proposed 
park is all railroad land, not held by any other claims 

Mr. HERMANN. But I wish to make this suggestion to the 

| gentleman, that if he does not require the selection of land of ap- 

proximately the same value, that affords an opportunity of advan- 


tage to the people who are owning these worthless lands, for if 
there is worthless land in any part of God’s earth it is within tl 

proposed territory. Now then, why should the holders of these 
absolutely worthless lands be permitted to go into some Govern- 





ment timber tracts, which are in some places ver ible in 
the Territory of Arizona, and select lands worth per 1 thou- 
sand times more in value than those they surrender: the 
gentleman not think it is time now for Congress to enter upon the 
proposition of requiring these people who are attempting to sur- 


render worthless lands, many of them purchased with that object, 
and thereby take advantage of the Government—does he n 
it is time now to enter upon the proposition of m, 
you exchange these lands you must exchange acre for acre of land 
of the same value.’’ Do you not think that is better? 

Mr. LACEY. Notas to this proposition at all; and I will tell 
you why. We have upon the Calendar a separate bil ing 
the proposition my friend has attempted so hard for so many 
years to have passed. 

Mr. HERMANN. Thank you. 

Mr. LACEY. Hereis a proposition covering a comparatively 
small amount of land which is covered by fallen timber that fell 
so long ago that it makes a man dizzy to think of its antiquity. 


+ thinle 
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This land to } anged is covered by this petrified forest. It 
is utterly imp ble to find any other land of like chs aracter in 
the United States or upon the face of the earth. Consequently if 
we allow them toexchange this petrified timber land for anything 


in ame succeed in making the 
ige. The other proposition 


lfin several of his rep 


At ‘izona, 


exchange, it 


to which nly 
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rts to Congress, 



































1 LW 8 athize with him very much, involves the 
i que las t ) fore st lien lands all over the country, 

l t not to I cated with this little proposition of a 

( ively li peta fied forest in this Terri er: 
M Will you permit me—— 

Mr. LACEY. I will say, Mr. Speaker, we have passed this 
bill in the { ». Itis the most marvelous curiosity in the 
U1 | States, not even excepting the Yellowstone or the Yo- 
s [t is unparalleled upon the habitable globe,and we have 
1 pportunity now, as itis public land and has been temporarily 
r ‘ved—in fa “a my friend from Oregon, exercising the function 
v lin him when Commissioner of the Land Office, withdrew 
t] 1 from outs y O1 tlement, and the bill I am now asking | 
to ] passed ubstantially as that drawn by him, which I 
t} i me ot W st official acts 

ix. 2: Vill t entlemar allow me to ask him this | 
qi n: Is ruo that the only 1 ty of petrified wood is 
W wed int oss sections and polished, and the trees are 
not utiful as they lie upon the ground: 

Mr. LACEY. They are wonderful rather than beautiful as 
t lie upon the ground, but they are broken in places, and the | a 
\ il beauty of the interior is visible he Te an there in the 
fragments of tl s,and the temptation has om rsons 1s to dyna- 
mite the trees in order to get the crys! jlein the nter. This is | 
one object of placing them in this state of reservation so they will | 
be t n care oO These trees floated in there ages ago in an old | 
arm of thi 1, and the sand drifted over them and hardened into 
sal yne, and they were there c rvered up in this way yen 
millions of sago. Now the land -_ slowly risen 7,200 fe 
above the sea and a stream has since slowly excavated a valley 
through the sandstone, taking off eens 40 feet of the: surface, ex- 
posing the tr nd leaving them lying on the sand of tf the old sea 
botto1 They are from 80 to 140 feet in length, and many of 
them 5 feet in dia al here are places where they are so 
numerous that you ‘rom one tree to another. There are 
petrified forests in « but this is the petrified forest of 
thx "id, 

. RODEY This is e an hyst-colored one 

Ir. LACE) It hasall th lors of the rainbow, almost every 
colo! nu can ink of in the wood. It is thoroughly agatized. 
Chis old desert lis utterly worthless for anything else. An 
effort was made to erly destroy this f — a few years ago by 
sawing these trees up into table tops, and also by grinding thei 
uD yemery he table-topscheme ] roved unsu 3sful, because 
the vere pin holes the surface when cut in tha 
form; and they pt | the trees into emery pow- | 
der. About the t ll in operation, it was dis- 
C ed in Canad vy had a stone which was 
mi transp ‘eo emery as well as this. 
It seemed like j ivine Providence that led to 
the « very « ime to save these trees. 

»A t na al a commer i ilue for be- 
. Iwas just explaining that it was supposed that 
t] There wa a mill | it up at Sioux Falls they got tit! 
to land and commenced be ») manufacture tables, but it was 
at there were pin holes in all of them which spoiled thi 

, il hat purpose, so that it could not besuccessfully used 

il way. 


. 


Mr. PA So the speculation failed? 

. LACEY. The speculation fortunately failed. 
. PAYNE. If this bill is passed, will it not enal 
take lands in the irrigation district? 


LACEY. As far irrigation district is ec 








le the p 


O- 


ple 


as the mcerned 


; icra lenses naan 


thousand acres that my friend had withdrawn, so as to redu t 
to the smallest area necessary to preserve the proposed park 
Mr. HERMANN. I wish to say tothe gentleman from | 
th: ut Zz came under my observation that whole carloads of 
ed trees were being taken away by vandals and curi 
seekers, and that unless something was done re ve 


r she Tt 
nothing would remain of these giant trees 


s that comeing rep 





11 but the Government interest ought to be protecte dd. 


| it was thought at one time that it would be 
| mine 


| thus utilize land for grazing purposes that is pré 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 


Will the gentleman allow inc 4 


Is it not a fact that the rail 


| company owns every alternate section? 


There are also mineral locatio; 
taken up um ie 
ral-land law, but they were afterwards abandoned and 
tions fell back to the Gov ernment. The speculative fen 
did not justify them in holding the claims. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Might not the pass 
vies about complications, and may not the 
seek to 


Mr. LACEY. It does. 


loca 
of be 
age of t 
railroad 
take lands that are much more valuable? 

Mr. LACEY. They will have to take lands in Arizona 
they can not greatly better themselves unless they get into 
rigable lands. 

Mr. HERMANN. Arizona contains some of the most va 
timber forests in the United States. 

Mr. LACEY. But they were placed under reservation years 
ago. Practically all the valuable timber of Arizona has b 
withdrawn an d is now within the forest reserve. 

h Mr. PAYN] Mr. Speaker, I have understood the last 
five years that ‘Arizona was the garden spot of the earth. 

Mr. LACEY. Itis,inspots; and some of the most beautiful land 
in the world is in Arizona; there is no question about that. But 
where there is a comparatively small area of good, arable la 
Arizona the desert area is enormous, and the only way that 1 
railroad companies can recoup themselves for this land wo 
ta square out some of their lands by taking alternate sections 
uctically worth 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that in wh 
known as t the main chain of the Rocky Mountains there is o 
the most valuable and largest forests of pine timber, a1 


Tr 
vil 





ya 


aa Gi 


| not this railroad company recoup itself by claiming those la 


| value in Arizona- 


Mr. LACEY. Ido not know of any timber land of any 
-that is, when I say value, I mean anything 
would be regarded as more valuable than this land, that 
muld get. The forest land has been practically, all of it, put 
‘orest reserves, such as the San Francisco Resery 
rves there and the Grand Canyon Reserve. 
Mr. BURLESON. But the gentleman from Oregon [Mi 


eand the 


Trese 


MANN] says that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] is n 


; « 


irri aille lands are subject to withdrawal from entry under regu- | 
lations, and there have been many withdrawals by the Land De- | 
artment. 


Mr. PAYNE. This would not 
I LACEY. No; 
HERM, AN N. 
iat the area is? 
Mr. LACEY. About 40,000 acres, including the railroad land, 
or about 22,000 acres of public land. 

Mr. HERMANN. I had a withdrawal made there several 
years ago, 
Mr. LACEY. Yes; I understand the gentleman withdrew a 
good deal more than this bill includes. 1 was profoundly inter- 
ested in this question and made a personal visit to the region. I 
went over the land in person and eliminated some fifty or sixty 


open that up? 

it wouldn't open that up at all. 
Will the gentleman from Iowa tell us about 
w! 


| and that therefore they now want to get rid of it 


taken about that. 
Mr. LACEY. 
Oregon d 


I think I am not, and when my friend 

rew this original bill, when he was Commissioner 

Land Office, and sent it to me and asked me to introduc 

did not have any question but that he had practically 

wll risk by limiting the taking of the lieu I: land to Arizona 
Mr. HI That is right, and 


i 


ATAATN 
tMANN., 





A , ua 
man from lowa | Mr. Lact ¥] that I think furi hows 
he should not object to the amendment offe1 th 
is [ unde rstand it, ar | say to these people if they are \ 

ike their lan and they are not compelled to do it—th 
be satisfied to t ake lands of approximately the same value. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Of like character and value. 





riyt 


bey ile 


Mr. LACEY. Youn 
Mr. HERMANN. 
Mr. LACEY. 


anywhere on the 


as well say 
Approximately. 
Vhy, there is not 
face of the globe. 
Mr. HERMANN. It is arid land. 
Mr. PAYNE. Why not say lands of present value not ex 
ing a certain amount, if there is not any of like character or va 
Mr. LACEY. We do say not exceeding the same area. 


any land of like chara 


Mr. PAYNE. Not to exceed a certain amount per : 
seems to me as though some peop! @ had purchased this 
this area on speculation and that that speculation ba 


badly, that they found that the land had no comm 
it and 
land, and some of the best land in Arizona, in its place 
like the looks of it. 
Mr. LACEY. It is a matterthat can be adjusted easily b) 
ing down the amendment. The original bill is drawn exacily 
the lines suggested by the gentleman from Oregon { Mr. Herman: 
viz, to have it of like character and value. 
Mr. HERMANN. Yes; that is it. 
Mr. LACEY. We passed it inthat form,and it twice failed in 
the Senate. 
Mr. HERMANN. Let us try again. 
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p Mr. PAYNE. That would be simple. If the gentleman will Mr. LACEY. Ce ly 
i \ raw the amendment, we will give him unanimous consent, | Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. T) 
i he can go o and pa ; his bi :. to h an amendment? 
_ STEPHENS of Texas. That is right. r. LACEY. This land, wl s covered 
MANN. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- | est. it is now proposed to « r so} 
“ont acter, when we know the not} 
: Mr. LACEY. Certainly. Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. |! 
Ps fr. MANN. What is the value of these lands? fi that the Secretary of ti ter 
Cr Mr. LACEY. The railroad company has had this land for sale | 1: as the right to set a any } I 
ss for forty years, and I suppose you could get it for a dollar and a | wiere a, can be rorm 
3 uarter an acre. . LACEY. Yes ! es 
. \ir. MANN. Has it been offered for sale at that price? r. STEPHENS of 3. Suppose that these 
fe Mr. LACEY. It has all been offered for sale, and in the recent find a place where the good e 
si t sales of railroad lands the Santa Fe Railroad Company last ‘ that they sho 
sold approximately 1,000 acres of land, while the Northern | t irrigable | or land t could b 
i‘c sold ¥,000,000 of acres of their grant. This desert land ACEY Y 
been in demand. STEPHENS exas. And would not that 
Mr. STEVHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman think that out | m: re valuable than t d,w I 
\rizona, With many millions of acres to select from, there need sACEY. Yes; but all t LI nw 
ny difficulty in this respect? re under the irt tion law, so 1 has b 
r. LACEY. We have limited this to Arizona. Let the 4d ris wholly i nary. 
ynem nt co out if it is unacceptable. Vir STEPHENS of Tex: My information 
fr PAYNE. If the gentleman asks the passage of the bill .Gila itiver there is a propesition to 1 the ns 
it the amendment I have no objection to it leu elow has not no} iraw t the 
r JONES of Washington. Why not provide in this bill that i GG. May I ask the gentleman a ques 
' inber land shall be taien? I think such a provision would Mr. LACEY. Yes. 
t the objection of the gentleman from Oregon {| Mr. HERMANN | * HOGG. How much of this land has 
also of the gentleman from New York | Mr. Payzk&}. M1 ACEY. None t 
Mr. PAYNE. They have some very valuable agricultural land Mr OGG. What need hav u 
there. } LACEY. Thereisara ’ 
Mr. JONES of Washington. I thought that might meet the | riti forest is within 6, 8. or 10 
1 rn. at santa Fe Railre ad. and ct 1a thi 
Mr. PAYNE. I do not want those people to get everything ing w to make a park of ha med, so t 
m the Unit d States for nothing; I am willing they shall get « Lave gone and taken it at any 1 y 1 the 
hing for nothing. fil “aTS 
r. LACEY. They already have this iand. It is only an ex- OGG. ‘You are seeking to re » this land in 
hange of other public land in Arizona for this petrified forest et » curivs 
s proposed. LACEY. Yes: merely the cur s 
l SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Lacey] ; HOGG. Do you bave to reserve 40 ) 3 to 
m dify his request for unanimous consent? the curiosities? 
Mr. LACEY. Iam willing also to insert after the word “‘ non- Mr \CEY. It takes about that much land t 
mineral *’ the word ** nonforested.’’ That would obviate the ob- tire tru t 
jection of my friend from Oregon. Mer. HOGG. Iwill ask the gentleman who 
Mr. HE!.MANN. Yes; but | think the words “approximate be done? 
valve’ would be better. M LACEY. The first request me from t S 
ir. LACEY. Thatinvolves much mystery. It might be very th: terior. I believe that my f 
had to find the ** approximate value.’’ It would be difficult to prepared the ¢ inal 7 
put an estimate on tne value of land where real value is bex ause bro up OV a great any daiiterer t S 
of the strang: petrifactions with which it abounds, I sail before. I think, the most r 
Mr. PAYNE. Why not provide that this land shall not ex- in the ownership of the Government : 
ceed in value $2 an acre, or. asa friend here suggests, $1.25? Io mos: remarkable, I think, possibly, on sot f 
am willing that the bill should pass in that shape. ers of Nature's wonders in all part 
Mr. LACEY. This land has been open to settlement for forty es in the question. ‘There has been 1 int t 
years, and nobody has taken it up. Our friends here are imagin- s : 
ing that some mysterions gentlemen are trying to get hold of some {OGG. You say for anything except these « 
landin Arizona. If anybody wants land out there. thereis plenty n vorth anything 
of it. All they have todo is to goand takeit. Thereare millions Mr. LACEY. It is not worth any 
f acres of public land open to settlement in that Territory. No Mr. HOGG. Then you pro 1 e | le 1 
settiers are going into the desert part of the Territory. the same amount—perfectly worthles 
Mr. PAYNE. The point seems to be this: Some people have Mr. LACEY. No; to let them exchange for any pu 
land in Arizona that has proved to them very unremunerative; anywhere in Arizona 
and now, having property which is worth nothing, which they HOGG. But it can not have timber on it, and it 
can not use, they want to get rid of it and at the san me to be irrigated, and itcan not be mineral la 
t all they can for it. In this matter I am representing the w kind of land they have in Arizona that anybody w i 
United States. willing to take. 


Mr. LACEY. What land does the gentleman refer to? Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I should | to si t th 
Mr. PAYNE. These 18.000 acres. a ice of the Delegate from Arizona t} 
Mr. LACEY. That is an assertion that the gentleman ought or else we ought to } ‘ from the ¢ 





not to make. These people are not asking to have this land dis-  [Mr. Ropry] s perfectly f 
p sed of. Mr. WM SMITH 
Mr. PAYNE, I do not suppose that ‘‘ these people’’ came to be «o gt rom A 
the committee. That is not the way people do when they have Mr HILL of ¢ ‘u And 
land of that kind that they want to dispose of the Senator from Arizona in a very short 
Mr. LACEY. In fact. the railway company has at no time The SPEAKER. Is there objecti 
expressed a willingness to disp se of this land. I do not know Mr PAYNE. Mr. Speuker. I az illing t ? t 
whether we shall be able to get it. The bill proposes to make a Mr. LACEY. I withdraw the ame 
park of the Government sections in the petrified forest, and to Mr. PAYNE. I should like to he 
authorize an exchange of other Government lands for the railway Towa how much of this 18,000 acres is 
ctions that are covered with these petritied trees. Should the forests. if he knows 
company refuse to exchange, then the park would be limited to the Mr LACEY. There are n t 
Government sections acres altogether in which thes rees a 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I should insist that the term‘ non- ten or twelve thousand acres are the pat le 


irrigable”’ shall go in with ‘‘ nontimbered *’ and ‘*‘nonmineral.”’ the heaviest. 
Mr. LACEY. Why not insert “land absolutely worthless?’’ r. PAYNE. Do we own that, or does m e] 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman stated, I believe, Mr. LACEY. We own most of it: a por 

that this land is not irrigable? ' the railroad grant—the alternate sectious. 
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Mr PA y ‘ 
acres that we own, preserving that, we might get along until we 
get some more information on the subject? 

Mr. BURLESON. That is enough to satisfy curiosity. 

Mr. PAYN You could satisfy quite a lot of curiosity if you 
traveled over 22.000 acres. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. -Leave out the railroad land. 

Mr. LACEY. I have noticed that when we strike anything 
that is especially arid and worthless, then some people get excited 
about ‘their heritage.’’ I think maybe we had better withdraw 
this amendment on page 3 and require that the land exchanged 
be of the same value. I¢ is the original bill. 

But the provlem as to what land would be of equal value to 


that of a petrified forest would be found rather a difficult one for 
the Land Department to solve. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his amendment. 
Is there objection? [After a panse.] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one other amend- 
ment by the committee, on line 3, page 1. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LACEY. 
‘seventeenth’’ and insert ‘‘ seventeen.”’ 
The SPEAKER. Without 
There was no objection. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. LAcEy, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


It is a misprint. 
objection, it is so ordered. ; 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER, YANKTON, 8S. DAK. 
Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


Don’t you think that by setting aside the 22,000 | gone on to these lands, and had obtained title to and held them 


ns 


under that special ruling of the Department until about a yea; 
ago, when some clerk inthe Department reversed the former ry]- 


| ing, and since it has been held that entry could not hold the 


lands in these fifteen townships except under the act of 1872 and 
the homestead act. As soon as that ruling was made, speculators 
immediately began to seek to attack these entries. The eff 
will be, if they succeed, to take away from these men land that 
they have lived on, where they have developed their ranches and 
cultivated them and made improvements in absolute good faith 
and under an express ruling of the Land Department of this Goy- 
ernment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does this bill in terms confine it to those fifteen 


townships? 


Mr. DIXON. Itisapplicable to these fifteen original townships 
which originally belonged to the Flathead Indians. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and he- 


| ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passe, 
Again on line 8, page 1,1I move to strike out | 


On motion of Mr. Drxon, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. , 
MINNIE GUSLER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4045) grant- 
ing a — to Minnie Gusler, with a Senate amendment, which 
was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the House concur in the Sen- 


| ate amendment. 


present consideration of the bill (S. 3780) authorizing the Yank- | 


ton, Norfolk and Southern Railroad Company to construct acom- 
bined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mis- 
souri River at or near the city of Yankton, 8. Dak. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WiLLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker,I will ask the 
gentleman if the specifications of the bridge were submitted to 
the Secretary of War? 

Mr. BURKE. They were. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 

Mr. BURKE. They were. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
bill submitted to him, too? 

Mr. BURKE. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BuRKE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. > 


TO VALIDATE 


And approved by him? 


Were the provisions of the 


MONTANA. 


Mr. DIXON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


present consideration of a bill to confirm and validate some old 

land titles. 

The SPEAKER. 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following bill: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6787) to confirm and validate patents to certain lands situated 
in the Bitter Root Valley, State of Montana, above the mouth of the Lo 
Lo Fork of the Bitter Root River. 

Be it enacted, etc., That all patents heretofore issued for lands in the Bitter 
Root Valley, State of Montana, above the mouth of the Lo Lo Fork of the 
Bitter Root River, designated in the act of June 5, 1872, in desert entries, pre- 
emption entries, mining entries, entries under the act of June 3, 1878, as ex- 
tended to all the public-land States by the act of August 4, 1892, commonly 
known as the “timber and stone” law, and for lands selected for the benefit 

- of the university of the State of Montana prior to the passage of the act of 

August 3, 1894, are hereby confirmed and said patents validated, to all intents 

and purposes the same as if the law under which said patents were issued was 

applicable to said lat 


The SPEAKER. 











Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to inquire as to the matter of these 
titles. This seems to be a pretty sweeping bill. 

Mr. DIXON. I will say to the gentleman from New York that 
under a ruling of the Land Department and the Secretary of the 
Interior these settlers went into Bitter Root Valley, into fifteen 
townships which had originally belonged to the Flathead Indians. 
The Commissioner of the General Land Office held that under 
the laws enacted for the disposal of these lands the lands could 
be entered under the old preemption act of 1841. In 1894 the 
State of Montana was permitted to select a portion of its univer- 
sity land grant from these same lands, and selected them in these 
fifteen townships. 

One hundred and fifty settlers, under the preemption act of 1841, 
under special authority and ruling of the Land Department, had 


AND CONFIRM PATENTS IN BITTER ROOT VALLEY, | 


The gentleman from Montana asks unani- | 


The motion was agreed to. 
MARY GWYNN. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2 
granting a pension to Mary Gwynn, with a Senate amendmer 
which was read. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the House concur in the Sen- 


Sf] 


ate amendment. 


The motion was agreed to. 
CHARLES C. CHASE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 865 


granting an increase of pension to Charles V. Chase, with a Sen- 
ate amendment, which was read. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Imove that the House concur in the Sen 
ate amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
MARY HUFF. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6352 


' granting a pension to Mary Huff, with Senate amendments, which 





were read. 
Mr. SULLOWAY,. Imove that the House concur in the Sen 
ate amendments. 
The motion was agreed to. 
EMMA L. NAGLE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6089 


| granting an increase of pension to Emma L. Nagle, with a Senate 
| amendment, which was read. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM J. SHEPARD, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4526 


granting an increase of pension to William J. Shepard, with a 
Senate amendment. 


The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker. I move that the House non 
concur in the Senate amendment and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. Gipson, 
Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SuLLoway. 


FRANK J. M’LAUGHLIN, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2477) 


granting an increase of pension to Frank J. McLaughlin, with a 
Senate amendment. 


The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendment and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. Gisson, 
Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SuLLoway. 

DANIEL W. HUFFMAN, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2920) 


granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. Huffman, with a 
Senate amendment. 


The Senate amendment was read, 







































































fr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
ur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference. 
motion was agreed to. 
EAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. GIBson, 


¥ Mir. Mrers of Indiana, and Mr. SULLOWAY. 

’ JOHN WATT. 
SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2809) 
* ting an increase of pension to John Watt, with a Senate 
E adment 


Senate amendment was read. 





SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
rin the Senate amendment and ask a conference. 
Ti creed to. 
SPEAKE »pointed the following conferees: Mr. GIBSON, 
Mr. ‘s of Indiana, and Mr. SULLOWAY. 


JOHN G, FAIRCHILD. 
Che SPE L\KER also | laid before the House the bill (H. R. 29 23) 
ing an increase of pension to John G. Fairchild, with a Sen- 


i imendment. 


The Senate amendment was read. 
r, SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
ur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference 
» motion wa« agreed to. 
the SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. Grisso 
Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SULLOWayY. 
WILLIAM PITTENGER, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2032 
eranting an increase of pension to William Pittenger, with a 
Senate amendment. 

lhe Senate amendment was read. 

Mr SU LLOW AY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conferenc 

The motion was agreed to. 

The e SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. Gipson 
Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SULLOWayY. 

CALEB ARNETT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4136) 
granting an increase of pension to Caleb Arnett, with a Senate 
amendment. 

he Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

fhe SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. Ginson, 
Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SULLOWay. 

JOSEPH HINKLE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4251) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph Hinkle, with a Senate 
amenamel 

The Senate amend ment was read. 

Mr. Si TLL YWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. Grrson, 
Lrers of Indiana, and Mr. SULLOWAY. 

FRANKLIN MOORE, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5367 
granting an increase of pension to Franklin Moore, with a Senate 
amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY: Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. ( 

Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SuLLoway. 
JAMES R. HAUPTLY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5555) 
granting an increase of pension to James R. Hauptly, with a Sen- 
ate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference. 

The m otion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. Grsson, 
Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SuLLOWay. 

JOSHUA HARLAN, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5865) 
granting an increase of pension to Joshua Harlan, with a Senate 
amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 


’ 


} 
lb. 





. GIBSON, 
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' ont. Me sof Missiesine’ was civea: those who have lost the sigh: 
} z : Clon ‘ e. wit + leaving e sight of the other eye—t 
aper se of n Whitehead, F ghth 
wi ve saving been " in sylvania: A bill 
’ ore 7 20 by reason of 
eee - ; i States have lost t t 
; y ‘ f absence was granted to Mr. : : 
r Vv 2. fr the ¢ tee on En i Bills, re- > 
y the Speaker signed the saz . 
Ana a i the act of ¢ gress of March 11 
; defining the limit of navigation of the Osag PRIVATE BILLS AND R ESOLUTI NS. 
7 og of of + € Tnx Under « 2 lof Rule XXII. # 1 resolut 
, = one ee ate of Iowa the following , titles were intrc ined. an ref 
RNMENT 
Mr. PAYNE Mr. Sy ras that the House do now ad- - RB. 15167) granting @ pens 
ninittee on Invalid Pensions 
i ? r rdingly (at 4 k and granting an imerease of per 
rned til Monday next at 12 I is—t ittee on Invali i 
By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill H. R. Tr 
f pensi on to William H. tcher—to > th Commit 
EXECUTIVE C OREO {TIONS Pensic : 
i eT XIV By ' BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 13170) granting at 
c ce ee eee i oad per si ont to Ruth M. Haskell—to the Committee on Invalid } 
eae tH By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 13171) for t f 
_ tar [ti tops . “—. os 3 oe : . - = 
ena sta well, deceased, late of Frar a } 
Sr xe ' ee ee t ) th mimi » War Claims. 
ue ete Me CU RTIS. A bill (H R. 13172) granting a pens 
a ee ahnsaiaienen.-4 » the Committee on Pensions 
. ia ent oft Gee Combis ot Gea Oe fr. ae A bill H. R. 13173) granting an in 
35 Sc ae ae msion Mary E. Houghton—to the Committee on It 
il a 4 | 
Fr r 
a, & 
W al = Riv 
vers and Hari that . 
: ia A. Evans—to the ( 
> , =} 
REPORTS OF COM ES ON PUBLIC BILLS AN r. FORDNEY: AOE (Se. S08 ee 
pension to Arthur B. Payne—to the ‘Comnmittes on In 
TY ; np . 8. — . oa 
: ti By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. = 1317 gr 
aps a pension to Julius H. Rogge—to the C 2am nittee : Bev: alid 
ME Ore By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 13179) gra ing an 
aiid of | to Charles M. Wing—to the Committee on 
F = om rensicons 
aS FCLCII y Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN (by request): A bill (H.R 
r cf for the relief of the estate of Esidore Cohn, decease i, late 
i accompa! = County, N. U.—to the Committee on War Claims 
. oo t sy Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 13181 for rt 
7 - - lief of the heirs of James Roberts, deceased—to the Commi t 
epeaaer Claim 3. 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AN D MEMORIALS, Also. a bill (H. R. 13182) to correct the military re 
U r clanse 3 of Rule XXII, bills. resolutions, and memorials | C. H. Ware—to the . ommittee on Military Affairs. 
of the f wing titles were introduced and severally sobersed as By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. none granting an increas 
follows pension to Simon P. We ee ed—toth 21¢ Committee on Invalid Pensi 
By R: ll (H. R. 13159) to amend so mnch of ar By } Mr. } McMORRA A bill H R. 13184) to grant an! 
‘ I i Marc! l uthorizing t rectionand comple- | able d a to John ten uman “Hartwell to the Committe 
tior buildin r ymmodation of the United Stat. Naval 
Naval ital. Vi gton, D. C., as erns the location I “McCREARY of Pe nnsylvania: A bill (H. R, 151°" 
ther -to the Com: n Public B: and Grounds graniing an increase of per sion to Joseph A. Kauffman—t 
By Mr. AIKEN: 4 H.R f ief of the Miami Com: Littee on Invalid Pensions. 
Indiar to the Committ hh Ai Also, a bill (H. R. 13185 grantinga discharge to John B. Rhine— 
By Mr. GILLETT of ¢ rnia: At 13161) to appro- to the C ommittee on | Milit ay Affairs. 
nria } ruct fr g barriers for ths By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 13187) for t1 
I t ti avigation ramento and San | lief of the Stone, Sand and Gravel Company of New Orlea! 
J 1 California—to the (¢ e on Rivers and Li 1.—to the Committee or ie aim 
Ha By Mr. MIERS of Ind Ab ill (H. R. 13188 granting ani 
} H. R. 13162) for the free and s H. Donihue—to the Committ 







the C mmittee on Coina 





By Mr usy A bill (H. R. 13163) to 
di te and providing for assessments on oil- 
n Alaska—to the Committee on Mines and Mining 


13164) 





By Mir. COW HER D: A bill (H. R. to supplement and 


mth 


amend an act entitled * cA act to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road,”’ 


approved Fel bruary 28, 1903—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Com 
5 


merce. 
By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 13165) to increase the pension of 
certain pensioned soldiers and sailors who have lost the sight of 


crease of pension to Charl 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 13189) granting 
increase of pension to Wilson M. Mayo—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R: 13190) granting a pension to Eve- 
line Crouch Dunbar—to the Committee on Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 13191) for the relief of Frank J. D’Avy—to 
| the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 13192) for the relief of the 
| Atlantic Works. of Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on os. 
4 By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13193) for the relief 

of Stephen Duncan—to the Committee on War Claims. 








(by request), a bill (H. R. 13194) for the relief of George 
jlev—to the Committee on War Claims. 

a bill (H. R. 13195) granting a pension to Susan Higdon— 
+> the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

~ Also. a bill (H. R. 18196) granting an increase of pension to 
F ie A. Hutchason—to the Committee on Pensions. 


\iso. a bill (H. R. 13197) granting an increase of pension to Lu- | 


sie M rris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a (H. R. 13198) granting an increase of pension to 
yedrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. a bill (H. R. 13199) to correct the military record of 
Robert H. Shofner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 13200) eens a pension to 
Rebecca Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
1» Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 13201) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis D, Matheny—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
ause 1 of Rule X XII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
he SPEAKER: Petition of F. H. Austermann and others, 
r of the _Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 


vu iT 


Un der cl 


. AD. \MS of Pennsylvania: Memorial of the Philadelphia 
B f Trade, relative to the inspection of grain at terminal 
marl < —to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


Mr. ALLEN: Petition of Edward H. Emery and 27 others, 
. village of Sanford, Me., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BENTON: Petition of O. A. Steiner 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers in support of bill granting a pension to Arthur W. 
lum, and papers to accompany bill granting an increase of 
on to Allen Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BONYNGE: 
ion Alliance, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. BURLEIGH: Petitions of Frank W. Gowen and 23 
others, of Kennebec County, Me., and Rev. C. F. Beebee and 
W oman’s Christian Temperance Union of Searsmont, Me.,in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Papersto accompany bill for relief of J.C. 
West—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petitions of B. B. Hogue and 43 others, 
of New Albany, Kans., and Rev. F. A. Leak and 15 others, of F all 
River, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COCHRAN: Petitions of John A. Pierce and 25 others, 

f Tarkio; A. C. Gann and 40 others, of Maryville; A. Thompson 
and 64 others, of Tarkio; Rev. A. J. Brook, First Methodist Epis- 
pal Church of Oregon,and J. H. Hatfield and 42 others, of oars 
o, all in the State of Missouri, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CURRIER: Petition of E. B. Pike and 25 others, of 
Ha werhill, N. H., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Con mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petitions of A. M. Reynolds and 34 others, 
and W.G. Dean and 34 others, of Topeka, Kans., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Kansas River Improvement Association, 
relative to the improvement of the Kansas River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

_By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of the Thirtieth 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, in favor of good-roads 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition of Solomon A. Stein and 31 other 
citizens of Osceola, Mich., for the passage of the Hepburn bill— 

Committee on the Judici iary. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Memorial of patrons of rural 

outes Nos. 1, 2, and 3, of Hastings, Minn., for the passage of a 

bill to place rural-reute carriers upon a gr aded scale—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of H. 
Mill Creek, W. Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
( ommittee on the Judiciary. 


sy Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of ladies of the Grand Army | 


of the Republic Circle, Department of New York, in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John McNeil, grand president-or ganizer, 
Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Shipbuilders of America, in 
‘avor of bill 8, 2259 and sundry other bills—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


on 


’ and 14 others, of | 
Carthage, Mo.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- | 


Petition of the Boulder (Colo.) Prohibi- | 


J. Ballah and 5 others, of | 


By Mr. 


waukee, II1., 


Judiciary. 


By Mr. GARDNER of New Jers 
| and 42 others, pastorand c ongregation of Bethaz 7 
and Rev. William Mitchell and 2 
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Also, petition of the Lawrence Cordage ae ae in favor of bill 
H. R. 11437—to the Committee on the 1] 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of the Straight Line Engine Com- 
pany and other business firms of Syracuse, N. Y 
against passage of an anti-injunction bill 
the Judiciary. 
ESCH: Pet ; 
ternational Association of Machinists, of La 
| crease the capacity of the Naval Gun Fac 

Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. FULLER: 
Shoe Ww holesalers, 
state Commerce C 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Rey. L. J. Harrington and others 
in favor of the Hepburn 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Petitions of oe B. 
| and 17 others, of New P 
and congregation of the Baptist Church of Provi 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the C 


ition of Ent 


Resolution of the West 
relative to increasing the 
Letham el eialag ap sg ae A e€ 


rovidenc: 


ey: 


J.B. Adams and 16 others, of E "wood: 


of Brid re sb oro: W. 
E. Van Dwight : nd 4 


11 others, of 


F.. Robinson and 17 — rs, of “Mo ) 
f Lumberton; 
Bakersville, and pa 


thers, « 


‘ 


Methodist Epi co} al Church of Mi 


in favor of the He »pburn-Dolliver bill—to the ‘ 


Judiciary. 


Also, resolutions of the General Wood Circle, 
Republic, Department of 
] I 


Army of the 


Murray Post, No. 113, of Cape May, 


in favor of a service-pension bill—to tho ¢ ( 


Pensions. 


By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petitions of F 


ton and 12 others, of Chicopee, Mass., 


others, George H. Cheney 


and F. P. 


othe rs, 


favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 


| Judiciary. 


By Mr. GRAFF: Resolutions of E. } 


dale Post, No. 


| baker Post, No. 681; 


Po st, No. 673 
Post. No. 669: 


Post; No. 701; 


3; Holden Putma Post, No. 64 
Lake Forrest Post, No. 676: 
: New Douglas Post, N 
Hiram McClintock P 
660; Henry Hiller Post, No. 658; 
Rockwood Post, No. 734; 
G. W. 


Parker P« st, 


692; George Ral e Post, No. 68 


Smith Post, No. 
Caine Post, No. 7 


Post, No. 796; 
No. 7 iY 2; Charles 


No. 785; W. W. 
L. P. Blair Post, No. 634; 
No. 629; 


Valker Post, 
Jones 


tee on Agriculture. 
) HASKINS: 
of Northfield, Mass., 


3y Mr. 


v7 ii: ‘John H. 
No. 760; John Thompson Post, No. 748; 
John G. Ragan Post, No. 742; 
F. L. Wham Post, No. 657; Robert Serves y 
Crebome Post, No. 


Post, No. 


- Carter Wr t 


603; A. M. 


John 


in favor of 


the Committee on the Judiciar y- 


3y Mr. HENRY of saan Petition of 


88 others, of East Hartford, Conn. 


By Mr. 


HILL of C 


shire—to the Committee on A pen 
By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: 


and 24 others, of Tuc 
gregation of Methodist Ey 


kerton, N. J. 
ISCO} AYs, I 


N. ae and Eugene Re caine and 24 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 


diciary. 


Also, petition of Typographical Union No. 30 


‘rpris 


Yolliver bill 


»,Tenn., and Re 


oon 









































and 51 others, Andrew E 
Sawyer and 44 others, 13 


Ch ER. i 
John Knox Pos 
No. i 


Jobnson Post. 
John C, 


Pollard Pos 
William Lawrence Post, N 
Herey Post, No. 7 
Ww right Post, No. 

Huffer 
Robert Anderson Post, N 
623, and Phil Sherid 
Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois 
ice-pension bili—to the Committee on Invali 


By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of 1 


Petition of Frank Pl 


the He 


favor of the He 
| liver bill—to the Committee on tl 18 Judiciary. 
onnecticut: Petition of 


of Connecticut, relative to the national 









2522 





wick, N. J., in favor of an anti-injunction bill—to the Committee 
on the Jui ry 
Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Resolution of the Weber Club, of | 
( 1 City, U . relative to American merchant marine—to the 
Cor t e Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. JAMES: Petition of residents of Caldwell County, Ky., | 
in roof bil R. 3574—to the Committee on Ways and Means. | 
M LINE: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
{ nof Mobhrsville, Pa., relative to the nullification of State 
hiqnor la o the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of residents of Sacketts Harbor. N. Y., 
protesting against the enactment of bill H. R. 7033—to the Com- 
mittee on tl jerchant Marine and Fisheries. 


LAMAR of Missouri: Resolution of Norwood Post, No. | 


rand Army of the Renublic, Department of Missouri, in 


favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


), papers to accompany bill H. R. 12605, granting a pension 
oN. H. Dibble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
), papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
M. V. B. Amos—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10544, granting an in- 
crease of pension to H. H, Rhoads—to the Committee on Invalid 


papers to accompany bill H. R. 10542, to correct the mili- 
ary record of Robert W. Marr—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. LANNING: Petitions of Elwood Mathew and 29 others, 
and Frank Le Bar and 35 others, of Pennington, N. J., in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Grand Lodge, Brotherhood 
of Boiler Makers and Iron-Ship Builders of America, in favor of 
bill S. 2259 and sundry other bills—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 


By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of J. W. Fonda and 86 others, of | 
Luray, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- | 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Thomas W. Wyne and 
86 other voters of Thorofare, N. J.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


sy Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany bill to increase | 


pension of Charles H. Donihue—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pe: sions. 

Mr. MILLER: Petition of Rev. C. E. Flanagin and 184 oth- 
ers. of Burlingame, Kans.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Rev. William A. Cutter, against 
reyistry and money-order business in post-offices on Sunday—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


\lso, petition of Rev. William A. Cutter, of Milwaukee, Wis., 
in favor of Sunday closing of the Lewis and Clark Exposition—to 
the Select Cormmittee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 


By Mr. PUJO: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Frank 


J. Db’ Avy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: Petition of T. A. Wilson and 88 
others, of Collinsville, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
tnll—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill | 


H. R. 38989, for the relief of the estate of W. R. Hanserd, de- 


cease:|—to the Committee on War Claims. 


and 33 others, of Wartrace, Tenn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dol- 
liver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: 


lief of Stephen Duncan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Fannie A. Hutchason—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Robert 
H. Shofner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. SNOOK: Resolution of Evans Post, No. 149, of Bryan, 
Ohio, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of C. F. Greening and 17 other 
voters of Grand Meadow, Minn., for the Hepburn bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Robert Hobson and 17 other voters and F. H. 


McCulloch and 30 other voters of Austin, Minn., for the Hepburn | 


bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of S. T. Christenson and 22 other voters of Lan- 
sing, Minn., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of S. N. Wheaton and 5 other voters of Caledo- 
nia, Minn.; J. W. Pendergast and 26 other voters, and Frank 
Willis and 18 other voters, for the passage of the Hepburn bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. THAYER: Petition of the Southbridge (Mass.) Young 
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Papers to accompany bill for re- 
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People’s Christian Union, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver })jj)_ 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of Worcester Metal Trades Association, ac 


i = ; 7 nst 
passage of the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on t! %e. 
diciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Worcester, Mass., against passage 


of anti-injunction bill, etc.—to the Committee on the Judicis 

Also, petition of Rev. Everett Heammond and 10 others of 
Blackstone, Mass.; A. H. Richardson and 36 others, of Gilber 
ville, Mass.,and Leonard E. Taft and 9 others, of Mendon, Mags. 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. H. Bocker, in favor of increasing an», 
priations for agricultural experiment stations—to the Com 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temper. 
ance Union and citizens of Angelica, N. Y., and G. W. Adan 
and 27 others, of Andover, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliy, 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Petition of E. M. Spath and 21 others, and 
Rev. G. W. Hobbs and 45 others, of Baltimore, Md., in fay 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the American Shipowners, Shipbuilders, and 
Shipmasters, relative to denying American registry to foreien 

' built vessels, etc.—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Kendall, Orleans County, 
N. Y., route No. 29; Medina, Orleans County, N. Y., routes Nos, 
| 10 and 17; Lockport, Niagara County, N. Y., routes Nos. 3, 4, 7, 
| and 10, and Ransomville, Niagara County, N. Y., routes Nos, 22 
and 24, urging increase of salaries for rural free-delivery car 
etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

3y Mr. WARNOCK: Petition of Herman McClellan and 77 
others, of Wayne, Ohio, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| By Mr. WEISSE: Resolution of the Milwaukee Foundrymen’s 
| Association, against passage of the bill limiting the meaning of 
the word “ conspiracy ’’—to the Committee on the Judiciar 

Also, resolution of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels, relative to a light-house on or near t 
Outer Diamond Shoal, on the coast of North Carolina—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Wisconsin Live Stock Breeders’ Assovia 
tion, in favor of increase in appropriation for agricultural ex- 
E. iment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

..lso, petition of citizens of the Sixth Congressional district of 
Wisconsin, protesting against the passage of bill H. R. 70::: 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of Rock River Lodge, No. 11, Independent Or- 
der of Good Templars, Waupun, Wis., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ree 


ro 
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SENATE. 


MonpDay, February 29, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp EVERETT HAtr. 

| The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedines 
| of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by un 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand a 
proved, if there be no objection. It is approved. 

BUST OF HANDEL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate acommn- 
nication from the Commissioners of the District of Colum! 
questing that authority be given them to accept a bust of H 
from the United German Singing Societies of Washington, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library, and orce 
| to be printed. 

CANCELING MACHINES IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a « 
nication from the Postmaster-GeneralL, transmitting certait 
formation relative to the purchase and rental of cancelin: 
chines to be used in that Department, and recommending that 
appropriation of $200,000 be made for the rental of these mach 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF ON PHILIPPINE TOBACCO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com! 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a translation 
a petition to the President of the United States dated Manila. P.|., 
| October 28, 1903, from the Tobacco Workers’ Guild in the Philip 
| pines, respecting the tariff on Philippine tobacco and cigars Un 
' ported into the United States; which, with the accompanying 


oe 


XT 


Wi 


we 


Pitter 


Fo 
J. 





| 


: is 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to | 
| Bean; 


] 
a. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


.ze from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 


its Chief Clerk, ann ane ed t that the House had passed 

authorizing the Yankton, Norfolk and Southern 

> Con —_ any to ¢ ct str uct a combined railroad, was gon, and 
* bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city 
Dak. 

essage also announced that the House had agreed to the 

nts of the Senate to the following bills: 

(H. R. 865) granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 


NING, 


1 (S. 8780) 


t¢ 2, & 


2019) granting a pension to Mary Gwynn; 


4045) granting a pension to Minnie Gusler; 
6089) granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 


| (H.R. 
ill (H. R. 
\ bill (H. R. 
agle; and 
\ bill (H. R. 


message 


6352) granting a pension to Mary Huff. 
ge further announced that the House had j 
iments the following 
‘e of the Senate: 
121) granting additional lands adjacent to its site to 
ity of Montana; 


assed with 
{ bill (S. 


Tniver 
Univers 


\ bill (S. 1548) granting an increase of pension to William W. | 
kson; and 
A pill (S. 3274) granting an increase of pension to Jane I. Long. 


The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
ents of the Senate to the following bills; asks confer- 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
,and had appointed Mr. Grsson, Mr. Miers of Indiana, 
| Mr. SULLOWAY managers at the respective conferences on the 
hone 
(H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pension to Frank J 
Li ail oniies 
\ bil 1 (H. R. 
att: 
A bill (H. R. 
ae 
ill (H. R. 
iild: 
A "bill (H. R. 


2809) granting an increase of pension to John 


2920) granting an increase of pension to Danie! 
2923) granting an increase of pension to John G. 


3032) granting an increase of pension to William 


\ bill (HL. R. 4136) granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
1 ll (H. R. 4251) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A 1 ll (H. R. 4526) granting an increase of pension to William 
enepara; 

A bill (H. R. 5367) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 


H. R. 5555) granting an increase of pension to James R. 


A bi I H. R. 5865) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
. bill (H. R. 6025) granting an increase of pension to John 
At Il (H. R. 6426) granting an increase of pension to David Z. 
bi i (H. R. 6705) granting 


man; 
A bill (H. R.8 


Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 8058) granting an increase of pension to William 


A an increase of pension to Edwin A. 


376) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 


M. Underhill; and 


A bill (H. R. 9583) granting an increase of pension to James H. 


Har: vis, 


eal 


Q 


( 


The message further announced that the House had passed the 


lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- | 


t 


A bill (H. R. 133) granting an increase of pension to James W. | 


ra 

bill (H.R. 153 
‘A bill (H. R. 194) 
A bill (H. R. 691) 


granting a pension to Harriet Snyder; 
granting a pension to Mary J. Bradley; 
granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 


’, Shurlock; 


bill (H. R. 729) granting 


O. Hodge; 


T 
I 


Fil 


McConkey: 


A bill CH. R. 
Jarrah; 

bill (H. R. 799) granting an increase of pension to Oliver A. 
man; 


A bill (H. R. 


742) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


805) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


A bill (H. R. 967) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 


Gruber; 


bills; in which it requested the con- | 


A bill (H. R. 1170) granting ar 
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1iner 


ease 


A bill (H. R. 1176) granting anin f pension to George W. 
Kimble: 

A bill (H. R. 1268) granting an incre: if to : B. 
Hart; : 

A bill (H. R. 1285) granting an increase of p n dam 
Gosage; ; 

A bill (H. R. 1515) granting a pension to Lucy Warren; 

A bill (H. R. 1519) granting a pension to Thom oe Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 1528) granting an increase of pensioi Charles 

’. Jaralemon; 

A bill (H. R. 1575) granting an increase of pension to Henry F. 

| Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 1882) granting an increase of pen » James 
Durkee; 

A bill (H. R. 1953) to provide for an additional associate justice 

| of the supreme court of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 2110) granting a pension to Mary Farrell; 

A bill (H. R. 2121) granting a pension to Gertrude Merrill; 

A bill (H. R. 2189) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Spindler; 

A bill (H. R. 2371) granting a pension to Sarah J. Herman; 

A bill (HE R. 2490) granting a pension to John MI. vnard 

A bill (H. R. 2491) granting a pension to Larkin Maynard; 

A bill (H. R. 2529) to set apart certain lands i: Ter ry 
Arizona as a public park, to be known a r} tt l Fores 
National Park; ”’ 

A bill (H. R. 2557) granting an increase of pe » James 
Carr; 

A bill (H. R. 2589) granting a pension to Susanna Cosgrove 

A bill (H. R. 2767) #Tran ting an increase of pe 1O1 » John E 
Ni “gs 

(H. R. ) granting an increase of p to John W 
Hi i: 
\. bill (H. R. 2862) granting an increase of pension to Henrietta 
A. Pry ce 

A bill (H. R. 2928) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Bus!n n; 

A 1 (H. R. 8035) granting an increase of ion to William 
D. Hal 

A bill (H. R. 3167) granting an increase of sion to James 
Littleton 

A bill (H. R. 3288) granting an increase of sion to Nathan 
L. Meands; 

A bill (H. R. 3806) granting an increase of pension to ¢ ) 
H. Sweet: 

A bill (H. R. 3902 4 pensi » Martha J. Derrin 

A bill (H. R. 4252 a rease of nsion to George 
M. Gibbons; 

Al | i. B. 1355 ap ! o XM l JAV 

A bill (H. R. 4405 t t l y I Carl W. 
Albrecht; 

A bill (H. R. 4634) granting an i | to Randolph 
T. Stoops; 

A bill (H. R. 4798 ing nereas to Margare 
F, Harris: 

A bill (H. R. 4874) ing a pension to Charles V. Billig: 

A bill (H. R. 4889) granting an increas pension to Hen 
C. Belt: 

A bill (HL. R. 4941) granting a pension to Mary J. Wilson: 

A bill (H. R. 4968) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
E. Clary; 

A bill (H. R. 4994) granting an incre f pens to Mary P 
Sheets; 

A bill (H. R. 4997) granting a pension to Franklin B. Lippin 

A bill (H. R. 5008) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
McCord; 

A bill (H. R. 5091) granting an increase « n to Williat 


an increase of pension to Freeman | 


| Kennedy, alias Leonard; 


A bili (H. R. 
Holcomb: 


| M. Price; 


| A bill (H. R. 52 
| <A bill (H. R. 537 


| M. Pitts; 


| 
| “4 bill CH R. 
Davis; 
A bill (H. R. 
| __A bill (H.R. 
| Herold; 


| A bill (H.R. 


| B. Hunt; 
| <A bill (H. R. 
Street; 


A bill (H. R. 


5262) 


5906 


5395) 
547 


) 
6) 


564 5S 
5682) 


5693) 


granting 


) granting an in 


‘Tes 


an increase 


ise 


granting a pension dh » Ma 


granting an in 


‘re 


>) granting an increase of pensi 


Aten 


of pension to Wil im 


> 


) granting a pension to Frances Reck: 


granting an in 


granting an in 


cre 


‘rea 


a 


grant ing an increas 


e of pr 


se 


n to Margaret 
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Ab H. R. 7394) granting an increase of pension to Amelia H.T 
Hutchins: A bill (EL R. 10179) granting an increase of pension t 
A bill (H. R. 7411) granting an increase of pension to Mat- H. | 
thew Caldwell; A bill (H. R. 10209 
A bill (H. R. 7488) granting an increase of pension to Corinne ret De aney: 
Tolman; A bill (. R. 10264) granting an increase of pension to L 
bill (H. R. 7470) granting an increase of pension to Isaac B. Amberg; : 
et forth, alias Napolea 1 B. Gordon; A bill (EL R. 10399 
bill (H. R. 750 granting a pension to Mary E. Springer: Marshall: 


9 


ranting an increase of pension to M 


granting an increase of pension t 





H. B. 75 gr g ncrease of pension to “Emil ly A till (H. R. 10531) granting an increase of pension t 

Cz W. Farr: 
d H. B. 73 pranting an increase of pemsion to Albert Al H. R. 10576) granting a pension to Lulu E. M 
Costigan: A tall H. ms 107 76: to auth: rize t the Secretary of War 
A bill (A. R.7 granting an increase of pension to George from the citi f Missoula, Mont., deeds donating to t! 


P. Malloch; States certain land for the enlargement of the military r 
A bill (H. R. 7698) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin | tion of Fort Missoula, “Mont.: ‘ 
R. W. Mockabee; A tall (H. R. 10792) granting an increase of pension to Fr 
A bill (H. R. 7726) granting a pension to Jasper N. W. Rog- | Lockley: 
ers: A bill (H. R. 10822 ) granting an increase of pension to A 
A bill (H. R. 7754) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah Smith: 
Myers: A bill (H. R. 10847) granting an increase of pension to Jat 
A bil . R. 7778) granting a pension to Frank H. Clark; Knowles; ; 
Al H. R. 8010) granting an increase of pension to Josiah B. A bill (H. R. 10901) granting an increase of pension d 
Deeter: Quinn; 
A bill (H. R. 8025) granting an increase of pension to James A bill (H. R. 10912) granting an increase of pension to L 
Payton: | J. Whitney: 
\ bill (H. R. 8044) granting an increase of pension to Seymore A bill (H. R. 10919) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
F. Burlingame; Oliver; 
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1] (FI. R. 10935) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
H. R. 110866) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
H. R. 11074) grantin nsion to Merritt R. Simpson; 

ll (H. R. 11141) grantin £ pension to John B. 

1 Hi. 11169) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 

] ; R. 11175) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 8. 


| (H. R. 11229) granting a pension to Francis M. Good; 


iting an increase of pension to Augus- 


‘ 


R. 11557) granting a pension to Alfred D. Burton; 
1(H. R. 11558) granting an increase of pension to James 


H. R. 11575) granting a pension to Abel N. Button; 
7 2 ] 


ting an Increase of pension to Ca 
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i] (H. R. 11649) grantins 


an increase or pension to Mahn 


1.R.11654) granting an increase of pension to Augnu 




















ial of the Board of Commerce of De 
nst an appropriation being ma e 

iace; Whit 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 









He al resented ¢ tition of the Anti-Saloon League of Lan- 
I iti sundry citizens of Branch County, 
Hiich., praying for the enactment of le ion to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicatn juors; which were re- 
‘ ov, } ‘ : 1 ; = 
ferred to the Committee.on the Ju 





Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of N. J. Hester and 24 
ther citizens of America, Ill., praying for the passage of the so- 
‘Brownlow good-roads bill;’’ which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


He also presented a memorial of the Manufacturers and Ship- 
+ 
L 





pers’ Association of Rockford, Ill., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called ‘‘ eight-hour bill; *’ which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 
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0 presented a petition of John A. I Ty 
ment of Ihnois, Ladies of the Grand Art he Re 
lic, of Chicago, Tll., and a petiti | 
’ 


rtment of Dlinois, Grand Army of 1 Repul 





for the enactmen 


+ ha (nm? + , ; 
to THe mmit ( 























Westminster, all in the Sta Ma T I 
ration of the char ma l file 1 \ 
enator from the Stat U w) 1 Com 
ittee on Privileges and Elections 
Mr. LONG presented a memorial of Lichty Brot] f We 
ington, Kans., remonstrating ag 
* parcels-post bill; ’’ which w erred t mn J 
Offices and Post-Roads. 
He also pr a] tion of Mavrfl r ( le, No. 80 
partment of La s of the Grand 
of Lawrence, f Jam lds P I 
partment of I 1 Army of the R l vi 
Kans., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; whi 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions 
Je also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Seneca, Wil 


son, Parsons. 











2526 





regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ANKENY presented petitions of W. T. Kenney Circle, No. 
12, Department of Washington and Alaska, Ladies of the Grand 


Army of the Republic, of Blaine; of General Milroy Post, No. 62, | 


Department of Washington and Alaska, and of George Washing- 
ton Cirqle, No. 2, Department of Washington and Alaska, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Bellingham, all in the State of Wash- 
ington, praying for the enactment of aservice-pension law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LATIMER presented a petition of 80 citizens of Water- 
bury, Conn., praying that an appropriation be made for the con- 
struction and maintenance of public highways; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. QUARLES presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Mi 
of Waupaca; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
( 

Good Templars, of Caldwell; of Lodge No. 128, of Auburn; of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Whitewater; 
if Lodge No. 295, Independent Order of Good Templars, of But- 


ernut; of Lodge No. 183, Independent Order of Good Templars, | 


( 

T 

of Cambria; of the congregation of the Mount Hope Baptist 
Church, of Edmund; of Lodge No. 242, Independent Order of 
Good Templars, of Buena Vista; of the Wisconsin Sunday Rest 
Milwaukee; 
sundry citizens of Centerville; of sundry citizens of Trempolian; 
sundry citizens of Racine; of the O. L. Packard Machinery 
Company, of Milwaukee, and of Nordon Lodge, No. 60, Inde- 
pendent Order of Good Templars, of Ashland, all in the State of 
Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Monday Club, of Waupun, 
Wis., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REEDSMOooT,a Senator from the State of Utah; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Council No. 155, United Order of 
Commercial Travelers, of Appleton, Wis., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to place the claims of traveling salesmen on 
the list of preferred creditors in bankruptcy cases; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association of Milwaukee, Wis., 


A 


Association, of 


Ol 


and a petition of the Western Association of Shoe Wholesalers, of | 


Chicago, Il., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 


the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were | 


referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Live Stock Breed- 
ers’ Association, and a petition of the Wisconsin State Board of 
Agri 





State agricultural experiment stations; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ripon, Wis., 
praying for the passage of the so-called ‘‘ Brownlow good-roads 
bill;’? which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

fe also presented the petition of Rev. W. A. Cutler, of Mil- 
vaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit postal order or registry business being done on Sunday; 
vhich was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
directors of 
that they are ‘*‘ in hearty sympathy with the movement calling for 
encouragement and friendly legislation on the part of Congress to 
enlarge and extend the American merchant marine; to remove, 
as far as possible, any impediment or discrimination tothe Amer- 
ican merchant marine now existing, and to put it upon an equal- 
ity before the law with any merchant marine sailing under the 


I present resolutions adopted by the board of 


fiag of the most favored nation: Provided, however, That this | 


board of trade is unalterably and uncompromisingly opposed to 
any enactment by Congress that shall involve the payment of any 
subsidy, it being the firm conviction that the magnitude of the 
commerce to be carried, the unlimited supply of material within 
our own borders for the construction of vessels, and the unequaled 
ability of our people in the construction of the same, together 
with their recognized superior seamanship, place the people of 
this nation upon a footing on which they are able to cope with all 
the world without material aid.’’ I move that the resolutions be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Ministerial Asso- 
ciation of Monroe City, Mo., and a petition of the Fortnightly 
Club, of Kirkwood, Mo., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from 
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| Mount Kisco, Carmel, Canton, Andover, Pike, Silver Creek, (; 
thodist Episcopal Church of Union Valley; of sundry citizens | 


‘hurch of Waterloo; of Lodge No. 146, Independent Order of | 


of sundry citizens of Columbus; of | 


iculture, praying that an appropriation be made in aid of | 


the Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., declaring | 
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| the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of sundry citizens of Patch- 
| ogue, of the Woman’s Club of Sandy Hill, of the Young Woman's 
Industrial Club of Saratoga Springs, of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Kendall, of the congregation of 
the South Presbyterian Church of Syracuse, of the congregation 
| of the United Presbyterian Church of York, and of sundry cit;- 
| zens of New Brighton, Port Richmond, and Graniteville, all in 
the State of New York, praying for an investigation of the charces 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the Stato 
of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges andj 
Elections. 
He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Onond 


ajoharie, Lewiston, Richmond, Richford, Mexico, Walwori 
Northfield, West Hampton Beach, Bayport, Bloomfield, Genes 
Falls, Dryden, Port Cluster, Lewis County, Lakewood, Chaut: 
qua, Essex County, Warrensburg, Rochester, Horseheads, New 
York City, Steuben County, Little Genesee, Cabin Hill, Hagaman, 
Ontario, Prince Bay, Wellsville, Old Saratoga, Oswego, and Utica 
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of F) 
| Creek; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Lowville; 
| the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Low- 
| ville; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Mon 
town; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Cobleskill; 
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Columbia Count 
of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of West Hamp: 
Beach; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
Sidney; of the congregation of the Congregational Church of Ric 
ford; of the Sixth Ward Woman’s Christian Temperance Uni 
of Rochester; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union « 
Silver Creek; of the congregation of the Methodist Episco) 
| Church of Malone; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Webster; of the congregation of the Universalist Church 
Potsdam; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Chm 
of Lawrence; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of La 
| rence; of sundry citizens of Burke, Jamestown, and Port Jeff 
son, allin the State of New York, praying for the enactment 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicat 
| ing liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Jui 
ciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Board of Trade 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for t! 
construction of a new custom-house at that city; which was | 
| ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Phila 
delphia, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of legislatio: 
| providing for the Government inspection of grain at termi! 
| points; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, New 
Albany, West Finley, Sharon, Berks County, Honesdale, P 
Allegheny, and Reading; of the congregation of the United 
Brethren Church of Reading; of the congregation of the Met! 
dist Episcopal Church of Canton; of the Prohibition Alliance « 
Grover; of the congregation of the United Brethren Church oi 
Everson; of the Christian Civic Union of Greensburg; of th 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Milton; of th 
| congregation of the Second United Presbyterian Church of 
diana; of the congregation of the First United Presbyterian 
| Church of Indiana; of the General Assembly’s Permanent Commit- 

tee on Temperance of the Presbyterian Church of Pittsburg; 0! 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Mohrsville; of t! 
| congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Oakmont: : 
| the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Honesdale: of t! 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Honesdale; of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Thompson; of tlic 
congregation of the First Baptist Church of Sharon; of the co 
gregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Sharon; of tlic 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Sharon, and of the 
Lawrence Local Sunday School Association, of Tioga County, al! 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of lesis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicatins 
| liquors: which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the congregation of t! 
Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church, of St. Paul, Minn., prayins 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mankato, 
Minn., praying that an appropriation be made for the construc- 
tion and maintenance of public highways; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Lumber Trade 
Club, of Boston, Mass., praying for the establishment of a national 
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erve in the hy Vhite Mountains; which was re fert red t oon 
teaon Forest Reservations and the Protection of Gam 

MoLz URIN ited sundry papers toaccomp aie bill 
;) for the relief of U. Lunenberger; which were referred to 
mimittee on Claims. 

PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of sundry « iti- 
‘Connecticut, in support of the bill (S. 4151) granting an 
e of pension to Thomas J. Spencer; which was referred t 
:mittee on Pensions. 

WARREN —— ed pap ers to accompany the bill (S. 4523) 
relief of James Roach, deceased, of Hinds County, Miss.; 
S, 4444) for ‘the relief of ‘Jol in Mo ony of Gra inger County, 

the bill (S. 4447) for the relief of Dr. Willi am O. Robards 





le County, Ky.; the bill (S. 4465) f f & the solic f of the estate 
neis Fisk, of Orleans Parish, haat 19 bill § - £467 ) for the 
‘ f the est ate of Ale xander Roth . of Ibe rville Parish, La.: 
1 (S, 4468) for the relief of M. W.s stewart, of enanee 
La.; the bill (S. 4543) ) for the reli t ¢ of W. J. Winsett, of 
i County, Tenn.: the |} ill (S, 4539) for the relief of the es- 
Robert Edw: rds, of Madison County, Tenn.; the bill 
) for the re lief of the estate of Augustus Catchings, de- 
re of Hit ds Cr ounty ; ee as the bill (S. 44{ L) for , the re- 
oseph Brugere, of Orleans Parish, La.; the bill (S. 4292) 
relief of Raif rd Bre few! igton, of Sampson County, N. C.; 
f ef of Julia A. Thomas, of Scotts 
.; the bill (S. 1020) for the relief f of Benjan nin Hawes, 
inty, Miss.; — ill (8. 1152) for the relief of William 
an, of Newton County, Miss.; the bi li (S. ee for the 
he heirs of cones Te rend’ York & Hoover, apid 
it 4.; the bill (S. 380 for th e relief of Mrs. a 1 se <o n, of 
\ ) (S. 1090) for the relief of Thomas S 
, of Hir ds ( County, Miss.:; the bill (S. 4464 f r the relief of 
ite of J. M.C harpe ntier, de eased, of St. M: ry Parish, La.; 
5. 1340) }) for the relief of Thomas E. Robi ,of Hende 
ill (S. a4 70) for the reli £ of Bi Lhe 
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. Ky.; the bill (S. 4537) for 
teof R. L. and Elizabeth D. KE ans, of Shelby Co1 


, e ‘ 7 2 sf 
ef of the estate of Puri 

















ty, Miss.; bill (S. 1167) for the relief of I 
f Adams County, Miss.; the bill (8S. 3755) fe f 
estate of James Henderson. decease 1, of Hin 
] 
4 
I 
it d 
I tee on Fore f 
+ lay ‘ Tyixwicinar Tn § sient 
esenredc ail i I cal Wivision XN ° 3. Ancl t 
f Hibernians, of I , remonstrating against tl 
yy f. +, ster nt , } TY } +«+ ‘ 
OD OL @ vreavy OF Ir | = en tac United states a 
Peitosme aephioh <x Yammitt » Wor 
ritalin; Which was 1 the Committee on Fore 
iS. 
) presented resolutions adopted by the Associated Repub- 
1 f iy a WY r : 7 4 } } 
bs of Kings County, Bap, bors resolutions adopted 
man-American Repubiican Central Club of Cook Count 
essing sympathy on the d ith of Hon . Marcus A. Han 
ator from the State of Ohio; which were ordered to lie 
1016, 
, [Ay a noatitinry } yy 7 yroiete Tomy ” 
) presented a pi m of the Womans’ Christian Temper- 
ion of Bayou La Batre, Ala., praying for an investigati 
he — 1 14 . : y * 
irges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 





: State of Ut ‘ah; which was referred to the Committee on 
ges and Elections. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom we 
ed the following bills, reported them severally without 
iment, and submitted reports thereon: 

(H. R. 7410) granting an increase of pension to Enos D 
and 
~ (H. R. 9035) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 





A 


fcCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
referred the following bills, reported them severally wi 


amet! dents, and submitted ré ports thoreon: 


A 


bill (S. 836) granting an increase of pension to William 


Lechleidner; 































































A bill (S. 4455) granting an e of 7 n to A L J. 
- 
Bu ind 
A bill (S. 885) granting a pen  t rah A. G 
Mr. McCUMBER, from the - ¢ hom 
| were referred the lewing 3, re { 1 ea \ i 
ame 1ent, 2nd st nitted r Tts t! 
4 , A 
yo kA (S. oJ ) sranvua ao incl ‘ n ft A , 
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_ * + T 
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Be and 
A bill (H. R. 8811) grax ran i I 
Dougherty. 
Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Tatts f ( ; 
n Pensions. to w 1 were ] " 
em severally Without a and sg 
thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 10741) granting a per n to Mary T 


A bill (H. R. 11845) granting a pension to Joseph H. H in 
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A | (11. R, 8733) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
refe the bill (S. 1394) granting an increase cf pension to Lewis 
\ rep d it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port reon 
y from the same com1 e. to whom were referred the 
f ng bills, req d them severally without amendment, and 
su reon: 
nll (H. R. 6455) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
W. ‘ Y 
\ H. R. 7096) granting an increase of pension to Eva A. 
B 
\ bill (H. R. 8966) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Finl 
A bill (H. R. 7559) eg 


‘anting a pension to Caroline Hurley: 
: ; 


3124) granting an increase of pension 


A bill (H.R. 7444) granting an increase of pension to Washing- 
1 m j | i 1 

\ bill (H. R. 9376) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Renthle1 

\ bill (H. R. 10268) granting an increase of pension to Marga- 
ret IK. Keller; 

4 1 (H. R. 11548) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
5. P 


cranting an increase of pension to Bartlett 





7 

A bill (H. R. 9753) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
. es 

| (H. R. 7737) granting an increase of pension to Howard 
il 2. 9273) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
we “tt 

A bill (H. R. 9037) granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke; 

\ bill (1. RK. 10850) granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
L. Pow 

Ab H. R. 10706) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
J. W 

\ bill (H.R. 10694) granting an increase of pension to Alderson 
T. Kee 

H. R. 10748) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
R 

A | H. R. 11413) granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
F’. Morto1 nd 

A bill { 11319) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Arno] 

Mr. CA} ACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them seve rally without 
a Lent in ubmitted 1 ports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7 ) granting an increase of pension to Rachel 
Large: 

A bill (H. R. 10068) granting an increase of pensicn to James 
G. Saims; and 

A bill (H. R. 9421) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
P. Mars} 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 8573) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin E. Myers, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
re t thereon 


Mr. FOSTER of W ashington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
S.2971) granting a pension to Amelia 


amendment, and submitted a report 


whom was! rrecd§t » OLE 


{ t 
Walsh, reported it with an 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
| ;, 805) granting an increase of pension toJohn R. Evans, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

from the same committee, to whom were referred the 


rie also, 


following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
subi ane Sancese Sheree: 
A bill (S. 3946) granting an increase of pension to Jesse Bright; 
A bil 1( H. 5155) granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Tomp! ns 
A | . R. 8771) granting a pension to Walter F. Horner; 
At im ( 7 . R. 10046) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


J. Campton; and 


A bill (H. R. 8970) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


B. Hart 

Mr. BURNHAM. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 8825) granting an increase of pension to 
nna H. Lyman, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
. report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 


> 


oh 
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A bill (H. R. 11194) granting an increase of pension to Fra 
S. Nickerson; 

a bill (H. R. 6869) ng an increase of pension to Lorenz, 
D. Elme Ts 

A bill (H. R. 11052) granting an increase of pension to M 
ton Livingston; and 
A bill (H. R. 111138) 
Soules 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to wh 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 44) as to the provisi ! 
‘An act for th e relief of certain settlers on the public lands 
to provide for the payment of certain fees, purchase mone 
commission paid on void entries of public lands,’ 
16, 1880, reported it with an amen: jae nt. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom y 

on the bill (S. 3377) granting an increase of pension to. 

Tyree, reported it with amendments, and submitted a1 
therenn: 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred 
following bills, aon them each with an amendment, and 
mitted reports thereor 

A bill (S. 783) sonaitieanedh tee rease of pension to William M: 
and 

A bill (S. 4078) 
Steele. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
referred the following bills, reported them severally wit] 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5568) granting an increase of pension to F: 
Chapman: 

A bill (A. R. 5749) granting a pension to James B. Combs 

bill (H. R. 6977) granting an increase of pension to Mary A, 
Graves: 

A bill (H. R. 10378) g 
J. Shell; 

\ bill (H. R. 9803) granting an increase of pension to G: 
farlan; 

ill (H. R. 11310) granting an increase of pension to John WW 


Ea 


granting an increase of pension to § 


, € 


« 


’ approved Jun 


granting an increase of pension to Tho: 


yranting an increase of pension to Sa 


A bill (H. R. 9024) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 





bill (H. R, 9426) granting 
S. ‘ ampbel il: 

A bill (H. R. 7992) granting an increase of pension to Isi 
F. Chamberlain; 

A bill (H. R. 8231) granting an increase of pension to J 
Genawissh: 

A bill (H. R. 9835) granting a pension to Maggie Fitzpa 
and 

\ bill (H. R. 7999) granting an increase of pension to D 
W. Williamson. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to wh 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with 
amen d ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 4285) granting an increase of pension to John H 


an increase of pension to William 


A bill (S. 4349) granting an increase of pension to Laura A 


Roof. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to w! 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally wit! 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Celia C. Owen; 

A bill (H. R. 6999) granting an increase of pension to Albert W 
Jones: 

A bill (H. R. 10180) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. McDowell: 

A bill (H. R. 5532) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Vassar; 

A bill (H. R. 8173) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Waters; 

A ah (H. R. 8648) granting a pension to Shadrach D. Bardi: 

A (H. R. 7236) granting an increase of pension to Williaiu 
R. Mot Sulloagh: 

A bill (H. R. 9988) granting an increase of pension to William 
Ellis; and 

A bill (H. R. 8849) granting a pension to James S. Lauderdale 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BAL), from the C ommittee on Pen 
= to whom were referred the following bills, reported thei 

“ach W a an amendment, and submitted a report thereon: 

A bill (S. 2661) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Klingler; oe 

A bill (S. 8810) granting an increase of pension to Virginia B. 


' Mullan. 


4 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Bat), from the Committee on Pen- 
ns, to whom were referred the following bills, submitted them 
syerally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

\ bill (H. R. 5849) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
R. Brown; : 

\ bill (H. R. 6816) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

el; 

\ bill (H. R. 6817) granting a pension to Rosa Glass; 

A . bill (H. R. 6885) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
A b ‘ll (H. 
W. I Mi iller; 
bill (H. 
\ bill (H. 
M. T: pees 
\ bi : (H. R. 10648) granting an increase of pension to Agnes 


R. 9127) § 
Br 11536) 


ranting a pension to Moses Schuman; 
2 ‘ranting an increase of pension to Edward 


wer 


eare : 
A bi iT (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to Emma Crosier; 
bill (H. R. 7805) g granting an increase of pension to William 


N. ‘Hall; 


A bill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase of pension to Peter | rs 


7 


Minkler; 

A bill (H. R. 8185) granting a pension to Herman Lemmerman; 

A bill (H. R. 8343) granting a pension to Annie P. Ervirg, for- 
merly Cilla Zerbe; 

l 8991) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Mattison; 

A bill (H. R. 8992) granting 
C. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 8079) granting an increase of pension to Char! 
La Forest; 

A bill (H. R. 8863) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
O’ Malley; 

A bill (H. R. 9610) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Halling; and 

‘ bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension to Virginia Boyd. 

. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8692) to authorize 
the apprehension and detention of insane persons in the District 
of Columbia, and providing for their temporary commitment in 
the Government Hi spital for the Insane, and for othe ‘r purposes, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10145) to provide for appeals, 
writs of error, and other appellate proceedings from the circuit 
and district courts of Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texas, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pe 
were 1 {the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out : amen oe and submitted reports thereon: 

A bi sill - 96°83) granting a pension to Henry Austin; 

A bill Ot %. 5368) granting a 
Simmons: a 

A bill (H. R. 
H, Crawl rd. 


an increase of pension to William 


ferret 


10904) granting an i 


JOSEPH WEEMS. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions. 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
of pension to Joseph Weems, 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 
name of Joseph Weems, late private, Company A, First Regi- 
ment Tennessee Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv ing. 

The bill was re ported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LUCIUS E. POLK, 


Mr. CARMACK. Iam directed by the Committe 


»on Pensions, 


nsions, to whom | 


} 


| 
| 
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out amendment. The bill simply provides for an adjournment of 
the circuit and district courts of the United States to Newport, 
Vt., in case the judges shall see fit. I understand there is ample 
provision there in the way of a place for holding court, and no 
new building is asked for. I request that the bill be put upon its 


yassage. I call the attention of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Dassen) to it. 
The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent t} 
| Senate, as in Committe? of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 


j ti Nn. 
R. 6814) granting an increase of pension to Edward | 


It provides that hereafter in each year one of the stated 
terms of the circuit and district court of the United States f 
district of Vermont may, when adjourned, be adjourned to meet 
at Newport. 

The bill was reported to the Senate 


without amendment. ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tin ind passed. 
COURTS IN FLORIDA. 
Mr. eee I am directed by the Committee on ¢e 


1 


Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 450 
sittings af the circuit and district c urts 0 f the 


, 


») to 


south 


provide for 


rm district 





Florica in the city of Fernandina id district, to report it 
| favorably without amendment, and for its present consid 
ration. 

rhe Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 


| Senate. 


| to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third t 


n increase of pension to William 


crease of pension to Edson | 


asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 


tion. It provides that in addition to the tim sand places now 

fixed by law for the sitting of the circuit court of the Un 1 

States for the southern district of Florida ther ‘re shall be a session 
| of the circuit court in the city of Fernandina on the first M 


in April in each year hereafter; and that there shall b: 
term of the district court of the Unit 
listrict of Florida in the city of Fernandina on the 
in April in each year hereafter. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


i States for the southern 





first JV 


amendment. « 
ime, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN BLUEFIELD, W. VA. 





Mr.SCOTT. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and ¢ ene to whom was referred the bill (S_ 752) provid- 
ing for the erection of a public building in the city of Bluefield, 

WV. Va., to re ep rt it f aoe with an ame! Iment, and I submi 
a report thereon. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

There being no beter the Senate, as in Committe: tl 
Whole, proce eded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the committee was, in section 1, page 1, line 
10, before the word ‘* thousand,”’ to strike out the words ‘‘ and 
fifty;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authori and 
directed to cause to be erected upon the site already sel and pu I 
by him in the city d, W. Va..a building to be used as ar i 
post-office buildin iolding Unit Sta rt d r 
purposes of the | iment & i y 3 V Va., 

| which said building sl nplete, 1 i tl 1 Sli 

The amendment d to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


11021) granting an increase | 
to report it favorably without | 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the | 


h 
the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4642) for the relief 
trustees of the Christian Church of Pleasant Hill, Cass C ity 
Mo.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. sa sxccompany the bill I present the affidavit 
of R. L. Walker, L. A. Rayborn. and Earl Pa arker, trustees of the 

Christian Church at Pleasant Hill, Cass County, Mo. I movi 
| the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Committe 
on Claims. 


| 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8227) granting a pension to | 


Luc ius E. Polk, to report it favorably without amendment, and 
I ask for its present consideration. 


Th yy being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- | 


ter the W hole. It proposes to pines on the pension roll the 
ae of Lucius E. Polk, late ce: apts in Company D, Forty-third 


Regiment United States Volunte« r Infe untry, war with Spain, and 
to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COURTS IN VERMONT. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S, 4165) to provide that a term of 
the circuit and district court of the United States for the district | 
of Vermont may be held at Newport, to report it favorably with- 


XXXVI 159 


| 
' 


| 


| 


The motion was agree da to. 
Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 4648) granting an 





crease of pension to Willi um Weddington; which was read twi 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. PATTERSON introdv la bill (S xthen and 
upbuild the American merchint marine; which was read twi 
| by its title, and referred to the Committ n Con j 
Mr. McLAURIN introduced the following bills: which were 
seve may read twice by their titles, and ref d to the Com 
tee on Claims: 
A bill (S. 4645) for the relief of the heirs of J. H. Peeples, 
ceased (with an accompanying paper): 
*A bill (S. 4646) for the relief of the heirs J. B. Clai 
| ceased (with accompanying papers): and 
A bill (S. 4647) for the relief of Matihew But vith an ac- 
companying paper). 
Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 4648) granting an iner 
| of pension to John T. Rader; which was read twice by its t 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 


Pensions. 
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Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 4649) granting a pension to | Mr. PLATT of C onnecticut introduced a bill ( 


Charles k ivis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accoInpanying paper, referre . to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill 4650) providing for the payment 
to the! York Marine Repair Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y., of 
th ( th e} rs to the steamship Lind sfarne, necessitated 
by injuries received from bein fouled | the United States Army 

in May, 1900; which was read twice by its title 


’ 


the accompanying papers, 


d, with referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He a introduced a bill (S. — for the relief of James T. 
Rarry and Richard Cushion, executors of the last will and testa- 
ment of Martin Dowling, deceased; which was read twice by its 
tit und rred to the Committee on Finance. 

. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
e! read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
is. 

A bill (S. 4652) for the relief of Dr. Joseph P. Tunis; and 


. bill (S. 4653) for the relief of Joseph Miles (with an accom- 
panying paper). 

Mr. PEN ROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

\ bill (S. 4654) granting 
nam; and 

5 4655) | granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Shipp ith accompanying papers). 

Mir PL 1’ I’ of C onnecticut. I introduce by request a bill to 
establish a court of patent appeals, and for other purposes. I 
have already introduced two or three bills touching this subject. 
There are differences of opinion in relation to the details of such 
a bill. and this isa bill which is different from either of the others 
which [ have heretofore presented. I ask that it may be referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

The bill (S. 4656) to establish a court of patent appeals, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 4657) author- 
izing the payment of the Choctaw and Chickasaw town-site fund; 
which was 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4658) granting an increase 
of pension to Lemon H. Wiley; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ANKENY 
assessment labor on placer-mining claims; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

, CLAY introduced a ang: (S. 4660) granting an increase of 
pension to Ne llie B. Newton; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Comm ittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4661) anthorizing the erection of 
» building at Gainesville, Ga.; which was read twice 


an increase of pension to Vial A. Put- 





& post- ‘ 
by its titl 
and Grounds. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 4662) granting an increase 
pension to William H. Stanbs; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4663) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Hall: which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Penions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills: which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4664) to carry into effect the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the matter of the claim of William Viers Bouic, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Elijah Thompso m, deceased; 

\ 1 5. 4665) none occa pe nee oo . McGowan, widow 
A. McGowan, deceased: 
66) for th e relief of Kate Kearney Henry, 


and adu Linistr: itrix of Michael 


A bill (S. 46 widow 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 


and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings | 
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and adininis trix of James L. Henry y, dece ased: and 

A bill (S. 4667) for the relief of the estate of Jacob Reichard, 
deceased. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 4668) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Commodore John Barry; which was 
read twit y it ticle, and referred totheO ommittee on the Library. 

Mr Ki rl RE DG +E introduced a bill (S. 4669) to correct the mil- 
itary ord of George W. Samson; which was read twice by its 
title, al referred to the Comn 1ittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill ( i670) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas Hi. Devine: sad h was read twice by its title, and, | 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
810N8 


— FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4671) to remove the charge of 


desertion from the record of Peter Bougie; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


; . a - : | insurance paid by the E ure 
introduced a bill (S. 4652) relating to annual 





S. 4672) to auth 
ize the New York, New Haven and Hartford Rai Jroad Compan 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Connecti: t 
River; which was read twice by its titl e, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Commerce. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to appro, 
ate $4,000 for grading and macadamizing Twentieth street N] 
from Brentwood road to Queens (¢ ‘hapel road, in the District 
Columbia, intended to be Proj osed by him to the District of ( 
lumbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committ 
on the Distric t of ¢ ‘olumbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEYBURN submitted an amendment providing for t} 
construction of fully completed models of each vessel of war of 
the Navy which now has or may hereafter be given the nam 
States and cities of the United States, said models to be depos 
when bearing the name of a State. in the capitol building of said 
State, and, when bearing the name of a city, in the city hall 
said city, intended to be proposed by him to the naval appropria 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARMACK substituted an amendment intended to be pr 
posed by him to the bill (S. 3682) to establish four perma 
military camp grounds—in the vicinity of Fort Sam Hou 
Tex.; Camp Douglas, Wis.; in the Conewago Valley, Penns 
vania; and at or near Nacimiento Ranch, California, which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be propo 
by him to the bill (S. 2263) to require the employment of vess: 
of the United States for public purposes; which was ordered t 
lie on the table and be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—WILLIAM W. ARMSTR 


On motion of Mr. McComas, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
the » papers in the case of Wi liam W. ——? accompanying Senat 
4557, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, there having been no adverse re 
port on the same. 

EUREKA INSURANCE COMPANY OF PITTSBURG. 


Mr. McCOMAS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate, 
hereby. reqi 
in Senate 


ONG, 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he i 
ured to reexamine settlement No. 5000 of 1884, reported by 
Executive Docume - No. 5, Fifty-third Congress, third session, { 
ca Insurance Company, of Pittsburg, on t 
teamer Champion, payable to W.L. Jones, receiver, and to report w he 
the award is of the same character as those provided for in the deficiency 
act of March 3, 1903, te wether with a detailed statement of the facts. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
3ARNES, one Of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 26th instant approved and signed the following acts: 
An act (8S. 3400) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act granting a 
pension to Flora Stanton Kalk,’’ approved Fe — 25, 1899; 
An act (S. 782) granting a pension to Mary D. Duval; 
An act (S. 797) granting a pension to Mary H. Allen; 
An act (S. 1356) granting a pension to R obert Kelly 
An act (S. 1597) granting a pension to Rosa D. Mayl hew; 
An act (S. 1953) granting a pension to Susan Fenno; 
An act (S. 2215) granting a pension to Sallie. H. Hoff 
An act (S. 2245) granting an increase of pensi 












ecker; 
( on to Daniel Fritz; 

An act (S. 2298) granting a pension to Patrick J. Conway; 

An act (S. 2418) granting a pension to Marit Johnson; 

An act (S. 2557) granting a pension to Johniken L. Mynatt; 

An act (S. 2559) granting a pension to James Graham; 

An act (S. 2612) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bellamy; 

An act (S. 2841) granting a pension to Jane Patterson, 

An act (S. 88) granting an increase of pension to Miriam R. 


| Adams; 


An act (8S. 70) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Brown; 

An act (S. 136) granting an increase of pension to Mary T. 
Strickland: 

An act (S. 142) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 


| Nichols; 


An act (S. 189) granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. 


Wheeler; 


An act (S. 191) granting an increase of pension to Fr: incis Roy; 

An act (S. ‘oan ») granting an increase of pension to Frances Gray; 
ae act (S. 593) granting an increase of pension to William H. 

orn; 

An act (S. 594) granting an increase of pension to Finley T. 
Johnson; ; 

An act (S. 846) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
W. Collins; 

An act (S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Allen W. 
(alias Albert) Hall; 





See aici. 
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An act (S. 889) granting an increase of pension to Catherine A. 
Brown; ‘ ; , : 

An act (S. 891) granting an increase of pension to Erwin R. 
An act (S. 895) granting an increase of pension to Charles Dis- 
Ww: 

n act (S. 


Frogge; 


897) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 


An act (S. 962) granting an increase of pension. to Jennet Thoits; 

An act (S. 980) granting an increase of pension to Mary Von 
Kusserrow; 

Anact (S. 1239) granting an increase of pension to John Adam- 

An act 


oh 
ho erts: 


(S. 1241) granting an increase of pension to Hamlet F. 


An act (S. 42) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Davy is; 

An act (S. 1858) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
La ( ke we 


An act (S. 1428) granting an increase of pension to George Pen- 
nington; 

An act (S. 1451) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor H. 
Hord; 

An act (S. 1532) granting | an increase of pension to Electa 
Allen; 


An act (S. 1688) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Bellman: 

An act (S. 1689) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Houghton; 


An act (S. 1799) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 

De ck Es 
An act (S. 1802) granting 

Co rile ‘h; 

An act (S. 1911) granting an increase of pension to Ambrose 
W. Severance. 

An act (S. 1912) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Booker; 


An act 


an increase of pension to Isaac M. 


(S. 1937) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 





Richards; 
An act (S. 1947) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
ia ict (S. 1954) granting an increase of pension to Benton D. 
Bitner: 


An act (S. 1956) granting an increase of pension to Seth H. 
Craig 


An act (S. 2061) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Barlow; 

An act (S. 2068) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Roberts: 


An act (S 
Steele: 

An act (S. 
McVey; 

An act 
Willi ms, 3 ye 


. 2093) granting an increase of pension to Victoria M. 
2103) granting an increase of pension to John L. 


2126) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
as Thomas W. Lennox; 


An act (8. 2128) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Cashnald 

eedold;: 

An act (5S. 2217) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Riggs: 


2222) granting an increase of pension to Richard A. 


An act (S. 
Kendall; 
An act (S. 
Lathrop; 
An act (S. 2236) granting an increase of pension to James Reed; 
An act (S. 2250) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Pritchard; 
An act (S. 
Cummings; 
An act (S. 2374) 
Mi ses; 
An act (S. 2392) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Misne FS 
An act (S 
Adams; 
An act (S. 2440) granting an increase of pension to George 
isen: 


An act (S. 


2230) granting an increase of pension to Matilda C. 


oro 
wedi 


granting an increase of pension to Charles 


granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 


. 2416) granting an increase of pension to Mary Joanna 


2441) granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee: 


An act (S. 2496) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
Wing; 
. An acé (S. 2509) granting an increase of pension to Abner B. 
1dson: 


An act (S. 2517) granting an increase of pension to Elijah Farr; 

An act (8S. 2527) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Roberts: 

An act (S. 


2542) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Larkin; 


An act (S. 2543) granting an increase of pension to Ella B. 


Green; 


An act (S. 2544) granting an increase of pension to Albert T 
Severance; 
An act (S. 2548) granting an increase of pension to Emma 


McFarland; 
An act (S. 
Jellison; 


2549) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 


An act (S. 2558) granting an increase of pension to Sallie H 
Kincaid; 

An act (S. 2561) granting an increase of pension to Mathias § 
Friend; 

An act (S. 2576) granting an increase of pension to James Red- 


shaw; 


An act (S. 2577) granting an increase of pension to Albert Mar- 


| shall; 


Freeman; 


f 


An act (S. 2642) granting an increase of pension to Leonard G. 
An act S. 2643) granting an increase « 
Chapman; 
An act (S. 2 
Fawcett: 
An act (S. 
Kanouse; 


yf pension to Malinda H. 
668) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 


2689) granting an increase of pension to David M. 


\n act (S. 2712) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Billings; 

An act (S. 2797) granting an increase of pension to Edward A, 
Cotting 

An act (8. 2858) granting an increase of pension to Delia B 

An act (S. 2889) granting an increase of pension to John Beaird 


An act (8S. 2924) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E, 


Cormany; 


An act (S. 2947) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
bratton; 

An act (S. 2965) granting an increase of pension to John Her: 
inger; and 

An act (S. 3166) granting an increase of pension to Levi B 


uneed that the President of the Unit 


th instant approved and signed the following 


message also ann 
States had on the 
acts: 





An act (S. 486) granting a pension to Green B. Yawn; and 
An act (S. 1330) granting a pension to Jerry 8. Fish. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, an 
referred to the C ( re on Military Affairs 

A bill (H. R. 4405) to correct the miiitary record of Carl W 
Albrecht: 

A bill (H. R. 8 ) for the relief of Russel A. McKinley; and 

A bill (H.R. to authorize the § iry Wat ept 
from the citizens o I la, Mon ng t ! te 
tates rtain lands for the enlarge t 1 I % 
tion of Fort Missoula, Mont 

The following bills were severally read 1 by their titles, 
and referred t 11 on ! s 

A bill (i. ipart 1 the Territory of 
Arizona as a k, to be known as ** The Petrified F t 
National Park;”’ an 

A bill (H. R. 6787) to confirm and validate patents to certain 
lands situated in the Bitter Root Valley, State of Montana, abo 
the mouth of the Lo Lo Fork of the Bitter Root River. 

The bill (H. R. 6780) authorizing the Union Pioneer Mining and 
Trading Company to construct and maintain a bridge across t 
Catalla Creek, in the district of Alaska, was read twi 
title, and referred to the Co mmit ee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 1953) to provide for an additional associa 


tice of the supreme court of New Mexico, was read twice by it 


title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
J. HUDSON KIBBE, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays! heS 


ate a message from the President of the United St 3, and 
the attention of the Senator from North kot I 
BER]. The message will be read. 

The message was read, and ordered to lie on the table and be 








printed, as follows: 
To the Senate: 
In ee with the resolution of the S 
House of Representatives concur g), Iretur Ss l 
entitled “‘An act granting an increase of per to J. Hud } 
LHEO!I INOUSEVI 
Whuite Hovssr, February 
Mr. Mc CUMBER. I thi Link ¢ the me ssage should be follows d up 


by a resolution to compl te _ record, aa I submit a resolution 


( 
lered. 


di 
| and ask that it be immediately consi: 








ops 


<< * De 


2 


The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 








} 


| for the consideration of a bill which will not lead to debate. 


agreed to, as follows: 
tion of the President pro tempore in signing the bill 
rease of pension to J. Hudson Kibbe be rescinded. and 
{to the House of Representatives with the request 
to taken by the House with respect to the signature of | 
t passage of the bill be reconsidered, and that it be | 
} i fil ly, the beneficiary of the same being dead 
BUILDING FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ETC. 
a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before theSen- | 
bill 1508, ander the special order of the Senate. 
r. McCREARY. Iask the Senator from Indiana to yield to 
' al ent 
FAIRBANKS. Let the special order be laid before th¢ 
S ¢ 


Very well. 


y. A bill (S. 1508) to provide for the purchase | 
| the erection thereon of a public building to be used 
+ Department of State, a Department of Justice, and a De- 
Lott nt of Commerce and Labor. 
P SIDE NT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana 
y to the Senator from Kentucky? 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Ido. 


JAMES DENTON, 








Mr. McCREARY. Task unanimous consent for the immedi- 

consi ition of the bill (S. 4079) for the rehef of James Den 

Phe bill been favorably reported by the Committee on 

( s, and its passage is recommended by the Secretary of the 
\ md by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I yield to it if it does not lead to debate. 

. McCREARY. It will not. 
‘tary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
» as in Committee of the Whole. proceeded to its consider- 
It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to credit James 


n, collector of internal revenue for the eighth district of 
‘ with the sum of $57,189.77 (loss of tax-paid spirit 
ips of the amount of $49,401, and stubs or coupons to the 
umount of $7.788.77) for stamps charged to him lost in transit. 
r. GALLINGER. Mr. President. I think we ought to have 
explanation of the bill. It involves a very considerable 
amount. 

McoCREARY. The bill was reported favorably by the 
nmitree on Claims after it had been referred to the Secretar) 
he Treasury and to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
h the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner of In- 
al Revenne recommend the relief proposed in the bill. 

Phe bill is for the relief of James Denton, collector of internal 
revenue for the eighth collection district of Kentucky, and it di- 
ects the Secretary of the Treasury to credit James Denton, col- 


ector of internal revenue for the eighth district of Kentucky. 
the sum of $57,189.77 for loss of tax-paid spirit stamps of 
mount of 9.401, and stubs or coupons to the amount of 
$7,788.77 for stamps charged to him and lost in transit. 
‘resident, the stamps and coupons were stolen without the 


s 


I 
4 
i 


the collector, and the claim for the relief is, I think, cer- | 





tainly just. All who understand the business of the office of the 
ollector will know that stubs or coupons of tax-paid spirit stamps 
ire of no value unless they have the serial number on them, which 
s put upon them by the collector; and, again, they are marked 
by the stamp deputy, so called. The Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, in his letter to me, and also in his letter to the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury, makes the following statement: 


he stanips and coupor 
‘ 


is were stolen absolutely without fault of the col- 


lector is claim for relief is entirely just, and there is no other means of 
crediting his account except through the passage of the bill. 


l’urther on, he says: 
These star 
the t 


ips are absolutely valueless in the hands of the one who com- 
f to anyone to whom he might transfer them. 


‘The Secretary of the Treasury, in his letter to the chairman of 


mitted 


tor 


the Committee on Claims, says: 
In reply I have to state that the bill was referred to the Commissioner of 
[nt | Revenue, and herewith find his report, in which he recommends the 


a) ni n sndme 
Mr. GALLINGER. Did I understand the Senator to say that 
these stamps can not be used by the party who took them? The 
Senator's word is all I desire. 

Mr. McCREARY. I say that, and the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue savs it also. 


pa a slight an nt, and in this I concur. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I think, Mr. President, the bill ought to 
pass, by all means. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President——_ _ 
Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me for 
a very little bill for a court in the Indian Territory? 
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Mr. FAIRBANKS. 
to debate. 

Mr. BAILEY. I feel sure it will not. I ask unanimons con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 19) establish 
ing a United St murt at Marietta, Ind. T 





[have no objection, if the bill does not le 


tates c 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of ¢] 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PETER C. ASSERSON., 

Mr. NELSON. Iask the Senator from Indiana to yield to n 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. 
Mr. NELSON. 


I yield to the Senator. 
Lask unanimous consent for the present c 
Asserson. retired. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of t] 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been r 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment, 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
directed to adjust the pay of and gd to Civil Ex 
United States Navy. retired, the full amount of the retired pay o 
admiral of the nine lower numbers for-the time he has been on active « 

with that rank and whenever hereafter he shall be « 


hereby, authoriz 
ineer reter ©, 4 






since his retireme 
ployed on active duty 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ame 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rea 
the third time, and passed. 

COURTS IN TEXAS. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Indiana[Mr. Farrrani 
has kindly yielded to me that I may ask unanimous consen 
the Senate for the consideration of a very short court bill 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator tron 
ana yield? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I yield for the reason that [ underst 
the bill of the Senator will not lead to any debate and the Sen: 
is obliged to leave the Chamber. 

Mr. CULBERSON. IL[ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 10145) to provide for appeals, \ 
of error, and other appellate proceedings from the circuit and « 
trict courts of Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texus. w! 
was reported this morning by the Committee on the Judicia 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of t 
Whole. proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde1 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BUILDING FOR DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ETC, 

The Senate. as in Committee of the Whole. proceeded to consid 
the bill (S. 1508) to provide for the purchase of a site and the er 
tion thereon of a public building to be used for a 
state, a Department of Justice, and a Department o 

nd Labor; which had been reported from the Committee ou 
lic Buildings and Grounds with an amendment, to strike out a!! 
after the enacting clause and insert: 


In 


ynres 
a2 
S 





That the Secretary of State, the Attorney-General, the Secretary of Com 
merce and Labor, the President pro tempore of the Senate, the Speaker 
the House of Representatives, the chairman of the Committee on Pub 
Buildings and Grounds of the Senate, and the chairman of the Committ 
Public Buildings and Grounds of the House of Representatives, be, and t 
are hereby, created a commission, and they are hereby authorized and 
rected to acquire by purchase, condemnation or otherwise, all of the lat 
eitner block i67, blocK 169, or block 22i, in the northwest section of the citys 
Washington, in the District of Columbia, which does not belong to the U: 
States, for a site for the erection thereon of the building hereinafter prov 
for. The said commission, within sixty days after the approval o/ this a 


| shall determine in writing in which of said blocks land shall be acquired f: 


the purposes of this act. 

Seo. 2. That the said commission shall purchase the land authorized in sec 
tion lof this act as soon as practicable after having determined upon 
prices as may be fixed between the commission and the respective owne! 
not exceeding the cash value thereof, the same to beascertained by said cor 
mission from the testimony of real-estate experts or otherwise, as they may 
deem necessary, and payment therefor shall be made to the respective owners 
by the Secretary of the Treasury upon requisition therefor by the said ¢ 
mission, and upon the release and conveyance of said lands to the United 
States by good and sufficient deeds executed in due form of law. That if 
condemnation proceedings are necessary to acquire any portion of the land 
authorized to be acquired in this act such proceedings shall be in accordat 
with the provisions of the act of Congress approved August 30, 1800, provid- 
ing a site for the enlargement of the Government Printing Office (U. 5. 
Stat. L., vol. 26, chap. 887), and forsuch purpose the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall have and exercise all the powers conferred upon the Public Printer by 
Said act. 

Sxc. 3. That when said commission shall have secured a conveyance to the 
United States of the landsauthorized tobe acquired in this act, the Secretary 
of State, the Attorney General, and the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
are authorized and directed to cause to be erected upon the block in which 
said lands shall be acquired, a suitable building, with fireproof vaults, heat- 
ing and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and ac- 
commodation of the Department of State, the Department of Justice, and 
the Bepary*™ant of Commerce and Labor, and for other governmental pur- 
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poses That the construction of said building shal! be in charge of the Secre- | 
tary of State, the Attorney-General, and the Se retary of Commerce and | 
a wi 10 are hereby authorized and directed to select and adopt plans for | 
,said building, and to m ake contracts for its construction — ‘ter proper 
ertisements and the re -epti ym of bids; and, if they shi Ml invite plans by 

tition among arc hit xcts, to pay to the person submitting th e two sets 

uns next in order of mer rit to those selected such sums as, in their judg- 

‘shall be proper compensation for their preparation. The cost of said 
building, exclusive of site, shall not exceed $5,000,000. 


‘he PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee, which has been read. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, in section 1, on page 4, line | 








10. of the amendment, before the word ‘* block,’’ I move to strike 
ont “or: and in the same line, after the words ‘““two hundred 
nd twenty-one,’’ to insert ‘‘ or a suitable block south of Penn- 


PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 
The SrcreTARY. In section 1, page ‘, line 10, before the word 
‘block,’ it is proposed to strike out *‘ or;’’ and in the same line, 
after the wi rds ‘*two hundred and aan to insert ‘‘ ora 
le block south of Pennsylvania avenue.”’ 











amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
a +ER. I should like tohear the amendment which 
Wi rhe submitted by the Senator from Indiana again read. 
Mr. Gé RMA N. So should I 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be again 
stated. 
The SECRETARY. In sec a 1, page 4, line 10, before the word 
“ block,’’ it is Propo sed to strike out the word “‘or;”’ and in the 
same line, after — wo ey ‘two oe and twenty-one,”’ to in- 


sert ‘‘ or a suitable block south of Pennsylvania avenue,” so that, 
if an rend d, it will read: 

Allo 1e land in either block 167, block 169, block 221, or a suitable block 
of P nnsylvania avenue, in the northwe st section of the city of Wash- | 


he nm gpae I would suggest to the Senator to add | 
66 as 5 of fifteenth street,”’ so as to read “‘ sonth of Pe ‘nnsylvania 
enue, east of Fifteenth street.’’ That is the section of the city | 
we want t ) impr vo—the south side of Pennsylvania avenue. I 
think it had bett: r a e left open to go west of that point. 
Mr. FAIRBANK The amendment is entirely acceptable. 
The PRESIDENT foe tempore. The ame ndment will be stated. 
The Secretary. After the wor ds ‘‘ Pennsylvania avenue’”’ it 








is posed to insert ‘‘ east of Fifteenth street.”’ 

Tl e amen iment = the amend iment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANK In section 3, on page 5, line 14 

Mr. GALLING ; ER . Let me madiee a suggestion relating to this 
articular matter. 


ir. FAIRBANKS. Very well. 
ir. GALLINGER. I call the attention of the Senator to the 
language in lines 14, 15, and 16, of section 1, on page 4. 


he approval of this act, sl 








ry in 


it language was correct before the Sen ate or’s present umend- 
ment. I will suggest that the word ‘‘ sites’’ be substituted fox 
: land ’’ in line 16. 





the words ** blocks 1 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendmentto the amend 
n t ill bes ved. 5 7 

lhe SECRETARY. In section 1,on page 4, line 16, after the word 
e ,’ it is propesed to strike out * blocks land”’ and insert 

The : ndment ~ the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. G VAL LINGEI ia lin line 15 the word ‘*‘in’’ should be 
stri n out where : reads = aa writing in which of said blocks 
land s all t ye acquired.”’ t the word ‘‘in,’’ whereit occurs th 
second time ». be stric : 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment to the amend- 


ment will be stated. 
The Secretary. After the word ‘“ writing,’ in line 15, it is 
proposed to strike out the word ‘ in.”’ 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. That is necessary in consequence of the 
amendment already made. ; : 
r 7 nendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
“ATRB. ANKS. In line 14, page 5 5. section 3, at the begin- 





I the line, I move to strike out the three words, *‘a con 
veyance to” and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘**the title for;”’ 
an the same line to strike out the word “ of,’’ after the words 


** United States,’’ and insert the word ** to.”’ 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, section 3, line 14, before the words 
“the United States,”’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ a conveyance 
to.” ar insert “the title for;’’ and after the words ‘*‘ United 
States,’’ in the same line, to strike out “‘ of ’? and insert ‘‘ to.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Iofferan amendment.after the word ‘‘ com- 
mission,’’ in section 2, page 4, line 22, to strike out the words 































































‘from the testimony « 
y deem necessary,’ 
cémpetent evidence.”’ 
The PRESIDENT pr 
ment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. 
*‘commission,’’ it i 
of real-estate experts 
and insert ‘‘ 
Mr. McCUM! 
for wishing this cenaniineat 
place too much force in the words— 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. i 
me to interrupt him, that the ¢ 
. Mel enon 


ereof the words 


On page 4, 


.( roth é rwi 
from compe tent evi 
“Mr. Presi: de 


. 


r, if he will allo 


dment is entirely proper 


uuld be some reason — for the at 
eet 9 reason which I think shoul 1 cnid 
in its labors to some ext 
all cases of this 
perts, and very litt! 
assessed, and bu 
value of the 1 rope 
In going ove 
safe to say that the e 
i “pose so as to 
value placed on it, at 
the testimony of ex] 
id from three to four tin 
erty for use in any 
Ido} hope, ae Pre si 


ent,and that is t 
kind the testimony 
ideration has 1] 
ition has beer 


n given rt » the 


for like pr 





that we can find some way | 


f Washingt 


‘e in what 
The eonbae has been that C 
and has had no 
il it is too late. There ought no 


to be 3 a pu 
or upon land es I 


ted to C ong 
I sO a aaa 
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commission or when. a jury to assess damages passes upon the 
question, the evidence of the assessed valuation of that property 
is produced, and the evidence of its rental value for any purpose 
is taken into consideration, with its situation, etc. That is pro- 
duced before such a jury; and upon that is determined the real 
price that the Government ought to pay. It seems to me that the 
Government ought not to be compelled to pay a price the inter- 
est on which at 6 per cent would amount to more than the rental 
value of the property itself. 

Mr. President, I understand that there is no objection to this 
particular amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Mc- 
CUMBER] to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 5, page 6, section 3, after the word 
‘*architects,’? I move to strike out the word ‘‘ to”’ and insert the 
words I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The SxorETARY. In section 3, on page 6, line 5, after the word 
‘‘architects,’’ it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ to”’ and in- 
sert *‘the successful architect shall receive compensation in full 
at a rate not exceeding 24 per cent of the total cost of said build- 
ing and shall also;’’ so that if amended it wiil read: 


If they shall invite plans by competition among architects, the successful 
itect shall receive « yer cent 


The amendment will be stated. 


ar 


of the total cost of said building, and shall also pay to the persons submitting 
the two seis of plans next in order of merit to those selected such sums as, in 
their judgn t, shall be proper compensation for their preparation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. he question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire to the amendment of 
the committee. 


Mr. HALE. Let that be read again. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be again 
stated. 
The Secretary again read the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this is another instance which 
shows the danger of proceeding too hurriedly in these matters. 
We have been already caught in the provision for the buildings 
at Annapolis, where contracts were made at percentages with an 
architect. who is going to get $400,000 out of our funds for his 
work, and if this bill—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS rose. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator who has charge of the bill, and who 
is a conservative legislator, will allow me, he has provided herea 
bill which gives Congress no opportunity to regulate vicious prac- 
tices attending the construction of public buildings. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator, as an old 
and experienced legislator, if the bill in this respect differs from 
other similar bills whose passage the Senator has secured? 

Mr. HALE. Thatis just what I have said, Mr. President. We 
have learned by experience. This leaves open the same thing 
that we have been caught in before, and having learned by expe- 
rience, we ought to apply a remedy. 

I have alittle instance here. We appropriated in just such a 
way as this bill provides for a large increase to the insane asylum 
across the river—St. Elizabeth’s. We provided that such property 
should be taken; that the commission or the superintendent of 
the buildings should go on, just as was done at Annapolis, and 
make his contracts and we would appropriate the money. This 
is a sample of what is done under the kind of legislation we have 
had before. 

I will say to the Senator I accept my part of the responsibility. 
I have been delinquent heretofore, and all of us have been. Not 
with my consent will we gointo such an enormous project as this— 
for this is to be the biggest Department building that we have in 
Washington—until we have guarded and kept out these vicious 
attendants upon the construction of our public buildings. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator yields to me to modify my 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). 


Does the Senator from Maine yield to the Senator from New 
Hampshire? : 

Mr. HALE. Yes. The Senator is working in the right direc- 
tion. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 
it shall read: 

The successful architect shall receive compensation in full for plans and 
superintendence—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. ‘And specifications.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; “‘ specifications ’’ should be inserted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I will say “‘ for plans, specifications, 
and superintendence.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be so modified. 

Mr. HALE. Now, here is what took place—— 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, do I 


I desire to modify my amendment so that 





| investigation. 


| gress. 





understand the amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER} has been adopted? 

Mr. HALE. I did not so understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
proposed amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
GALLINGER] is now pending. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Committee on Appropriations, 
in the case to which I have alluded, had a suspicion of what was 
going on. I had, having been caught at Annapolis, and we sent 
for information. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question for information? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Under whose charge was the work done at 
Annapolis? : 

Mr. HALE. Thegeneral control and overlooking of it was done 
by the superintendent downthere. It was all done by act of Con- 
gress. We did not tie it up. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. This bill provides for a committee that can 
tie it up. 

Mr. HALE. I want to see that the committee does tie it up 
Heretofore we have lodged this discretion elsewhere, and now this 
is what happened in one case, as it has been developed in a lii 
I would go further than the Senator from } 


avi 


Hampshire about this matter of architects and everything else i: 


| relation to it. 


I inclose herewith a statement of payments made to Shepley, Rutan & 


| Coolidge, architects, for plans and commission on extension of hospit 


These payments do not include traveling expenses and fees for time lost i: 
traveling 

All of which the architects charged for. Here is a sample of 
what they have got out of that appropriation: 

Shepley, Rutan & Coolidge, for plans, $9,000. 

The whole appropriation was something like five or six hundred 
thousand dollars, I think, 

For plans, $9,000. 

Two and a half per cent on contract, $13,750. 

That is bad enough, but in addition, following that, is 24 per 
cent on every payment that was made by appropriation from Con- 
First they charged for plans, then a percentage on the 
contract, and then a percentage on every payment under the con- 
tract, and for what an individual could easily have had done for 
$10,000 they have already received $44,036.54. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ten per cent of the appropriation. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; and they are not through by any means. 
They came for some additional items, and the Committee on Ap- 
propriations struck them out. 

Mr. BACON. Icall the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that under the amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire the compensation for the architect in this case will be 
$125,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely that. 

Mr. HALE. That is a very large sum. 

Mr. BACON. I should say so. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let me say about architects, Mr. President, 
that all this has come in within a few years. We havea large 
establishment in the Treasury Department which is nothing but 
an architect’s establishment. We have there a large force of 
draftsmen and everything else that is in a private architect's 
office, and this year we have given them additional room and are 
to give them additional clerks. Up toa few years ago no outside 
private architect was allowed to intrude himself and make these 
heavy charges. It was all done by the bureau which we have es- 
tablished for this very purpose, and they ought to doit. There 
is not any reason in the world why they should not, except the 
practice. The architect is intrusive. He says, ‘‘ You can not get 
a good building without me.’’ Four years agoa commission was 
appointed, rather unwarily, and paid out of the contingent fund, 
and we knew nothing about it. It had practically as its head one 
of these fashionable architects from New York, and they trav- 
ersed Europe, broad and large, and they came in with a proposi- 
tion for improving this city which involved over $200,000,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Is not this a part of that plan? 

Mr. HALE. This bill selects certain lots that that commission 
provided in the residential part of the city, where the land is the 
highest and where the owners of the property protest against be- 
ing driven off. But that is the architect’s plan. The architect 
sees but one thing. He lives in alofty domain. All that hecon- 
siders that the Government is running for is to adopt his great 
projects. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is he the man who built that magnificent 
office for the President? 


<a HALE. He is the man; and I never have been able to find 
out—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a second-class lawyer’s office all 
over the country, if it is as good as that. 
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Mr. HALE. We tried to provide in the bill so that we could | Mr. HALE. I was going to say, because that is a part of m 
save there a respectable building, and to have it built so that it | statement, that when we came to build the building and erect th 
ld have an additional story put on it, but the architect was noble edifice and make it commodious and suitable for the pub 
at that time. The Senator from Indiana in the last Con- | needs, we dropped every architect, and General Casey did it. I 
cress, ny recollection is, although we have many things on our he wanted sketches and plans he paid for them, so many hundr 
minds from his committee, reported a project for a building on dollars for little things at the time. ss 
is same lot, and provided that the executive offices should be We did have an old claim that an architect set up for plans 
ut init. Is not that so, may I ask the Senator? that he had made, and we paid him first, I guess, $30,000, and then 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. That was done, and it was done at the | 





om beat 


urna od 


- + 


$40,000, and then another bill which was worked through | .. 
request of the executive department. | But when it came to the work General Casey would have nothing 

Mr. HALE. Itwasdone. Ido not know what the department | to do with it, and that architect was not allowed even, except so 
requested. I know the President receded from that; that he did | far as concerned the right of a citizen, to enter upon the premises 
not want it. and never had the slightest thing to do with it. General Casey 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senate was advised fully about it at | we nt on and built this fine building, as we have always until late 





the time. years built buildings, and as for one I hope we will do in the 

Mr. HALE. Yes. future. 

Mr. BACON. At the request of the executive department the We had this same kind of a question come up last year on another 
bill {o provide for executive offices was afterwards amended by | important matter, the building of a hall of records, and we pro- 
eliminating that feature, and a different provision was made by | vided in that act a clause shutting off architects and declaring 
th mmittee on Appropriations for the present very elaborate | that no contract should be made with any architect that runs 
and commodious quarters of the executive office. with the building. There is where they get in their charges. 

HALE. I was not finding fault with the Senator. Only | They charge for the plans, and then they have a contract that 
it was a part of the scheme to build this enormous building. | runs with the building, and they charge a percentage on the con- 

This building, which it is said will cost $5,000,000, will cost | tract price and then on every payment. We provided that noth- 

000,000. It will be the largest building in all Washington. | ing of that kind should be done until it was reported to Congress, 





It will have three Departments in it, an experiment which never | That is what we ought to do here. 
has come out well. I have no feeling about the matter, but my attention has been 
We made the State, War, and Navy building for three De- | called to it by the remarks of the Senator from North Dakota and 
partments, and it has got so now that it has not room enough to the Senator from New Hampshire, and it brings up just what the 
answer to the wants of the War Department alone. I do not | situation is, and I take it before this matter | from the Sen- 
want myself for one to see these over-big buildings. I would | ate there will be a proposition submitted here by some Senator 
Tr: r havea good, reasonable building for the Department of Jus- | that we shall not hurry in this matter, but that the whole matter 
- put in a proper place where land can be bought cheaply, but | shall at the next session be laid before us, and we will know for 
t 
t 





aSSes 








plan of this New York architect involved all this, involved | what we can get lots in different places and know what proposi- 
ug all these squares and certain other squares down below, | tions are made by architects, or we will find out that the archi- 
and a programme was laid out looking to the expenditure of | tects that we have now are ample to do this work. 
$2 10,000. | Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, lam in full sympathy with 
Now, the Senator from New Hampshire is acting in the right | the general proposition advanced by the Senator from Maine, and 
way, but he does not go far enough. | will support him in any reasonable amendment to the bill g 
| would have nothing done about these large buildings in a | to the control of the architects’ fees. I | myself f y 
hurry. Iwould have a good commission appointed. I donotfind | called attention in the Senate and very many times in com e 
fault with this commission, although most of them will be away. | to the fact that we havea large bureau in the Treasury Depart- 
We have generally had a commission composed of such persons | ment, the title of the chief being Supervising Architect of the 


» Architect of the Capitol, the Architect of the Treasury, | Treasury Department, and I have often wondered why it wa i 
and we have sometimes put on a very accomplished man, a very | We did not place a man there with suflicient competency, if the 
’ 7 . 





1 I f 
good business man, Mr. Bernard Green, who superintended the | present occupant does not possess it, to superintend the ere n 
Library. I would have a good commission (I will not have any | of all public buildings. 

co with the Senator about who shall constitute it); I would | However, I rose more particularly— 

provide that the commission in the recess shall examine into| Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
whatever tracts or squares we direct them to examine and report | yield to me for a question? 

tous at the next session of Congress, six or eight months off,| Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

which soon goes away, what the different sections and locations | Mr. COCKRELL. Do we not intrust to him the erection of 
can be bought for by the Government, so that we may know, as | every public building in the whole United States outside of 


em 


the Senator from South Dakota has suggested, what we are em- | City of \\ ashington? 
barking in. Mr. GALLINGER. I have an impression that in recent years 





in 
. I would also have it provided that no contract should be | public buildings outside of Washing ng pla a ) 

made with any architect until the necessity for the same was re- | mercy of architects who are bidding 1m, and ur 
poried to Congress and the rate fixed at which the architect should | not taking charge of all the public buildi side 
1 ployed, because I think it will be found that the architects | Washington. I think the Senator from Missouri will find tl 
0 e Government—these three men whom we employ—will say, | be true if he investigates the matter. 
** We can build that building.” "| Mr. COCKRELL. Does he not make the plans, and all that, 

There rises off the eastward here a very noble and imposing | and simply select a superintendent to attend to it at places where 
structure that pleases the eye of the citizen and the visitor and | he can not be present? 
u beholder. It was built for a sum less than the limit fixed by |. Mr. GALLINGER. I will say this to the Senator: We are go- 
the act, and money was turred back into the Treasury. It was | ing to build a little building in New Hampshire. I think the 
built without a dollar of percentage being paid to an outside | appropriation is $90,000; possibly a little less. It is in the 1 
architect. But Gen. Thomas L. Casey, who was an engineer and | largest city in my State, and is to be for post-office par] 3. Re 
aman of experience and good taste, conducted that whole busi- | centinquiry of the Supervising Architect as to when 
ness in addition to his offices and services as an engineer officer, | tion of the building was to begiu revealed tt t: 7 | 3 


and the only thing outside that we paid, where we are paying | passed at the last session, and nothing has been done apparently 


$44,000 to an architect for this little addition to the insane asylum, | except the purchase of a site. He replied to me that the plans 
was & little amount, I think, of some $17,000 to General Casey the | would soon be submitted by the Boston architect, who had them 
architect had not got in. in charge, and that as soon as those plans were received he w i 
lr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me | then take up the matter and push it along. So itis very it 
for a moment? that the plans of that little building, costing $90,000, are in the 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. hands of an architect in Boston, who is making those plans 1 


Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator has fallen intoan error | receiving compensation. 
in regard tothat. The original architects of the Congressional Mr. HALE. While the Architect here has nominal and legal 
Library were Smithmeyer & Pelz. | control of all buildings outside of Washington, under this practice 

Mr. HALE. Yes. he is giving way to outside architects? 

Mr. GALLINGER. They made the original plans, and while| Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely. 
General Casey departed somewhat from those plans, beyond a| Mr. HALE. I think that is so. 
question, those architects were paid something, I do not know| Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

ow much—the Senator from Maryland may remember—but a| The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins inthe chair). Does 
very considerable amount, and there is now pending a bill for ad- | the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator frem South 
ditional compensation to those architects, | Carolina? 
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Mr.GALLINGER. Iyieldtothe Senator from South Carolina. | 

Mr. TILLMAN. The statement the Senator makes is rather a 
remarkable one, and I should like to know the whole matter con- 
cerning it. In other words, I should like to know under what 
authority and how itcomes that the Supervising Architect of the 
Trea ates somebody in Boston to superintend a build- 

Hat mpshire? Have you not some people in New 
who are architects? 


ury ce signs 
. ‘ <~ 
ny in New 


i 
Ha npshire 


Mr. GALLINGER. He does not put the construction of the 
building in the hands of Boston parties, but he does put the mat- 
ter of plans in the hands of at least one Boston architect. Pos- 

bly he has had competition. Ido not know. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does he hire the Boston architect? 

sw — ALLINGER. Iassume that somebody pays the Boston 

irc 

Mr. " ILI LMAN. I know: but under what rule of law or regu- 


lation of the Treasury Department does he pay this money in that 
way? If he is employed to doit here, and has all these clerks and 
draftsmen and other assistants to prepare plans for buildings, how 
does he find the money to go off to Boston and hire somebody? 


Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire per- 
mit me? 
Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Tlin ois. 


Mr. HOPKINS. My remembrance is that some years ago Con- 
gress provided by appropriate legislation that, at the instance of a 
Senator or Representative having the building especially in charge 
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| has gone beyond that, because I am entirely positive that n 
re presentative in either branch of Congress has made any re ques 
in regard to the New Hampshire building to which I have called 
attention. 

I rose more particularly, Mr. President, to say a word concern- 


proposition. General Casey was one of the most oe men 


| who has ever been in the employ of the Government, but he 


| Congress. 


| for plans 


in his district or State, a local architect could be designated to | 


draw the plans. I think in every instance where an outside 

irchitect has prepared plans for a public building it has been at 
the request of the Senator from the State or the Representative 
from the district wherein the building was to be constructed. I 
think the present architect—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator please get that statute and 
let us examine it? I suppose he can find it. He knows there is 
some such law, but I should like to know it, because we have 
occasionally got a little appropriation for a public building down 
our way, and I am sure no local talent ever has had a chance to 
sinell of it, much less to get any money. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would say in this connection—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will look up the statute—— 

Mr. TILLMAN, I wish the Senator would, and let us know. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And call the Senator’s attention to it. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. GALLI NGER. i am not through, 
Senator from ersey. 


but I will yield to the 
New d 

Mr. DRYDEN. I will wait until the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire ote through. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in response to the sugges- 
tion made by the Senator fr om [ilinois, I will say to him that the 
public buildin rat Nashua, N. H., is one of my pets, and [ never 


have been consulted as to the matter of the architect who is to 
be employed. Had I been, if it was to be taken out of the hands 
of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department. I cer- 
tainly would have designated an architect in New Hampshire, be- 
cause we have very competent ones. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems to me the Senator from Massachu- 
setts ought to make an explanation as to how this Boston man got 
that job. 

Mr. FATRBANKS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 
rect. Some years ago there was a bill passed known as the Tarsney 
Act—I am not able to put my hands on it at this moment—under 





which it was made competent for the Secretary of the Treasury | 


to submit to competition among architects the preparation of 
plans for public buildings. It is within hisdiscretion. The Rep- 
resentatives from different districts in which buildings are to be 
built, or the Senators from the different States, have from time 
to time asked the Treasury Department to have plans prepared for 
their respective buildings under the Tarsney Act, taking it out 
of the direct control of the Supervising Architect. 

That law wae passed, if the Senator will indulge me a moment 
further—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Because there was some dissatisfaction 
with the character of the work which was being done in the Treas- 
ury Department. I will say further that the Treasury Depart- 
ment has been very free in acting under the Tarsney Act where 
Senators or Representatives have requested it. 


Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President, undoubtedly this official ' that the anticipation was that it would not exceed t 


| upon the cost of the building, 


The Senator from [llinois is entirely cor- | 


an engineer and not an architent, and it is unfair to the very di 
tinguished firm of architects who made those original plans to 
say that they were of no account and that an engineer went in 
and constructed the building on plans of his own. That is 
correct. The plans of Smithmeyer & Pelz were adopted to @ very 
large extent, and General Casey made such changes in them as 
he thought wise, and beyond a question he did improve up 
them in the construction of the building. 

In reference to the general proposition, Mr. President, my sole 
purpose is to keep this matter, to some extent, in the control of 
If this proposed building costs $5,000,000, and that cer- 
tainly is the minimum cost, and if the architects get 24 per cent 

and specifications and supervision, they will get $125 ,0u0; 
and it does seem to me that that is a very large rate of compen- 
sation. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
yield.to me for a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Suppose ina building of this importan 
it is necessary or proper to get more than one architect to furnish 
plans and specifications for a beautiful building, such as we would 
take pride in and such as we ought to have in this city. Assum 
ing that to be the fact, is there not proper force in the Treasury 
Department, and can not the Supervising Architect in the Treas 
ury Department take charge of the construction of the building 
Is it necessary to pay 24 per cent or any per cent to any archit« 
who furnishes the plans? I understand the architect will get | 
pay tor his plans to a sufficient amount. Is it necessary, there- 
fore, for us to employ this same architect or any outside archi- 
tect to supervise the construction of the building? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as Kipling says, ‘“‘ that is 
another story.’’ The architect always does have some degree of 
supervision. That is true of every small building in the country. 
The Supervising Architect of the Treasury will appoint a man 
who will have direct supervision, and he will be responsible fur 
the construction of the building. Outside of Washington that 
man is always appointed in the city where the building is being 
constructed. 

{ think it will do no harm to insert the word “ supervision ”’ in 
this amendment. Two and a half per cent is the rate that is al 
lowed ordinarily to architects. Of course if we can dispense 
with architects entirely in the construction of this building and 
all other buildings and put these matters in the hands of the Sn- 
pervising Architect of the Treasury, it is entirely agreeable to me, 
and I think that is the way we ought to do it. provided we have 
men of sufficient competency to do the work that is required. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
permit me again? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If the architect is to receive 24 per cent 
is that not paying him a premium 
to make the building cost as much as possible? It has been inti 
mated here that this building will cost us $12,000,000 before we 
get through with it. Therefore the architect will receive double 
the amount, or a quarter of a million dollars, for his services in su- 
pervising the building alone. Is not that an exorbitant price? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I take it that the character of the build- 
ing will be in the hands of the commission. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Right here, will the Senator from N 
Hampshire permit me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. There is no authority, so far as the record 
is concerned, for the statement of the Senator from Maine that it 
will cost $12,000,000. I call the attention of my honorable co!l- 
league upon the committee to the fact that the evidence before 
the committee was that it would cost from five to six million 
dollars. 

Mr. BACON. 


we 


ew 


I desire to say to the Senator from Indiana that 
on this side could not hear what he said, but that the records 


| show that the present State, War, and Navy building cost over 


$16.000 ,000—$16,500.000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Georgia, 
the attention of the Senator from Indiana being diverted for the 
moment, that the Senator from Indiana stated that the expecta- 
tion is that this building will cost from five tosix million dollars. 

Mr. BACON. Yes: Ido not know what the history of the State, 
War, and Navy building was in that regard, but the possibility is 
t amount. 



























































in fact cost $16,500,000. 
ito be erected will be a building equal in size to that 
HALE. It will be much larger. 
BACON. Larger. 
FAIRBANKS. The Senator from Georgia is in error in 
formation about the State, War, and Navy building. It 
0,038,482. 
sACON. T do not know from what source the information 
{ d, but it has*been reporte d to me by one who appears 
made an examination that the total cost of that buil ling 
Government of the United States was $16,500,000, which 
lude some items not embraced in the statement made by 
itor from Indiana. it may have something to do with 
ther expenses. 
FAIRBANKS. The reports of the Government, which are 
to the Senator, give the amount at the figure I have 


eae ats 


«ud iade, 


1bie 
} 
LODGE. Mr. President—— 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
sh ire yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Massachnsetts. 
{r. LODGE. I merely wish to say to the Senator from New 
I pshire, although perhaps he has it there already —— 
ir. GALLINGER. I have the act. 
DGE. That the act approved February 20, 1893 
for the competition of five architects. 
GALLINGER. I havethe act before me, and inasmuchas 
ed this question I think I will read the act and let it go into 


» pro- 


the RECORD. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Yes: read the whole of it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. It is as follows: 
it the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorize ‘d in his 






tion to obtain plans, drawings, and specificatic ns for the erection of 
%uildings for the United States, auth rized by Con gress to be erected 
the supervision and direction of the Secre tary of the Treasury and the 
ipervision of the construction thereof by competition among archi- 
r such conditions as he may prescribe and to make payment for 
the architect whose plan may be selected out of the appro- 
r the respective buildings: Provided, That not less than five ar- 

all be invited by the said Secretary to compete for the ae 

1 plans and specifications and the supervision of such construction: 
ied further, That the general superv ision of the work shall con- 

he oftice of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, 
pervising Architect to be the representative of the Government in all 
nnected with the erection and completion of such buildings, the 






Ei, pt of proposals, the e award of contractstherefor, and the disbursement 
neys thereunder, and perform all the > uties that now perta lin to his 

except the pre paration of , drawings and specifications for such build 

1d the] nal supervision of the construction thereof, the said drawings 

specifications, however, to be subject at all times to modification and 

lating to planor arrangement of building and selection of material 


ras may be directed by the Secretary of the Treasur y: 


= at act was approved February 20, 1893. 

Now, Mr. President, I have only a single word further to say 
in this connection. I think we ought not to be in great haste to 
make provision for this very costly building; and I think we 


ught to pause before we determine to place it especially upon 
those squares opposite the White House. I am very much im- 
pressed with the vie »w which has been agitated in Congress and 
out of hat we ought, in placing our public buildings, 
to put them on the south side of Pennsy Ivania avenue, between 


oO 
(C‘oneress 
_ongrTess, 


I understand this building which 
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Fifteenth street and the Botanical Gardens, and get rid of that 
s unsightly portion of our city, erecting a succession of public 
z buildings upon the south side of that avenue as the nece ssiti es of 
3 the Government may require. 
; 2s ave hoped that that might be done, and I wish very much 
indeed that the Senator from Indiana could see the propriety of 
G ( ainotiinn from the bill all provisions relating seibe site and 
providing specifically that this building shall be put on the south 
side of the avenue. I know that the Park Commission suggested 
their report that those blocks around that beautiful square 
ui be utilized for the purpose of public buildings, but already 
£ there are fine and costly buildings there, private residences 
ine of the people occupying them are entering earnest protests 
y against being deprived of their homes, and I sympathize with 
; them. One of om is connected with people in my own State, a 
3 woman, who feels that she can not give up her home, and yet sh 
| ha ive to do so if this building is authorized to be placed on 
5 that site. That is all I = to say on that point now. 
% As to the matter of the architects, my only desire is that if we 
a have that provision in the bill we shail limit it in some w: ay. I 
< became familiar with the instance the Senator from Maine has 
a cite 7 in looking over the construction of the buildings for the 
St. Elizabeth Asylum, finding, out of anappropriation of between | 
, $0 0 .000 and $600,000, that $47,000 had been paid to architects; 
: and they are a very common kind of buildings at that. There is 
g not an architect in a town of 15,000 people in this country who 
= could not have made the plans for those buildings. It did not re- 
2 


quire any great skill, and yet we paid out 8 per cent of the entire 





appropriation to architects to construct those buildi f ] 
insane wards of the Government 

I simply want to in some way limit this matter so that if we do 
make an appropriati ion of $5,000,000 or $6.000.000 for this m Lifi- 
cent structure, wherever it may be located, we may not have to 
pay half a million dollars of that amount to the architects who 
will make the plans. 

Mr. President, I do not want to detain the Senate: and that is 
all I care to say at present on this question. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President, on the proposition wl ] 
been made here to postpone the erection of these buildings | 
nothing tosay. I donot know anything ut the maitet to 
whether the committee have matured their plans so that they ar 
ready to begin the preliminary work or not. I[ assume,of cou 
that they are or they would not have reported this bill 

3ut upon the question of architects’ fees I sho ld like to say 
— in my judgme nt that would begin the w if er m 
the wrong end. Youcan not secure theservices of any « 
expe rienced architect with an organization at his com1 

‘ient to do a work of this magnitude at ar y su 


[I suppose it will be readily conceded that pri 
buildings which are erected by individual in 
point of economy, in point of usefulness, ' in point of attractive- 
ness, and as to their working qualities and facilities, far e 
those erected by the Government. 





In my judgment. the Government, in the erection of these p1 
posed buildings, should proceed along precisely the sar ] 
that individuals and corporations proceed on in the construction 
of great buildings in the large cities. You can not s > the 
services, as I have stated, of a competent architect with a well- 
organized office less than 5 percent. You can get men who 
will say. ‘‘ We willact asarchitects for 24 per cent,’’ or 2 per cent. 

Mr. HALE. My attention was diverted ther From what I 
did hear I think the Senator is right about it. B ut did h y that 
we can not get = architect for 24 per cent? 

Mr. DRYDEN. Is say we can not get,competent architects 
with sufficient office organization to carry on a work of this kind 
for less than 3 per cent 


. HALE. Yes, I have no doubt the architects would clain 





Mr i 
that. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I have hada good deal experience in that 
line. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt the Senator is right al it 
The architects claim that, and they have a rig] sk what 
please in private matters. For buildings that are going up in the 
Senator's State, in New York —— where they have : 
ask what they please and to male their own trade. Bu ew 
are dealing with a public buil ting rin W: net 

Ir. DRYDEN. But the question is 1 um cA : 

‘hitect with sufficient a y to unde the des ind 
the erection of a great building of this d at the 
roposed in the bill. I say that private individuals can not do 

Mr. LODGE. The Government can. 

Mr. DRYDEN. _ You can get archit t not ar] 
with the equipme hehind them, with t spel qu ) 
put oy » buil dings of . s kind 

LODG If the Senator will allow me, I vi ‘ 
that we can get the best architects in this « e 
that anybody can name, to ct a great l 
like this jax the Government at this great ex) iture for 
cent. Ihave not the slightest doubt of it ; 

Mr. DRYDEN. I differ with the Senator from Ma 
in chat oparion. 

Mr. “AIRI Bz ANKS . If the Senator will allow me, it rt 
the Senator's ‘nment, I wish to hav lal 
pervising Ar ‘chitect. 


The } Rt ESIDING OFFIC! 
sev vield? 


Mr. DRYDEN. 


Does the Senator from New J 


= 


Certainly. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TREA T A 
r 
Hon. CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS 
l , to» 

Str: Pursuing the sul t discussed at our 
the honor to state the points with regard 

The compensation paid by the Department t 
by competition is 5 pe *cent upon 3 f 
dr swings and sp cifications for full profess 
vision of the work of constr n rt fae 
American Institute of Architects, and is the 
tects in good standing thronghou 3 

The service rendered to the Gover 
competition, in consideration of : 
which he would render for the same fee t 

It should be noted here, howe er. tha a 


Government is burdened with 
correspondence with the Dey seaiiaies 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 29, 


practice 


I ‘ This grows out of the fact that the expenditures, being of 
public funds, must be made under the requirements of law and of the Depart- 
ment regulations. So far,then, the Government employment is not so profit- 
able to the architect as his private practice. 


I think that there is in the public mind a prevailing misconception as to | 


the proportion of profit realized by architects who have charge of public 
buildings at theabove-mentioned percentage. Modern methods of construc- 
tion and the introduction of complicated heating and mechanical appliances 





and electric equipment now compel the employment by architects of spe- 
cialists in the several branches. The cost of these drawings and specifica- 
tions is usually not less than 2} percent on the cost of the special work. This 
expense falls upon the architect, whether he has the drawings prepared on a 





percentage or whether he conducts work on such a scale that he can employ 
regularly such specialists in his own office. 


in my opinion in a large city office, counting the cost of rent, the hire of 


clerks and typewriters, and of the outside men who look after superintend- 
ence, the proportion of the 5 per cent which remains to tho architect as a 
profit when business is good would not usually be more than 2 per cent. 

‘I business of the architect is subject to the same fluctuations with all 


other business, and his profits in good years must goin some measure tomake 
up the losses of bad years, 
Respectfully, 


J. K. TAYLOR, Supervising Architect. 


Mr. DRYDEN. That letter, which seems to speak with an- 
thority, only confirms the statement I have made, which was based 


upon my own knowledge in such cases. I know from practical | 


experience (and I have dealt with the largest and most important 
architects in this country) that no great architect will take a fee 
of less than 5 per cent. That is fixed, as the letter states, by the 


American Institute of Architects, and they are bound by that rate | 


and will not accept any less commission. 

It has been said, ‘‘ Why the fee upon this building would amount 
to $125,000.’ Why? Because of the enormous structure, the mag- 
nitude of the undertaking. But $125,000 is no temptation to an 
architect who has got to do $200,000 worth of work. 


My contention about the fee of the architect is that the most | 


wasteful, the most extravagant thing that can be done in connec- 
tion with erecting a great building of this kind is to employ a 
cheap architect. Every man who has had experience knows that 
an architect with an organization skillful in drawing plans, skill- 
ful in preparing specifications, skillful in laying the project be- 
fore the contractors for bids, can make a vast difference in the 
result as to the cost. 

I say here now that as between a poor architect, who does not 
know how to draw his specifications properly, and a skillful and 
experienced architect, who does know how to do that thing, if 
you were to put this structure out to contractors for bids, the 
difference would amount to probably more than a million dollars. 

Every man who has had much experience knows that it is of 


his specifications; and having drawn his specifications and the 
construction of the building having been gotten under way, it is 
next of the first importance that his drawings should be perfected 
so that when his iron beams, steel columns, etc., come to the 
ground to be put into place they will fit in their places. Now,a 
young, inexperienced, incompetent architect, who would take 


7 


this job gladly for 24 per cent, or 2 per cent, or 14 per cent, can 
not do that. He has not the facilities, he has not the organiza- 
tion, he has not the experience. 

In my opinion the place to begin to economize is not with the 
architect. You want the best possible talent that you can get 


for that purpose, and to get it you must pay the fixed scale—5 per | 


cent. 

L should like, if it is in order, to propose an amendment to the 
amendment. I should like to see it amended so as to provide that 
the fee to the architect should not exceed 5 per cent. Some of 
our friends here think we can get the great architects to do this 
at a less fee. Private individuals can not do it, and I think that 
they look after business with as much care at least as the Goyv- 
ernment. 

Now, let us see if we can get the great architects of the country 
to lend their talent to this work. I think the provisions of the 
law,as read by the Senator from NewHampshire[Mr.GaLLInGEr], 
are wise in that they provide for competition by not less than five 
architects to be selected. Those architects should be paid for 
their preliminary plans or proposed plans, so as to make an in- 
ducement for them to enter thecompetition. Thecomparatively 
small sums that the Government will pay for the architects’ fees 
is not to be thought of or talked about at all, in my judgment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just one word in addition. 
I do not at all agree with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
DryDEN] that it is necessary to pay 5 per cent, and if his pro- 
posed amendment should be adopted that we shall pay not ex- 
ceeding 5 per cent, we will pay 5 per cent. There is no doubt 
about that. 

I wish to call attention to the fact that if this building costs 
$5,000,000, at 24 per cent we will pay $125,000 to the architects. 
Then thereis a further provision that we shall pay to the persons— 
it is ‘‘ person”’ in the bill; it ought to be plural—that we shall 
pay to the persons ‘‘ submitting the two sets of plans next in order 
of merit to those selected such sums as, in their judgment,”’ that 


| 





| he vote to give these additional architects any compensati 


nee UU EERE 


| never been stated; but it cost a very large amount. If t 





is, in the judgment of the committee, “‘shall be proper co) 
sation for their preparation.’’ I donot know how much that » ill 
be, probably $25,000, or $30,000, or $40,000, or $50,000. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire ; 
me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. DRYDEN. The Senator, of course, recognizes that ths 
question of the gross amount which the architect will receive wi] 
weigh only in consideration of the amount of work that he has to 
do. If he has to do $200,000 worth of work, a gross fee of $12) 09 
is no temptation to the architect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course; we all admit that. But I a, 
not believe there is any danger of the architect doing $20.) (09 
worth of work in making plans for this building. 

Mr. President, we reconstructed the White House a year or tyy 
ago, and one of these very distinguished architects had chai 
it. I do not know how much it cost. I think it perh: 


laps 3 
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no architect in New Hampshire who can do that work jusi 


well for a much less amount, then I miss my guess. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Do you think you have an architect in Now 
| Hampshire who could equal the building for the President? 
Mr. GALLINGER. I perhaps might draw the line at that: but 


that building was constructed under the supervision of a d 
guished architect. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. One of the men the Senator from N 
Jersey has reference to, who has this great outfit and who 
this combine, whereby they are going, I suppose, to hold 1 
vate individuals as well as the Government to 5 per ce 
has come here and he has done that job. He reconstructed 
White House, and spoiled some of it. He built an office { 
President of the United States, and as the Senator from Mi 
suggests, any second-rate lawyer or third-rate doctor in the : 
try could reasonably ask for just as good accommodations. It 
is an eyesore. Any man who may go down the Avenue and | 
at that excrescence which has been added to the White H 
this very distinguished architectural firm will wish that 
architect of some country town in Missouri or New Ham; 
had been employed to do the job. 

Now, Mr. President, I am not at war with these gent] 


| They are going to get all the money they can; there is n 

| about that. If we give them 24 per cent and then compensa 
the first importance that the architect should know how to draw | two next architects in order, we will get rid of $175,000 out of | 
| appropriation. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from } 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ido. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator give his consent and 


we are going to have competition in this matter, and the ! 
pole shall get the persimmon—in other words, if the b: 
brains and ability as an architect shall secure employmen 
purpose—why should the fellow who loses get anything 

Mr. GALLINGER. That question would of course be 
erly before the Senate if the Senator should move to str 
that provision from the bill. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from } 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the Senator will permit an interrup* 
let me say to the Senator from South Carolina that there 
immense amount of work involved in drawing up these co1 
tive plans, and not only—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam not objecting to competitive plans. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Not only is there alarge amount of ' 
involved, but every architect who draws up a competitive p! 
to pay outa very large sum of money to subordinases, to arti 
draftsmen, to designers, etc., for the purpose of presenting apro})t 
plan. The Senator, I imagine, has very little conception of 
amount of labor that is expended. I have often been told by 
and conscientious architects that they have been prevented { 
going into these competitions by a knowledge of the fact t 
they would be obliged to expend from five thousand to ten t 
sand dollars out of their own pockets in the payment of emplo 
in the preparation of competitive plans which after all might ! 
of success. 

It does seem to me, if the Senator will permit me, it is desir- 
able that we should get the very best plans, and that in a matter 
involving an expenditure of $5,000,000 the extra expense of ten, 
fifteen, twenty-five, one hundred, one hundred and fifty, or tv 


hundred thousand dollars in securing the best plans and the best 
art is not to be considered. 
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‘fr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from New Hamshire will per- 
(NGALLINGER. Certainly. sa : 
TILLMAN. I agree with the Senator entirely in the view 
«ve ought to have the very best plans wecan get We do not 
ceant any more abominations, if I may use the term, such as the 
ntive offices and the Post-Office building up the street here. 
iy Jamany judge of a building, that is an abortion in architecture. 
if we are going to have something else opposite the State, War, 
sd Navy building, I think we had better go slowly. 
hile | am willing to appropriate $100,000 or $150,000 or $200,000 

. Jump sum for the preparation of plans and specifications and 

ision and for division among competing architects upon 

creed programme, I do not believe that we ought to go into 
isiness of donating to somebody $5,000, $10,000, or $20,000 
ise he sees fit to come into the competition. Ido not think 

; a good business proposition. 

i might say give $150,000 for the preparation of the plans 
man who wins; you might say give $10,000 to the next 
hose plan was second in the estimation of the commission, 
000 for the third; but I donot want to leave it in the power 





+ \ 


ry 


a> 
eu Nees 


- commission, however high it may be, to pick out some | 


te somewhere in this competition and make a contribution 
his finances ad limitum. 
‘Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President—— 
. PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
hire yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 
ir. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
DRYDEN. Ishould like to explain to the Senator from 
South Carolina the usual course in cases of competition. 
) number of architects are selected and invited to submit com- 
tive plans, generally upon the condition that if one plan is 
ed the architect whose plan is accepted shall receive the 
ntment as architect to prepare the plans and specifications 
ipervise the construction of the work. 


i 


The compensation of the other architects who are unsuccessful 
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A cer- | 


in the competition is an amount agreed upon, some small sum— | 


aps $1,000 each, or something like that—simply enough to 
y them for their actual expenses and outlay in preparing the 
iwings which they submit. They receive no percentage; they 


| of supervision. 


have no interest in the building whatever after the appointment | 


s been made of one of the architects. 
\ir.GALLINGER. Now, ifthe Senator will permit me, Ishould 
to ask him if he is not rather giving his argument away when 


‘says that there is a large expense connected with the prepara- | 
3 n of these plans and we ought to allow 5 per cent, and now says 


that we will give to the second and third competitors a thousand 
two thousand dollars to reimburse them? 

Mr. DRYDEN. Not by any means; and I think I can make 
hat clear tomy friend from New Hampshire. The preliminary 
plans or drawings submitted by the architect for decision are sim- 
ly an exhibition of the exterior of the building, of the sides. He 
bmits a style of architecture which he recommends. Todo that 
omparatively an inexpensive and trifling matter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But then he will likewise submit a plan 
r the interior of the building. 

Mr. DRYDEN. By no means. 

_ Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, I know that in some 
instances that is the case. I am not guessing. 

BY Mr. DRYDEN. That might be done, of course, by agreement, 
z id of course that would involve a further expense; but that was 
not within my contemplation in the statement which I made a 
iInoment ago. 

Now, just one word more, if my friend will pardon me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. DRYDEN. The addition to the White House has been 
criticised. Iam not going to defend it, but it is only fair to say 
that the architects who put on that addition have done some of 
the most beautifal architectural work in the world. 

eption, and I realize the breadth and force of the statement 
I say ‘the world.”’ An architect is often at a disadvantage, 
1s work is sometimes a reflection upon himself because he is 
cramped, restricted, dictated to, by his employer and he does not 
have his own way. 

I do not know who decided upon the plans for the addition to 
' White House. I know that I do not like them. But in my 
igment that does not militate one iota against the claim I am 
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5 making here, that the Government in the prosecution of these 
; sreat enterprises ought to select the best talent in the land and 
+S the best talent is the cheapest. 

2 Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as the ground has been 
z pretty well traversed, I do not know that I want to add anything 
Bs | turther, Yet I will venture to say just this, that I hope the time 
¥ 1s not far distant when the office of Supervising Architect of the 


Treasury Department will be made sufficiently competent to take 





tent. 


2539 


charge of all our public buildings and not put us at the mercy of 
private architectural firms. 

I venture to say that there is not a handsomer public building in 
this country than the building in the little city in which I live. 
It cost only $200,000, but it is beautiful. It is admired by every 
visitor to that city. It was constructed directly under the super- 
vision and upon plans made in the office of the Supervising Archi- 
tect of the Treasury Department. We then had a very compe- 
tent Supervising Architect. 

I trust the present Supervising Architect is equally as compe- 
He was selected upon a civil-service examination, which to 
my mind is an utter absurdity. As to his competency I will not 
speak; I know nothing about it; but I do know that under the 
present arrangement we are having substantially all our public 
buildings constructed upon plans made by private architects, and 
I do not think it ought to be so. 

Whether that office is sufficiently equipped to take charge of 
this building or not I am unable to say, but I will repeat that in 
my opinion it is an extravagant waste of public money for us to 
vote a larger appropriation to the firm of architects who may get 
this contract than the amount I have named in my amendment, 
which I trust may be adopted. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I think a different rule might 
well apply, and ought to apply, toa building of this kind from 
that which applies in the case of any private structure. Thi 
is a building that will occupy several years in its construction. 
The ordinary fee of architects, as has been stated in the letter 
of the Supervising Architect, is 5 per cent for the plans and { 
supervision. The Government will require but very little in 
the way of supervision, because we shall have a superintendent 
of construction, who will be himself a skilled architect and eng 
neer. Take the buildings which have been recently constructed— 
the building for the Library of Congress, for instance, of which 
Mr. Green was the superintendent, and the Printing Office build- 
ing, where Captain Sewall, of the Engineer Corps of the Army, 
was superintendent, and I have understood from Senators who 
have visited that building that it was admirably constructed. 

Under the rule which we shall adopt of having a skilled super- 
intendent there will be very little need of an architect in the w 
Architects have this arrangement, as I ] 
They charge a certain fee for the plans, which is much less that 
the full fee of 5 per cent, then they make an arrangement by whi 
they can be consulted occasionally; and all we shall need with an 
architect in the construction of a building of 1 wi 


S 


nd for 






this kind will be the 


Ai 
preparation of plans and such a supervision as we should doubt- 
| less have under such a man as either one of the two men I hav 
named, Mr. Green or Captain Sewall, who have a very superior 
knowledge of material. They are expert judges of every item of 
material which goes into a building; they are entirely familiar 
with plans, and would carry out the minutest details without 


| think one reason given for it was that when all the pu 


I make no | 






needing to go to an architect. I think the 
has not any great bearing upon this case. 
In regard to what the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gat- 
LINGER] said about the recent construction of public 
that arrangement was perhaps wisely adopted by C 


quotation of the rule 


Duliaings, 
1 


mgress, and 
* build- 
ings were planned by one architect we fell into a rut of uniform- 


ity in architecture. That argument was made I know, an 


aT 
unboi1 


l many 


buildings were cited as illustrations of it. Then the particular 
Ye i 
fad of the Supervising Architect was mansard roofs, and we had 


no public building in the country without a mansard roof on it. 
Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask hima qui 


iestions 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that there is a finer ora 
more pleasing structure in Washington—one that gratifies 1 
taste, that gratifies the eye in every particular—than the Treasury 
Department building? That was built before the day of the in 

| trusion of the professional architect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And so was the Patent Office. 

Mr.HALE. The Patent Office, as the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] suggests, was also built before that time. 
Visitors in Washington pause before that building and look with 
satisfaction and pleasure upon its symmetrical proportions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And there was the old Smithsonian Insti- 





tution building, which was another instance. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; and there are others; but I refer to the Pat 
ent Office especially. That was built before t! I 
tect invaded this domain. We had 
had men that were competent, like Captain Sewall, to whom the 
Senator from Vermont has referred, and also General Casey, 
rect those buildings. 

The Senator from New Hampshire has called my attention to 
the old Smithsonian building, one, cert: t is the very 
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| think it is as much a trust as anything else that can be i 
| That is my judgment. 


finest of our public buildings. The hite Honse itself, as it 
stood before there was put up the litt 1anty which this archi- 
tect has built for the accomm daiionet She Presidential business, 
was a most pleasing edifice. The time will come pretty soon—I 
woul »in favor of it now, but I do not want to move it on the 
pending bill—to repeal tha a ‘ision which lets in these archi- 
tects. It was enacted unadvisedly. Very few Senators or Mem- 
bers of the House reali ed what it was, but it grew out of the 
importunity of the architect We would be better off without 
it, but I will not embarrass the Senator’s bill by moving that 
—— at this time. Some day, however, we ought to wipe 
it 01 

Mr. oa OCTOR. Mr. President, I entirely agree wi ith the Sena- 
sax’ from Maine in regard to the character of the buildings that 
he ha oe 1. Wehad not then arrived at that point of perfection 
where we could improve upon the classic style of the ancients, 
and I do not think we have yet arrived at it. 

Mr. HALE. What led me to say what I did say so inade- 
quately was the suggestion of the Senator that, while this vas 
done oe r authority of the Government and we had the help of 
outside architects, we were falling into a sameness and an unin- | 
reese period of architecture. But what I called his attention 
to was these buildings which, I am sure, do not lie open to criti- | 
cism on the part of the Senator, and which he would not visit 
upon them. They are very graceful and very complete and are 
fine specimens of architecture, each of it own kind. 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the Senator will allow me, I was referring 
to a later period, since we have had a Supervising Architect, who 
had charge for so — years of the planning of the public build- 
ings. y quite agree with the Senator in what he says as to the 
buildings to whi ch he has referred. We then had no such plan. 
I do not believe now in going back to the system of having one 


architect plan all of the public buildings. 
tem which as when the buildings to which the Senator re- 
fers were erected. Under our present arrangement it would be 
taledly impossible for the )Supery ising Architect’s Office to make 
all the plans, and tl fore some other arrangement must be 
made, unless we ci tinue to employ outside architects. 


That was not the sys- 


ere 


| the bar assox 


| tects of the country belong to this association, and ii 


There are, I think, with our liberal appropriations, a very large | 


number of public buildings under construction, and it would be 
entirely beyond the power of any one architect to take proper 

charge of the plans for all ofthem. There would be danger that 
h » would imitate himself in one building after another and that 
the str j le would be too uniform. 


Mr. NE Wh ANDS. Mr. President, I quite sympathize with 
any effort which tends to secure economy of expenditure in any 
Government improvement, provided the efficiency of that ex- 
penditure is not impaired. 

Years ago I used to have the same views regarding architects 


which seem to be entertained by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hak]; but after some years of experience in connection with 
building upon a large scale, matters in which I was personally 
inter ,and matters in which corporations in which I was in- 
terested we re engaged, I have come to the conclusion that there 





ste 


is no body of men in the United States more maligned than the | 


architects of the United States—not intentionally, but simply be- 
cause of unfamiliari ity with the subject. 

With reference to the compensation that is to be paid to these 
architects, I understand that such compensation is fixed by the 
rule of the Association of Architects. Their charge, I believe, is 
1 per cent for preliminary drawings, 34 per cent for plans with- 


out supervision, and 5 percent for plans with supervision. Tha 
is the rule of all the are a cts of the United States , as I under- 
stand it. So, when you fix a less compensation in the bill, you 
necessarily exclude, it seems to me, from its operation these edu- 
= = d trained men who belong to this association. 
‘ALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 
Mr. car ALLINGER. Does the Senator mean to say that all the 


architects in the United States are in that trust? 
Mr. NI ,WLANDS. I believe that every architect of good stand- 


ing in the United States belongs to these architectural associations; 
that they are all in some measure allied to the National Institute 
of Architecture; and that the purpose of that organization is not 
spoliation or mot nop ly, but simply to advance art itself by secur- 
ing able, competent, skilled, and trained men for this profession. 

Mr. GALI NK ‘ER. To promote art itself, and at the same 
time incres ase their bank account. Is that tho object? 

Mr. NEW! ANDS. As to bank accounts, I have never known 
an architect within my experience w ho he us reached large fortune. 
I have always found that the great architects are much more in- 


terested in the perfe ‘tion of their work than they are in the 
amount which they re Tam sure that some of the greatest 
of our architects who have engaged in great works, involving very 


1, 
large expenditure of — 
their plans almost all 


ney, have paid out in the elaboration of 


»y have received. 
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I had occasion the other day t 
Mr. HOAR. With the permiss sion of the Senator, I wish ¢o 
him if he thinks that the association of architects is any 
a trust or any di fferent from the law or the bar associat: ! 
medical associations? ia 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I imagine not. 

Mr. HOAR. Or other professional association? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Of course not. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not suppose my friend from New H: 
[Mr. GALLINGER] meant to say that architects in 
engaged in association for any unworthy purpose. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; I did not. But I think th 
will permit me to say, as we hear a great deal in deba 
modern times about combinations and trusts, and a sa leal 
denunciatory talk, that I do not see any difference betw 
bination in a commercial or a manufacturing sense and 
nation of architects to hold up to their terms the men 
constructing buildings. I use the word ‘“‘trust”’ advi 


to go to New Ye rk—— 


WPT: ‘ 
ott W 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I do not care to be diyerte) 
from the present trend of my views by a discussion of the tryst 
question. I assume that this association of architects resoy 
‘iations, the associations of medical men, ani other 
associations which are intended to advance the efiicien 
tain professions. Iam sure that any reasonable rule la 
by these professions regarding the nature and compe: 
their services ought not to be regarded as assuming the : 

a trust or a monopoly. 

I was saying that if it be the fact that all of the emine: 


AS PCct ol 


compensation below that provided by their rules, we n: 
eliminate them from the competition and submit this w] 
ter to men who, as a rule, are inferior. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the eae will permit me, supposing 
= the association next week should conclude that 10 ) pe r cent 

yas the right thing, ought we to continue this system 
that sum? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. There is an unreasonable exacti 
reasonal le charge. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Unquestionably. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I propose in a moment to get to th 
tion of the reasonableness of the charge. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope the Senator will; for I an 
much afraid that as to the next public building we con 
shall be called upon to pay 74 or 10 percent. There i 
against it. All the association has got to do is to so res 
we are at their mercy. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The present rates have existed 
and there has been no protest on the part of private bui 

So far as I am concerned, with a large experience in these mat- 
ters, I have to say that every archi i *t with whom I have |! 
connection has fully earned his money, wh: ther th { 
which he was engaged was a sm all one or a large one. 
Mr. President, th: 1t the great corporations that 
putting up large and expensive b aildin 
pense and in beauty most of our public buildings, 
men of wealth who are engaged in — up large and « 
buildings in our great cities, would not be likely to submi 
exaction, and yet they all pay these rates. 

We have an improvement = emplated in Washin 
construction of a great station butil ling which has been | 


1G pay 


fi ir vears 


are en 


, far surpass 


iv 


LV lgs 


and T 


for by Congress, a structure to be put up by the Pen I 
Railroad and the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad com 

cost exceeding $3,000,000, I believe. What do those cor) 

do? They go to one of the best architects in vhe coun! 
Burnham, of Chicago—not, perhaps, so strong in his arti 

as some of the other architects of the country, but 

artistic sense the highest business capacity, the gual 
engineer, of a constructor, and of a financier. 

We had an instance of the work of that great archit 
Chicago Exposition, which opened the eyes of the world 
possibilities of American architecture, advanced by 
architects belonging to this association, graduates 
schools of this country, graduates of the art schools of Ps \ 
who had spent years and large amounts of ny 


mey in thei 
ing. Itis these men of whom the Senator from New Ham} 


complains. 

I will warrant that the railroad companies do not haggl 
Mr. Burnham regarding his commission. I will warr 
they pay him the percentage provided for by the rules of t! 
sociation to which he belongs. 

So it was when Boston was about to construct its pub mo a br 
one of the most beautiful buildings in the United Sta 
structed at a cost of only $1,000, 000, I believe, but yet in ‘tl 
penditure representing more in the way of art than any | r 













ee 


in the United States. That building was constructed 
\iecKim. the architect of the White House, who is now 
of criticism. Did the city of Boston haggle with Mr. 
hen as to the comp nsation he received? I will warrant 
iid him the 5 per cent provided for by the rules of this as- 
time ago I was in New York, and I went into the office of 
~ Hastings, noted architects of this country, standing 
equality with the firm of McKim, Mead & White, of New 
architects who laid out the great Buffalo Exposition, 
ertainly was a thing of beauty. Carrere & Hastings had 
en the construction of the great public library in New 
| found them occupying two buildings with an army 
ngaged in the work of designing that one building. 
ine that the mere compensation which they receive counts 
“ with those men as compared with the excellence of the 
ich they propose to do. I will warrant that they will 
every cent of their compensation, if it is necessary, in se- 
the best talent in the way of designers, in the way of con 
rs. in the way of engineers, and in the way of artists that 
e-essary for the caunpletion of that great work. 
GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 


NEWLANDS. So far as wealth is concerned—I beg the 
r’s pardon, | yield to him. 

GALLINGER. The Senator says that all the competent 

ts in the country are in this association; that outside of 

Now, if that be 

rchitect who made the plans for the addition to the St 

3; Asyluin belongs to this association.and yet he has re 

|S per centon the amount appropriated by Congress—$48,000 

\), | have forgotten which—on an expenditure of a little 


sociation no good work can be secured. 


0 $5 
NEWLANDS. I will say that the charge of architects—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Nevada 
NEWLANDS. If the Senator will permit me, I will say 
tha ler the rules of the association the charge of architects 
r alterations and improvements of an existing building is 10 


Mr. GALLINGER. But these were new buildings. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is much harder to change a building 
already existing than to plan one anew. 

ir. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that these wer+ 
new buildings of very conumon character—common brick build 

ys—and yet we have paid the architect for those buildings—and 

the Senator will cross the river he will see them as he goes 
per cent, I think, and there is still a bill pending. We 
should limit in some way the compensation of these gentlemen, 
iccomplished as they are. I quite agree with the Senator in his 


er s 





tribute to them. They believe in high art, and give us a little too 
ich of it. Thatis the trouble with many of our buildings; th 
are tooelegant for public use, in my judgmen But, if the Sen 
ator will go over to St. Elizabeth's Asylum he will seea very coin 
n set of brick buildings that these distimguished architects ar 
responsible for, so faras the plans are concerned, and we paid 
out 8 percent forthem. Does tes or want this bill left open 


it when we have expended $50:),000, these gentlemen will get 
that sum, and a like proportion on any additi 
expended: Does he not think we ought to limit it in some way 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I willsay tothe Senator that I know nothing 
of th mprovement to which he refers Lhave not seen the build 
ing, and so Lam unable to form a judgment. I certainiy do not 
want to see inferior work, and I do not want to see extravagant 
pensation for it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Under the bill the responsibility of con- 
racting with the architects will rest upon three Cabinet offic 
the Secretary of State, the Attorney-General, and the Secretary 
nmerce and Labor; and I ask the Senator if we may not all 
repose confidence in that commi Is there anyone here wh 

ispicion whatever that those three Cabinet officers, con- 
stiiuting the commission of coustruction, will be derelict in per- 
ng their duty? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I will an- 
swer that by saying that I do not think they will pay any atten- 
tion toit at all. That is my judgment. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I assume, Mr. President, that there must 


iv f l egnm 
$40 000 of nai 8um 


May [ interrupt the Senator? 





210n? 





} , ' . . : 

Dé i¢ executive body to attend to this thing. I believe the mat- 
te an agreement for the compensation for the architect's fees 
Ils an executive matter; and, whilst | nize the right of Con 


gress to limit the compensation which can be paid, I only oppose 
that kind of a limitation which,in my judgment, will prevent ef- 
ficient service and prevent the securing of the proper talent for 
this work. I take it for granted that the gentlemen to whom the 

{Mr. FarrkBaNKs} has referred—able, as 


+ 


Senator from Indiana 
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ableasany of us are; economical. as economical as any of us are— 
will guard the interests of the Governin in the discharge of 
their executive work just as well as we can; and It} hey will 
be in a much better position to adjust this m “4 erly un 
we are, for they will have the means l t ‘ in 
secure the information that is necessary for them to arrive at a 


proper judgment. 


I'he Senator from Maine [Mr. Ha! has r ltot 


tectural history of this city in aid o 
necessary to go to trained architects for wi a 
to the Treasury Departinent. to the Patent fice, and to the st 
Office, I believe. as specitnens of good ; I ire 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not the Post-Office 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Not the Post-Offi 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope not 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I mean the old t-Office building, which 
is recognized as a very pure spe imen Gr 

Mr GALLINGER. The Senator from Maine r red. at my 
suggestion, to the old Smithsonian building, w ‘ ! \ udg 
ment. is the finest specimen of architecture in Wa 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not know the history of ~ 
sonian building, but I feel sure that it 1 will | 
history of the construction of that 
ort 1e best architects of the tine Was se 
Its very proportions indicate that a trained, ex und 
tistic architect accomplished that we 

So far as this Capitol is coucern it was ir 1 1 to the best 
architects of the time. Doctor Thornton, | 
yreat architects of this region, made the 
work was followed up by Mr. Walter, one of 
of the time; probably the greatest architect o e 
work was not done under the supervision of the S 
\rchitect of the Treasury 

I am not familiar with the history of the 
with the history of the old Post-Office buildi P 
tice, but | am sure that the best architects st 
nected with those great works 

In the early history of the Republic the architect t 
country Was very mu bh better than it has b 
Why? Because our architects were unde eT! 
traditions of the Enropean architects | it 
pean al hitecture. The colonia t } t a e 
so much admired to-day, was simply a 
pental architecture of that time. some of th lonial b 
being designed by great architects and som hein ) 
after existing plans, and almost a!l] of | l n \ 
public urchitecture, you have only to rea rso 
see how solicitous he was that we should f yw t 
m . 

But in the middle of the last century wi 

ate era in which, disregarding all t 

ind of this profession, trusting ¢ 
al ‘ masons, we erected all over tl 

n t tures of bideousness [t has 
Exposition that there has been a re 
a try. That revival was due to t 
s ted acts of the men belonging t 3 i oO 
which is so nnch criticised here t . 

You will find that during th » of ’ t 
until recent years almost all the b V 
public character were inferior in their ar 
Pension building—a monstrosity h 
in the office of the Supervising Arc] 
is inferior, and the State, War.and Navy b 
in the oftice of the Supervising Architect 
not so bad, certainly will t compare 
Patent Office or with the Treasury t W 
effect, though it involved a very 

It does seem to me that we are I t 
public spirited, and capable a b 
this association, not for the pi 
for the purpose of nu opoly. but 
ing the profession itself in the intere 
public itself from spoliation by men wh 
what they choose. 

Recollect that the as-ociation limits t 
ent as well as the it rman 
same, the only diffs e betwe 
recognized talent gets the g N f 
conti 1eé TO Se Ti? } T Ss 
he does £o is ry i 

These great ec rporations, | ‘the B 
like the Pennsylvania R 


tions of New York 1 
are putting up these m 


United States companies con 
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ure every cent—certainly would not yield to this association of | Mr. NEWLANDS. I think the committee acted very w; 


architects if they were a band of robbers simply gotten together 
for spoliation and robbery. It seems to me a word ought to be 
said in behalf of these men who are doing more in this country to 


make it beautiful and attractive than any other body of men in | 


the country and who, in my judgment, are doing a higher public 
service to the country than any other association of men. 

Now, criticism is passed upon the work in the White House. We 
limited the appropriation. They had to get along with $500,000, I 
believe, for the entire work, and the question was whether they 
should put on additions to that building which would entirely 
subordinate the old building and destroy its individuality in the 
beauty and the grandeur of the new, or whether they should 
maintain the simple individuality of that historic building; and 
we owe a debt of gratitude to Mr. McKim, if for nothing else, 
that he decided to hold to the individualized White House as it 
existed for a hundred years, not changing it or altering it at all, 
but completing it according to the original plans. 

Mr. ALLISON. The law required him to do it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well. The law probably required him 
to do it, but it was at the suggestion, I have no doubt, of Mr. 
McKim. Mr. McKim, I understand, was in communication with 
the White House. 

Mr. BACON. I may be mistaken, but is not the contrary true, 
that Congress had reason to apprehend that there were going to be 
some undesirable changes, and Congress put this limitation on him 
to prevent him? Am I not correct, I will ask the Senator from 
Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not remember the circumstances. I re- 
member very well that the law required him not to change the 
exterior appearance of that building or to g/d to it or take 
from it. 

Mr. BACON. Iwill ask the Senator this: Was not that law 
passed after it was shown that the changes were about to be 
undertaken? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
sensus of opinion that no one should interfere with the appear- 
ance of that old building. 

Mr. BACON. And Congress had reason to believe that there 
was about to be such interference? 

Mr. ALLISON. There may have been people who had that 
ar; I do not know. 

Mr. BACON. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Georgia 
that in fact a plan had been made and exhibited in the White 
House showing the proposed changes. 

Mr. BACON. It did change the exterior? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very materially. 

Mr. BACON. Very materially changing the exterior, and at 
that time some of our leading Senators, as I recollect, who are 
very much to be thanked for the service performed, saw the ne- 
cessity for such legislation and initiated it and carried it through. 
I think the thanks of the country are due to them for the protec- 
tion of the White House against those changes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
gia whether Mr. McKim was not in consultation with somebody 
regarding that building before the Senate took this action? 

Mr. BACON. Ithink so, undoubtedly. That is exactly what 

IT have allusion to. Of course I have no definite knowledge other 
than that which is generally shared by Senators and Representa- 
tives - 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I will ask the Senator from Iowa whether 
it is not true that Mr. McKim was in consultation either with the 
President or some one else in regard to that structure before the 
appropriation was made? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no doubt he was in such consultation. 
Of course there were many plans and suggestions as respects 
what should be done with that building, and Mr. McKim, among 
others, was consulted on the subject. The superintendent of 
public buildings and grounds at that time also had some decided 
views on the subject, but those views were all laid aside, if I 
may use that expression, by the committees having charge of the 
matter, and the request was made that an estimate be provided 
which would declare that the building should not be disturbed or 
the harmony of it or its general appearance changed, and that it 
should not be added to or taken from. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will ask the Senator from Iowa whether 
that conclusion was not in accordance with the views of Mr. 
McKim? 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot know as to that. “Mr. McKim did 
not appear before the Committee on Appropriations, which dealt 
with this subject, although they had his estimates before them. 
But there was sufficient reason, so far as concerns the committee 
and the Senate, to induce the committee to restrict these changes 
in such a way that the exterior of the building should not be dis- 
turbed. 


f¢ 


The law was passed because there was a con- 


And there was foundation for that apprehension. | 


I should like to ask the Senator from Geor- | 


sa) y 
| All I contend is that I have always understood that Mr. M Kim 
was brought into consultation regarding that building befor 
appropriation was made, and that the general views of the eo) 
tee coincided with the views of Mr. McKim, or, if you wish +) y+ 
it the other way, that the views of Mr. McKim coincided , ith 
| the views of the committee. , 
| Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I canadd a little something to the testimony of 
the Senator from Iowa with reference to this matter, not in’ 
way contradicting it. 

When the matter finally came up. as these things do, 0) 
question of the money, the appropriation to pay the bills, a suljeom 
mittee waited upon the President. I will say to the Senator that 
instead of in any way assenting to his general proposition, tha: 
not only a distinctive suggestion, but I may say an adjuration 
| was imposed upon the President that thisman McKim should not 
be allowed in any way to interfere with the architectural |eanty 
| of the White House; and the only man from whom any danger 
was contemplated as likely to arise was this same architect. 

I am free to say that I believe had not the committee jealously 
guarded that building and kept it in a way intact, preserved if 
fine, beautiful features, it would have been stripped, dismantled, 
ransacked, changed, and perverted and practically destroyed jf 
| we had let it go into the hands of the architect. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Do you base that upon any statement 
Mr. McKim’s? 

Mr. HALE. Knowing what was generally in view, knowing 
| that his scheme was to carry the Executive office over to a new 
| building on Jackson Square, we were very careful in every 

to exclude the idea. Weknewenough. Ididnotwantany s 
| ment from Mr. McKim that he knew more about that building 
and what ought to be done than I did. No member of the | 
| mittee wanted it. We did not go near him. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Let me suggest to the Senator from Maine 
that if he had no statement from Mr. McKim it is hardly fair for 
him to state that he has no doubt that Mr. McKim would ha 

| dismantled that building and changed its whole structure. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt whatever of it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well. It.is hardly fair, it seems to 

, me, unless the Senator had some information from Mr. McKim 
to that effect, so to charge. 

Mr. President, I am very glad to be corrected regarding the 
| history of the White House construction. If the retention of 
that building in all its old simplicity is entirely due to th: 
mittee, great credit is due them. If any part of it is due t 
President, credit is due him. If any part of it is due to 
McKim, credit is due him; but I do say that an appropriati 
$500,000 was made, and with that appropriation it would 
been possible for an architect to have departed very considerably 
| from the present individualized appearance of the White House. 
| Mr. HALE. Not under the injunctions that we laid down, and 
| we nevershould have appropriated unless we had had the assur- 
| ance that none of those changes would be made. 
| Mr. NEWLANDS. It would have been very easy, had an 
| rior architect been selected, to have put up the Executive bu 
ing right adjoining the White House, and in such a way as | 
terfere with its architectural completeness, and yet the archit 
| would have done it under the appropriation. No particular | 
| was designated where a pagticular structure or improvement wis 
| to be made. You gave general instructions, it is true—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does not the Senator think it would ! 
| looked better if it had been putin the rear of the White Hous 
| instead of where it is? 
| Mr. NEWLANDS. So far as that building is concerned, I was 

going to say that all lines pointed out by the original archit 
the White House were pursued. The original plans were looked 
up. Those original plans provided for the arcade upon each 
which has been the subject of criticism. They were in the 0! 
nal plans of the White House, and in providing for them \!! 
McKim only carried out the original design. 

It was essential that there should be Executive offices. T!:0 
White House was crowded and was almost deprived of its cha 
ter as a home by reason of the Executive offices. They had to 
placed somewhere, and where it would be convenient. Now, “! 
chitecturally that structure, I say, was located at the right pla 
I do not say that simply from my own judgment, but the juds- 
ment of the best architects of the country—I state that the 
chitects of the country have come to the protection of Mr. Mcki1 
against the assaults which have been made upon him. 

He is the president of the Institute of Architects of this coun- 
try. Do you suppose that that great body of men would select 
an inferior man as their chief official? He is the man who dc 
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Does the Senator from Ney la 
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é nod the public library in Boston, where they have greater taste with snch men as Carrere & Hastir or McKim, Meade & White 
S wm in any other city in the United States. and he has | I suppose he will not assume that he stands in th rrad 
ery best work in thecountry. He is sogenerally recog- | with them. He runs this office, and he has an expenii in this 


t only in this country, but throughout the world, that he | office— 


2 re ad some decoration at the hands of the King of England Mr. GALLINGER. Iinterrupt the Senator to say, if that be 
3 short time ago. ‘This decoration was regarded as a proper | so, why should not the Government get in that rh 
{ to the character and the artistic quality of the man by | talent for which the Senator is contending 

5 - over the world. Mr. NEW LANDS. Very well. Pay a man $5 0 and u 


A then, as you view the White House from Jackson Square, | will get i 
is proportion is concerne d, there is nothing to find fault Mr. GA LLIN' tER. Why should we keep an inferior man 























; there who is really in charge of our public buildings: 

4 BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator whether Mr. NEWLANDS. Pay a man $50,000 and you will get him 

ition was conferred before or after the construction of As to the cost of that office, I do not know what the annual 

utive office? Was a photograph of it submitted to His | expenditure for public buildings is. I have had I 

; M before the decoration was conferred? to prepare myself on this subject. I cameinto s Chamber only 

i NE WLANDS. Ido not know about that. a few moments ago and found this matter under discussion It 

: w.so far as the material is concerned, it is the only thing | is a new question to me. but [ imagine that the total expendi 3 
you can question about the Executive office. If he had put ahigh | of this country for public buildings does not exceed $5,0 
~+rncture there, it would have subordinated the White House. It | Am I right, may I ask the Senator from Lowa? 

| to be a low structure, almost unobservable. So far as the Mr. ALLISON. The appropriation for the Supervising Ar 
ris concerned, it is just as is the White House. So far as | tect’s Office is a very small sum relatively; but the custom of the 
rtions are concerned, it is perfect in its proportions. Supervising Architect’s Office is to retain 5 per cent of ev: 

: * Now, you can criticise the material because it is made of brick, | appropriation for supervision, plans, etc., and therefore I should 
nainted white. I have no doubt the architect would have used | say that the annual expenditure would be more than 5 per cent 
marble if you had given him the money to do it, but he was lim- | upon the amount expended annually. 

y the appropriation, and he had to put it up. It is regarded Mr. NEWLANDS. So it seems that now the Government is 
as a temporary structure, costing, I think, only fifteen or | paying 5 per cent for the work that is done in the Supervy g 
t ty thousand dollars. Architect's Office. From every appropriation that is made for a 
; Mr. BACON, Sixty thousand dollars, public building, costing, say, a million dollars, $50,000, 5 per ce 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Perhaps $60,000; I do not know. is set aside by the Supervising Architect for the expenses of the 
Mr. B See The amaner suggestion as to the cost, Isup- | plans and supervision. How can you object to 5 per cent being 
pose, is trolled largely by the view, from looking at the build- | paid! to men of talent outside? 
Ing, ‘eg w ould take as to what would be th 1e proper cost. But that Mr. HAL! That is done for emergencies, general supervision, 
is only one-fourth the cost. janitors, and this fee that the architect gets is besides that. Itis 
Mr. NE Wi. ANDS. I should think myself—— in addition to it That is the whole point of the matter. There 
Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? | is not a dollar of this sum saved by employing an architect. It 
Mr. NE W LANDS. Certainly. isaw thing in a large building to reserve something for emer 
Mr. FORAKER. T understood him to say just now that that | gencies, things that come up which are unanticipat ind ut 
structure cost not to exceed fifteen or twenty thousand dollars. is always done. But the architect’s fee is aside and inde lent 
Mr. NEWLANDS. That was my impression. of that entirely, and it does not cut off a cent from the building 
Mr. FORAKER. I hope that is true. I have heard it stated, | not one cent—if you employ an architect 
however, and repeatedly, that it cost $65,000. Mr. NEWLANDS. AsI unde1 id, the az ct's fe ver 
GALLINGER, That is correct. not only the plans, but the supervision. 
bs Mr. NEWLANDS. Well, it may be so. Mr. HALE. Only what they call the “ architectural ’’ work 
we Mr. FORAKER. Senators sitting about me say that it is cor- Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes; constructior 
> re ‘ Mr. HALE. After a building is started the LI th ect dot 3 ] 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Then, it seems to me, it cost too much, go near it more than once in several weeks. 
Mr. FORAKER. Yes: that is the popular impression. Mr. NEWLANDS. Well, he would 
r. NEWLANDS. Butso far as the design itself is concerned, Mr. Hz AL EK. Well, he does not. But we do have a superin- 
its portions, its relation to the White House itself, I insist | tendent of buildings, and if it is a large building he has his sub- 
it that it could not have been more perfect, and that the | ordinates, he has janitors, he has everybody else, and the 5 per 
thing to b complained of, regardless of the snamnend cost, | cent is reserved to cover all that. But the ar a oF 
as to the material of which it is composed. Doubtless many | to : ) with that. 
would have been better pleased had a striking structure been As I said, hedoes not appear, he does not show h lf near t 

l there, but its very merit is its simplicity and unobtrusive- | building after he has put his plan in and got his fees start at 

= I ist not often. 

‘ nators have spoken of a eg that was on exhibition there, Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator from Maine has had an « 

* the plan that was gotten up by the army engineer in charge of | tirely different experience among architects tl 
pubhe buildings. That elaborate design, involving an extensive Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senato1 | 

ng upon each side, as did the design that was presented to Con- | ney Act it is specifically provided that the Z 

< it one time by the wife of President Harrison, involved a | of the Treasury a ent shall supe nd y 

” large expenditure of money and involved almost a destruc- Mr. DRYDE? Mr. President 
tion of the individualit ty of the White House itself. The PRESI! ENT protempore. Does theSenator from Nevada 

Now, here is a sample of a design cheaply secured. The army | yi » the nator from New Jers 
rin charge of the public buildings had in his employ a NDS. Certainly 
at time a designer, not an independent architect, nota man who N. Ishould e to st vhat I S 
i go out in the world and wrestle with others and secure | as to the practice of architects in superintending the con 
ut a man who, having had an architectural training, | of a structure. 
2, 1 the peculiar qualities which would have given him success He enters into a contract with his employer that he v it 
a 8 profession, and therefore could be secured for a very small | only prepare the plans and designs and pn thes ! 
3 i ind he made that great design which would have costa bu hat be will superint nd the work t is true t a 
= large sur Suppose you had a scepted it. You would have great hitect dos not pers llv go ever l and ‘ 

a saved in the architects’ fees and you would have lost in the great | t! ams and climb onto t lifferent s est it t 

a liture for the building. That is what I say is the advan- | but he] ps his superintendents there t 

g to be secured by getting these men of training and experi- | his employment, men who are paid by hi 

5 rou not only get art, you not only get efficiency, you not | and they are skilled 1 t wor - 

= t perfect construction, but you also get the most econom- | with of these big arcl ts, tl f 

2 I onstruction. very fo ) wastes i has been stated he t G 

*¥ tors have referred to the Supervising Architect’s Office. ic 

2 +e Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLINGER] refe wed to is not ex r 

4 it as if that office were almost conducted without cost, and he e structure I 

% hopes the time will come when the construction of these buildings sities and ‘ ug f w 

4 Wil ve turned into the Supervising Architect’s Office. The pres- good s 

_— ent Supervis — Architect is one of the very best men who has ever t paid |} x pr 

a occupied that position, but I assume he would not acce pt a po- anne th ne 





sition yielding only $5,000 ayearif he could contend inthe world The aaa tect never in any way reduced by one dollar the « 
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penses that I was at with reference to the supervision of the 
structure. It was all extra. And I say that the architect who 
furnishes plans for Government buildings is all additional. It 
does not take the place of anything. Five per cent is reserved by 
the Government, as it always was before. 

Mr. DRYDEN. My experience has been directly contrary to 
that of the Senator from Maine. I know it is customary when 
large structures are to be erected to stipulate such a condition in 
the contract with the architect, that he shall furnish these men 
to examine the work as it goes on and certify to its correctness, 
and if the work is found to be improper it is rejected, and rejected 
on the certificate of these men whom the architect keeps there 
to act for him. If the Government was to enter into a contract 
with any of these big architects who construct these enormous 
buildings, it can make such a condition in the contract, and the 
architect will agree to it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT protempore. DoestheSenator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 
Jersey would be too modest to say, that there is nowhere, neither 
in the Senate nor anywhere else, a person more capable of speak- 
ing upon this subject than the honorable Senator from New Jer- 
sey. One of the most splendid office buildings in the United 
States—yes, one of the finest in the world—has been constructed by 
him, and while I have no certain knowledge upon the subject, I 
am very well satisfied to follow the better opinion of the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

Mr.NEWLANDS. Will the Senator from Maine permit me to 
inquire whether or not he paid the architect to whom he referred 
5 per cent commission? 

Mr. HALE. Two anda half per cent. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Then you paid two and a half per cen 
simply for the plans which did not involve supervision. 

Mr. HALE. I was younger then than I am now, and greener. 
I paid him what he asked. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
tures that you referred to? You spoke of having put up three. 

Mr. HALE. I paid all expenses, all incidental expenses. I 
found no fault with him. He wasavery competent, bright archi- 
tect, one of the very best, but he did not manage the construction 
of the building. 
~Mr. NEWLANDS. What is that? 

Mr. HALE. He did not manage the construction of the build- 
ing. He turned over his plans to the builder. 





Lit 


I wish to say what the Senator from New | 





| Government, just as my agent would act for me if I were put 





architects, the Supervising Architect is specifically charged wit} 
the supervision of the construction. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. The Supervising Architect does not 
in his report. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Well, he forgot to quote the languac. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. He says ‘‘the architect is to have 
supervision of the construction, the function of the office o{ 
Supervising Avchitect being of an advisory or supervisory ; 
ture.”’ It is true that the Supervising Architect represen; 


1 


a 


up a building. I would have a certain degree of control over j 
architect, but that would not involve my assumption of hi 
in the supervision of the construction itself. 

Now, Mr. President, I was just getting to one point. I sent to 
the room of the Committee on Appropriations a few moment 
to inquire what amount was allowed the Supervising Archi 
Office for the supervision of the construction of the various ; 
lic buildings of this country. I find that while the specific a 
ance to that Office is only $5,220, yet there is authorized to be | 
from public-building appropriations $300,000, making a to 
$305,000, which is 5 per cent on—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Six million dollars. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is 5 per cent on $6,000,000, and T as 
that the annual expenditures of the Government for public 
ings in this country does not exceed that amount. So it 
that even when we assign this work of making plans to th: 
vising Architect, the plans and supervision of the Gove 
buildings involve an expenditure of 5 per cent. 

It is true that you can pay an architect, if you choose, 
for his plans, and youcan get them for a less sum than 5} 


| but it seems to me that no greater mistake could be conceiv: 
| to get a great design for a great building froma great arc! 
and then when the time for construction comes absolut: 


solve him from all responsibility regarding it. I should cali that 
in the highest degree unbusinesslike, involving possibly great di 


| fects in construction, great defects in design, and great def 


Twoand a half per cent for all these struc- | 


| osition, 
The builder em- 


ployed his joiners, his carpenters, his day laborers, and built the | 


building, and when he had a bill to present he presented it to me 
and I paid it. But the architect did not manage it, and there is 
no necessity in these cases, with this bureau that we have there, 
for the architect charging for the management of the building. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 
must have made an arrangement such as is often made covering 
simply the plans and involving no supervision whatever as to 
details and no responsibility whatever as to construction. 

Now, the architect’s duties are defined in the annual report of 
the Supervising Architect, in which he speaks of the Tarsney Act: 

The law that authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to adopt this method 
ng designs, known as the * Tarsney Act,”’ provides that in carry- 
effect the successful architect is to have local supervision of the 


ruction, the function of the office of the Supervising Architect being of 
an advisory or a supervisory nature, 





| it not true that we are paying about $315,000 or $320,000 a; 
| and that is equal to 2 per cent on $15,000,000? 


It is very clear to me that the Senator | 


the artistic perfection of the building. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I have not sufficient art 
taste nor yet the experience to throw any light on the qu 
which has engaged the attention of the Senate now for a: 
able time. To one claiming to know something on that 
it would seem entirely safe if we fixed a maximum compensa 
> per cent—and left it to a committee of three mem) 
the Cabinet, as is proposed in this bill. But uponthe major) 

as to whether this measure should pass, I have ver: 
led convictions. 

Mr. CLAY. Ifthe Senator will permit me just on that | 
I will ask him a question. Does he know how much we are 
ing at this time for rental of offices for Government ofticial 


Say, 


cl 


Mr. QUARLES. Three hundred and sixteen thousand do! 


I am advised, the Government is paying annually in this cit r 
the rental of additional facilities for its departmental for I 
shall come to that presently. 

Mr. President, I should not have asked the attention cf the 


Senate at all on this question had it not been for a sugg: 
made by my distinguished friend from Maine [Mr. Han]. ! 
always deliberate, always persuasive, and generally wise; b 
dropped one remark which challenged my attention and to wh 


I wish to direct the attention of the Senate for a moment. 


So that the architect is to have the local supervision of the con- 


struction. He is to have supervision of the contract, and if the 
contractor puts in inferior material he orders it to be taken out; 
and my experience is that a very valuable part of the architect’s 
work is that which comes under this head. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, at that point—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Let me keep the floor just one moment 
longer and I will yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to call the Senator's attention to 
something on that very point. He has the report of the Super- 
vising Architect on that point, from which he reads? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Supervising Architect had turned 
to the statute enacted in 1893 he would have found this provision, 
which relates directly to his office: 

That the general supervision of the work shall continue in the office of the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, the Supervising Archi- 
tect to be the representative of the Government inall mattersconnected with 
the erection i completion of such buildings, the receipt of proposals, the 
award of the contracts therefor, and the disbursements of moneys thereun- 
der,and perform all the duties that now pertain to his office, except the 
preparation of drawings and specifications for such buildings. 

It seems to me that so far as the supervision is concerned, un- 
der this statute, which provides for competition between outside 


His suggestion was that, before passing a bill of this m: 
tude, there ought to be a preliminary commission organ 
whose function it should be to investigate and report to Cor 
at the next session the probable cost of the several proposed sit 
Now, that delay means death to this measure; and wher. my ( 
tinguished friend urges delay and deliberation, I beg to remi! 
him that this bill involves no sudden impulse or spasm; that 
the result of five years of deliberate reflection and investigat 
on the part of the committee of this body to whom is intrust 
this subject-matter. 

When I came to the Senate five years ago I was assigned to 
this committee, and I believe I have attended every meeting « 
the committee from that time until now. One of the very fi! 
propositions made to that committee after I had the honor of join- 
ing it was the imperative necessity of another large department! 
building, such as is contemplated by this bill, and that commit- 
tee then undertook that task. You may have noticed, if you have 
read the report of the committee, that it was in 1899 that, respond- 
ing to the universal conviction that another great building was 
necessary, the Attorney-General was authorized to expend a mil- 
lion dollars on one of the squares named in this bill for a judiciary 
building. You know the history of that proposition. It failed. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in the Senate 
have considered no end of propositions with a view of relieving 
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great demand on the part of the Departments, but it has 
heen necessary to adopt scme scheme which was considered wise 
hy the ci rresponding | committee in another place. We had also 
to col sult the convenience and wishes and preferences of the sev- 
11] Departments; and this bill, notwithstanding that continued 


m estigation on the part of the committee, is the very first tangi- 
ble pr 1 sition that has ever found its way into this body. 

Now, referring again to the suggestion of my distinguished 
friend from Maine that we should ascertain the cost of these 


several sites as a matter of precaution, I want to say that the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has rep eatedly en- 
deavored to ascertain the cost ‘of all the sites that are named in 


| him that this committee has gone down along the 


; am 
| 


this bill; and we went far enough to determine in our minds one 
creat fact—that is, that the owners of these several pieces of 
property put such an exe essive valuation upon them that it is 
utterly impossible to hope for an agreement with them as to the 
price of their property, and that condemnation must necessarily 
be resorted to in each and every case. 

So, if my distinguished frie md were to carry his proposition 
through and defeat the consideration of this bill, his commission | 
would ony learn that which our committee has had enforced | 
upon us time and time again, that it is utterly idle to make the | 
attempt to buy this property. You have got to condemn it, and | 
we shall simply lose time if we undertake to pursue the other 
course. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I do not quite see 
whv he says that if this ar ticular proposition is not carried 
through now it is the death of this enterprise. Granted that we 
need accommodations for these three Departments, certainly there 
isno harm coming to the public service, aside from the fact of 
the payment of some rent, that will conflict with the public busi- 
ness. The scrutiny, investigation, and report as to what property 
can be bought for aids Congress in deciding whether it will take 
it. Six months go very quickly, and it is not any such investiga- 
tion as the committee has been able to make that is contemplated. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator allow me? 


Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

FAIRBANKS. The Senator may have overlooked the fact 
the measure was before a former Congress. The Senator 
ed its consideration then. If he had been eager to have ex- 
1 the measure, his suggestions made now might have been 
then. 

HALE. I wish it had occurred tome then. I did oppose 
because it was then a worse scheme than it is now. If it had 
‘curred to me, I certainly would have made the proposition I 
in my mind now. I do not say that it is my proposition, 
other Senators have that in view. But I was going on 
I do not want to take the Senator off his feet, but we have 


that 





Saj 


a way of talking back and forth—— 

Mr. QUARLES. That is all right. 

Mr. HALE. I donot condemn such investigation as the com- 
mittee has Soanaie tomake. If I frame the amendment provid- 


ing for an examination into that triangle south of the avenue, the 
place where, evidently, most Senators, so far as we can judge from 
what they have said, believe Government buildings ought to be 
1, we shall get a thorough investigation; 
( iission that will take it in hand; we will see and hear every 
man who has property south of the Avenue, and we will get his 
proposition. 
W he n S¢ 


erecter 


snators or the commission come to deal with the tracts 
ith of the Avenue they will not find such a condition as we have 
on the lot that itis proposed to take on the opposite side of Jackson 


Square. There almost everybody objects to selling and does not 
want to sell. They want to stay where they are. It is a residen- 
tial part. South of the Avenue everybody wants to sell out, and 





vhen they are confronted with the fact that they have got to 
ake reasonable offers the Senator’s committee will find when we 
‘ome together at the next session of this Congress that they will 

ble to mark out a plan and will be able to say what not only 
ole square will cost, but what the whole of that triangle will cost, 
when we get that, Mr. President, it will be a good invest- 
lucnt; We can put every public building that we build for thirty 
years on it, and all these questions will be saved. 

Now, there is some rent saved, but the amount that is paid for 
rent in Washington not only applies to these three Departments; 
it «pplies to all the Departments. It is $350,000 in all. 
ony a portion of that—not the largest portion—that comes under 
e Departments. That is the “entire amount, and for these 
three Departments it is not so large as people state. 

Che Senator from Indiana, if he got his bill throngh—which I 
ppose he will not—would not consent that a proviso should ; 


( 
b 


ahd 


4} 


» it init that no contract shall be made until contracts for the | 


itire building shall be made, not exceeding $5,000,000. 
building can not be constructe d for that amount. 
built for $10,000,000, Mr. President. 


XXXVITI——160 


This 
It can not be 
Nobody supposes that it can. 


The amount saved in rent on these three Departments, suppose 
it is half of $350,000, is only $175,000, and that is a very small per 
cent on what the cost of this building will be. 

But I only rose to call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that by proceeding carefully, by providing for what we ougut to 
do, and what I ought to have had the foresight two years ago to 
propose—which I did not—this scheme will not be destroyed; it 
will be all the better. and we will get good buildings south of the 
Avenue and help make that a noble avenue. We will have the 
park brought up on the southern side and every public building 
will have two fine fronts, one on the park south and one on the 
Avenue north. It will not be in the way of residences; it will not 
be in anybody’s way. It will not chill the whole square round 
about, as a great building does when built in a re aon ial part. 


It will be by itself, where it ought to be, and it will be a great, 
noble, grand feature. 
Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President. as far as the last suggestion 


made by my distinguished friend is concerned, I beg to inform 
south side of 
Pennsylvaniaavenue. It has negotiated with owners of property 
there. and it has in its committee room to-day the very figures 
which the learned Senator would wait a year or two to obtain 
through the medium of a commission. The result was, as I said 
ment since, that the figures are simply excessive in every 
case, and we have got to condemn this property. 

Now, I do not understand why my distinguished friend, 
withstanding the amendment that has been made to the bill, still 
lingers around square 167 as though there were some fatal fascina- 
tion about that square. The commission certainly have been 
authorized to go down on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue 
and get that property, if they can, and if it has all the advantages 


not- 





so graphically described by the Senator from Maine, why should 
they not do so? 

My distinguished friend asks me to tell the Senate why his propo- 
| sition of delay means the death of this bill, and I am glad to state 
it in afew words. It throws this measure over into the shor 
s! siot 1, Which will be so congested with other measures that con- 

ration of this great measure would be absolutely hopeless. 
Ww e have no river and harbor bill in the long session; we have no 


| lation of any kind; 


we shall get a | 


general public-building bill; we are considering no general legis- 
everything is being thrown over into the short 
session; and does any $ Senator here think that, with all the pres 

ing needs of all those great bills, this bill is going 


sideration in that short session: 


to recelve con- 








Mr. HALE. Does not the ediebet expect—because there will 
| be none at this session—that there will be a public-building bill 
at the next session? 
Mr. QUARLES. I say there may be. 
Mr. HALE. Do we not all understand about that? Is it not 
| the understanding, I will say, in another body that whilst it is 
not desirable this year to have a public-building bill there will be 
one next year? The truth is, Mr. Presid it, he Senator is wrong 
about that. These public-building matters go more easily, and 
have done so heretofore, in a short session th an at any other, after 
the elections are over and after everything is out of the way. 
When we come in at a long session it is always said we must n 


There is | 


have a public-building bill, we must not have a river and harlx 


bill, but when we get into the sbort session we always have it. 
There will be a public-building bill next year. There will bea 
much better chance of passing it then than there will be this 
year. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I do not think this measur 
would find its way into that bill. The re art nany other meas- 
ures to which Members and Senators are wedded in their own lo 
calities that my proposition is that this great measure would b 

| driven out, as it has been for five years. For five years the ne 
sity of this building has been just as apparent asit isto-day. You 
have had two public-building bills, but this bill coald not get in 
neither will it get into the next wl lic-building bill. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 

1omr 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to ask the Senator whether if this ses- 
sion should be prolonged to a date to which the long session 
usually reaches, would it not furnish the opportunity for secur 
ing the information which the Senator from Maine suggests as 
being important, and still leave time enough in which to pass 
this bill? So if it is of such crying importance, of such great 


| magnitude, would it not, 
| that we should give it that direction rather than adjourn and 


| of the Senator which might s 


in the opinion of the Senator, be better 
leave it without any action whatever: 
Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I 
of this bill now. 
Mr. BACON. 


am in favor of the sage 


pas 
IT understand. I was simply asking a questir 


1wT 
igge 


n 
st a Way in which the difficulty 
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which he presented might be obviated and the passage of the bill 
still secured during the present session of Congress. 

Mr. QUARLES. No, Mr. President; I conceive that the infor- 
mation upon which my distinguished friend from Maine lays such 
great importance is of no avail. AsI said, we have that infor- 
mation now, unless the figures have been destroyed. The com- 
mittee has had them and has considered them. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly, there is not in this report the slightest 
particle of information either way about that. 

Mr. QUARLES. Of course not. 

Mr. HALE. It is singular that with evidently so many Sena- 
rs believing offhand that this building ought to be erected on 
e south side of Pennsylvania avenue, the committee does not 
give us a particle of information upon that point. I donot blame 





+} 


the committee. I do not suppose they have any exhaustive in- 
formation such as a commission can get. A commission can get 
complete information and furnish it to the Senate, but the com- 
mittee can not do that. They have other things to attend to and 


{ do not find fault with them. 
to do it. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, my learned friend underesti- 
mates the industry of the chairman of thecommittee. The chair- 
man of the committee has undertaken that labor himself on three 
several occasions. He has consulted the owners of this property, 
he has obtained their lowest prices, and has submitted those prices 
to the committee, and the committee in each instance has deter- 
mined that the prices were excessive and that the property would 
h ive to be condemned. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose there are 500 owners south of the Ave- 
nue. The chairman could not have seen them all. 

Mr. QUARLES. Ido not mean that we went all down that 
line. We did not go down below the power-house site. But we 
took every piece of property west of the power-house site, clear 
up to and including the Regent Hotel, and each and every other 
piece of property—— 

Mr. HALE. That is onlya block; that is only a small portion. 

Mr. QUARLES. Itis more than a block, because it included 
the power-house site. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But, if the Senator will excuse me, the 
power-house site is already purchased for the municipal building, 
and they are commencing the construction of the building now. 

Mr. QUARLES. Iam well aware of that fact. 

Now, Mr. President, just a word as to the immediate necessity 
of this building. I will say the immediate initiation of the build- 
ing. No Senator can read the report this committee has made, I 
think, without coming to the conclusion that it is the duty of 
the Senate to pass this bill at once. 

When we say that the facilities which are given to the State 
Department, for instance, are inadequate we are not half stating 
the proposition. They sve simply shabby. Our great Secretary 
of State has only one office. He has no retiring room. If two 
diplomats call at the same time on different matters of business, 
one has to wait. If a Senator happens to call he has to wait in 
the open corridor, I ask Senators to read this report from the 
several Departments that are to be housed in the new building 
and see how absolutely imperative it is that the building should 
be commenced at once. 

When we consider that five years will undoubtedly be necessary 
to complete this building, it requires no great strain of imagina- 
tion to see what the condition of affairs will, be in the city of 
Washington with reference to our great Departments before the 
time comes when we can possibly finish this building. It is a 
shame and a disgrace that a great Government like this should 
leave these great Departments in the condition in which we find 
them in the city of Washington at thistime. 


It is impossible for the commiitee 





i ask, without protracting this debate—for the time is running | 


on—that Senators will read the report of the committee and read 
the appeals which are made by these several Departments for 
greater facilities. Then, in the light of that suggestion, they 
will be prepared to vote upon this bill, and I think they will 


eee ree 
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Mr. QUARLES. In regard to that,I am utterly unable to fur. 
nish the information desired by the learned Senator. My experi- 
ence is not sufficient to warrant me entering upon that theme. 
That, however, is the only recourse, as the Senator well knows. jf 
the price which is fixed by the property owners is exorbitan; 
There is no alternative. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iagree with the Senator that that is cor; 


if we take that particular property. But I think that is a ; 
| sideration which should be looked into further in determining 
whether we shall select the specific property which is descrijed 
in the bill. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator from Wisconsin will allow 





agree with me it ought to pass at this session and be sent over to | 


the other House in time to be considered there. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the Senator from Wisconsin takes his 
seat, I should like to ask him a question. I understood the Sena- 
tor to say, in the course of his remarks, that the land which is de- 
scribed in this bill is held at prices which the committee believed 
were so exorbitant that the Government would have to resort to 
condemnation proceedings. What assurance will we have, if that 
authority is given, that the Government will get the property at 
any less prices than those fixed by the property owners? What 
has been the experience of the Government in the past in ques- 
tions of that kind? 

Mr. QUARLES. Does the Senator mean to ask me whether by 
condemnation we shall be able to economize? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 


me —— 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The discussion has been directed mainly 
to one of the blocks mentioned in the bill; but there are severs] 
sites which the commission is authorized to consider. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Indiana think it likely ; 
he gets this bill through that any other block will be select 
cepting that great residential block to the west of Jackson Sy 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. ‘“ That great residential block!” Thai 
a misuse of words. 

Mr. HALE. I make that inquiry. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That square- 

Mr. HALE. Is not the Senator himself in favor of ac 
that square? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If I had my way about it, I certainly 
would acquire that square, and I think it is a serious mista r 
the Government not to take it. I think so, and when I ha n 
opportunity to get the floor I shall undertake to demonstrate 
How other members of the proposed commission may view 
subject I do not know. I have not consulted with any of 1 ; 
I do not know what their opinion is upon it. My desire is, \ir, 
President, to accomplish something and not stand here sti 
in the bark upon a great question. Let us deal witha great ; 
lic question in a great, broad, intelligent way. 

Mr. HALE. That is precisely what +e want. ‘ 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If this were a matter of individual or : 
porate concern, Mr. President, it would have been settled 
ago. The history of the efforts to secure buildings in the Di: 
of Columbia for the accommodation of the public business is a 
serious commentary upon the manner in which business i 
times done. History shows that years are consumed in deba 
to the necessity of a public building, and much time is freque: 
consumed in debating these little questions—the nonessential : 
tails which have been debated here. I can characterize them in 
no other way 

Mr. HALE. I do not wish—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS.. I say that without any discourtesy to t! 
honorable Senator. 

Mr. HALE. No; itis not a matter between the Senator and 
me here, but I do not agree with the Senator that Cong: 
been remiss in this business. Long since I came into Con 
almost every Department of the Government 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will not the good Senator, who has s} 
frequently, allow me a few moments for uninterrupted discu 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If, however, the Senator has arisen for a 
question I do not wish to interrupt him. 

Mr. HALE. No; I see the force of what the Senator says, : 
will not interrupt him. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Ithink the Senator hasspokena half dozen 
times, and I, in order to expedite the passage of the bill, have 1 
frained from saying anything. 

Mr. |'ALE. I shall not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. l'‘AIRBANKS. Mr. President, about fourteen yearsela] 
from the time the discussion began for the erection of the ex 
sion of the Treasury building until it was completed and oceup 
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| It was abont eleven years after the discussion of the necessity | 


a new Congressional Library building began until the buildi: 
was ready for use. And some seventeen years—mark you 
elapsed in the consideration of the necessity for the construction 
of the State, War, and Navy building and the actual construct 

Twenty-five years, Mr. President, have elapsed since the deba 
began as to the necessity of a hall of records, and until the pr 
ent hour all that has been accomplished has been to acquire 4 si 
for the building. The question of an appropriation comes later. 

Mr. LODGE. And an undesirable site. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. ‘An undesirable site,’ the honorable Sen 
ator from Massachusetts says. Idonot admitit. That has bee! 
one of the great stumbling blocks in the consideration of this ques- 
tion—sites. There are differences about the tariff and some con- 
stitutional questions which can be easily adjusted, but when it 
comes to the question of sites for public buildings there the opin- 
ions are fixed, rigid, and unchangeable. It seems to me that we 
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Lave got to accommodate ourselves to each other’s views in a 
assure in order to accomplish anything in these important 
tters. 

What the people of the United States want in the city of Wash- 
‘neton is suitable accommodations for the transaction of the busi- 
nas of the Government. I need not say to Senators here how 

-reat is the necessity for additional facilities for the economical 
conduct and proper transaction of the business of the Govern- 
nent. 

: rhe Department of Justice is housed in inadequate quarters, 

J valuable documents and records of the Government, amount- 
ing possibly to more than the comparatively little sum involved 
in this bill, are in constant danger of destruction and loss. 

Go to the Treasury Department and you will find that there are 
records stored away in insufficient and in inaccessible recesses, 
liable to be destroyed at any moment, amounting to millions of 
dollars in value, and yet we debate about the question of archi- 
tects’ fees or whether this or that inconsequential detail should go 
in the bill. 

Ah. my friend, we have got to repose confidence and discretion 
in some one if we expect to secure the requisite facilities for the 
proper transaction of the public business. 5 

I know, Mr. President, there is no more ungracious task that 
rests upon any committee of the Senate than that which rests 
upon the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. If we 
propose @ measure here deemed by us essential to the public in- 
terest, we are beset by property owners and real-estate specula- 
tors from the beginning of the discussion of the measure to its 
final consummation. 

No great residential section should be taken for this purpose, 
savs the Senator from Maine. Once it was true that the block in 
question was a great residential section, but it is not so now—its 
glory has departed. I believe the Government owes it to the fu- 
ture as well as to the present to acquire block 167. There and in 
that vicinity is the heart of the Republic, and it must so continue 
down through the years that lie before us. 

This block looks out upon the White House and the White 
House grounds. It looks out upon Lafayette Square, which will 
always be an object of great interest to the people of the United 
States. Block 167 will either be owned by the Government or by 
private individuals—private speculators—and in time there will 
be erected uponit either a Government building that will be a 
matter of admiration and pride with the people and which will 
enhance the value and desirability of all the surrounding Gov- 
ernment property, or there will be built upon it apartment build- 
ings, stores, and shops, which will be a standing disgrace to the 
Government. 

Nobody can tell what the particular site mentioned by the Sen- 
ator from Maine will cost, as the committee in its report frankly 
says to the Senate. The men upon the committee are practical 
men, used to dealing with questions of some magnitude. They 
believed there was only one way to accomplish the object desired. 
You can not accomplish the end in view entirely by legislation; 
you will have to give authority to some commission to go and se- 
lect within reasonable limits a site adequate for the erection of a 
great building. 

What have we provided in the bill? We have provided that a 
commission shall be composed of the President pro tempore of 
the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of 
the Senate, and the chairman of the like committee of the House of 
Representatives, and to these four we have added three members 
of the Cabinet—the Secretary of State, the Attorney-General, and 
the Secretary of Commerceand Labor. Thatcommission of seven, 
Within the limits prescribed by this proposed act, is authorized to 
acquire by purchase—and if not able to purchase upon reasonable 
terms, then by condemnation—the requisite property. 

Block 167, says my friend the Senator from Maine, will be the 
one acquired. I donot know. The commission under this bill, 
if it shall become a law, will be authorized to purchase not only 
block 167, but the one immediately opposite to it across Lafayette 
square—block 169; the block west of the State, War, and Navy 
Department, upon which the Winder Building is situated, or it 
may acquire a site south of Pennsylvania avenue and east of Fif- 
teenth street, as proposed by the distinguished Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. The bill has given this much dis- 
cretion to the commission, and a very broad discretion it is. 

Why? Because dealing with the subject through Congress 
would be a cumbersome, slow, tedious, and uncertain process, and 
noone knows that better than the able and distinguished Senator 
trom Maine. 

Uhe Senator from Maine says he does not want a Department 
building erected in this ‘‘ great residential section.’ Let us see 
about that. Block 167 is now partly occupied by the Court of 
Claims; it is partly occupied by the Bureau of American Repub- 
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lics, and it is partly occupied by one of the bureaus of the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

People, instead of wanting to live there, as a general proposi- 
tion are obtaining homes and going elsewhere. North, looking 
down upon this block, is a hotel and, I believe, three residences, 
one, if I recollect correctly, unoccupied for some time. West, 
across Seventeenth street, is the Metropolitan Club. Ihave heard 
of protests from some of the members of that organization against 
the erection of a public building in that vicinity. South of the 
club, reaching down to Pennsylvania avenue, are a few residences 
and a number of shops. When shops go in, residences go out, as 
the Senator knows. 

South of this block is the great War, State, and Navy Depart- 
ment building, and on the east side is Lafayette Square. Senators 
must have observed that large apartment houses ave crowding 
down into that locality. Itseems tome that we would be recreant 
in our duty to safeguard the future interests of the city of Wash- 
ington, in which the people are justly concerned, if we allowed 
this property to go into the hands of those who would make of 
this locality an undesirable place. 

This seems to me to be the most desirable block for a great build- 
ing which shall stand asa representative of the dignity and power 
of the Government. These Department buildings are but few, 
and when they are built they should be built not only for the 
present but for the future. 

As to the architect’s fees, of which the Senator has made com- 
plaint, it has not been customary—and I appeal to the Senator 
from Maine in the statement I am about to make—it has not been 
customary to impose limitations upon fees to be paid architects. 

The Senator is a member of the great Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and one of the last bills reported to Congress by that com- 
mittee contained a provision carrying some three and a half mil- 
lion dollars for the construction of a building for the National 
Museum. That proposition did not go to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, as, under the rules, it should have 
gone, but it went to the Appropriations Committee, of which the 
honorable Senator is so powerful and distinguished a member. 
What did that committee do? 

Did it put a limitation on the architect's fees? Certainly if 
there was great peril to the Government the vigilant Senator 
would not have omitted to say so, but an inspection of the act as 
it stands upon the permanent statute books of the United States 
discloses the fact that the Senator did not deem such a limitation 
there necessary. 

Mr. HALE. I will state to the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxrinsin the chair). 
the Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. I will state to the Senator that I did not think 
then, and do not think now, that there was any danger in that 
case; but if the Senator had directed his attention to another case, 
where a great building was to be erected, and where there would 
be danger of this, he would find that on my motion the follow- 
ing clause was inserted in the bill providing for the erection of a 
hall of records: 


Does 


And no plan shall be adopted unless authorized by legislation hereafter to 
be enacted, and said plan or any compensation connected therewith shall 
only be preliminary and shall not in any way run with the construction of 
the building, and no obligation for such preliminary plans shall be incurred 
to cost in excess of $5,000 herein appropriated. 


I mean, Mr. President, if I can have my way, upon every pub- 
lic building erected here in the city of Washington, and perhaps 
outside largely, to have a provision similar to that which I have 
just read put on the bill. In the case of the hall of records I 
thought such a provision necessary; but I did not think any 
architect was needed in the matter to which the Senator h 


ias 
referred, and do not know that one has been employed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will ask the Senator if he has not been 
pressing certain bills for public buildings in Maine, and whether 
there is any limitation in regard to architects’ fees in those bills? 

Mr. HALE. I donot know how that will be when we get them. 
We have not got the buildings yet. 

Mr.FAIRBANKS. You have got the bills. 

Mr. HALE. We have got the bilis for the sites and all that. I 
am entirely willing and should be very glad to have the provision 
I have referred to incorporated upon all bills of that kind. O! 
course it is not so essential upon a small building, but even in such 
a case I think if any architect at all is employed he ought to be 
employed under limitations, and he ought to be a local architect. 

When it comes to big buildings—and we have got some. as the 
Senator knows, in contemplation in New York City and other 
cities—I for one shall not consent to any provision for those 

| great structures unless it is accompanied by such astiptlation as, 
on my motion and drawn by me, was put on the bill providing 
for a great building for a hall of records. I want Congress to 
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know before it embarks on these undertakings and appropriates 
the money what all this is to cost,and on buildings herein Wash- 
ington—I do not want to interrupt the Senator from Indiana—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iam glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. Bnt on matters here in Washington, I think, as I 
have said, Congress ought to know where its money is to go and 
what the land is going to cost. That can be easily done. 

I agree with the Senator, and generally we are all agreed, that 
we want these buildings. But six months’ delay is not fatal by 
any means, We are constructing a great many public buildings 
in Washington, as the Senator knows. Long since I have come 


into Congress every Department under the Government has been 
taken out of crowded, narrow, cramped quarters, and many of 
them given fine, handsome, commodious rooms. I do not think 
w » especially at fault. I want to go on from year to year, 
but I want to know where we stand when we do go on. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. 


cerned—and I] 
t 


So far as the architects’ fees are con- 
will take but a moment, as I wish to see action 


upon the bill to-night—I am willing to leave that subject in the 
discretion of the Secretary of State, the Attorney-General, and 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. It is a discretion’which 
they will exercise reasonably. The Senator can have no doubt 


about that. 

There was one thing stated by the honorable Senator from 
Maine that I did not understand precisely. He said that the bill 
would not go through. Why? 

Mr. HALE. Isaidthat I expectedit would not. 
the Senate is prepared to pass the Senator’s bill. I may be wrong 
about it, but { judge so from the indications. Of the Senators 
here to-day, almost every one who has spoken, except the Senator 
from Indiana and the Senator from Wisconsin, has spoken in favor 
of going south of the Avenue. I may be wrong about that. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. ‘The Senator indicates—the statement was 
perhaps somewhat unguarded and inaccurate—that there had 
been undue haste, and that was the sound of alarm when the 
Senator first began his observations. Mr. President, there has 
been no subject which has been before the Senate for years which 
has been more deliberately considered than this. It failed of 
action in the Senate, first, because an amendment was put upon 
the bill at the suggestion of the honorable junior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar]. While we were dealing with that 
amendment the bill was so delayed that it failed of passage at 
the long session of Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I yield with very great pleasure. 

Mr. BAILEY. Has it not heretofore been the idea that the 
building for the Supreme Court, at least, should be located near 
this Capitol and opposite to the Library? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes; the Senator is right about that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Speaking for myself,I dislike very much to see 
the Supreme Court sent so far from the Capitol. 

A FAIRBANKS. I agree with the Senator; but this bill 


iy 
aul, 


I do not think 


does not make provision for the Supreme Court; it is for the At- | 


torney-General; it is for the executive branch of the Department 
of Justice. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then my objection does not apply; but I had 
been advised that it included the Supreme Court. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Oh, no. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was going to say that it often happens that it 
is necessary for Senators to go to the Supreme Court for the pur- 
pose not of attending to their profession, but to hear the discus- 
sion of important causes there. Every Senator has probably the 
experience that I have, of frequent requests to present members 
of the bar from his own State tor admission there. In attending 
to those matters it would be very inconvenient to us if the court 
were put at the other end of the Avenue. I think they ought to 
have better quarters than they have. I think they ought to have 
more room and 1 etter room, and I hope we shall find it for them 
near the Capitol. 


~~ 


Now, Mr. President, that I am on my feet, I am constrained to 
ask the Senator from Indiana how long it is going to be before 


the Senate takes care of the minority members of its own body, 
and how long must we be set down here in a building that has 
been condemned as unsafe? I think myself that it would not be 
very much loss to the country, perhaps, if some of us were not 
able to perform our service, but for one I should like to be able 
to perform it with all my faculties, and I have no taste for being 
housed in a building that, by common consent, is regarded as un- 
safe. 

Those in charge have declined to allow us to carry books into 
our rooms over in what is known as the ‘‘ Senate Annex,” because 
they are afraid that if we all carry books up there the building 
will fall. [Laughter.] Most of the Senators who are located in 
that building probably are wise exough not to need books to help 





them perform their duties; but some of us do need them, and we 
chafe a little at being told by the janitor in charge of the bui}\ 
ing that we must not carry books up into our rooms, becaus 


tes 


we do, the building is liable to fall. 

That is the condition in which thirty-five or forty members of 
this body find themselves, and I sincerely hope the Senator from 
Indiana, who is chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings 


and Grounds, and performs his work well, will relieve these 
ators before he takes care of others. In other words, I think 
infinitely more important to provide for the safety of the Sena‘ 
than for the comfort of the Commerce and Labor Departm: 
even of the Attorney-General. I do not believe that any » 
who works for the Government ought to be exposed to an 
necessary hazard. But when a man comes here, faithfully ; 
forming, certainly at what is not more than a moderate sal: 
what the public service requires of him, if he can not have , 
fortable quarters, he ought at least to have a safe place in which 
to do his work. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, I fully agree with the honorable Senator 
from Texas. There are more buildings than he has mentioned 
needed in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator from Indiana permi! 
suggestion from me in that connection? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I yield for a question. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Itis a mere suggestion, and that is, that a 
structure somewhat resembling the Executive office of the P 
dent, but composed of better material, unobtrusive, and i: 
mony with the architecture of the Capitol, could be constructed 
immediately adjoining this building upon the same ground, and 
connected with it. That would give ample accommodations to 
those who now have very inferior accommodations. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. One of the difficulties about securing nec- 
essary building legislation in the District of Columbia has been 
the great divergence of opinion as to which was the most emergent 
measure. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iwas going to say that the Senator and I 
have discussed the matter he has just mentioned, and I think it 
is one that should be taken up and considered in a deliberate and 
intelligent way. 

Mr. BAILEY. But is it not the most emergent? I have heard 
no suggestion that anybody else is occupying quarters that h 
been condemned. I have heard that some are occupying quart 
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| that do not comport with the dignity of their several offices, and 
rd 


there may be more or less force in that, but I have not yet he 
a suggestion that anybody connected with the public service is 


| occupying condemned quarters, except several of the Senators. 


I said a moment ago that Senators of the minority were those 
occupying this building; but I will correct that statement and 
say the Senators who are sent down to this building, common); 
known as the **‘ Maltby Building,”’ I believe, but legally known as 
the ‘‘ Senate Annex,” are not entirely Democrats, but there are 
a number of newly elected Republican Senatorsas well. They are 
sent down there more as a matter of seniority than they are as 4 
matter of politics; and I take it that in case of accident you would 
lose about as many able-bodied men as we would. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It would be asort of nonpartisan accident. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; but I discover that it isa nonpartisans!'p 
that comprehends only the new members. If you reversed it end 
sent the old members down there, they would have had a new 
building three years ago. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. GALLINGER. That is true. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the new Senators hardly know how to pro- 
ceed with that dispatch and efficiency which their seniors have 
acquired; and so, being new and withont that powerful influence 
in these affairs, we are put down there with our lives ‘n onr hands 
and told to wait until the comfort of other folk can be provided fi 

I am not going to obstruct the Senator’s bill; but if tho Senate, 
or at least that part of it that is quartered down there in this con- 
demned building, had my view, there would never be another 
public-building bill pass this body until the safety of the Senate 
was provided for. 

I do not myself expect to stay down there all the while. I ex- 
pect to join the seniors up here, if I live longenough. I expect to 
be provided with quarters here, and probably long before you 
would have that building finished if you began it now. But 1 do 
believe that it is a reflection on the good judgment of the Senate 
to compel a large number of members to occupy rooms in a build- 
ing that is unsafe, and has been condemned as unsafe, and is so 
unsafe that the Senators are not permitted to carry books up there 
to inform themselves about questions which they ought to discuss. 
They can carry them up one or two at a time, but the vigilant 
janitor there, if he finds any Senator with too many, serves notice 
on him that he must take them out. Twice within the last two 
or three weeks I have seen books taken from a Senator’s room 
into the hall to be carted down to the basement. 
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7. that is an outrage upon the Senators who are compelled | 


t _ O the ir work there, and I am sure the Senator from Indiana 
will ,the matter his attention. I hope there will be no divi- 
sion of ¢ opinion here that this is the most urgent. The others are 


sim ply questi ons of comfort and of architec tural beauty—of adorn- 


he city, as it were. This is a question that may seriously 
ofoct the lives of Senators. If there were anexplosion anywhere 
within 200 yards of the M altby Building, it would crumble to 
the dust. It is an outrage that Senators are compelled to occupy 


such a building. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, only a word or two more. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. hidin— 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Does theSenator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 
r, FAIRBANKS. If it is for a question, I will yield. 
CULBERSON. It is for a question on the same matter to 
= my colleague has alluded, I call the Senator’s attenti: 
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| 
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Mr. HALE. Iknow; but we put it on fi 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Be 
reason for it. 

Now, are we going to waste $316,000 a year indefinitely? 





nally in the Committee 
vause it was the 


T hava 






had the honor of sitting in this Chamber some seven years. I 
have not gone into the figures accurately, but I am within the 
reasonable limits of the truth when [ say barr there has been paid 
out during that time for rents in the Di tof Columbia ra 
million and a half of dollars, when the money for mn n 
of necessary buildings is piled up and lying i n the ul 
Treasury. What kind of business is that, Mr. President 

I hope the honorable Senator from Maine is not prophetic. I 
hope his very pos itive tement that the bill will not pass is 
foun led i inerror. It is in the interest of the Government that it 
shall pass. Itisin the interest of good administration that it shall 
pass. Evenafter it has passed, several years will elapse before the 


building contemplated can be oceupied. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. Presi lent, the Senator from Maine | 


| HALE] seems very insistent on gaining further time for the con- 


v mn to 
Senate bill 3687, providing for the purchase of a suitable site fora | 
building for the Supreme Court, and I ask him whether, if that 
bill should become a law and the Supreme Court should be re- 
moved from the Capitol, there would be sufficient space now occu- | 
pied by the Supreme Court to give the remaining Senators offices | 
in this building? 


Mr. FAIRB ANKS. Ido not think SO. 
be aiieae inadequate. T believe with the Senator from Texas 
that we should make ample and adequate provision for the Sen- 
ators who now have their committee rooms in the Maltby Build- 
ing. I spent two years there, the first two years of my servicein 


No; I think it would | « 


the Senate, and I sympathize fully with the observations the Sen- | 


ator has made. 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I desire 
to say that the most serious objection I have yet heard sug- 


ed to the construction of a building for the use of the Senate | 
is that se has just been found in the suggestion of — Se nator | 





Nevada, that when that building is constructed it should be 
after th 1@ pattern of the new Executive buildi ing, cheat which 
something has already been said in this debat« I think if itis 
going to be after that pattern possibly Senators woul prefer almost 
to risk their lives in the present annex building, known as the 
** Maltby.” 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I must decline 
Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will pardon me for saying 
t | entirely agree with the suggestion of the Senator from New 
Hampshire; that it would have been better if the Executive build- 
ing had been put in the rear of the White House. 

Mr. BAILEY. So as to make a stable out of it. 

Mr. BACON. I suppose in making that suggestion the Senator 
fron 1. New Hampshire was animated by the same consideration that 
moved Sydney Smith in some advice he gave to one of his friends, 

» of the prominent poets of E aghed—t believe it was Rogers— 
who was not especially distinguished for personal pulchritude. 
He advised him whenever he had his picture taken to have it 
talen while he was at prayer, with hisfaceinhishat. (Laughter. ] 

ir. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— 

FAIRBANKS. I must decline to yield further, if the 
Senator from Nevada will pardon me. I only wish to say a word 
or two, and must hasten on. 

Chis is a matter which claims our serious attention as trust 
of the interests of the public. We pay out yearly on appro pria- 
tion  bille— ~as the distinguished Senator from Maine, who is an 
honorable member of the Committee on Appropriations, well 
$316,000 for the rent of quarters in the District of Colum- 
via, admitted to be very inadequate. 

_ With the money lyingin the Treasury with which to build build- 
Ings for the accommodation of our business, the Appropriations 
Committee does muthing —and I say it without any unkindness 
whatever—to aid us to secure the construction of proper buildings, 
and to make u nnecessary that immense draft upon the Treasury 
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each year. When the committee charged with the duty of pro 
vi gb uildings for the Government comes to the Senate with a 
m © + which will save the drain to a considerable extent, we 


find nothing but serious op; position. 
Pri sident, to pay out $316,000 « 


. HALE. 


Shall we continue, Mr. 
» year indefinitely? 


The een ania wait unt il we get t rough the 








session. The Committ Appropriations put on Set year pro- 
Vision for two large buil di ngs. They were put in the appropria- 
ill. 
OF Wh at two buildings? 


ling for the hall of records. 
“th it was reported from the Cc 
; and Grounds. 
But the appropriation had not been put on by the 
Provision for the Agri cultural and Smithsonian 
on the appropriation bill. 
The Agricultural build 


mmiuttee 


ir. H [ALE. 
cK : ittee. 
buil nes were put 
me. PATRB ANKS. 


ing measure passed 
as a separate bill. 


the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 





I introduced the bill, and it was reported from | 


sideration of this subject. When I first became a member of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, [ think some five 
years ago, this matter was then under consideration. It has 1 
msidered every session since that time. This is the fifth se 
that it has been under consideration. How long it had } n 
der consideration before the same committee prior to that time I 


- 





can not say. But this much is evid it. If I have learned any- 
thing in that committee it is that there is no hope, by any charac- 
ter of investigation, of finding a single spot in the city of Wash- 
ington where we can locate a public building and get a reasonable 
price put upon the property. 

Therefore a commission, such as is suggested by the Senator 
from Main , might serve f r ten years, and they could not secure 
the setting of a reasonable value upon any Pp perty for publ 
purposes. It is necessary, therefore, that we should go beyond 
what is proper, or that ' we go to the courts in condemnation pro- 
Cet lings. 

We have ag epee this matter during all these years, and we 
have come to the conclusion that it is necessary and proper a is 
time to put up a bui ding of the character described in this bill 
And why? The money in the Treasury is lying there rotting, 
wi hile we ire paying out. as has been suggested, $316,000 a year 


We 


als in the cityof Washington. The moneyis there to pay 


for re 














for the building. Whatcharacter of econ l it 
we have the money on hand and when weca | 
within a few years and yet at the same ti th c 
tra expenditures for rent? 
Not only that, but the quarters now occupied by the Depart- 
ment of Justice and by other Departments which are to b 
fited by this bill are inadequate and improper for 
Vast records are stored th There is no ad ite pl 
them, and in case of their destruction they could not possibly be 
replaced. That is one reason w we should commence 1 
construction of this ilding, v l 1 not | n eted 1 3 
5 sel me. 
1e § tt 5 11 ne will 1s 
1 , % » |} til , at ¢ a 
within t limits of t Tr l 
4t is true,it s oO! uni - 
i n who are mentioned in this bill, assisted 
by the President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speake: 18 
House, both exceedingly conservative, can secure for us a- 
sonable a place for the building of this re a . 
sibly hope for. Mr. Presi t, I « f 
] lelay rcan be gained. T 
i. * " } ; a. 
iT “8 » Just ¢ r 
I i id that he amendm ( 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Gav Mr. President, may I 
ask for the reading of the ame it, that I may c 
understand it? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read 
The SECRETARY. On page 6, line 5, a ’ 
tects,’’ it is proposed to strike out the word * 
The suecessfularchitectshal! receive: t f 
cat S, and rite ‘ ta Tate D ex 
of said bul ing nda sbau so 
Mr. McCUMBER. Iam in entire 
sought to be a mplished by this ; i 3 to 
me the amendment ‘ inces exactly wl : 
attempting to guard ‘ 
expenses of the archi 
commission toemploy anarchitect to s 
of this building 
I desir e to call the tter n of the ¢ : m N 


i shire to the reading of the lawitself, and to state to him 


«tr 
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under the bill as it now reads there is no authority on the part of 
y Pp 


Mr. DRYDEN. The last amendment proposed as a substitute 


the Commission which is to secure the construction of this build- | by the Senator from New Hampshire covers simply the furnish. 


ing to employ an architect for the purpose of supervising the con- 
struction of the building. Under the law which the Senator 
from New Hampshire has already read in connection with this 
bill, if it becomes a law, the duty will be imposed upon this Com- 
mission simply to employ architects for the purpose of securing 
plans and to pay them for those plans. Then, following the law 
whichis now upon our statute books, the Commission would turn 
over to the Supervising Architect the duty to supervise the con- 
struction of the building. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McCUMLSER. Now, let me read this, if the Senator please, 
before he quotes the law again. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me just here? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Since drawing the amendment I have ex- 
amined the law and read it, and I am entirely persuaded that itis 
not necessary for us to provide for supervision. So I have re- 
written the amendment which I am going to offer, and will now 
offer it as a substitute for the one [submitted a while ago. I will 
send it to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire withdraws his former amendment? 

Mr.GALLINGER. I withdraw it and send the proposed amend- 
ment to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota desire to have the amendment read before he proceeds? 
Mr. McCUMBER. I will consent to its being read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY, 
proposed to strike out ‘‘to’’ and insert: 


mm 


The successful architect shall receive compensation in full for plans and 
specifications not to exceed two and a half per cent of the total cost of said 
building, and shall also—— 


this new amendment. Under the law as it now reads the amount 


to be paid to an architect for the plans is left to the sound discre- | 


tion of thiscommission. I have entire confidence in the commis- 
sion, if this bill becomes a law, and I do not believe that under 
any circumstances they would allow, on a building that would 
cost $5,000,000, more than two and a half per cent, which would 
amount to $125,000. I do not believe as a conservative commis- 


| 





| 
| 
| 


| 


| 








| and go no further than that, if the building is not properly ¢»: 
After the word “‘ architects,’’ in line 5, it is | 


ing of a design and the preparation of specifications, and for that 
the Senator proposes to pay the architect 24 per cent. I think 
that is an extravagant price to pay the architect for what tho 
amendment proposes to require of him, according to my under- 
standing. The great expense, the great labor in connection wit) 
the preparation or the entire scheme by the architect for a buili- 
ing consists in preparing the detailed plans. That may involyo, 
for such a building as is proposed here, assuming that it is going 
to cost, as some Senator has said, ten or twelve million dollars. ¢},. 


_ employment of a force of fifty or perhaps seventy-five clerks for a 
| series of years. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Do not the specifications cover that? 

Mr. DRYDEN. Not at all; not by any means. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I willamend it then by putting in detailed 
drawings, if it will suit the Senator from New Jersey better. 

Mr. DRYDEN. The specifications are a comparatively simple 
matter. 

Mr. LODGE. The percentage paid, when the supervision of 
the building is not involved, is very much less than 5 per cent. [ 
think if he will look at the rates of charges fixed by the Architects’ 
Society he will find a much lower charge. Supervision is con- 
sidered very laborious work. 

Mr. DRYDEN. It may be somewhat less. But I doubt tho 
wisdom of giving a contract to an architect and relieving him at 
the very point at which he should be held responsible. If you 
provide in the contract that the architect shall do nothing moro 
than furnish the design, specifications, and the detailed drawings 


structed, and that is ascertained afterwards, you can not hold the 


architect responsible, because you have specifically eliminated 
| him from that responsibility. 


sion they would consider it was worth more than a hundred and | 


twenty-five thousand dollars to secure plans alone. 
seems to me that the amendment is unnecessary and practically 
makes it incumbent upon them to fix at least the value which 
they shall pay. 

Now, reading this bill— 

That the construction of said building shall be in charge of the Secretary 
of State, the Attorney-General, and the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, 
who are hereby authorized and directed toselect.and adopt plans for the said 
building, and to make contracts for its construction— 

I do not conceive that anyone will claim that the words ‘‘ con- 
tracts for its construction ’’ shall be construed to include fees for 
superintending— 
after proper advertisements and the reception of bids, and, if they shall in- 
vite plans by competition among architects, to pay to the person submitting 
the two sets of plans next in order of merit to those selected such sums as, in 
their judgment, shall be proper compensation for their preparation. 

I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire why it is 
not satisfactory to leave it in that way, andif the commission con- 
sider that the plans and specifications are not worth more than 
thirty or forty or fifty thousand dollars, why shall we say to them 
practically that they shall consider them worth a hundred and 
twenty-five thousand dollars, or 24 per cent upon the value of the 
building? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, as he asks 
me a question, I will say that the Senator from New Jersey in- 
sists that the architects will demand 5 per cent. We have hada 
recent experience where they demanded and received 8 per cent. 
I think that is a sufiicient answer to the Senator from North Da- 
kota. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But the demanding of the 5 per cent, I un- 
derstand, includes not only the plans, but supervision also; that 
where there is no supervision by the architect, there is no general 
rule that he shall have 5 per cent upon thevalue of the building. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. McCUMBER. With pleasure. 

Mr. DRYDEN. The usual charge of 5 per cent by the best 
architects in the country includes the furnishing of a design, the 
preparation of detailed drawings, the preparation of specifications, 
and the supervision of the entire work from start to finish. Now, 
as I understand, and I will speak only a moment—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator. 


Therefore it ! 





wes : an | for the entire matter from the time he furnishes his general | | 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I can see some objection to | 


Now, in my judgment, the architect should be held responsi)! 
of the building until the building itself is completed. 

Mr. CULLOM. And turned over. 

Mr. DRYDEN. And turned over. 

Mr. McCUMBER. There seems to be considerable divergence 
of opinion as to what are the duties of an architect, under the 
general rules of the association, when he receives his 5 per cent 
As I understand the Senator from New Jersey, his duties would 
simply consist of showing a design of the outer structure of tho 
building, without specifications. I understand that it includes 
not only the general design of the building and specifications, but 
in addition, supervision of construction. 

Mr. DRYDEN. And detailed drawings. 


Mr. McCUMBER. And all detailed drawings. But I would 


| understand also that the 24 per cent basis, or one-half of that, 


would include the specifications as well as the general desi 
But whatever that may be, in a case of this kind it would be sub- 
ject to a special contract. 

There are very few five or ten million dollar buildings put up 


| in the United States, and therefore buildings of this charac‘ 


can not be taken ordinarily as a basis for the value of the services 
of an architect. In other words, the ordinary public building 
that costs a million dollars would require almost as much of spcc- 
ifications and certainly as great skill on the part of an architect 
as a $5,000,000 or a $10,000,000 or possibly a $20,000,000 building. 
There are exceptions, of course, to this rule. I believe charges 
should be graded somewhat according to the value of the building. 
Certainly if an architect should receive 5 per cent upon a building 
that cost only $100,000, he would not receive nearly as much ac- 
cordingly for his services as if he were to receive 5 per cent upou 
one which is to cost $10,000,000. 

But seems to me we can justly leave this matter entirely with 
the commission to determine what is reasonable and what is just. 
It seems to me, further, that the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire might be construed as requiring the 
commission to pay a greater compensation than they ought to 
merely for the work of the architect in furnishing the plans and 
specifications. It might be worth 2} per cent and it might not be 
worth 1 per cent, and it seems to me we should leave that en- 
tirely in the hands of the commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I appreciate fully the desires 
and wishes of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in 
some effective way to add to the public buildings in the District, 
and I also appreciate the difficulty they have in making selections 
as to what particular building shall be first constructed. : 

We had a considerable debate here the other morning, and it 
appeared from that discussion, or one side of it at least, that a 
portion of the office of the Public Printer was in such a condition 
that the building should be torn down, or that portion of it which 
has been in occupation for a long time, and a new building con- 
structed in its place. 


We to-day have the suggestion from younger Senators in this 


a a hae 


ge rR Se 








1 
Be 









1904. 





at they are not quite fairly treated in comparison with 


ho 
those who have been here for some years. My friend the Senator | 
from Texas even went so far as to suggest that the Maltby Build- 


uld be occupie a by the ; older Senators and that the new 
Gonators, those who have come in more recently, should occupy 
pace in this building. I sympathize with the Senator in this 

d, although I never had the opportunity of occupying any 


n ot the M: ult} iv Bui lding. 
‘ut I want to say to the Senator from Texas and other Senators 
I believe one of the first things necessary for us to do as 


; appropriations for public 
it we May call an annex totheS 
{ ; for a long time saw the 


buildings is to provide for 
nate. The House of Repre- 
necessity of such an annex for 
House, and they rchased what is known as the Butler 
1g a good many years ago and used it, and they also rented 
ldings in and about the south side. 
ink we have reac hed a point where it will be necessary 
for us at an early day to provide an annex building to this Capi- 
It is obvious that we can not—— 
Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me? 
s with the statement that they purch 
ited others outside. The Senator, of course, is aware that 
» Congress provided for a structure that was to cost 
ething more than $2,000,000 for an annex to the House. 
r, ALLISON. I mentioned that fact just before the Senator 
> 1N. 
BAILEY. I did not hear it. 
ALLISON. The House structure will cost. I think, more 
than $2,000,000; possibly, including the condemnation of the land, 
nd a half million dollars. 
7, we need a structure, of course not as extensive as the 
ure proposed on the south side of the Capitol. We need a 
ture for the use of the Senate, and that structure should be 
as near the Capitol as practicable. It should not be where 
Building is now. We should purchase a correspond- 
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ing corner northeast of the Capitol, and erect there a suitable 
building architecturally for the convenience and utility of the 
Senate. Lagree that that is a ver ‘y important thing to do. 

. Senator from Indiana suggested that the Committee on Ap- 


ro} ions had hardly made in the past such provision as they 
ought to have made for these public buildings. Perhaps that crit- 
icism is a very proper one. 

ir. FAIRBANKS. No; I did not intend to be understood as 
going to the extent which the Senator from Iowa saysI did. I 
vas led to observe, if my observation is drawn out, that the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds were endeavoring to re- 
ve the Government from this intolerable embarrassment and 
tinual ¢ se, and they were antagonized in that effort by 


leading influences upon the Committee on Appropriations. Of 
course the re sronaluliity for enacting the law rests primarily upon 
the committee of the other House. 

fr. ALLISON. It does asa rule, although I believe the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate has a right to originate 
appr ropriations for the necessities of the Departments of the G 


ernment and for the necessities of either or both branches of Ce on 

I do not think that as respects these questions there is any 
for a law; but I believe the House have decided oth- 
erwise, and therefore they will consider no appropriations unless 
previous provision is made for the buildi ngs by law, except 
they inserted in the appropriation act in the House last 

& pr os for the construction of the building south of the 
C 1 Ul, 

‘ir, FAIRBANKS, And I may ask the Senator if th 
he Senate has nu it generally been in line with that? 

Mr, ALLISON. It has generally been in line with that, 
ink too strictly in line with it. 

Phis s bill provides for an appropriation to house the ae 
of Justice. There was an appropriation sone some four or five 
years ago, during the ine umbeney of Attorney-General Griggs, 

mie priat ing, as I remember it, twelve hundred and fifty thou- 

and do Nars f r a building for the Department of Justice, and I 

thir nk there was a commission provided, I do not know whether 
it was a commission similar to this one, The Senator from Indi- 
ana will know. 

Mr. FAI RBANKS. Does the Senator refer to the act of 1899? 

Mr. ALLISON. I refer to that act. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It appropriated $1,000,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. There was another act, was there not? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. NotasI recollect it. My understanding 
is that there was $1,000,000 appropriated, but the Attorney-Gen- 
eral afterwards reported that he could not construct the building 

5 ng the limit. 

*, ALLISON. I was about to come to that. During the in- 
cumt ency of Attorney-General Griggs provision was made for 
the Department of Justice by a separate statute, I believe, and it 


ress. 


necessity 


e practice 


an d I 





str 


ictures. 
Mr. 


judgm nt of the Attorney-General, I have always bel 

ill believe, that the Department of Justice bu z 
built upon the space we now have. It is larg 
Department of Justice. 

Now, I believe another thing; that it is not wise t 
or four Departments in one building. I beli th: 
construction we make for the several Departments « 
made, as far as practicable, for them ind lent 

Mr. FAIRBANKS a l interrupt the Sen 

a ALLISON. Certainly, lam stating wn ( 

ut it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. a neaee h the Sen as to 
provision is, in the nature of things, | te 
there were three De partme nts provided for i ut 
Navy Department building. One of those De 

yn the passage of this bill, and ultimately it will 
one or the other remainin: 

Mr. ALLISON. I ee so understand. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. So, wit the building lex 
while there will be three Depart: I ac 
for the time being, there will be ultin al er 
this building will be eventually o 1} Dep: 

Mr. ALLISON. The r’s st in « 
with what I was endeavoring to s Vv 1 hay 
few moments. 

{In 1876 or in 1877, I have forgotten which dat 
terial; perhaps earlier than that; I b . in t 
commenced the constru ction of the State, War LN 
ment buildin: g, and ev ody said at that time t 
would be ample for or fifty years for I 
Before that building was completed and aft ™m 
was a struggle between those thre » Secretaries, and 
between the two Secretaries of War and Navy, a 
to be occupied in that building, which had to be 
by the a arbitration,if I may say so, of a com eo 

Mr. HALE. By Congress. 

Mr. ALLIS IN. By Con; pra i alor 
ture, by the time if was completed, wa : I 
retaries then in service to be insuft ir 
of their several Departments. A ! of tl 
are paying a large portion of it i t 
think amounting to $30,000 or $10 ae - 
the details; I speak only from mem We h 


ALLISON. 
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may have 


also contained a full and complete appropriation. The At 
General was authorized to secure plans and specificati 
| building. He did so,andt ie plans and specifications whi 
the commission, if it was a commission, ‘ht t 
cepted would cost in the neighborhood of een dre 
Sali d dollars. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Nineteen hundred th 1 dollar 
Mr. ALLIS IN. Nineteen hundred thousan lla 
afterwards it was modified so that it could n 
for sixteen hundred thousand dollars. That was in 15 
old building was torn down, and the Department of Ji 
compelled to lease buildings around the city until t c 
tion was completed. Iam not aware that from that tin 
there has been any suggestion of a statnte looking tothe « 
ment of the cost of he Sane for » Department of 
The Senator from Indiana will correct me if I am mi 
that. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I did not understand th L 
ment. My attention was diverted at ti ment 
Mr. ALLIS IN. I was about to state that th lin 
because of an incomplete limit and because of an I 
propriation, and because of the rule w h tl a 
ished we could not put upon an appropriation } al 
of that appropriation without f removing the limi 
fixing a new i am not aware tl uny | has 
presented in or in the ¢ sug ting nla 
f the limi r¢ to p e for a buildi h 
Department of Just If I am mistaken in that, 
will correct me 
Mr. FAI RBANI The Senatoris not absolutely corr 
that, because immediately following t fai a bill s 
he one now b » To ma iS prepa! It had 
concurrence and approval of t! rney al H 
this arrangement to the one to 4 the Senator refs 
Mr. ALLISON. Then this bill, or an arrangement su 
proposed here, was substituted for that original plan? 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes; the idea being that Was 
r the Gov as to erect a building that would ac 
the State Department, the Department of ice, and 
Department, than to spend smaller sums in different i 
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lease for a building just completed, called the ‘‘ Mills Building,”’ 
adjacent to the War Department, for which I believe we are pay- 
ing $20,000 or $24,000 a year. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator from Iowa is mistaken about 
the War Department expenditure for rent. 
amounts paid for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Navy Department has the building. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will state that the estimate for rent for | 
the War Department this year is $16,800, but for the Navy De- 
partment it is $24,500. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis the Navy Department; I said the War De- 
partment. The Navy Department is paying $24,000 for a new fire- 
proof builing, which I believe has been rented for a long period 
of years; at least it was understood when the building was con- 
structed that it was constructed at great expense and according 
to plans and suggestions made by the then Secretary of the Navy. 
Although the War Department pays only $16,000 for rent, it is | 
paying, I repeat, a large sum for rent. The State Department I 
think is not paying anything, although it may be paying some 
small sum for rent. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Practically nothing—$720 a year. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, the bill provides that this 
new structure shall be occupied by the State Department, by the 
Department of Justice, and by the new Department of Commerce 
and Labor. I say, with due respect to Senators, I believe there 
are a great many people housed in this city in the public service 
who need, more than the State Department, additienal room. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator will bear with me a min- 
ute-———— 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I fear he has not taken that accurate and 
careful survey of this subject which he usually takes of subjects. 
The Senator has just stated that we are paying rent for accommo- 
dating the War and Navy Departments outside. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the State Department goes into the new 
Department building there will be space there to be occupied by 
either the War or the Navy Department, and to that extent it 
will reduce the outside rent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that very well. That is a very 
excellent statement. The State Department portion of the build- | 
ing will accomodate a few people from the War Department, but | 
it is so arranged that the great body of clerks will find very litile | 
space there for their use. 

The Department of Justice is not a very large Department, but 
it is growing as other Departments are growing. 

Then comes the Department of Commerce and Labor. Mr. 
President, that is a new Department, but it has assigned to it cer- | 
tain bureaus and offices that require a large number of clerks. | 
Six hundred, I believe, alone are in the Census Bureau. The | 
Census Bureau is now situated on the corner of Second and B | 
streets, in a building which was rented by the former Director of 
the Census for three years, with the option of renting it for five 
years more. The Committee on Appropriations, regarding that | 
rent as exorbitant, brought in an item in the appropriation bill | 
some two years ago, or last year, providing for the purchase of | 
that ground. It received practically no support from the Senate, 
for the reason that the location did not seem to be exactly suited | 
to the people who were to be housed there. The result is, that of | 
the $316,000 rent we are paying, $26,600 a year for three years 
goes for a building for the Census Office. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Ifthe Senator will permit an interruption, | 
that very situation is strongly illustrative of the statement I made 
as to the difficulty of accomplishing anything here in a sensible 
way for the public business. That building. as the Senator will | 
recollect, was offered to the Government of the United States at | 
$250,000. 

Mr. AT-LISON. 


It is among the least | 








Two hundred and twenty-five thousand dol- 
lars. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator urged that we should have | 
authority upon an appropriation bill to purchase it, as I recol- | 
lect it. 

Mr. PERKINS. At $225,000. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. At $225,000. But somebody opposed it, | 
and we are continuing to pay $26,000, or more than 10 per cent | 
upon the reasonable value of the property. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amount is $26,500, and we will be com- | 
pelled to pay that during the continuance of the lease, whereas, 
if we had purchased it, we would have had more than half the | 
rental involved in the purchase money. 

Mr. GALLINGER. May I ask the Senator from Iowa who 
made that lease, leasing a building for the Government at 10 per 
cent of its value? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was made, I think, by the Census Office, 
but they were under pressure at the time, 








Mr. GALLINGER. Iasked the question for the reason that 
what little investigation I have made leads me to the conclusion 
that the Government is paying in rents about twice what it ough: 


| to pay or what private individuals would pay; and there ought 


to be some way of finding relief from that oppression. 

Mr. ALLISON. There ought tobe. Now, before this building 
is constructed, I make the prediction that if we should pass this 
bill to-day, the Department of Commerce and Labor will want 
the whole of it. 

Mr. HALE. Every part of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Every part of it. When we started on tho 
Post-Office building at the corner of Eleventh street and Pennsy| 
vania avenue, which has been solargely condemned to-day by Sen- 
ators, it was supposed that we could pick out many bureaus of t! 
Treasury Department and put them in there in addition to pro- 
viding for the whole postal service. Before the building was 
completed, or about the time it was completed, the Post-Office Doe- 
partment insisted upon using nearly the whole of it, and they did 
use all of it except the space set apart for the Sixth Auditor's 
room, and that will be out in a very few months if it has not been 
already removed. I think it is still in the building. The Po 
Office Department requires every inch of the building for its pur- 


| poses, and on the ist of July the Department will have the exclu- 


sive use of it. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will bear in mind that the Post-Office 
Department is not only occupying the whole of this building, but 
is now paying large sums for rent of buildings outside. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know itis. 

Mr. HALE. There is only one Department there, occupying 


| that immense building, and they want more room than they have 
| As the Senator says, you can not get three Departments in ono 


building. 
Mr. ALLISON. Now, if the Senator will allow me, I want to 


| make a slight criticism upon the details of this bill in view of 


what I have already said. The bill, as I understand it, provides 
for two commissions, one commission composed of members of 


| the House and Senate, the presiding officers of each House, ani 


the chairmen of the Committees on Public Buildings and Groun 


| to which are added three Secretaries—the Secretary of State, tho 
_ Attorney-General, and the Secretary of Commerce and La! 


There is no place fixed for the construction of this building, as [ 
understand it, but the commissioners are confined to threo 
squares. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. ALLISON. Am I right about that? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No. I had the bill amended this morning 
so as to give the commission the right to select a suitable loca- 
tion south of Pennsylvania avenue and east of Fifteenth street. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes: in addition. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. In addition to the three sites mentioned 
by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, that is an improvement, of course. I 


| think myself that we ought to commence the construction of De- 


partment buildings, as far as we can do it properly, on the south 
side of Pennsylvania avenue. But the commission which selects 
the site, as I understand it, is functus officio when that is done. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. The commission to select the site is com- 
posed of the President pro tempore of the Senate, the Speaker o! 
the House of Representatives, the chairmen of the Committees on 
Public Buildings and Grounds of the two Houses, and three Ca 


| inet officers. The three Cabinet officers are to continue and con- 


struct the building after the site has been selected. 
Mr. ALLISON. Sol understand. Now, that is a very excc! 


| lent commission, of course; but the three Cabinet officers are t! 


commission who will report after the building is constructed, an‘ 
they will have the power of saying who shall go into it, and they 
also have full direction in the construction as to the character vo! 
the building in every respect. 

Whilst I have every confidence in every gentleman who occu- 
pies the position at this time, and probably will have such conti- 
dence in those who will occupy the position when the building 


| shall be completed, which will be five or six years hence, it docs 


seem to me that if we want to economize in the space of buildings 
and in the construction of buildings, so as not to have too great 
space, there ought to be somebody somewhere who would have 
some direction over the people who are to occupy this building. 
I speak of that because we had precisely this difficulty when the 
State, War, and Navy Department building was completed. 

Mr. President, whilst I do not criticise this bill in any way, and 
Ido not wish in any way to impede its passage, it seems to me 
that there are other things which are just as important as what 
is proposed here, and that as respects relief from the great rental 
we will find at the end of five years that we will be paying as 


much rent here as we are now paying, notwithstanding this con- 
struction, 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

id to the Senator from South Carolina? 

“Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa if there 
;s not another objection, or at least another consideration, in re- 
oayd to these three Cabinet officers? For instance, if they are to 
have a say so and controlling power in apportioning the space, 
naturally they will have a plan to suit their ideas of the needs 
and necessities of their respective Departments. 

Mr. ALLISON. They should have, in a great measure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But if it were an independent building, where 
, one of them would have his own house and plan it to suit 
necessities of the Department over which he presides, that 
ild be one thing; but the difficulty of getting these three to 

agree upon any scheme of apportionment of this great structure 
that will not prove abortive I think is a very strong argument 
against the idea to have this palace, you might say, and then try 
to divide it up among three Departments, when by a reasonable 
expenditure of a couple of million dollars, say, or three million dol- 
lars for each Department, we can construct three buildings and 
improve the south side of the avenue by taking away the unsightly, 
miserable, measly houses that are along there now and substitute 
others.. The land is cheaper there, and I would much prefer to 
see three buildings constructed, cne for each of these Depart- 
ments, than to see one building constructed and have the conflict 
of interests which would naturally arise from the effort to divide 
it in a reasonable way. 

Mr. HALE. I will say that before the time comes to occupy 
this building, as the Senator from Iowa has intimated, a single 
one of these heads of Departments will claim that his Department 
needs the whole of the building, and we will be called upon, after 
having been led into a scheme which is to house three Depart- 
ments, to construct two other Department buildings, when we 
can begin and take up all the property south of the avenue and 
erect for each Department a suitable, commodious building and 
let it be independent by itself. The experiment of putting sev- 
eral Departments into one building does not work. It never has 
and it never will. It has been just the contrary. 

This building will cost before we get through with it $12,000,000, 
I have no doubt, and for that sum you can build three good hand- 
some structures south of the avenue, one for each of the Depart- 
ments, and house every one of those Departments by itself. 
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| mentof Justice—I refer to the Executive Department 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, does the Senator from | 


Maine think a proposition to construct three Department build- 
ings would get the sanction of Congress? 

Mr. HALE. Well, I think we wonld do very much better and 
get on very much better, if the Senator would report from his 
committee in favor of one Department building at a time, and 
put one on each year, 

Nobody raises issue with the Senator from Indiana about the 
desirability—it is not the necessity, as he says, but the desirabil- 
ity—of having these buildings for the Departments erected; but 
the Senator must bear in mind that we shall have to pay rent 
longer than he or Lor any of us will live. The Departments grow 
all the time; and long before we had got the three Departments of 
the State, War, and Navy fairly housed in their present building, 
they were renting buildings outside; so that somebody, in rather 
& Waggish way, when some one asked: ‘‘ Why are you appropri- 
ating so much money for rents,’’ some Senatorial wag, I do‘not re- 
member who, said: ‘* We are renting buildings outside, because we 
have just built one for these Departments. That is the reason.”’ 

The Senator will never see the day, we all agree, when that 
will not be the case, but we have got a chance now to develop 
what is a great plan. Wecan provide that that property, with 
all those buildings south of Pennsylvania avenue, shall be taken 
by the Government. Then we can from year to year erect every- 
thing except the building for the Supreme Court of the United 
States, which ought to be provided for early and ought to be in 
® building near here corresponding to the Congressional Library 
building; and all the courts, all tribunals, and all arbitration 
boards, etc., ought to be put into a building over there, corre- 


sponding in external architecture with the Congressional Library, | 


so that we might get the Supreme Court out of the Capitol building 
and yet leave it near by, so that Senators and lawyers who come 
here can visit it, as the Senator from Texas [ Mr. BarLey} has said. 


We have now got a chance to do these things. This scheme | 


which has been proposed here does not in any way help either of 
those schemes. I should have been very much better content if 
the Senator had been willing to wait and report back a bill placing 
all the courts in a building near the Congressional Library build- 
ing. I think that is more needed than is this. The Senator, how- 
ever, did not do that; and it is not for me to say that he should. 
He is a good legislator, and has done what he thinks is the right 
thing. But the trouble with this scheme is that it commits us to 


| 
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what puts off all these other things. I am sorry to have taken 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator yield to me for just a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indi- 
ana yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. With pleasure. 

Mr. BAILEY. My attention was diverted for the moment, but 
I am told that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] understood 
me to say that Senators of longer service ought to be trans- 
ferred down to the Senate Annex, and those of us of shorter serv- 
ice ought to be brought up here. Probably I was unfortunate in 
expressing myself. I did not say that ought to be the case. 
What I did say was that if that were done, we should soon have 
ample accommodations. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALLISON. I may have been careless in my observations. 


up so much time. 


I did not suppose for a moment that the Senator from Texas 
wished to reverse the custom of the Senate in that regard. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine 
assumes continually that the site for this building will be upon 
block 167 and not south of Pennsylvania avenue. He is unwar- 
ranted in that assumption. The commission is left free to s 
a site along the south side of Pennsylvania avenue in accorda 
with his wishes. It is perfectly obvious that we can not legislate 
upon this subject readily, and we have got to permit some discre- 
tion to a commission. 

If one building is erected, the Senator says, for the three De- 
partments, those Departments would soon outgrow it. That is 
true. Ultimately this building will be occupied entirely by one 
Department; ultimately the War, State. and Navy Department 
building will be occupied by either the War or the Navy Depart- 
ment. There is no doubt about that. 

Now, specifying the purposes to which this proposed building is 
to be devoted is but atemporary expedient. We can not—I think 
I am confirmed by the good judgment of Senators here—we can 
not now enter upon the scheme of erecting a separate building for 


le CT 


nce 


each Department. This proposed building will be larger than is 
necessary for the present requirements of the State Department 
and larger than will be necessary for accommo. iting the Depart- 


tocome. There will be surplus of space after those 
ments are accommodated. That will not be lost. That will be 
turned over to the Department of Commerce and Labor. It will 
not be sufficient to provide entirely for the wants of that Depart- 
ment. Scoonafter this buildingis authorized, if itshall be author- 
ized, the work of constructing other buildings should 
upon. 


two Denart- 





Mr. President, if we were to provide for buildings in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, calling ultimately for the expenditure of 
$15,000,000, it would be good business policy. Why? Because we 
are paying out in the District of Columbia now, in the way of 
rent, more than the interest upon $15,000,000. It is simply a busi- 
ness proposition. Shall we divide over the question of \ he 


there shall be one Department or two Depart: Shall 
vide over the mere question of location? 
not be in any wise unaccommodating. The committee reporte 
in favor of three sites. There are Senators who say, “ 
this option enlarged and the commission given authority to selec 
a site below Pennsylvania avyenue.’’ The committee said in- 
stantly, ‘‘ Very well; we are willing to clothe this commission 


ents? 
It seems to me we shoul 


with that authority; we have no fixed immovable policy. What 
we want first and foremost is a building, and we want to enter 
upon the construction of it at the earliest possible day.”’ 


Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion there? 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. With pleasure. 
Mr. BACON. The Senator says the paramount object is to se- 


|} cure a building. Would the Senator be willing to cone: to 
those of us who are very much opposed to a building being lo- 
cated on block 167 that the building shall be located upon the 
south side of Pennsylvania avenne, east of Fifteenth street? If 


the Senator will do that, I myself will vote for the bil 


| and I do not think there will be the slightest difficulty in f 
it through. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. There are others who hay liffe: view. 
I do not speak for them. 
Mr. BACON. Isimply asked the Senator if he w be willing 
to concede that much. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I would not at the present time. No; I 


would not. 
Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator not believe 
chase of a site or sites may be made to much bett 
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and the Government secure a much lower price if the commis- 
sion on selection was not tied to any particular block or locality? 

Mr. FAIRBANK The Senator is perfectly right about that. 

Mr. GALLINGE Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In case of going south of Pennsylvania 
avenue you will have the entire stretch from Fifteenth street to 
the Botanic Garden, not one site, but half a mile of territory. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I had not intended to advert to it, but 
there is very serious opposition to that part of the scheme. I had 
not intended to bring that into this debate, as it seemed irrelevant. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no disposition to do that; but the 
Senator remember that the parking commission have sug- 
gested the very site that he has in his bill, and likewise made 
the suggestion concerning the south side of Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator is perfectly right about that. 
I was not criticising him in any degree. We go into that subject 
in the report, and the situation we contemplate is within the plans 
of the parking commission. We report that that is not to be 


‘ 

». 
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cwill 
Will 


the way of their plans being adopted and carried ont. 

There is, I may suggest to the Senator in all frankness and 
candor, elsewhere, in very powerful quarters, a very strong op- 
Osition to carrying out the parking commission’s plans south of 
Passe lvania avenue, and when this bill goes elsewhere it will be 
antagonized more sharply because we vest in the commission the 
discretion to go south of Pennsylvania avenue than for anything 
else it contains. I am not opposed to the scheme of the parking 
commission—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me just there— 
I know there isa prejudice against the park system, so called, 
but I have never seen in debate anywhere opposition manifested 
to utilizing the south side of Pennsylvania avenue for public pur- 
poses. Possibly the Senator has seen some debate that has escaped 
my attention, but I have been very diligent in reference to this 
matter. While I agree with him that there is very strong oppo- 
sition to the adoption of the park system, so called, which, after 
all, was a mere suggestion to Congress—it amounts to nothing 
more than that—I have failed to see any opposition manifested to 
utilizing the south side of Pennsylvania avenue for public pur- 
poses, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I do not know whether there has been any 
public manifestation of opposition to this matter, but there is a 
common understanding that influential legislators in another 
branch are very much opposed toit. When Senator McMillan 
was here and occupied the chair at the head of the District of Co- 
lumbia Committee, so well occupied now by my friend from New 


Hampshire, he proposed that the hall of records should be lo- 
cated in that quarter, and I was in entire sympathy with him; 
but opposition developed so that we found it inadvisable to limit | 


> 


the « rs who were to select the site to that locality. But I 
do not know that opposition was manifested in public debate. 

Mr. President, I do not care to prolong this matter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. When I offered my amendment to the 
pending bill, I used the words “‘ plans and specifications.”’ I pre- 
sumed ‘‘ specifications ’’ covered all the detailed drawings. 
was understood by those of us who have not had the experience 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DrypDEN] has had. I went to 
the Standard Dictionary and found “‘ specifications ’’ defined to be 
‘‘a definite, particularized, and complete statement.’’ That was 
my notion about the matter, but as a question has arisen I want 


to modify the amendment by having it read, ‘‘ for plans, specifi- | 


” 


cations, and detailed drawings. 

I will allow the amendment to remain in that shape to be voted 
on. If the Senate wishes to adopt it, all right; if they wish to 
reject it, all right. I shall make no further modification. 
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I should like to have the Secretary state the amendment from | 


the desk, so that IT may see that he has it correctly. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 
The SecreTARY. On page 6, line 5, after the word ‘“‘ archi- 


tects,”’ it is proposed to strike out the word “to” and insert the 
following: 
» successful architect shall receive compensation in full for plans, speci- 


fic ition s, and detaile 
said buil« 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. As the report of the committee is a sub- 
stitute for the original bill, I ask that the amendment may be 
considered as if it were the original bill. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senatorfrom Indiana asks 


ling, and ehall also 


that, as the bill reported by the committee is a substitute, it may | 


be treated as the original bill for the purpose of amendment. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President. I desire to move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. — - 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator from Illinois will allow 
mc-—his motion, of course, if it prevails, will render it impossible 


| dreds of other bills. but the Senate has already spent a great ( 
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to vote upon this bill to-night—I want to ask if it is not pos; 
to agree to vote upon the bill Wednesday, say before the c] 
Wednesday’s session? 

Mr. HALE. Wednesday has been assigned. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Wednesday has been assigned? 

Mr. LODGE. It has been assigned to the Senator from N 
(Mr. Stewar7], with a bill about the regulation of milk, 

Mr. GALLINGER. That measure will be discussed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then, if Wednesday is occupied, ar 
Thursday is also occupied, I ask unanimous consent that we 
on the bill on Friday. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know whether other Senators wi 
speak on this bill, but I think before we go any further we . 
to have a print of the bill, so that we may know what it is. 
body knows what it is now. 

I do not believe you can fix any time for voting on this bil] 
do not believe the bill is so important that it is necessary to { 
time. 

Mr. FATRBANKS. It is not any more important than h 
of time in its consideration, and that should not-be wasted. 

Mr. TELLER. I donot think the Senate has spent as1 
time on this bill as it ought tospend on it before it commits 
to the system to which it is proposed to commit the Seni 
this bill. I think the bill ought to be discussed. I think 
beauty of this city depends somewhat upon the passage or ) 
passage of this bill. I confess that I am not a friend of th 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I did not charge the Senator with b 
its friend. 

Mr. TELLER. If it means what I think it means, it ought 1 
to pass, not simply because of the cost, but because it will 1 
for the city what we might do for it in expending this amon 
money. SolI do not think it is worth while to try to-night i 
an agreement to vote. That can be done when the bill has 


| more thoroughly discussed. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then I shall move to take up the b 
next Friday after the routine morning business, if there i 
earlier opportunity to do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. I now yield to the Senator from Massachu 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to ask to have an amendment to tly 
printed, so that it may be before the Senate. I will send 
print to the desk in amoment. I will suggest itso that it m 
taken down correctly. In line 8, page 4, after the word ‘*: 
wise,’’ I move to strike out all down to and including the y 
**Columbia,’’ in line 12, and to insert: 

A suitable site on the south side of Pennsylvania ayenue betwe: 
Capitol and the Treasury. 

I will send the bill up, so that the clerks can get it corr 


| and have it properly printed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The amendment will be 
ceived and printed. 


HOUSE AMENDMENTS TO SENATE PENSION BILLS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an 


| ments of the House of Representatives to the following + 
That | 


pension bills: 

A bill (S. 
and 

A bill (S. 1543) granting an increase of pension to William WW 
Jackson. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the Senate disagree to ¢! 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the respe 


bills and ask for a conference with the House on the bills a: 
amendments. 


The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was auth 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr 


oor 


uw 


4) granting an increase of pension to Jane I. L 


| McCumprr, Mr. Scott, and Mr. Patrrenson were appointed. 





SENATE AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE PENSION BILLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the acti 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendme 


| of the Senate to the following House pension bills, and asking { 
awings not to exceed 2} per cent of the total cost of | 


a conference with the Senate thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3032) granting an increase of pension to Willi: 
Pittenger: 

A bill (H. R. 
Fairchild; 

A bill (H.R. 
W. Huffman; 

A bill (H. R. 
Watt: 

A bill (H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pension to Frank J. 
McLaughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 
Arnett; 


2923) granting an increase of pension to John G 
2920) granting an increase of pension to Danic! 


2809) granting an increase of pension to John 


4136) granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
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A bill (H. R. 4351) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
ae bil (H. R. 4526) granting an increase of pension to William 
i Salt a R. 5367) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
en bil (H. R. 5555) granting an increase of pension to James R. 
en bil G. R. 5865) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 


i 
A bill (H. R. 6025) granting an increase of pension to John 


Harzog: } 
i é s . . . . 

\ bill (H. R. 6426) granting an increase of pension to David Z. 
Beidler; 
A bill (A. R. 6705) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 

A. Forman; 





A bill (H. R. 8376) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
J. Smith; : 

A bill (H. R. 8058) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Underhill; and 

A bill (H. R. 9583) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Hargis. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments to each of those bills disagreed to by the House of | 
Representatives, and agree to the conferences asked for by the | 
Honsa 
LLOUUSDS. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. - 
McCumber, Mr. Scott, and Mr. PaTTERSON were appointed. | 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 

ration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 

itive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 39 

minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
March 1, 1804, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


| 
{ 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Exceutive nominations withdrawn Monday, February 29, 1904. | 
John F. Jewell, of Illinois, and William Ross Davis, of Ohio, 
to be consuls of the United States, respectively, at Alexandretta, 
Turkey, and Martinique, West Indies. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 29, 1904. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
INFANTRY ARM, 
To be captains. 


First Lieut. George J. Holden, Tenth Infantry, December 10, 
1903, vice Taggart, Sixth Infantry, detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Charles F. Bates, Twenty-fifth Infantry, December 
17, 1903, vice Benjamin, Twenty-seventh Infantry, deceased. 

First Lieut. Arthur Cranston, Seventeenth Infantry, December 
> 1903, vice Schoeffel, Sixteenth Infantry, appointed judge- 
advocate. 

First Lieut. John J. Toffey, jr., Fourth Infantry, January 2, 
1904, vice Grisard, Seventh Infantry, appointed judge-advocate. 


Ordnance Department. 


Capt. William W. Gibson, Ordnance Department, to be major, 
January 21, 1904, vice Lyle, promoted. 
First Lieut. Edwin D. Bricker, Ordnance Department, to be 
captain, January 21, 1904, vice Gibson, promoted. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander James R. Selfridge to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Capt. Frederic Singer, 
an additional number in grade. 

_Lieut. Commander Charles Laird to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Commander Alex- 
ander Sharp, an additional number in grade. 

Ensign Charles H. Fisher to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904, upon the comple- 
tion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. Commander William G. Cutler to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 3ist day of December, 1903, vice Commander 
James D, Adams, promoted. 


Capt. Caspar F. Goodrich to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, | 


from the 17th day of February, 1904, vice Rear-Admiral Charles 
S. Cotton, retired. 
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APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Lauren S. Willis, a citizen of Vermont. to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the Marine Corps, from the 22d day of February, 1904, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

CHAIRMAN OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 

Rear-Admiral John G. Walker, United States Navy, retired, of 
the District of Columbia, to be chairman of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission, to fill an original vacancy. 

MEMBERS OF THE ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 

Maj. Gen. George W. Davis, United States Army, retired, of 
the District of Columbia, to be a member of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission, to fill an original vacancy. 

William Barclay Parsons, of New York, to be a member of the 


| Isthmian Canal Commission, to fill an original vacancy. 


William H. Burr, of New York, to be a member of the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission, to fill an original vacancy. 

Benjamin M. Harrod, of Louisiana, to be a member of the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission, to fill an original vacancy. 

Carl Ewald Grunsky, of California, to be a member of the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission, to fill an original vacancy. 

Frank J. Hecker, of Michigan, to be a meinber of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission, te fill an original vacancy. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Rush J. Taylor, of Castlewood, S. Dak., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Yankton Agency, in South Dakota. 

J. Blair Shoenfelt, of Wyoming, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Union Agency, in the Indian Territory, his term haying ex- 
pired January 18, 1904. (Reappointment. ) 

Lieut. Col. James F. Randlett. United States Army, retired, of 
California, to be agent for the Indians of the Kiowa Agency, in 
Oklahoma, his term having expired February 2, 1904. (Reap- 


| pointment. ) 


MARSHAL. 


Victor Loisel, of Louisiana, to be United States marshal for the 

eastern district of Louisiana, vice Charles Fontelieu, deceased. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Joseph T. Bridges, of Oregon, to be register of the land office at 
Roseburg, Oreg., his term having expired June 2, 1902. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

James H. Booth, of Oregon, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Roseburg, Oreg., his term having expired June 2, 1902. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

Frank M. Foote, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public moneys 


| at Evanston, Wyo., his term having expired December 19, 1903. 


(Reappointment. ) 
POSTMASTERS. 
ARIZONA. 

William M. Newell to be postmaster at Mesa, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona, in place of William M. New- 
ell. Incumbent’s commission expired February 2, 1904, 

ARKANSAS, 

Omar N. Hawkins to be postmaster at Morrillton,in the county 
of Conway and State of Arkansas, in place of Thomas D. Haw- 
kins, deceased. 

Charles L. Jones to be postmaster at Junction, in the county of 
Union and State of Arkansas, in place of Edward 8. Parnell, re- 
signed. 

COLORADO. 

Preston Holbrook to be postmaster af Blackhawk, in the county 
of Gilpin and State of Colorado, in place of Preston Holbrook. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904, 

ILLINOIS, 

Robert B. Thomas to be postmaster at Lacon, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Ilinois,in place of Robert B. Thomas. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

IOWA. 

William A. Grummon to be postmaster at Rockwell, in the 
county of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa, in place of William A. 
Grummon. Incumbent’s commission expired February 26, 1904. 

A. M. Loomis to be postmaster at Wyoming, in the county of 
Jones and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential January 1, 
1904. 


KENTUCKY. 

Thomas B. Kirkpatrick to be postmaster at Hodgenville, late 
Hodgensville, in the county of Larue and State of Kentucky, 
Office became Presidential January 1, 1904. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

John F. Mitchell to be postmaster at North Grafton, in the 
| county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of John 
'‘ F, Mitchell. Incumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904, 
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Lyman D. Thurston to be postmaster at Leicester, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of Lyman D. 
Thurston. Incumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904. 

MICHIGAN. 

Zebedce G. Culver to be postmaster at Reading, in the county 
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan, in place of Zebedee G. Culver. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904. 

Charles Quick to be postmaster at Lowell, in the county of Kent 
and State of Michigan, in the place of Charles Quick. Incum- 
bent’s comunission expired December 18, 1903. 

MINNESOTA. 

William Cordiner to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county 
of Millelacs and State of Minnesota,in place of William Cordiner. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904, 


MISSOURI, 
4 


aes 
Carroll and State of Missouri. 
vary 1, 1904. 

William G. Kitchen to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the 
county of Stoddard and State of Missouri, in place of William G, 
Kitchen. Incumbent’s commission expired February 2, 1904, 

NEBRASKA. 

Theodore A. Gierens to be postmaster at Arlington, in the 
county of Washington and State of Nebraska. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 

NEW YORK. 

Charles T. Jackson to be postmaster at Goshen, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York, in place of Charles T. Jackson. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 6, 1904, 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Richard M. Norment to be postmaster at Lumberton, in the 
county of Robeson and State of North Carolina, in place of Rich- 
ard M. Norment. Incumbent’s commission expired February 5, 
1904, 


Office became Presidential Jan- 


OHIO. 


Charles H. Clark to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 
county of Madison and State of Ohio, in place of Edgar C, Horn- 
beck, Incumbent’s commission expired January 24, 1903. 

OKLAHOMA, 


G. A. Hall to be postmaster at Okarche, in the county of Cana- 
dian and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Ellery A. Humphrey, 
resigned. 

PENNSYLVANTA. 

John W. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Wyalusing, in the 
county of Bradford and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Lotta J. 
Kintner. Incumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904. 

Cyrus E. Hipple to be postmaster at Conshohocken, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Cyrus E. Hipple. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
24, 1904. : 


Sylvester C. Stout to be postmaster at Glenside, in county of | 
Office became Presi- | 


Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 
dential July 1, 1903. 
TEXAS. 


William Reese to be postmaster at Floresville, in the county of | 
Incum- 


Wilson and State of Texas, in place of Paul Neubauer. 
bent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 
WASHINGTON, 
James Lane to be postmaster at Roslyn, in the county of Kit- 
titas and State of Washington, in place of James Lane. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired February 2, 1904, 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 29, 1904. 
POSTMASTERS. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
William Noble to be postmaster at South McAlester, in the 
Choctaw Nation, Indian Terrifory. 
MISSOURI, 


Benjamin C. Klusmeier to be postmaster at La Grange, in the 
county of Lewis and State of Missouri. 
Lauriston H. Condit to be postmaster at Canton, in the county 
of Lewis and State of Missouri. 
NEBRASKA. 


David S. Beynon to be postmaster at Burwell, in the county of | 1, 


Garfield and State of Nebraska. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 


J. Sanford Patterson to be postmaster at Spray, in the county 
ef Rockingham and State of North Carolina. 


Iton J. Hudson to be postmaster at Hale, in the county of | 


NORTH DAKOTA. 
Albert Albrecht to be postmaster at Anamoose, in the county 
of McHenry and State of North Dakota. 
OHIO. 
Charles E. Frame to be postmaster at West Union, in the county 
of Adams and State of Ohio. 
William M. Evans to be postmaster at Hubbard, in the county 
of Trumbull and State of Ohio. ; 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
James H. Morrison to be postmaster at Marienville, in the 
county of Forest and State of Pennsylvania. 
W. H. Longwell to be postmaster at Oil City, in the county o* 
Venango and State of Pennsylvania. 
WASHINGTON. 
George W. Edgerton to be postmaster at Puyallup, in the county 
of Pierce and State of Washington. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDaAy, February 29, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 27, 1904, 
was read and approved, 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER, 


| By direction of the Speaker, the credentials of Hon. George A. 
| Castor, Member-elect from the Third Congressional district of 
Pennsylvania, were read by the Clerk. 

Mr. Castor appeared at the bar of the House and took the oath 
| of office prescribed by law. 
THOMAS JOYCE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8850) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Joyce, with a Senate ainenc- 
ment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 
| Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. 

HARRY HALLER. 


| The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 65°82) 
granting an increase of pension to Harry Haller, with a Sena 
amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the l"onse 
nonconcur in the Senate gmendment and request a conferer 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to; and 
Speaker appointed the following as conferees on the part of 
House: Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr. PaTTErson of Penunsylvaniz, ai 
Mr. RicHARDSON of Alabama, 


EMPLOYMENT OF DOCKET CLERK. 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Accounts I present the following privileged resolution and repor:, 
which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution No. 79. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and direc! 
to employ an additional clerk as calendar and docket clerk, to be paid ou 
the contingent fund of the House, until otherwise provided for, at the 1 
of $2,500 per year. 

Amended so as to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and direct 
to employ a docket clerk forthe purpose of tracing legislation, vo be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House, until otherwise provided for, at the rate 
of $2,000 per year, from and after January 4, 1904. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso 
Intion as amended. 

The question was taken; and the resolution as amended was 
agreed to. 





ed 


RELIEF OF BATH IRON WORKS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Claims has had 
before it, among other bills, the bill (H. R. 10346) for the relief 
of the Bath Iron Works and others. The parties for whom this 
bill is sought to be a reliof are some dozen different contractors 
| and manufacturers who contracted to build a number of torpedo 
ats and torpedo-boat destroyers. The bill seeks to give to these 
manufacturers the difference between the contract price and the 
actual cost of these boats. The contention of the claimants is 
that they lost money on the contracts. 

The House committee has not reached any conclusion upon the 


| 
| 
} 
| 

















merits of the bill, but has had a hearing occupying two full days. 
The bill involves _a large sum of money, something a little less 
than $2,000,000. Under these circumstances I have come into the 
House on behalf of the Committee on Claims for the purpose of 

+ unanimous consent to have the report of this hearing 


a 


pr d. 

~The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
c nt to have the hearings before this committee on the bill 
H. R. 10346) for the relief of the Bath Iron Works and others 
printed. Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parxryson, its reading 
‘lerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 


( 

ments to the bill (H. R. 9480) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive. and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the con- 


ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CuLLom, Mr. WARREN, 
and Mr. TELLER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested: 
S. 623. An act for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of Henry 
Opeman Bassett, deceased. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
e resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
ate of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill 
H. Rt. 12833) making appropriations to provide for the expenses 


| 


1 


OO —~ctH 


nding June 80, 1905, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MUDD. I desire to reserve points of order on this bill. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They have been reserved. 
The SPEAKER. Points of order have already been reserved. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Pending my motion, I should 
like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Pierce} whether 
he has any suggestion to make as to the duration of the general 
debate on this bill? 

Mr. PIERCE. I suggest that the matter be permitted to run 
along; and when the debate has proceeded somewhat, we can 
then, if necessary, agree upon a time for closing it. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That suggestion is satisfactory 
to me. 

The motion of Mr. McCieary of Minnesota was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Cominittee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. LAWRENCE in the 
chair), and proceeded to the consideration of the bill H. R. 12833, 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The Clerk was proceeding to read the bill, when 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota said: I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, this bill has 
been constructed with twoideas in view: First, the recognition of 
the fact that the District of Columbia contains the capital of the 
United States, in which all of the people of the United States are 
interested and in which they take a natural and proper pride; and, 
second, the recognition of the necessity for reasonable care and 
prudence in the expenditure of public money. 

‘The appropriations carried in this bill, exclusive of the appropri- 
ations for the water department, which are payable out of the in- 
come of that department, are based upon estimates of $12,884,825. 
This bill carries appropriations amounting to $10,059,071, being 

© ,825,754 less than the estimates. 


The amount appropriated for expenses of the District of Colum- | 


bia for the current year is $8,753,691. Hence this bill carries 
$1 ,305,380more than the appropriationsforthe current year. But 
this sum is made up almost entirely by twoitems—namely, $968,155 
of an increase for the completion of the filtration plant and $300,000 
to carry on the work connected with the building of the new ter- 
minal railway station. 

Of the $10,059,071 appropriated in this bill, exclusive of the ap- 
propriation for the water department, the amount payable from 
the Treasury of the United States is $5,028,285.50; the amount 
payable from the revenues of the District of Columbia is $5,030,- 
785.50. This covers $2,500 which, under the highway act, is pay- 
able wholly out of the revenues of the District. 
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The total revenues of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 








year 1905 are estimated at $4,730,935.10. 


It will thus be seen that the amount appropriated in this bill 


payable out of the District revenues exceeds those revenues by 


. 
about $830,000. To meet this excess of expenditure provision is 
made in section 3 of the bill for advances from the Treasury cor- 
responding with those heretofore made. 

There have been a few additional offices provided, all of them 
being deemed necessary. In the first place, the school system: has 

8 J } 7 

called for an addition of forty-five teachers. There has also been 
an addition to the fire department. The aggregate of additional 
employees numbers seventy-six. 

'l"} ‘ra hav be = aincreaacea of anlar ratahly « ce +} 

There have been some increases of salaries, notably among those 
enjoying the smaller salaries. The minimum salary of teachers 


in the public schools of Washington has been $450 per year. That 
minimum has been raised in this bill to$500 per year. There ha 

been in the police department a minimum salary of $720. That 
is now raised to $900. There bas also been an it 1 the 
salaries of those men connected with 1 e departmer ) 
are receiving the smallest pay. In brief, this statementa ts 


for practically all the increased salaries and addit 

There are in this bill several provisions which mi 
strned as being legislation and therefore perhaps st 
of order. But every one of them has a purpose 1 
bill; and I trust thatif a point of order is raised by anyone, it will 
be reserved in order that explanation may be made, because I think 
with explanation the point of order will 

Mr. PAYNE. t 


be with! 
Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. Ishould like to ask if any provision is made for 
sewers in that region of the city about Woodley Inn? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman,in genera 


]1 an- 
swer tothe gentleman from New York, I would say that our plan 
in connection with the extension of sewers has been to extend now 


| the trunk lines for the general sewage-disposal system. As per- 


| Washington now finds its outletin front of the city. 


know, the s wage of 

That ] l 
been regarded as healthful. The purpose istocollect itallintoa 
great trunk sewer, carry it under the Eastern Branch, and then by 
a siphon to dispose of it 2 miles below the mouth of the Eastern 


haps most of the members of the committee 


Branch, so that none of this foulness shall enter the Potomac in 
front of thecity. The carrying on of the enterprise referr it 

that is, the general sewage-disposal system and the trunk s 3 
connected with it—is taking somuch money that there is no sewer 
construction being done in the section of the city referred to by the 


gentleman. Later on, when this general sewer system has n 
worked out, we hope to reach that part of the city to which he 
refers. 

Mr. PAYNE. When will that hope probably be realized? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I am not a prophet, nor the 
on of aprophet, butI should say it will be when we are thoroughly 
onvinced that it is a wise expenditure of public money to take up 
hat particular part of the sewerage systei. 


Mr. PAYNE. 


re 
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And in the meantime those people up there will 


| have to get along without sewers? 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. In the meantime they will 
have to do as other people have to do who go out to the suburbs, 
They get the benefit of cheap land on which to build their homes 
and have low taxation, and must be satisfied to do wi 
of the things enjoyed by those who live on higher pric« 
pay higher taxes. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ishould like to inquire what has been done and 
what is now being done upon the filtration plant and how soon 


thont Oma 
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that is expected to be completed? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in answer to 
| the question of the gentleman from Kansas, I wou!d say that the 
amount appropriated for the filtration plant for the current year 
| was $600,000. Colonel Miller, the officer of the War Department 
in charge of this water system, assured us that if we would 8 


In addition to the amount just named, there is carried in the | 


legislative bill, chargeable to the District of Columbia, the sum 
of $90,043. Provisionis also made for the construction of a bridge 
across the Potomac River, at an expense of $996,000, for which 
a $250,000 will be required from the District funds the com- 
ng year, 


him for the coming year the full amount estimated to bene ary 
to complete the filtration plant—in round numbers, $1,600,000— 
he would have that filtration plant completed on the Ist day of 
December of this year, so that when we return next fall we can 
both drink and wash in clean water. 


Mr. PAYNE. Did you make the appropriation asked for: 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We have made the appropria- 
tion, and that accounts, in large part, for the size of hs 
There is an additional million dollars in that one it and that 


1.27 


accounts for a large part of the increase that the I cai ; 
Mr. SCOTT. Is the filtration plant to be located up near the 


| source of the supply? . 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is located out near the 
Catholic University and the Soldiers’ H 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr, 
BURKETT] such time as he desires, 


ome. 
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Mr.BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire at this time, when we 
are considering the annual District of Columbia appropriation bill, 
to submit a few remarks, generally, upon our national capital, her 
government and development. I believe that in connection with 
the many plans for the beautifying of Washington that have been 
urged upon the attention of Congress and the press and the peo- 
ple within the past few years, some of which are provided for in 
this bill, it may be interesting and profitable to know something 
more than the facts and figures which this bill carries. 

Fora very few moments that I shall occupy your attention I de- 
sire to give something of the original plan for the completed 
Washington, together with some of the difficulties that have stood 
in the way of its consummation. I want, incidentally, to submit 
something in a very general way of the government of the Dis- 
trict and how and whence it comesabout. It is an unique gov- 
ernment, nothing like it anywhere, and yet every citizen of the 
Republic is proud to believe that his capital is the best-governed 
city in the world. 

It was a risky statement by some one that ‘‘ more people have 
ears to be tickled than understandings to judge.’’ But to this he 
might have added that there were more eyes to be feasted than 
dispositions to know. 

The thought suggests itself that of the many Americans who 
tour Europe and the world how few do know how their own cap- 
ital is governed. Then, too, of the many thousands of people 
who annually visit Washington and feast upon the scenes of art 
and industry, from the great galleries to the magnificent pano- 
rama of her streets and avenues, and the great public and private 
institutions, how few ever inquire into the machinery that makes 
Washington the beautiful city itis. How few ever stop to think 
that in all the world besides there is not another city governed 
just like Washington. Here is food for much reflection; here is 
reason for much speculation upon the power to abandon ‘‘ inher- 
ent rights’’ with the ‘‘ consent of the governed.”’ 

Admiring multitudes have stood in awe before the statues of 
marble and bronze to the heroes of the Republic; they climb the 
shaft towering over them all, erected to the memory of the Father 
of his Country: they explore the city to its farthest corners, for 
every step is filled with historic recollections; they are whirled 
through miles of streets paved with asphaltum and admire their 
width, and their length, and their ingenious figure; they applaud 
the parks and the pleasure resorts; yet, with it all, few ever stop to 
ask, How is this all brought about—what is it that makes it pos; 
sible? Whence comes the treasure to care for this enormous ex- 
pense? And, if some one were to tell them that they had helped 
to elect a member of the common council of this beautiful capital 
city there would be an air of incredulity approaching disbelief. 
Nevertheless, such is the case. Their vote may have been cast in 
Maine or in California, in Texas or in Florida, yet every vote for 
a Member of Congress was a vote for a member of the common 
council of Washington. Congress is the lawmaking power of the 
national capital in exactly the same capacity as the board of alder- 
men is for New York City, but with unlimited prerogatives and 
unlimited power. That is, there is no law of superior importance 
above Congress that would compare with the State statutes that 
control the council of an ordinary city. 

Perhaps this may seem new to somebody, but it is only the re- 
freshing of a treacherous memory, for everybody has read in that 
article of the United States Constitution in which is enumerated 
the powers of Congress— 

Congress shall have power to exercise exclusive legislation on all questions 
whatsoever over such district, not exceeding 10 miles square, as may by 
the cession of particular States, and the acceptance of Congress, become the 
seat of government of the United States. 

Everybody who has ever read the Constitution has once known 
this fact, and it only needs to be suggested for him to call it 
vividly to mind. Perhaps, however, he has never thought, and 
probably has never asked himself how that clause in the Consti- 
tution is executed. Or perhaps he may think it has fallen by the 
wayside in its literality, supplanted by some substituted form 
under our “ elastic Constitution,’’ by man’s ingenuity in making 
the ‘‘ old document ’’ adjustable to modern ideas. 

It is safe to say that comparatively few people know how this 
clause is carried out, or whether it is even pretended to be car- 
ried out, and if so, to what extent. Thus, I say, few people un- 
derstand that within our own confines, at the very heart of the 
nation, at our own capital, there is a district of 70 square miles, 
inhabited by over 800,000 of God’s creatures, intelligent, edu- 
cated, civilized, Christianized, who not only have no voice in the 
affairs of the nation, but indeed exercise no control whatsoever 
over their own local government.’ This is the condition in 
Washington. Congress does the legislating for the District of 
Columbia. It not only provides the form of government for the 
District, but directs the execution of that form of government. 
It also makes its laws, both civil and criminal, it makes the rules 


of evidence for the courts, names the punishment for criminals. 
and provides laws regulating juries. 

In short, Congress, without let or hindrance, with no other roe- 
straint than the one clause in the Constitution just quoted, is the 
source of all government in the District of Columbia. Congres 
passes upon and allows every dollar of money expended in t}). 
District, directs and limits improvements, scrutinizes and fixos 
the salary of every clerk in the city offices. It provides a wa‘. 
system, a police force, anda firedepartment. It orders the-stre:: 
paved and repaired, cares for the parks, and carries away 1}, 
garbage. In short, the Congress of the United States, constituted 
at present of 386 members in the House of Representatives 41)4 
90 in the Senate, representing forty-five States, is the common 
council of Washington, with supreme power and authority to |ev- 
islate for it. Thus it may be said that this particular clause jy 
the Constitution is interpreted literally and is executed as it js 
interpreted. 

It should also be said that under the control of Congress Wash 
ington has developed from a neighborhood of suburban fringes; 
near-by villages, surrounded by the most inauspicious conditions, 
to that of a beautiful city. Swamps have been drained, forc<is 
have been removed, rivers have been bridged, canyons have beon 
filled, and rocks have been blasted out in making way for the 
beautifully paved and parked capital city that Washington has 
grown to be. And let me say that during all of that time ihe 
symmetrical plan which the Father of his Country prided hiinse/f 
so much in and spent somuch time in perfecting has beencarricd 
out. To many its consummation has seemed slow. There have 
always been those who chafed under the apparent lethargy in the 
building up of Washington, and at times the enormous cost has 
almost persuaded those in control of affairs that the plan was | 
big and that the design of the draftsman was too expensive of 
execution. But, tothe credit of all of them, better judgment has 
always prevailed, charity and patience on the one hand has niect 
apprehension and conservatism on the other, and the symmetry 
of the plans of Washington have never been interfered with. 

To George Washington belongs the credit of most of the beauties 
of plan of the capital city, for it was his farseeing eye that looked 
clear in advance of anything then dreamed of by most people and 
to where we have scarcely yet reached. 

To George Washington, the Father of his Country, the designer 
of her machinery of government, the savior of her liberties. it 
was appropriate likewise that the plan for her capital should be 
intrusted when she was ready to have one. In him then was re- 
posed the trust of selecting the exact location of the capital ci'y. 
For several years the headquarters of the nation had been migra- 
tory. It had been going from one city to another, according to 
the patriotic manipulations of the ‘‘logrollers’’ in Congress, or 
other more or less worthy motives, until most men came to be- 
lieve that if the nation was to endure and perpetuate its blessings 
and beauties, it must have a permanent, fixed seat of government; 
that if it was to convince the skeptical of its future stability, it 
must at least be settled and determined within itself. 

Some time was taken up in controversy as to just where thie 
capital was to be located. The South very naturally wanted it 
in the Southern States, and the North wanted it in the Northern 
States, and every State wanted it in that particular State. The 
compromise, so well known to all men, was finally made that the 
Southern States were to be permitted to have the capital located 
on the Potomac River, and the Northern States, in consideration 
of permitting them to have it without further trouble, were to 
haye assumed certain of their State obligations incurred in Revo- 
lutionary war times. Thus the location of the capital, which 
threatened at times the disruption of the Union, was finally ad- 
justed as the result ofa barter of the ‘‘ location’’ for the “‘ assum)- 
tion of State debts.”’ This only shows that those old philosoy hers 
were no less alive to home interests than men of more modern 
times, and that ‘‘ Pro bono publico”’ is sometimes a local question. 

Washington was then given authority to select the site for the 
Federal city. In this he was limited to 100 miles along the Poto- 
mac River, running from somewhere about Cumberland, Md., to 
Jones Point, down just below Alexandria. His experience as : 
surveyor preeminently qualified him for the undertaking, while 
his proverbial justness to all men and to all things and under a!! 
conditions made him the unanimous choice for this important yet 
laborious undertaking. 

How fitting that George Washington should select the site of 
the permanent abiding place of the nation’s capital, and that the 
city should bear his name, to stand throughout the life of the 
nation a growing monument to the grandeur of the achievement> 
of his life. He selected, in accordance with the law, a place |") 
miles square, located on the Potomac River, about two-thirds 0° 
it north of the river, in Maryland, and the rest of it south of th: 
river, in Virginia. The lateral lines of the square do not extend 
due east, west, north, and south, but in a northeasterly, north- 
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westerly, ete., direction, giving it such a shape that one corner is | propriates 50 per cent from the District fund and the other half 
at the farthermost northern point and its opposite diagonal corner | from the United States fund. In short, it may be stated as prac- 
is the farthermost southern point. This makes it somewhat of a | tically correct that the U nite ad States pays one-half of the cost of 
diamond shape as it appears on the map with its corners toward the maintenance and running of the District of ( ‘olumbia, W: sh- 
the four points of the compass. 7 ington, and Georgetown, and the people of the District pay the 

In 1846 that part selected west of the Potomac River and in the | other half. : 
State of Virginia was receded to that State, and the District of There are two reasons perhaps most potent for this arrang 
Columbia now constitutes about 70 square miles east of the west | ment. First, the United States is a very large property owner in 
bank of the Potomac River. the District and city, and of course Government property is 1 

Washington, then, with the assistance of L’Enfant, proceeded to | taxable. The amount of this property is constantly increasing. 
lay ontthecity of Washington. He made the streets to run north, | Every year additional land is being purchased and new buildings 
south, east, and west, but across them, diagonally northeast and | are being erected. When property is changed from private to 
southwest, and northwest and southeast, he ran avenues. All | public ownership, and consequently withdrawn from the ax 
of these thoroughfares he made of extraordinary width. All the | taxable property, the share of the burden as borne by this prop- 
city was to be reckoned from the Capitol. The streets are num- | erty is then shifted to the remaining property of the D t 
bered from the Capitol east and west and lettered from north | under private ownership. But a second reason for the U i 
to south. From the Capitol these streets and avenues radiate as | States bearing one-half of the whole burden which » ! 
the spokes from the hub of a great wheel. Between the Capitol | pear to the casual observer,and which perhaps is t! 
on one hill and the White House on another hill, about a mile and tent, is that unusual demands are made for the improvem 1 
a half away, he ran Pennsylvania avenue, familiar, of course, to | beautifying and control of Washington. It is the capita 
eyeryone who has ever visited Washington. It was down this 80,000,000 people and of the most prosperous nati n ¢ 
thoroughfare, then little more than a cow path through a jungle | Every individual feelsa proprietary pride in his capital and w 
of smartweeds, that the British went when they destroyed the | it in keeping with the mighty, progressive nation ut we 
Capitol in 1812. It was down this historic old street that the | The Constitution placed control where it is so that the who 
‘Boys of ’61°’ rushed to the defense of the nation, and where | ple, through Congress, could have their capital just as they wa 
they again marched through the mud at the close of four years of | it. Itis not thought proper that the ts yers of a sin 
fichting in their last ‘‘Grand Review.’’ Down this thoroughfare | should be called upon to pay for the id f the peopl 
went Thomas Jefferson on horseback unattended to take the oath | particular. They could not doit. It nfiscate ] 
of ofice, and down it alsothe inaugural parade of every President | to enforce it; hence the amicable arran t h: 1- 
has led. haif’’ plan. 

The plan which George Washington laid out was, until the Congress exercises the full power reposed in it by the C 
close of the civil war, looked upon by many as visionary. ltcon- | tion in the legislation for and the control of the District - 
templated an enormous expense and a great city to sustain it or | lumbia. In both the Senate and Honse of Representativ: 
need it. The city was unpromising, although perhaps for this | are committees on the District of Columbia, to which all mat 


she was not toblame. The uncertainty of the permanency of the 
capital until after the civil war gave little heart to the residents 
to improve Washington. But after Appomattox all uncertainty 
was removed. Washington was to continue forever the seat of 
governmentof the American Republic. Tobe sure, there was no 
public edict to this effect, as indeed there could be none, but the 


verdict was rendered in two millions of hearts and minds in the } 


pe 2? 


last ‘‘Grand Review.’’ Four years of warfare had more intimately 
acquainted the people with the historic significance of Washing- 
ton. Its defense and preservation by the heroes in biue had en- 
deared it to every Northern soldier, and the verdict was sealed, 
silently but effectually, and from that time all effort to remove it 
has ceased. 

In 1871 Congress established a government for the District, 
giving it a governor and Delegates in Congress and providing 
for popular elections. Atthis timeand under the impetus of this 
first real attention that Congress had given to the development of 
the District the first move of any consequence for the improve- 
ment of the city was made. Several millions of dollars (probably 
about thirty millions) were expended by the administration of af- 
fairs in opening up the streets and in extending the city. But 
popular government soon demonstrated itself to be a failure, at 
least the people of the District evidently thought so, for they 
united in a request to Congress in 1874 to establish a government 
. “: than one dependent upon elective franchise of the people of 

1e District. 


This may be the first time that people have asked that their | 


consent be taken away from them in governmental affairs. Ac- 
cordingly the commissioner system was established in 1874. sim- 


ilar in many respects to what pertains now, and in 1878 the | 


present government of the District was given by Congress. Under 
this government, known as ‘‘ the commissioner system,’’ exempli- 


fied and perfected from that of 1874 by the act of 1878, the beautiful | 


Washington of to-day has grown. By this arrangement the peo- 
ple of the District gave up their right of representation in Con- 
gress and their right of franchise. Congress, onthe other hand, 
agreed to assume one-half of the expense of operating the city in 
the future. By the provisions of that government the President 
appoints two Commissioners, residents of the District, who, to- 
gether with a member of the Engineer Corps of the United States 
Army, detailed by the President, constitute the Board of Com- 
missioners, with executive powers in administering the affairs of 
the District in accordance with the laws that Congress provides. 

This government has existed since 1878 and is the most satis- 
factory to the people of the District of Columbia and to Congress 
of any that has been tried. The Commissioners, through offices 
created and provided for by Congress in their general laws, levy 
and collect taxes of the people of the District. The taxes are paid 
into the Treasury of the United States and are there kept ina 
separate fund for the District of Columbia. They are then all 
paid out under the appropriation bills_passed by Congress. By 
the terms of the act of 1878 of every public expense Congress ap- 


of legislationarereferred. Theappropriations of fu 
go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

This appropriation bill that we now present is the annual 
budget of the District for the fiscal year ending 80,19 
is made in accordance with the laws that I have heretofor: 
tioned. The committee have given it very careful considera . 
and we believe it is as nearly perfect as could be made. As it 
shall be read item by item and paragraph by paragray 
tunity will be given for every Member of the House to 


June 


, + 

ym OF TI". 

understand 
1 Ui 


every detail and to criticise it and to amend it if they soc 
{Loud applause. } 
Mr. PIERCE. [I yield one honr, or so mnch thereof as h 


desire, to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. GiLprerr]. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, four or five days ago the d 
tinguished gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] consnmed 
about an hour of the time of this House in undertaking to tell 
us what the Democratic party stands for. I d be glad to 
have the gentleman from Connecticut present. 

Mr. BENTON. He is here. 

Mr. GILBERT. I propose to take so much of 
following as may be necessary to point out what the Repu 


spnou 


the hour n 


party is and what it stands for, and, like the gentleman from 
necticut | Mr. Hii], I shall decline to be interrupted until I 
have concluded what I have prepared to say, and then I sha 


very glad to attempt to answer any reasonable questions that 1 
be propounded. 


The Republican party was at the ou not a political 
tion at all. It was a party of wild-eyed religious fanat 
despised the Constitution and evaded the law They emp ed 


certain glittering generalities i ration of Inde} 
and denounced the express provisions of the C 
United States. They were almost as frenzied and unreasoning 
their determination to free the neg d give them political 


mstituti 


a 
| and social equality as were the Crusaders in their determination 
to rescue the Holy Sepulcher from the hands of the Moslen 
The first Republican platform, ad in 1856, upon which Fré- 


mont was nominated for the Presidency, demanded the in 


medi 
ate admission of Kansas as a State of the Union. Kansas 
had a sparse population of only a few thousand. spreading ove 
vast wilderness. Now, when three great Territories with a 
million of people each demand admission as States, this party: 
tinues in its platforms to promise admission and continues to 
violate the promise. For example, the platform yon ad 1 in 


1 


1892 contained, among other things, this promise to the American 
people: 


We favor the admission of the remaining Territories at the earliest prac- 
ticable day, having due regard tothe interestof the people of the Territories 
and of the United States. 

You repeated this promise in 1896, and then again in the plat- 


form of 1900 you proclaimed: 


We favor homerule for and the early admissi 
tories of New Mexico, Arizona, and Oklahoma. 


m to statehood of the Terri- 
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How many more times are you going to write these falsehoods 
iu your platforms and how many more years will these people in 
the Territories be denied the right of local self-government? Has 
your fondness for holding crown colonies in the Orient tempted 
you to hold thcs2 neighbors and kindred of our own country in 
subjection also? Do the people who inhabit the poor hillsides of 
New England dread to see the seat of political empire drift away 
to the South and West? 

You wanted Kansas to come in immediately because she would 
have strengthened your political power. You oppose the admis- 
sion of these three great Territories because you fear six more 

Jemocratic Senators and quite an additional number of Demo- 
cratic Congressmen. This is the state of the Union upon that 
matter. And speaking of promises in the Republican national 
platforms which have never been redeemed, it would afford 


amusement. if the matter were not so serious and important, to | 


review this highway leading to your political perdition next No- 
vember, paved with good resolutions, and see how it is strewn 
with wrecks and betrayals of the people’s confidence. 
on the Democratic side. ] 

In the platform of 1868 this Republican party announced that 
suffrage in all the loyal States properly belonged to the people of 
those States, but that in the disloyal States it was a matter under 
the control of Congress. This absurd doctrine was carried out 
with all its hideous enormity in the reconstruction of the South. 
No civilized people in modern times, though subjugated by war, 


of the war. Not content with disfranchising the white people, 
they placed the ballot into the hands of the ignorant and illiter- 
ate negroes, who were fresh from the cornfields and cotton 
plantations, and these negroes were guided and controlled by un- 
scrupulous carpetbaggers from the North. 

These illiterate negroes mounted the bench as judges of the 
courts. 
gurated such a carnival of crime and corruption as were hideous 
to contemplate. 
followed, as no other people endured. Yes, these issues are dead; 
but these historical facts are not, and should not be forgotten. 


had disfranchised the white population of those countries and had 
placed the right to vote exclusively in the hands of the negro 
slaves, the case would still not have been as great an outrage as 
was heaped upon the southern people of our own land. The out- 
rage would not have been so great, because negro slaves of South 
Africa were as intelligent as the negro slaves of the Southern 
States, whereas the Boers of South Africa were a different race of 
people from the English conquerors. 
rated by wide oceans, speaking a different tongue, with different 
manners and customs; while the southern white people were of 
the same blood, descended from the same sires, speaking the same 
language, and inheriting the same laws, literature, and traditions 
as the people of the North. 

The day is long in the life of a people, but time will hardly ef- 


face from our memories the needless cruelties and frightful devas- | 


tations that were visited even upon the smoking ruins of the fairest 
of ali the lands of the world. 

Coming now to the platform of 1872—I want to try and hasten 
on to get down to some of these modern issues [applause], so that 
i can entertain the young gentleman from Minnesota, who hopes 
to laugh and giggle the doctrines of Jefferson and Jackson out of 
the country, and I want to get down to the days that are in the 
recollection of my distinguished friend from Connecticut. 


ment: 


It suppressed a gigantic rebellion, emancipating four million of slaves, de- | 


creeing the equal citizenship of all, and established universal suffrage, exhib- 
iting camasell 
offenses. 

There is not a single truthful statement in that whole par- 
agraph. The Republican party did not suppress any rebellion. 
The Democrats North and South who voted for Douglas and the 
Whigs and Union men North and South who voted for John Bell 
were as much opposed to secession as were the Republicans who 
voted for Lincoln. More votes were cast for Douglas and Bell 
than were cast for Lincoln. They were as patriotic, as devoted 
to the Union, and made as good soldiers and did as much in every 
way tosuppress the rebellion as did those Republicans who claimed 
the sole credit. 

The Republican party never saved the Union at all and never 
freed a negro slave. Missouri voted for Douglas, and she put 
more than 100,000 soldiers in the Union Army. Tennessee voted 
for Bell, and that State furnished 31,092 Union soldiers. Kentucky 
voted for John Bell, and yet she furnished 85,860 soldiers to the 
Union Army. Maryland furnished 46,638 soldiers to the Union 





[Applause | 


Such pollution of society ensued, such misery | in the next platform of 1880 with great impudence declared, ** The 


| honest voter must be protected against terrorism, violence, and 


( OF | fraud.’’ 
If, when England conquered the Republic of South Africa, she | 


They were strangers, sepa- | 


eled maegnanimity; it criminally punished no man for political | when a certain other darky by the name of Booker Washington 





Army. West Virginia furnished 32,068 Union soldiers. I have 
heard no less an authority than Judge Harlan, of the Suprem, 
Court, say that the Union was saved in a great measure by the 
southern men who refused to join the secession, but who, with 
equal heroism and greater love for the Union, stood out agains; 
their brethren of the South and fought to maintain and perpety 
ate the Government of their fathers. Think of this declaration jy, 
the platform, ‘‘ exhibiting unparalleled magnanimity; it crim. 
nally punished no man for political offenses.’ When the Germen 
army conquered the Turks at Poltawa, the Turks were permitted to 
return home and to maintain their local laws and institutions. 
When the French army was destroyed at Sedan, the Frenchme: 
were allowed to return to their own country and exercise all th, 
rights of citizenship. So when the army of the Sultan conquere: 
the Greeks, these people retained their local laws and institutic: 
and were allowed to rule their own country as if no war had bee; 
waged. Even when Russia, Germany, and Austria despoiled Po- 
land, her citizens were still left permission to control their loc.] 
affairs, forced only to acknowledge the paramount allegiance to 
the conqueror. In this South land of ours, alone of all the con- 
quered countries of modern times, the white citizens, the property 
owners, the intelligent part of the population, were disfranchised 
and the local government placed in the hands of former slaves. 
Coming now to the platform of 1876, let us read this paragra;h: 
We rejoice in the quickening conscience of the people concerning political 


Sa eG 


affairs. 
were ever subjected to more outrage and cruelty by a conquering | 


enemy than were the people of the Southern States at the close | Hayes received only 4,033,950 votes: and yet by the utter lack of 


| any political conscience whatever the returning boards and the 


Think of this! When Tilden received 4,284,757 votes, whi 


electoral Commission found a devious way by fraud to either go 


| behind the returns or to refuse to go behind them or do whatever 
| else was necessary to vote into the high office of President a man 
| who had been defeated at the polls, and to count out a man whom 
| all honest men now admit was duly elected. So, having perpe- 


They filled the halls of the State legislatures and inau- | trated the greatest election fraud in our history, and having for- 


cibly canceled the certificate of the people at the polls, this party 


But let us hasten on to 1884, when that party began its series of 


| promises to reduce the tariff—promises which it never intended 
| to fulfill. 
| stantly pursued the opposite plan, and the surplus has grown to 


Instead of redeeming this pledge that party has con- 


such proportions that certain favorite national banks are mac: 
depositories of this surplus and are collecting millions of dollars 


| annually in the way of interest by lending this surplus back to 


the people. The net profits made every year by these national 
banks in this way would furnish many millions for campaign 


| funds, to be expended to perpetuate the outrage and still leave the 


bankers time and leisure to praise the glories of the Republican 
party in newspapers and magazines of the country. [Applause 
and laughter.| Then look at this siren song which was sung in 
that same platform: 

The Republican party has gained its strength by quick and faithful re- 
sponse to the demands of the people for the freedom and equality of all men. 

The freedom and equality of the ten millions in the Philippines, 
in Porto Rico, in Alaska, and in the Sandwich Islands are meant, 
of course. The only freedom and equality furnished since this 
platform was written was such as was shown toa colored woman, 
Mrs. Cox, at Indianola, when the Administration undertook to 
force her services as postmaster upon the white people of tha‘ 
city. Another instance of freedom and equality is to be found 


: ae : L | when the President disregarded the recommendations of both 
In the platform of 1872 this party declared this astounding state- | 


white Republicans and Democrats in South Carolina and forced 
upon the people a black, odoriferous geranium by the name of Doc- 
tor Crum as collector of the port of Charleston. Still another 
instance of freedom and equality to all men was perhaps shown 


came to lunch at the White House and the President expressed 


| his regrets that his family were away and insisted that Mr. 


Washington return to dinner. So this negro did come back to 
dinner, with the President of the United States at one end of the 
table, Mrs. Roosevelt at the other, Miss Alice and Theodore, jr., 
on either side, and Booker Washington seated at the seat of honor 
at the right hand of the President, eating out of the same dish 
and ‘‘ sopping ’’ out of the same bowl. 

‘**Freedom and equality to all men!’’ What rot and nonsense 
in the light of recent history. Have you read the address deliv- 
ered the other day by ex-Secretary of War Root at the law school 
banquet? Here is what he says, in part: 

It has been my province during the last four and a half years to deal with 
arbitrary government. It has been necessary for me to not only make laws 
and pronounce judgment without any occasion for discussion, except in £0 
far as I would choose to weigh the question involved in my own mind, affect- 


ing 10,000,000 of people; and not only to make laws and pronounce judgment, 
but to execute judgment with overwhelming force and great swiftness. 








1904. 


Think of this for one moment and think how rapidly we have 
degenerated from the institutions founded by the fathers of this 
Republic. Think of one arbitrary despot holding the destinies of 
19 000,000 of human beings in the hollow of his hand without any 
restraint of constitution or law. ‘‘ Execute judgment with over- 
whelming force and great swiftness!’’ The time was when such 
an utterance would have demanded and received universal con- 
demnation. But now itis the strenuosity of a popular administra- 
A military satrap burning cities, devastating provinces, 
torturing prisoners and noncombatants has become the hero and 
idol of a Republican party that has the unspeakable impudence to 
talk about ‘* liberty and equality.”’ 

But hastening on to the platform of 1888, we find this ebullition 
of patriotism from the swelling bosom of the Republican party: 


+5 


The Republican party would accept all needed reductions in the national 
nues by repealing the tax upon tobacco, which is an annoyance and a 
n to agriculture. 


re 


bn? 
pura 


Then, why don’t you repeal the tax on tobacco and relieve the 
armers of this annoyance and burdentoagriculture? Youelected 

ur candidate to the Presidency in 1888. You have controlled 
ongress ever since. Time and again the Democrats have urged 
ou to redeem this promise to repeal this tobacco tax. Thereare 
our or five bills now pending in this House, one introduced by 
ny distinguished friend who sits in front of me, Mr. STANLEY, 


nme by my colleague from Kentucky, Mr. TRIMBLE, still another 
by my distinguished friend from Tennessee, Mr. GAINEs, and an- 
other by, I think, Mr. Hopxkins—all of them Democrats. 

They have all been referred to that magnificent Committee on 
Ways and Means, and there they will be permitted tosleep. I 
hate to discourage you, gentlemen, but those tobacco bills are as 
dead to-day as the seven sleepers of Ephesus, and no resurrecting 
| will ever roll away the stone from their sepulcher as long 
as the Republican party remains in power. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit an 
interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILBERT. Yes. 

Mr. STANLEY. 
tleman’s able and magnificent address, but I have too much faith 
in that thing we call the human heart and its sympathies with 

pain and suffering with fellow-men, as it is found on both 
; of this Chamber, to believe that those just bills can die. 
ir. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, it is easily to be seen that my 
ague is serving his first term in Congress. [Laughter.] He 
will learn more after he stays here. 
1p yonder on the barren hillsides of New England, this war tax 
would have been abolished years and yearsago. It is about the 
only relic that is left upon the statute books of that régime under 
which the Government taxed anything and everything in order 
to carry on the war. 
Here is another sweet exhalation from the swelling bosoms and 
‘fumed breath of the Republican party: 


We declare our opposition to all combinations of capital, organized in 
trusts or otherwise, to control arbitrarily the condition of trade among our 


Cl < 


f 
V 
( 
y 
I 
( 
} 


Y 


L 


ns. 





I am listening with great delight to the gen- | try with the rabble that is to be dreaded now in this country, and 


| it is to be dreaded always and everywhere. 


If tobacco was grown chiefly | 
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special fund to track the trust and hunt down these modern brig- 


ands. Five hundred thousand dollars still remains unexpended 
in the Treasury, and no prosecutions are inaugurated. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILBERT. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman. I wanted to 
suggest to the gentleman’s memory the fact that on last Saturday 
only the Republican side of this Chamber voted unanimously, or 
perhaps with three exceptions, against a proposition to prevent the 
Secretary of the Navy from making Government contracts with 
combinations convicted of being trusts and of living in violaticn 
of the Sherman law. 

Mr. GILBERT. Certainly, I remember that, and it is a very 
apt illustration and a forcible addition to the argument I was at- 
tempting to make, and I am obliged to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi for that contribution. The money, as I said. remains un- 
expended in the Treasury, and these freebooters, instead of being 
put upon trial, are lauded as philanthropists when they donate to 
some church, or to some school, or some other charitable or elee- 


mosynary institution a very small part of their booty. They are 
the idols of fashionable drawing-rooms. They are the chief 
drawing card of the swellest clubs in the country. When they 


come to the city of Washington they are wined and dined with 
unusual eclat. 

Why, theaverage Republican smiles and fawns and is to ba 
flattered by the society and the association of these great modern 


“een 


nabobs. There was a triumvirate—I turn aside from the regular 
course of my remarks to make a historical allusion. There was 
a triumvirate in the old days—Crassus representing the newly 


rich, Pompey representing the old democracy, and Julius Czsar 
representing the ‘‘ rag-tag’’ and the rabble of the day. The next 
step was a combination between Crassus and Cxwesar—a combina- 
tion, in other words, between the newly rich and the rabble. 
This combination soon disposed of Pompey, and they also soon dis- 
posed of the liberties of theircountry. The next step was an im 
perial despotism. 


It is this combination of the wealth of a coun- 


But we must return to our mutton, as the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK] would say. 
** We favor the extension of our foreign commerce, etc.,’”’ taken 


from the platform of 1896. Everybody knows that in order fo 
ships to engage in foreign commerce they must be permitt 
bring a return cargo. And yet this party has built a 





| around the country so high as to almost entirely exclude foreign 
manufactured goods. They have not been totally excluded thus 
far, but the high tariff wall has forced the commercial nations of 


| Europe to retaliate by putting up tariff walls then 


° | 
Opposed to trusts, are you? In every Congress your leading 


Members put out three standard arguments, and standing argu- 


| 


ments,too. The firstisthatthere are notrusts. Thesecond,that | 
there are trusts and that there have been trusts time out of 
mind, and that they are goods things to have. The third is that 
the Republican party is pledged and is using every reasonable 
elfort to destroy the trusts. 


The Sherman antitrust law was enactedin July, 1890, more than 
thirteen yearsago. Itprovides that ‘‘ every contract, combination 
in the form of trusts or otherwise, or conspiracies in restraint of 
trade or commerce among the several States or with foreign na- 
tions are declared to be illegal,’’ etc., and persons found guilty are 
to be punished by fines of not exceeding $5,000 or by imprison- 
ment not exceeding one year, or by both fine and imprisonment. 
Hundreds of thousands of poor people in this country have suf- 
fered with cold on account of the soulless rapacity of the coal 
barons. Hundreds of thousands of ragged children have cried 
themselves to sleep with hunger on account of the soulless rapacity 
of the beef trusts and the milling trusts, while these scoundrels 
were increasing their dividends upon watered stock; and yet no 
man has ever been made to wear a felon’s stripes for violating 
this law—no man has ever been convicted of violating this law. 

Indeed, a distinguished Senator has introduced a bill at the 
other end of the Capitol to virtually repeal the Sherman antitrust 
law. Lawyers who have been for years making their fortunes 
out of the trusts, with the trusts for their clients, are brought 
here from New Jersey and Pittsburg to fill the office of Attorney- 
General of the United States, and of course they are not able to 
fine any of the trusts. In the last Congress we appropriated a 
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selves, and it is 
inevitable that this policy will in a very few years naturally de- 
stroy our international trade. You put the Dingley tariff rate at 
20 per cent higher than was thought to be proper even by the 
avowed friends of protection, and you did so under the promise 
that this extra per cent should be traded off in consideration of 
concessions to be obtained from foreign countries in the way of 
reducing the duties upon farm products and manufactured arti- 
cles exported from this country and imported i } 


ntot count 


nos 


Under this Dingley law provisions were made for the negotiation 

| of reciprocity treaties, and quite a number of them were negotiated 
by Mr. Kasson. 

Indeed, treaties were made calculated to build up our foreign 

trade with all of the leading countries of Europe. Nota single 

one of these treaties has ever been ratified by the Senate. Tha 


two years provided by that law in which these treaties could be 
made have waxed and waned and the treaties have been aban- 
doned. Although you procured this unprecedented protective 
rate under the promise of reducing it by reciprocity agreements, 
the doctrine is now ‘“‘stand pat’’ and ‘‘keep on letting well 
enough alone.’’ There was a barefooted Nazarene who came 
preaching a new doctrine to the world, but the money changers 
and magnates of that day cried out, ‘‘ Stand pat,’’ and ‘“‘ Keep on 
letting well enoughalone.’? Sowhen Washingtonand the ragged, 
hungry soldiers at Trenton and Valley Forge were fighting for 
our liberty the plutocrat of that day and the money changers 
were as a class ‘‘ stand patters,’’ and their watchword was, ‘‘ Keep 
on letting well enough alone.”’ 

That is always the war cry and the campaign cry of the privi- 
leged classes in all the ages of the world. The revolutions in 
the world’s history that have come for the betterment and the 
upbuilding and the promotion of the welfare of mankind have 
always come from the undercrust, who were oppressed and who 
were opposed to the doctrine of ‘stand pat’”’ and ‘keeping 
on letting well enough alone.’’ [Applause on the Democratic 
side]. 
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But take this fine declaration from the platform of 1896: 

The Republican party has always been the champion of the oppressed and 
r gni the dignity of manhood, irrespective of faith, color, or nationaiity. 

{ suppose this was written exclusively for the benefit of the 
negro, because. strange as it may seem, while the Caucasian race 
and the African race stand at opposite ends of the line with re- | 
gard to the different races that make up the human family, the | 
Republican party has allalong manifested a strange solicitude for | 
the negro race alone. They have never shown any especial anx- | 
iety for the welfare of the Chinese, or the Indians, or the Boers, 
or the Armenians, or for the Circassian slaves, or for any other 
ra pt the beautiful and sweet-smelling sons of Ham. 

But | am glad to be able to say that distance lent enchantment 
to the objects of their devotion and that with closer proximity | 
and better knowledge their original enthusiasm is softening down 
in some degree to a condition of reason and common sense, 


In the platform of 1900 the party made this declaration: 


We renew our allegiance to the or of the gold standard and declare 
oO { in the wisdom of the legislation of the Fifty-sixth Congress, 
j parity of all our money and the stability of our currency upon | 
{ d basis has been secured 
a 


At last, after a century of support given to wildcat banks, free- | 


° 1 
5 


lver coinage, and fiat money, this Republican party, by strange 
political fortune, has come to pose as the champion of sound 
money. Inthe old daysof Jefferson and Jackson the Democratic 
party was the advocate of sound money, contending that gold 


and silver were the only legal-tender money authorized by the 
Constitution, whereas the Federalists, headed by Nicholas Biddle, 
were clamoring that the issues of the national bank should be 
made a legal tender, and they were also the advocates and de- 
fenders of a general system of wildcat banks. 

The Democratic party, on down to the days of Tilden and Hen- 
dricks, of Justices Field and Lamar, were still the friends and de- 
fenders of sound money and were still contending that gold and 
silver were the only legal-tender money authorized by the Consti- 
tution. In those days the Republican party was the creator and 
defender of fiat money. 


debt. The Supreme Court, in an opinion written by a Democrat, 





Mr. Justice Field, decided that gold and silver alone could be | 


made a lega 


} 
K 


1 tender and that the legal-tender feature of the green- 
legislation was unconstitutional and void. The Republican 
y, to avoid this decision, proceeded to reorganize that court, 
ted new judges, and these places were filled by a Republican 
ident with judges known to support the contention of that 


ba 
pari 
crea 
Pr 


1) 
i 


What a howl they made down in my State in 1896 about the 
claim that the long-haired 16 to 1 Populists and anarchists were 
going to reorganize the Supreme Court, that it was going to be a 
revolution. 

Thus a new decision of that court was obtained, upholding the 
constitutionality of the legal-tender function of the greenbacks. 
This was the beginning of that long series of Republican legisla- 


| to relieve the distresses of the people. 
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nounces: ‘‘ We have conducted, and in victory concluded, a way 
for liberty and human rights. No thought of national aggra. 
dizement tarnished the high purpose with which American stand. 
ards were unfurled.’’ That sounds fine, doesn’t it? What aro 
the facts? Democratic votes forced your party into the war. a; 
Democrats took the leading part in its prosecution until (yu) 
was liberated; and then the Republican party came in for th 
spoils and for the subjugation of the Philippines. 

The commander in chief of the Army was Gen. Nelson A, 
Miles, a Democrat; the man who had charge of the navy at Cavite 
and Manila and who destroyed the Spanish fleet was Admira] 
Dewey, a Democrat; the man who had command of the fleet, at 
Santiago and who knocked the Spanish fleet into ‘‘ smitheree: 
was Admiral Schley, a Democrat; the man who was put in char 
of the civil government of Cuba was Gen. Fitzhugh Lee,a Den 
crat; the man who had charge of the land forces in Cuba and wh) 
sent no grumbling complaints home, was Gen. Joe Wheeler. a 
Democrat; the man who had command of the land forces in the 
field in the Philippines, did the main fighting, and was never 
guilty of torturing anybody, was Gen. J. Franklin Bell, of my 
own city,and a Democrat. The Republicans were notidle. They 
were busy, too. A distinguished Republican was accused of fur- 
nishing the soldiers embalmed beef, and how many of the soldier 
boys were made sick and how many died from this cause will ; 
haps never be known. Then there was a Republican horse do 
sent to Cuba who was accused of befriending the gamblers and 
other lawbreakers. 

There were two Republicans, Rathbone and Neely, that 
charge of the post-office affairs in Cuba, and who were fi 
guilty by a jury of peculations and fraud. There was little G 
eral Funston, a good Republican, who violated the rules of ciy- 
ilized warfare, dressed in the uniform of the enemy, forged let- 


1 
a 


had 


nol 
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| ters, scouted all the laws of hospitality, and captured Aguinaldo 


Then there was General Davis, a good Republican, who had charge 
of the commissary, and who sold rice and other provisions to t 


| starving natives at enormous profits, and last of all, the Republican 
That party created the greenback money | 
and made it a legal tender in payment of all debts, public and | seekers, but placed in the bill provision permitting corporatio: 
private, except duties upon imports and interest upon the national | 


Congress refused to limit the friar lands for the benefit of ho 


and syndicates to purchase and exploit these lands in large tra 
What does the Republican party now stand for? It stands 

the open door in China, while busily pursuing a policy that w: uld 
close the doors of Europe and Canada. It stands for ship : 
sidies to build up our foreign trade, while it drafts bills giving 
most of the subsidy to fast passenger steamers, the floating | 
aces of the seas, that carry those trust magnates and millionai 
back and forth across the ocean, instead of giving it to the ves 
that carry the freight. It stands for the Monroe doctrine and 
foments an insurrectionin Panama. It stands and preaches t! 
to put articles on the free list increases the price to the consumer 
while it is forced to take off a tariff from quinine and coal in or 

It stands for high prot 
tion in order to build up the farming interests of this country and 


| helps Cuba to remove her protection in order to benefit the farmcrs 


tion in the interest of the money classes which has proved a very | 


Pandora's box of evils. 
agitation in 1873 ar 


id ar 
meeting of their convention of 1884. 


The Republican party opened the silver 


1d continued it in their platforms down to the | 
They inserted in their plat- | 


form of 1884 a demand for an international agreement to fix the | 


standard of value between gold and silver. Then, in their plat- 


| law as to these criminals who are unreasonable. 


form of 1888, they denounced the Democratic party for its efforts | 


to demonetize silver. Continuing their soft-money crusade and 
love for unsound money, this party, in its platform of 1892, an- 
nounced this doctrine: 


of Cuba. This party stands for extraditing criminals from acr 
the sea and refuses to bring criminals from across the Ohio Ris 

It promises in platforms to destroy the trusts, but gathers 
chief campaign funds from them; refuses to prosecute them, a! 
now has a billin the Senate making lawful all reasonable trust 
criminals and repealing the imprisonment clause of the Sherman 
It stands in 
favor of the Nicaragua Canal in all its platforms, and gives to a 
defunct French corporation $40,000,000 in order to get a chanc 
to build a canal at another place. It stands posing as the friend 
of the laboring man, and votes down the Clark amendment b) 
which the Chinese would be effectually excluded and refuses to 
to pass the eight-hour law. It stands as the pretended friend of 


| reciprocity, and refuses to ratify every reciprocity treaty that is 


presented to the Senate. There is no heresy and no delusion in 
finance, economics, international law, or politics which this party 
has not at some time or other embraced or practiced and at other 
times denounced. A medley of contradictionsand inconsistencies, 


| it stands for anything and for everything and for nothing at all. 


The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism, and 
the Republican party demands the use of both gold and silver as standard 
m 

Still on down to 1896, and in the platform of that year, the Re- | 
publican party pledged itself to promote bimetallism by inter- | 
national agreement, so that never until the platform of 1900 did 
the Republican party become the open advocate of the gold stand- 
ard or become the friend or supporter of what it pleases to call 
‘*sound mony,” and this attitude it assumed by a strange rever- | 
sal of the positions of both of the two great political parties. On | 
the other hand, the Democratic party, reading the Constitution, 


finds this language: ‘* No State shall make anything but gold and | 


’ 


silver a legal tender in the payment of debts,’ and by this con- 
stitutional provision the Democratic party has consistently stood 
during all the years of our national life. 

Now, let us come to 1900 again and notice the last effusions of 
the ‘*‘ Grand Old Party.’’ This was the convention in which the 
chairman insisted that ex-Governor Taylor, of Kentucky, should 
come upon the platform so that all could see and honor him. 
This was the platform written at the cottage of E. A. Griscom, 

sident of the International Transportation Company and 


the pre 
the head and front of the ship-subsidy steal. This platform an- 


| great desert of human wretchedness. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five 
minutes granted me by somebody who has charge of the time. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. GILBERT. Can such a medley of contradictions and in 
consistencies continue to win the elections? I am sure I do not 
know. This combination has usually won in the world’s history 
Only few exceptions can be found here and there as oases in the 
Partial and vicious laws 
enacted and enforced in the interest of certain occupations or lo- 
calities in course of time always result in building up a large, 
wealthy, aristocratic class, and this class, by power and prestige, 


The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
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terrify the timid, corral the poor and ignorant, purchase and con- 
trol the venal and purchasable vote, and thus have usually suc- 
ceeded in outvoting the great intelligent middle class that con- 
stitutes the Democratic party of this country and the liberal 
parties of the Old World. 

This combination of wealth and aristocracy and the baser ele- 
ments has succeeded in all the dark blood-stained centuries of 
history. 'Tribunes of the people and governors of provinces have 
returned loaded down with the wealth collected from the people 
by fraud and extortion. Thus prepared he becomes ready to give 
entertainments to please the ragged and hungry populace and to 
buy their votes. Crowds thronged the Colosseum and the Circus 
Maximus to enjoy andapplaud. Young damsels of the patrician 
class sat with smelling bottles, themselves beautifully gowned, 
and clapped their white bejeweled hands at the sight of wild 
beasts tearing peasants to pieces, limb by limb, by the thousands. 
When the hero of the entertainment appeared in sight, ‘‘ the rab- 
blement hooted and clapped their chapped hands and threw up 
their sweaty nightcaps, and uttered such a deal of stinking 
breath that he swooned and refused the crown that was offered 
him by the foolish populace.” 

Are we traveling away from our moorings and going in the 
same direction? Some day, perhaps when it is too late, we will 
learn that no free government can long endure unless builded 
upon the doctrines of Jefferson and Jackson. The gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. BEDE] can not laugh nor giggle this party 
out of existence. Iam nota prophet, but when the old doctrine 
of the Democratic party of ‘‘ equal rights and opportunities for 
all and exclusive privileges to none’’ shall have perished, then | 
the liberty of the people will have perished also, 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield | 
to the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman | 
a question. The gentleman, when he began his address, stated 
that he desired not to be interrupted, and I therefore deferred | 
until this time a question which I wish to propound. 

Mr. GILBERT. Come this way a little. 

Mr. SCOTT. In the beginning of the gentleman’s remarks he 
alluded to what will probably go down into history as the Booker 
Washingtonincident. Ishould like to inquire whether he would 
criticise as severely a Democratic President who would receive at 
his table at the White House a negro as he has criticised a Repub- 
lican President? 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, that is an impossible assump- 
tion. 

Mr. SCOTT. By no means impossible, Mr. Chairman, for the 
reason that it has already happened. 

Mr. GILBERT. There isa vast difference between the equality 
which a Democrat and a Republican regards the colored man. | 
Will you let me give you an illustration? 

Mr. SCOTT. Let me ask you this question—— 

Mr. GILBERT. Wait a minute; I want to answer the first 
question. A fewdaysagoacolored man from my own country was | 
in Boston hunting for employment; he knocked at the front door 
of a house and asked for something to eat, I believe it was, instead | 
of work. The master of the house came out and said, ‘“* My dear | 
sir, l am very sorry, but we have nothing to eat.’’ He went to | 
the second house and knocked and asked for something to eat, and | 
the white master of the mansion came out and said, ‘‘ I am very | 
sorry, sir, but I have nothing to eat for you in the house.’’ He 
went to the third house and he knocked at the door, and the white | 
man came out to the front door and said, ‘‘ You black scoundrel, 
what do you mean by coming to my front door for something to 
eat? Walk around tothe kitchen and get your breakfast.’’ That | 
third man was a Democrat; the other two were Republicans. | 
| Laughter and applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

_Mr. SCOTT, Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman be | 
given two minutes more to answer one more question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Kentucky be given two 
minutesmore. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair | 
hears none. 

Mr. GILBERT. Go ahead; I would be delighted to try to an- 
swer the question. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would like to ask if the gentleman knows during 
President Cleveland’s first Administration he entertained at his 
table at the White House a negro? 

Mr. GILBERT. No; but, mind you, we are not particularly 
claiming Mr. Cleveland. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. As matter of fact, that never 
happened. 

Mr. GILBERT. I never heard of it before, and if it did hap- 
pen it may be barely possible that Mr. Cleveland was not a first- 
class Democrat. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. COCHRAN. That is cumulative proof that there is no 
better Republican in this country than Grover Cleveland. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, who informed the House of Rep- 
resentatives that the President had approved and signed bills of 
the following titles: 

On February 20, 1904: 

H. R. 2427. An act granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas. 

On February 26, 1904: 

H. R. 3584. An act to authorize the resubdivision of lots or 
blocks in the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 9640. An act toamend an act granting to the Keokuk and 


| Hamilton Power Company right to construct and maintain adam, 


and so forth, approved February 8, 1901; 
. R. 1384. An act granting a pension to Wilhelmina Miller; 
H. R. 195. An act granting a pension to Michael Landy; 
H. R. 219. An act granting a pension to Minerva J. Burton; 
H. R. 529. An act granting a pension to Emma H. Higley; 
H. R. 754. An act granting a pension to John M. Lawton; 
H. R. 1855. An act granting a pension to Harriett B. Riley; 
H. R. 2040. An act granting a pension to James Anderson: 
H. R. 2932. An act granting a pension to Dudley R. W. Wil- 
liams; 
H. R. 3298. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Pennock; 
H. R. 3299. An act granting a pension to Medie M. Flanders; 
H. R. 4365. An act granting a pension to Barney L. Brookins; 
H. R. 4578. An act granting a pension to Catharine M. McClan- 


| ahan; 


H. R. 4625. An act granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash; 

H. R. 4946. An act granting a pension to James F. Wheeler; 

H. R. 5372. An act granting a pension to Mariah Kuechler; 

H. R. 5528. An act granting a pension to Maria Lindhorst: 

H. R. 5538. An act granting a pension to Jane Elizabeth Bul- 
lock; 

H. R. 6085. An act granting a pension to Anna M. Maier; 

H. R. 6547. An act granting a pension to John Holzer: 

H. R. 7072. An act granting a pension to Mary McCall; 

H. R. 7515. An act granting a pension to Rebecca A. Mathias; 

H. R. 8123. An act granting a pension to Eliza S. Smith; 

H. R. 8728. An act granting a pension to Matilda Lafferty: 

H. R. 8920. An act granting a pension to Harriet A. Tucker; 

H. R. 9029. An act granting a pension to Georgie 8S. Barbour; 

H. R. 188. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


Hale; 


H. R. 165. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Adelsperger; 
H. R. 198. An act granting an increase of pension to Emmett 


H. R. 249. An act granting an increase of pension to Mollie J. 
Mitchell; 

H. R. 561. Anact granting an increase of pension to Eri Summy; 

H. R. 610. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Alexander; 

H. R. 660. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Sines: 

H. R. 681. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella P. 
Kersteter; 

H. R. 689. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
Chapman; 

H. R. 703. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 
Baker; 

H. R. 727. An act granting an increase of pension to James K. 


H. R. 734, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 
McAlister; 

H. R. 812. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Emery; 

H. R. 937. An act granting an increase of pension to Mark A. 


| Shelton; 
| 


H. R. 1156. An act granting an increase of pension to John Pan- 
gratz; 

H. R. 1294. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
McBrien; 

H. R. 1483. An act granting anincrease of pension to James W. 
Black; 

H. R. 1487. An act granting an increase of pension to Dexter T. 
Drake; 

H. R. 1497. An act granting an increase of pension to Dana 
Cook; : 

H. R. 1859. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Cannon; 
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An act granting an increase of pension to David 





H. R. 5883. 
Warentz; 

H. R. 5972. 
A. Wilbur; 

H. R. 6005. 
Davis; 

H. R. 6020. 
P, Conner; 

H. R. 6023. 
Wigert; 

H. R. 6028. 
Heffron; 

H. R. 6032. 
S. Bellows; 

H. R. 6036. 
Shafer; 

H. R. 6061. 
D. Brown; 

H. R. 6071. 
C. Null; 

H. R. 6091. 
Brown; 

H. R. 6342. 
Springer; 

H. R. 6442. 
Wallace; 

H. R. 6562. 
A. Thompson; 

H. R. 6588. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Anact granting an increase of pension to George B, 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to Anson 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 
An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to James P, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 


An act granting an increase of pension to James H, 


| Cummings; 


H. R. 6701. 
Reeds; 

H. R. 6947. 
H. Cooper; 

H. R. 6994, 
Nebrich: 

H. R. 7095. 
H: Hakes: 

H. R. 7355. 
Barrett; 

H. R. 7374. 
Perkins; 

H. R. 7489. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to Theresa 
An act granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jabez 


An act granting an increase of pension to Helen M, 


| Bates; 


| Bailey; 


H. R. 7447. An act granting an increase of pension to Willia 


H. R. 7594, An act granting an increase of pension to Char! 


| H. Miller; 


TI. R. 1906, An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Blanchard; 
H. R. 2016. An act granting an increase of pension to Georg 
Gardner; 
Hi. R. 2111. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry D. 
Tow ley: 
H. R. 2201. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
McDonald: 
H. R. 2553. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W intz; 
Hi. R. 2822. An act granting an increase of pension to Louiza 
Philliy 
H. kt. 2912. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
A. Jones: 
{. R. 2916. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
S. Howard; 
Hi. RK. 3172. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
E. Pogue: 
i. R. 8272. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Hardy; 
[. R. 3337. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
ie rive 
|, R. 8345. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
vv» e*% 7 
i ‘ ine 
{. R. 3367. An act granting an increase of pension to George | 
VV -} ° 
YY TOY; 
Hi. R. 3407. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
L 
it. 8411. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 
T rt: 
k. 3435. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
] . 
2. 3521. An act granting an increase of pension to John | 
H T; 
Kk. 3616. An act granting an increase of pension to James | 
W Davy ist 
[. R. 3617. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Everett; 
R. 3665. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
R. 8815. An act granting an increase of pension to Hester 
E. Mooney; 
11. R. 4031. Anact granting an increase of pension to Samuel R. | 
W n: 
R. 4276. An act granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 
} urritt 
R. 4823. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary | 
Wurtz; 
R. 4325. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
S . 
R. 4457. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Meldrum; 
k. 4629, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C.4 | 
1759. An act granting an increase of pension to David P. 
ih ? 
it. 4887, An act granting an increase of pension to George 
+ 
ivi5. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
K 
H. R. 4937. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
C 
1199. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma M. 
7 
299. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
W 
it. 5471. An act granting an increase of pension to A. Marion 
G 1} 
5531. An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin 
N 
Li. R. 5534. An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline | 
S} i sO* rv Z 
i. R. 5609, An act granting anincrease of pension to Benjamin 
F. Gi 
i17. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
P rd; 
t. 5634. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert L. 
M 
5699. An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
7 \* 
: 
5718. An act granting an increase of pension to Adolph 
Hi 
Hi. 8. 5720. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
2a Miller: : 
H. R. 5818. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Buow; 


H. R. 7682, 
H. Howard: 
H. R. 7732. 


henowith: 


An act granting an increase of pension to Willia 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


Hi. R. 7756. An act granting an increase of pension to Char! 
Schroder: 
H. R. 7757. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyr 


Davidheiser; 


H. R. 7798. An act granting an increase of pension to Andr 
Bank 
HACKS 
H. R. 7799. An act granting an increase of pension to John O 
Rice; 
Ii. R. 8187. An act granting an increase of pension to Georg 
Jeffrey; 
H. R. 8207, An act granting an increase of pension to Charle: 
Johnson; 
H. R. 8342, An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 
E. Davis; 


H. R. 8717. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Edwards; and 

H. R. 8729. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustus §. 
Renick. 

On February 27, 1904: 

H. R. 7287. An act to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River between the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, 
as in section 7, township 9, range i west of St. Stephen's me- 
ridian. 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ifthe gentleman from Minnesota will kindly yield 
me five minutes, I shall be very much obliged 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
Kansas five minutes. 

Mr. SCOTT. The reply of the gentleman from Kentucky to the 
last question which I asked him was a good illustration of what I 
think the lawyers call ‘* confession by avoidance.” 


I yield to the gentleman from 
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- GILBERT. That is a good plea in any court. 

Me SCOTT. It happens to be fresh in my memory, however, 

i have asked this time in order to give some information to 
ntlemen on the other side of the House who will no doubt be 
intere sted in it. During the first Administration of Mr. Cleve- 
lar a negro from Kansas was brought to Washington, taken to 
the WwW hite House, introduced to the President, and by him in- 
vited to remain and sit at the table at luncheon, an invitation 
whi ich I need not say was promptly accepted. 


- COCHRAN. Will the gentleman state who it was that in- | 


tt xa iced the negro, and upon whose authority the gentleman is 
making this statement? 

Mr. SCOTT. I make the statement on my own a 

Mr. COCHRAN. Were you presen 

Mr: SCOTT. I was not present, bat. one of my colleagues will 
corro! ai me as to the fact, 

Mr. COC HR. AN. Who was this negro? 

Mr r, SCOTT. It wasC. H. J. Taylor, afterwards appointed reg- 


authority. 


ister of deeds for this District by President Cleveland. [Laughter 
0 e Republican side. ] 

Iw ‘ish to call the attention of the House one moment to the 
difference in the character of thesetwo men. Concerning Booker 


Wi hawt yn, the least that can be said of him is that he isa good 
man. But I think it might also be said that if he had a white 
skin it would bec onsidered an honor by any gentleman to know 
him: that heis a gentleman and ascholar. So much of a scholar 
{ he has been given an honorary degree of master of arts by 
Harvard University; so much of a ger ntle man that he was invited 


by the pre ide nt of Harvard University to sit at his table to lunch | 


with Gen. Nelson A. Miles, who received the same honorary de- 


gree from the same university at the same time; so much of a | 
leman that he has been entertained by Queen Victoria at | 


Wi iT Castle e; so much of a scholar that a member of a college 
fa ity of one of the southern colleges recently denominated him 
the foremost living American, for which utterance he was 
promptly c called to tab by his associates; but, I am glad to say, 
that it was declared by the authorities of the college that they 
held fr ‘e speech——- 


Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, will the om yield? 
Mr SCOTT. I have only five minutes, and I decline to yield. 


I have allud ted to the character of Booker Washington not be- | 


cause he needs any praise from me, but because I want to call at- 
tenti 


Mr. MA ADD OX. I-want to say to the gentleman from Kansas | 


that the declaration was that he was second to Robert E. Lee. 
r. SCOTT. Ican not quote the language exactly for I do not 
rember it. Probably the gentleman is correct. But from his 


re 
standpoint I should suppose it would be considered quite a com- 
Y 


t 
c 
| 

Ya 


« 
n 


liment to be named as second to Robert E. Lee. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has xpired. 

_ Mr. BREAZEALE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman be given five minutes more. 

The CH ATRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks that 
the time of the gentleman from Kansas be extended five min- 
utes. Is the re objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I will yield the gentleman five 
nutes’ time. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say 
to th gentleman, in justice to that college, that the faculty did 
rebuke this profe — for making that utterance, but did say that 
he had a right to it ag enjo ying the liberty of free speech. 


os 


SCOTT. They re sbuk ed. him for making the utterance, but | 


th y did notattempt to say that the utterance was nottrue. They 
rebuked him becanse they were forced to do so by the public 
sentiment of their community. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. The gentleman who uttered it 
: { oR war _ exp ‘aine a and said he did not meanit. [Langhter on 

L — "an £1 le 

ot i TT. Th: ub is a question for the gentleman and his 
friends on that side to decide between themselves. 

d -o LAUD 1 KITCHIN. He said he did not mean to say 
shat he was the greatest man the South ever produced except 
Lee, but the » greatest negrc 

Mr . SCOTT. ‘All that aside, it will be admitted by every Mem- 
ber on the floor of this House that if Booker Washington had a 
white skin, any “one of us would receive him on terms of e juality. 

Mr. CLAUDI 1 KITCHIN. Why does not the pe re- 
ceive him Paes a black skin? 

. SCOTT, W e do receive him in every proper way. 


CLAUDE KITCHIN. Does the gentleman mean to say 


the: oh » receives him as his equal? 

Ir. SCOTT. Notas my social equal—— 

e a ‘LAUDE KITCHIN. The black skin is the cause of it, is 
ne 


Mr, SCOTT. The black skin, and the prejudice, and all that. 


bod bow 
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T recognize that as fully as the gentleman does. I am not stand- 
ing here, if the gentleman will allow me— 

Mr.CLAUDE KITCHIN. Wearealike,then. Thegentleman 
has the same prejudice that we have—on account of the skin. 
There is no difference between us on that. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am not standing here to make a plea for social 
equality. We all know that is impossible. I do ne stand for 
that any more than Theodore Roosevelt did when he invited 
Booker T. Washington to his luncheon, any more than President 
Eliot did when he invited Booker T. Washington to his lun heon, 
any more than Grover Cleveland did when he invited C. H. J. 

Taylor to his luncheon. I have alluded to the character of Mr. 
Washington, which overybeny in the country recognizes, because 
I wanted to point a contrast between the man whom the Repnbili- 
can President of the U nited States received at his table and the 
| man whom the ~ mmocratic President of the United States re- 
ceived at his table. Who was C. H. J. Taylor? He was a black 





negro, as black as 3 you eversaw. He had been a ward heeler, and 
nothing more, in the city of Kansas City, Kans. He had nocreat 
accomplishment to his credit; he had no education to sp valk of; he 





had nothing to commend him to any man’s consideration, par- 
ticularly nothing to commend him to the consideration of any 
Democrat, except the presump ie m that he carried some negro 
votes in his vest pocket and could deliver them to the Democratic 
party. 

For that reason, and for that reason only—for the reason that 
he had promised that if he were given this position here in Wash- 


ington he could turn the negro vote in Kansas from the Repub- 
lican party to the Democratic party—he was brought here to 


Washington by some Democratic leaders of Kansas, taken to 
White House, intr uced to the President, seated at 
and afte rwards pai 1 the ‘price by receiving the appointment of 
register of deeds « f this District. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCH = Does the gentleman approve of 
Grover Cleveland a sking that negro to dine as him and dining 
with him? Does the gentleman ae of th: 

Mr. SCOTT. I donot approve of it, because "T) know the char- 
acter of the man. I would not invite him to my house if he were 
| a white ma 
|} Mr. CL AUI DE KITCHIN. Because he isa Democratic negro— 
is not that it? 

Mr. SCOTT. Thatis not the reason. It is because the man is 
utterly without character, without educ: ation, without c cualtul >, or 
anything to commend him to the consideration of a g leman. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Who introduced that negro to the 
| President? The gentleman said his colleague was present when 

it was done. 
| Mr. SCOTT. I did not say that 
| was cognizant of the fact. 
Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Did nota Rey ican from Kansas 
introduce him to the President? 
T 


> 


his table, 





I simply said my colleague 


, 


Mr.SCOTT. (¢ A, no; bynomeans, I have already said he was 
introduced by a Democrat. : 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have alluded to this matter, not tg apol- 
ogize for President Roosevelt, who needs no a Tr 
to call attention to the glaring bonis’ 
hysterics over a ci yar ves y paid to a man of : 
ter and who has done and is doing & sp! 
while utterly ignoring a similar attention pai 
standing or charac ter | or accomplishment, ¢ 
to consideration was the pre umption that he 
tain number of votes. cA pplauss on the Republican side. } 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time h 43 expired 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
ge ntle man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dat ZELI 7 such time as he 











Mr, D AL ZELL. Mr. Chai , much has been said of late 
| both in this ron ymber and elsewhere, upon the hustings and in 
the public press, upon the subject of reciprocity. Tl estion 
has been discu oil to whether, as an economic policy, 


Ss as 

Democratic or Republican. Thegentleman from 
LinpD], who addre d 

thet it found its first expression fro m 1 : f l 

son, and yet I find in the last Det nocratic camy : x 
this assertion: 


the cominitt easome days ac 2 ead 19 





Reciprocity looks like free trade, but tastes like 1 a) 
r ? 7 W t t n Free to 
he t I v I ty car l 
ht re I ‘ L ) k , 
TD pz i ) 
most people has rand ‘ I 
+ . re . sentienMii eiinla ori ttary +7 
And then, again, I find in a magazine a1 written 8 
: Ptecait _—— 7 “aS e 4 
gentler nan from Mis ssip} i (Mr. WiLuiams], the ! 
minori Lby, this declaration: 
There is alsoa tariff revision by piecemeal, which the I : n of 
| the other system. This is tariff revision by r r l 7 ; 
with other nations. Much can be done along this piec tariff re- 


| vision under a Democratic or approximately a Democratic lL 
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In other words, there is a reciprocity approved of by the Demo- 
cratic party for the purposes of tariff revision, and as leading to 
free trade. In view of that fact, and in view of the further fact 
that at least two Republican national conventions have declared 
in favor of reciprocity, I am forced to the conclusion that there 
are two kinds of reciprocity—one Democratic and the other Re- 
publican, and that they differ in toto coelo. 

The reciprocity in trade relations advocated by the Democratic 
party embraces reciprocity in competing articles, and is therefore 
free trade in whole or in part, dependent upon the terms of the 
particular agreement. It is of value to the Democratic party only 
to the extent that it is an effective force toward the overthrow, 
partial or compiete, of the protective system, with which it. is 
absolutely inconsistent. 

Now, it is too manifest to be the subject of argument that to 
impose a duty upon a foreign article for the purpose of preserving 
the home market for a like home article and then to lower or 
remove that duty so as to admit the foreign article into compe- 
tition in the home market is to abandon in that case the principle 
of protection and to adopt that of free trade. 

Republican reciprocity is reciprocity in noncompeting articles 
and in nothing else. [Applause on the Republican side.| Iknow 
of no better definition of it than that given by ex-Postmaster- 
General Charles Emory Smith. He says: 

When rightly understood the principle is axiomatic. Brazil grows coffee, 
but makes no machinery. We make machinery, but grow no coffee. She 
needs the fabrics of our factories and forges, and we need the fruits of her 
tropical soil. We agree to concessions for her coffee; she agrees to conces- 
sions for our machinery. That is reciprocity. 

And I know of no better definition of its purpose than that 
given by President McKinley in his inaugural address: 

The end in view— 

He says— 


always to be the opening up of new markets for the products of our country 
by granting concessions to the products of other lands that we need and can 
not produce ourselves and which do not involve any loss of labor to ourown 
people, but tend to increase their employment. 


In other words, Republican reciprocity, like protection, keeps 


always in view the preservation of the home market, the primacy | 


of our manufacturers, and the well-being of the wage-earner. 

My purpose at this time in undertaking to make some observa- 
tions on this subject is to enforce and emphasize the difference 
between Democratic and Republican reciprocity and to demon- 
strate that Republican reciprocity admits of reciprocity only in 
noncompeting articles. 

And I aver that there is nothing in the history of the Repub- 
lican party, in its traditions, or in any of its platforms that justi- 
fies the claim that reciprocity in competing products is consistent 
with Republican principles. On the contrary, everything in its 


history, its traditions, and its platforms proclaims such reciprocity | 


to be inconsistent with the protective system, and therefore incon- 
sistent with Republicanism. 

If the committee will bear with me, I propose very hastily and 
as brjefly as possible to review some of our national experiences 
with respect to this subject. They may be dealt with under three 
heads: First, reciprocity with Canada; second, reciprocity with 
Hawaii, and third, tropical reciprocity, as illustrated under the 
Dingley and McKinley tariff laws. And I deal with reciprocity 
with Canada, because arguments have been made upon the Demo- 
cratic side of this Chamber looking toward a renewal of recipro- 
cal trade arrangements with Canada, and because arguments 
have been made elsewhere with like purpose of a sensational 
character by men whom we can not regard otherwise than as coy- 
ert enemies of protection, although they appeal to Republican 
hearers. 

Our reciprocity treaty with Canada was made in 1854 and ab- 
rogated in 1866. Various causes have been assigned for the mak- 
ing of that treaty, amongst others that Great Britain was fearful 
that in the absence of new trade arrangements Canada might be- 
come annexed to the United States. There is nothing in connec- 
tion with the negotiation of that treaty or with its operation of 
which we have any reason to be proud. The truth is that we 
were compelled to its discussion by the unjust and indefensible 
attitude of Great Britain with respect to our rights in the fisher- 
ies, and that it was consummated by the shrewdness of the Cana- 
dian Governor-General, Lord Elgin, and his staff, who, according 
to a British writer, ‘‘ approached the representatives of the Ameri- 
can nation with all the legitimate wiles of astute and accomplished 
diplomats.” ‘They threw themselves,’’ said he, ‘‘ into the society 
of Washington with the abandon and enjoyment of a group of vis- 
itors solely intent on pleasure.’? The American opponents of the 
treaty did not hesitate to say that “it was floated through on 
champagne.”’ ; ; 

In view of the present agitation of the subject, the history of 
this treaty and its results become matters of present practical im- 
portance. I think it will be more interesting, instead of using my 


} 








own words, to let Mr. Blaine tell the story, as he does, in his 
Twenty Years in Congress. He says: 


When the independence of the colonies was recognized in the preliminary 
treaty of 1782, the provisionsagreed upon in regard to two subjects were heli 
by both Governments to be final and perpetual. One was the territory en). 
braced within the boundaries conceded to the United States; the other was 
the right to the fisheries. The people of the colonies, especially the peop|, 
of the New England colonies, had as British subjects used all the British fis 
eries in what is now knownas the Dominion of Canada and the island of New. 
foundland, and in the preliminary treaty to which George I!! gave his 
assent in 1782, as well asin the final and more definite treaty of i783, it we 


| provided that the privilege should continue to be enjoyed by citizens of +) : 
| 


new Republic. 

No doubt of the intent and proper construction of this clause in hot} 
treaties had even been suggested until the English and American negotiat 
were engaged in framing the treaty of peace at Ghent in 1814, at the cloce 
the second war with Great Britain. The British negotiators claimed 1} 
the war of 1812 had put an end to all existing treaties, and that the tie) 
clause in the treaty of 1782 being no longer in force our fishery rights hail 
expired, and if revived at all must be revived under new treaty stipulatio: 

* ak ae a * ak Bo 

The position thus taken by the British Government was plainly untenab! 
The treaty of 1782 was only the formal declaration of certain facts consequent 
upon the termination of the Revolutionary war. That treaty recognized 
three conclusions as fully established: First, the independence of the thir- 
teen colonies; second, the territorial limits of the United States; third, t 
rights and methods of the common fisheries in colonial waters the citiz 
had exercised as British subjects. The history of the negotiation and the « 
plicit language of the treaty prove that the clause touching the fisheries 
the recognition of an existing right and not the grant of a new right. Th. 
British Government in 1814 might with equal force and justice have claimed 
that under this theory of the abrogation of the treaty of 1782 by war 1+! 
recognition of our independence and the establishment of our bounda: 
had also become void. 


I quote from Mr. Blaine only so much as is necessary to make 
clear the circumstances under which this reciprocity treaty of 
1854 was brought about. He goes on to say: 


On the 20th of October, 1818, a treaty was concluded at London containing 
as its first and most important provision an absolute surrender of some of 
our most valuable rights in the fisheries. 

From the execution of this treaty—as might have been seen—the misunder- 
standing between the two countries in relation to the fisheries became more 
complicated. * * * 

The right in the fisheries conceded by the treaty of 1854—originally ours 
under the treaty of 1782, and unnecessarily and unwisely renounced in the 
treaty of 1818—was not given freely, but in consideration of a great price 
That price was reciprocity of trade (socalled) between the United States and 


is 


| the British North American provinces in certain commodities named in tho 


treaty. The selection, as shown by the schedule, was made almost wholly to 
favor Canadian interests. There was scarcely a product in the list which 
could be exported from the United States to Canada without loss, while the 
great market of the United States was thrown open to Canada without tax 
or charge for nearly everything which she could produce andexport. All her 
raw materials were admitted free, while all our manufactures were charged 
with heavy duty, the market being reserved for English merchants. Tho 
fishery question had been adroitly used to secure from the United States an 
agreement which was one-sided, vexatious, and unprofitable. It had served 
its purpose admirably as a makeweight for Canada in acquiring the most 
generous and profitable market she ever enjoyed for her products. 


That Mr. Blaine’s declaration that the treaty was one-sided, 
vexatious, and unprofitable was correct appears from the fact 
that in the last year and three-quarters of its life we remitted to 
Canada duties amounting to $70,152,163, and the balance of trace 
was against us in the sum of $28,134,749. 

Now, this is a general statement, but to go into detail a little 
more as to the effect of the treaty, let me quote Senator Morrill, 
of Vermont, who was thoroughly familiar with the subject. Hoe 
says: 

Our exports to Canada in 1855 were $20,828,676, but under the operation of 
reciprocity, then commenced, they dwindled in twelve years down to 


$15,243,834, while the exports of Canada to the United States increased fromm 
$12,000,000 and odd to $46,000,000 and odd. When the treaty began the baiai 


| of trade had been $8,000,000 annually in our favor and that paid in specie, but 


at the end the balance against us to be paid in specie in a single year was 
$30,000,000. Here was a positive yearly loss of over $5,000,000 of our export 
trade and a loss of $38,000,000 specie, all going to enrich the Canadians at our 
expense. 

Now, I want to show you the difference in the conditions that 
existed under this reciprocity treaty and as they exist to-day. and 
I propose to show you those conditions not by any mere uncorroh- 
orated statement of my own, but out of the mouth of a Canadian 
witness. If you will turn to the North American Review for the 
present month of February, you will find an article on Canadian 
reciprocity, written by the Hon. John Charlton, a member of the 
Canadian Parliament. He says: 

The nonprogressive character of the Canadian export trade to the United 
States is shown by the fact that, while the export in 1866 amounted to $44,000, 
000, the export in 1903, less precious metals and articles not the produce of 
Canada, was no more than $48,959,000. On the other hand, a comparison of 


Canadian import returns from the United States will show remarkable in- 
crease, as the subjoined table will demonstrate: 


Canadian imports from the United States for consumption. 


DOOR citumunvibes Rican ws. SC EO EES, 2 es doh on boone 'eeeees $110, 485, 000 
See io danathicedsaiaccas “ME EG take acs ocn Sdscas Ckbtes 120,814, 000 
iis vit hiac ecient ty ote en Er ois 5: tate ntsaliencdicuanat « 187,€00,000 
NG sadice ded ascincamtencen 109, 844, 000 


These are imports from the United States into Canada for con- 
sumption, the goods which we sold her, and for which we got pay. 
Here is another branch of the same subject. I am still quoting 
from Mr. Charlton’s magazine article: 


The subjoined table, ye the Canadian importation of manufactures 
from Great Britain and from the United States since 1898, will be of interest, 
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especially when taken in connection with the fact that Canada has given a 
tariff preference to Great Britain, first of 12} per cent, 1897 to 1898, then of 26 


per cent to 1900, and of 33} per cent since that time. 
Canadian imports of manufactures. 




















Tear From Great |From United 
Britain. States. 
1898 eee Sesetowsbunsoaneeeuerienuesiauenseand $26, 243, 000 $41,510,000 
a a ae kel 31, 187,000 49, 362, 000 
MOD... desadasthandeka bhi backsiani ides enaeadumsmnie 87, 328, 000 60,473, 000 
90) ccc anncacstasaccsnanquduatdiesbesedcéeddandGues 36, 469, 000 62, 643, 000 
70OR ___. .ccctciinnniban edema ceeesunmenanasanintemmaé 41,675,000 69, 536, 000 
TODD q . ocnunshetitinbarsanecdembacnlenaimpipaabaicintenitematninasd 50, 473, 000 76,291,000 
is great increase in the sale of manufactures by the United States to 
Canada between 1898 and 1903, in the face of the Canadian preference in favor 
of British imports, gives evidence of the strong hold that the American man- 
uf: rer has upon the Canadian market, and of his ability to meet all com- 
petitors in the market upon equal terms. 


These two tables, with their authors’ comments, are eloquent 
witnesses as to existing conditions. 

Let me add that the balance of trade in our favor last year was 
$73,554,000. 

| have here a copy of a speech delivered by this same gentle- 


man, Hon, John Charlton, member of the Canadian Parliament, | 


at Ottawa, on the 24th of February, 1903. The subject of this 
discussion is reciprocity with the United States. And after go- 
ing on to show how favorable the conditions are under existing 


circumstances to the United States, and unfavorable to Canada, | 


he pays us this tribute: 
The American policy has been applied not only to us but to all the world. 
bject of the United States has been to sell all that it possibly could of 


he products of its soil and its mills and its workshops, and to buy just as |} 


T} 

+} 

littls as it could from other countries, and thus having as much of the bal- 

ance of trade in its own favor as possible. The result has been that the bal- 
of trade in favor of the United States last year amounted to $600,000,000 
nst the whole world—$71,000,000 against Canada. That is a good thing 

for the United States, and will be her policy es long as the rest of the whole 

world will permit her to do it, but it is not a good thing for us. 


Now, what does this gentleman who speaks for his people offer 
] 


us by way of temptation to change this condition of things which | 


is so highly advantageous to the United States and which is not 
so advantageous to Canada? 

He says: 

Something must be done to change the trade conditions that exist between 
the United States and Canada. Free trade in natural products would afford 
ar mable adjustment. Nothing short of this will do it, and this condition 
of free trade of natural products must be granted by the United States with- 
out a solitary concession from Canada further than it hasalready made. We 
can not afford any more. 

What is the proposition? Why, that while everything is going 
our Way, we are to make a trade arrangement upon the same 
basis as the arrangement in 1854, which proved so disastrous to us. 
An astounding proposition, indeed! Now, I want to show you—— 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. Is it not a fact that with the exception of the last 
year of that treaty, after notice of abrogation had been served, 
the excess of our exports over Canadian imports was substan- 
tially as great as has been the relation of exports and imports 


since? 


Mr. DALZELL. Well, Ido not have the figures here. I did | 
But I should | 


not go into detail any further than Senator Morrill. 
answer the question, speaking generally, by saying ‘* No,’’ be- 
cause the figures that are given by Mr. Charlton in the North 
American Review article show such a tremendous variance. 

Mr. LIND. I will state, however, for the benefit of the gentle- 
man, that with exception of the last year, after notice of the ab- 
rogation of the treaty had been given, our excess of exports to 
Canada was relatively as much as it has been in any years since 
or any period of years. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have been unable to find anywhere, and I 
have given considerable attention to the subject, a single solitary 
reason from the United States standpoint that would justify a 
treaty with Canada in natural products. 

Mr. LACEY. If my friend will allow an interruption here—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. The four years’ time to which the gentleman 
from Minnesota alludes was during our civil war, when it was 
very difficult to get at what would be a fair basis to figure upon. 

Mr. LIND. Yes; but the facts are as I state, are they not, 
Mr. Lacey? 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, is the gentleman from Minne- 
sota aware that during the life of that treaty we gained 11 per 


cent in our export trade and Canada gained 500 per cent in her | 


trade with us? That is the fact. 
Mr. LIND. No; I think that is a mistake. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I propose to show that every 
distinguished statesman in our history who has dealt with this 
subject at all occupies the same position with respect to this 
Canadian question that I am now endeavoring to sustain. 
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The first of the Republican leaders who is recorded as having 
expressed an opinion on the subject of reciprocity seems to have 
been Senator Charles Sumner, of Massachusetts, who, as chairman 
of the‘Committee on Foreign Relations, on the 1ith of January, 
1865, reported favorably the joint resolution for denouncing the 
Canadian treaty. 

On this occasion Senator Sumner argued that the event had 
shown that the treaty was much more advantageous to Canada 
than to the United States—that, in short, it was *‘ unilateral, and 





hence not reciprocal.” The Senator went on to say: 

The reciprocity treaty hasa beautifulnams. It suggests at once exchange, 
equality, equity; and it is because it was p l to advance these ideas 
wractically that this treaty was originally accepted by the people of the 


nited States. 

Mr. Sumner proceeded to show by figures that the revenue 
gained to Canada under the treaty had been very great and the 
revenue lost to the United States still greater, and that therefore 
the advantages of the treaty ‘‘ are not shared equally by the two 
countries,’’ so that ‘‘it loses title to its name.’ The opinion ex- 
pressed by Senator Sumner was expressed also by the following 
prominent Republican Senators: Sherman, of Ohio; Collamer 
and Foot, of Vermont; Morrill, of Maine; Chandler, of Michi- 
gan; Doolittle, of Wisconsin; Wilson, of Massachusetts, and 
| others. 

In his first annual message to Congress, under date of Decem- 
ber 6, 1869, President Grant alluded to the Canada treaty in terms 
of disapproval on account of its lack of true reciprocity. I quote 
this extract from his message: 

















The question of renewing a treaty forreci 1de between t United 
| States and the British provinces on this has not been f v 

considered by the Administration. ‘The ad si 4 trea d 
be wholly in favor of the British producer } 1 few ed 
in the trade between the two se ms no citizen the 1 i States 1 
| be benefited by recipro ity. Ou iternal taxation would } Vea i 
| to the British producer almost equal to the ] wh - 
| turers now receive from the tariff. Some : nt 8 







irran ! 
ial intercourse between the United States and the Do- 


, be desirable. 


| regulation ofc imme 
minion of Canada may 

President Grant, in his second Administration, assisted by his 
Secretary of State, Hamilton Fish, made an effort to perfect a 
new reciprocity treaty with Canada, embracing among other 
items the admission into Canada of a large number of our manu- 
factured articles free of duty. The treaty miscarried, as did all 
other subsequent ‘tentative treaties with Canada, the prevailing 
idea in opposition thereto apparently having always been that 
the productions of Canada were practically identical with our 
own productions, and hence any general admission of Canadian 
products into this country free of duty or at reduced rates of 
duty would necessarily compete injuriously with our own indus- 
tries. 

I have already quoted Senator Morrill, but I will quote him 
agdin: 

tis said we must do something to build up and extend our foreign com- 





merce—to which I agree—and to do this it is strangely proposed a ) 
surrender much more of our markets at home than is offered to us ab 
-to which Ido not agree. Weare asked, so to say, to thr ito tl La 





greater amount of bait than will be returned in the catc 

years of this over haited traffic, giving up su it cchang 

inferior markets, did not win the commercial or political friendship of the 
| Canadians. 

I quote now from another distinguished President—Pre: 
Harrison—from his message of June 20, 1892: 


A reciprocity treaty limited to the exchange of natural product 
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| ring to the case of Canada) would have been such onl; ) | 
of such a treaty would have inured almost who i 
| periments on this line had been unsatisfactory to \ 
| that should be reciprocal in fact and of mutual : 
| have embraced an important list of manufactur 1 
to the United States a free or favored introducti 
ada as against the world. 
| And again, in his fourth annual message, Mr. Harrison said: 
During the past year a suggestion was received through the British 1 
| ister that the Canadian government would like to @ Poss 
of enlarging, upon terms of mutual advantage, the coz e i f 
| Canada and of the United States; and a conferonce Washit 
| with Mr. Blaine acting for this Government and the nist 8 
|} capital and three members of the Dominion cabinet f . 
| on the part of Great Britain. The conference dex 8 
| Canadian government was only prepared to offer to s 
| change for the concessions asked, the admission of ~ a 
statement was frankly made that favored rates « t 8 
United States as against the mother country. T! admi is 
foreseen, necessarily terminated the conference upon this qi ; 
| benefits of an exchange of natural products would be almost w) 8 


| people of Canada 


The objections to the Canadian treaty have never been better 
stated than they were by Mr. Roberts, Treasurer of the United 
| States, who said: 

The commerce of Canada and of the United States cover 
same classes of articles. Thequestion of reciprocity or commercial union be 
tween Canada and the United States is a ve ft » from that which 
would arise over the ag ye for reciprocity with Mexico or with the 
South American republics, for the reason that Canada produces almost 
identically, so far as its production goes, the same articles as the United States 
produces. Therefore there can be very little of exchange ‘n the sense of our 
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getting back for our products what we do not ourselves produce. The trade 
with Canada woulé be inviting competition, so far as there is a production in 
Canada, as against our own producers. 

Now, I submit that every utterance of this long line of distin- 
guished statesmen on this subject is just as applicable to-day, 
just as pertinent, asit was when uttered first. I submit that there 
would not only be no reason in it, but that it would be folly 
to throw open the splendid markets of 80,000,000 people in 
exchange for the markets of less than 6,000,000 people and to 
bring into competition the products of high-priced farm lands in 
the West, cultivated with a high wage rate, with those of Canada, 
with its low-priced lands and low wage rates. Every dictate of 
reason, every impulse of patriotism, every sense of loyalty to our 
own people and their interests demands that we should let well 
enough alone. [Applause. ] 

Now, I will not stop to talk about Hawaii, because it has no 
special bearing upon the proposition now in hand. We all re- 
call that the treaty was made in 1875, and that it was made not 
for economical reasons, but for reasons purely political, because of 
the anticipated annexation of Hawaii to the United States. 
cost us in the end the loss of nearly $13,000,000 of revenue. 

Now, you will observe that in the declaration of the statesmen 
from whom I have read the principal point made is that natural 
products are not the proper subjects of reciprocity. During the 
Arthur Administration the idea of tropical reciprocity seems to 
have originated. 

The fact that we admitted the products of tropical countries 
into our ports without the payment of any duty and that a duty 
was imposed upon nearly all of our products in their ports gave 
rise to the idea that we might very well make some arrangement 
whereby we could, for the concession of our free list, obtain like 
concessions from our neighbors. In 1883a treaty with Mexico was 
attempted and failed. In 1884 a treaty with Cuba, Porto Rico, 
and Santo Domingo was attempted and failed. Both Mr. Arthur 
and his Secretary of State are upon record as to what they believed 
to be the true principles of reciprocity. A letter of Secretary 
Frelinghuysen, sent to the Senate and subsequently embodied in 


It | 





a report dated March 20, 1884, contains the following important | 


announcement as to the true principles of reciprocity between 
nations: 


with the states of Central and South America, taking care that those manu- 
factures and, as far as is practicable, those products which would come into 


competition with our own manufactures and products should not be admitted | ties that were raised were those upon argols, or crude tartar, or 


to the free list. 


Mr. Arthur, in his messages, announced the same principle: 


The need has long been recognized of some arrangement by which the 
natural market of the large communities lying at our doors should be secured 
under beneficent terms for the principal productions of the United States. 
In return for this we grant certain reserved favors, whereby the articles, 
mainly raw materials or food products, which this country does not produce 
or produces in inadequate quantity shall reach their natural market of con- 
sumption in thiscountry. * * * 


And again, on another occasion, he recommended: 


A series of reciprocal commercial treaties with the countries of America, 
which shall foster between us and them an unhampered movement of trade. 
The conditions of these treaties should be the free admission of such mer- 
chandise as this country does not produce in return for the admission free, 
or under a favored scheme of duties, of our own products. 

‘Tou will recollect that in 1889 the Pan-Ameriean Congress con- 
cluded its sittings and recommended a series of reciprocity 
treaties between the several states constituting that conference 
and the United States. Mr. Blaine, who was then Secretary of 
State, made his report, the conference having been called at his 
suggestion in the first instance, and Mr. Harrison sent that report 
to Congress with a message. 

And that was the beginning of practical Republican reciproc- 
ity. The Blaine plan was that instead of placing our noncom- 
petitive articles on the free list they should receive duties and 
that those duties should be remitted by the President in exchange 
for concessions to be made by the nations who sent to ts non- 
conipetitive products. It would be tedious to go through the 
legislative history of the McKinley law, that finally embodied the 
Blaine reciprocity. It is sufficient to say that certain articles, 
noncompetitive, were placed upon the free list—sugar, molasses. 
tea, coffee, hides—and the President was authorized to remove 
them from the free list and impose on them certain duties in 
cases where unreasonable duties were imposed on our products. 

There is considerable of history connected with the making of 
th's reciprocity provision, because, you recollect, it was not in the 
McKinley bill as it went from the House, but was put in it in 
the Senate. But I shall not stop to go over that, because it is 
familiar to a great many gentlemen who are here, and I am more 
anxious about results than I am as to how they were brought 
about. It will be observed that the reciprocity provided for by 
the McKinley law was reciprocity in purely noncompetitive ar- 
ticles. That was atime when our sugar industry had not as yet as- 
sumed such proportions as to be called a ‘‘ home industry,” requir- 
ing protection, and it was put upon the free list, and constituted 


| 





| for trading purposes. 
| mitted the raising of duties. 
| rushed to deny that he did. 
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one of the articles on the free list to be used in making theso 
negotiations. 

The domestic consumer was protected by way of bounty. [: 
will be observed that the reciprocity of the McKinley law was in 
aid of our foreign trade, without the possibility of harm to anv 
domestic industry or any domestic producer. Under the McKin- 
ley law, as you recollect, a great many treaties were made, quite 
anumber. They were all of them swept by the board when the 
Democratic Administration came into power, without either rhyme 
or reason. 

But I must hasten on. I want to call attention particularly to 
the provisions of the Dingley law, because there never was a !aw 
put upon the statute books that is so little understood and so much 
misrepresented. The reciprocity provisions of the Dingley law 
are to be found in sections 3 and 4. 

Section 3 deals with two classes of articles. The first class con- 
tains argols or crude tartar or wine lees, brandy, champagne, 
still wines, vermuth, paintings, and statuary. These articles are 
substantially noncompetitive articles. Under the preceding para- 
graphs of the law they have each been charged with a duty. 
For this duty the President is authorized to substitute a certain 
lower duty for the purposes of barter. In other words, if he can 
obtain an agreement with a foreign country whereby our pro 
ucts can obtain favorable entrance into foreign markets by low- 
ering the duties on these articles, he is authorized todo so. Tho 
second class contains tea, coffee, tonka, tonka beans, and vanilla 
beans, which were on the free list. On these the President is 
authorized toimpose a certain duty, unless the countries exporting 
them should grant us fair entry into their markets. 

So far as this section is concerned, it will be observed that the 
principles of Republican reciprocity are preserved. 

The articles to be the subject of barter do not come into com- 
petition with any home industry. 

The discussion of this section gives me the opportunity to say 
that no law that ever went upon our statute book has been so 
grossly misrepresented as has the Dingley law. It has been her- 
alded all over this country—it is heralded all over the country to- 
day—that the schedules of the law are intentionally placed above 
the protective point, and that therefore the people are suffering 


. ; . ’ _ | from excessive taxation. 
The true plan, it seems to me, is to make a series of reciprocity treaties | 


It is not said that some schedules were so treated, but the 
schedules, meaning all of them. Thatis not true. The only du- 


wine lees, brandy, champagne, still wines, vermuth, etc., and this 
It has been asserted that Mr. Dingley ai- 
On the other hand, men have 
There was no reason for any contro- 
versy on the subject, for either assertion or denial. The bill 
itself shows the articles that bore the extra rates of duty. There 
was no concealment of the matter. The articles were those that 
I have mentioned, and no others. I have no doubt that Mr. 
Dingley admitted the claim as to them, but more than that he 
never did admit, never could have admitted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, will the gen 
tleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from Mississippi? 

Mr. DALZELL. Let me say tomy friend from Mississippi that 
I think I know what he is going tosay. I have read his magazi! 
article, and I propose to address myself to it in the course of a few 
minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wanted toask the gentleman 
this question, and then perhaps what I ask the gentleman will be 
what he knows I am going to say and perhaps it will not be 
Upon what articles is the President given authority under tl: 
Dingley bill to negotiate reciprocity treaties with a reduction of 
20 per cent? 

Mr.DALZELL. Iknewthat was what the gentleman was going 
toask me. I will answer it in a moment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is what I would like to 
know in that connection. 

Mr. DALZELL. I repeat—— 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK. The Hon. John A. Kasson—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will permit, I would like to have my question answered first. 

Mr.CLARK. That is all right. I thought the gentleman was 
going to answer it directly. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No. In this connection, as I 
understand the gentleman, when he has said that articles were 
put 20 per cent too high in only certain cases which he mentioned. 
I ask this question: What articles are put within the power of 
the President as a basis to negotiate reciprocity treaties upon 


where he is granted the power to negotiate upon the basis of a 
reduction of 20 per cent? 


Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
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Mr. DALZELL. I will answer the gentleman in a moment or 
yo. Lam coming to that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Right now? 

Mr. DALZELL. In the course of perhaps thirty seconds. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Are not those all the articles? 
Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. There is a limitation that the 
centleman has not paid any attention to. I will satisfy the gen- 
tleman, if he will only wait a moment. 

[| repeat that there is no undue duty placed upon any article in 
the Dingley bill, whether for the purposes of barter or otherwise, 
except upon those to which I have referred—argols or crude tartar, 
wine lees, ete.—and I would like some gentleman now to stand 
up and tell me who they are that are tax ridden and suffering, 
because of the duty on argols or crude tartar and wine lees, or 
anv other article named in that section. And yet out of *‘ such 
stuff as dreams are made of”’ a hostile press and the enemies of 
protection are continuing to vex the souls of a credulous public. 

Mr. LIND. You have reduced the duty on argols and such, 
have you not. since the passage of the Dingley bill? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not know whether that is true or not. 

Mr. LIND. Well, they have been reduced. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, then, section 4 is the section that wor- 
ries my friend from Mississippi and which he seems to think jus- 
tifies him in the assertion that we are providing for 20 per cent 
overtaxation all along the line. 

Section 4 provided, first, that the President might, within a pe- 
riod of two years, enter into treaties with foreign nations to secure 
favorable entry of our goods into their ports in consideration of a 
reduction upon their duties of not more than 20 per cent, such 
agreement not to last over five years; and, second, he might agree | 
to place on our free list such of their products as we did not pro- | 
duce, or retain such if already on the free list. But his authority | 
to act could only be by treaty to be ratified by the Senate and ap- | 
pre ved by Congress. 

This section was not in the bill when it went from the House. 
It was a Senate provision. It is not now in effect more than two 
years since the passage of the bill having expired. When the bill 
went from the House to the Senate, the House had a reciprocity 
section, viz, section 3, and the Senate had a reciprocity provision, 
viz, section 4. A compromise was made by adopting both House 
provision and Senate provision with certain amendments. 

[ see that the gentleman from Mississippi in his magazine ar- | 
ticle contends that the 20 per cent rebate allowed by the fourth 
section measures the extra duties of the Dingley bill. But his 
position is not tenable for the reason that the schedules of the 
bill had been fixed before this section was suggested by the Sen- 
ate, and without any reference thereto, and without any knowl- 
edge by the House that fixed the schedules that any such sugges- 
tion would be made on the part of the Senate. 

But the section was not agreed to without a material limitation 
by way of amendment, which retained power in the Republican 
House. That was contained in the provision that no agreement 
could be consummated save by the consent of Congress. 

The men who insisted on that modification did so in order that 
they might retain in their own hands such power as would pro- 
tect home interests against possible reciprocity in competitive 
products. They did so for the further reason that they did not 
believe it to be within the constitutional power of the Execu- 
tive and Senate, in the first instance, to deal with the revenues of 
the country, either by treaty or otherwise, but that the power to 
originate legislation taxing the people belongs to the representa- 
tives of the people. 

An analysis of section 4 thus discloses that it contained a pro- 
vision for reciprocity in noncompetitive articles similar to the 
House provision—viz, that of section 3—and alsoa provision which 
might result in reciprocity in competitive articles, but the latter was 
so guarded and restricted as to keep the veto power in Congress. 

Certain treaties have been negotiated under the provisions of 
section 4, but they have never been ratified by the Senate and I 
trust they never will be, because they propose to sacrifice certain 

\merican industries in the interest of certain other American in- 
dustries on the assumption that in the long run the net gain will 
be greater than the loss. The Republican party, however, does 
not believe in bookkeeping reciprocity, and I trust it never will. 
It believes that every American industry, whether large or small, is 
equally entitled with every other American industry to protection 
for its labor and its capital. [Applause on the Republican side. } 
Protection for all is its motto and its practice. 

[t has been claimed that the Cuban reciprocity treaty was a re- 
versal of the Republican policy. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man my question now. 

Mr. DALZELL. All right. 

Mr. CLARK. I want to ask the gentleman three questions. | 

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman expect me to answer all | 
of them at once? 


Mr, CLARK. No; you may answer them all at once or may 
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answer them seriatim. Is not Hon. John A. Kasson, of Iowa, a 
Republican in good standing and an officer in a Republican Ad- 
ministration? 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, he is known as a Republican. 
know anything about his standing. [Laughter. | 

Mr. CLARK. All Iowa Republicans are in good standing. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would not like to certify to that. 

Mr. CLARK. In the second place, did not Mr. Kasson, as the 
appointee of President McKinley, negotiate quite a number of 
reciprocity treaties which have been pigeonholed with great 
unanimity by the Senate? 

Mr. DALZELL. I have already said so. 

Mr. CLARK. Now, my third question is this: If the gentle- 
man’s statement here to-day properly expounds the present Re- 
publican position on the subject of reciprocity, then does not the 
transaction touching the Kasson treaties show that the Republi- 
can party has changed its base on reciprocity in the last seven 
years? 

Mr. DALZELL. Notatall. The Republican party has been 
consistent from the beginning; it never agreed to any reciprocity 
treaty that involved anything except noncompeting articles. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] And it is because it has been 
consistent to its principles that those treaties have never been 


I donot 


| ratified, and, in my judgment, they never will be ratified by Re- 
| publicans. 


Mr. CLARK. The real reason those treaties have never been 
ratified is because McKinley died, is it not? 
Mr. DALZELL. Oh, not atall. They were—— 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. They were negotiated a year 


| before McKinley’s death. 


Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. LIND. Can the gentleman think of any noncompetitive 
product in the world now on the dutiable list that could be made 
the subject of reciprocity under his definition? 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, they allcould. Yes, by putting them 
on the free list. 

Mr. LIND. But is there anything now not on the free list that 
could be made the subject of reciprocity under your definition? 

Mr. DALZELL. I don’t know; the tariff schedule is a long 
document. Ido not recall any just now. 

Mr. PAYNE. Statuary, for instance. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh,I mentioned that—statuary and painting. 

Mr. PAYNE. He is asking you again; he has forgotten. 

Mr. DALZELL. I gave the gentleman a list a while ago— 
argols, crude tartar, the wine list, champagne— 

Mr. LIND. We make all those things in the United States. 

Mr. DALZELL. And brandy—oh, no; we do not make any 
champagne that comes into competition with French champagne. 
We do not have any competition in argols; we do not have any 
competition in any of these articles—paintings 

Mr. LIND. One more question. Underthe gentleman's defini- 
tion of reciprocity we could not possibly have reciprocity with 
Canada in any one product that either nation produces, could we? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not think we could have any reciprocity 
with Canada that would be of any advantage to the United States 
in any shape or form. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

Now let me go on; my time is almost exhausted. I was about 
to say that it has been claimed that the Cuban reciprocity agree- 
ment was a reversal of Republican policy. On the other hand, it 
was an exception. It was justifiable only on the ground of the 
exceptional circumstances under which it was mace. It neces- 
sarily resulted from the peculiar relations that the United States 
bore to Cuba, a Republic made free by the expenditure of our 
treasure and the blood of our sons. It is not definitive of Repub- 
lican policy. It is not a precedent for anything, and no one has 
any right to so consider it. 

So that the reciprocity of Arthur and Harrison and Blaine and 
Dingley and McKinley is still the reciprocity of the Republican 
party. 

I know that certain gentlemen, enemies of protection, have con- 
tended that President McKinley in his last speech at Buffalo, on 
the eve of his tragic end, abandoned the doctrine whose advo- 
cacy throughout his long life had made him famous. I think 
they do him an injustice. There are detached sentences in that 
speech that, taken by themselves, may be construed to mean 
almost anything; but taken asa whole the speech was a McKinley 
speech. It was a speech, I grant you, in advocacy of foreign 
trade, but at the same time its keynote sounded the supreme and 
commanding importance of the home market and was a protest 
against any curtailment thereof or of any industry therein or of 
any harm to its wage-earners. Note what he says: 

By sensible trade arrangements which will not interrupt home production 
we shall extend the outlets of our increasing surplu 

And then again: 


We should take from our customers such of their products as we can use 
without harm to our industries and labor. 
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And all through that speech, in which he glorifies our prosperity, | Why, we are among the greatest buyers in the world. G 


he attributes its existence to the policy of protection. Whether 
that be so or not, the faith of the Republican party to-day on this 
subject remains as declared in 1900 at Philadelphia: 

We favor the associate policy of reciprocity, so directed as to open our 
markets on favorable terms for what we do not ourselves produce in ex- 
change for free foreign markets. 

Now, why change this policy at all? Why not cling to the pol- 
icy of reciprocal relations with respect simply to noncompeting 
articles, and so preserve our home interests? Oh, they say, 
because we want to get foreign trade. Well, what is the matter 
with our foreign trade? There certainly is nothing of criticism 
to be said about its present status, and I do not indulge in the 
fears that some gentlemen express as to its future. 
that in the adjustment of world conditions it will take care of 
itself in the future, as it has in the past. 


more than that of France; it has grown more than that of Russia; 
it has grown more than that of any nation in the world. 


I have here some figures that I will not stop to read at length, | 
T have first atable show- | 


but I will give you the resultsof them. 
ing the exports of domestic products from the United States, Great 
Britain, Germany, and France, and I find that between 1872 and 
1901 the increase of the United States foreign trade was 168.39 per 
cent. I find that the increase of trade of Great Britain in the 
same period was 8.49 per cent. I find that the increase of trade 
of Germany was 91.19 per cent and of France 6.68 per cent—that 
is to say, while Germany, which next to the United States grew 
the most, increased 91 per cent, the United States increased 168.39 
per cent. 

Ihave here a table showing the imports entered for consump- 
tion in the United States, Great Britain, Germany, and France 
which I will not stop to read, and I have a table showing the total 
imports for consumption and exports of domestic products of the 


I apprehend | 


Why, during the last | 
thirty years our foreign trade has grown more than that of Great | 
Britain; it has grown more than that of Germany; it has grown | 
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United States, Great Britain, Germany, and France, and I will | 


read you the result as to that. The United States between 1872 
and 1901 increased 73.06 per cent, Great Britain increased 28.10 
per cent, Germany increased 76.74 per cent, France increased 
14.32 per cent. 

The tables are as follows: 
Exports of domestic products from United States, Great Britain, Germany, 
and France. 











Per cent 
Country. 1872. 1901. | of in- 

| crease. 
Oe I in een eee ts oo $505, 033, 489 | $1, 355, 481, 861 168. 39 
SINT UEIIIIID:.< u:s: incase meanbtanesersisenatidiaecad | 1,241,760,000 | 1,347,132, 617 8.49 
NE Sis co sicane bial cin eoiekeen | 551,618,000 | 1,054,685, 000 91.19 
NG sic ctttdiiinde disias asad ae / 726, 000, 000 774, 497, 600 6. 68 

i | 





Imports entered for consumption into United States, Great Britain, Germany, 
and France. 




















| Per cent 

Country. 1872. 1901. | ofin- 

crease. 
NOR sitctnint dette remicn $663, 146,657 $899, 793, 754 85. 68 
OI ncdcnncpteabiiekaneciane | 1,535,123,000 | 2,210,111,6000 43.97 
INS capascsaiastsscthednctiunncttte vccnbaiednoas cate | 775,128,000 | 1,290, 254,000 66.45 
DN ace ee eal dll ers | 689, 100, 000 22.37 


843, 254, 000 


Total imports entered for consumption and exports of domestic products, 
United States, Great Britain, Germany, and France. 














| Per cent 

Country. 1872. 1901. of in- 

crease. 
GARI . wnicine ss ti ccecccsncwnsewarh 1, 168,180,096 | $2,255,275,615 93. 06 
I I indians tincsitchintisinataieidlaglis 2,776, 883,000 | 8,557, 243,617 28.10 
I occ cic sonic th ona anne 1, 826, 746,000 | 2,344, 939,000 76. 74 
INO oi activities entailed sagiibinaads tamed 1,415, 100,000 | 1,617,751,600 14. 82 


T am justified, I think, in the claim that I have made that in the 
last thirty years our foreign trade has increased more than that 
of any other nation. And that magnificent showing, let me sug- 
gest, was not due to our agricultural tradealone. In 1892 ourex- 
ports of manufactures amounted to only $158,500,917, or 15.7 per 
cent of our exports. In 1902 our exports of manufactures 
amounted to $403,641,401, or 29.77 of our exports, an increase since 
1892 of 154.7 percent. Why, the growthof our foreign trade has 
been the wonder of the world. We have heard time and again on 
the floor of this House threats made that on account of its in- 
crease foreign countries would seek to bar us out of their mar- 
kets, and we have heard the plea made for tariff revision and 
reciprocity on that ground. 

It is furthermore said that ‘“‘ we must buy or we can not sell.” 





| pression and aperiod of prosperity—showing what sort of bu 


| ures at length, in 1892 we bought at the rate of $12.73 per cap; 
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77% reat 
Britain buys more than we do; Germany buys more than we do. 
France buys only a little more, and Russia not near so much. I 


have here figures covering two periods of time—a period of 4 


ae. 
yers 


’ fig. 


in 1894, $9.41; 1895, $10.61; in 1896, $12.29. Then coming ioe 
later period, 1900, 1991, and 1902. In 1900 we bought at the rats 
of $17.96; in 1901, $10.58; in 1902, $11.43. The tables in full arg 
as follows: 


we are in the world’s market. Without stopping to give th: 








Year. Amount. | P Per 
} Apité 

$866, 400, 922 | $12.73 

654. 904" 622 9-41 

731, 969, 965 10.61 

779, 724, 674 12.99 

849,941, 184 17.% 

823, 172,165 10.58 

903,320,948 | 11.43 


There are reasons why we should not be as great buyers as 
some other nations. Those reasons are to be found in our native 
wealth of wheat and corn and cotton, tobacco, petroleum, coal, 
and ores.—indeed, all the necessities of life in a great superabund 
ance. Taking these into consideration we are, relatively speak- 
ing, amongst the world’s greatest buyers, and will ever continue 
to be so long as our industries flourish and our wage-earners are 
in receipt of such wages as enable them to be large consumers. 

Yes; but gentlemen say, ‘‘ Oh, well, we will be shut out of 
the markets of the world. They will raise their tariffs on us.”’ 
My friend from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] indulged in a sad 
foreboding here not very long ago, entertaining that fear. For 
how long a time, for how many years have you heard on the floor 
of this House that foreign tariffs were going to bar us out of the 
markets of Europe. Why, Mr. Chairman, men in the aggregat 
are just like individuals. They buy where they can buy ly 
and cheapest, and buy from the party who has what they want 
to sell. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tue time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. May | interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania may be extended 
until he completes his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania may be permitted to conclude his re- 
marks. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Wil the gentleman permit me to inter- 
rupt him? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania if it is not a fact that there has been a large reduction in 
the exports of manufactures of iron and steel of the United States 
into the markets of the world? 

Mr. DALZELL. Undoubtedly there are periods of depression 
and periods of prosperity, changes in the market extending from 
time to time over long periods; and there always have been. | 
will remind the gentleman that ‘‘ two swallows do not make a 
summer.”’ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ever since the enactment of the Dingley 
tariff bill have not the European countries that furnished us mar- 
kets for our goods heretofore almost all of them discriminated 
against our iron. and steel manufactures? 

Mr. DALZELL. They do not seem to have affected our pr 
perity in that direction. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the gentleman from Penn?s!- 
vania if it is not a fact that our exports last year were less (100 
they were five years ago? 

Mr. DALZELL. Ido not have before me the figures, but | will 
say that there are periods of depression, and sometimes there re 
long times of depression; but there is always a reason for it, und 
generally temporary. 

Now, with respect to this claim that we are going to be 8!" 
out of the world’s markets. The United States produces one-! 
of the world’s wheat. 

Mr. STANLEY, Will the gentleman allow me toask him 
one question? 

Mr. DALZELL. I will. 

Mr. STANLEY. Does the gentleman not concede that a): -! 
protective rate on the part of Great Britain would be a great «+ 
lamity to this country? : 
Mr. DALZELL. No, I will not concede it; I prefer to say that 
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hat isa very large question, with which I am not now familiar. 
it is cne that I donot feel myself now prepared or able to answer. 
| have not given it any study. But I will say for the benefit of 
he gentleman—— 

= Mr. STANLEY. Iam speaking ofa tariff on all kinds of Ameri- 
can industry. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will prefer to say that Iam not competent 
to answer the gentleman’s question. If the gentleman wants 
eomething to read on the subject, I will refer him to the last Book 
Lovers’ Magazine, to anarticle written by Mr. Talcott Williams, 
of Philadelphia, one of our best writers. He can give him more 
light than anyone who has written on the subject, so far asI have 
seen up to this time. 

Now, as to being driven out of the world’s markets, the United 
States, I say, produces one-fifth of the world’s wheat, one-half of 
the world’s meat, four-fifths of the world’s corn, and three- 
fourths of the world’s cotton. Europe’s importations from the 
United States last year were three-fifths of its wheat, almost all of 
its corn, half of its meat, and three-fourths of its cotton. In 1901 
Europe took over 50 per cent of our exports of manufactures, 90 
per cent of our exports of agricultural products, and 60 per cent of 
all other exports. Suppose it possible that Europe could be fur- 
nished with these necessities from other places outside the United 
States, what effect do you suppose it would have upon their mar- 
kets as to price to shut out the American products?. To do so, I 
venture to say, would be an economic impossibility. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I have proven anything at all I have 
proven, first, that Republican reciprocity means only reciprocity 
in noncompeting products, and I have proven, secondly, that no 
reason exists, growing out of our relation with the world’s trade, 
for changing or abandoning that policy. 

So then I say, let us abide by the ancient landmarks, the party 
faith, an’ I repeat, ‘‘ we favor the associated policy of reciprocity 
so directed as to open our markets on favorable terms for what we 
can not ourselves produce in exchange for free foreign markets.’’ 
That is all we are willing to give for free foreign markets. We 
will not agree that a single home industry shall be crippled; we 
will not agree that a single American wage-earner shall lose his 
job or a with a penny of his wages. The game is not worth 
the candle. 
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In the long run we shall have our full share of the world’s | 


markets. 'Weshall have it because we shall deserveit. We shall 
have it because, in the great international contest for the world’s 
trade, we shall have behind us the inexhaustible wealth of a con- 
tinent, the energy and enterprise and inventive genius of the most 
intelligent and energetic people on the face of the earth, and all 
of it backed by such wise policies as shall most advantageously 
develop their great resources. [Prolonged applause. ] 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. LOvrrinG having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed without amendment bills of the following titles: 
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So gentlemen every now and then attempt to show that protec- 
tion, a policy which is inaugurated for the purpose of raising 
prices for the benefit of the man or industry protected, does really 
lower prices and thereby destroys its own purpose, and so gentle- 
men now and then, as in this debate, attempt to show that people 
grow rich by the “* balance of trade’’ in their favor, or grow poor 
by the ‘‘ balance of trade’’ the other way. 

Facts staring all men in the face yet prove that neither asser- 
tion is true. Adam Smith long years ago, Ricardo afterwards, 
John Stuart Mill after him, and Henry George after him have so 
reasoned and absolutely ridiculed the old mercantile theory of the 
‘*balance of trade’’ out of existence that no man in his sound 
senses, if he stops to think, would believe for one moment that 
the relative prosperity or depression of two countries, consider- 
ing each by itself compared with the other, could be accounted 
for by the fact that there was in one case a balance of trade 
in favor of exports or in the other in favor of imports. There 
is indeed no such thing as a balance of trade, except when you 
come to consider simply two traders and no more, and even then 
not for a great time, as history counts time. 

It is very true that there was a very large balance of trade in 
favor of a Kentucky mule dealer, for example, as against myself 
when I was planting, because every year I bought from six to 
twelve mules from Kentucky mule dealers, and the mule dealer 
never bought anything from me, and therefore these old mercan- 
tile-theory people would tell you the Kentucky mule dealer grew 
immensely rich and I was being necessarily impoverished by the 
trade between myself and the Kentucky mule raiser. 

True, if somebody did not come along and buy my cotton it 
would not be long before the Kentucky mule raiser would have 
to sell his mules to somebody else. Again, the man who paid me 
money for my cotton sold me nothing. Thus, according to this 
balance of trade theory, I impoverished him. Now, there is no 
sense in all that. The sense in it, if there ever was any logic in 
it at all, grew out of the old mercantile theory that a country had 
to get the gold and silver of the world in order to prosper, and 
that it grew rich only by getting gold and silver. 

The truth is the mule raiser, the cotton buyer and I, and the cot- 
ton spinner, who bought from the cotton buyer, all made money, 
and there was, as between all of us and everybody else of whom 
we bought and to whom we sold, no “‘ balance of trade”’ at all. We 
each parted with what we wanted to part with and got what we 
wanted to get. Neither grew rich by buying; neither by selling. 

We each and all grew rich, if we grew rich at all, by both buy- 
ing and selling. 

If either of any two of us had sold always and never bought, 
and between the two of us had controlled all the trade of the 
world, the one who exclusively sold would have wound up with 
all the gold and silver of the world and nothing else, and must 
have starved for his pains, or begun to buy; the other would have 








| had everything in the world except its gold and silver. 


H. R. 19. An act establishing a United States court at Marietta, | 


Ind. T.; 
wa R. 11021. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
eems; 
H. R. 8227. An act granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk; and 
H. R. 10145. An act to provide for appeals, writs of error, and 
other appellate proceedings from the circuit and district courts 
of Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texas. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- | 


lowing resolution: 
Resolved, That the action of the President pro tempore in signing the bill 
S. 167) “ granting an increase of 
and that the bill be returned to the House of Representatives with the re- 
quest that similar action be taken by the House with respect to the signature 
of the Speaker, and that the passage of the bill be reconsidered, and that it be 
postponed indefinitely, the beneficiary of the same being dead. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, it is an old 
adage thet the application of principles can always be confused 
by a prolixity of figures. It is true, for the same reason, that the 


sea has no fixed level and that the ranning waters have no regular | 


level. People lose sight of the general principle that there is a 


mean level of the sea, because the sea is never at rest; and people | 


lose sight of the general principle that waters flow downward, 
because sometimes downstream the waters are higher than above, 
backed by some inflow of other waters. 

Thus, when you come to the consideration of the application of 
the general principle, you may run over a lot of figures dealing 
with the great complexities of the trade of a great country and 


take out some special figures here and there, seemingly contra- | 


dicting any principle, no matter how well grounded and fixed that 
principle may be, 


ension to J. Hudson Kibbe” be rescinded, | 


John Stuart Mill says (Principles of Political Economy, vol. 2, 
p. 117, Little & Brown edition of 1848): 


From this exposition we perceive in what consists the benefit of interna- 
tional exchange, or, in other words, foreign commerce. Setting aside i n- 
abling countries to obtain commodities which they could not themselves 
produce at all, its advantage consists in a more efficient employm 
productive forces of the world. 

If two countries which trade together attempted, as far as was physically 
possible, to produce for themselves what they now import fromone another, 
the labor and capital of the two countries would not be so productive, t) 
two together would not obtain from their industry so great a qua r 
commodities, as when each employs itself in producing, both for itself a 
for the other, the things in which its labor is relatively most efficient. The 
addition thus made to the produce of the two combined constitutes the ad- 
vantage of the trade. 

It is possible that one of the two countries may be altogether inferior to 
the other in productive capacities, and that its labor and capital could be em- 

Jloyed to greatest advantage by being removed bodily tothe other. The 
tahoe and capital which have been sunk in rendering Holland habitable 





nt of the 











| would have produced a much greater returnif transported to America or 
Ireland. The produce of the whole world would be greater than it is if 
everything were produced where there is the greatest absolute facility for its 
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production. . 
But nations do not, at least in modern times, emigrate en masse; and while 


the labor and capital of a country remain in the country, they are most bene- 
ficially employed in producing for foreign markets as well as for its own the 
things in which it lies under the least disadvantage, if there be nonein which 
it possesses an advantage. 

Before proceeding further let us contrast this view of the benefits of inter- 
national commerce with other theories which have prevailed and which s 
certain extent still prevail on the same subject. 

According to the doctrine now stated, the only direct advantage of fore 


commerce consists in the imports. A country obtains things w th 
could not have produced at ali, or which it must have produced at a great 
expense of capital and labor than the cost of the things which it ts to 
pay for them. It thus obtains a more ample supply of the com ies i 
wants for the same labor and capital, or the same supply for rand 
capital, leaving the surplus disposable to produc 











The vulgar theory disregards this benefit and inta of 
commerce to reside in the exports; as if not what btai mut 
what it parts with by its foreign trade, was supposed to constitute the gain 
to it. An extended market for its produce; an abundant consumption for its 
goods; a vent forits surplus; are the phrases by which it has been c ymary 
to designate the uses and recommendations of commerce with foreign coun- 


tries. 
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This notion is intelligible when we consider that the authors and leaders 
of opinion on mercantile questions have hitherto been the sellingclass. It is 
in iruth a surviving relic of the mercantile theory, according to which, 
money being the only wealth, selling or, in other words, exchanging goods 
for money was, to countries without mines of’ their own, the only way of 
growing rich; and importation of goods—that is to ray, parting with money— 
was so much subtracted from the benefit. 

Adam Smith says, in his celebrated first chapter of book four, 
sapping and annihilating the mercantile theory, a chapter which, 
by the way, every young and old student of this subject:ought to 
read carefully, amongst other things these: 

We say ofa rich man that he is worth a great deal and of a poor man that 
he is worth a very little money. * * * Wealthand money, in short, are, in 
common language, co dered as in every respect synonymous. 

A -same manner, * * * issupposed to bea country 






abounding in money; and to heap up gold and silver in any country is sup- 
posed to be the readiest way to enrichit. Forsometimeafter the discovery 
of Ai ‘a the first inquiry of the Spaniards, when they arrived upon any 
unknown coast, used to be, if there was any gold or silver to be found in the 
neir rhood. By theinformation which they received they judged whether 


it was worth while to make a settlement there or if the country was worth 
the conquering. 

Plano ‘arpino, a monk sent ambassador from the King of France to one of 
the s of the famous Ghengis Khan, says that the Tartars used frequently 
to ask him if there was plenty of sheep and oxen in the Kingdom of France. 
Theirinquiry had the same object with that of the Spaniards. They wanted 
to know if the country was ri h enongh to bs worthconquering. Among the 


Tartars, as among all other nations of shepherds, who are generally ignorant 





of the use of money, cattle are the instruments of commerce and the measures 
ol Vaiue. 
Woalth, therefore, according to them, consisted in cattle, as according to 


the Spaniards it consisted in gold and silver. Of the two the Tartar notion, 
perlps, was the nearest to the truth. 
* eS = e + * * 
In consequence of these popular notions all the different nations of Europe 
have studied, though to little purpose, every possible means of accumulating 





gold and silverin their respective countries. Spain and Portugal, the pro- | 


prietors of the principal mines which supply Europe with those metals, have 
either prohibited their exportation uader the severest penaltics or subjected 
it to a considerable duty. 


The like prohibition seems anciently to have made a part of the policy of | 


most other European nations. It is even to be found, where we should least 
of «ll expect to find it, in some old Scotch acts of Parliament, which forbid, 
under heavy penalties, the carrying of gold or silver forth of the kingdom. 
The like policy anciently took place both in France and England. 

When those countries became commercial, the merchants found this:pro- 
hibition extremely inconvenient. They could frequently buy more advan- 
tageously with gold and silver than with any other commodity the foreign 
goods which they wanted, eitherto importinto their own or to carry tosome 
other foreign country. They remonstrated, therefore, against this prohibi- 
tion as hurtful to trade, 

a 7 * - * * + 

That thisexportation (of money) could only be prevented by a proper at- 
tention to what they called the balance of trade. That when the country 
exported to a greater value than it ithported a balance became due to it 
from foreign nations, which was necessarily paid to it in gold and silver and 
thereby increased the quantity of those metals in the Kingdom. But that 
when it imported to a greater value than it exported a contrary balance be- 
came due to foreign nations, which was necessarily paid to them in the same 
manner aud thereby diminished the quantity. 

* co 7 © o * aa 


Those arguments were partly solidand partly sophistical. They weresolid 
so far as they asserted that the exportation of gold and silver in trade might 
frequently be advantageous to the country. They were solid, too, imassert- 
ing that no prohibition could prevent their exportation when private people 
found any advantage in exporting them. But they were sophistical in sup- 
posing that either to preserve or to augment the quantity of those metals 
required more the attention of government, than to preserve or to augment 
the quantity of any other useful commodities, which the freedom of trade, 
without any such attention, never fails tosupply inthe proper quantity. 

+ * * - os ~ * 

Such as they were, however, those arguments convinced the people to 
whom they were addressed. They were addressed. by merchants to parlia- 
ments and to the councils of princes, to noblesand to countr endian 
by those who were supposed to understand trade to those who were con- 
scious to themselves that they knew nothing about the matter: That for- 
eign trade enriched the country, experience demonstrated to the noblesand 
country gentlemen, as well as to the merchants; but how or in what manner 
none of them well knew. 

The merchants knew perfectly in what manner it onriched themselves. It 
was their business to know it. But to knowin what manner it enriched the 
country was no part of their business. This subject never came into their 
consideration, but when they had occasion to apply to their:country for some 
change in the laws relating to foreign trade it then became necessary to 
say something about the beneficial effects of foreign trade and the manner 
in which those effects were obstructed by the laws as they then stood. 

To the judges who were to decide the business it papeeee ® most satisfac- 
tory account of the matter when they were told that foreign trade brought 
money into the country, but that the laws in question hindered it from bring- 
ing so much asit otherwise would. do. Those arguments therefore produced 
the wished-for effect. The prohibition of exporting gold and silver was:in 
France and England confined to the coin of those respective countries. The 
exportation of foreign coin and bullion was madefree. In Holland and in 
some other places this: liberty was extended even to the coin of the country. 

The attention of government was turned away from guarding against the 
exportation of gold and silver to watch over the balance of trade asthe only 
cause which could occasion any augmentation or diminution of those metals. 
Fromono fruitlesseareit wes turned away toanothercare much moreintricate, 
much more embarassing, and justequaily fruitless, The titleof Mun’s book, 
England’s Treasure in Foreign Trade, beeame-a fundamental maxim in the 
political economy, not of England only butof all other commercial countries. 

he inland or home trade, the most important of all, the trade in which 
un equal capital affords the greatest revenue and creates tho greatest om- 

joyment to the people of the country, was considered as subsidiary only to 
} ‘eign trade. It neither brought money into the country, it was said, nor 
carried any out of it. The country therefore could never become either 
richor or poorer by meansvof it, except so far as its prosperity or decay might 
indirectly influence the state of foreign trade. 

A country that has no mines of its own must undoubtedly draw its gold 
and silver from foreign countries, in the same manner as one that has no 
vineyards of its own must draw its wines. It does not seem necessary, how- 








| must, in every country, as necessarily diminish tho wealth which f 


ever, that the attention of government should be more turned towara +) 
one than toward the other object. A country that has wherewithal +. )..° 
wine will always get the wine which it has occasion for; anda country +}..) 
has wherewithal to buy gold and silver will never be in want of thosa pjo:. - 

We trust with perfect security that the freedom of trade, without op. 
tention of government, will always supply us with the wine which woe h.~. 
occasion for; and we may trust with equal security that it will always <), 
us with all the gold and silver which we can afford to purchase or to em: 
either in circulating our commodities or in other uses. ae 

The quantity of every commodity which human industry can either 
chase or produce naturally regulates itself in every country according + 
effectual demand, or according to the demand of those who are willing ‘ 
the whole rent. labor, and profits which must be paid in orderto prepn; 
bring itto market. But no commodities regulate themselves more o 
more exactly according to thiseffectual demand than gold and silver: })>.. 
on account of the small bulk and great value of those metals no com: 
can be moro easily transported from one place to another, from the 
where they are-cheap to those where they are dear, from the plac 
they exceed to those where they fall short of this effectual demand. 

lf there was in England, for example, an effectual demand for ana l 
quantity of gold, a packet boat could bring from Lisbon, or from w : 
else it was to be had, 50 tons of gold, which could be coined into mor 
5,000,000 guineas; but if there was an effectual demand for grain to th 
value, to import it would require, at 5 guineas a ton,a million of to) 
ping, or a thousand ships of a thousand tons each. Tho navy of E: 
would not be sufficient. 

When the quantity of gold and silver imported into any country ex 
the effectual demand, no vigilance of government can prevent their 


tation. All the sanguinary laws of Spain and Portugal are not able 


| their gold and silver at home. The continual importations from P: 
| Brazil exceed the effectual demand of those countries and sink th 


those metals there below that in the neighboring countries. 
If, on the contrary, in any particular country their quantity fel) s) 

the effectual demand, so far as to raise the price above that of the neiy 
ing countries, the government would have no occasion to take any pains to 
import them. If it was even to take pains to prevent their importai it 
would not beable to effectuate it. Those metals, when the Spartans h: 
wherewithal to purchase them, broke through all the barriers whic! 
laws of Lycurgus opposed to their entrance into Lacedemon. 

” . - “ * * * 


It would be too ridiculous to go about seriously to prove that wenlt! 
not consist in money, orin gold and silver, but in what money purc! 
is valuable only for purchasing. Money, no doubt, makes alway ps 
thenational capital, butit has already been shown thatit generally mak 
asmall part, and alwaysthe most unprofitable partofit * * * and 
goods do not always draw money so readily as money draws goods, 
long run they draw it more necessarily than even itdraws them. 

Goods can serve many other purposes besides purchasing money, 
money can serve no other purpose besides purchasing goods. ines 
fore, necessarily runs after goods, but goods do not always or necessarily run 
after money. The man who buys does’ not always mean to sell again, but 
frequently to use or to consume, whereas he who sells always means to buy 
again. The one may frequently have done the whole, but the other can 
never have done more than the one-half of his business. 

It is not for its own sake that men desire money, but for the sake of what 
they can-purchase withit. * * * That to attempt to increase the wealth 
of any country, either by introducing or by detaining init an unnec 
quantity of gold and silver, is as absurdas it would be toattempt to in 








the-good cheer of private families: by obliging them to keep an unnecessary 
number of kitchen utensils. 
As the expense of purchasing those unnecessary utensils would diminish 


instead of increasing either the quantity or goodness of the family pr: 
so the expense of purchasing an unnecessary quantity of gold ar 








clothes, and lodges, which maintains and employs the people. 
eo > « a 7 oJ * 

Tho importation of goldand silver is not'the prineipal, much less the sole 

benefit which a nation derives from its foreign trade. Between w! 
laces foreign trade is carried on they all of ‘them derive two distinct benetit 
romit. Itcarries out that surplus part of the produce of their land an 

bor for which there is no demand among them and brings back in retui 

it something else, which may satisfy their wants and increase their e1 

ments. 

By means of it the narrowness of the home market does not hinder the 
division of labor in any particular branch of art or manufacture from 
carried to the ee perfection. By opening a more extensive mark: 
whatever part of the produce of their labor may excced the home con: 
tion, it encourages them to improve its productive powers and to at 
its-annual produce to the utmost, and thereby to increase the reai rc\ 
and wealth of the society. ; 

These great and important services foreign trade is continually occupied 
in performing to all the different countries between which it is carr) 
They all derive great benefit from it, though that in which the merchant! 





| sides generally derives the greatest, as he is generally more employ: 


supplying the wants and carrying out the superfluities of his own than 
any other particular country. To import the gold and silver which my 
wanted into the countries which have no mines is, mo doubt, a part ot! 

business of foreign commerce. It is, however, a most insignificant part 


it. A country which carried on foreign trade merely on this account could 
scarco have occasion to freight a ship in a century. 
a * * e * * * 
By opening a new and inexhaustible market. to all the commodities of 


Europe it gave occasion to new divisions of labor‘and improvements ' 
which, in the narrow circle of the ancient commerce, could never have ta) 
place for wantof amarket to take off the greater part of their produce. 
productive powers of labor were improved and its produce increased | I 
the different countries of Europe, and, together with it, the real revenu i 
wealth of the inhabitants. 

The commoditiesof Europe were almost all new to America, and man‘ 
those of America were new to Europe. A new set of exchanges, the: 
began to take place which had never been thought of before, and \ 
should naturally have proved as advantageous to the new as it certain!) 
to the old continent. The savage injustice of the Europeans render 
event which ought to have been beneficial to all ruinous and destructi 
several of those unfortunate countries. 

. ” rs * * ™ * 

Ithought it necessary, though at the hazard of being tedious, to exam”? 
at full length this popular notion that wealth consists in money or in gold 
silver. Money in common language, as I haye already observed, frequ: 
signifies wealth; and this ambiguity of expression has rendered this pop? 
netion so familiar tous that even they who are convinced of its absurdly 
are very apt to forget their own principles and in the course of their re 
sonings to take it for granted as a certain and undeniable truth. 
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came of the best English writers upon commerce set out with observing 
it the wealth of a country consists, not in its gold and silver only, but in 
u ; ouses, and consumable goodsof all different kinds. In the course 
aconings, however, the lands, houses, and consumable goods seem 









te vat of their memory, and the strain of their argument frequently sup- 
«ee that all wealth consists in gold and silver, and that to multiply those 

: is the great object of national industry and commerce. : 
‘ two principles being established, however, that wealth consisted in 
i and silver, and that those metals could be brought into a country which 
Fo > mines only by the balance of trade, or by exporting toa greater value 
n it imported; it nocessse sy became the great object of political economy 
a sh as much as possible the importation of foreign goods for home 
it ind to increase as much as possible the exportation of the prod- 

u estic industry. 


restraints upon importation were of two kinds: 
Diret. Restraints upon the importation of such foreign goods for home con- 
aI as could be produced at home, from whatever country they were 
‘WY rt i - 
wre oods of almost all kinds 
alance of trade was sup- 


d. , 
ud. Restraints upon the importation of 
fr those particular countries with which the 
posed to be disadvantageous. 


Those different restraints consisted sometimes in high duties and some- 


times in absolute prohibitions. 
. * * * * ® ” 
The two sorts of restraints upon importation above mentioned, together 


w sh thane four encouragements to exportation, constitute the six principal 
mea « by which the commercial system proposes to increase the quantity of 
-old and silver in any country by turning the balance of trade in its favor. 

" i shall consider each of them in a particular chapter, and without taking 
al rther notice of their opens tendency to bring money into the coun- 
try I shall examine chiefly what are likely to be the eifects of each of them 
u the annual produce of its industry. According as they tend either to 
increase or diminish the value of this annual produce, they must evidently 
tend either to increase or diminish the real wealth and revenue of the country 

Ricardo says: 

Gold and silver having been chosen for the general medium of circulation, 
they are, by the competition of commerce, distributed in such proportions 
amongst the different countries of the world as to accommodate themselves 

natural traffic which would take place if no such metals existed and 
the trade between countries were purely a trade or barter. 

I quote also on the balance-of-trade subject from Mr. Baker of 
N. Y. in the Johnstown Daily Democrat of February 14. It is 
not bad reading. 

THAT BALANCE-OF-TRADE FALLACY. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 13. 
When we consider how widespread is the belief (or, rather, acceptance of 
the statement) that not only does protection “enable” the protected mannu- 
facturers to pay high wages, but that in some occult way, which even its ad- 
vocates donot explain, compels” their payment by protected manufacturers, 


¢ 





it ought not, I assume, to be an occasion for surprise to find how prevalent is 
the idea that that country whose exports exceeds its imports is thereby made 
prosperous. 


Certainly no fallacy is so widely accepted, has so many devotees, is so in- 
frequently challenged. And yet, even the mostcursory thought, the mostsim- 
ple examination of the subject, should be sufficient to expose its fallaciousness. 

Che policies of nations, the fates of empires, aye, the very existence of 
civilization itself, seem to most people to be involved in the contest for 
com! ial supremacy which the great nations of the world are engaged in. 

So commonand so prevalent is the idea of “war” associated with com- 
merce that it has come to be the usual term of expression that this or that 
nation must * 
by people to-day why nations must fight is not, as in the past, ostensibly for 
territorial aggrandizement, for the extension of the geographical boundaries 
of nations, but that they must “fight for markets,” fight for the right to 
push the sale of their products among the people of other nations. 

Is it not singular that these devotees of war and warlike methods, these 
Re yple who advocate the necessity of a big navy in order to secure the “open 
Cc 





oor,’ who would force our goods upon the heathen Chinese, should not as | 


yet have advocated the creation and establishment of gigantic State militia 


{In order that the goods produced in New York may be forced upon the people | 


of Ohio and Pennsylvania; that the manufacturers in Illinois require a large 


standing army in that State to force the sale of their goods upon Wisconsin, | 


Iowa, and Indiana? 


And yet to those who are not inoculated with this virus forimmensearmies | 


or big navies it should appear no more fantastic and unreasonable for the 
pe ypie of these and other States to insist that the goods created within their 
erritories shall be forced upon the people of adjoining States than that we 
: nid a $ nation, force our goods upon the Chinaman, the Jap, the Russian, 
r the Hindoo. 

As 1 have said, the prevalence of this idea that markets must be fought for 
s largely responsible indirectly, if not directly, for the thought that those 
= ns which export the most and import the least are thereby made the 
10ST prosperous, 


And yet if one will but think on this rr in a simple way, will apply 








} y a » * : : * ar . 
the same powers of logical analysis which he gives to his own affairs, will 
ask himself the question why the doing of something by a large number of | 
Pr e in their collective capacity hasa different effect upon them as a whole 





utter absurdity and falsity of the contention that an excess 0° sxports proves 
that the nation is thereby becoming rich. Nations are great aggregations of 
in luals. Itis justas true that a hundred thousand individuals can not 
Be t a million dollars’ worth of wealth, receiving back $90,000 worth, 
al ereby become rich, as if it were the transaction of one individual. 
; ‘rhaps the most surprising thing in connection with this delusion is the 
‘act admitted even by the most ardent advocates of the “ profitableness” of 
e } exports, that Greet Britain, admittedly next to the United States the 
; prosperous nation in the world, has for a long period of years been im- 
F g hundreds of millions ef dollars’ worth of wealth in excess of her 
or the year ending June 80, 1903, her excess of imports over exports 
al nted to the enormous sum of $900,000,000. During the same year the 
ax 


~ SS exports over imports of the United States amounted to $400,000,000. If 
he itention that that nation is most prosperous which has an excess of 
exports is sound, then it follows that England by this time must have been 


going on for decades and must now aggregate many billions of dollars. 

if this contention is the correct one, then the year ending June 30, 1903, 
made England relatively thirteen hundred millions of dollars poorer than 
the United States, four hundred millions of this being the United States ex- 
cess of exports and nine hundred millions Great Britain’s excess of imports. 


fight” for commercial supremacy, and the reason advanced } 


at would follow the same act of an individual, he musi at once see the | 


nost entirely denuded of all wealth, for her excess of imports has been | 





































































RECORD—HOUSE. 


2073 


a 


The explanation usually given this so-called “favorable” balance of trade 
is that, to quote President McKinley, we get it back in 1 


pure gold 








face of the fact that our total excess exports of gold and silver duri 
last hundred years amounts to over a billion dollars. It would be 
ing to know how these “ balance-of-trade” theorists account for Ex ‘ 
having an enormous stock of gold and silver. She has, however, a A- 
tions running into the hundreds of millions of these | 2 als, le 
the United States is one of the largest producers of gold and silver 

So that we have the anomaly, if this balan: f-trade ory is correct. of 
the nation whose imports (income) habitually exceed her exports (outgo) 
by several hundred millions annually and produces none of the m 


le the T 





therefore must import them—accumulating large amounts, w i 
States, a large producer of gold and silver, exports several hundred mil 3 
in excess of her imports, and yet does not accumulate gold and silver to the 
extent that Great Britain does. 

The old mercantile theory being put into execution, Spain fell 
from being the richest to about the poorest and least powerful 
country upon the surface of the earth. 

Money must be kept in and products must go out, you say. 
Why, if you will consider the history of trade between the United 
States and Great Britain for a few years, nobody with ordinary 
reasoning powers would talk about the balance of trade one way 
or the other, 

The ** balance of trade’’ has been “‘against’’ Great Britain for 
I don’t know how many decades; I believe it has been more than 
three-quarters of a century, although I am not sure, but anyhow 
for along time. Great Britain produces no goldand silver. We 
produce a great deal of goldand silver. Great Britain buys from 
us very much more than she sells to us. 

The natural result you would think would be that we got her gold 
and silver. Nota bitof it, for it happens that she imported more 
gold and silver from us upon the whole than we from her. There 

| 1s no such thing asa “‘ balance of trade,’’ around the world, except 
. Any 
country that goes along trading with the world any length of time 
and buys more than it sells, or sells more than it buys, leaves its 
people in a very bad fix, and for no great length of time can it do it. 

If I buy a thing and pay for it, why do I buy it? Because I had 
Why had I rather have 
3ecause I have more use for the thing’ 


DD 


rather have the thing than the money. 
the thing than the money? 
than I have forthemoney. Why haveI more use for it? 
it will enrich me more to have the thing, either for consumption 
or resale, than it will to have the money. 

Now, if I sell anything for money, why do I sell it? 





? Simnly 
because I would rather have the money than to have the thing; 
because I see that the money will enrich me more than the thing 
that Iam parting with. How? By buying something of greater 
value tome. ey every- 


And so, your goid and silver, which is mone: r 
where, is, in international relations, a commodity like other things. 
Now, then, the balance-of-trade theory of prosperity remind 


me of a quarrel! that my old stepgrandmother had with me about 


a true balance.and a true balance is no‘ hing on either side 
i 
| 


swapping knives when Iwasaboy. She wasanold Scotch woman 
and answered a good deal to Samuel Johnson’s definition a 
Scotchman in one respect, thatthe skull of a Scotchman had to be 
split open and a joke put in bodily before he could see it. 8 
was one of the best women that ever lived, and a w i e 
| nificent sense and character, but she had never done any trading, 


either. 
I came home one day with a Barlow knife. ‘‘ Where did you 
| get that knife, John?’ ‘‘I swapped it for my knife wi 

such a boy.’’ She said: ‘ Well, now, you have to be ta to 


| and her family had never done any, 


| stop that right now. I am goir ua whipping. 1 
| not going to have that sort of athing goon. Gran’’—one the 








other grandchildren—“ started ont that way and finall 
swapping horses.”’ 
After the old lady had slapped me, she said: “John, I wai a 
tounderstand why [slapped you. When you swapped k1 h 
| that other boy you did one of two things—you acted either l 
| because you let him cheat you, or a knave because 1 cheated 
| him.’’ [Laughter.] That is the langhabletheory, that. 
| ples trade together one must necessarily be chiseled a ; 
I heard a gentleman from Pennsylvania a moment a Ly that 
“‘our trade with Canada’’ was so much, and that “ their trade 
| with us’’ was so much. 
How can there be any of “‘our”’ trade with Canada unless it 
is equally Canada’s trade with us, and how can there | 
‘their trade”’ with us unless it is equally our trad h ¢ 3 
| And unless we make upon both sides of the transaction the 
| mutual trading must soon stop, unless we are simp} lish or a 


| trnistic traders. That is all. Now, when we trade wit! 
| Britain during the years 1903 and i 

| have gotten any advantage of Gre: 1 OI 
| This follows, that we have each gotten advantas f each, or 





| think we have gotten advantage. Paradoxical in sound t 
true in fact. The very phrase ‘‘ balance of trade’’ is deceptive. 

| And why? When you come tocount up your exports from 

| United States, you value them at the prices of irticle in the 

| United States, and when foreigners come to t them w 8 


| they are delivered as imports of theirs they value them at their 
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increased price in the market to which they are shipped, and vice 
versa with what they sell us, so that two nations can not come to 
any agreed statement about it at all. 

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] said 
that the Democratic platform declared that ‘as practiced, reci- 


% ¢ 


procity is worse than protection,” and the sort of reciprocity to | 


which the Democratic platform was referring is worse than pro- 
tection—the sort that would be practiced by the Republican party, 
or the sort that the Democratic platform makers thought would 
be practiced by the Republican party. 

And the gentleman proved it here to-day; but the right sort of 
reciprocity is almost as good as the right sort of tariff revision, 
all along the line, because it reduces tax burdens somewhere at 
any rate. It untaxes the American consumers at our end of the 
line and unburdens foreign consumers at the other end of the line, 
thereby increasing their purchasing power, and thereby increas- 
ing the volume of our shipments to them. 

The gentleman said there are two kinds of reciprocity, and there 
are. Thereisasham reciprocity, the seeming reciprocity, which is 
Republican reciprocity, and then there is ‘*‘ the real thing,’’ and 
that is Democratic reciprocity. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.}] And why? The gentleman told you why; because Repub- 
lican reciprocity, according to him, is reciprocity in ‘‘ noncom- 
peting ”’ articles altogether. 

Now, as all of your noncompeting articles are already on the 
free list, or very nearly so, what do you mean by Republican 
reciprocity, ‘‘ reciprocity in noncompeting articles,’ except sham 
and humbuggery and pretense? Why? Because the only way in 
which you can lower a duty on noncompeting articles, the same 
being now not on the dutiable list, is, first, to put those articles 
on the dutiable list. In other words, go through the farce of tax- 
ing a thing upon which the consumer is not already taxed and 
then removing the tax thus levied, in order to get the foreigner 
to do what? 

To levy and remove a duty upon one of his ‘‘noncompeting”’ ar- 
ticles. And why? Because if the foreigner allows you to *‘ recip- 
rocate’’ only in noncompeting articles, noncompetitive in your 
market, then you have got to assume that the foreigner is a fool 
if he allows you to send anything except ‘‘ noncompeting ”’ articles 
into his market. 

So that you have this magnificent piece of mutual humbuggery 
at the two ends of the balance, ‘‘ Republican reciprocity,’ as de- 
fined by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]: We 
take off the free list a certain number of noncompeting articles 
and tax our consumers on them, and then France takes off her 
free list a certain number of nonconpeting articles and taxes her 
consumers upon their consumption. 

Then the two of us get together through diplomacy and say, 
‘‘We will remove these things that we put on for the purpose of 
‘trading,’ and we will call it ‘reciprocity.’’? Now, that is Re- 
publican reciprocity, according to the gentleman’s definition, if I 
understand it; unless we assume that the foreigner, as highly civ- 
ilized as we, as alive to his own interest as we, knowing just as 
much about the course of trade as we—in France, Germany, and 
Great Britain—is a fool. Why? Because he knowsthat we have 
got to consume his noncompeting articles anyhow. 

Such articles as they produce that come into our markets and 
that are noncompeting with ours, because we for any reason can 
not produce them, we have got to buy, and it does not affect them 
at all, no matter what import tax we put upon them. 

The only effect of our tax on things, which we must have and 
can not produce, would be to make our own people pay more for 
them. We can not grow anything to compete with them, we 
can not grow anything to reduce their price, and we have got to 
accept them from their hands, they holding the monopoly of their 
production. 

But the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] was not 
altogether right even in his statement of his own party’s past 

osition. 

Ki If so, will the gentleman tell me why it was, if Republican 
reciprocity as announced by Blaine and by McKinley and other 
great men in the Republican party, but not as announced by him 
to-day, was to be a reciprocity only in noncompeting articles— 
will the gentleman tell we why it was that sugar was one of the 
articles always designated and the one that has been most dealt 
with in reciprocity treaties? I am sure we have been raising 
sugar for generations. 

A little bit later on in his speech he told us, that at the time of 
the enactment of the Dingley bill, sugar ‘‘ had not grown to the 
proportions of a great national production.’’ Had it not? If 
there is any reason at all that could be stated, it must be 
simply because sugar was at that time produced nearly altogether 
out of cane in Louisiana-and was not at that time produced to 
any great extent in America out of beets raised in the North- 
west. 

Was what he really meant to say that it had not become a 
Northern product, that it was still a “‘ sectional” product, and, 
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| being raised in Louisiana, of course, it could be switched aron nd 
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just as the Republican party chose? 

Now, the gentleman disputed what I said in that magazine ay. 
ticle. I shall insert in my remarks section 4 of the Dingley )jj) 
which proves that I am exactly right. . ’ 

The gentleman says that that section was inserted after tha 
schedules of the bill had been fixed. What difference docs jt 
make whether it was inserted after you had drawn up your 
schedules or before? If it was inserted afterwards, it was simply 
a confession of the fact that you bad beforehand made the duties 
20 per cent higher than, in your own opinion even, was nec: 
That is all. 

If it had been inserted contemporaneously, it might have proven 
that you had had the two provisions in view at the same time. 
but if inserted subsequently, it proves that you, as the mak 
the law, believed that you naan 


sll 


ssary, 


rs of 


spare 20 per cent of the duti 


s 


named in the schedules of the bill and still have a bill which from 
a protectionist standpoint even would do what you say protection 
will do, namely, ‘‘ protect American labor.”’ 

The gentleman says that during a certain period of our treaty 
with Canada we gained 11 per cent in ‘‘ ourtrade’’ (asif our trade 


with them was not their trade with us, you understand) and {} 
gained 500 per cent in ‘‘ their trade’’ with us. 
true—— 

Mr. DALZELL. I think the gentleman has made a mistake, 
I did not say anything of that kind. 

A MEMBER. It was Mr. BATEs. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I beg pardon of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania for the mistake. It was an interruption of the 
gentleman’s speech in which that language was used by Mr. 
BatTEs his colleague. 

Mr. BATES. The gentleman from Mississippi will allow me to 
say that was not thelanguageI used. I stated that during the life 
of that treaty of 1854 with Canada our exports to Canada increased 
only 11 per cent, while her exports to us increased 500 per cent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
Somebody on the other side used that language. I think it 
was the gentleman himself, because I noticed particularly the 
manner of the expression used, and I turned at the time in that 
direction and said: ‘‘ I wonder whether our trade with Canada 
is not their trade with us.”’ 

Mr. BATES. If it is the ‘‘manner” of expression which the 
gentleman challenges, then I beg him to ignore the ‘*‘ manner’ 
the expression and to address himself to the facts. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am glad to do that, too; I 
am going to address myself to both, as is my right. 

I say the very manner of that expression is one of the straws 
showing which way the wind blows—one of the oozings out of 
things not deliberately intended, showing more than a delilerate 
utterance would, the tendency of protectionist miseducation on 
the other side of the Chamber. 

Now, the gentleman really had in his mind the idea that when 
Canada sells things to us we are buying something that we do 
not want and the buying of which is somehow a loss to us and 
somehow a greater advantage to Canada; and when we sell 
things to Canada, somehow or other there is an advantage to 
us and none to Canada. 

That is, in one case the trade is an advantage to us and a dis- 
advantage to them, and in the other case an advantage to Canada 
and a loss or detriment to us. That idea oozes out unconsciously 
as a result of this miseducation, economically, which protection 
ism brings upon men. We profited, I dare say, just as much 
and no more, proportionately, from the 11 per cent increase in our 
exports to her as we did from the 500 per cent increase in her ex- 
ports, to us and vice versa. 

I make this statement because I take it that this great Yankee 
nation, or rather the people composing it, are not fools and would 
not have bought anything from Canada unless, in their opinion, 
it paid them to get it, any more than they would have soldanyt!i!! 
to Canada unless, in their opinion, it was an advantage to sv! It. 

But the gentleman is mistaken even there. The ‘‘ balance 0! 
trade’’ even was not against us. He is not mistaken if he take: 
the last years of the whole period; but there was a part © 
period of the life of that treaty when very abnormal condi! 
existed, namely, from 1861 down to 1866. If the gentleman Ww! 
take the balance of that period not affected by the abnormal wa 
conditions, he will find the truth. : 

Of course in time of war you buy more because you have |°ss 
producers at home. A country with a million men in the field 0! 
war has to buy more than it does with those million men in te 
field of peaceful industry. Now, Iam going to read to the gen''c- 
man a part of an article written by Eugene G. Hay, enti! d 
‘**The future of Canada and reciprocity with the United States 
I read from page 462 of the Review of Reviews for October, 1: 


y, the tact, and the skill of Lord Elgin, the 
ere was negotiated and ratified in 1854 a co 
United States and the Canadian provinces. Tlus 


v 
ity 


Now, if that were 


of 


s 

; 
3 
ll 
r 


Largely through the ene 
governor-general of Canada, t 


mercial treaty between the 


n 














a _ 


by its terms, was to continue for a period of ten years, and continu- 
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ty ; to approximately the level of our owr Lich will pra illy destroy com- 
al reafter until were a either government had given notice | merce between the countries. 
ier of its wisd to terminate 16 Same, » — “ > — m0 ence . 
t Pre sident of the United States, upon the direction of Congress, gave THE PROPOSED BROWN DRAFT TREATY 
a notice in 1865, and the treaty was terminated in 1866. No provision was | In 1874 a treaty was negotiated between the United St und the Do- 
: this treaty fixing the duty on dutiable articles, but it provided for | minion government which is known in Canadaasthe * Brown D1 trea 
t admission from either country to the other of a long list of natural | This treaty contained three schedules, and by te 5 re t 
nroducts, being the growth and products of Canada and of the United States, | the duty on articles named in th: les, beir ! 
a - most of the products of the farm, the forest, the quarry, and the | and manufacture of the Dominion of Canadaand of the ! es,ont 
w ‘h country. importation from one country to the other, s! d, from tl ist day of Ju 
: lig tht of present conditions it is difficult to understand why ~— 1875, to the 30th day of June, i876, inclusive, be two-thirds of the rate paid 
a | States Compress Serene ated this treaty. The principal reason give the date of the tre: aty, and, from the Ist day of July, 1876, to 1 h 
we 1 th the enormous debt left by the civil war the United States aon | June, 1877, inclusive, be one-third of such rate, and on and after the ] 
i ‘all possib le revenues, and must have the revenue that would come | of July, 1877, for t a period of twenty-one years, all such articles should be ad 
f) he duty on Canadian imports. y mitted free of duty into each coumery, respectively 
sible also that afeeling of bitter hostility, growing out of the atti- | 5 

tu Great Britain and certain factions in Canada during our great civil | Eighteen hundred and seventy our was pgp renee Grant’s 
( , had its influence upon Congress; but, more than all this, itis proba- | Administration. The treaty of that vear was approved by him. 
ble that the great pressing problems with which the statesmen of that day | 1 w: : ind y 2 ; : 
had to deal were so all-absorbing that the possible growth and development | want to remim« ee gentlemen up mth: at side of this Hous 
of commerce did not receive due consideration. that General Grant, after he began to give up thonghts of mili- 

It was fa an era of war. Yommercial benefit was not then the | tary affairs and began to betake ‘hi mself to thoughts about politi- 


main aim of Congress in legislating, I will interpolate. 
ITS PRACTICAL EFFECTS. 





Figur 

Mark you— 
which state the imports and exports do not always % ll the full story of the 
value .commerce. In any reciprocity arrangement that may be effected 
w ( da b th nations would be benefited, not ouks by their increased 
BA t by th increased purchases from the other. But, viewed entirely 
fr e sta1 anoint of the figures which state the exports and imports— 


Viewed entirely from that standpoint— 


an examination of these figures for the years precedin g, during, and suc- 
ceeding the p riod of the treaty will disclose the fact that both countries 


W venefited by itsoperation. Prior to 1854 there was comparati ively little 
trade between Canada and the United States and prior to 1846 scarcely any, 

i ring this time, while the on ude was insignificantly small, our expor ts 
te ; eded our imports. ith the ratification of the treaty in 1854 the 
tr yetween the countries inc 7 used at a bound. 

‘Our exports to Canada,”’ a thing that you think makes us rich, 
increased ne arly 800 per cent in two years, *‘ grew from $12,432,597 

1 1855, the year preceding the ratification of the tre: ity, to 


” 


$24 362,188 in 1855, the first year in which the treaty was in force; 
né “ ourimports during the same period increased from $6, ee 
to $15,118,289,” or double, in round numbers. What we bough 

from them—the thing that you seem to think makes us poor— ae 
hases doubled, only, during the same period. I think the in- 


cal affairs, was classed as a Republican. 

Mr. LIND. Before the gentleman leaves that article, I would 
like to state to him that Mr. Hay, the writer of that article, is one 
of the Republican tariff commissioners or appraisers at the port 
of New York, recently appointed by President Roosevelt. He 
was the Republican can didate for Congress in my district at the 
last election. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. And, Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to add. he was not nominated. 

Mr. LIND. Well? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Your President by appointing 
& man with his ideas, a man that could write that artic! wing 
such research and sound economical judgment, reflects more 
credit upon your party than was reflected upon it by having him 
beaten for a nomination in one of your districts. [Applause on 

| the Democratic side. ] 

I wanted to call your attention to the fact that in 1874 at 
was negotiated under Gener al Grant's Administ m, he | 
very much in favor of it, being a repetition of the treaty of 1854 


crease in both exports and imports is what equally enriched both | 


UL 

rapid increase continued, preserving almost the same ratio during the | 
first two years s the ti ‘eaty wasinoperation. During our civil war the exports 
and imports grew nearer together, owing to the curtailing of our production 


e increase of our consumption, until, in 1864, the imports exceeded the 
é 3, and so again in 1865 and 1866. . 
nd those are the only three years during the life of the treaty; 
why? Because when men are fighting g they can not plow. 
‘n men are on steamships at sea in de adly conflict with their 
foes they can not be working in shops on land manufacturing 
thi ngs. Nocountry can go to war without increasing its con- 
ption and decreasing its production. 
{ rminated in 1866, and the excess of our imports over exports 

i - 64 continued until 1874, or a period of seven years after the 
ti ation of the treaty. 


Because we were still trying to catch up with the waste 


an i 





; when this treaty was in force were far more 


eee jus for th 
» between Canada and the United States than 


iad h therto been 


wv, the trade may have been more prosperous at some periods 
since, understand me, because both countries have since become 
more prosperous, more populous, more productive, and therefore 
both possess greater interchangeable value, one for the other; but 
it was relatively prosperous then than at any equal period since. 
t it was the very beginning of what has since developed into an enor- 

n mmerce between these two neighboring peoples. During the period 


: ess than twelve years that the treaty was in force the balance of 
! n our favor 


ing the whole period together— 


Ww 470491 
_ ow, if ithad been the other way, provided the volume of trade 
in the aggregate, had grown, it would still have proven that we 
had benefited; but still, for men who believe in the “ balance-of- 
Sea theory, I give you the true figures to think about; even the 

ance of trade’? was in our favor. 
ng more than double the entire trade between the countries during any 
7 prior to the ratification of the treaty, and the total con amerce grew dur- 
ing that period— 
‘ow, hear this: 

: total commerce grew during that period from $18,000,000 per annum to 
00.” As these countries have prospered and inc reased in importance, 
; © commerce between them has continued to grow, until in the fiscal year | 

ust ended the total commerce reached almost to $180,000,000, the balance of 
ade be ing s greatly in our favor. The present condition can not, however, 

Ong ¢ or ] nue. 

Stat uraverage tariff on dutiable goods coming from Canada to the United 
S = is 49.83 per cent, and the Canadian average tariff on dutiable goods 
going from the United ‘States into Canada is 24.83 percent. Unle “88 commaet. 


Cal reciprocity is soon attained, Canadian tariffs will undoubtedly be raised 


except that it went further. 
Now the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. DaLz tells us 








that the treaties negotiated by Mr. Kasson, appr aa by M 
| McKinley (because Mr. McKinley sent them to the Sena 

“‘not Republican’’ treaties and that the Republican pai 
consistent and true to its idea in defeating them. Who 

better right to o - dge what is and what is not sanely Repu ! 
Grant and McKinley or he, I leave as a thought to be dig 
thecountry. Then he goes on tosay, that, of course, I k 

‘*the period for ratifying these treaties under the ] 

has passed.’’ That is true; but the period to « in the 

these treaties in another way has not passed. 

I have introduced into this House a bill nd if I< 
the Ways and Means Commi favi y tor 
House to pass all my bills that are pending in that co1 

his country would be gr rrand, and glorious beyo: 

dent in less than three months. Laughter.| I 

a bill into that committee, and the pu e of the | 
rates of duties upon certain articles as shown a l 
ule in that bill. 

Now, n, these articles and these duti hown by that 

seeeneinaiaiaieneaenred h the duties were fi us a 
proposed import duties in the proposed treaty which w 1 
tiated by William McKinley's adminis 1 with Fra ee 
clause of my bill provides that tl edule of 1 1 duti 
shall not go into effect sident of the | i 
shall ‘‘ by proclamati: the f hat | 
done a certain thing. the thi F 
ised to do in the treat: Ar 
market her minimum rate 

Now, here is my friend from New York [Mr. Paynr], who di 
nies the Senate’s right to enter into reciprocity treat ; 
without the House, and here is my friend from Pennsylvan Mr 
DALZELL] who takes that view also, I beli: Now, I hav 
in to their aid. I now say, by this bill, ‘‘Away with the S 
brush it aside; let us have ‘McKinley recip v.’ by legislat 
originated in the House of Representatives.’’ | Applause o1 
Democratic side.] And when you pass this bill I will introd 
three or four others, based on treaties that Mr. McK 
proved and Mr. Kasson negotiated 

But get back to this matter of Canadian r Ww I 
am upon that question, Mr. Ch an, I wa ! ig 
from Mr. McKinley: 

The period of exclusiveness is past 

It has been read so often that it has become trite, but it is wo 
reading. 

The expansion of our trade and comm 3s the} ( 
mercial wars are unprofitable. A pol £ 1 y t } 
relations prevents reprisals 

If he did not fear reprisals, why did he want to “‘ prevent re- 
| prisals?”” The gentleman from Pennsylvania tells us to-day that 
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he has heard this wolf cry of ‘‘ reprisals and retaliation ’’ so often 
that he pays noattention toit. Thatissubstantially what he said. 
Now, if it had that effect upon Mr. McKinley’s mind. if he was 
not afraid of retaliation and reprisal, why did Mr. McKinley say: 

Reciprocity is in harmony with the spirit of the times. 
iation are not. 

Why did he say that, unless he was afraid that there would be 
‘measures of retaliation?’ Mr. McKinley had sense enough not 
only to feel, but to know, that there would be reprisals and meas- 
ures of retaliation. Why, of course, you must have measures of 
retaliation unless you have the balance of the world in such a 
slavish adulation of you that they will stand still and give you all 
advantages to enter their markets while you deprive them of such 
as you can. 

There is just one advantage that you can not deprive them of, 
and it is the advantage of their shipping to our markets the things 
which they grow or make, that we can not grow or make in this 
country—the noncompetitive articles. 

These very things you propose to make the sole basis of so-called 
‘Republican reciprocity.”’ Do you really think that foreigners 
san be so foolish as not to know that you propose to get some- 
thing for nothing, or that they will trade on that basis? 

‘* Republican reciprocity’’ on noncompeting articles! 


Measures of retal- 


I hold in my hand President Eckhart’s introductory address to | 


the Illinois Manufacturers’ Association, and a part of that I want 
to read. Now,I do not know whether President Eckhart is a 
Republican or a Democrat; some of you Illinois people do, I sup- 
pose. He says: 


Great Britain, our largest consumer for our agricultural and manufactur- 


ential duties to its colonies, no doubt with the view of making reciprocal 
trade arrangements with other nations. 

And in that connection, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
still has by him the North American from which he read this 
morning there are some figures there which I will insert in my 
remarks. I want to say—I can not remember the figures ex- 
actly—Canada first gave Great Britain 15 per cent preferential; 
she then gave her 25 per cent, and then she gave her 33} per cent. 

Mr. DALZELL. Twelve and one-half per cent was the first. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Twelve and a half per cent 
first, and then 25, and then 334. Now, when Canada began that 
policy she found her purchases of Great Britain to amount an- 
nually to about $29,000,000. I will put the right figures from the 
magazine in the Recorp. Now, those purchases from Great 


Britain have increased, at the expense of our manufacturers and | 
our producers mainly, from $29,000,000 to $60,000,000, as I remem- 


ber the figures. It has been a month nearly since I read the ar- 
icle and some time since it first came out. 

Here is what the article says: 

The Chamberlain proposition for colonial preferential trade creates a 
complication in the reciprocity issue at the present time. East year Mr. 
Chamberlain spoke almost contemptuously of the Canadian preference in 
favor of Great Britain, of 33} per cent, and declared that its effects were dis- 
appointing, and that it was chiefly valuable as an evidence of loyal senti- 
ment. This estimate of value was wide of the mark. The preference had 
actually rescued the British export trade to Canada from practical extinc- 
tion. This trade had gone down from $68,000,000 in 1873 to $29,000,000 in 1897. 
The effect of this Canadian preference has been to bring this trade up to 
$59,000,000 in 1903. 


Since the gentleman from Pennsylvania has read so much and 
commented so much on this article, I will supply the reader with 
more of it. 

For example, this: 


In the history of the two countries there was a period of twelve years, from 
1854 to 1866, when their trade relations were of a mutually advantageous char- 
acter, and were exerting a powerful influence in the creation of community 
of interest and the broadening of mutual relations. The civil war in the 
United States gave rise to circumstances that aroused unfriendly feeling 
toward Canada in that country, based upon misapprehension as to facts, for 
the great majority of Canadians were friendly to the Union. 

A mistaken impression that the treaty was much more favorable to Can- 
ada than to the United States was also entertained by the a Amer- 
icans. For the period during which the treaty was in force ths balance of 
trade was decidedly in favor of the United States. According to Canadian 
trade returns, the total imports and exports, 1854 to 1866, inclusive, were: 
Imports from the United States $332, 927,000 
exports to the United Bebe .. ..2..< ica cw content decdtesctbndsencdssce eee 
Balance of trade in favor of the United States -..............2.... 73, 052, 000 

These returns did not include Prince Edward Island, Newfoundland, and 
British Columbia. 

According to American returns, the total exports and imports to all of 
British North America, 1854 to 1866, inclusive, were: 
Exports to British America 
Imports from British America 
Balence in Savior OF Tse UES 006 noon coc cdcasadduencss enqaneee 24, 566, 000 


And this: 


One of the unexpected trade developments of late years is the growth of 
an extensive demand in various parts of Canada for American farm products, 
and the fact that this demand has turned the tide of trade in this line in the 
direction of Canada. The Canadian market for American farm products is 
found in British Columbia and the Yukon and the Klondike region, in the 
maritime Provinces of New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, and Prince Edward 
Island, and in the lumbering and mining regions of Ontario; and for indian 
corn, hides, flaxseed, wool, tobacco leaf, etc., in all parts of the Dominion. 

In the fiscal year 1902-3 the importation of farm products into Canada for 


$343, 326, 000 
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consumption from the United States was as follows: Dutiable farm products 
$6,909,000; free farm products, $14,672,000, a total of $21,581,000. Thesame ar 
the export of farm products to the United States was $9,200,000, the Cana n 
excess of imports above exports from the United States being $12,381,000. Tho 
dutiable portion of the imports was subject to the same rates of duty «| 
stantially as were imposed by the United States upon articles of the sama 
class imported from Canada. rr 
This condition of the trade leads to the conclusion that if free trade in ¢ 
products existed, the eee by Canada from the United States fo; 
mestic consumption would equal export in the same line to the United States 
for consumption, This, of course, would not apply to wheat, flour, and other 
articles of which both countries bave a surplus for export, as the Uni: i 
States in importing such products would export either of them or a « 
sponding amount of United States products, and they would thus practi 
act asa factor, securing for American transportation routes, millers, dea)or. 
and commission men a profitable and in every way desirable trade. : 


Also this: 


The subjoined table, showing the Canadian importation of manufac! 
from Great Britain and from the United States since 1898, will be of int 
especially when taken in connection with the fact that Canada has gi, 
tariff preference to Great Britain first of 12} per cent, 1897 to 1898, then 
per cent to 1900, and of 33} per cent since that time. 


Canadian imports of manufactures. 


}- 


rm 


Vv 


From Great | From U 
Britain. Stat 


$41,510,000 
49 


(4H) 


$26, 243, 000 
31, 187, 000 
37, 328, 000 60, 473,009 
86, 469, 000 62,' 

41, 675, 000 6y 
50, 473, 000 76,2 


The Dominion of Canada is the third largest customer of the United : 


: ; ; - youtns laying | x the nations ) is argest cus sr for ma: 
ing products, is now agitating the question of abandoning its old and cher- | among the nations of the world, and is the lar gest customer for m 


ished policy of free trade and adopting the policy of protection, with differ- | 


tured goods. In the year 1902 the exports of the United States to Canada 


| exceeded by $35,814,000 her total exports to Mexico, the Central Americay 
States, and all of South America from Panama to Cape Horn. 

The question whether this great market is worth making an effort to re 
tain is worthy of the serious consideration of American statesmen. 
there is danger of its being seriously curtailed does not admit of doubt. 

* os * * * * * 


That 


The present importance of this question is great. Its future importanc 
is infinitely greater. In the Canadian northwest, as yet practically un 
touched, isa wheat-growing area as large as eight States like Thinois. WwW 
now there area few hundred thousand inhabitants there will be tee 
millions, and the 60,000,000-bushel wheat crop of the present year wil! be 
swollen to a figure that will make this great region the granary of food-pur- 
chasing nations. 

English statesmen comprehend the importance of the trade of Cana‘a, 
and are evolving shadowy and theoretic schemes for preferential trade within 
the Empire, and possibly an Imperial zollverein, the fundamental basis 
which is to be the creation in the colonies of a preserve for British manufac- 
tures, from which foreign competitors to as t extent as possible shal! be 
shut out; at the cost to Britain of preferential duties in the home market, as 
moderate as possible, for a limited list of colonial products. 

This preferential scheme is now engaging the attention of the Canadian 
ublic. Various circumstances predispose Canadians to look upon it with 
avor. There is soreness over the Alaskan boundary settlement. There isa 

sense of injustice suffered at the hands of the United States in the character 
of their trade policy toward Canada. There is a charm about the idea of re- 
ceiving preference over foreign countries in the British market, and tho 
proposed policy appeals strongly to the Canadian sense of loyalty. 

The day has now come for the United States to abandon a wrong positi 
and retrace false steps, and it is already high noon of that day. No fear: 
be entertained of being too liberal with Canada. The greater the libera 
of treatment the more satisfactory will be the results, 


This excellent gospel for full measure: 


Free trade in natural products, and all other products, has continued i 
the United States since the Constitution was adopted. In that country t! 
is great variety of soil, climate, productions, and cost of production, but f 
trade has been found to be mutually advantageous to all the States. ‘I! 
same policy will apply with equal force to Canada. 

This also for patriotic Americans, whether of the United Sta‘ 
or Canada: 

The day will come when 400,000,000 people who speak the English tone 
will occupy the 7,000,000 square miles which the Anglo-Saxon now poss 
in America. Shall this great future be one of harmony, wh»re justice, ti" 
good will, and — advantageous relations shall prevai.? eaven gral 
that it may; and let all thoughtful, well-meaning men in the two count 
realize that the words and actions of Canadian and American jingoes are ! 


= the interests of the future myriads for whom we are now laying down t 
ines, 


’ Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me to interru 
1im? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman mean to say that Britis! 
exports to Canada have increased in larger proportion than ou: 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; I donot. No; I do n 
say that. I was telling just what they had increased. W))\ 
when Canada began that policy Great Britain had almost lost t! 
Canadian market. She had sunk so low she did not export 
her own colony but about $29,000,000 per annum, and now t! 
amount has gone up to the neighborhood of $60,000,000 a year. 

It is increasing at the expense of our people, consisting 
things that would have been shipped by us to Canada but for ! 
preferential duty which enables Great Britain to sell the sau 
articles cheaper. 

In the light of all these facts— 

Says Mr. Eckhart— 


how much longer may we hope to continue to find a ready and profita)! 
market for the increasing surplus of our agricultural and manufacturing 


— 


oOo Oe et 


CG Wr 








































































sad i 














1904. 


lucts with our gates of commerce swinging but one way? Has not the 
} me come for our doors to be so hung that they can swing both in and out? 


In connection with that, I want to insert in the Recorp, for my 
voice is ina bad condition, a part of the speech made by John 
Charlton. a member of the Canadian congress, the author of the 
verv article read by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, at the 
Auditorium, Chicago, November 10, 1903, on ** Reciprocity with 
Cc 


’ ada. . 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You mean member of Parliament? _ 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I meant member of Parlia- 
ment, of course. There is a little that I would like to read, 
though—the first beginning of it: 

Botween the Gulf of Mexico and the Republic of Mexico on the south, and 
the Arctic Ocean on the north, stretches a vast territory, 7,000,000 square miles 
in extent, with resources of soil, mine, forest, and fisheries many times in ex- 
cess of present development; bounded on the east, west, and north by oceans; 
jnvulnerable to foes if united in purpose; inhabited at the present moment 
hy 84,000,000 English-speaking people; the home of the highest form of civili- 
vation, and possessed of the most advanced condition of human liberty. 

What shall be the future of this most favored of all of earth's contmental 
areas? Shall this early nen o. its history advance toa resplendent noon- 
day of power, development, and mutually peaceful and advantageous rela- 
tious. with, ultimately, 300,000,000 of our race dwelling together in peace and 

itv. or shall we deliberately shape the conditions of the present in such a | 
manner as to secure the establishment of two rival, mutually repellent, and | 
possibly hostile powers, swayed by the influences of prejudices and animosi- 
ties, and spurning the conditions that will bear the blessed fruits of peace, 
harmony, and mutual advantage? 


I want to read you some figures now which the gentleman has 
not read. I want to call the gentleman’s attention, and I shall 
insert in the Recorp the Canadian free list—the list of the things | 
that they now admit from our market free: 

CANADIAN FREE LIST. 


Of Canadian imports from the United States last year, $69,485,000 were upon | 
the free list, and embraced in this list were the following: — - 
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HORSES. 
En ea ae a $1, 050, 526, 000 
Importation from Canada, 1903 -....-...- i ee Eek 340, 239 

Proportion of importation to stock held, 0.004 per cent. 

CATTLE. 


EE NON EERIE oo ong sud acacawasescucnecencccnsccs $1,516, 307,000 
Importation from Canada, 1903 ...............-.....--....-....-.. 292, 238 
Proportion of importation to stock held, 0.004 per cent. 
SHEEP. 
es denne odneen enn soaedaeaauammond $170, 881,600 
UNE ONIN CII an Sc 5 nica densa ccc cece cece snc ccc ecccce 961, 109 
Proportion of importation to stock held, 0.06 per cent. 
EGGS. 
Production in United States, 1900. ......................-....-.... $144, 240, 000 
po Ee | 6, 436 


Proportion of importation to production, 0.0005 per cent. 
LUMBER. 
United States production, lumber and lumber products, 1900 .. $566, 621,000 
Importation from Canada, 1903 16,977, 000 
. een of importation to production, 3 per cent; proportion of importa- 
tion of sawn lumber to production, about 2 per cent. 

Ah, but T hear some gentleman say that if we reduce the duty 
more farm products will come in. I know that will be so on 
some parts of the boundary, because it is a queer fact that at one 
end of the long line of division we buy a thing of Canada and at 
It will work 


both ways. 
Mr. Charlton further says: 


It must not be supposed that the trade in natural farm products would be 
exclusively from Canada to the United States. At the present time and for 
years past the interchange of farm products has been greatly in favor of the 
United States. In 193 the export of farm products from Canada to the 
United States was $9,200,000. The import of farm products from the United 
States to Canada, exclusive of raw cotton, was $21,601,000, of which $6,909,000 
was dutiable and $14,692,000 free. So that we sell more farm products to 
more than twice as 


| much. 


Manufactiies.....i.ct2b6 su ae ited acd ctincnsnedivdeseducamebuces $23, 000,000 
Forest promneeh, «ts ccncdeddeteeineneacs coesce cocsnanscudedecsnassecens 4,986,000 | 
In@iam COPE ..candénccebd madi gdendténmebebe qhenaquenenwsentabensibiinntats 3, 250, 000 
Plgx800G oi iccdsussanenecsadn 1, 503, 000 
Tobacco lent «.. <<< sccovedocd 2,241,000 | 
Eidos O000 GUN cic cca tdi Ra cilia 4etebne danas accctcenmantinnthinn 2,612, 000 
Wel ... osiancdsicanes cen ie dudhdbdedn dngpenatedhtenaetbamdeees 307, 000 
Bunce y BP Tieeente MOND wo ise do cede oo ksdcs bevcnscsdedeucedecse 2,050, 000 
Sundry Ges cots nek cdi g ascii ecceds cadknctedscnnsese 2, 267,000 
NOE care ee aie nce nine xncaes scicansncabecorssaane 42,016,000 


These are the things which they will put a duty upon, if they 
are driven by hostile legislation, or rather by a continuance of it, 
to retaliate. Again: 

CANADA AS A CUSTOMER FOR OUR MANUFACTURES. 

Even under her moderate tariff Canada has become the best customer for 
manufactures that the United States possesses, and her trade with the United 
States largely exceeds that of all Latin America, with 56,000,000 inhabitants. 
The imports of manufactures from the United States were: 


Manufactures from United States, 1002 ...............-.-.---.------ $69, 536, 000 
Excess over Giemt Wargemeit 06h SOONE 3. nce enn ce cc encnnnsccwcscccuccsees 27, 000, 000 


Mr.DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman tell me what American 
manufactures are on the Canadian free list? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not know specifically, I 
can probably get the details before to-morrow morning, and if 
so. I will put them in the Recorp. There were twenty-three 
millions of our manufactures imported into Canada, which were, 
in 1902, on the free list. 

Now, then, ‘‘ under moderate tariff Canada has become the best 
customer for manufactures that the United States possesses, and 
their trade with the United States largely exceeds that of all 
Latin America with 56,000,000 inhabitants.” 


| sylvania says the Republican party is not engaged in 
| keeping reciprocity.’ 


| eign trade?’’ 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. MayTI ask the gentleman what he is reading 
these statistics from? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. From the speech of John 
Charleton, a member of Parliament, made before the Illinois 
Manufacturers’ Association, November 10, 1903, and I so stated 
when I began to read them. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not hear the gentieman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Penn- 
: he \OK- 
> I thought that just what the Republican 
party believed in in connection with the tariff laws, whether 
treaties, reciprocity laws, or general laws, was ‘* bookkeeping.”’ 

I have been hearing so long that the Republican party was ‘‘up- 
building the private industries of the country”’ that I thought they 
kept a credit and debit account with every private industry in the 
United States—mannfacturers getting protection, Republicans 
getting campaign funds. But I think if the gentleman does want 
to keep books in connection with reciprocity he will find the books 
are more apt to bring prosperity to the United States in propor- 
tion as he takes the trammels off our trade. 

The gentleman then says, ‘‘ What is the matter with our for- 
Why, our foreign'trade is all right, except in just so 
far as it is trammeled by Republican legislation. What we want 
is to make it ‘‘ all righter.’’ The gentleman quotes our imports 


| from foreign parts of the world, and he boasts about the amount 
| of our imports and says they are increasing. 


This vast market will expand indefinitely. Canada has room | 


for 100,000,000 inhabitants. The question is whether we shall 
preserve that market or whether we shall act in such a way as to 
close it by reprisal and retaliation. 

Now, a great deal has been said this morning about Canadian 
reciprocity hurting our farmers in the Northwest. I want to call 
the gentleman’s attention to these figures: 


United States production, 1900__... in si eee te $369, 945, 000 
United States importation from Canada for consumption --... - 536, 000 
Proportion of import to production, 0.02 per cent. 
~_ : OATS. 
nited States production, 1900. ..........---ceecccceccceenceece $217,098, 000 
Importation from Canada for consumption, 1908 _..........---- . 39, 062 
Proportion of import to production, 0.002 per cent. 
United States production,1900-.- nsec nn ec-ce--ccececceceeee $41, 631,000 
mportation from Canada for consumption, 1908 _...........--.. 17, 148 
Proportion of import to production, 0.005 per cent. 
United States production, 1900__- rae o eee ee eet $98, 380, 009 
Importation from Canada for consumption, 1908 _.............. . 56, 960 
Proportion of import to production, 0.008 per cent. 
—— HAY. 
United ey a, ee » 254, 000 
mportation from Canada for consumption..............------- ° 1, 924, 598 


Proportion of import to produetion, 0.04 per cent. 


XXXVIII——162 


That is a very high tribute to the laws of God as against the 
laws of the Republican party, because if you could have carried 
your Republican policy to its ultimate analysis you would not 
have any imports at all except in noncompeting products. And 
what sort of products are there upon the face of this globe that 


| would be strictly noncompeting in the American market? 
° m L > 


A Republican policy carried to its bitter end would build a 
wall against every article in the world the like of which could 
be raised in the United States. What are the articles the Jike of 
which can not be raised in the United States? Polar bears, guava, 
and breadfruit, and a few things of that sort constitute about all. 
[Laughter. } 

The gentleman would quit buying from any country under the 
sun anything except the things that could not, even with legisla- 
tive hothousing, be produced in the United States. Every dollar 
that we import is a blow at the success of your miserable Repub- 
lican tariff legislation, and is a proof of the inability of human 
legislation to violate always and forever the laws of God and of 
trade. The gentleman says our foreign trade has grown. So it 
has. But our domestic trade has grown, too. It has growna 
great deal more, and nobody contends that the tariff has had any- 
thing to do with that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
will permit an interruption, my recollection of the debates in the 
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Senate last fall is that Senator DoLLIVER, in a colloquy over there 
as to whether or not Mr. Dingley placed reciprocity rates in ‘the 
Dingley tariff, said he had placed and that there were in the pres- 
ent Dingley law reciprocity rates for the purpose of forcing for- 
eign countries to enter into specially good reciprocal rates with 
us. Did the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzEL.} allude 
to that in his argument? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I was not here, and I did not hear 
all of his speech. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
to what Mr. DoLLiver said. I knew of that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. ‘The point I was about to make is 
this: They put the rates in the tariff law, and yet they have not 
entered into any reciprocal contracts with foreign countries, and 
the result is that we pay a revenue and a protection rate and the 
reciprocity rate as well. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And*Senator DoLnIver said 
that Mr. Dingley had told him just what the gentleman says, but 
others have disputed that, and thus that is a question of veracity 
into which I did not eare toenter. The fact is that the Dingley 
bill itself proves that that was the author’s view of the law, be- 
cause it contains a clause enabling the President to enter into re- 
ciprocal relations with a 20 per cent reduction. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Justamoment more. ‘'There was 
a reciprocity convention held in the city of Washington since this 
tariff law was enacted, and it isin the proceedings of that con- 
vention that one gentleman, or several gentlemen, came here for 
the purpose of getting reciprocal trade relations entered into, and 
they were informed by leading Senators here, so the report states, 
that it is a fact that these reciprocal rates were placed in the 
Dingley tariff and are there now. At aconvonient season I will 
exhibit the pamphlet to my friend from Connecticut [Mr. Hii] 
or any other gentleman on the other side who desires to read it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, in conclusion 
I wish to say this, that not all the misapplied figures and not all 
the mere narrow nationalism of the world ean divide the world 
any further than God has already divided it—by oceans, by 
speech, by mountain ranges, and by racial characteristics. 

Men can not live as nations upon any different footing than the 
footing upon which they must live as individuals, and nations 
must prosper and grow and be loved or be hated for the same rea- 
sons that individuals,in dealing with other individuals, prosper 
and grow and are loved orare hated. -Ailthe Chauvinism in the 
world can not change the eternal principle that in traderelations, 
asin our other relations in the world, friendship is better than 
enmity, peace is better than war, reciprocity is better than retalia- 
tion. 

You can not continue always to take and never to give. You 
can not continue always to sell.and never to buy. You can not 
continue always to frame -your legislation upon an assumption 
that foreigners are necessarily enemies and have them treat you 
otherwise than asenemies. .What. is the consequence of all this? 

You have gone on until you have erected a great house, that 
will have to be taken down.very gradually to keep from hurting 
your own people, and yet taken down it must be in the course of 
time, not by us alone, but by all-nations in the world, who are in- 
dulging in the same sort of lawsof corelationship. Every barrier 
to trade, every barrier to transportation and travel, every barrier 
to the access of literature and the productions of art, is a step in 
the direction of keeping the peoples of the world apart,an ob- 
struction in the pathway along which they ought to travel in 
getting together. 

The gentleman may talk; he: may produce abnormal figures, all 
he pleases; but.I say he is standing to-day with his face turned 
backward toward the time when foreigners were regarded as neces- 
sarily enemies, and .when people thought that if they had.any 
trade with foreigners at all everything bought was that much lost. 

It is true also that those of us who are looking the other 
way, whether we succeed immediately or whether it be a long 
time before we succeed, have our faces turned to the future—the 
future when men would rather live in amity than live at-war— 
the time when they would rather ‘‘live, and let live,’’ treating 
one another as trade equals, one buying from the other that 
which the other, with his climate and soihand industrial charac- 
ter, can best and most effectively and most cheaply produce, and 
the other buying from him that which, with his climate and_-soil 
and peculiar genius, he can .most effectively.and .most cheaply 

produce. 

; All the statistics in the world cut no figure in comparison with 
the eternal principle; but-since the gentleman has undertaken. to 
furnish figures for the policy which he follows, I have undertaken 
to furnish the counter figures; and if I had had time to. hunt up 
at my room the things which I have there, lying around helter- 
skelter, I could have supported my proposition even more con- 
clusively than I think [ have done already. 

There is not a shred of fact in the statement that even from the 


The gentleman did not allude 


o 


— 


standpoint of a ‘‘ balance-of-trade”’ economist, except during th» 
few abnormal periods of war time, your reciprocity treaty with 
Canada carried even ‘‘ the balance of trade”’’ against us. [ have 
shown that; and the true test—the growth of the volume of trade 
both:exports and imports—I have alee furnished. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I yield thirty minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. oe 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Chairman, I have always believed in 
reciprocity that did not sacrifice the interests of our home manu- 
facturers. It seems to me thatthe gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. DALZELL] has very aptly set forth the only correct princi- 
ples upon which we can establish reciprocal relations with any 
foreign country. 

The lines of the true and only practical reciprocity lie parallel 
with the great American system of protection to our home in:ins- 
tries. We recognize this asa principle, and in providing legisla- 
tion for reciprocal trade with foreign countries we must bear in 
mind that when it is sought to have any product, manufacture, 
or commodity placed on the reciprocal list it must first be ascer- 
tained whether the interests of American labor are threatened or 
not. But, Mr. Chairman, we are prone to losesight of or obscure 
the fact that what our industries are most suffering from to-day 
is the want of an enlarged outlet for our surplus products. 

There is another way far more potent and practicable to extend 
our foreign trade than by reciprocity. It is by liberalizing our 
drawback laws. 

The trend of public opinion with reference to new markets for 
American products shows that our manufacturers now keenly re- 
alize that production has passed far beyond consumption, and that 
new markets in the foreign field must be found if our workmen 
are to continue to receive adequate employment. 

There is one fundamental principle underlying our tariff lezis- 
lation which, I regret to say, has not been adhered to by Con- 
gress, and which in a large measure is .responsible for the loss of 
very valuable foreign markets, viz., that the tariff was only in- 
tended to protect the home market from foreign competition. 
The protection which American manufacturers now enjoy was 
based on that implied condition. 

Opposition to the amendment of our drawback laws and bonded 
warehouse system on the part of certain large manufacturing in- 
terests has proved effective up to the present time. 

After we have attained all that is practicable under reciprocity 
there still remains an enormous field for the expansion of our for- 
eign trade by enlarging and extending the scope of our drawback 
laws, by amending the administrative act of the tariff, and this 
may be done without disturbing a single schedule or taking a sin- 
gie step in the direction of the revision of the tariff. 

Whatever it may, sooner or later, be thought best to doin thi 
direction, there is no reason why these wholesome provisions ‘or 
a rebate of the duties on foreign materials entering into domes!ic 
manufactures for export should not at once be made. 
It is well known that our mannfacturers have lost millions 2 
millions of dollars of trade and that thousands and thousand 
our workmen have been deprived of employment since the pass: 
of the Dingley bill that might easily have been saved to the peo 
of our country excepting for the neglect of Congress to adop 
very simple amendment to the administrative act of the Ding|« 
ill. 


~ 


> 
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We may ignore it if we please. Members of either party my 
shut their ears to the cry for relief. They may despise and | 

little the honest efforts of those who are laboring to accom))|ish 
needful legislation. A languid leadership may not care to 
wakened from its indolent slumbers nor be stirred to an active 
regard for the public welfare, but the fact remaias that while 
all this inert and stand-pat policy prevails the great ship of bus 


@ 


ness is drifting onto the rocks and our boasted prosperity is fast 
coming to an end, 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer a few remarks upon wat 
seems.to me to be a very critical situation of one of our industrivs 
to-day. With acrop of hardly more than 10,000,000 bales of cot- 
ton this season we shall be facing a cotton famine. Next to fod 


crops of the world, the cotton crop holds the most important place 
The wool crop, the flax crop, and the silk crop might be to! 
failures and not carry with them so.much discomfort and hard- 
ship as the failure of the cotton crop. 

Cotten has come to bea moreimportant- article of clothing thn 
even wool. The articlesand purposes for which it is used have 
multiplied within the last score of years'to a degree which would 
amaze the uninformed or casual observer. Even when found 
combined with wool it is generally to the advantage of the mai- 
factured article. 

It must not be thought that because good cotton is mixed wii! 
wool that the joint product is a shoddy fabric. Trueitischeaper, 
but properly manufactured it is not.less uséful, less enduring, oT 
less sightly. 


Mixed goods of this kind are not tobe classed:with what are 
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called “‘shoddy.”? Shoddy manufactures are generally made 
from torn-up woolen rags which have already served a purpose 
and have been cast aside. Such goods are not to be compared 
with those made of wool and cotton mixed or even of cotton alone. 

It will be seen, therefore, that a short crop of cotton is a great 
hardship. Its cheapness is not alone its greatest recommendation, 
although the fact that it is ordinarily the cheapest known fiber 
brings its manufactures within the reach of everyone. 

More people in the world are clothed entirely in cotton than in 
wool or any other material. The price at which cotton is being 
sold to-day restricts its use in many fields. 

I believe the day is not far away when the cotton belt of this 
country will have to produce 15,000,000 bales of cotton. I believe 
there is no place in the whole world where cotton can be grown 
so cheaply and to so good advantage as in this country, and while 
| regret that the present price will bring distress to the spinning 
industry, I congratulate our good southern neighbors upon the 
great wealth it is bringing to the planters. 

The cotton manufacturers of the world are prospecting every- 
where for new cotton fields. England, France, Germany, and 
Russia are using every endeavor and are subsidizing the growth 
of cotton wherever there is the least promise of a crop. 

While it may seem impossible that the supremacy of the south- 
ern planter shall be wrested from him, it is not well to ignore these 
efforts. The South should stir itself to raise all the cotton it can 
rather than to be devising plans to curtail its production. 

The highest price is not always an unmixed blessing. It stim- 
ulates production elsewhere and restricts its use. The cotton 
States can, if they will, grow all the cotton the world needs, and 
for all time cotton may be king, so long as he exacts only a rea- 
sonable tribute from all mankind. 

Cotton is a tender plant and has its enemies. It is subject to 
the vicissitudes of the weather and the ravages of parasites. I 
believe the Government should spare no expense to study and ex- 
terminate the boll-weevil pest. I should favor any reasonable 
additional appropriation for the purpose. 

The value of last year’s cotton crop, including cotton seed, was 
$565,000,000, and it is confidently estimated that the present crop of 
cotton and cotton seed will yield a value exceeding $625,000,000. 
When it is taken into account that the South adds still further to 
the value of its great staple by spinning two and a half million 
bales of cotton, and by making oil and other by-products from the 
cotton seed, we begin to form some idea of what a source of wealth 
cotton is to the Southern States and to the whole country. And 
let me say right here to my friends from the Southern cotton belt, 
you possess @ wealth there which has never been worked out. 
Year after year we denude the forests in the North to make paper. 
Thousands and thousands of acres are cut down every year, and 
our forests are gradually disappearing. You grow every year in 
the South cotton stalks that will make the paper of this country 
five times over, but you burn it and use it for fertilizer or plow 
it in for fertilizer. You have a wealth there which you know lit- 
tle about. Ihave samples of cotton paper pulp which surpass 
anything except the finest pulp made from linen rags. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will come 
down there and help us manufacture that as he has helped us to 
manufacture our cotton, we certainly shall welcome him. 

Mr. LOVERING. I beg to say that steps are already being 
taken to develop thatindustry. It is said that the State of Texas 
alone can grow the cotton crop for the world. Probably the only 
obstacle to growing a 15,000,000-bale crop of cotton is the absence 
of labor in the right places at the right time to pick the crop, and 
this brings us to the consideration of a question which must, 
sooner or later, engage the attention of the planters of the South. 
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Accurate statistics of the growth of cotton in Alabama, Arkan- 
sas, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Caro- 
lina, and Texas show that in 1876 40 per cent of the total crop was 
made by whites and 60 per cent by negroes; whereas in 1900 sta- 
tistics show actually the reverse, namely, 60 per cent of the cot- 
ton was made by the whites and 40 per cent by the negroes. 

I will submit tables showing this, with other tables to be printed 
with myremarksin the Recorp. Butthe mostinteresting phase of 
the question is in connection with the relative increase of the white 
and colored population of the South, as shown by the census of 
1900. Taking the States of Texas, Mississippi, Georgia, Alabama, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, Florida, Missouri, Arkansas, Louisi- 
ana, North Carolina, Virginia, and Kentucky, we find that the 
white population in 1880 was 5,576,933, and in 1900 was 8,772,950, 
an increase of 57.3 per cent. The populationof the negroes in the 
same States in 1880 was 4,409,210, and in 1900 was 6,061,748, an in- 
crease of 37.5 per cent. 

The cotton crop of 1880 was 5,721,026 bales. The crop of 1900 
was 9,250,303 bales, or 61.7 per cent increase. LIoughttosay right 
here that 1 have only taken what are known as the cotton-growing 
counties in these States, which number 749, and for the purpose 
of comparison have taken only those same counties at each period. 

The white population in these States in 1900 was 59.1 per cent of 
the total and the negro population was 40.9 per cent of the total, 
while in 1880 the white population was 55.8 per cent of the total 
to 44.2 of the negro population, showing plainly that the negro 
population has relatively decreased as compared with the white 
population. 

I have another table which shows that while the tendency of 
the whole population is to become urban and less rural, it is more 
marked in the case of the negro than in the white. The tendency 
of the negro to the cities is greater than that of the white. If 
this relative increase of the white population to the colored con- 
tinues, we will find in another score of years the white popula- 
tion in the neighborhood of 65 per cent of the total to 35 per cent 
of colored. 

To raise 15,000,000 bales of cotton will require an increase of 
laboring population, and the South must look to immigration to 
supply it. Immigration not necessarily from abroad, but from 
other parts of the country, and in immigration, I believe, will be 
found the ultimate solution of the race question. 

It would appear that the comparison of the crops shown by 
census years 1880 and 1900 is reliable. The crop of 1900 (growth 
of 1899) was the smallest produced in the five years between 1897 
and 1902. The average crop of this five-year period was 10,595,070 
bales, or more than 1,000,000 bales in excess of the growth of 1899. 
The 1900 crop was 9,534,707 bales, of an average net weight of 47! 
pounds. The quantity of cotton accounted for in Table 1 for 1900 
is 9,250.303 bales. The quantity not accounted for (284,404 bales) 
is practically the crop of Oklahoma and Indian Territory. The 
Territories have been omitted from the table because of the im- 
possibility of making the comparison with 1880. 

The total number of counties producing cotton in 1900 was 
767,¢ and of this number 749 are included in Table 1. 

The growth of 1879 (census year 1880) was-5,761,252 bales, of an 
average net weight of 454 pounds. The average crop of the five- 





| year period between 1877 and 1881 was 5,333,604, or 427,648 bales 


less than the growth of 1872. This goes toshow that the tendency 
indicated by the statistics of Table 1 would be increased were the 
average crops of these two periods taken as the basis of the com- 
parison instead of the crops afforded by the census years. [Ap- 
plause. } 

@Table 6.—Cotton-Ginning Bulletin No. 206, p. 7. 



















Population. 
ae seemnmeren Cotton (bales). | 
State. White. Negro Number of 
—|- ——$—$—____—__ —_____— ——_$____—________ — ——' counties. 
Per cent Per cent Per cent 
1900. | 1880. increase. 1900. | 1880 increase. 1900. | 1880. increase 
! | ' 

SOU ntnliiinesdhis cavadgsecs 8,772,950 5,576,933 | 57.3 6,061,748 | 4, 409, 210 | 87.5 | 9,250,308} 5,721,026 61.7 749 
xoxas noon aamraies a 2, 296, 901 1,158, 168 98.3 613, 772 389, 925 557.4| 2,505,481 805, 116 211.2 174 
Mississippi -. aes 641, 200 479, 398 83.8 907, 630 650, 291 39.6 | 1,313,798 963,111 36.4 75 
Georgia .... eaaiehe 1,112, 238 772,553 44.0 973, 449 683, 987 42.3 1, 231, 699 813, 954 51.3 | 129 
AlADOMS .. 22 scceccsceseneaeeene 1,001, 152 662, 185 51.2 827, 307 600, 108 37.9] 1,106,840 699, 654 58.2 | bei 
South Carolina .......00...---- 557, 807 891, 105 42.6 782, 321 604, 332 29.4 881, 422 | 522,548 8.7 | 40 
Arkansas Seah bhai decisis devin 944, 580 591, 531 59.7 366, 856 210 666 74.1 709, 880 | G08, 2565 | 16.7 | iB 
NOUISIADR .. . 000 -esecccceecccene 425, 401 239, 709 77.5 484, 498 B49, 747 38.5 709, 037 | 508, 245 39.5 | 48 
baer UNNI ktidticnagncacicwas 875, 660 619, 94 41.2 542, 626 462, 102 17.4 459,558 | 889, 064 18.1 | 69 
ecm sitnenGahaunsene covees 528, 257 417,844 26.4 287,312 238, 116 20.7 233, 961 | 818,718 a 26.6 29 

SOURED v-<u0ip sensiectinttndnps sitio 150, 335 $3,948 79.1 148° 569 98. 606 50.7 61,000 | 52, 936 | 15.2 2 
Missouri cocesawocnacencesiibceccs 152, 809 69, 612 119.5 4, 923 2, 624 87.6 25, 493 | 19,529 | 0.5 | 10 
Keane ae kGhbaaedagghtinne dees 77,909 84,555 a7.8 119, 647 117, 106 2.2 10,789 | 19, 595 | a 44.9 11 
RONUNGR Gs wclivavecedeswecsdects 8,706 6,371 86.6 2; 888 1,605 76.8 | 1, 345 300 348. 3 l 
FPN asd. cancddinisgnnattins 69.1 We Eiciabis ckass 40.9 4.2 [esvsse cesses] asoeneseetenes|acneeenenes lee eae ace haaia 
saeco eines cence ” a 
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Table of urban and rural population of nine cotton States, compiled by finding the white and negro population of all towns of 2,500inhabitants or more (Table 1 
Population, 1390; Tabie 23—Population, 1900) for the urban and sublracting this total from the total population. 
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POPULATION OF THE COTTON STATES: 1900 


Total. 


| Year. . aeaeemeneney 
White. 
1900 
1890 
1900 
1890 
1909 
1890 
1900 
1890 
1909 
1880 


1, O01, 152 
883,718 
$44,580 
818, 752 

1, 181, 294 
978, 257 | 
729,612 | 
553, 395 
641, 200 | 
544,851 | 

1900 1,263, 608 | 

1890 1,055, 382 | 

1900 | 367, 524 | 

1890 62, 300 

1900 5e7, 807 

1890 462, 008 

1200 1,540, 186 

1890 1, 336, 687 

1900 2, 426, 669 

L300 1, 745, 935. | 





10,653, 627 | 
8,396, 335 | 


1900 


2,260, 766 


TABLY® No. 1. 


Negro. 


827, 307 
678, 489 
366, 556 
309,117 


1, 024,813 | 


858,515 
659, S04 


59, 198 | 


907, 630 

2,559 
624, 469 
= , 018 


993, 849 
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Per cent. 


100.0 | 


it. € Bales. 


| 
| 5,755,359 | 


805, 284 | 
963, FAL | 
814,44) 
699, 654 
522, 548 
608, 256 
508, 560 
389, 598 
330, 621 
118, 277 | 


Per cent. 


14.0 | 
16.7 
14.1 
12.2 
9.1 
10.6 
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6.8 
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5 
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6,313,996 | 
5,319,947 


AND 1890. 
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30, 759 
6, 486 
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196, 420 
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488, 171 | 


1,036, 228 
479,094 | 
46.2 | 


Cotton production. 


1870. 


Bales. 


Per cent. 


350,628} 11.6 
564,98 | 18.8 
473,934 
429, 482 
224.500 
247, 968 | 
350, 832 
144, 985 
181, 842 
42, 987 | 
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Urban. 


Negro. 


Bales. 


79,644 
86,6031 
637, 050 | 


249, 552 
29.2 
9.2 


| Rural. 
| White. 


882, 653 
751, 144 
870, 119 
771, 192 
996, 171 
844, 842 
480, 782 
359, 783 
578, 082 
509, 114 

1, 153,087 
995, 333 
338, 765 
52. 240 
470, 980 
407, 404 

1,343. 768 

1, 191, 355 

2) 025, 960 

1, 474, 13 

9, 138, 395 

7, 356, 633 


1, 781, 672 


24.2 | 
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300, 901 
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178, 737 
73,845 
194, 552 
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@ Census statistics covering the growth of the preceding year. 


TABLE NO. 2.—Number and percentage of increase of whites and negroes in the nine cotton States. 
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TABLE No. 3. 
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aCensus statistics covering the growth of the preceding year. 


’The statistics for 1865 are estimated. 


annual increase from 1860 to 1880 employed instead. 


e¢ Decrease. 
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— Nine cotton States shown in Table No, 1. 
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And then, on motion of Mr. McCLEary of Minnesota, the com- 

‘tee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Law- 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the 

te of the Union, reported that that committee had had under 

consideration the bill H. R. 12833, the District appropriation bill, 
nd had come to no resolution thereon. 


ct 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
fol low ing titles: 
2596. An act granting a pension to Frances S. Hopkins; and 
2309. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse G. 
Finley. 
J. HUDSON KIBBE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 29, 1904. 


, That the action of the President pro tempore in signing the bill 

ranting an increase of pension to J. Hudson Kibbe"™ be rescinded, 
that the bill be returned to the Hous se of Representatives, with the re- 
t that similar action be taken by the House with respect to the signature 
e Speaker, and that the passage of the bill be reconsidered, and that it 
ned indefinitely, the beneficiary of the same being de ad. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Speaker will 
consider himself authorized to cancel his signature to the bill. 
There was no objection. 


qi 


ostpe 


ADJOURNMENT. 


And then, on motion of Mr. McCreary of Minnesota (at 4 
o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


9 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV,the following executive com- 


munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 


copy of a communication from the Secretary of War transmit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for payment for property dam- 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting petition of 
the Tobacco Workers’ Guild of the Philippines respecting the 
tariff on tobacco and cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 
Me ans, and ordered to be | printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting reports re- 





md Committee on the Post-Office 


2 and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 201) to establish 


BILLS AND 


“a a port of delivery at Salt Lake City, Utah, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1244); which 
Z said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
4 House on the state of the Union. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 8130, reported in lien thereof a bill (H. R. 


, 13212) for the establishment of Dayton, Ohio, as a port of deliv- 
4 ery, accompanied by a report (No. 1245); which said bill and 


report were referred to the-Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


TAT 
ZINC 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIJ, committees were discharged from | 


the consideration of bills of | the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows 
A bill (H. R. 11402) granti ng an increase of pension to Agnes 
7 B. Hesler—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 10916) for the relief of Morris F. Cawley—Com- 


mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, 





lating to the use of canceling machines in the post-offices—to the | 
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| of the following titles were introduced and seve 


ed by gun firing—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 


Philippine Islands, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
| Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 13210) to amend the third 
subdivision of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 13211) con- 
ferring jurisdiction upon United States commissioners over « 
fenses committed in a portion of the permanent Hot Sprinws 
Mountain Reservation, Arkansas—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on Ways and 
Means: A bill (H. R. 13212) for the establishment of Dayton.Ohio 
as a port of delivery—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 3) to establish a fish- 
hatching a fish station in the State of Nevada—to the Com: 


a survey of the Yalobusha River, Mississippi, with the view to 
making same navigable—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

| By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 13215) to anth t 
judges of the circuit and district courts of the United States to 


2 i 


thereof, and for other purposes—to the Committees on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 13216) to establish range 
lirhts in Niagara River—to the Committee on Inte state and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. HU MPHREY of Washington: A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 120) for the printing and binding, under the dir ; 
the Joint Committee on Printing, of 7.500 copies of a 

| of the Bulletin of the United States Fish Commission for 19 ) 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 121) 
fixing the he ad of navigation on the Mokelumne River 
State of California—to the Committ: 1 Inte lF i 
Commerce. 

3y Mr. BUTLER of Pennsyivania: A resolution (H. Res 
looking toward making the Post-Office Department self 
ing—to the Committee on Rules. 

3y Mr. PE: ARRE: ‘A resolution (H. Res. 233) e H.R. 
7803, for the relief of Andrew kson Mon t ( of 
Claims under the Tucker Act the C War ( 3 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 234) 1 r H i 
relief of Eli izabeth Cramer, to e Court of Clan » the ¢ 1 
| mittee en War Claims 


| relief of suf 
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RIALS. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMO 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, 








and memoria 
‘ally canbe as 
follows: 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 13202) to authorize the Law- 
ton, Wichita and Gulf Railway Company to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across Red River on the boundary line between the 
State of Texas and the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 18203) %o 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to define and punish crimes in the 
district of Alaska and to provide a code of criminal procedure for 
said district’’—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 13 
building in the city of Wauk: 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: 


2 


204) for the erection of a publi 
gan, Dl.—to the Committee on Pult- 
A bill (H. R. 13205) for the 
ferers by fire at Baltimore by rebate of duties on build- 
ing material and suspension of certain internal-revenue taxes 
to the Committee on W: iys and Means 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 13201 3) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act appropriating the receipts from the sale and disposal of 
public lands in certain States and Territories to the constructi 


of irrigation works for the reclamation of arid lands,’* approved 
June 21, 1902—to the Committee on the Pub lic Lands. 

By Mr. GIBSON: . bill (H. R. 13207) to increase certain pen- 
sions in proportion to length of service—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 13208) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Greenville, Ohio—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 13209) to amend 
the act approved July 7, 1902, entitled ‘‘An act temporarily to 


provide for the administration of the affairs of civil 
in the Philippine Islands, ard for other purposes,”’ 
for the more efticient administration of civil 


Vil 


rovernment 
and to pr 


rnme 


Vv de 


rove nt in the 


aul 


tee on Merchant Marine and Fisherie 


By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A pill (H. R. 


13214) to authorize 


i 


appoint stenographic reporters, fix the duties and compensation 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

3y Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 13217) granting a pension to 
Emma Pare—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 13218) for relief of Adolph Wein- 
hold—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 13219) for the relief of 
Warren A. Woodson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 13220) for the relief of 
Sidney J. Wetherell, assignee of A. V. Davis—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13221) for the relief of Edwatd Cahalan—to 
the Conimittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18222) for the relief of William S. McKnight 
and the heirs of James W. Richardson, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13223) granting a pension to Maria Horne— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 13224) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas R. Buxton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13225) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan T. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 13226) to remove the charge of 


desertion from the military record of William Shaffer and to 
grant him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13227) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George W. Barnes and to grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13228) granting a pension 
to Caroline Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 18229) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Otis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13230) granting a pension to Amos T. Rich- 
ardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13231) to re- 
store the name of John Sharrocks to the pension roll, and granting 
him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13232) for the relief of Frederick H. Bell— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 13233) for the relief of John 
V. Mason—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 13234) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13235) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Conser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 13236) granting an increase of 
pension to George H. Otis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13237) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Michael Madigan Dillon and to grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 13238) for the relief of Charles 
Sommer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 13239) granting a pension to 
Ellen Agnes Donnelly—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13240) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine B. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 13241) granting an increase of 
pension to David Deardourff—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
slons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13242) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob O. Stout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13243) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam F. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 13244) granting an increase 
: pension to George W. B. Wert—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 13245) granting an increase 
g pension to Edward J. Disbrow—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 13246) to reimburse 
Robert Murdock for extra clerk hire paid by him as postmaster 
of Logan City, Utah—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 13247) grant- 
ing a pension to Daniel Perdew—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13248) granting a pension to W. B. Cook— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13249) granting a pension to P. S. Cook—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 13250) for the benefit of William 
H. Calvert—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 15251) granting an increase of 
pension to Maj. M. Virgin—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 13252) for the relief of Henry 
Brandt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 13253) granting a pension 
to Lars A. Rustad—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13254) for the relief of Alexander Perry—ty 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 13255) for the ro- 

| lief of the estates of Phillip McGuire, deceased, and Catherins 
McGuire, deceased, late of Orleans Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13256) granting a pen- 
sion to Luzzetta Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13257) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas R. Elliott—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 13258) granting a reward to 
George A. Foster—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 13259) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Albert H. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 13260) granting an increase of 
pension to William Starks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 13261) for the relief of the 
heirs of Henry N. Harris, deceased, late of Montgomery County, 
Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13262) to confirm the title to 
lots 2, 3, 4, and 5, in square No. 979, in Washington, in the Dis 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colum))ia. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 13263) granting a pension to Cir- 
oline E. Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 13264) granting an increase of 
pension to John Travis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13265) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick W. Wagner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 18266) for the relief of the estate 
of Robert N. Blake, deceased, late of Stafford County, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 13267) for the 
relief of the heirs of Levander Jenkins, deceased—to the Commuit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 13268) granting a pension to W’il- 
liam Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 13269) grantinga pen- 
sion to Mrs. Amos Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13270) granting a pension to Joseph Osthel- 
der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 13271) granting a pension to 
Lottie B. Galleher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.SIMS: A bill (H. R. 13272) granting a pension to Delana 
A. Lynch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 13273) granting a pension to Mary C. Quinn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13274) granting a pension to William J. Man- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13275) granting a pension to George W. 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13276) granting a pension to James R. 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13277) granting a pension to William C. Mul- 
lins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13278) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Morton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13279) for the relief of the legal representa- 
fae of O. F. Hendricks, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13280) for the relief of the legal representa- 
aon of O. F. Hendricks, deceased--to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

| By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13281) granting a 
} pension to John Whitlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13282) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert W. Craddock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 13283) granting an increase of 
pension to’ William York—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13284) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel W. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 13285) granting an increase 
= pension to Samuel F. Baublitz—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 
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Ry Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 13286) granting an increase 
sion to Thomas B. Doig—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


of | 
oe VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 13287) for the relief of B. 
K} 7—to the Committee on Claims. 
_a bill (H. R. 18288) for the relief of Chris Deiss—to the 
‘ i+to » (laims 
4 nittee ON Wiaiiiis. 


Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 


13289) to correct the mili 


tary rer 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the Se ee and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


e SPEAKER: Petitionof J. W. J shnson and 70 other voters 
of Casey, Ill., and Mrs. M. J. Wild and 200 other residents of 
Loveland, Colo., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Northern California Indian Association, 
praying for relief for the landless Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian “ATE airs. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Papers toac company bill H. R. 9677, grant- 
ing increase of pension to Senne Wise—tothe Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Ml papers to accompany House bill granting 


LISU, us 


@ pension to 


En ma Pare—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
> Mr. AD AMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Rev. George B. 
seem and 20 others, of P! viladelphia, Pa., in favor of the 


Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Papers to accompany bills H. R. 12911 and 
12912, for the relief of Kelly Johns—to the Committeeon Claims. 

ro papers to accompany bill H. R. 12913, for the relief of 
Edwin Calhoun—to the Commitee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bills H. R. 12909 and 12910, for the 
relief of Thomas G. Williams—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petitions of Alex Carnes and 40 others, of 
Mount Hope, Wis.; P. H. Gunnison and 33 others, of North Free- 
dom. Wis.,and A. H. Connell and 14 others, of Mount Hope, Wis. 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of St. Louis Typographical 
Union, No. 8,in favor of the anti-injunction bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Frank P. Blair Post, No. 1, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of St. Louis, and Colonel Hassendeubel Post, No. 
13, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension 
law—to tl 1e ‘ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 
petition of William H. Hahn and 37 others, of St. Louis, 
protesting against the parcels-] 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Pacific, Mo., in favor of a service- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid ‘Pensions. 

Also, petition of 23 citizens of St. Louis, in favor of bill H. R. 
5071, to regulate the retirement of veterans of the civil war—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Gottlieb Eyermann and others, of St. Louis, 
against the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciliary. 

30, protest of St. Louis manufacturers, petition of Gottlieb 





a Re 
ZA150, 


Ey: 
Industrial Association of St. Louis, in opposition to the eight- 
hour bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of the Georgia Industrial As- 
sociation, of Atlanta, Ga., protesting against the passage of the 
anti-injunction and the eight- hour bills—to the Committee on the 
— lary. 

y Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas R. Buxton—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 
A] iso, 


to Nathan T. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. BONYNGE: Resolution of Post No. 3, Department of 
Colorado and Wyoming, Grand Army of the Re :publi c, in favor 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sio a 
By Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petition of citizens of Noank, Conn., 
against passage of bili H. R. 7033—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 
Also, petition of citizens of New London, Conn., against passage 
oS bill H. R. 7083—to the Committee on the Merch: ant Marine and 
ts! leries. 
By Mr. BRICK: Petition of Almon L. Clark and 42 others, of 
Star C ity, Ind., in favor of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By 


papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension | 


ord of Eli Metcalf—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 


By Mr. BURKE a Petition of J. W. Leet and Joseph B. I 
| and 73 ott 1er vot R. O. Young and H. D. Sprouse and 63 o 
voters, N. C. Nash an me 17 other voter f ¢ n, i | 
Layse and 56 other voters of Sherman, all ‘ h Dal 
| the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the ¢ ! t] 
| ciary. 
By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of ci ns of Brow le. N 
= against the sale of li oe in Government bui gs—t e | 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic 
Also, pe tition of citizens of Brownsville, Ne! in favor ¢ 
Hey barn ‘Dolliver bill o the Committee on tl ad ry. 
| By } \ r. BU RLEIG H: Papers to accompany bill granting a 
| sion to A os T. Richardson; paper to accompa ll grant 
increase of f pen ion to Charles Otis—to the Com tee on In 
Pensions. 
; Mr. BU , of Pr mns) lvania: Paper to a npan} 
of 1 I edntick FH. Bell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memori of farmers of Chester C ty, Pa., in suy 
of the lovmabeer good-roads bill—to the Committee on A 
ture. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Resolution of Grand Army of t] 
public Post No. 370, of Auburn, Department of [lin 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on h 
Pensions. 


post bill—to the Committee on the | 


rmann and others, of St. Louis, and resolutions of the Citizens’ | 


John V. Mason—to the 
By Mr. CANDLER: Ps 
reference of his claim to the 





By Mr. CAMPBET 


on War Claims. 
3y Mr. CAPRON: Petition of Mrs. 


of Warwick, R. L., 
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Also, petiti m of Mrs. Hel 
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Helen Tyle 
in favor of the Hepburn-D« 
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len Tyler and 13 others, 
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he Comm 
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of Warwick 


R.I1., in favor of the Hepburn- Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of W. K. Hosts and 31 
others, and Rev. E. J. Guernsey and 14 others, of Middlebury 
Vt., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FU ‘LLER: Petition of J. W. Dennis and 31 others, of 
Rockford, [il:, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill--to th 
Committee on the Judici iary. 

Also, resolution of the Chicago Board of Trade, in favor of bil 

| H. R. 787i—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Personal gen A League, in favor of t] 
Boutell bill for reduction of tax on spirits—to the Com: 

Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of James MeKen- 
zie and 14 others, of Willimansett, Mass., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Also, resolution of L. L. Me rrick Post, N 07, of Palmer 
Mass., and Henry H. Johnson Post, No. 1 N ld, M 
Grand Army of the Republic, in far r of a serv pension 
to the Committee on in valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Paper to accompany bill to ‘Tease 
sion of George W. B. Wert—to the Committ on In, i |} 
sions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Protest of lannch o at Sang 
Mich., against bill H. R. 7033—to the Com e on the Me1 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of citizens of South Haven, Mich., in suppo1 
the Brownlow bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Resolutions of the ¢ rgia Indi ] 
Association, against certain pending I the C 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAUGE N: Petition of citizens of Marble Rock, Iow 
in favor of a servic -pension bill—to the Committee on Iny 
Pensions. 

Also, letters of business men of Mason ‘ Iowa, 
the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on t Post-Off 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of A. J. Bee and other ler 
Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bi » Cor 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAY: — f P. E. Chelf and 14 r 
ville, Va., in favo yf the Hepburn »( 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HE! DGE Petition of S. P. W3 0 
of Washington, Ik wa, to the passa t 
Committee on the Jn ! 

3y Mr. HEPBURN: Pet is of Rev. L. M. I e, pa 
Presbyterian Chur ind o s, of Seymour, I ’ lof J. M 
Palmer and 51 oth of ( i Rk ] r tl 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill » the Commi on t iry 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Papers to a 1H. R. 11411, 
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granting a pension to Mary Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the general assembly of Ohio, in favor of bill 
to increase pay of rural carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Ofiice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of Rev. William Taft 
and 15 others, of Goshen, Conn.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petitions of J. A. Branson and 87 others, 
of Alexandria, Nebr., and Ernst Von Ferell and 22 others, of Au- 
rora, Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petitions of the Ebenezer Evangelical Church 
and the United Evangelical Church, of Reading, Pa., in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of L. C. Dam and 27 others, of 
Holyoke, Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEVER: Petition of Rev. W. B. Juthes, pastor of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Leesville, S. C., in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LILLEY: Petition of 5. H. Wilson and 35 others, of 
Wilson, Conn.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Resolutions of Kimball Post, No. 38, 
Department of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of David F. Nelson and 50 other voters of West 
Paris, Me., and C. N. Tubbs and 45 other voters of Norway, Me., 
for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


By Mr. RIDER: Resolution of the Albany board of supervisors, 
favoring passage of the Brownlow bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of heirs of Robert Embrey, deceased, 
praying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Robert N. Blake— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the National German-American 
Alliance, in opposition to the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of Dr. C. F. Love and 76 others, of Mc- 
Lemoresville, Tenn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of T. F. Lay and 53 others, of 
Lometa, Tex., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of Mathew Campbell and others, in 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of sundry citizens of New Haven, 
Conn., against the passage of an eight-hour law—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of New Haven, Conn., against 
the passage of anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, petition of T. S. Dewitt and 26 others, of Branford, Conn.., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ‘ 

By Mr. SPIGHT: Petition of Robert B. Fulton and 18 other 
voters of Oxford, Miss., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to 


Also, petition of citizens of Five Islands, Me., relative to bill to | the Committee on the Judiciary. 


limiting the use of boats using gas, fluid, naphtha, etc.—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of R. D. Leavitt and 42 others, of Turner, Me., 
and Rev. D. C. Abbott and 46 others, of Lisbon, Me., in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of B. R. Young and others, of Alpena, 
Mich., against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Burgess S. Hulen and others, of Wolverine, 
Mich., against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Thomas Boughmer and 31 others, of Bay City, 
Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Trinity Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Salem, N. J., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: Memorial of Philadel- 
phia Board of Trade, in favor of the construction of a custom- 
house at the port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of Ernst L. Batten, of Longview, 
Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of Alexander Perry— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: Papers to accompany bill for re- 
lief of estate of Philip McQuire—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper toaccompany bill granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas R. Elliott—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ° 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of Robert Patterson and 15 others, 
of Frankford, Philadelphia, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ 
Association of Milwaukee, Wis., against bill to limit the meaning 
of the word ‘‘ conspiracy ’’—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Papers to accompany bill for relief of estate 
of Henry N. Harris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Cornelius Virts, praying reference of war claim 
to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of residents of Astoria, Ill.,in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. PUJO: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension to | 


Caroline E. Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. REEDER: Petition of citizens of the Sixth Congressional | 
district of Kansas, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. A. Sweet and 33 others, and the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, Women’s Christian Temperance Union and 
three societies, of Cawker, Kans., and A. E. Driskell and 66 
others, of Natoma, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


| By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Bos- 
| ton Associated Board of Trade, relative to reclassification of mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, favor- 
ing an arbitration treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, in 
opposition to bill S. 3571—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Papers to accompany the claim of Thomas 
D. Doig for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: Resolutions of the Boston Associated Board 
— relating to arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, re- 
lating to the reclassification of mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, pro- 
testing against the passage of bill S. 3571—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of William F. Merrill and 42 others, 
of Malden, Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Malden Prohibition Alliance, of Malden, 
Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committes 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of F. E. Hardy and 190 others, of Camden, Me., 
relative to the extermination of dogfish and increase of sea-food 
supply—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the patrons of the follow- 
ing free rural-delivery routes, in regard to salaries and privileges 
of rural free-delivery carriers: Routes Nos. 17 and 18, Lyndon- 
ville, Orleans County, N. Y.; route No. 14, Medino, Orleans 
County, N. Y.; route No. 2, Lockport, Niagara County, N. Y.:; 
route No. 22, Ransomville, Niagara County, N. Y., and routes 
Nos. 36 and 38, Middleport, Niagara County, N. Y.—to the Cou- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Petition of J. H. Williams 
| and 34 others, of Bolton, Miss., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 

bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of R. B. Hayes Post, No. 20, 
Department of West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, in 
favor of bills H. R. 5760 and S. 1716; resolutions of R. B. Hayes 
Post No. 20, in favor of a service-pension law—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of Lieutenant Eames Post, No. 
582, Grand Army of the Republic, of Pennsylvania, in favor of a 
service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: Petition of officers and members of the Citi- 
| zens’ Association of Brookland, D. C., favoring the erection of a 





monument in the city of Washington to the memory of Thomas 
Jefferson and John Morton—to the Committee on the Library. 
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SENATE. 
TuESDAY, March 1, 1904. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E>DwarD EVERETT HALE. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 

‘nes. when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unanimous 
»aont, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
—— RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in response 
+o a resolution of December 17, 1903, a statement of the buildings 
rented by that Department in the District of Columbia, and also 
a list of “post-offices of the third class in the various States and 
Territories; Which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 


ti 
L 


to the Committee on Public Builcings and Grounds, and ordered | 


to be printed. 
JOSEPH BALDWIN AND OTHERS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of Joseph Baldwin and others v. The United States; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS FOR UNIVERSITY OF MONTANA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 121) 
eranting additional lands adjacent to its site to the University of 
Montana. 

The amendments of the House were, in line 3, after the word 
‘the.’ to insert ‘* State of Montana for the use of the;’’ in line 8 
to strike out all after ‘‘ six’? down to and including ‘“‘ twenty- 
seven,” in line 9; after line 11 to insert: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to issue a 
patent for the said land from the United States to the State of Montana. 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘“‘An act granting additional 
lands adjacent to the site of the University of Montana to the 
State of Montana for the uses of said university.’’ 

Mr. GIBSON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8850) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Joyce. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6582) granting 
an increase of pension to Harry Haller; asks a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
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enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of Roger Williams 
Grange, No. 19, Patrons of Husbandry, of East Providence, R.I., 
praying that an increased appropriation be made for the support 
of United States agricultural experiment stations; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of Local Council 
No. 114, United Commercial Travelers, of New York City, and of 
Local Council No. 165, United Commercial Travelers, of Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the present bankruptcy law; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Excelsior Roller Flouring 
Mills, of Watertown, N. Y., and a memorial of the I. S. Remsen 
Manufacturing Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y., remonstrating 
against the adoption of any amendments to the present antitrust 
laws; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Farrell Post, No. 51, of Canajo- 
harie: of Adam Wirth Post, No. 451, of College Point: of A. J. 
Hooker Post, No. 415, of Morristown; of Eltinge Post, No. 212, of 
New Paltz; of John E. Bendix Post, No. 402, of New York City; 
of Bingham Post, of Naples, and of R. J. Clark Post, No. 210, of 
Patchogue, all of the Department of New York, Grand Army of 
the Republic, and of Allan C. Bakewell, of New York City, all in 
the State of New York, praying for the, enactment of a service- 
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Houghton, 
Hannibal, Livingston County, Dix, Watkins, Albany, Rose, Union 
Springs, Kenka Park, Waverly, Ellicottsville, Hancock, Falls- 
burg, Middleburg, Huntington, Elmira, Angelica, Sharon Springs, 
Wa-worth, Mexico, Amherst, Hartsville, Gainesville, Lockport, 
Norwood, Gorham, Naples, Brewster, and Moreau; of the con- 
grogation of the Methodist Protestant Church of Alton; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Walworth; of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cazenovia; of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Smith- 


| town; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 


and had appointed Mr. LouDENSLAGER, Mr. PaTTERSON of Penn- | 
sylvania, and Mr. Richarpson of Alabama managers at the con- | 


ference on the part of the House. 
The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11825) making 


appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal | 


year ending June 30, 1905; asks a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. WapswortH, Mr. Henry of Connecticut, and Mr. Lamp 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had complied with 
the request of the Senate to rescind the action of the Speaker in 
signing the enrolled bill (S. 167) granting an increase of pension to 
J. Hudson Kibbe, had reconsidered its vote on the passage of the 
bill, and had postponed it indefinitely. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


_The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2596) granting a pension to Frances 8. Hopkins; and 
ral bill (S. 2809) granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. 
Simiey, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


_Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of the congregation of the 
U niversalist Church of Cheshire County, of the congregation of 
the First Baptist @hurch of Claremont, of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Keene, of sundry citizens of Conway 
and F armington, of the congregation of the Baptist Church of 
Laconia, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Sandwich, all in the State of New Hampshire, praying for the 


| psychological laboratory at Washington, D. C.; 





Valois, and of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 
Union Springs, all in the State of New York, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of the National Association 
of State Dairy and Food Departments and of sundry manufac- 
turers and distributers of food products in the United States, pray- 
ing for the euactment of the so-called ‘*‘ pure-food bill;’’ which 
was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented petitions of sunéry citizens of Parkston and 
Dayton, in the State of South Dakota, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
eating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of the Metal Trades Asso- 
ciation of Worcester, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called ‘‘ anti-injunction bill;’’ which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Broekton, West 

rookfield, Bolton, Springfield, Sandwich, Amherst, Quincy, 

Roslindale, Malden, Charlestown, Auburndale, Waltham, and 

Lawrence, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Commitiee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Amherst, 
Mass., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the New England Psychological 
Society, of Worcester, Mass., praying for the establishment of a 
which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Charles Ward Post, No. 62, De- 
partment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Newton, Mass., and a petition of Thomas N. Gardner Post, No. 
207, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Nantucket, Mass., praying for the enactment of a service-pen- 
sion law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the congregation of the 


os 


Woodland United Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia; of 


SUil- 


| dry citizens of Philadelphia; of the Mothers’ Council of German- 


town and Philadelphia; of sundry citizens of Susquehanna County, 
and of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Lawrence- 
ville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a 
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Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 


CONGRESSIONAL 


mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of the Conference of the United Evan- 
ge ical Church of Wilkesbarre; of the Epworth League of Dickson- 
burg; of sundry citizens of Beaver Falls, Dicksonburg, Armstrong 
County, and Fredonia; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 


Union of Milton; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Berwick; of the congregation of the United Evangel- 
ical Church of Berwick; of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
Church of Berwick; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Berwick; of the congregation of the Zwingle Reformed Church, 
of Berwick, and of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 
Williamsburg, and of Henry Wilson Post, No. 729, Department of 


Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Milton, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation 


to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the Minnesota State 
Association of Builders’ Exchanges, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called “ anti-injunction bill;’? which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Minnesota State Associa- 
tion of Builders’ Exchanges, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called ‘ eight-hour bill;’’ which was- referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fillmore, Cot- 
tonwood, Minneapolis, St. Paul, and Ceresco, all in the State of 
Minnesota, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Burr 
Oak, Detroit, Pentwater, Gaines, Shelby, Masilla, and Manistee 
County; of the Home Missionary Society of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Shelby; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Shelby; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Shelby; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Cranston; of the Epworth League of Shelby; of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church and Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Detroit; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Ionia County, and of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Saginaw County, all in the State 
of Michigan, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Vanda- 
lia, Fisher, Chicago, Marion, New Bedford, Belvidere, Williams 
County, and Manhattan; of the congregation of the First Baptist 
Church of Quincy; of the congregation of the Christian Church 
of Sheldon, and of the congregation of the Christian Church of 
Fisher, all in the State of Lllinois, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Joseph E. Summons Post, 
No. 111, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Pembroke, Mass., praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massachusetts, 

raying for the enactment of legislation to make permanent tothe 

ndian his title and allotmentof land which has been given toand 
accepted by him in good faith; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Middleton, 
Roslindale, Ludlow Center, Ludlow, Winchester, Wareham. and 


Brockton, all in the State of Massachusetts; of the congregation | 


of the Christian Church of Mackinaw, IIl.; of the congregation of 
the Methodist Church of Stockbridge, Wis., and of the Prohibi- 
tion Alliance of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of the congregation of 
the Free Baptist Church of Meredith; of the congregation of the 
First Baptist Church of Bradford; of the congregation of the 
First Baptist Church of Hillsboro County; of the congregation of 
the Free Baptist Church of Jackson; of the congregation of the 


First Congregational Church of Milford; of the congregation of 


the First Congregational Church of Merrimack; of the congrega- 


tion of the First Baptist Church and Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Milford; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 


Union of Belknap County, and of Hinsdale Grange, Patrons of | 
Husbandry, of Cheshire, all in the State of New Hampshire; pray- 


ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LONG presented a memorial of the Wiles Hardware Com- 
pany, of Cherokee, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called ‘‘ parcels-post bill;’? which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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He also presented a petition of the Winfield Circle, Departinent 
of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Winfield, Kans. ang 
a petition of Garfield Circle, No. 22, Department of Kansas, Gra) j 
Army of the Republic, of Emporia, Kans., praying for the eng 
ment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the patrons of rural route No, 4 
of Holton, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to in! 
crease the compensation of rural letter carriers; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Sabetha, Wit. 
trup, Cawker, Belpre, Newton, Natoma, and Alta Vista, «!! in 
the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liqy 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. — 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of Ellsworth Circle, De- 
partment of New Jersey, Grand Army of the Republic, of Union 
Hill, N. J., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of Samuel J. Kelly, of Trenton, 
N. J., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called “ eight. 
hour bill’’ and also the anti-injunction bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the St, 
Marks English Lutheran Church, of Newton, N. J., praying for 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rep 
SMooT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was refer 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Linwood, At- 
lantic Highlands, Dunellen, Lumberton, Harrison, Hopewell, 
Pennsville, and Paterson, all in the State of New Jersey, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BALL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Seaford, 
Del., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 149 
for the relief of the widow and children of Daniel McDonough, 
deceased; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a petition of sundry citizens of I"lora- 
home, Fla., and a petition of sundry citizens of Interlachen, Fla, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of R. B. Hayes Post, No. 2, 
Department of Idaho, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lewiston, 
Idaho, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

| He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Winchester, 
Idaho, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utab; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
| 
| 
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Mr. HEYBURN presented a petition of R. B. Hayes Post, No. 
2, Department of Idaho, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lewis- 
ton, Idaho, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented petitions of the congregations 
of the First Methodist Episcopal Church and the Presbyicrian 
Church of Fargo; of the congregations of the Methodist Ep 
pal Church and the First Presbyterian Church of Tower City, and 

| of sundry citizens of Fargo, all in the State of North Dakota 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstat 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Citizens’ Trade Aseovia- 
tion of Cambridge, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commissiou; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commer 

He also presented a petition of the New England Postmast 
Association, praying for the passage of the so-called “sta: 


| Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Eustis, 1 
ton, Fairfield, Whitneyville, Monroe, Wilton, Hiram, Freed 
Palmyra, and Bath, all in the State of Maine, praying for th: 
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportati 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committ 
the Judiciary. 


THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS AND THEIR PEOPLE. 
Mr. LODGE. I present a paper on the Philippine Islands 





sus. I move that the paper be printed as a document. 
The motion was agreed to, 


certificate bill;’’ which was referred to the Committee on Post 


their people by Henry Gannett, chief geographer, United States 
Geological Survey, and assistant director of the Philippine ce2- 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
soa was referred the bill (S. 2329) for the erection of a memorial 


si ture at Fort Recovery, Ohio, reported it with an amend- 

’ and submitted a report thereon. 
; ~ \1» REVERIDGE, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3339) providing for the election of a 
eJogate to the House of Representatives from the district of 
a, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
a wos referred the bill (S. 671) to increase the pensions of those 
- «lo have lost both eyes or have become totally blind from causes 
. occurring in the military or naval service of the United States, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6758) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1905, and for other purposes, reported it with an 
; amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

4 Mr. GALLINGER. In connection with the two bills reported, 
ms | wish to ask the Senator from North Dakota a question. I pre- 
-. sume, however, it is unnecessary. 

[| noticed in a newspaper this morning a statement that it is pro- 
posed to place on the pension appropriation bill the bill to increase 
pensions of soldiers who have lost both eyes. I take it from the 
fact that two bills have been reported that that is not the inten- 
tion of the committee. 

‘ Mr. McCUMBER. Both bills have been reported, and it is sup- 
ae posed that both will pass the House. We increased the general 
8 appropriation $201,000 over the amount adopted by the House to 
a cover the pensions of the blind. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But the committee did not add to the pen- 
sion appropriation bill a provision increasing the pensions of sol- 
diers who have lost the sight of both eyes? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, no; nothing of that kind. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9658) to provide for the withdrawal, free 
of duty under bond, from the Louisiana Purchase Exposition of 
any articles and materials donated to incorporated institutions 
established for religious, philosophical, educational, scientific, or 
literary purposes, or to any State or municipal corporation, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 

bill (S. 1379) for repayment of duty on anthracite coal, and for 
other purposes, reported it with an amendment. 
a Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
ie was referred the bill (H. R. 8835) granting an increase of pension 
v to Charles H. Jackson, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


HEARING BEFORE COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 


_Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. Bacon on the 22d ultimo, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthe stenographer employed to report the hearing before the 
; ommittee on Woman Suffrage on the joint resolution (S. R. 4) proposing an 
% amendment to the Constitution of the United States, extending the right of 
suffrage to women, and the bill (S. 2728) to es the right of women citi- 
zens to register and vote for Members of the House of Representatives, be 
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


REPRINT OF DOCUMENTS, 














on Printing, to whom the subject was referred, to report a joint 
resolution authorizing the reprint of certain documents to be sold 
by the Superintendent of Documents. I also submit a letter ac- 





Mr.GALLINGER. That is what the press said had been done, | 
but I thought it improbable that it had been done in that shape. | 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 
OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDENT OF DOCUMENTS, 
UNION BuILpDING, 
Washington, D. C., February 27, 19 


= 


Hon. T. C. PLATT, 
Chairman Committee on Printing, United States Senate. 

DzAR Srp: I inclose herewith, for your consideration, a resolution author- 
izing the printing of 3,000 copies of the Special Report on Diseases of the 
Horse and 1,500 copies of the Special Report on Diseases of Cattle for sale. 
The resolution also provides that reprints of documents may be ordered from 
time to time as required for sale and that the appropriation for printing and 
binding shall be reimbursed out of the moneys received from the sale of 
documents. 

There has been a constant demand, both domestic and foreign, for the re- 
ee on Diseases of the Horse and Diseases of Cattle. These books are very 


1ighly regarded by the people and are desired by those who are unable to 
obtain them gratuitously. As there is no means of obtaining the books ex- 
cept by purchase from the Government, it appears to me to be a reasonable 


request that a sufficient number of copies should be printed to supply those 
who are anxious and willing to pay the cost. 

There is also a great demand from the farmers of the country especially 
and from schools, colleges, and foreigners for many of the small bulletins is- 
sued by the Department of Agriculture which are not distributed free except 
to agents and special correspondents of the Department. The Department 
usually supplies this office with from 25 to 2Uu0 copies of each bulletin for sale, 
which is inadequate, as in many cases 1,000 or more could be sold. These 
publications are very valuable to the people; they are doinga wonderful work 
in assisting in the development of the country; they can not be obtained from 
any other source, and it would seem proper and right for Congress to give 
the Superintendent of Documents authority to order such documents re- 
rinsed when necessary, paying for the same with moneys received from the 
sale of documents. 

The resolution has been submitted to and approved by the Public Printer. 

Very respectfully, 









L. C. FERRELL, Superintendent. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 


| ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


| 


| 


| time, and passed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12220) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and 
for other purposes, to report it with amendments and to submit 
a report thereon. 

I wish to say—I do not desire to put it in the form of giving 
notice, as is the habit of Senators, but which gives no additional 
right—I wish to say that I shall call the bill up to-morrow morn- 
ing immediately after the conclusion of the routine morning 
business. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Maine, who has just made 


| a report on the naval appropriation bill, will allow me, I should 
| like to ask him a question. Will the Senator from Maine explain 


companying it. Iask for the present consideration of the joint | 


Tes lution and that the letter be read. 
The joint resolution (S. R. 53) authorizing the reprinting of 
certain documents to be sold by the Superintendent of Documents, 


= ae the first time by its title, and the second time at length, 
as TOHoWs: 


iy , Be it resolved, etc., That there shall ba printed 3,000 copies of the Special 
x Report on Diseases of the Horse and 1,500 copies of the Special Report on the 

Diseases of Cattle, for sale by the Superintendent of Documents under the 
provisions of section 61 of an act providing for the public printing, binding, 
and the distribution of documents approved January 12, 1895; and the Super- 
intendentof Documents is hereby authorized to order reprinted from time to 
time such public documents as may be required for sale: Provided, That the 
&ppropriation for printing and binding shall be reimbursed for the cost of 
Sach reprints from the moneys received by the Superintendent of Documents 
from the sale of public documents. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 





to me the amount of money that is carried by the bill as he has 
reported it and expects to have passed? 

Mr. HALE. About $97,000,000. There have been very small 
additions made, I will say, by the Senate committee. The House 
bill carries ninety-six-odd million dollars. Very slight changes 
have been made in the House bill. The committee accepted that 
bill, generally speaking, and its total as reported to the Senate— 
the figures are given in the report—is about $97,000,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4673) granting an increase of pension to Rosette E. S. 
Grow; 

A bill (S. 4674) granting an increase of pension to Isabel Ward; 
and 

A bill (S. 4675) granting a pension to Angeline B. Whitney. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 4676) for the relief of Franklin 
Patterson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4677) for the relief of George F. 
Fuller; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 4678) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Paris; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 4679) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel R. Shankland: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4680) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel T. Dixon: which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4681) granting an increase of pen- 
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sion to John H. Stubbs; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4682) for the relief of Henry Brad- 
ley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4683) to provide for the 
erection of a monument to the memory of Maj. Gen. John C. 
Frémont; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4684) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ella M. Ewing; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4685) for the relief of 
Adolph Weinhold; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4686) to provide for the better regis- 
tration of deaths and births in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. lIintroduce a bill for reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and I ask that the bill may be read at the 
desk. 

The bill (S. 4687) relating to the salaries of the President and 
Vice-President of the United States, the Senators of the United 
States, Representatives and Delegates in Congress, and the mem- 
bers of the Cabinet was read the first time by its title, the second 
time at length, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as 


e it enacted, etc 


+} 


, That on and after March 4, 1905, the salaries or compen- 
lel lescribed officers or members of the executive, legisla- 
‘ial departments of the Government of the United States shall 


r 


Che Pres 
of the U 


lent of the United States, $75,000 per annum; the Vice-President 


nited States, $15,000per annum; the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sntatives, $12,000 per annum; each member of the Cabinet, $15,000 per annum; 


Senators of the United States, $8,000 per annum; Representatives and Dele 
gates in Congress, $8,000 per annum. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4688) for the relief of the At- 
lantic Works, of Boston, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4689) to amend the military record 
of Henry W. Dunbrack; which wasread twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 4690) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Switzer; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 54) to permit 
Maj. Thomas W. Symons, Corps of Engineers, to assist the State of 
New York by acting as a member of an advisory board of con- 
sulting engineers in connection with the improvement and en- 
largement of the navigable canals of the State of New York; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment authorizing the is- 
suance of a patent in fee to Samuel J. Brown, a member of the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton tribe of Indians, for lands heretofore al- 
lotted in severalty in Roberts County, 8. Dak., intended to be 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to in- 


crease the salary of the assistant sealer of weights and measures | 
of the District of Columbia from $1,200 to $1,800, intended to bo 


proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 


which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, | 


and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment provid- 


ing that all lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians directed | 


to be sold at public auction for cash, by the act of July 1, 1902, 
shall instead be sold under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, after due advertisement, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KEAN (for Mr. ELKINS) submitted an amendment propos- 


ing to appropriate $200,000 for the purchase of a semisubmerged | 
torpedo boat of the divided hull, subsurface type, etc., intended | 
to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


FORT HALL INDIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. DUBOIS submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That the President be requested to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate 
(S. 2383) relating to ceded Jands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation to cor- 
rect a clerical error. 
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CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Iask unanimous consent that to-mor 
at 4 o’clock the Senate shall proceed to the consideration of 
objected pension bills on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Do. 
kota asks unanimous consent that to-morrow at 4 o’clock tho 
Senate shall proceed to the consideration of unobjected pencio 
cases. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
is made, 


W 
un- 


ion 
order 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the a 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendn 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11825) making appropriation 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending Ju 
1905, and asking for a conference with the Senate on the disa 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate insist upon its an 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and ag 
the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, 
Procror, Mr. HANSBROUGH, and Mr. SIMMONS were appointed. 


HARRY HALLER. 

The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6582) granting an increase of pension 
to Harry Haller and requesting a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment and agree to the request of the House for a conferenc 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, 
McCumprr, Mr. Scort, and Mr, PaTrrerRson were appointed. 

AUSTIN ALMY. 
Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 200) granting an increase of p 
sion to Austin Almy, having met, after full and free conference have ag: 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments 
House and agree to the same, 


OL WL 


P. J. McCuMBER, 
A. J. Fosrer, 
Managers on the part of the S: 


H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON 
Managers on the part of the How 


The report was agreed to. 
TRANSPORTATION OF SUPPLIES FOR THE ARMY AND NAVY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate Senate bill 2263. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2263) to require the employment of yes- 
sels of the United States for public purposes. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is r 
to proceed. . 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, on Saturday I took the floor to 
make some objections to the bill, when the Senate postponed 
further consideration of the bill until this morning. I desire 1 
to submit a few objections to the measure. 

I stated on Saturday that this is a ship-subsidy bill of a \ 
objectionable class, in my opinion. 

In saying that it is a ship-subsidy bill, and that I am oppos«d to 
it because it is a subsidy bill, I did not mean to be understood, 
nor do I now mean to be understood, that it may not be in t 
province of the Government, in the wise province of the Gov 
ment perhaps, to give some encouragement to American shippi 
What I desired to say was that I was going to object to this c| 
acter of encouragement. I object to it because it is a partial su! 
sidy and because it gives an absolute monopoly to a certain class 
of the commerce of the United States. 

If the reply to that shall be that the coastwise trade is a monop- 
oly, I think I shall be able in a very few words to distinguish | 
tween the ordinary coastwise trade and thistrade. _While I woul 
not interfere with the present coastwise trade, and while I do no! 
desire to make any criticism of that trade, I think any Senator who 
will consider for a moment will distinguish the difference betw: 


| the trade in all the ports of the United States we have heretoto 


had and the special significance of a limitation of trade between 
the islands known as the Philippines that bear a relation to the 
Government of the United States which no other section of th 
United States bears to the Government. 

I do not know myself whether the Philippines are a part of tho 
United Statesor not. Neither do I know what relation they bear 
























































SR ae i 


en 


er mh 
TIE ES, 


= 
ras 


rag 2) 





(Tnited States in a technical, legal, and constitutional way. 
i-now this involves a very seriousquestion. The Philippine 
_ whether they are a part of the United States or whether 
-o not a part of the United States, bear a special relation to 
-ernment of the United States. They are not a colony of 

ted States; they are not a Territory of the United States. 
-ofessed relation with the Philippine Islands is at least that 
-rustee, or, we might say, the Philippines occupy the position 
-ard, Ithink perhaps if I would read an extract from the 

of the chairman of the last Republican national conven- 

tion 1 should be able to state what the relation of the present Ad- 
= ation is at least to the Philippine Islands and the people 


I ms to me that is a subject to be considered when you come 
to consider not only the bill that is pending but the bill which 
—Senate bill 2259, which follows on the Calendar—and 





which is, I suppose, a companion bill to the pending measure, 
this bill dealing only with the Government transportation and 
the other bill dealing with all commerce between the islands and 
the different ports of the United States. 


The junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGx] was the | 


presiding officer of the last Republican national convention. He 
is the chairman of the Committee on the Philippines and a promi- 
nent and influential member of this body. His deliberate utter- 
ances at the convention may be takenas the platform of the party 
on this subject. He said, in addressing the convention: 
We make no hypocritical pretense of being interested in the Philippines 
1account of others. While we regard the welfare of these people as 
cod trust, we regard the welfare of the American people first. We sce 
our duty to ourselves as wellas to others. We believe in trade expansion. 
By every legitimate means within the province of governmentand legisiation 
wo mean to stimulate the expansion of our trade and to open new markets. 
Greatest of all markets is China. 
Mr. President, I think thnt will be sufficient to show that at 
least when I say our relation is that of a trustee that is the rec- 

snized position. I know everything indicates that the first sen- 
tence I read, that ‘‘ we make no hypocritical pretense of being 
interested in the Philippines solely on account of others,’’ is un- 
doubtedly true. If there is anything which would prove that, it 
is the present proposed legislation, for I intend to try to show in 
the brief time I shall eccupy the floor on this point that it is in- 
imical to the interests of the people of those islands, and that it 
will be greatly to their disadvantage to apply either the princi- 
ples of this bill or of the one which is to follow. 

[do not know but that we are powerful enough and perhaps 
disregardful enough to their interests to be able to make any rela- 
tions we choose between them and us with reference to cominerce 
and intercourse; but if we do occupy the position of trustee in all 
our legislation, we eught at least to have some regard to the in- 
terests of the cestui que trust, and that is the people of the islands. 

That this bill (and I am speaking now of the bill before the 
Senate) will raise the price of transportation between all the 
American ports and the Philippines, no one denies. Indeed, that 
is the merit of this proposition. And this proposition only ap- 
plied to the Government of the United States, transportation 
would not be, perhaps, a very serious matter; but when applied 
as it will be after the passage of this bill by the passage of 
another, it becomes an important question to consider. 

As it stands with this bill, it will be only increasing the appro- 
priation for the Army and Navy a certain sum each year. And 
in that way it would be a subsidy to the ships that are carrying 
army and navy articles from the United States to the Philippine 


Islands, for of course those ships will bring nothing back, except | 


it may be occasionall} the dead body of a sailor or soldier. 

ae people who are doing the commercial business between the 
Philippine Islandsand the United States are under the impression 
that it will increase the export transportation prices at least 25 or 
vU percent. The late Secretary of War hasdeclared that it would 
increase them threefold, or 300 per cent. 


On Saturday I called the attention of the Senator from Maine | 


to the fact that the present Secretary of War had had a hearing 
lasi week in which I understood he had expressed himself as de- 
cidedly opposed to the passage of this bill and to the passage of 
the other bill, S. 2259. I made an effort by a letter to the Secre- 
tary of War to secure a transcript of the evidence given before 
him on Thursday of last week, and which I know was taken down 
by a stenographer. Up tothe present time I have not been able 
todo that; but I shall make the statement here, upon authority 
which I do not believe can be questioned, that the present Secre- 
tary of War, not only in his report as governor-gencral of the 
Philippine Islands, but as Secretary of War, has expressed decided 
disapprobation of the passage of these bills. 

Ordinarily, I should not pay very much attention to the ex- 
pression of an executive officer upon a matter of this kind, but in 
this case the present Secretary of War, having for several years 


been the presiding officer of the Government of the United States | 
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in the Philippine Islands, is entitled to some consideration that 
ordinarily would not be accorded to any other officer. He says, 
not only as the Governor of the Philippine Islands but since, that 
it will be a great hardship upon the Philippine people, and will 
increase the price of their transportation to a considerable de- 
gree. Whether it will increase it threefold or 30 per cent I do 
not know. Ido know, Mr. President, that it creates an absolute 
monopoly; that all competition-is destroyed with other vessels, 
save those that are registered as United States vessels. 

The hearing before the Senate committee is full of testimony as 
to the ability of the United States to furnish the necessary ships 
to do this work. I do not care to go into that in detail. While 
one shipowner declared that it was impossible to supply the re- 
quired transportation, another one said that there would be abun- 
“dance of it. Atallevents, up tothe present time, according tothe 
reports of the Government officials, with the limited commer 
between the United States and the Philippine Islands, not over 


| 3 per cent of the whole has been carried in American ships. That 


is sufficient to show at least that the transportation of goods will 
not be carried in American ships in a normal state; that is to say, 
in a natural condition of commerce; and we shall give to the 
American shipowners who will do this business some special 
| privileges and advantages. 
That involves the whole question of a ship subsidy, which I do 
| not intend this morning to go into exvept to say that whenever 
the Government of the United States, great as it is, occupying 
| the position it does toward those islands, shall conclude that it 
| 
i 


wants a ship subsidy, I think common fairness and common d 


1 


cency require that it should not grant this subsidy at the expense 
simply of its wards. If we are to pay a ship subsidy to the 
who carry goods from the United States ports to the Philippi 
Islands, it should be paid by all the people of the United Stat 
and not by the unfortunate people who occupy the position the 
Philippine people do. 

The commerce between the United States and the Philippine 
Islands is an extremely limited one. Itisa little difficult to say 
just what its advantage is to us and whether it is of any advan- 
tage. The amount of commerce between the Philippine Islands 
and the United States is insignificant. I have some tables her 


be 


to which I propose to call the attention of the Senate briefly, and 
to put into the Rrcorp. 

While I do not believe that at the present time, if the transpor- 
tation of products both ways shall be confined to American ves- 
sels, there are sufficient ships to do the business promptly and 
properly at a fair price, yet I have no doubt that in due time 
enough ships will be provided to carry on this commerce. The 
| commerce, however, being limited—the commerce existing prac- 
| tically only one way—there can never be cheap transportatio1 
There will be in weight probably five or six times the amount com- 
ing this way that will ever be found going the other w 
| experience of the world has been that, in order to make shippi: 


pps 


) 
lie 
? 





profitable, ships must carry products both ways, or one way at 
least there will be a heavy price charged. 

It is a little difficult to say what this transportation will be. I 
suppose, speaking extravagantly, the business done between the 
Philippine Islands and the United States will not exceed 150,000 

| tons. ‘About 126,000 tons of hemp come this way, and perhaps 
| taventy-five or thirty thousand tons of other freight go the other 
| way. If any considerable number of ships leave New York for 
| the Philippines, and if that number shall be sufficient to bring 
| the hemp to us—it is a great trade, amounting to practically the 
entire import trade—some of the ships will necessarily go empty. 
Ships can not go with a full cargo, because only a few ships would 
be able todo that. Some of them would go entirely empty. The 
freight rate now from the United States to those islands is much 
| higher than the freight rate from those islands to the United 
| States. 

I need not go into any discussion to demonstrate why this is so 
The great bulk and the great amount of weight being from t 
Philippines, necessarily the empty ships going out wil! char 
more than they would if they werefull. At the present time an 
ship, no matter what flag it flies, no matter where it was built 
and no matter who owns it,can enter into this trade. It is priv 
ileged to get a cargo wherever it can, to take it there, and to bring 
back a cargoif itcan get one. It is now proposed to say not only 
that the Government transportation, but that private transporta- 
tion shall be wholly carried on in American bottoms. 

Mr. President, what is the necessity for this change in the law? 
Two years ago, in 1902, this present month. we passed a Dill 
which did not apply the coastwise laws to the Philippine isiands, 
but provided that they should apply on the ist of July, 1904. I 
am not able to say, from an examination of that statute, exactly 
what it means, but I suppose that is what it does mean—that 
| after the Istof July next the coastwise laws of the United States 
shall apply to the Philippine Islands. It was then thought it 
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would not do to apply them. Nothing has since occurred; no 
new condition has since arisen; and if it was unwise to apply 
those laws then it is unwise to apply them now. 

I can not say with any certainty what is the purpose of Senate 
bill 2259. If it is admitted that this is the law, or will be the law 
on the ist of July next, there may be some other things that ought 
to be provided for. 

There has been much said about the value of the Philippine 
Islands to us in the way of trade. The great bulk of the business 
now done between the United States and the Philippine Islands 
is done by way of the Suez Canal. One of the urgent reasons 
given why we should have a ship canal across the Isthmus has 
been that we would thereby secure this great and abundant trade 
of the Philippine Islands to be done through that canal. If that 


canal across the Isthmus were finished to-morrow and a vessel- 


was going to leave New York for the Philippine Islands, it would 
go by way of the Suez Canal. It would still continue to go that 
way; but, of course, if it were going to the northern part of Asia, 
it would go the other way. 

It would take a sailing ship six months to go around the Cape 
of Good Hope to the Philippine Islands; it takes a good steamer 
to go there and return between sixty and one hundred and twenty 
days. The great bulk of the trade between the Philippine Islands 
and the United States is done in steamers, and will be done in 
steamers, by way of the Suez Canal. There are some sailing 
ships that bring hemp, but not a great many, because the length 
of time taken by the trip locks up the investment to such a de- 
gree that the hemp dealers do not desire to be out of their money 
and therefore they ship, as a rule, by the steamers. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate to the increase in the 
hemp trade between the United States and the Philippine Islands. 
In 1901 the imports to the United States were 23,948 tons, of the 
value of $3,478,581; in 1902 that trade had increased to 50,361 
tons, of the value in round numbers of $10,000,000; in 1903 the 
value of imported hemp was $11,338,587, of the weight of 64,990 
tons, or practically 65,000 tons. 

Our exports at that time were in the neighborhood of $4,000,000. 
T shall not go into any of the details in relation to that subject at 
this time, except to say that they amounted to about $4,000,000, 
made up of a variety of articles, including provisions and quite a 
large item of liquors and wines—not much wine, but principally 
malt and other liquors. 

Mr. President, I want to very briefly call attention to a state- 
ment made by the Secretary of War, which has heretofore been 
alluded to, as to the bill now before the Senate. I also want to 
call attention to one or two other things, and then Iam disposed, 
so far as I am concerned, not to interfere further with the prog- 
ress of this bill except by my vote. 

The Secretary of War has written this letter: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 14, 1904. 

Str: Referring to Senate bill 2263, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session 
in response to your request for oncoeneone touching the merits of the bill 
and the propriety of its passage, I have the honor to transmit a report by the 
Quartermaster-General of the Army to the Secretary of War, dated Decem- 
ber 26, 1903,a further report by the Quartermaster-General to the Secretary 
of War, dated January 9, 1904, in response to a request for detailed informa- 
tion, and a report from the same officer to the Secretary of War, dated Janu- 
ary 13, 1904, in response to further specific requests for information. 

The great bulk of freight shippe py the 
pines goes upon the transports owned by the United States. The remainder 
goes chiefly in foreign bottoms, because the owners of foreign vessels uni- 
formly underbid the owners of American vessels. Every opportunity has 
been given to American vessels to compete, and the standing instructions of 
the Department are to prefer American vessels wherever there is such sub- 
stantial equality between the bids as to make it lawful to do so. 

I have no doubt whatever of the wisdom of a provision which shall make 
it possible to do this business through the employment of American ships. 
I think, however, that there is great danger that the passage of this bill in 
its present form would involve the Government in serious difficulty and un- 
warranted expense. The number of American vessels available for ship- 
ment from the Atlantic coast to the Philippines is so small that a rigid re- 
quirement that shipments should be made in American vessels only would 
put the Government entirely at the mercy of a very few individuals, who 
could charge any price they wished. The only alternative to the possible 
payment of exorbitant prices for shipments from New York to Manila 
we — > sending the freight by rail to the Pacific coast, and thence by ship 
to Manila. 

Your committee will observe, by examining the Quartermaster-General’s 
reportof January 13,that the average cost of transporting all classesof freight 
from New York to Manila during the calendar year 1903 has been $11.91 per 
ton of 2,000 pounds, while the average cost of transporting all classes of freight 
by railfrom New York to San Francisco has ‘seen $28.70 per ton of 2,000 pounds; 
that is to say, it now costs two and one-half times as much to get freight from 
New York 6 the Pacific coast as it now costs to get it from New York to 
Manila. Under thesecircumstances, if we were confined absolutely to Ameri- 
can bottoms for this business we would have no way of escaping from the 
payment of at least three times as much as we now pay for this class of trans- 

0rtation. 

. I think the same result can be accomplished and this danger avoided by 
changing the form of the bill so that it will authorize a preference to Ameri- 
can shipping, providing the charge e does not exceed the prices bid by 
the owners of foreign vessels more than a “pecific percentage. 

A bill providing for such a preference in respect of oe on the Pacific 
was introduced in the House in the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress 
(H. R. 14441). It was favorably reported by the House Committee on Militar 
Affairs (Report No. 2348). It had the warm approval of this Department, 
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ar Department to the Philip-' 
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but was defeated on the floor of the House upon the avowed ground that it 
would amount toa kind of a shipsubsidy. (See CONGRESSIONAL Recon) 
vol 35, pt. 7, pp. 6887-6891.) : ; ’ 
For greater convenience, I take the aeerts of inclosing a copy of that pjq] 
as indicating the form of the provision which, it seems to me, would best ac. 
complish the desired object of doing the Government business in such a \ ay 
as to promote American shipping. I should be in favor of increasine the 
preference to, say, 25 or 30 per cent. : 
Very respectfully, 
ELInvU Root, Secretary of Wuy. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 


Mr. President, if what the Secretary of War states is true as to 
Government transportion, the Government having access to a] 
the American bottoms, it will be true, then, when you come to 
the transportation of the ordinary imports from and exports to 
that country. Do the people of the United States want, does this 
Senate want, to put upon that trade a burden of that kind? [¢ 
so, Mr. President, we should do it deliberately. If we want to 
say that every article that is brought from the Philippine Islands 
to the United States shall be at the mercy of American ship- 
owners, who, if they are to do the business, may compete with 
each other, and naturally will fix the price of freight between the 
two countries, why, then, we should go into it deliberately. We 
shall do,this, if we do it at all, in the face of the opinion of every 
official whose opinion is worth anything as to the merits of this 
subject—the opinions of the late Secretary of War, of the present 
Secretary of War, who was the governor of the Philippine Islands, 
and of the Commissioner of Navigation, who has also given this 
subject considerable attention. 

What will be accomplished by this bill if it should become a 
law, Mr. President? 1am assuming that nobody will dispute hut 
that the price of freight will be raised and materially raised, be- 
cause, unless it shall be, this legislation can not help the Ameri- 
can shipowner. So, as I say, the rate must be raised. 

If a.condition exists now in which the shipowners of the United 
States carry only 3 per cent of the trade, there must be a very 
radical change which will enable them to carry it all. There are 
undoubtedly many more than enough ships flying the American 
flag and entitled to be called ships of the United States to carry 
this freight, but it will not be carried unless it is done at a pay- 
ing price. 

There has been very little or practically nothing said in thi 
debate as to Senate bill 2259, relating to trade between the Unit: 
States and the Philippine Islands; and I am somewhat at a !os 
to know what the purpose of that bill is. But I suppose it wil 
be passed; and then, when it is passed, I assume there will be n 
controversy, but that all goods carried from the ports of the 
United States to the Philippine Islands must be carried in Ameri- 
can bottoms and at such price as the American shipowners w!io 
are willing to do that business shall demand. That it will bea 
higher price, as I have said before, nobody will deny, because the 
fact that it will be for their benefit indicates that it will be at a 
higher price. 

We are told that this subsidy—for that is what it is, a monop- 
oly—that this subsidy is in the interest of American shipowners 
and to encourage the funning of American ships. A suggestion 
was made a day or two ago on the other side of the Chamber that 
we adopt what was known as President McKinley’s proposition 
for the relief of American shipping. That does not seem to meet 
with the favor of the party at present in power, but a direct sub- 
sidy is to be made. 

The testimony taken before the Senate committee on Senate 
bill 2259 is, I think, very instructive. Iam not going into the de- 
tails of that testimony, but I learn from it, that there is a large 
amount of American shipping now tied up for want of busin ss. 
Several shipowners so declared before the committee. A staic- 
ment was made that, in view of what they supposed to be the 
policy of the party in power—namely, the granting of subsidies to 
ships—a large number of ships were built, and when they were 
built there was not any business for them and they were tied up. 

It is said now that in justice to these shipowners we ought to say 
to the other shipowners of the world, ‘‘ You must keep out of thie 
trade between the United States and the Philippine Islands, and 
these ships, whose owners were misled by the proposed subsiy 
scheme, must have an opportunity to gather business, and it must 
be done in the way of a monopoly.”’ 

Mr. President, that set me to thinking somewhat about tl! 
ship business. We have been trying for very many years to in- 
crease American shipping. We have been told over and over 
again of the large amount of money we pay every year for foreiz! 
ships. I was told the other day by a member of this body tha’ 
we were paying out $200,000,000 a year to foreign ships to carry 
freight from the United States to other couniries and bring bac’! 
the things that we buy in other countries, while our own shi): 
were carrying less than 8 per cent of the immense trade involved 
in our export and import business. 

It does not seem to me that what we need just now is more 
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bins, If we have got ships, steamers, and sailing vessels tied up, 


looking for trade which they can not find, we do not need_more 
chins, Weneed more freight. That is what we need. If, in- 
ctord of turning our attention to building more ships, ships that 
we (nd we can not run in the present condition of the world’s af- 


fairs unless we give to our own shipping some special privileges 

hat we deny to others, it seems to me we had better turn our at- 
tention to getting more freight. That may be as difficult a thing 
to do as itis to induce American shipowners to run ships and carry 
freicht in competition with the rest of the world. 

I want to call attention for just a moment to the decrease in 
shipping. In his last report—October 17, 1903—the Commissioner 
of Navigation tells us that: 
narican sail vessels registered for foreign trade and the whale fisheries 
h ioereased from 1,004, of 638,700 gross tons, in 1893, to 813, of 361,366 gross 
tons, in 1903. 

| read from page 46 of the Commissioner’s last report— 

Tho decline has beon uninterrupted and, as was pointed out in lest year’s 
report, British and German square-rigged tonnage is also declining rapidly. 


Here is a thing to which I desire to call special attention: 


sil 


All competent nautical authorities agree that training on a square-rigged | 


ship is necessary for the officer of a steamer. Such training is obligatory in 
our Navy. The greats German steamship campanies within the past few 

ws have added several full-rigged ships to their lists as training schools 
r the future deck officers of their ocean steamers. Unless Congress or pri- 
ate interests soon follow this example the lack of competent officers for 
American steamers may soon prove a serious handicap toany development 
of our ocean steam merchant fleet. pee nts ; eh 

In the meantime the abolition of the discrimination in pilotage charges 
against sail vessels in the coasting trade is again earnestly recommended as 
1 immediateand practical method of fostering American sail tonnage. The 
f the Bureau since 189, Pilotage charges are imposed by State laws from 
vinia to Texas on sail vesse!s in the coasting trade. Steamers inthe same 
by act of Congress are exempt from pilotage charges. ‘The constitu- 
lity of the Virginia law has been called into question before the State 
ourts. 

That, however, is not a matter of much consequence. It is 
pending in the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The trouble with the American shipping is simply this: We can 
build ships as cheaply as anybody in the world, I think, and just 
as good. If we can not and we desire to increase the amount of 
our tonnage, it seems to me the wisest thing we could do would 
be to say tothe American man of means: ‘‘ If you want a ship and 
can not build it in the United States cheap enough to compete 
with the rest of the world, go.and buy it wherever you can find 
it, and when you bring it here and put it under American registry 
we will let you run it just as if you built it in this country.”’ 

The testimony of shipping men before the committee at this 
session shows that there are ships that can not now find freight. 





So the question comes to us, Are we to help out those shipowners | 


by giving them a monopoly of the trade? Are we to apply a rule 
to them that we do not apply to any other business in the country? 


Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a| y 


question? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). Does | 


the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Florida? 
Mr. TELLER. Yes. 


Mr. MALLORY. Does the testimony show why our ships can | 


not procure freights? 
Mr. TELLER. Yes. 
Mr. MALLORY. What is the reason assigned? 


Mr. TELLER. They say itis because of the high rate of wages | 


on our ships. 


Mr. MALLORY. In my judgment, the fact that the wages | 
of the masters, the mates, engineers, assistant engineers, and | 


even the mechanics on board ship are so much greater on Ameri- 
can ships, probably to the extent of nearly 80 per cent, is the 
principal reason why American ships can not compete with for- 
eign ships in carrying freights. 

Mr. TELLER. The testimony all shows that you can not run 


American ships as cheaply as youcan run foreign ships. The | 


reason given by most people, not only in this case, but in various 


other hearings which have been had here, is that we pay too high | 


& price, I have something here which perhaps might be worth 
the attention of the Senate for a moment as showing why the 
American shipowner can not operate his ship as cheaply as a for- 
eigner. However, I do not put my hand on it and I will not stop, 
‘or I donot care to go into it. now, except to say that it is the con- 
Sensus of opinion that youcan not run an American shipas cheaply 
as the foreigner operates his. That is the complaint. 
that brings us to the question not whether we are going to en- 
courage shipbuilding, but how we are going to secure profitable 
employment for American ships. I think that is a question of 
importance tons. If we are to build a great navy, if we are to 
spend, a8 we appear now to’be spending, practically a hundred 
million dollars a year for the Navy, building ships every year, in- 
creasing our Navy, we must have sailors, and heretofore we have 
supposed it was necessary to train on the merchant ships of the 
country sailors for the battle ships. Whether that will always 
necessary may depend upon what policy the Government 


13 for this recommendation have been set forth in detail in the reports | 
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adopts with reference to the education of sailors and officers for 

| its war ships and war vessels. 
I am quite sure, Mr. President, that any attempt to give to 
these ships a monopoly will not increase the number of ships, nor 
do I believe it will bring to the shipowners a profit such as they 


y 


expect, for the result will be, in my opinion, that when they raise 
the price of freight between New York, Boston, Philadelphia, and 
other cities on the Atlantic coast and the Philippine Islands to 
such an extent as they will, the freight that now comes here, 
the sixty-four or sixty-five thousand tons of hemp that come to 
us, will go to Europe instead of coming here. It will also raise 
the price of freight from the United States to the Philippine Is- 
lands, and thus put the manufacturers and producers of articles 
in this country which heretofore have been going to those islands 
at a disadvantage as compared with the producers of similar ar- 
ticles in other sections of the world. 

I think this bill ought to be changed in its title and it ought to 
read ‘‘A bill to attempt to destroy the commerce between the 
United States and the Philippine Islands.’’ Itis neither just tous 
as a nation nor is it just to the Philippine Islands. Take the 
hemptrade, with all its advantages, asrespects the United States, 
which I admit now it has in the fact that it pays no export duty 
when coming to the United States, while it does when going t 
England. The difference in freight will soon be so great as tosend 
it, notwithstanding that advantage, to the European markets, and 
| we will be compelled to do what we have been doing until very 
| recently—buy our hemp for American manufactures in Europe 
| and not in the Philippine Islands. 

The bill is neither in the interest of commerce nor in the inter- 
est of the people of the United States generally nor in the interest 
of the people of the Philippine Islands. The trade is so limited 
between the United States and those islands that it will not afford 
any considerable relief to American shipowners, but it will en- 
able a combination of some of them to be made which will raiss 
the price to such an extent that in my judgment it will discour- 
age importations from those islands and exportations to those 
islands. 

Mr. President, I hope somebody who is in favor of this subsidy 
will have the graciousness to tell us why we should especially go 
into.a subsidy in this particular way. I believe that so far we have 
had only a general statement. I should like to have somebody 
particularize and tell us what benefit, what advantage, it will be; 
whether it is simply to be based on the hope that it will give to 





7 


the shipowner a compensatory freight, or whether it is to enc 






age the further building of ships, or whether it is to bs advyan- 
tage given only to those ships, which is to be denied to all s] 
that do not ply between the particular Philippine Islands | 
and the United States. I should like also, if the act of Marcl 
1902, is in effect, to know what particular be ir advantage 


‘ 


» I 
» are to have from the passage of Senate bill 2259. 
Nr. President, I have made a table or two, with some rema 
that are simply explanatory, which I desire to add by way of : 
appendix to what I have said. 


— 


“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to 
the insertion of the tables in the Recorp. 
rr 


+ any * P . sa « » 2.7 vite 
The matter referred to is as follows: 


APPENDIX. 

The voyage from the Philippines to New York or Boston via 
| Suez Canal is about two months by steam vessel. (P. |! 
ing before the Senate cominittee. ) 

By sail via Cape of Good Hope from four to six mont! 
| Our trade with the Philippines is limited to about $18,000 
| and the weight is supposed to be about 80,000 tons. (P. 46,1] 
ing before the committee. ) 

We imported from the Philippines during the fi 


| 496,000 bales of hemp of the weight of about 63,000 tons. " (P. 46.) 
| The value of the hemp imported into the United States from 
| the Philippines for 1903 was $12,314,312; sugar, $1,935,826; tobacco, 
| copra, and other articles to the amount of $212,921, making a 


total of $13,863,059, and our exports were less than $4,000, 
(Pp. 22 and 23.) 

Our exports were mainly from the Pacific ports, consisting of 
flour, canned goods, clothing, hardware, etc, (P. 22, hearing be- 
fore the committee. ) 
| The exports of hemp from the Philippines | 
$11,398,943 in 1903 to $21,701,575, of which we go 
| (P. 23.) 

The hemp of the Philippines isthe outer bark of aspeciesof palm. 
The 1,000,000 bales of hemp will make a tonnac P 126 


as increased from 


ot 


tons, of which practically one-half, or 68,000 ‘tons, comes to the 
United States. A bale weighs 275 pounds. 

American shipping appears to be in a bad condition, and it is 
quite apparent what we need is not more ships, but more freight. 
Mr. Clyde said: ‘“‘ The past year has been a year of extreme de- 
pression in the shipping business.” 


(See pp. 52, 68, and 77, hear- 
ing before the committee.) 
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The ship-subsidy bill that did not become a law appears to have 
stimulated the building of ships. It appears from the evidence 
of Mr. Clyde and others that a number of ships were built while 
that proposition was being considered, with the expectation not 
of making money by carrying passengers or freight. but by secur- 
ing the subsidy proposed. (Seep. 52; also statement of Mr. Jones 
on p. 68, hearing before the Senate committee. ) 

These references are to the hearings before the Senate commit- 
tee of this session. 

Exports from the United States to the Philippines. 








| Carried in 




















Year. | Total. American 
| vessels. 
SOR: oc mn title mainte asco bana ead ies aie | $4, 158, 699 $463, 734 
[EEE o wingeensute dinsnbonmdiigh ahaneiadagkaian sean 4,728, 555 | 741,957 
MDB 6 vicinn cinidsdesntatbaaincabheadamabsscnss abuke ween 4,738,384 | 1,626, 687 
Imports from Philippines. 

SOO scdisenicbbodnm ani cbos cbbiceiceadcinny eee esd deel | $10, 211, 303 $135, 190 
TINY kaccwtininwtsasaunprcpanidainnannnnagicuahadueamaameenee | 11, 338, 587 848, 122 
Character of exports to the Philippines. 

1902. 
etethe. wine, mail Maale Mae on cdc kn cces deni dneciocsaseswsase $641, 784 
Iron and manufactures of steel_..--- otk pickin ac guk poked ianiebclielmccameee 218, 739 
Provisions, meat, and dairy products .................---.--.-...... 177, 976 


Vegetabl 


91,600 | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Wool amt menhulactare's OC WOOL. . cesnicccc accdeceudeeeedsassevecesee 15,000 | 
Hay a ee aie iacem tite hy ta ne ee 156, 760 
COGd Gee COED ncnciecécnceccdbcdetcusdasand ssi Dalia atin ahlaeatbinty totabigee inet tga 92, 760 
1903. 
eskrtOe, BU, BOTe CARES TE os one cme us cones hennsecacee na ieuene 313, 028 
Tron Mii SI TORINOGS OF DUOOE . in osck hice dicen Bose cnenscedccccyndewn 781,668 | 
Provisions, meat, and dairy products ...............-.--..-........- 294,574 
WOE «seca 555i igh ws cate nts da tnaeels dani ge eA diem eeidndautekoh 80, GOO 


WwW 






Dr ere CE WN... kine thin aise aséor> adananemen 


14,377 | 


MAROH 1, 





tains the lead in numbers and tonnage of both steam and sailing vessels, })t 
the United States ranks second in tonnage of sailing ships and third int 
nage of steamers. 

This is an important fact, Mr. President, which it seems to 30 
ought to be noted while we are formulating measures on this 
subject. 

The report— 

That is, the report from the Department of Commerce and 
Labor to which the letter writer refers— 
says: “‘How as Great Britain is to maintain her present position is to do. 
pend very largely upon the still further development of the foreign trade. o 
the United States. If the average annual increase recorded in recent yours 
is kept up, the United States is soon to doa very large part of the wor|i’« 
total exports and imports. When that time comes, the United States wij] 
doubtless have much more than its present ratio. If it is to develop as jt 
should, it will have to have its own ships.” 

Following that statement there are given the figures of the mor. 
chant marine of the principal governments for 1903, and I should 


n- 


| like to insert this extract, as it is an interesting item on this subject, 


The figures of the merchant marine of the principal governments for 193 
are given as follows: 





Sailing vessels, 50 tons | Steamers, 100 tons and 





and more. more. 

Country. neni ~-- 

Number.| Tonnage. | Number. P ox 

| | “s 
Great Britain ........sc.cesde« 6, 839 2,196, 413 5, 929 13,666, 973 
United States ................. 8, 751 1, 454, 152 846 1,610, 466 
NEN PUUIN << cdebere:henkimspuiiatcccniiiacaeen 1,740 767,981 +44 { 3 
EES EERE, 8,005 545, O87 533 742 
ee 1, 449 535, 703 556 129.575 
Germany 914 528, 67 1, 198 2,7..7,463 
a Ni ae il et eee 1,554 517,964 351 714, 87 
ON id nr eee ee 1,515 278,445 594 473,051 
OE cinasnatigce wake eee ae 867 174, 824 99 ‘ 6 
SINT, su cuatnc cicseigubgniaesuantdegalil 1,521 174,624 873 ) ti 

PO aso eee ge tied 911 173, 636 180 32 
SINNED. «ak. on oicscatdene acme W97 126, 135 341 477,087 
SEMIN sino ix teats tain quate ines dhonicteaiel 704 104, 722 304 608, 153 
RINE Sin aces Wacenkinmmikndaemeehe 76 94, 294 403 7 { 
ee ee ee 874 76, 375 1-6 123,597 
ND to ok cca weauanal 278 60, 736 26 », O38 
icin tires a codcadaannaaie 11 51, 886 38 G2, 42 
NER, oo coon alee 163 40,540 93 128 
[Sa eee 120 29,118 224 Ad), 254 
I Se 55 24, 600 3 784 

a RES RE 1i7 11, 794 39 { 

OOO oi cvcdtewuwad aauamene 17 9,691 2 83 
Sa ee Ee 50 9, 165 27 17,200 


BRE CAE OS) oc cccclacswdecspekansiedhWesasibeeseet ~csueoes 205, 399 
CUBE COE, FOG BOOED) oii ck wo cece ncn dp a cthaedan deta s eaten resen suene 206, 167 
Character of imports to the United States. 
1902. 
Unmanufactured fibers—hemp (50,361 toms) ........-.--.----.-....- $10, 003, 954 
NE, TOE 6 citi itn Sceguinnecteenentngeis KbbdinKetsedinn 5,140 | 
I oe neath cncind eee nas Caan eM nee senses oe Sk bien en 73,277 | 
1903. 

Temp unmanufactured (64,990 tons) ..............---..------.---..- 11, 338, 587 
BRITE Se CODD) eine tisdes oncnnnsténcubkasierantnaglcbuatadadh caeede 952, 112 | 
ON a as ahs lecely ule Renee tae a alainte Aun agen eaten Teltvedabindia 45, 162 | 
COOTER, 6 ccc ccncen cncascnsccasessebcaneunssoncecersseberscesnecansesn 9,173 
ET I a oath ie Sc sin aiken dilva enalte Gas Grad new ee mth Ona adage 157, 586 


In 1901 the imports into the United States from the Philippines 
were $3,737,071. 

In 1902 they were $10,211,303, an increase of $6,474,232, or very 
nearly double that of the year before. 

This increase is made principally of the import of hemp. 

In 1901 the imports of hemp were 23,948 tons, of the value of 
$3,478,581, and in 1902 50,361 tons, of the value of $10,003,954, and 





The other countries rank as follows: Montenegro, Roumania, Guate 


| Siam, Venezuela, Hayti, Belgium, Arabia, China, Egypt, Colombia, 


in 1903 the value of the imported hemp was $11,338,587, or 64,990 | 


tons. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The billisin the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I believe there is an amendment 
now pending to the bill; one offered by myself. 
have the amendment read. 

The Pi 

The SECRETARY. 
1 the following: 

And provided further, That this section shall not apply to any particular 
contract for the transportation of the atticles therein described, whenever, 
after due public advertisement, no bids for the transportation of the articles 
specified therein, in a vessel of the United States, shall have been received at 
reasonable rates, 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, this amendment coutains pre- 
cisely the principle of the amendment which on Saturday after- 
noon last was suggested by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae] 


It is proposed to insert at the end of section 


I should like to | 


Domingo, Liberia, Bolivia, Tunis, Bulgaria, Costa Rica, San Salvador, ‘ 
> hen ep arma Honduras, Persia, Uruguay, Corea, Zanzibar, Morocco, and 
pervia. 

I would also advert to the fact, Mr. President, that the num)er 
of Americans who are engaging in sea life shows a constant pr 
gression. This is an indication that we have reached a period in 
our Civilization when our younger men and those who are wi! 
out employment are more and more likely to take to the sea. 

On page 28 of the annual report of the Commissioner of Navi- 
gation to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, which is 
tained in House Document No. 14 of the present session of («n- 
gress, we are furnished with a table showing the nationality : 
the men who are shipped on American vessels. This table, which 


| | also desire to have inserted in my remarks, shows that since 


RESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. | 


to meet the views which were then being expressed by the Sena- | 


tor from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], and it is drawn nearly in the lan- 
guage of the recommendation of the late Secretary of War, Mr. 
Root. 


it is acted upon. 

Mr. President, it does not appear from our present reports as to 
the merchant marine of the United States that it is in quite so 
desperate a condition as might be inferred from some remarks 
that have been made concerning this bill. The latest intelligence 
that I have derived on this subject is in a letter in the New York 
Herald which was published on Sunday last, and the views ex- 
pressed in that letter are not without interest in reference to this 
bill. In that letter it is stated: 


American merchant marine shows up somewhat better in a report just 
published by the Department of Commerce and Labor than would be ex- 
pected from the arguments of ship-subsidy advocates. Great Britain main 


I do not see the Senator from Maine in his seat at this | 
moment, and I should prefer that he be in the Chamber before | 


1894 the Americans who are thus engaged have grown in number 
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There are other items here and there in the story of our mer- 

hant marine which show that it is by no means a hopeless de- 

~+ment of our national industry and commerce. On page 7 of 
same report of the Commissioner of Navigation it is said: 

documented tonnage of the United States on June 30, 1908, for the 

eect time in our history exceeded 6,000,000 gross tons register, comprising 

Lon voesels. of 6,087,345 gross tons. These figures do not include 1,828 yachts, 

: 99) gross tons, Which, of course, are not engaged in trade, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir- | 
cinia yield to the Senator from Maine? 

~ Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator if he is aware that this increase 
in tonnage and seamen for the last few years is entirely in the 
eoastwise trade. There has not been laid the keel of a ship to be 
engaged in the foreign service, outside of the coasting trade, for 
the last three years. The tonnage is dwindling and the number 
men employed is dwindling; but in the coasting trade, which we | 
protect and from which we exclude all other people, there is a 
large, a constant, a gratifying increase. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, no nation can increase in every- 
thing and in every distinctive feature of everything at the same 
time. Jam aware of the facts which are stated in the report of 
the Commissioner of Navigation fot the most part, and I have | 
my eye at this time upon what the Commissioner states as to this | 
increase in tonnage. He says: 

The entire increase of American shipping during the decade has thus been 
employed in the improvement of domestic transportation facilities, * * * 
About one-half of our increase in tonnage— 

He adds: 


has been on the Great Lakes. 


Then he adds this, which is not exactly in line with the observa- 
tion of the Senator from Maine: 

Our shipping on the Pacific has increased more rapidly than on the Atlantic 
in consequence of growing trade with Alaska, Hawaii, and the East. The 
figures for the Atlantic coast include vessels employed on the Hudson, Dela- 
ware, Susquehanna, and other large rivers of that seaboard. 

Mr. HALE. That is coastwise trade. 

Mr. DANIEL. Now, it is true that some of our trade with the 
East is coastwise trade in a certain sense. Itis true also that our 
trade with Alaska and Hawaii is counted in the coastwise trade; 
but the fact appears that American shipping is advancing on these | 
lines; that more and more men in this country are going into the | 
business of the sea, and that the tendencies of our civilization are | 
such that we are approaching that stage in the evolution of this 
branch of our commerce when we the more and more expect an 
advance in sea progress on all lines of maritime industry. 

There is a comparison on page 9 of the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Navigation as to the number of vessels and as to the 
gross tonnage of vessels in the years 1902 and 1903. 
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Comparison of 1902 and 1903. 
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From this comparative table it will be seen that the year 1903 


showed an aggregate gain in the number of vessels engaged in | 


sea commerce of 152. It shows, also, that in some sections or de- 
partments of that commerce there was a loss in the number of 


vessels. To indicate: In 1902 there were 3,172 vessels engaged on | 


the northern lakes, while in 1903 there were only 3,110, showing 
a loss of vessels on the Great Lakes of 62. But on the Atlantic 
and Gulf coasts there was a gain from 17,040 to 17,218 in vessels, 
and a gain in gross tonnage of the difference between 2,978, 
and 3,149,711. 

The shifting currents of commerce, the wars that occur in the 
world, the acquisitions, by one country or another, of additional 
territory, the movements of armies and fleets will, of course, to a 
certain extent, and in more or less degree, show a constant fluc- 
tuation in the commerce that follows them. But the main facts | 
to which I call attention are these: First, that more and more | 
Americans are going into sea service; that there are three times as 
many shipped in the current period as were shipped ten years ago. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Maine {Mr. HALE] says that 
the reason of the increase in the new vessels on the Pacific coast 
is the fact that the builders of those vessels were anticipatiny a | 
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subsidy from Congress. In other words, the proposition to Con- 
gress is through this bill to make good the losses in a speculative 
venture. It would be just as correct to declare that we ought to 
make good the losses of those who embarked their investments in 
the collapsed shipping trust of New York as to predicate legisla- 
tion in Congress upon the alleged or the real anticipations of those 
who are calculating upon Congressional favor. 

This is simply one of the accidents of life. A farmer may pitch 
his crops, anticipating that there is going to be a war next year 
and that the price of cereal products and other produce of the 
farm is going to be very high. Congress is under no obligation 
to make war next year in order to foot his losses, nor to go out of 


| the regular course of legislation to meet those losses by giving 


him a benefaction. It is no part, as it seems to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, of the just and appropriate functions of legislation to have 
the Congress of the United States employed as freight agents of 
either railroads or of maritime lines. 

Supply and demand, the wants of the world and the competi- 
tions of the world, must more or less forever enter into those con- 


| cerns, and the future will be more easily read by those who are 


projecting their investments toward them and more correctly 
weighed and measured if Congress lets them take the natural 
course than by the interjection here and there of propositions or 
of laws to fix them in a particular way at preferred rates f 
ferred pec »ple. 

I will ask the attention of the Senator from Maine now to the 
amendment that is pending. The debate on Saturday, while it 
consumed a number of hours in the Senate, was not wholly dis- 
advantageous. It led at least to a modification of opinion on the 
part of the Senator from Maine, and perhaps, as was indicated, of 
others. respecting the propositions contained in the second section 
to suspend 


r pre- 


this law. 
The distinction between giving the President the power to sus- 
pend the law and making the law itself operate in order to con- 


| form its application to a particular state of facts is a very broad 
| and, it would seem to me, a very visible distinction. 


If Congress 
were to enact that the Secretary of War should buy a thousand 
horses for the purpose of hauling trains across the great plains, 
or anywhere else, but were to provide that in the event those 
horses could not be purchased at a reasonable price the goods and 
wares which were to be consigned to the wagons they were to 
haul should be given a different direction of freightage, there 
would be no authority given to anybody to suspend a law. There 
would be authority given to the Secretary of War to determine 
whether or not he could purchase certain goods at a reasonable 
lf he could not purchase them at that rate, the law would 
go on and take its effect, just as Congress provided, and if they 
could be purchased at a reasonabie rate, so, also, the law would 
still apply. 
So itis no invasion of the rights and exclusive privilege o 

Congress in the field of legislation to provide that "e 


L 
iL 


an executly 


| officer shall exercise his discretion as to the reasonableness of a 
certain line of conduct or as to the reasonableness of a certain 
price, and predicate the operation of the law upon the contingen- 


cies of his decision. 

Therefore I ask the attention of the Senator from Maine to this 
amendment, the principle of which I think he consented to on 
Saturday afternoon. If the bill is amended as he then suggested, 
there will be no use for this amendment. If he accepts this 
amendment, the subsequent suggestion as to the reasonableness 
of price becomes inapplicable. It is a mere question as to which 
is perhaps the better phrase to meet the object in view. 

I care nothing about the amendment which | 
the principle is adopted anywhere else in the bill, and if it hi 
been adopted I will withdraw the amendment; if not, I will ask 
for a vote uponit. In this respect I ask the attention and the in- 
formation of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I think asa result of the suggestions and the col- 
loquies between Senators on Saturday we have not only a better 
bill, but a good bill. I have no pride in the other bill, which the 
Senator refers to. which was reported from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. The subject-matter more distinctly, perhaps, be- 
longs to the Committee on Commerce, becanse, while it 


have offered if 


)- 


Ss pl 
visions are to be carried out by the War and Navy Departments, 
the subject-matter is transportation—commerce—a matter in the 
purview of the Committee on Commerce instead of the Commit- 


tee on Naval Affairs or the Committee on Military Affairs. 

As I think the same features are found in the bill as we per 
fected it Saturday, I should prefer to pass this bill rather than to 
take the bill which I reported. I think it was a wise suggestion, 
as Isaid atthe time. It was asuggestionthat had struck the law- 
yers upon both sides. It does not transfer the legislative power 
to the President, but leaves it for him to decide as to certain mat- 
ters of fact upon which the law shall be invoked, Of course, 
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practically that discretion will be conveyed to the heads of the 
two Departments that conduct this transportation, but it will be 
technically an executive act by the President. 

Therefore I say to the Senator, appreciating his suggestion that 
he will prefer to take my bill, that on the whole, considering that 
this bill came from the Committee on Commerce, I prefer its pas- 
sage rather than to substitute my own bill for it. 

Mr. DANIEL. The copy of the bill which I have before me 


seems to contain the amendments that have been adopted, but I | ambiguity about the bill in the fourth line, page 2, in the phrasg 


do not perceive any phrase that seems to embody the amendment to 
which the Senator spoke on Saturday afternoon. 


Mr. HALE. Perhaps the Senator has not the last print. There | 


are two prints. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to have the last print of the bill 
sent to me. 

Mr. HALE. Here is one, Mr. President. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think I havethe last print. Iremember very 
distinctly the Senator from Maine on Saturday afternoon assented 
to the proposition that the reasonableness of the freight price 
should be fixed. 

Mr. HALE. Westruck out after “‘ Navy,” in line 7, ‘‘ but this 
section shall not be construed to prohibit the transportation of 
such articles by any vessel owned by any Department of the 
Government ”’ 

Mr. DANIEL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HALE. And inserted: 


Unless the President shall find that the rates of freight charges by said 
vessels are excessive and unreasonable. 

Then the question was raised, if he did find that what course 
he would pursue in conducting the business, and upon a sugges- 
tion by a Senator upon the other side, I added the words, ‘‘in 
which case contract shall be made under existing law.”’ 

That was more a matter of course; it would follow as a matter 
of principle; but it was done out of a great measure of precau- 
tion, so that the President should not find himself tied up and 
not able to make any contracts. The Senator will recollect (I 
think he was here at that time) there was considerable discus- 
sion, and what might more properly be called ‘‘colloquy,’’ between 
Senators. 

Mr. DANIEL. I perceive those words in the last print. 

Mr. HALE. SolI think everything the Senator wants is covered. 

Mr. DANIEL. Though I shall make no aggressive point about 
it, at least I would have preferred that the aspect of the reasona- 
bleness of charges had been put in the opposite light from which 
it was. It requires here that “‘the President shall find that the 
rates of freight charges by said vessels are excessive and unrea- 
sonable, in which case contracts shall be made under existing 
law.’’ I would have preferred that the other face of the question 
should have been turned and that it should have simply been pro- 
vided that the President should so send freight, provided the 
charges were reasonable, leaving the burden upon those who 
make the charges to show their reasonableness. But I shall 
make no further question about it, as I think the spirit of fair 
concession has justly prevailed, at which I am, of course, gratified. 

Mr. HALE. Iam obliged to theSenator. I hope we may have 
& Vote now. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there are no further amend- 
ments as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to 
the Senate. 

Mr. CARMACK. Is there a pending amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no pending amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CARMACK. What became of the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]? 

Mr. HALE. It was withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was withdrawn. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ioffer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee will be read. 

The Secretary. At the end of section 1 add the following: 

—_ provided, That none but citizens of the United States are employed on 
gach vesse:.s, 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question and declared 
that by the sound the “‘ noes ’* had it. 

Mr. HALE. I call fora division. Doesthe Senator from Ten- 
nessee desire to discuss the amendment? 

Mr. CARMACK. No; I do not want to discuss the amendment; 
neither do I want to disclose the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. HALE. Then we shall have to have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CARMACK, Isay Ido not want to disclose the absence 
of a quorum. 

Mr. HALE. There is a quorum in the building undoubtedly. 
Senators are at their lInnch now. 

Mr. CARMACK. But I want to have the amendment carried. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Chair put the vote again. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will again put the 
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| question. The question is on agreeing to the motion to lay the 
amendment of the Senator from Tennessee on the table. 

| ‘The motion was not agreed to. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate refuses to lay on 

| the table the proposed amendment. : 

Now the question comes up on the amendment. 
Mr. DANIEL. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine a loca] 

| question. It has been suggested to me that there may be some 

| ** ander existing law.’’ 

Mr. HALE. I had thought of that. 

Mr. DANIEL. I merely make the suggestion that it shall read: 


| In which case contracts shall be made with vessels of any other count: y 
Mr. HALE. I would not want to insert that. If there is an 


according to existing law. 


| doubt about the effect of the words ‘‘ under existing law,” t! 
| can be changed, but I will say to the Senator we are continual 
| making provisions of this kind, and the construction is tha 
| “ under existing law’’ means the law as it exists before the pas- 
| sage of this bill. 
Mr. DANIEL. That is what I assumed to be meant. 
| Mr. HALE. Then, Mr. President, as suggested by the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], if we strike out section 4 that would 
| save all possible question. So it would be under existing law 
| which does, without our asserting it in form, provide that the 
| contract shall be made on bids without any restriction. 
| Mr. DANIEL. What is the objection to inserting “ vessels of 
| any other country?’”? That makes it plain what Congress intends 
to do. 
Mr. HALE. 


1 


y 
it 
y 
t 


I do not desire to put that in the bill. 
Mr. BERRY. ‘‘ The law as it now exists.” 
Mr. HALE. ‘“ The law as it now exists’’ does include that. 
Mr. DANIEL. I understand it does, and that is the reason 
| — I thought we might as well express what the law designed 
to do. 
Mr. BERRY. If theSenator will permit me,I suggest that the 
| word be transposed and that we say “ as the law now exists.”’ 
Mr. HALE. ‘‘ Made under the law as it now exists.”’ 
| a BERRY. ‘As it now exists.”” That would cover every- 
| thing. 
| Mr. HALE. There isno objection to that. 
| the law as it now exists.”’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| ifies his amendment. The modification will be stated. 
| The SecreTary. On page 2, line 4, after the word “ under,” 
| strike ont ‘‘ existing law ’’ and insert ‘‘ the law as it now exists.” 
| The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment is agreed to. 
| Mr. PATTERSON. I would ask the Senator from Maine a 
| question. I call the attention of the Senator from Maine to the 
| third line of the first section, and ask him whether, after the 
| words *‘ or belonging,” the words “‘ or chartered by” should not 
be inserted, so that it will read: 
That vessels of the United States or belonging to or chartered by the 
United States. 
| Mr. HALE. That would precisely defeat the object of the bill, 
| because it would authorize them, impliedly at least, to charter 
| vessels of any kind. Now, we do not want todo that. We want 
this transportation to be either in Government vessels which the 
| Department owns or in American vessels engaged in trade. We 
| do not want the Department to have the discretion. You muay 
| say ‘‘ vessels of the United States chartered or belonging to the 
| United States.’’ There is no objection to that, but we do 1 
| want to leave open the opportunity for the Department: to char- 
| ter foreign ships. Still, practically, I will say to the Senator, and 
I see what he has in his mind—— 
Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that the 
term ‘‘ vessels of the United States” has a technical meaning. 
| Mr. HALE. Yes. at 
Mr. BACON. It does not mean vessels owned by the United 
States. 
Mr. HALE. It does not. 
| Mr. BACON, It is found under the navigation laws, and mea 
| vessels of American registry. 
Mr. HALE. The Senator from Iowa brought that point ou‘ 
the other day very clearly. 
Mr. BACON, I beg pardon; I did not know that. 
Mr. HALE. That is the reason why I suggested “or belong 
ing to the United States.”” So I think it is all covered. 
r. PATTERSON. I wish to suggest to the Senator from 
Maine that not infrequently the United States charters vessels {01 
| the transportation of troops. I discovered in the letter from the 
Secretary of War that much of the supplies for the army in the 
Philippines were carried there by chartered vessels, but the 
greater bulk were carried under what they called ‘‘ contracts;”’ that 
is, carried by the ordinary form of contracts on ordinary mer- 
chant vessels. The Government frequently charters vessels for 
the transportation of troops, Itmight charter them for the trans- 
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portation of horses and things of that kind. It seems to me that 
; some such case where the vessel is chartered by the United 
States for army purposes, upon that vessel the Government might 
transport supplies for the Army or the Navy. That is the mat- 
er 1 have in mind. oe : 
“Mr. HALE. There is no special objection to that. Still, I 
think we have covered practically.all the case. The charter of 
vessels has disappeared in the Departments, and all American 

hips that are used are those that are owned by the Government. 
The ships, aside from what is already covered by this bill, have to 
be chartered. 

That vessels of the United States, or belonging to the United States, and 

‘thers, shall be employed in the transportation by sea of coal, provisions, 
ider, or supplies of any description. 

That is all done, I will say to the Senator, by the Department 
in chartering. The transportation takes the form of a charter, 
and is covered entirely by the two propositions, one of which was 
suggested by the Senator from Iowa the other day, as the vessels 
of the United States have a technical meaning, those that are 
registered by us, American vessels. All the rest is covered. It 
has got to be done by chartering. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Those are registered vessels in foreign 
trade, but I have in mind an emergency which might arise for the 
transportation of troops, and the vessels owned by the United 
States might not be sufficient to meet the requirement. Now, 
then, it might be quite desirable to transport supplies in connec- 
tion with troops upon chartered vessels which would not be owned 
by the United States. Under the bill as it now stands it would 
be unlawful to place supplies for the Army on such a vessel. 

Mr. HALE. It would if it was a foreign vessel, but if it is 

Mr. PATTERSON. I beg pardon. Suppose an emergency re- 
quires the Government to charter foreign vessels for the removal 
of troops, why should not the Government in a case of that kind 
be permitted to carry on such vessels supplies for the Army? 

Mr. HALE. That is all covered by the proviso. If in an 





emergency the President finds there are not enough vessels bid at | 


a reasonable rate for the carrying of all the freight he wants, 
then he acts under the provisions of existing law. If he finds 
enough to do the business at reasonable rates, then he must take 
American ships. It was substituted, I will say to the Senator, at 
the suggestion of Senators on his side of the Chamber for the 
other provision, that the President might in an emergency hold 
up this bill. This provision is intended to cover and does cover 
all that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me call the attention of the Senator to 
the provision in the second section of the bill as it was reported: 

That the President of the United States may from time to time suspend, 
in whole or in part, section 1 of this act whenever, in the interests of the na- 
tional defense or for the protection of the interests of the Government, such 
suspension may seem to him desirable. 

I could understand if section 2 remained in the act that then, 
in the event of an emergency, the Government might carry sup- 
plies for the Army upon chartered vessels; but having stricken 
out section 2, I suggest, in the best of faith, it would be impos- 
sible for the Government to do that, and that can be remedied by 
the reinstatement of section 2. Why should not section 2, as re- 
ported from the committee, continue to be a part of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. Senators objected to that because it was trans- 
ferring the lawmaking power to the President, and we substituted 
this provision. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I recall that ground. 
might be modified so as to evade that objection. 

_Mr. HALE. 
tical difficulty arising is covered by this proviso. If the President 
finds for any reason that he can not get the transportation needed 
at reasonable prices in American vessels, then he falls back upon 
existing law and has to charter foreign vessels. 

_Mr. PATTERSON. I can only say that under the language of 
the act as it now is, ‘‘ that vessels of the United States, or belong- 


ing to the United States, and no others, shall be employed ”’ for | 
this specific purpose, the only exception being in the event the | 


charges are found to be unreasonable or excessive, if the Govern- 
meut observed the law it could not carry supplies for the Army 
upon vessels that it had chartered for any purpose whatsoever. 
It might ignore the law under the plea of public necessity, but it 
—— be compelled to do it under the wording of the law as it 
stands now. 

Mr. HALE. Ithink the wording of the law covers that entirely. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That isa difference of opinion. I will not 
offer an amendment, because I realize that if it is objected to by 
the Senator it will be voted down. 

Mr. HALE. What is the pending question, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK]. 

Mr. HALE. Let us havea vote directly upon that amendment 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 


| therefore withhold my vote. 


| North Carolina [Mr. Summons]. 


| 





| 
| 
| 
| 


Yet the section | 


Iam entirely certain that the point of any prac- | 





ment offered by the Senator from Tennessee. 
tion.] By the sound the ‘‘ayes”’ have it. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when Mr. DOLLIVER’s name wascalled). Ide- 
sire to state that my colleague [Mr. DoLLIvER] is necessarily ab- 
sent. I think he is paired, with whom I do not know. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired on 
this bill and all amendments with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). I should like to 
inquire whether the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] is re- 
corded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has not voted. 

Mr. QUARLES. Ihave a general pair with that Senator, and 
If he were here, I should vote 


[Putting the ques- 


The Chair is informed that he 


ee nay.”’ 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair 
with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. Tariarrrro]. I will 
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Do.ur- 
VER], and vote. I vote “‘ nay.’’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUARLES. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] to the junior Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. PenRosE], and will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. CLAPP. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
I observe that he is absent. If 
he were present, [ should vote *‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have a general pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from Montana [Mr. CLarkK]. Itransfer that pair to the senior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Burton], and vote. I vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. CARMACK. I have a general pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. I transfer that pair to my 
colleague [Mr. BATE], and vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas (after having voted in the affima- 
tive). Lam paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MILuarp]. 
I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. KEARNS (after having voted in the negative). I havea 
general pair with the junior Senator from Montana [Mr. Grsson]. 
I transfer that pair to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY], and will let my vote stand. 

Mr. CLAPP. Iam paired with the junior Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Summons]. If a transfer can be arranged, I will 
vote. I have not kept track of pairs so to know whether one can 
be arranged or not. 

Mr.HALE. TheSenator can arrange a transfer with the junior 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE]. That would allow both 
Senators to vote. 

Mr. CLAPP. I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT], and vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. May I ask what the Senator from 


Maine suggested? 


Mr. HALE. A transfer of pairs; but a transfer has already 
been arranged by the Senator from Minnesota. 
Mr. BAILEY. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 


CULBERSON] is unavoidably detained from the Senate,and that if 











he were here he would vote ‘“‘ yea.’’ He is paired on this vote with 
| the Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. Penrose]. 

Mr. QUARLES. I wish to make a similar announcement in 
regard to my colleague | Mr. Spooner], who is detained by illness. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 38, as follows: 

YEAS—19. 
Bacon, Cockrell, McCreary, Overman, 
Bailey, Daniel, McLaurin, Patterson, 
Berry, Dubois, Mallory, Pettus, 
Carmack, Foster, La, Martin, Teller. 
Clay, Latimer, Newlands, 
NAYS 
Aldrich, Dietrich, Hale, Mitchell, 
Alger, Dryden, Hey burn, Perkins, 
Allee, Elkins, Hoar, Platt, N.Y. 
Allison, Fairbanks, Hopkins, Proctor, 
Ankeny, Foraker, Kean, Quarles, 
Ball, Foster, Wash. Kearns, Scott, 
Beveridge, Frye, Kittredge, Stewart, 
Burnham, Fulton, Lodge We , 
Clapp, Gallinger, Long, 
Cullom, Gamble, McCumber, 
NOT VOTING—22. 

Bard, Culberson, McComas, Quay 
sate, Depew, McEnery, Simn q 
Blackburn, Dillingham, Millard, s 
Burrows, Dolliver, Money, Ss r, 
Burton, Gibson, Morgan, Stone 
Clark, Mont. Gorman, Nelson, I ferro, 
Clark, Wyo. Hansbrough, Penrose, rillman, 
Clarke, Ark. Hawley, Platt, Conn. Warren. 


So Mr. CARMACK’s amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. CARMACK. 
desk. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment submitted by 
he Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 
The Secretary. At the end of section 1 it is proposed to add: 
And provided, That not less than 75 per cent of the crew of such vesselsare 
citizens of the United States. 
Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine to lay the amendment on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CARMACK. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 
The Secretary. Itis proposed to add at the end of section 1 
the following: 
And provided, That such freight charges do not exceed by 50 per cent the 
lowest bid offered for transporting such freight in foreign vessels. 
Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 
The Secretary. It is proposed to insert at the end of section 
1 the followiny: 


I offer the amendment which I send to the 


And provided, That such freight charges do not exceed by 100 per cent the 
lowest fia offered for transporting such freight in American vessels. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
CARMACK, I ask the yeas and nays on that motion, Mr. 
President. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (when his name was called). Under the 
pair and transfer announced on the former vote, which will hold 
for this and all subsequent votes on the pending bill, I vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called). I transfer the pair 
which I have with the Senat: . from North Carolina {Mr. Summons] 
to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatrT], and vote. I vote 
** vea.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his namewas called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MarTIn] tothe Senator from 
Connecticut {Mr. HawLey],and vote. I vote ** yea.” 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN], who is absent to-day. I therefore withhold my vote at this 
time, and shall doso on other questions on this bill as they arise. 

Mr. McCOMAS (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. BLACKBURN], who is 
absent, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the senior Senator from Vermont (Mr. Proctor]. Ido 
not see him in the Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (when his name was called). Mr. 
President, I understand—having just come into the Chamber— 
that the Senator from Minnesota {Mr. CLapp] has transferred his 

air with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Summons] to me. 
i will let that arrangement stand, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLAPP. I will withdraw my vote if the Senator desires 
to vote. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
matter, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. CLAPP. I withdraw my vote, Mr. President. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then, I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. TaLiarerro]. I will 
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLI- 
VER], and vote. I vote “* yea.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HOAR. I have a general pair with the Senator from Ala- 
bama | Mr. Petrus], and therefore withhold my vote. If he were 
present, 1 should vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. CARMACK. My colleague [Mr. Bate] is unavoidably 
absent. If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay’’ on this motion. 
I have a general pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Spooner}, which I will transfer to my colleague. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. McLAURIN. The junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Perrus]| requested me to say that he has a general pair with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. Hoar]. 
from Alabama were present, he would vote *‘ nay.” 

My colleague [Mr. Monny] is paired with the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. WaRREN]. ; 


Mir 
ati. 


I am not particular about the 
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The result was announced—yeas 86, nays 15, as follows: 
YEAS—36. 
Gamble, 


Hale, 
Heyburn, 
Hopkins, 
Kean, 
Kittredge, 
Lodge, 
Long, 
McCumber, 
NAYS—15. 


Latimer, 
McCreary, 
Dubois, McLaurin, 
Foster, La. Martin, 
NOT VOTING—338. 
McComas, 
McEnery, 
Mallory, 
Millard, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Patterson, 
Pettus, 


Aldrich, 
Alger, 
Allee, 


Cullom, 
Dietrich, 
Dryden, 
Allison, Fairbanks, 
Ankeny, Foraker, 
Ball, Foster, Wash. 
Beveridge, Frye, 
Burnham, Fulton, 
Burrows, Gallinger, 


Mitchell, 
Nelson, 
Penrose, 
Perkins, 
Platt, Conn, 
Platt, N. ¥. 
Scott, 
Stewart, 
Wetmore. 


Bacon, 
Bailey, 
Berry, 
Carmack, 


Clay, 


Newlands, 
Daniel, 


Overman, 
Teller. 


Bard, 

Bate, 
Blackburn, 
Burton, 
Clapp, 
Clark, Mont. 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ark, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Proctor, 

Culberson, Kearns, Quarles, 

So Mr. CARMACK’s amendment was laid on the t ible. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I offertheamendment which I send to th 
desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to section 1 the fol! 
ing: 

And provided also, That in all cases it shall be ascertained at what c 
such eenepes meee can besecured from vessels other than those of the U: 
States, and if such transportation is given to vessels of the United Stat: 
costexceeding that ye by vessels other than those of the United Stat 
port of all such cases, the differences in the charges, and the reasons for t 

sreference, shall be made annually to the President by the Secretaries 
ar and Navy, respectively, and by him transmitted to Congress. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. ILask the Senator from Maine to withdraw 
his motion for a moment, in order that I may explain this am: 
ment, 

Mr. HALE. I withhold the motion for that purpose. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ithink if the Senator from Maine will read 
the amendment he will accept it. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave just heard it read. That is the reason | 
do not accept it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I have to say that thi 
amendment simply provides that in all these cases the cost a‘ 
which this transportation can be secured from foreign ves 
shall be as certained, and if the service is given to American ve 
at a cost exceeding that for which the service is offered by { 
eign vessels, the fact shall be reported by the Secretary of t 
Navy or the Secretary of War, as the case may be, to the Presi 
dent, and by him transmitted to Congress, together with a 
ment of the circumstances and conditions, the differences in the 
charges, and the reason for the preference. 

It seems to me that this issimply giving that publicity to trans- 
actions of this kind which the public interest requires. Tl 
are days in which the light of publicity is being thrown upon a!! 


Depew, 
Dillingham, 
Dolliver, 
Elkins, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Hansbrough, 
Hawley, 


Quay, 
Simmons, 
Smoot, 
Spooner, 
Stone, 
Taliaferro, 
Tillman, 
Warren. 


\W- 


i- 


| transactions involving monopoly, combination, consolidation, and 
| preferences. 
| American ships, and in that way build up the American merchant 
| marine. 


The purpose of this billis to give a preference to 


I am sure we all sympathize with the purpose of this bill in so 
far as it tends to build up the American merchant marine, thoug) 
we may differ as to the methods that ought to be employed; but 
it does seem to me that whenever a bill is passed which pro- 
vides for a particular method, either of bounty or of subsidy or 
of preference, every fact should be plain to the vision of th: 
people of the United States; that if a preference is given the 
amount of the preference should be known, should be reported 
to the Secretary of the Navy, and to the Secretary of War, and 
by the Secretary of the Navy or by the Secretary of War, as the 
case may be, reported to the President, and by him transmitted to 
Congress, so that we may know, as a mathematical proposition 
just how great the difference is between the charges imposed by 
American vessels and those imposed by foreign vessels, and _s0 
that we may know mathematically what the exact cost of this 
bounty or this preference is. 

It seems to me the Senator from Maine ought not to object to 
information; ought not to object to publicity. There isno reason 
why these transactions should be done in the dark. The Presi- 
dent, in his message in reference to trusts and combinations, said 
that publicity was desirable. I am sure the Senator from Maine 


| does not wish anything that is secret or dishonest to be transacted; 
| and if every one of these transactions is honest there is no reason 


why it should not be spread before Congress for its information 
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as a guide to legislation — this subject. 
he a very reasonable request. 
’ y. be nro to pay hens American vessels a higher price than 
vou pay foreign vessels; you propose to give them that preference 
for the purpose of building up an American marine; and there is 
<-pry reason Why we should know to a mathematical certainty 
the exact cost of that preference. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on that 
motion. 
~ Mr. TELLER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 

o call the roll. 

Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Summons], 
ind withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr, MILLARD]. 
If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Perrus]. If he were present, I 
should vote “‘ yea.” I make this announcement for all the rest of 
the votes on this bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackBuRN]. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. MALLORY (when hisname wascalled). Iagain announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 
As he is not present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when Mr. Monry’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. Monry] is paired with the senior Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when Mr. TALIarerro’s name was called). 
My colleague is unavoidably absent. He is paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr]. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 14, as follows: 

YEAS—3. 


? 
Gamble, 


That seems to me to 


Cullom. McCumber, 





Alger, Dietrich, Hale, Mitchell, 
Allee, Dryden, Hansbrough, Nelson, 
Allison, Fairbanks, Heyburn, Perkins, 
Ankeny, Foraker, Hopkins, Platt, Conn. 
Ball Foster, Wash. Kean, Platt, N. ¥, 
Beveridge, Frye, Kittredge, Stewart, 
Burnham, Fulton, Lodge, Wetmore, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Long, 
NAYS—i4. 
Bailey, Foster, La. Martin, Simmons, 
Berry, Latimer, Newlands, Teller. 
Carmack, McCreary, Overman, 
Clay, McLaurin, Patterson, 
NOT VOTING—40. 
Bacon, Culberson, Hoar, Proctor, 
Bard, Daniel, Kearns, uarles, 
38 . pepew McComas, eer. 
in, Dil ingham, McEnery, Scott, 
Doliiver, Mallory, Smoot, 
1p, Dubois, Millard, Spooner, 
k, Mont. Elkins, Money, Stone, 
‘, Wyo. Gibson, Morgan, Talia 
rke, Ark, Gorman, Penrose, Tiliman, 
rei, Hawley, Pettus, Warren. 





So Mr. NEWLANDS’s amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. CARMACK. I wish to ask when it will be in order to 
amend the title of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, After the bill has been passed. 

Mr. CARMACK. I wish to suggest an amendment to the title 
of the bill; that is, to add 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order until after 
the bill has passed. 

_Mr. CARMACK. I know. I was merely making the sugges- 
tion to the Senator from Maine. I shall move to add “and to en- 
courage the growth of American shipping.” 

Mr. HALE. L hope the Senator will offer it. 

Mr. CARMACK. I suggest the amendment in good faith, be- 
cause I think for certain considerations it is important tothe pur- 
poses of the bill. I will state my reasons for that a little later. 

Mr. President, this bill, it seems to me, simply opens the door 
of the Treasury to certain governmental favorites and invites 
them to help themselves to the public money, with no practical 
limitation on the amount of their taking except the size of their 
hands and the capacity of their wallets. They are permitted to 
take whatever they are able to carry off. That isabout themean- 
ing of the bill, as I understand it. It isin plain words simply a 
sort of legislative jimmy by which a lot of burglarious shipown- 
ers are trying to break into the Treasury of the United States, 
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At this time, when we are confronted with a deficit in the 
revenue, when we are compelled to stint the appropriations of the 
Government for the most important purposes, when we haye to 
do without a river and harbor bill toimprove the commerce of 
our own country, because of the vast sums of money we are 
squandering abroad, it is proposed to put this additional burden 
upon the Treasury simply to help a few New England shipowners, 

The cost of transportation is already a very serious item in our 
military and naval appropriation bills, and it will be very greatly 
increased by the passage of this bill. I read the other day from 
a report of the Bureau of Equipment a statement to the effect 
that in the matter of transporting coal on our own coast Ameri- 
can vessels have always taken advantage of the necessities of the 
Government and charged unreasonable and excessive and ex- 
tortionate prices. The advocates of this bill practically admit 
that its object is to give an opportunity to American shipowners 
to charge extortionate prices by refusing to put any limitation 
whatever upon the charges they are allowed to make. 

The Secretary of War suggested first that they be allowed an 
increase of 25 or 30 per cent over the charges made by foreign 
vessels for the same service. That wasrejected with scorn by the 
advocates of this same bill, and then 50 per cent or even 100 per 
cent was proposed as better than the pending bill. They refused 
that. They demanded an opportunity tocharge two or three hun- 
dred per cent, or whatever the necessities of the Government 
may compel it to pay. 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumprr] offered an 
amendment the other day which he seemed to think would cure 
all the evils that we have criticised in this measure, I do not 
think it will have any effect whatever. The Senator’s amend- 
ment provides that no greater charge shall be made for transport- 
ing army and navy supplies than is made for transporting like 
articles for private persons. I should like to know, for instance, 
how that would affect transportation charges between this coun- 
try and the Philippine Islands. Practically all our commerce 
with the Philippine Islands is carried in foreign bottoms. No 
coal or fodder or other articles named in this bill are transported 
in American vessels for private consumptign, and if that condi- 
tion should continue there would be no basis of comparison by 
which the charges could be regulated under the bill, and no check 
whatever is provided in that amendment. It would simply bea 
dead letter. 

Now, I know that under a law which is to go into effect on the 
ist of July, unless amended, it is proposed to give American ves- 
sels a monopoly of all the carrying trade between the United States 
and the Philippines, and it is supposed that it will bring a num- 
ber of them into business. But if it does, it will doso only under 
such conditions as will enable them to have a monopoly of the 
business and to charge two or three times what the service could 
otherwise be obtained for. 

These two measures will create two classes of beneficiaries, who 
are invited to help themselves ad libitum from the public Treas- 
ury, and the Senator from North Dakota has devised the ingenious 
scheme of limiting the rapacity of one class by providing that it 
shall not exceed the rapacity of the other. 

I know the Senator from Maine has offered an amendment to 
the effect that the President shall employ only American vessels 
in transporting these supplies, unless he finds the charges to be 
excessive or unreasonable, in which case he is to be allowed to sus- 
pend the operation of the law. I wish in the first place to state 
an objection that goes to the principle of this amendment. I 
know that in its present shape it seems to come within the deci- 


| sion of the Supreme Court in the case of Clark v. Field, but that 


ee 


does not, in my opinion, relieve it of the objection that it is a plain 
delegation of legislative power. 

With all due respect to all concerned, I do not see how the 
exercise by the President of his individual judgment and the 
forming by him of an opinion upon a state of facts, passing an 
opinion upon the importance of those facts and weighing the sig- 
nificance of the facts in a case where there is room for an almost 
infinite diversity of opinion, can be called the finding or ascer- 
taining of a fact. And this, it seems to me, is especially true in 
a case where the fact to be found is not a substantive and 
according as in the President’s opinion it will tend to promote or 
to defeat a certain policy of the Government. To ascertain a 
fact is one thing, and to weigh the importance of that fact 1 
to determine whether it is sufficiently important to justify 
abrogation of a law is another thing. That, Mr. President, in 
my. opinion, is not the ascertaining of a fact. 

Now, this amendment provides that the President may suspend 
this law if he finds the charges to be unreasonable. Howis he to 
determine whether or not the charges are unreasonable? What 
is to be the principle that is to guide his action? From the stand- 
point of a business man—and that must be the standpoint of the 
Government, unless other considerations control—any charge 
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would bo unreasonable if the same service could be had for a less 
charge. But we know that no such test can be applied in this 
case. The President is expected to pay more for the carriage of 
goods in American vessels than he would be required to pay for 
their carriage in foreign vessels. This bill is intended to promote 
and encourage the growth of the American merchant marine, 
and the President must execute the law with that purpose in view. 

Now, I say, how is he going to determine whether a charge is 
reasonable or unreasonable? If an advance of 100 per cent does 
not sufficiently encourage the growth of the American merchant 
marine, may he go to 200 per cent? How will he determine that 
question? In the very nature of things an opinion as to the rea- 
sonableness or unreasonableness of the charge depends upon his 
opinion as to the importance of the object to be accomplished by 
this law and his opinion as to the effectiveness of the method 
adopted to accomplish that object, and upon his opinion as to 
whether or not the benefits to be derived would justify so great a 
charge upon the public Treasury. 

I say all these considerations must enter into the question when 
the President comes to form an opinion as to the reasonableness 
or unreasonableness of the charge, and all of these are considera- 
tions which should be addressed to the legislative and not to the 
executive department of the Government. So, it seems to me, it 
is a plain delegation of legislative power. 

Again, Mr. President, I do not think it will be very effective. 
The President is known, the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment is known, to be in favor of the subsidy policy, and he 
will feel bound in good faith to carry out the purposes of this 
law. And where he knows by the action of Congress that 100 per 
cent advance is not regarded as an unreasonable charge, he will 
be very slow under any circumstances to lay himself open to the 
charge of having defeated the purpose of this law by refusing to 
employ American vessels on account of the unreasonableness or 
the excessiveness of the charges made by them. So I do not 
think the amendment will accomplish anything whatever. 

The only thing that could effectively limit the charges to be 
made by these vessels, which will have a monopoly of the carry- 
ing trade, is to put the limitation in plain letters and figures in 
the body of the bill. Unless you do that there will be practically 
no limitation, and the authors of the bill refuse to admit any such 
amendment. They mean that there shall be no limitation on the 
rapacity of these shipowners and upon their exorbitant charges. 

Mr. President, I have offered some amendments here to another 
biil that is a complement to this, on which I had intended to make 
some remarks, but I think I will not do so at this time. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Maine, if I may have his attention for a moment, if in his judg- 
ment this measure as it now stands requires that proposals for the 
transportation of supplies, etc., referred to in the measure are to 
be submitted in competitive bidding? 

Mr. CARMACK. You mean as between American shipowners? 

Mr. MALLORY. As between American shipowners. 

It does not strike me that that interpretation can properly be 
placed upon the bill in the shape in which it is, although there is 
a provision as an amendment which was adopted by the Senate to 
the effect that no greater charges shall be made by such vessels 
for transportation for the use of the Army and Navy than is made 
by such vessels for the transportation of like goods for private 

parties. 

. If the bill does not require that the two Departments shall 
advertise for bids from the owners of American vessels, jt strikes 
me that it would be proper if that were provided for. Ihave an 
amendment to that effect, which I will send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). The 
Senator from Florida offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “ Navy,” in line 7, section 1, 
it is proposed to insert the following: 

Said employment to be given to the lowest bidder after an advertisement 
for bids for a period of not less than five days. 

Mr. MALLORY. I will state that that is the present law so 
far as concerns transportation by vessels, foreign or domestic. I 
do not think the bill in its present shape can be construed to mean 
that there should be an advertisement for bids for five days. I 
make it obligatory by the amendment that there shall be. 

Mr. HALE. The bill does not interfere in the least with the 
five or six provisions of the Revised Statutes that require bidding. 
That has to be done and will be done anyway. This bill merely 
provides the kind of vessels that shall do this transportation. But 
the general law as found in the Revised Statutes as to contracts 
of Departments is not in the slightest degree interfered with by 
this bill, and it was not intended to be. 

Mr. MALLORY. Section 3718 of the Revised Statutes has ref- 
erence to this subject, and is in the following language: 

All provisions, clothing, hemp, and other materials of every name and na- 


ture for the use of the Navy and the transportation thereof, when the time 
will permit, shall be furnished by contract by the lowest bidder, etc. 


‘**'When the time will permit.’? And that is confined exclu- 
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sively to the Navy. 
the Revised Statutes covering this question, so far as it applies to 
the Army, and if there is not—and I have not been able to find 
it—the transportation of supplies for the Army would not neces- 
sarily come under the provisions of section 3718, for it is confined 
exclusively to the Navy. I have not heard any law cited hero 
which would require transportation of such supplies for the Army 
to be given out after public bids. - 





I do not know that there is any provision in 


Mr. HALE. The law covers that. 
Mr. McCOMAS. If the Senator from Maine will permit me. 


from the Revised Statutes it appears that the army appropriation 
act of July 5, 1884, provides: 


All transportation of stores by private parties for the Army shall be dons 


by contract, after due legal advertisement, except in cases of emergency 
which must be at once reported to the Secretery of War for his approval 


(Sup. Rev. Stat., vol. 1, p. 456.) 

Mr. MALLORY. That is the act of 1884? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes; the act of 1884. 

Mr. MALLORY. Conceding that is so, then comes the other 
question—does a general law apply in a case of this character? 
I heard the Senator from Iowa the other day say he thought it 
did, but I do not think we should leave it to possible construction, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is it not manifest that it applies to all goo ls 
‘* purchased. pursuant to law for the use of the Army or Navyy,”’ 
the only purpose being to name the class of vessels that are to 
carry the supplies purchased pursuant to law—pursuant to section 
3718 in respect to the Navy and under the provision I have just 
read in respect to the Army, or such others as there may be re 
lating to bids for supplies for the Army or the Navy, or both? 
I think that is plain; I submit to the Senator from Florida—* pur- 
chased pursuant to law.”’ 

Mr. MALLORY. Ido not think the fact that they are pur- 
chased pursuant to law would necessarily make this particular 
law subordinate to the general law. This is clearly designed for 
one specific purpose; that is, to place transportation of these sup- 
plies, both for the Army and the Navy, in American vessels: and 
while I am inclined to think that the weight of reasoning would 
be in favor ofthe view which the Senator from Maryland takes, 
at the same time I do not think it is conclusive. If it is the pur- 
pose of those who favor the bill to have it so that it shall unques- 
tionably be submitted to advertisement, I can not see any harm 
in making it perfectly clear by such an amendment as I have 
proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida | Mr. 
MALLORY]. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, the Secretary of War, in 
his letter to the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, objected 
to the form of this bill and insisted that proper legislation wou!d 
put it in the form of a preference to American shipping to the 
extent of 25 or 30 per cent. 

On the 27th of February I offered an amendment to the bill 
along this line, reducing it to 25 per cent. I now move to ameid 
by striking out all after the enacting clause in section 1 and in- 
serting the following: 

That in the transportation by sea of coal, provisions, fodder, or supplies of 
any description, purchased pursuant to law, for the use of the Army or Navy, 
vessels of the United States shall be preferred, provided the charges made (0 
not exceed the price bid by the owners of foreign vessels more than 20 pcr 
cent; but this section shall not be construed to prohibit the transportation 
of such articles in any vessel owned by the United States. 

This amendment, Mr. President, simply puts the other sugge: 
tion of the Secretary of War in the form of law; that is to say, 
instead of 25 per cent, I move toamend the bill by striking out al! 
after the enacting clause in section 1 and inserting ‘‘ 30 per cent” 
in lieu of the amendment I have heretofore offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I have been out of the Sen- 
ate for an hour or so, and I am just informed by the Senator from 
Florida that an amendment proposing 50 per cent reduction has 
been voted down. 

Mr. BERRY. A hundred per cent has been voted down. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I therefore withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. Let us havea vote, Mr. President. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out section 4. I thought it had 
been done. It is section 2 in the last print. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine offers 
an amendment which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out section 4, in the 
following words: 


That all acts and parts of acts in so far as inconsistent with the provisions 
of this act are hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill 
Mr. BERRY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to know what amendments, if 
any, have been made to the bill to-day. 

Mr. HALE. None, except that section 2 has been stricken out. 

Mr. TELLER. I wanted to ask to have the bill read as 
amended; but if that is the only amendment which has been 
made, I do not care to have it done. 
fr. HALE. Thatisall. I thought it already had been done. 
ir, PATTERSON. Section 3 will now be section 2? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 
Ir. CARMACK. 
ad pi ed? 

Mr. HALE. None. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from —_—— that a slight amendment was made, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 4, the words “‘ existing law ”’ 
were stricken out and the words “ the law as it now exists’’ were 
inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill 
pass? on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when Mr. BLACKBURN’S name was called). 
sire to state that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
is paired with the Senator from Maryland (Mr. McComas]. If 
the Senator from Kentucky were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. CARMACK (when hisnamewascalled). Iagain announce 
the transfer of my pair with the senior Senator from Wisconsin 
{Mr. SPOONER] to my colleague [Mr. Batr], who, if present, would 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas (when his name was called). Ifthe 
junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MiLLaRp] were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.”? 

Mr. CULBERSON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 


None of the amendments I offered were 


I de- 


eral pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES]. He | 


is not in the Chamber, and I withhold my vote. 


If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote *‘ nay.”’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore (when Mr. Fryz’s name was 
called). The junior Senator from Maine announces on this final 
vote a pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN}. 


Mr. McCOMAS (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKEURN]. 
Senator from Florida [Mr. MaLLory] is paired with the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. I transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], so that the Senator from Florida 
and myself will be allowed to vote. Upon this question the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] would vote ‘‘nay.” I 
vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). As has just 
been stated by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas], he is 
paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. ceed . lam 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. Both 
those Senators are absent. The Senator from Maryland and I 
transfer our pairs to them, respectively. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. McLAURIN (when Mr. Monry’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. Money] is unavoidably absent from the Chamber. 
He is paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WaRREN]. 
If my colleague were present, he would vote “ nay.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Under the transfer of pairs heretofore an- 
nounced, I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). I un- 
derstand that the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] 
has not voted. I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 17, as follows: 


YEAS—35. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Heyburn, Nelson, 
Alger, Dietrich, Hopkins, Penrose, 
Allee, Elkins, Kean, Perkins, 
Ankeny, Fairbanks, Kittredge, Platt, Conn, 

all, — Foraker, Lodge, Platt, N. Y. 

Beveridge, Foster, Wash. Long, Smoot, 
Burnham, Fulton, McComas, Stewart, 
Burrows, Gamble, McCumber, Wetmore, 
Clapp, Hale, Mitchell, 

NAYS—1i. 
Bacon, Daniel, Mallory, Simmo 
Bailey, Foster, La. Martin, <= 
Berry, Latimer, Newlands, 
Carmack, McCreary, Overman, 
Clay, McLaurin, Patterson, 


The | 
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NOT VOTING—37, 


Allison, Depew, Hawley, Quay, 
Bard, Dillingham, Hoar, Scott, 
Bate, Dolliver, Kearns, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Dryden, McEnery, Stone 
Burton, Dubois, Millard, Taliaferro, 
Clark, Mont. Frye, Money, Tillman, 
Clark, Wyo. Gailinger, Morgan, Warren, 
Clarke, Ark. Gibson, Pettus, 

Cockrell, Gorman, Proctor, 

Culberson, Hansbrough, Quarles, 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. CARMACK. I move toamend the title of the bill by add- 
ing at the end the words “‘and to encourage the growth’ of 
American shipping.”’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee to amend the title, 

The amendment was rejected. 


SHIPPING BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade between 
ports of the United States and ports or places in the Philippine 
Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philippine Archipel- 
ago, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. CARMACK. What is the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to proceed to 
the consideration of the Philippines bill. [Putting the question.] 
The ayes have it, and the motion is agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not want to make any ob- 
jection to anything that has passed, but it was absolutely impos- 
sible for any Senator in this part of the Chamber to know what 
was going on. I believe the Senator from Massachusetts has 
called up a bill and that it is before the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I moved to take up Senate bill 2259, and the 
Chair declared the motion carried. 

Mr. TELLER. I rather think we ought to have order enough 
in the Senate so that Senators who are trying to know what is 
going on may know what is going on, and that can not be done 
in the present condition of the Senate. I do not want to inter- 
fere with the bill. I should not have objected to its being taken 
up if I had heard the motion, but I should like to know what is 
going on. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iask the Senator from Massachusetts to 
yield to me to call up an unobjected and very brief bill that is on 
the Calendar. It is just five lines long. 

Mr. LODGE. I will yield to the Senator from Indiana for that 
purpose 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iam sure there will be no objection to it, 
Mr. LODGE. But I can not yield further for unobjected bills, 

I yield to the Senator from Indiana, 
CITY OF GEARY, OKLA, 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3658) to ratify an act of the legislative 
assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma legalizing the waterworks 
bond election held by the city of Geary,in said Territory. Itisa 
bill which has passed the House and has been reported favorably 
from our committee. It is five lines long. Iam much obliged 
to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The bill will be read, 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the act of the legislative assembly of the Territory 
of Oklahoma, approved March 5, 1903, entitled “‘An act legalizing the water 
works-bond election held by the city of Geary,” be, and the same is hereby, 
ratified and confirmed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. CULBERSON. Had we not better have the act read that 
it is sought to ratify by this act of Congress? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; the act sought to be read is about as 
long as the bill. I will send it to the desk. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Very well; have it read, then. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The act will be read, 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is in the body of the report, 
The Secretary read as follows: 
An act legalizing the waterworks bond election held by the city of Geary 
Be it enacted by the legislative assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma 
SECTION 1. That the election held in the city of Geary, Blaine County, on 
Tuesday, the 24th day of February, 103, for the purpose of voting $52,000 for 
the purpose of constructing a system of waterworks in and for said city of 
Geary be, and the same is 1ereby, legalized, and the mayor and city council 
of said city of Geary are hereby authorized and empowered to issue the 
bonds of the said city for the purpose of constr ng the said waterworks 
system in the sum of $52,000, in accordance with said election, and the said 
bonds are declared to a legal and valid outstanding indebtedness against 
the said city of Geary. 

Sec. 2. This act shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage 
and approval. 

Approved this the 5th day of March, A. D. 13. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

My. LODGE. If there is going to be debate on the biil—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not know there was going to be de- 
bate. If there is, I will not press it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iwas simply going to ask a question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly; I will be glad to answer the 
question, but I do not want to delay the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. CULBERSON. There is some question about the validity 
of the bonds, I take it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from In- 
diana to explain what the question is. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall be glad to doso if the Senator from 
Massachusetts will permit me. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The reason for this act of the legislature 
of Oklahoma is as follows: The town of Geary is a town of about 
2,009 inhabitants. It needs waterworks. Under the law of Con- 
gress of 1898, all municipal corporations in Territories are per- 
initted to issue bonds for waterworks, sewerage, and other purposes 
affecting public health, without regard to the Harrison limitation, 
provided the school census shows that the town has a population 
of not less than 1,000. 

Now, in Oklahoma, in accordance with this act, the city of 
Geary held an election, and out of all the votes cast but four 
were against the bond issue. It developed, however, that they 
have no such thing in Oklahoma as a school census, but only a 
census of school children, which was an anomaly. Therefore, 
when they came to sell the bonds under the act of 1898 this defect 
was pointed out, that the act of 1898 requires a school census, 
whereas in Oklahoma they have no such thing. It was immedi- 
ately called to the attention of the legislature of Oklahoma, which 
passed the act just read. Still, the purchasers of the bonds felt 
that they would like to have the school-census matter cured, and 
the bill was presented to both Houses of Congress. It passed the 
House. It came to our committee, which has examined it very 
thoroughly, and reports it favorably to the Senate. 

That is a brief statement of the reason of the-act of the legisla- 
ture of Oklahoma and of the history of the bill. 

Mr. BACON. If the act of the legislature is not too long, I 
hope it will be read again. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. I am sorry the bill is taking 
time. I did not know it was going to take any. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The act will be again read, 

The Secretary again read the act. 

Mr. BACON. I understand there is no doubt about the fact 
that the requisite population is there. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. None whatever. There is no point raised 
whatever about that. It is merely the anomaly that in Oklahoma 
there does not happen to be a school census, but only a census of 
school children. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Territories with an amendment, in line 7, 
after the word *‘ confirmed,’’ at the end of the bill, to insert: 

And the bonds to be issued in pursuance of said election are hereby legal- 
ized and made valid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


Is there objection to the pres- 


Is there objection to the pres- 


£HIPPING BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND THE PHILIPPINES, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade between ports 
of the United States and ports or places in the Philippine Archi- 
pelago, between ports or places in the Philippine Archipelago, 
and for other purposes, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines with an amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the committee amendment may be 
acted on. 

The SECRETARY. In section 8. page 38, line 24, after the word 
‘‘act,”’ insert ‘‘except as otherwise provided in section 3;”’ so as 
to make the section read: 

Src. 8. That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall, from time to 
time, issue regulations for the enforcement of this act, except as otherwise 
provided in section 3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Ialso move to amend, in line 2, on page 3, sec- 
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tion 5, by striking out, after the words “owned by,” the words 
ae Department of the Government’”’ and inserting “ the United 

ates.’ 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iask the Senator from Massachusetts if 
there is a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. There is. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let us have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an amendmen} 
pending. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let the report be read immediately after 
the amendment is disposed of. 


Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me to dispose of one 
or two formal amendments, I will have the report read. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 2, section 3, after the words 
‘**owned by,” strike out the words ‘‘ any Department of the Gov- 
ernment’’ and insert ‘‘the United States;’’ so as to make the 
section read: 


Src. 5. That sections 1 and 2 of this act shall not apply to vessels owned }vy 
the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In line 4, page 2, there is a misprint. The word 
‘‘unladed’’ should be ‘‘ unladen” or ‘‘unlcaded.’’ I move to 
strike out ‘‘ unladed’’ and insert ‘‘ unloaded,’’ so as to read ** and 
which shall not have been unloaded.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Now the report can be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read at the 
request of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. CARMACK. Is the amendment I offered the other day 
pending? I do not know whether it was formally offered or no: 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think the Senator formally offered i 
I think he gave notice of it. 

Mr. CARMACK. I believe that is true. 

Mr. LODGE. I know the Senator has amendments to be con 
sidered. 

Mr. CARMACK, I simply want to offer them at the proper 
time. 

‘Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Colorado desires to have the 
report read, and it might as well be read now. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think we ought to have the report read 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an amendment here 
which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CanMAcK] proposed to 
offer. It is printed and on the table. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iwill offer it after the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read by the 
Secretary. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Lopar, from 
the Committee on the Philippines, December 17, 1903, as follows: 


he Committee on the Philippines, to whom was referred Senate bil! 225° 
report back the bill with the recommendation that it pass with an ain 
ment. 

The object to be attained by this legislation is contained in section 3. t! 
other sections being merely reenactments of existing law, and a provi 
for a repeal of a portion of the act providing revenus for the Philipp 
Islands, approved March 8, 1902. In that act it was provided: 

“That until July 1, 1904, the provisions of law restricting to vessels of t! 
United Sta*°s the transportation of passengers and merchandise directly or 
indirectly irom one port of the United States to another port of the Unite! 
States shail not be applicable to foreign vessels engaging in trade between 
ports in the Philippine Archipelago.” 

By this provision it will be observed that on July 1, 1904, the coastwi 
laws of the United States go into effect not only in regard to vessels tradi 
between the Philippine Islands and the United States, but upon all those « 

aged in interisland traffic between the ports of the Philippine Archipelago 

There is an American tonnage now in existence, and to which additions 
are constantly being made, amply sufficient to provide for all the trade | 
tween the Philippine Archipelago and the United States, either by way of the 
Pacific or via the Suez Canal and the Atlantic. In regard to the interisland 
traffic, however, the conditions are widely different. That commerce is car- 
ried on almost exclusively in vessels belonging to inhabitants of the Philip 

ines or to foreign owners, and most of it is carried in foreign bottoms. Un- 
er these circumstances, if the provisions of existing law should go into effect 
on the Ist of July, 1904, without the change being made which is proposed by 
this bill, the entire traffic between the ports of the islands would be com- 
letely arrested, because practically none of the vessels now engaged in the 
interisland traffic could conform to the coastwise laws of the United States 
This would be a blow to the prosperity of the islands, and cause not only great 
inconvenience and _ hardship, but would practically paralyze all interisiand 
commerce. It is therefore absolutely necessary to relieve the interisiand 
traffic from the nen of the coastwise laws of the United States upon 
z a 1, 1904, and this is effected, as has already been said, by section 3 of the 
ill. 
Section 7 of the bill excepting Spanish ships from the operation of tli's 
and ae acts is necessary in order to comely. with the terms of Articic 
IV of the treaty of peace with Spain, signed at Paris on the 10th day of De- 
cember, 1898, which provides that “for the term of ten years the United 
States will admit Spanish ships and merchandise to the ports of the Philip- 
ee on the same terms as ships and merchandise of the United 
states. 

The committee has been informed by the War Department that there 1s 
now ample tonnage, amounting to over 140,000 tons, which is ready for the 
carrying trade between the Philippine Islands and the United States, and 
the committee appends to this report a partial list of the vessels now engaged, 
or ready to engage, in this commerce. 
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Net registered tonnage of available steam vessels. Mr. ALLISON. I have offered it as such, so that the whole 

s worican-Hawaiian Steamship Company: nae | question may be pending. 

a $m | Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee to 

5/621 | withdraw his amendment for the time being, and to let the friends 

3,600 | of the bill perfect it as they want it. 

3,694 | Mr. LODGE. Very well. 

p Mr. TELLER. Then the Senator from Iowa can move his 
NebraSKAM .~...++-ss00--2000-e-eeeneree ceeree enceee ecceeececeee seen nees 2,824 | amendment; which I understand the chairman of the committee 
Ne one gions”), patna aeane orate mere caanedaice 2,824 | ig disposed to accept. 

aciic Matt tmere ey ereenee eo FRA ya At (a) Mr. LODGE. Iam. 

Mongolia....--- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 





Mongolia ...- ---- ---- 2200 2200 ooo ee nn nnn one een ee ene enn ee ee ee ee eee ee ee (>) 

















5 | nessee withdraw his amendment? 
in ee | Mr. CARMACK. Ido not see exactly what is to be accom- 
City of Peking .....-+----++-----------2e-- 2-22 seen neeneeeneeeeeee ee --- 8, 129 plished by that, Mr. President. 
POPU. -.0---250-05 -s-annncnnannnnnnencnanacnnnsnsncnenccscnssncccaennaases 4040 | Myr ALDRICH. TheSenator from Tennessee can again offer it. 
Boston Cee ee tee ARSE PE oy eR lo ht ae 6.195 Mr. CARMACK. Of course, I can offer it again. 
TOMOME «ane cocnsoacccesssistns eansus cosceumesveecssecscn conven sseessecsn 6,19% | Mr. TELLER. What I propose is with this view: I prefer to 
LTO ---0nceccennencsonason= pe ea SETA Shee spe eae ee San | see the date ‘‘1905”’ rather than ‘‘1904.”” When, however, the 
HyndeS. noe cess rrssessssssswes stssccscscsecscssssescsesecscesseess.. 2,92 | Senator from Iowa moves to amend the amendment of the Sen- 
Atlantic Transport Company: __. | ator from Tennessee, which is for 1909, I prefer 1909, but I do 
MASUR CREROTER <5 sin taaeseseneeeescsseestosvesinsampoessse saacncoens asks eo | not wish to vote against the amendment proposed by the Senator 
sae Gaeta erie ED he to nar cen askin cor erncdpucteyecere. sacs 5131 | from Iowa, for, if I can not get the date fixed at 1909, I prefer to 
Minatikt eee ae AES agent Sat hc epacced abmeo as 7,595 | have it 1905 rather than 1904, as it now standsinthe bill. I make 
Great Northern Steamship Company: . | the suggestion for that reason. 
Dae ee eer ee rt ¢<) | Mr. LODGE. I suggest that we first take the vote on the 
Steamships of different owners: amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Car- 
MinNQtOEED.....--<sssasiseteren evens eenesennsemenewsnsaeemta senses enonnees a | MACK], and then we can take the vote on the amendment proposed 
ane weken bah nannnnrrereeT, 2638 | bythe Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 
Li, LQ Geek tea teivide sain cesbicebcsngaterinacinetdedsidancel (4) | Mr. TELLER. Verywell. The Senator can do that if he pre- 
LANSING -ssecckinneas Steen sian Satna Hendswaseesese~a-sbneetien as ctwenn sews (4) | fers, and first take the vote on making the date 1909. 
aBuilding. &New (justlaunched). e¢Notready. Cannot find. : Mr. ALLISON. Then I withdraw my amendment for the pres- 


a ; ent, and will permit the vote to be taken on the amendment pro- 
Mr. CARMACK. I offer the amendments of which I gave posed by the Senator from Tennessee. 


notice the other day, with the exception of the amendment on | “ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
page 2. : 4 ment submitted by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK]. 
‘the PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by | Mr. CARMACK. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
the Senator from Tennessee will be stated. | ment. : 3 
The SECRETARY. In section 1, page 1, line 3, it is proposed to| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
strike out the word *‘ four’’ and insert the word “‘ nine;”’ soas to | ¢5 call the roll. a : 
read: Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called). I have a general 
That on and after July 1, 1909, no merchandise shall be transported, etc. | pair, as before announced, with the Senator from North Carolina 


: — ; 7 | [Mr. Stumons], and I therefore withhold my vote. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I hope that amendment will not Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). 


be adopted. It is making a needless extension, it seems to me. 
If we are not ready to carry that traffic now, we never shall be 
ready to carry it. I see no ground for applying that at this time. | for the day 
If the Senator from Tennessee wishes to debate the amendment, | Mr FOSTER of Washington (when his name was called). I 
of course I shall not move to lay it on the table. aeethe eri 4 a ; a OAT T : 


ave a general pair wi he Senator from Mississippi | Mr. Mc- 

Mr. CARMACK, Mr. President, I do not care to debate this | ue | ooo him in the Gham : ood tT hendtore 
ame ndment. n : a withhold mv vote. . 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amend- | “ y4, GARMACK. I will say that the senior Senator from Mis- 
or nee Oy te Senne arom, Tennessee. [Putting the sissippi [Mr. Money] is compelled to remain at home on account 
question. ] ha sound, the ** noes’’ have it. of sickness in his family, and probably will not be here to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. | Mr. President Mr. FOSTER of Washington. As I have stated, I withhold 

Mr. inet Task for the yeas and nays on the amend- | 1... vote 7 
ment, Mr. President. Mr. 3 A sLORY (when his name was called) lave a general 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to offer an amendment to the dase the ee Senator Peco Teuout (hte s euaee Ho 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee, if that is in | 1.5¢ being present, 1 withhold my vote. = Os 
Oe: PMT ob ae Mr. MITCHELL (when his name wascalled). Ihave a general 

M : ALLISON. i get hee e — a te ,,| pair with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusols], and therefore 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move to strike out the word “four withhold my vote 
and insert the word “five *’ wherever it occurs and wherever such Mr P ATTERSON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
an amendment is applicable, so as to make the date 1905 instead | ....) pair with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr immense) 
of 1904. Imove that as an amendment to the amendment pro- | 4, i nahh: 10 hades eden. lon weal vole “ on alee aa I 
posed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK]. should wel + i eee ee eee 

Mr. LODGE. _I will accept that amendment. ” Whe roll lil cate concluded 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa offers | Mr. BEVERIIX\ ‘E (after having voted in the negative). I 
= amendment to the amendment proposed by the Senator from shoulda have stated fia collen that I did enue i. t id r 

‘The Suck which will be stated. P bs aed Pere ay of pairs announced on the previous bill, which will hold good for 
pears to siete ae an one wherev er the date “1904” ap the remainder of the day 

ars s ‘ ’ . a “n “~ * : _— ‘ ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido aah othe mniadianis precisely in that | Mr. ELKINS (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
fom T) : . eee a ,, | under a misapprehension. I have a pair with the Senator from 
rm. 1ere are one or two places where the date should be | payas [Mr. Bary], who, I find, hasnot voted. I therefore witl 
1904, and in those places I do not wish to strike that date out. avaw my vote. The Se ws ween Te. oo e oe eae is 

Mr. LODGE. There are some places where that date will have | {7°W MY vote. 1e Senator from Texas, if present, would vote 


I have a 
| general pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TrLuMAnN], 
and shall therefore withhold my vote. I make the announcement 








to remain ** vea,”’ and I should vote “‘ nay.” 
The PR) Mr. FOSTER of Washington. My general pair with the Sen- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by . en tans MEAT acres I ae are 

the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be ek . ¥ | ator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] has been transferred to 


The § , a e Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], leaving me at lib- 

The SecrETaRy. On page 1, section 1, line 3, after the word area ae [Mr. HAWLEY] ving 1 it lib 
ae, > 448 . . . < . 

and,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘4’’ and insert ‘‘5;”’ so as to : ' 





read: Mr. CULBERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Wis- 
€ . . a nas 7 . 7 66 ‘ ” 
consin [Mr. QuaRLES]. If he were present, I should vote ** yea, 
That on and after July 1, 1905, ete. The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 33, as follows: 
_ Mr. ALLISON. I move the same amendment on page 2, sec- YEAS—13. 

— 2, line 8. Bacon, Cockrell, M ‘Creary, Teller. 
Mr. ; erry, Daniel, Martin, 

J —_ Is this an amendment tothe amendment that | Carmack, Garman. Newiands, 


Clay, Latimer, Overman, 
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NAYS—33. 
Hale, 
Hansbrough, 
Heyburn, 
Hopkins, 
Ke an, 
Lodge, 
Long, 
Nelson, 
Penrose, 

NOT VOTING—43. 

Dillingham, McComas, 

Dolliver, McCumber, 

Dryden, McEnery, 

Dubois, McLaurin, 

Elkins, Mallory 

Foster, La. Millard, 

Gibson, Mitchell, 

Hawley, Money, 

Hoar, Morgan, 

Patterson, 

Pettus, 


Aldrich, Cullom, 
Alger, Dietrich, 
Allee, Fairbanks, 
Allison, Foraker, 
Ankeny, Foster, Wash, 
Ball, F , 
Jeveridge, 
Burnham, 
Burrows, 


Perkins, 
Platt, Conn. 
Piatt, N. Y. 
Smoot, 
Stewart, 

. Wetmore. 
Fuiton, 
Gallinger, 
Gamble, 


Bailey, 


Proctor, 
Bard, 


Quarles, 
Quay, 
Scott, 
Simmons, 
Spooner, 
Stone, 
Taliaferro, 
Tillman, 
Warren. 


Clark 
Clark, 
Clarke 
Culber 
Depew, 


Wyo. 
irk, 
m, Kearna, 

Kittredge, 

So Mr. CARMACK’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now move, on paged, section 1, line 3, after 
the words ‘‘ nineteen hundred and,”’’ to strike out ‘‘ four ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ five.’? Ialso move the same amendment—and it may all 
be considered as one amendment—in section 2, page 2, line 8; in 
section 4, page 2, line 25, and in section 6, page 3, line 15. I will 
state that the amendment merely changes the date from 1904 
to 1905. 

Mr. CARMACK. I suppose we might just as well have all of 
my amendments voted down without any roll call. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose so; but I do not know what the 
amendments are. 

Mr. CARMACK. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
to the first section. 

Mr. CARMACK. 
I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
amendment? 

Mr. CARMACK. I have moved to insert the same amend- 
ment all the way through the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. A vote has already been taken. 

Mr. CARMACK. They can bo voted down if you are deter- 
mined to vote them down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIison] is agreed to by the Senate, 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] could not offer an 
amendment increasing that time limit. It would not be in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It could be done in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It could be done in the Senate, 
but not as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment of the Senator from Tennessee 
has just been voted down. 

Mr. CARMACK. My amendments were to strike out the date 
©1904" and make it ‘* 1909”’ in various parts of the bill. We did 
not vote on all of them, but only on the amendment to the first 
section. 

Mr. LODGE. 
amendment of 
bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my amendment so as to enable 
the Senator from Tennessee to offer his amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa with- 
draws his amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the amendments of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee be considered as voted on in gross. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I suggest that the Senator offer them as 
one amendment. 

Mr. CARMACK. That is what I intend it to be. 

Mr. ALLISON. I supposed that the Senator from Tennessee 
made his amendment, striking out ‘‘ four’’ and inserting “‘ nine,”’ 
apply to the various sections of the bill. 

Mr. CARMACK. That is what I intended. 

Mr. ALLISON. If so, the Senator’s amendment has already 
been voted down; butif not, the amendments can be considered 
as one amendment and voted on, unless the Senator wishes other- 
wise. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Tennessee applied only to one section. The other amend- 
a the Senator from Tennessee, relating to the date, will be 
stated. 

The StcrRETARY. On page 2, section 2, line 8, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert ‘‘nine;’’ and in section 6, page 3, 
line 15, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ four’? and insert “‘ nine.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, I offer as a single amend- 
ment the amendments I have heretofore indicated. 


The amendments I have offered. 
The Senator has only offered an amendment 


That is the only one that has been voted on, 
Does 


s the Senator desire a vote on each 


the Senator from Tennessee at each place in the 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated 

The SzcreTaRY. It is proposed, on page 1, section 1, line 3, ig 
strike out ‘‘ four’’ and insert ‘* five;’’ on page 2, section 2, lina g 
to strike out ‘‘ four” and insert “‘ five; ’’ on the same page, sect; n 
4, line 25, at the end of the line, to strike out “ four” and insert 
‘* five; ’’ and on page 3, section 6, line 15, to strike out “‘ four” ang 
insert “‘ five;’’ so that the date in each case will be ‘‘ 1905,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend. 
ment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not 
press his amendment to a vote at this time, because, under the 
ruling of the Chair, if his amendment is agreed to, an amendment 
to increase the time limit will be out of order until the bill gots 
into the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Until it gets into the Senate. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is what I understood was the 
of the Chair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator from Colorado understands 
that when the billisin the Senate any amendment will bein order, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; thenany amendment will be in order, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Or the Senator can offer his amendment 2s ayn 
amendment to the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa, 
if he pleases. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I donot want to do thatatthistime. But 
the purpose I have in making the suggestion to the Senator from 
Iowa is this: This is a bill to extend practically the coastwise luws 
of the United States to the sea traffic between the United States 
and the Philippines. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator will excuse me, but he is not stating 
that quite correctly. The coastwise laws are now extended by law 
to take effect on July 1, both as to the transoceanic and the inter- 
island traffic of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. By existing law. 

‘Mr. LODGE. By existing law; and, unless this bill is p: 
the coastwise laws of the United States will go into effect both as 
to the interisland traffic and the transoceanic traffic on the 1st day 
of next July. This bill relieves theinterisland traffic entirely. It 
leaves it in the hands of the Commission to determine when it shall 
be limited to vessels of the United States registry. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the amendment of the Senator from 
Iowais adopted, it will extend the operation of the coastwise laws 
one year—that is, until 1905—on traffic between the Philippine 
Islands and the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. It will defer their operation. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. Mysuggestion that the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa should not be voted upon now is based 
upon the following reasons: There is no objection, as I under- 
stand the sentiment upon this side of the Senate, to the extension 
of the coastwise laws to the Pacific traffic—that is, to the traflic 
between the United States and the Philippine Islands—but the 
time at which those laws shall go into effect is of the utmost im- 
portance. If I am not misinformed, the present Secretary of 
War, the late governor of the Philippine Islands, is opposed to 
that feature of the bill at the present time. The Senator from 
Massachusetts can tell me if Iam misinformed upon the subject 


2 q 
i sea, 


hen, I suppose, we must take a vote on the | or not; but I have been told that such is the case and that 


Secretary gives very cogent and powerful reasons in oppo 
to the extension of those laws at this time. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. I suppose that I am entitled, in view of his qu 
tion, to state what the Secretary of War stated tothe Senator tr 
Iowa {Mr. ALLIson] and myself the other day when the bill j 
passed was under discussion. He stated that be was very 
anxious to have the traffic carried in American bottoms; that 1 


| thought it would be beneficial to the islands by attracting to thm 


American capital; that he thought to put the law into effect on 
the 1st of July would be too soon, but that he should be entir 
contented if it was postponed for one year, and that his ear 
desire was that before that time came there should be a fur’ 
reduction in the existing duties. The Senator from Iowa, I thi 
will bear me out that I have stated the views of the Secret: 
correctly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have no question but that the Senator 
from Massachusetts states the interview correctly. 

Mr. LODGE. I mean,as I am stating it from memory, and the 
ee from Iowa having been present, he would be able to bear 
me out. 

Mr. PATTERSON. But I want to suggest, if there is discus- 
sion upon this subject, that it might result ina time being agreed 
upon for these laws to take effect, not in 1905, but perhaps 12 
1906. Ifa vote was deferred upon the measure, we could all voto 
ae the question with such light as we should have as a result 
of any discussion which may arise. 

I am inclined to think that the extension of the coastwise laws 
to that trade in 1905 would work a very great hardship upon the 
people of the Philippine Islands, upon the exporters and import- 
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ers living in those islands. The only motive Tand my colleagues Mr. CULBERSON. I thought the Senator from Tennessee had 
would have would be to defer the putting of these laws into opera- | concluded his speech. 
tion until such reasonable time as would enable proper prepara-| Mr. CARMACK. I yield to the Senator very cheerfully. Iam 
tions to be made to substitute American vessels for foreign vessels. | very glad to do it. 
Ultimately the Senator from Iowa may insist —- his amend-| Mr. CULBERSON. I understand that by the act of March 8, 
ment: but it seems to me that if it was deferred for a time, if | 1902, after the ist day of July, 1904, the coastwise laws of the 
there is to be discussion upon it, we might all agree upon some | United States will apply to trade between the United States and 
time that would be satisfactory to the Senator. the Philippine Islandsand between ports inthe Philippine Islands. 
Mr. LODGE. The Secretary of War is contented with the bill | The report of the committee on this bill states that the sole ob- 
as proposed to be amended by the Senator from Iowa, involving | ject of the bill is to relieve the situation in the archipelago—that 
a year’s postponement. That is as far as I should feel at liberty | is to say, that the object of it is to repeal so much of section 3 of 
to go. Isee no reason for further extension. I have accepted | the act of March 8, 1902, as will put the coastwise laws of the 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa and shall vote for it. United States in effect between ports and places in the Philippines 
Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator from Colorado will permit | after the 1st of July, 1904. 
me. I have here what the late Secretary of War and the present} Instead of stopping at that, instead of accomplishing that pur- 
Secretary have said on this question. pose simply, the bill goes beyond it and reenacts in sections 1 and 
[ will say that I also had a conversation with Secretary Taft. | 2 the act of 1902, though in different language. So Senators on 
I have not felt at liberty to say anything about it before, as other | this side of the Chamber, if they vote in favor of this bill, will 
Senators had not mentioned the matter; but I gota very different | vote affirmatively to put the coastwise laws in operation between 
impression from that which he seems to have conveyed to other | the United States and the Philippines. 
Senators; and that was that he was very much opposed to the op- Now, in view of that, it seems to me that if the Senator from 
eration of this bill without extending the time for the coastwise | Massachusetts would accept an amendment which I will send to 
laws to go into effect, unless the tariff on Philippine products | the desk perhaps the matter can be settled. Strike out all after 
should be very materially reduced before any such legislation was | the enacting clause and insert a provision that will repeal so 
had. That was the very distinct impression left upon my mind. | much of the act of 1902 as has application to ports and places in 
Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, Ido not think | the Philippine Islands solely. In that way the law as it exists 
that the Secretary of War conceals the fact that he is very much | will not be disturbed, except in so far as the interisland Philip- 
interested in dealing further with our tariff laws between the | pine trade is concerned, and Senators on this side of the Chamber 
United States and the Philippine Islands; I think he has very de- | can consistently vote for it. There is really no necessity for a 
cided views upon that subject, but in the conversation alluded to | reenactment of the act of 1902, so far as the trade between the 
between the Secretary of War, the Senator from Massachusetts | United States and the Philippines is concerned. 
[ Mr. LopgE], and myself he intimated his desire,I think,to have | With this purpose, Mr. President, I offer the amendment I 
these two questions as nearly as possible considered together. Of | send to the desk. 
course, it is impossible for the Senate to consider the other ques- The PRESIDENT protempore. There is an amendment now 
tion now, because we have no power to originate a tariff bill in | pending. 
this body. My object in offering this amendment to increase the Mr. CULBERSON. Then I will offer it at the propertime. It 
limit one year is to give an opportunity for the consideration of | is in the nature of a substitute. 
the tsvo subjects together. I think I have fairly stated, and the Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to 
Senator from Massachusetts has fairly stated, the substance of | make a suggestion to the Senator from Texas? 
the views of the Secretary of War. Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. 
Mr. CARMACK. The Secretary of War—— Mr. ALLISON. I submit to the Senator from Texas that that 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a minute, I want | will not accomplish all I want to accomplish; namely, that as to 
to ask the Senator from Iowa, in view of the fact that there is no | the traffic between the United States and the Philippine Islands 
possibility, under the predetermined arrangement, as we under- | the law of 1902 shall be extended for one year. 
stand it, for adjournment, that that question of tariff can be con- Mr. CULBERSON. That is true; but it may be done by an 
} 
| 
} 
j 


ee LC! 





sidered at this session, and it isnot probable that it will be possible | amendment, which the Senator may offer to my amendment, 
to consider it at the short session, whether it is not better to now | which I will gladly accept. 
increase the limit two years instead of one? | Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Tennessee yield to 

Mr. CARMACK. I was going to offer an amendment to that | me for a moment? 
effect. Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. As stated by the Senator from Massachusetts,| Mr. MITCHELL. Ishould like to make aninquiry of the Sena- 
the Secretary of War is satisfied with the extension of one year, | tor in charge of this bill. We have just passed a bill this after- 
—— a =: _— — I offered the amendment which I have | noon which provides: 
sent tothedesk. I think one year will suffice. I hope so, at least. | g nail he United States. or belonging 1e United States, and 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not see why it would not Se possible at | jealous aati Go oeaterea int he 7 Bem ne = a ; oan I a silos i, 
a short session to take up the simple question of the reduction of fodder, or supplies of any description, purchased pursuant to law, for the use 
duties upon Philippine products. It does not involve the whole , ° ‘8¢ Army or Navy. 
tariff question. When that measure was pending I offered an amendment that 

Mr. BACON. Not at all. | it should not take effect until the ist day of July,1905. That 

Mr. ALDRICH. It certainly, I think, can be disposed of in a | amendment was voted down and the bill passed as originally 
short session without any question. | drafted, with the amendment attached, proposed, I think, by the 

Mr. PATTERSON. It seriously involves—— ' Senator from Iowa, that the act should take effect sixty days 

Mr. BACON. Pardon me. That question was up at the last | after its passage. 

— be — will remember that an unexpected compli-{| The bill now pending provides: 

cation caused Senators to postpone that question until the last day | ; ee et 

of the session, and the bill was brought up on the last day of the | ouker —— St tacioitens ee ee the United Bat ead 
session, although it came over from the House in the early part | ports or places in the Philippine Archipelago, directly or via a foreign port, 
of January. Tam not criticising anybody; Tam simply replying | or for any part of the voyage, in any other vessel than a vesselof the United 
to the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island. ae 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me? Now, the first measure, the bill we have just passed, is general 

Mr. BACON. In one moment, if you please. in its character, except it is limited to Government supplies, and 

The Senator used the word *‘ possibility.’’ I should say as to | it goes into effect, provided it shall become a law, sixty days after 
the probability that in the short session, with the vast amount of | its passage. Suppose the bill we are now discussing should be 
business which is necessarily crowded into the short session, there | amended as proposed by the Senator from Iowa, so that it will 
would not be any legislation practicable upon that question unless | not take effect until the Ist of July, 1905, and it becomes a law. 
it should be a measure without very material opposition on the part | What will be the status then—the then state of the law—in the 




























of anybody. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I suggest to the Senator that his point is 
met by the fact that even if it be true that no tariff legislation 
could be considered at a short session, this could be immediately 
extended for another year. 

Mr. BACON. That is true. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That could be done in a short session. 

Mr. BACON. If we could be assured—— 

Mr. CULBERSON.. As I understand—— 
Mr. CARMACK, [yield to the Senator from Texas, 


face of the two laws, which will have to be construed together, I 
presume, as to Government supplies? Is this latter bill a modifi- 
cation of the former one? Isit not a repeal by positive enactment 
of the former law—I mean the bill which passed the Senate to-day— 
in so far as the date of its operation is concerned? 

Mr. HALE. It would depend entirely upon the bill just passed. 
The two are entirely distinct. 

Mr. LODGE. They have no relation to each other. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I beg pardon, with all due deference to the 
Senator. The one provides that no vessel but a Government ves- 
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sel or one owned by an American shall be employed in transport- 
ing Government supplies. 

Mr. HALE. It goes everywhere. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It goes everywhere. 
do not misunderstand the bill. I may be wrong in my deduction, | 
but I know what I am talking about. 

Mr. HALE. It is not in any way on all fours with this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Not at all; and yet it is similar in some re- 
spects, because the bill we have just passed provides in so many 
terms that no Government supplies shall be shipped anywhere 
from this country to any ports except in an American vessel. 
That is that bill, is it not? 

Mr. HALE. A United States vessel. 

Mr. MITCHELL. A United States vessel or a vessel belonging 
to the United States. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, this bill provides that on and after July 
1, 1994, no merchandise shall be carried except in home vessels. 
It does not say “‘ no merchandise other than Government supplies,”’ 
but ‘*no merchandise.”’ 

There is no exception made as to Government supplies, and my 
opinion is, although I may be absolutely wrong, that if you pass 
this bill now and extend it so that it does not become operative 
until the 1st of July, 1905, you will find that there is a conflict 
there which will need construction. And I am inclined to think | 
it absolutely repeals the act you have just passed in so far as it | 
relates to Government sapplies, and certainly renders inoperative | 
the provision in the bill passed this morning authorizing the Presi- | 
dent under certain circumstances to suspend the law. 

Mr. HALE. I donot think so. As representing the bill which | 
has just been passed, I am willing to take that risk. That isa 
distinctive matter entirely, and is cared for by the billitself. I | 

ill take the chance of its being in any way repealed. 

fr. MITCHELL. Youmake no exception, with all due defer- | 

1ce to the Senator. 

. MALLORY. Mr. President—— 

, MITCHELL. In one moment. In this last bill you in- | 

e all merchandise. All merchandise includes Government | 

supplies just as much as it includes anything else. You make it | 
apply to all merchandise, and you say that the bill shall not go 
into effect until the ist of July, 1905, while the other bill goes 
into effect within sixty days after passage. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Doesthe 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield to the Senator from Florida. | 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me to | 

| 
| 
| 
| 


I understand that. I | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Senator from Oregon 


call his attention to the fact that the proviso adopted as an amend- 
ment to the bill which passed to-day providing that under cer- 
tain circumstances, if the rates are excessive or unreasonable, 
the President shall step in, would be affected by this bill if it 
passes now undoubtedly, because under that proviso the Presi- 
dent could give a contract to a foreign vessel, whereas under the | 
bill which is now pending that permission is taken away from the | 
President, and it is confined to American vessels? 

Mr. MITCHELL. This is undoubtedly so. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Oregon a | 
question. Even if his contention be correct, that the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Iowa may by construction be ex- | 
tended to the other bill, would he object to that construction? | 

Mr. MITCHELL. I would be in favor of making each of these | 
bills take effect one year hence. i 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, if that is true, supposing the objec- 
tion he makes is valid, is not that just what he wants? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is just what I want, but I do not think it | 
is what is wanted on the other side. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But the Senator from Maine is willing 
to take his chances: and if the Senator from Oregon is satisfied | 
with it, does not that dispose of the point? Is not that just what | 
the Senator from Oregon himself wants? 

Mr. MITCHELL. What Ishould like to do would be to recon- 
sider the other bill and make it take effect the same time that is 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa as to the pending bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In other words, what the Senator points 
out as the defect of the amendment of the Senator from Iowa is 
precisely what the Senator from Oregon desires; and since the | 
Senator from Maine is willing to take his chances, it seems tome 
that point is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing | 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. LODGE. It is obvious we can not have any action on the | 
bill this evening, as Senators evidently desire to discuss this 
amendment. There is some executive business that certain Sen 
ators desire to have disposed of, and therefore I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the c.»). 
sideration of executive business. After fifty minutes spent in ex. 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 15 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, March 2, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 1, 1: 
INDIAN AGENT. 
_ Rush J. Taylor, of Castlewood, S. Dak., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Yankton Agency in South Dakota. 
POSTMASTERS. 
LOUISIANA. 
Laura Bondurant to be postmaster at St. Joseph, in the parish 
of Tensas and State of Louisiana. 
Mildred P. T. Prescott to be postmaster at Lutcher, in the parish 
of St. James and State of Louisiana. 
MARYLAND. 
teorge W. Evans to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county 
of Harford and State of Maryland. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
Roy C. Flanagan to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 


| of Pitt and State of North Carolina. 


OREGON. 


Alonzo M. Woodford to be postmaster at Medford, in the county 


. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 1, 1904. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. PUJO. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 

for the purpose of making a change of reference of the bill (H.R. 


| 12838) for the completion of a dam and locks in the Mermentau 
| River, in the State of Louisiana, from the Committee on Inter- 


state and Foreign Commerce to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12888) for the completion of a dam and locks in the Mermen- 
tau River, in the State of Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani- 
mous consent for a change of the reference of this bill from the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. Isthere objection? [After a pause.| 


| The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


By unanimous consent, other changes of reference were made as 
follows: 

House Document No. 405, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to the Committee on Indian Affairs; 

House Document No. 564, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and 

House Document No. 558, from the Committee on Approp! 


| tions to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s desk the agricultural appropriati 
bill, with Senate amendments, and disagree thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the agricultural 
appropriation bill, with Senate amendments, disagree to the Sen- 
ate amendments, and asks for aconference. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hearsnone,anditissoordered. The 
Chair appoints the following conferees: Mr. WapswortH, Mr. 
Henry of Connecticut, and Mr. Lams. 


JULIETTE WESTBROOK. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the action of the Speaker in s' 


ng House bill 5611, grant- 
ing a pension to Juliette Westbrook, ba rescind: 


: that the bill be returned 


to the Senate with a request that similar action be taken by the Senate with 


respect to the signature of the President pro tempore, and that the passage 
of the bill bo reconsidered and the same be postponed indefinitely, the bene- 
ficiary of the same being dead. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
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REMOVING RESTRICTIONS ON SALE OF PUYALLUP ALLOTTED LANDS, 


‘ir. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
esent consideration of the bill which I now send to the 
( ~s desk and ask to have read. ‘ 

he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
Clerk read as follows: 
A H. R. $891) giving the consent of Congress to the removal of the re- 


ions on the sale of Puyallup allotted lands, and confirming and legal- 
- sales thereof since March J, 1903. 
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+ enacted, etc., That the Puyallup allottees and true owners of lands | 


ait din the Puyallup Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, shall 
wer to lease, encumber, grant, alien, sell, and convey the same in like 


er and with like effect as any other person may lease, encumber, grant, 
il, and convey real estate under the laws of the United States and of 

; ; and the United States hereby gives consent to the 

ove, ali restrictions in reference thereto: Provided, 
ill not be held or construed to confirm or, legaiize 
‘ es of such lands heretofore made by any such allottee or allot- 
sit all such sales shall be held to have been made subject to all legal 
1 ities existing in favor of such allottee or ailottees; and any such 

r allottees who may have been induced to lease, encumber, grant, 

ll, or convey any such allotment or allotments, or any part thereof, 

by fra or for an inadequate consideration shall institute loom proceedings 
for proper relief within one year from the date of the passage of this act. 


[he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
ti f the bill? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to have the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. CUSHMAN] explain the bill. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. 




















Mr. Speaker, this bill which I now offer and | 


ask the House to pass .practically makes no change in the law as | 
it now exists. This bill relates exclusively to the Puyallup Indian 
lands, in the State of Washington. Something over ten years ago, 
Congress passed an act which was intended to give the Indians | 
power to sell their lands after the expiration of ten years. That 


en-year period expired March 3, 1903—nearly a year ago. In 
examining the title to these lands it has been discovered that the 
act which was passed ten years ago stated— 

t the Indians should not have power to alienate their allotted {lands, 
for the period of ten years, etc. 

Now, in order to make the right of the Indian to sell perfectly 
clear, and the title which he gives perfectly good, the language 
which should have been used is— 

That after the expiration of ten years the Indian shall have the right to 
Bell, etc.” 

Instead of— 
He shall not have the right to sell for the period of ten years. 


That is in substance all this bill provides. It changes the lan- 
guage, as I have quoted. The Indian Department and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior claim that the Indian has a perfect right to 
sell now, the ten years havingexpired. But the people who desire 
to purchase these lands want their title to rest upon an explicit 


etc 


ra 


| directly on the titles to th 
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view of those matters which have heretofore 


ranspired, bearing 
36 lands. 


BRIEF HISTORICAL REVIEW OR SUMMARY OF THE TITLE TO THE PUYALLUP 
INDIAN LANDS IN THE STATE OF WASHI iTON. 

1854: Governor Stevens and the superintendent of Indian af- 

fairs of Washington Territory, on behalf of the United States, 


negotiated a treaty with the Nisqualli, Puyailup, and other In- 
dians of Washington. 


This treaty provided that the President might cause the lands 





thereby reserved for the Indians to be surveyed into lots, under 
the same regulations provided in the sixth article of the Omaha 
treaty. The sixth article of the Omaha treaty provided that In- 


dian lands should not be aliened or leased for a period longer than 
two years. 

i884: The list of Puyallup Indian lands and allotments, includ- 
ing the survey tl f, was filed fiice of the Secretary of 
the Interior and said list approved by him. 

i886: The President of the United States caus: 


+ v ; t} 
thereo In the 


d patents to be 
] 






| issued to these various Puyallup Indians, each for his respective 
allotment, and each patent contained the clause that: 

Said land should not be aliened or leased for long lan two years h 
restriction shall continue untila & i a shall be f ned and the 
legislature of the State shail remove said restr s: Pr i, That no leg- 
islature shall remove sii i restrictions without the consent of Congre 

1890: The State legislature passed an act, being ‘‘An act to en- 
able the Indians to sell and alien the lands of the Puyallup In- 
dian Reservation, in the State of Washington,’ with the proviso 

| that the act should take effect upon the consent of the United 
| States to the removal of the restrictions upon the conveyancing 
of said lands. 

1893: Congress by act of March 3, 1893 (Indian appropriation 
bill), authorized the sale of the Puyallup allotted Indian land 
(by and through a commission) upon certain terms, etc., with 1 
provisit yn that the Indian allottees should not have the power to 
sell or alienate their allotted lands (not selected for sale by the 


| commission) for the period of 


' ~e * ° s ‘ > » 
official opinion that the act of March 3, 1893, removed ; 
| tions except the time limit of ten years. and that on and after 


statement that the Indian has had a right since that date, and | 


not upon a statement that he did not have a right to sell before 
that date. In other words, that the title to these lands ought to 
rest upon an affirmative statement, and not upon a negative asser- 
tion. That is practically ail there is in this bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
Committee on Indian Affairs of this House? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. It has. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Unanimously approved? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes; unanimously. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is 
apparent that there will probably be no opposition to the passage 
of this bill as proposed by me. 


1ome near where these lands are situated, if I would put into the 


5 


ears froin th 4 


ten y » date of the 


passage of said act (and by direct inference declaring that after 
the expiration of said ten years the Indians could sell). 
March 3, 1903: The ten-year period of limitation expired March 


3, 1903. 

February 14, 1903: The Secretary of the Interior rendered an 
ill restric- 
the date when this time limit expired (March 3, 1903) the Indian 
Office had no jurisdiction whatever over said lands, and the Indians 
could sell absolutely in their own right. 

After following step by step through this brief historica 
view of the title to these Indian lands it is apparent that the t 


now seems to be in the Indians and that they now possess the full 
right to sell these lands in theirown names. The query th 
| forearises, Why the necessity for the passage of this bill conferring 


upon the Indians the right to sell, which richt the Secretary of 


| the Interior has heretofore decided they now have without the 
| passage of this or a similar bill? 


Has the bill been approved by the | 


I think it would serve a good pur- | 
ose and tend to explain many misunderstandings which exist at 


this matter, but a number of official documents, letters, and opin- | 


ions in regard to it. 

This bill (H. R. 9891) ‘is one giving the consent of Congress to 
the removal of the restrictions heretofore placed on the sale of 
the Puyallup Indian allotted lands, and permitting said Indian 
as any other person may sell real estate belonging to him. 

_ An examination of the correspondence (hereto attached) from 
the ¢ ommissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the In- 
terior discloses the fact that in the judgment of those officials 
said Indian allottees now have without further legislation the 
fulland complete right to sell and encumber said lands. But 
those officials further state that by reason of doubts existing in the 


allottees to lease, encumber, grant, and sell said lands as freely 
| 


minds of would-be purchasers as to whether said Indians now have | 


such power to sell, the passage of a bill of this character, remov- 


ing such doubts and declaring affirmatively that the Indians have | 


such power to sell, is recommended. 

One provision of this bill is so framed as to protect and safe- 
guard the rights of any Indian allottees who may have heretofore 
sold their allotments through fraud or inadequate consideration. 

In order to correctly understand the necessity for the passage 
of this or a similar billit is necessary to give a brief historical re- 





; ‘ | valuable, and would-be purchas 
RecorD not only a brief statement of the facts in connection with 


The answer to that pertinent inquiry is as follows: The Puyal- 
lup Indian Reservation, in the State of Wash ton. contains 
18,061.81 acres. Nearly all of this land—about 17.463 acres—has 


been allotted to Indian allottees. These lands lie adjoining and 
abutting the city limits of the city of Takoma, a city of 75,000 
inhabitants. 

These lands, by reason of their proximity to this large city, and 
also by reason of the agricultural excellence of the soil, are qui 
rs will not buy the same un! 
they can secure a perfectly clear title thereto. The lawyers and 
abstractors in that vicinity refuse to recognize the absolute 


7 
Ol 





| as being in said Indians, with the full power to sell, on the fol 
lowing ground: That Congress never consented to the removal 
such restrictions except by implication; that is, Congress declared 
in the act of March 3, 1893: 
That the Indian allottecs should not have the power of alienation of t 
| allotted lands * * * fora period of ten year n th iL f p 
of the act. 

In order to make these titles perfectly clear, the abstractors 
and would-be purchasers contend that the language of this f I 
act should have been ** that after the period of ten years t 

| lottees shall have the power of alienation,’ instead of th 
guage which was used, ‘‘that the allottees shall not | 
power of alienation for a period of ten years.’’ In other w 
that the language of the statute upon which these tit 
should be a positive and affirmative declaration, instead 
words of implication. 

It may be said in this connection that, if the Secretary of 
Interior and the Commiss r of | un Affairs are sati 
the Indians now have the full right to sell th ls, W 
purchasers should be satisfied with this assuran But tl vet 
remains, nevertheless, that they are no T) tters which I will 
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print with my remarks fully explain the exact reason why addi- 
tional legislation is needed to make definite and specific the con- 
dition of the titles to this real estate. 

It is proper to state that the bill which I originally introduced 
was H. R. 5767. After its introduction it was referred to the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
for their official report and opinion as to the necessity and pro- 
priety of such legislation. The two letters—one from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and one from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs—I will print with my remarks. 

It will be noticed by reference to these two official letters that 
both the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs agree that some such legislation as is contemplated 
by this bill is not subject to objection. The Secretary of the In- 
terior in his letter submits a proposed substitute for all that por- 
tion of H. R. 5767 following the enacting clause. This proposed 
substitute is as follows: 


That said act of Congress, approved March 8, 1893 (27 Stats., p. 633), author- 
izing the sale of the Puyallup allotted lands, with restrictions upon alien- 
ation “for a period of ten years from the date of the passage” thereof, shall 
be taken and construed as having expressed the consent of the United States 
to the removal of restrictions upon alienation by said Puyallup Indians of 
their allotted lands from and after the expiration of said period of ten years, 
and all sales made since the expiration of said period shall be given the effect 
of having been made without any restriction upon the power of the allottee 
to alienate his land. 


This bill (H. R. 9891), the passage of which is recommended by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs of this House, is slightly different 
than the proposed substitute recommended by the honorable 
Secretary of the Interior. It is proper to state in this connection 
that itis apparent from the letter of the Secretary of the Interior 
that the reasons that induced him to propose said substitute was 
a desire to further safeguard and protect the rights of the Indian 
a'lottees. 

This bill (H. R. 9891), which has been favorably reported and 
which Iam now asking the passage of, not only goes further 
toward the protection of the rights of the Indian than did the bill 
in its original form, but goes further toward the protection of the 
rights of the Indian than the substitute offered by the honorable 
Secretary of the Interior. This statement is made as an explana- 
tion of the reason why the Committee on Indian Affairs reported 
a different bill than the one suggested by the Department of the 
Interior. 

I will insert in the Recorp at this point two letters received by 
me from the Tacoma Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade, 
which present the local conditions which make this legislation 
not only desirable but necessary: 


TacomMA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND BOARD OF TRADE, 
Tacoma, Wash., November 23, 1908. 
Hon, Francis W. CUSHMAN, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sir: There is a matter of great importance which we wish to call to 
your attention. 

The law which created the commissioner to dispose of the Puyallup Indian 
lands provided that the land should be sold by a commission or commissioner 
until March 4, 1903. There was nothing in the act that directly authorized 
the Indians to sell their lands after that date in propria persona except by 
implication. Somebody in Washington City, either the attorney in the In- 
dian Department or in the Attorney-General’s Office, has given an opinion 
— _ Indians have the right to convey, and have had that right since 

arch 4, 1903. 

The commissioner in charge of making the sales for the Indians has been 
advised by the Indian Office at Washington City that he has no further 
eos to make conveyances. Hammond & Heuston. abstractors of this city, 

1ave refused to pass titles to these Indian lands on the ground that there is 
no legislation authorizing the Indians to make any conveyances. This has 
absolutely stopped the sale of any land. There are only two ways to defi- 
nitely determine the status of these lands: One is by a suit in court, which 
would have to be appealed to the United States Supreme Court, and which 
would cause a delay of from two to five years and which would absolutely 
paralyze us from a business standpoint. 'The other way is by an act of Con- 
gress authorizing conveyances by the Indians, and also, perhaps, confirming 
any conveyances made by Indians since March 4, 1903, where the considera- 
tion was paid to the Indian. 

Several manufacturing plants have failed to locate on these lands on ac- 
count of their inability to get a site that they desired by reason of the con- 
dition of things herein narrated. Putin your best licksand get anact through 
Congress as quickly as possible, and thereby remove this uncertain state of 
affairs which is embarrassing to both the Indians and the whites. Probably 
if the matter was referred to the Attorney-General for an opinion he would 
state that there is no reason for the passage of the act, because the Indians 
already have the right toconvey. But unfortunately such opinions do not 
always make decisions. No harm can be done by making the law definite 
and specific. There ought not to be any delay in getting this done. 

very truly, 
y ‘TACOMA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND BOARD OF TRADE, 
J. 8S. WHITEHOUSE, Sec¥etary. 


TACOMA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND BOARD OF TRADE, 
Tacoma, Wash., November 28, 1908. 
Hon. FRANcIs W. CUSHMAN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Str: Your communication of the 2ist with inclosure of the 18th 
from the Office of Indian Affairs received. I have discussed the matter fur- 
ther with several attorneys, and they still insist that legislation is necessary 
to enable the Indians to convey lands. You will notice in the letter from the 
Indian Commissioner he states, on page 5, that the lands could not be con- 
veyed until after State legislation should remove the restriction, and Con- 
gress consent to such removal. 
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Marcu 1, 


— 


Congress has never consented to the removal of such restriction except by 
implication, which implication is contained in the act of March 3, 1893, an. ig 
gathered from the words (page 7 of letter of Indian Commissioner) * ; it 
the Indian allottees should not have the power of alienation of the allot(:4 
lands not selected for sale by said Commission for a period of ten years fy m 
the date of the — of the act.” You wiil notice that the act fails to <.~ 
that they shall have power at the expiration of eran etc., and the act in 
no way refers tothe giving of consent on the part of Congress to the remo. il 
of the restriction provided by the State legislature. Noattorney will adyic, 
his client to invest his money in lands and to put improvements thereon » n 
his title rests a upon implication —— from the law, which law is 
departure from the fixed policy of the Government concerning the Indian 
lands for over one hundred years. : 

There should not be a day’s hesitation on the part of Congross and the In. 
dian Office in consenting to the passage of an act which would remove a) 
doubt; which would in specific terms give the consent of Congress to the a 
of the State legislature removing the restriction, and in specific terms , 
clare the right of the Indians to dispose of land from and after March 3}. |, )- 
and also, I think, it should include the confirmation of any sale mado sin... 
March 3, 1903, in which the purchase money went tothe Indian. The oyi, 
ions of the attorneys here are not essentially different from that of the Ir 
Office. Lim decline to think that the law intended to leave the India; 
condition where he could not convey, a do not feel that they can ad. 
vise their clients to invest money on such implication or intention, especia||y 
when the remedy is so simple and specific. 

If possible an act should be introduced in both branches of Congress at tha 
earliest date and pushed through. This is working a very serious haris hip 
upon the city of Tacoma and also upon the Indians. We inclose you here. 
with the letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs which you so king y 
forwarded to us. 


Very =, 
ACOMA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND BOARD OF TRApzr, 
J.S. WHITEHOUSE, Secretary. 


I desire to place in the Recorp at this point the letter of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the honorable Secretary of the 
Interior in relation to this general subject: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, December 16, 1908. 

Sir: This office is in yeoutes, by Department reference, for immediate re. 
port, of a communication dated December 11, 1908, from Hon. J. 8. Suer 
MAN, chairman of the House Committee on Indian Affairs, inclosing there- 
with a copy of House bill 5767, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, with 
request for a report on the same in time to have the bill brought before the 
committee for action on Thursday next (December 17, 1908). 

The title of the bill is as follows: ‘‘Giving the consent of Congress to the 
removal of the restrictions on the sale of yailep allotted lands and con- 
firming and legalizing sales thereof since March 3, 1903." 

In the first part of the preamble to the bill reference is made to the treaty 
under which the Puyallup Indian Reservation, Wash., was set apart, said 
treaty having been concluded on December 26, 1854, between Isaac I. Stevens 
governor an superintendent of Indian affairs of Washington Territory, 01 
the part of the United States, and the chiefs, headmen, and delegates of the 
Nisqually, Puyallup, and certain other tribes and bands of Indians (| 
L., 1133); also to the provisions contained in the sixth article of tho treaty 
with the Omaha, so far as the same might be applicable (10 Stat. L., 1()'4). 

In the second part of the preamble reference is made to the schedule of se- 
lections of lands made by the Indians and the allotment of the same to them 
the approval of the allotments by the Secretary of the Interior and tl: AS- 
ident, said selections and allotments having been made in accordance with 
the provisions of the treaties referred to. 

The third part of the preamble refers to the fact that the President caused 
patents to be issued to the Indians of the Puyallup Indian Reservation in 
accordance with the approved schedule above mentioned. 

In the fourth part of the preamble it is indicated that the tracts of land 
rompeumrey allotted to the Indians within the Puyallup Reservation 
should not be alienated or leased for a longer term than two years, and should 
be exempt from levy, sale, or forfeiture, which conditions should continue 
in force until a State constitution embracing such lands withinits boun Jaries 
should be formed and the legislature of the State should remove the restr 
tions; also to the fact that no State legislature should remove the restrictions 
without the consent of Congress. 

It is stated in the fifth portion of the pot that the legislature of the 
State of Washington, by act approved March 22, 1890, removed the restric 
tions upon the sale and alienation of the Puyallup allotted lands, to take 
effect upon the consent of the United States thereto. 

In the sixth part of the preamble reference is made to the provisions of the 
Puyaliup act approved March 3, 1893 (27 Stat. L., 638), authorizing th« 
these lands upon certain terms, stipulations, and restrictions, wherein it \ 
provided that the Indian allottees should not have the power of alienation : 
the allotted lands not selected for sale by the Puyallu commission “for the 
period of ten years from the date of the passage” of the same. 

In the seventh pene of the preamble the opinion of the Secretary of tho 
Interior rendered February 14, 1903, is cited to the effect that the require- 
ments of the treaties with respect to these lands have been oy met, and 
that the provisions of the act ot the legislature of the State of Washington o! 
March 22, 1890, and the Indian appropriation act of March 3, '893, above re- 
ferred to, together operate to remove all restrictions upon the alienatio! 
sale thereof by the allottees, and that after March 3, 1903, the Puyallup 2! lo'- 
tees would have power to lease, encumber, grant, and alienate the same in 
like manner and with like effect as any other person might do under the laws 
of the United States and of the State of Washington. re 

In the eighth portion of the preamble it is set forth that some woul!° 
purchasers of these unsold Puyallup allotted lands hesitate to purchase t 
same, or any portion thereof, because of a doubt as to whether Congress, ! 
said Puyallup act of March 3, 1893, fully and completely removed the restr 
tions upon the sale and conveyances of these lands by the Indians. ss 

The bill —— that the Puyallup allottees and true owners of said lan:s 
shall have the power to lease, encumber, grant, alien, and sell in like mann’ 


) Stat 


| and with like effect as any other person may do under the laws of the Unit«! 


States and of the State of Washington; also for giving the consent of | 
United States to the removal of all restrictions in reference thereto. It fur 
ther provides that any and all sales thereof made in accordance with t!> 
laws of the United States and of the State of Washington since March 3, 1, 
shall be confirmed and legalized. : 

In connection with this subject the office has the honor to state that it hes 
been reported that parties who are interested in making purchases of t!’ 
Puyallup allotted lands now from the Indians and true owners thereof ha) 
some doubts as to the matter of the full and complete removal of the restr 
tions upon the sale and conveyance of the same; also that attorneys at Ta- 
coma, Wash., and in the vicinity thereof have advised their clients not ‘ 
purchase these lands pending the doubt of the complete and full removal ©! 
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the restrictive clause on their sale, and that for these reasons very few, if 
n =s have been made thereof since March 3, 1908. 





- ee has no doubt that the restrictions upon the sale and conveyance 
of ands by the Indians and true owners thereof have been removed as 

| in the opinion of the Department rendered February 14, 1903. It 
ao dvised all parties who have made inquiries as to this matter since 
tha .. The opinion of the Secretary of the Interior referred to has been 

‘ery case and the conclusion therein reached fully set forth. 

urs that doubt and confusion concerning this matter arises from the 
nev rovision of the Puyallup act approved March 3, 1893 (supra). That 
a s, arnong others, the following provision: 

t the Indian allottees shall not have power of alienation of the allot- 
ie nds not selected for sale by said commission for the period of ten years 
from the date of the passage of this act.” . 

: the provisions of the treaties referred to, the restrictions upon the 
sale and conveyance of these lands, and upon their taxation, ete., were to 
ie in force until a State constitution embracing such lands within its 
b ries should be formed and the legislature thereof should remove the 
restrictions with the consent of Congress. Asabove indicated, the State first 
r ved the restrictions in the year 1890, and in 1598 Congress passed what 
is 1 as the Puyallup act, containing the provision above quoted, in- 
tending, as it would seem, to remove the restrictions fully and completely 
u the sale of the Puyallup allotted lands by the Indians and true owners 
- e Office does not see any objection to the passage of the bill under con- 
sideration. It is not seen that it can do the Indians and true owners of these 
unsold allotments any harmorinjury. Should it become a law, it would cer- 
tainly be clear to all concerned that the Government thereby gives its abso- 
ite. full, and complete consent to the removal of the restrictions mentioned. 
With these remarks, the bill and the letter of the chairman of the House 
Committes on Indian Affairs are herewith returned. 


A copy of this report is inclosed for your use. 

[also inclose herewith for convenient reference copy of Executive orders 
relating to Indian reserves from May 14, 1855, to July 1, 1902. On pages 131, 
122. and 138 thereof will be found the Executive orders of January 2, 1857, 
and September 6, 1873, relating to this reservation and certain correspondence 


pertaining to the same, 
Very respectfully, W. A. Jonzs, — 
Commissioner. 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, December 17, 1908. 


Sir: H. R. 5767, which was inclosed with your communication of the llth 
instant with request for report thereon, was referred to the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, who made report under date of the 16th instant, a copy of 
which is inclosed herewith. 

Upon consideration of the matter I doubt the necessity of further legisla- 
tion in the premises. If, however, any is to be had it should not go further 
than to place purchases of the Puyallup lands made since March 3, 1903, in 
the same position they would have been had there been no question as to the 
correctness of the rulings of this Department to the effect that under the 
law as it then stood there was no restriction upon alienation after March 3, 

9083 

I have therefore caused to be prepared and submit herewith a draft ofa 
rovision which I recommend to be substituted for that part of H. R. 5767 
ollowing the enacting clause, to wit: 

“Tat said act of Congress, approved March 3, 1893 (27 Stats., p. 633), au- 
thorizing the sale of the Puyallup allotted lands, with restriction upon alien- 
ation ‘fora pees of ten years from the date of the passage’ thereof, shall 
be taken and construed as having expressed the consent of the United States 
to the removal of restrictions upon alienation by said Puyallup Indians of 
their allotted lands from and after the expiration of said period of ten years, 
aud all sales made since the expiration of said period shall be given effect of 
having been made without any restriction upon the power of the allottee to 
alienate his land.” 

_ The title to said bill ought to be amended to correspond with these pro- 
visions. 
Very respectfully, 


E. A. Hitcrcock, 
Secretary. 
Hon. JAMes 8. SHERMAN, 
Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs, House of Representatives. 


I shall at this point insert in the Recorp the official letter of 
the honorable Secretary of the Interior to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. This letter was written February 14, 1903. That 
date was just about seventeen days before the expiration of the 


ten-year period of limitation upon the power of the Indian allottee 
to sell in his own right. 

You will observe that the honorable Secretary of the Interior 
at that time and in this letter expressed it as his official opinion 
that after the 3d day of March,1903, the Puyallup Indian allottees 
will “‘ have power to lease, encumber, grant, and alien the same 
(the lands) in like manner and like effect as any other person 


may do under the laws of the United States, and of”’ the State of 
Washington, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
. Washington, February 14, 1908. 
The COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


4, Sue I have considered your letter of the 29th ultimo, requesting instruc- 
tions inregard to future procedure in the matter of the appraisement and 
sale of Puyallup Indian lands in Washington. 

‘he status of thes® lands is fully discussed in your letter, and shows, in 
lef, the following conditions: 
By actof the legislature of the Stateof Washington, approved March 22, 1890, 

trictions regarding alienation and sale of the said lands were removed, 
7 Same to take effect upon the consent of the United States tosuch removal 
AW, on the provisions of the Indian appropriation act ene March 3, 1893 
(27 Stat., 612-633), a Commission was appointed whose duty, as specified by 
the act, was to select and a ypraise such portions of the allotted lands as were 
notrequired for homes for the Indian allottees; andalso that partoftheagency 
tract, exclusive of the burying ground, not needed for school purposes, in the 
Puyallup Reservation, and upon the approval of the selection by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, to sell the allotted lands so selected for the benefit of the 
allottees, and the agency tract lands for the benefit of all the Indians. The 
said act further provided— 

That the Indian allottees shall not have power of alienation of the allot- 
lands not selected for sale by said Commission for a period of ten years 
rom the date of the passage of this act, and no part of the allotted land shall 
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be offered for sale until the Indian or Indians entitled to the same shall have 
signed a written agreement consenting tothe sale thereof.” * * * 








You invite attention to the fact that the ten years during which the allot- 
tees were not to have the power of alienat f r lands wille ! n 
March 3, 1903, and you ask to be advised whether tl . n ta! nt 
said Indian appropriation act relating to the removal of the restriction m 
said lands in such consent as is required by the treaty under which patents 
were issued to said allottees. 

The requirements of the treaties under which the patents were issued to 
these Indians were: (1) That the tra uld not bea lor leased fora 
longer term than two years and should b xempt fron VY. sale or- 
feiture; (2) that these conditions should contin n fo tila State i 
stitution, embracing such lands within its boundari: hould be for 1 1 
the legislature of such State should remove said t i nd (3) that 


State legislature should remove said restrictions without the consent of 
Congress. 
[am of the opinion that the requi 





‘ements of the treaties with respect to 






































these lands have been fully met, and that the provisions of the act of the 
legislature of the State of Washington of March 22, 180, and the Indian ap- 
propriation act of March 3, 1893, referred to ab together operate to re- 
move all restrictions upon the alienation or sale the f by tl s. I 
have therefore to direct that the Puyallup commissior ? i to 
continue the selection and appraisement of such por u l- 
lotted lands, but only with the consent of the Indians t 
of March 3, 1893, until the expiration of the ten-year p imen > wit, 
March 3, 1903; after which date, in my judgment, the Puyallup Indiana - 
tees will “have power to lease, encumber, grant, and alien the same in e 
manner and like effect as any other person may do under the laws of the 
Unitedl States, and of the State of Washington.” 

You are further directed to instruct the commissioner to take the neces- 
sary steps to complete and close up the business of his office as soon as prac- 
ticable after March 3 next. 

Very respectfully, E. A. HITcHcooK, 

I will also insert at this point in the Rrecorp an official letter 
written me by the Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in 
which letter, at my request, he gives considerable valuable 
information regarding the Puyallup Indian lands: 

DEPARTMENT OF THI INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, January 19, 1904. 
Hon. FRANCIS W. CUSHMAN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Srr: Inreply to your communication dated January 5, 1904, requesting to be 
furnished with certain information for use in connection with the considera- 
tion before the House Committee on Indian Affairs of House bill No. 5767, 
Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, giving the consent of Congress to the 
removal of the restrictions on the sale of Puyalh t lands and con- 
firming and legalizing sales thereof since March 3, 1903, the Office has to state: 

I. That the Puyallup Indian Reservation, Wash., adjoins the corporate 
limits of the city of Tacoma, that State. 

Il. There are within the bound s of said reservation 18,061.81 acres of 
land. Five hundred and ninety-eight and eighty-one one-hundredths : 3 
of this amount comprise what is known as the “agency tract.” 

Ill. Seventeen thousand four hundred and sixty-three acres were allotted 
to individual Indians and families occupying the said reser on 

IV. The agency tract, excepting therefrom 14.10 acres, as per a prior deed 
to the Tacoma Land Company, has been surveyed, subdivided, and platted 

| asan addition to the city of Tacoma, Wash his action was take! 

the provisions of the Puyallup act approved March 3, 1893. (27 Stats., ¢ 

| Three commissioners were appointed by the Pre: t to carry out the 

provisions of said act. They laid out and platted into out-lots, sch nds, 

church lots and cemetery lots, blocks, streets, and alleys the following 

| scribed tract of land, namely: Lots 5, 6, 7, and & of t i lots 2 a 

| 6, the northeast quarterof the northwest quarter, the northwest quar ind 

| the south half of the northeast quarter, and the southeast quarter of section 

| 10; lots 3 and 5,and the southwest quarter of the ithw quarter of s¢ 1 

| 11, all in township 20 north, range 3 east, Willamette meridian, Pierce C . 

| State of Washington, containing, with the exception above noted, 598.81 acres, 

| to be known as the Indian addition tothe city of Tacoma 

They donated and dicated all the streets and alleys of this addition to 
the use of the pub! orever, reserving, however, the right to make and main- 





tain a water-supply system in, on, or along any of said streets or alleys for 

















| the use of the Indian school and agency 
| Within this Indian addition there are 3,600 lots, the usual dimension of the 
same being 25 by 130 feet 
There are within the said addition 22 tracts (known as acre tracts or lots), 
containing 119.26 acres Sight of these tracts, containing 62.12 acr: have 
| been reserved for school, farm, and garden purposes. Four of the 22 tracts, 
| containing 19.43 acres, have been reserved for church and cemetery purposes 
The remaining 10 tracts, containing 37.71 acres, were appraised for sale, to 
gether with the 3,600 lots above mentioned 
| The streets within this addition are S80 feet wide, and the alleys thereof are 
20 feet wide. 
It may be proper to state in this connection that the res f 
railroads, streets, and alleys, as per plat of survey, agg? 8 164.75 
As indicated, the Tacoma Land Company's de: i cove i4.10 acres 
school, farm, and garden reserve embraces 62.12 acres. The reservati for 
| church and cemetery purposes, as stated, covers 19.4 res 
There were, therefore, selected for sale, surveyed, and subdivided and 
platted into lots and blocks, tracts considered as blocks 41 acres 
On October 28, 1594, the county commissioners of | ‘ce County, W 
approved the donation and dedication for the use of the public of the 
and alleys, as shown upon the map of the said addit 
} V. As above indicated, these surveys and s ) f the ag t 
| into lots and blocks, and the appraisement thereof 
| the provisions of the act above cited. The said a 
and appraisement for sale of such port sof the é i 
| required for homes for the individual a tees 1] i att 
| so selected and appraised, as well as the Indian t 
after due notice, at public anction, at not s thant 
cash, or one-third remainder on ht 3 f 
the Interior might determine, to be secured 
sold. The Secretary decided at any pur ( is o1 
agency tract lots had the option of pay g all : [ e 
| third cash, with agreement to pay the balance of the pur ase money in five 
| @qual annual installments, with interest at the rate o ere r 1um, 
or any smaller number of annual payments, with int tat the rat ndi- 
cated, as the purchaser might see fit 
None of the allotted lands were to be sold without the consent of the al- 
lottees and true owners thereof, and no part of ency tract was to be 
sold until a majority of the said Indians should consent thereto ina written 
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agreement. A majority of the Puyallup tribe of Indians, occupying thesaid 
reservation, gave proper written consent to the sale of Indian addition lots 
as surveyed, subdivided, and platted. In all cases of sales by the Govern- 
ment of allotted lands, the allottees and the true owners thereof gave proper 
written consent thereto. 

VI. There were sold of the allotted lands, prior to March 3, 1903, by the 
Government, under the provisions of the said act, for the use and benefit of 
the allottees and true owners thereof, 7,027.2685 acres. The consideration 
therefor is $420,303.83. The amount of cash paid at the time of same is $177,- 
915.44. The amount of deferred popes, Pa and interest, collected 
since Ge respective sales were made is $143,147.29, making a grand total of 
$321,062.73. 

i. i There remained unsold on March 3, 1903, 10,435.7315 acres of unallotted 
nds. 

VIII. There have been sold thus far 2,954 lots within the Indian addition 
to the city of Tacoma, and four tracts containing 16.87 acres. The consider- 
ation therefor is $179,241.61. The amount of cash collected at the time of 
sale aggregates $66,498.36. The amount of deferred payments, principal,and 
interest collected on the Indian-addition lots since the respective sales were 
made aggregates $67,314.08, making a grand total of $133,812.44. 

IX. There yet remains unsold on the Indian-addition 646 lots and 6 tracts, 
containing 20.84 acres. 

X. The proceeds arising from the sale of the allotted lands have been de- 
posited in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the respective 
allottees and true owners thereof, and warrants have been drawn in favor of 
the allottees and true owners, respectively, or their heirs, when ascertained, 
and an paces to them, less 10 per cent retained in the Treasury for the ex- 

ense Ol sale. 

, The proceeds arising from the sale of Indian-addition lots and tracts have 
been deposited in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the Puy- 
allup tribe of Indians. Under the provisions of said act the said sums shall 
draw interest at the rate of 4 per cent perannum. Ten per cent of such pro- 
ceeds may - used in paying pro rata the entire expense incurred in the sale 
of these lands. 

XI. The entire Sone Indian Reservation outside of the land known as 
the ‘‘agency tract” has been allotted in severalty to the Indians. There 
does not, therefore, remain on any portion of the said reservation unallotted 
land. 

XII. For your further information, it may be stated that the Annual Re- 
port of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for the year 1884, the same being 
the year in which the allotments were made in the field to the Indians of the 
Puyallup Reservation, shows the population to be 565. 

The Puyallup commissioners, in their report dated November 10, 1894, 
stated that they had found upon the reservation of the persons named in the 
allotments 155 men, 148 women, and 195 children, making a total of 498 per- 
sons; that since the date of the issuance of patents for these allotted lands, 
to-wit, January 30, 1886, there had died 56 men, 42 women, and 108 children, 
making a total of 306 deaths of the Indians named in the allotments then liv- 
ing. They further reported that there were then living 119 children, born to 
the Puyallup Indians since the date of the patents, January 30, 1886, making 
a total of 411 who were then, November 10, 1894, patentees or descendants of 

atentees. 
" The report of the superintendent of the Puyallup Indian School for the 
year og shows the population to be now 629, consisting of 252 males and 277 
females. 
Very respectfully, A. C. TONNER, Acting Commissioner. 

I desire to insert in the Recorp at this point a letter from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under date November 18, 1903, 
which gives considerable information regarding the Puyallup In- 
dian lands. The letter was addressed to Hon. A. G. Foster, 
United States Senator from the State of Washington, and through 
the courtesy of the Senator I have received a copy of it. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


Washington, November 18, 1903. 
Hon. A. G. Foster, United States Senate. 


Sir: This office is in receipt of your communication dated November 13, 
1903, with which you inclose one from Mr. J. 8. Whitehouse, secretary Ta- 
- — Chamber of Commerce, relative to the Puyallup Indian Reservation 

ands. 

You state that you will appreciate very much a complete statement in re- 
gard to the present condition of these lands in so far as the Government is 
interested. You suggest that the letter from this office be in a measure a 
reply to the letter from the secretary of the chamber of commerce in order 
that you may furnish that body with it and request the return of the secre- 
tary’s letter to you. 

Mr. Whitehouse states in his communication bearing date November 7, 
1903, that the present status of the lands in the Puyallup Indian Reservation 
which were not sold by the Puyallup commissioner is very uncertain; that, 
as you areaware, the law which provided for theselling of these landsthrough 
the Puyallup commissioner expired last March; that the commissioner's au- 
thority then ceased with it; that the attempt of the Indians to convey their 
land since that time without the interference of the Puyallup commissioner 
has failed through the action of the attorneys, who refuse to permit their 
clients to purchase the land in the present uncertain condition of the power 
of the Indians to convey; that the Attorney-General of the United States 
has given the opinion that a of the commissioner ceased absolutely 
last March, and that now the Indians have the right to convey their lands. 

He further states that the law which was passed about ten years ago cre- 
ating the Puyallup commission and giving it certain powers was utterly si- 
lent as to the rightsof the Indians to convey themselves after the law ceased 
to operate; that the only way this can be determined there would be by the 
action of the court, which would probably have to be carried though the 
appellate court, and which would mean the Puyallup lands would be tied up 
for from five to ten years. He is of the opinion that Congress should pass a 
law which would remove all doubts on this question and which would posi- 
tively declare the rights of the Indians to make conveyances. 

In reply, the office has to state that the Puyallup Reservation was set 
apart under the treaty of December 26, 1854, between the United States and 
the Nisqually and other bands of Indians (10 Stat., 1132), and Executive or- 
ders of January 20, 1857, and September 6, 1873. (See pamphlet of Executive 
Orders Relating to Indian Reserves from May 14,1855, to July 1, 1902, herewith.) 

These Executive orders and certain letters of this Office and the Depart- 
ment in regard thereto may be found by reference to pages 131, 152, and 138 
of the pamphlet herewith. : 

The Puyallup Reservation lies in townships 20 and 21 north, ranges 3 and 
4 east, Willamette meridian, ana as finally established contained about 
18,050 acres. 

The treaty of December 26, 1854, contained this provision: 

“Art. 6. The President may * * at his discretion, cause the whole or 
any portion of the lands hereby reserved, or of such other land as may be 
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selected in lieu thereof, to be surveyed into lots, and assign the same to such 
individuals or families as are willing to avail themselves of the privilege, anq 
will locate on the same as a permanent home, on the same terms and subject 
to the same regulations as are provided in the sixth article of the treaty with 
the Omahas, so far as the same may be applicable.” 

In pursuance of this article the Puyallup Reservation was surveyed into 
lots and the survey was approved January 30, 1874, by the surveyor-genera] 
of Washington Seeeee 

Prior to January 30, 1887, no lands in this reservation had been patented 
to the Indians in severalty. On that day 166 patents issued to individual [n-. 
dians and their families for tracts, the aggregate quantity conveyed by these 
patents being a fraction less than 17,463 acres. The recitals and operatiys 
clauses in each of said patents were the same as inall others. To show the 
terms of them all a copy of one is here presented: 


“ The — States of America to ail to whom these presents shall co) e, 
greeting: 

‘“ Whereas by the sixth article of the treaty concluded on the 26th day of Do- 
cember, A. D. 1854, between Isaac I. Stevens, governor and superintendent of 
Indian affairs of Washington Territory, on the part of the United States, and 
the chiefs, headmen, and delegates of the Nisqually, Puyallup, Steilacoom 
Squawksin, S’Homamish, Stehchass, T’Peeksin, Squiaitl, and Saheh-wamssh 
tribes and bands of Indians, it is provided that the President may, at his dis- 
cretion, cause. the whole or any portion of the lands hereby reserved, ; 
such other land as may be selected in lieu thereof, to be surveyed into lots 
and assign the same to such individuals or families as are willing to avai 
themselves of the privilege and will locate on the same asa permanent home, 
on the same terms and subject to the same regulations asare provided in the 

_— — of the treaty with the Omahas, so far as the same may be appii- 
cable; an 

‘“ Whereas there has been deposited in the General Land Office of tho 
United States an order bearing date January 20, 1886, from the Secretary of 
the Interior, accompanied ey a return dated October 30, 1884, from the offica 
of Indian Affairs, with a list approved October 23, 1884, by the President of 
the United States, showing the names of members of the Puyallup band of 
Indians who have made selections of land in accordance with the provisions 
of the said treaties, in which list the following tract of land has been desig. 
nated as the selection of Che gay lad or John Townallad, the head of a family 
consieting of himself and Mary Ann, viz, the southwest quarter of the nortli- 
west quarter of section 1 in township 20 north of range 3 east of the Willam- 
ette meridian, Washington Territory, containing 40 acres. 

“Now know ye that the United States of America, in consideration of the 
remises and inaccordance with the directions of the President of the United 
tates, under theaforesaid sixth article of the treaty of the 16th day of March, 

A. D. 1854, with the Omaha Indians, has given and nted, and by these pres- 
ents does give and grant, unto the said Che Fay lad or John Towallad, as the 
head of the family, as aforesaid, and to his heirs, the tract of land above de- 
scribed, but with the stipulation contained in the sixth article of the treaty 
with the Omaha Indians, that the said tract ‘shall not be aliened or leased 
for a longer term than two yams. and shall be exempt from levy, sale, or for- 
feiture, which conditions shall continue in force until a State constitution 
embracing such lands within its boundaries shall have been formed and the 
legislature of the State shall remove all restrictions,’ and ‘no State legisla- 
ture shall remove the restrictions * * * without the consent of Con- 
ess.” 

‘To have and to hold the said tract of land, with the eereeenences, unto 
the said Che gay lad or John Towallad, as the head of the family as afore- 
said, and to his heirs forever, with the stipulation aforesaid. 

‘In testimony whereof I, Grover Cleveland, President of the United States, 
have caused these letters to be made patent and the seal of the Genera! Land 
Office to be hereunto affixed. 

“Given under my hand at the city of Washington, this 13th day of Janu- 
ary, in the year of our Lord 1886 and of the independence of the United Stuies 
the one hundred and tenth. 

* By the President, 


“ [SEAL.] “GROVER CLEVELAND, 


“By M. McKEAn, Secretary.” 

It will be observed from the stipulations contained in the patent and the 
treaties referred to that the tractso conveyed should not be aliened or leased 
for a longer term than two years, and should be exempt from levy, sale. or 
forfeiture, which condition should continue in force untila State constitut.on 
embracing such lands within its boundaries should be formed and tho loy's- 
lature of the State should remove the restriction, and no legislature should 
remove the restrictions without the consent of Congress. ; 

By section 4551, Ballinger’s Annotated Code and Statutes of Washington, 
page 1202, it is or eee that the said Indians (Puyallup) who now hoid, or 
ney old, any of the lands of the reservation in severalty, located 
in this State (Washington) by virtue of treaties made between them and the 
United States, shall have power to lease, encumber, grant, and alien the same 
in like manner and with like effect as any other person may do under the 
laws of the United States and of the State of Washington, and that all re- 
strictions in reference thereto are removed. " 

It is indicated by a footnote that the title of this section and the succeeding 
one, 4552, is ‘An act to enable the Indians to sell and alien the lands of the 
Puyallup Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington.” = 

tis indicated by another footnote that the act from which sections 455! 
and 4552 are taken provides that the act shall take effect upon the consent 0! 
e United States to the removal of the restriction upon conveyance by tle 

nidians, 

It is further indicated by a parenthetical note following section 4551 that 
the same is found in the laws of 1890, page 500, section 1. eference is mace 
in this note to Hill’s Statutes and Code of Washington, volume 1, section °%"". 

The act of Congress approved March 3, 1893 (27 Stats., 612), authorized tho 
President to appoint a commission to select and appraise such portions 0! 
allotted lands as were not required for homes for He Indian allottees, anc 
also that part of the agency tract, exclusive of the pean ground, not nee 
for school purposes in the Puyallup Reservation, in the State of Washington; 
and provided that upon the apron of such selections and appraisemen's 
by the said commission the allotted lands so selected should be sold for the 
benefit of the allottees, and theagency tract for the benefit of all the Indians, 
after due notice, at public auction, at not less than the appraised value for 
cash, or one-third cash and the remainder on such terms as the Secretary of 
the Interior might determine, to be secured by vendor's lien on the property 
sold; also, that the Indian allottees should not have power of alienation 0 
the allotted lands not selected for sale by said commission for a period of ten 
years from the date of the ge of the act last named, etc. 

A commission was appointed under this act. Selections and appraisals of 
allotted lands for sale were made. They were approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior. Sales were had of such lands at public auction, and were 50 
continued until March 3, 1903, at which time the Secretary of the Interior 
held that the restrictive clause upon the sale of these lands by the Indians 
was removed. The Secretary’s decision was rendered February 14, 1908. Ho 
held that on and after March 3, 1903, the Puyallup Indian allottees would, in 
his judgment, ‘have power to lease, encumber, grant, and alien their lands 
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yr nited States and of the State of Washington.” 


nanner and like effect as any other person may do under the laws of 
| 


4]| restrictions, therefore, pce the leasing, sale, or alienation have been | 
.amoved from the Puyallop allotted lands by the decision of the Secretary | 


eorred to, based on the provisions of the Puyallup act approved March $, 
won and section 4551 of the Codes and Statutes of Washington above re- | 
ito | 

~ either this Office nor the Department is now exercising any control what- | 
r over the sale of Puyallup allotted lands. The Indiansare left to dispose | 
the same, if they so desire, as theysee fit. Sales of the Indian addition lots 
being continued under the said Puyallup act. Collections of deferred | 


nayments on allotted lands sold prior to March 3 last are being made by the | 
Puvallup Indian commissioner. Collections of deferred payments on Indian 


n lots are also being made and reported by him to this Office. He, of | 
eports the collections of deferred payments on allotted lands to the 
r distribution to the allottees and true owners of the lands as here- 
-e found by the Secretary of the Interior. 
Whitehouse’s communication is herewith returned as requested. Fcr 
ur convenient use a copy of this letter is inclosed. 
Very respectfully, 








W. A. JONES, Commission«r. 


The Executive orders which are mentioned in this correspond- 
ence as being found on pages 131, 132, and 133 of the pamphlet of 
Executive Orders Relating to Indian Reserves read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
January 19, 1857. 


Sir: The treaty negotiated on the 29th of December, 1654, with certain 
1 f Nisqually, Puyallup, and other Indians of Puget Sound, Washing- 
rritory (article 2), provide for the establishment of reservations for 
the colonization of Indians as follows: First, the small island called Klah 
n; second, a square tract containing two sections near the mouth of 
he-nah-nam Creek; third, two sections on the south side of Commence- 
nt Bay. 
lhe sixth article of the treaty gives the President authority to remove the 
Indians from those locations to other suitable places within Washington Ter- 
ritory or to consolidate them with friendly bands. 
» far as this office is advised, a permanent settlement of the Indians has 
yet been effected under the treaty. Governor Stevens has formed the 
opinion that the locations named in the first article of the treaty were not 
iltogether suitable for the purpose of establishing Indian colonies. One ob- 
1 was that they are not sufficiently extensive. He reported that 750 
Indians had been collected from the various bands for settlement 

I have the honor now to submit for your consideration and action of the 
President, should you deem it necessary and proper,a report recently re- 
ceived from Governor Stevens, dated December 5, 1856, with the reports and 
maps therewith, and as therein stated, from which it will be observed that 
he has arranged a plan of colonization which involves the assignment of a 
much greater quantity of land to the Indians, under the sixth article of the 
treaty, than was named in the firstarticle. He proposes the enlargement of 
the Puyallup reserve at the south end of Commencement Bay to accommo- 
cate 5H) Indians; the change in the location, and the enlargement of the Nis- 
lly reserve, and the establishment of a new location, Muck!leshoot prairie, 
‘re there is a military station that is about to be abandoned 
e quantity of land he proposes to assign is not, in my opinion, too great 
f he settlement of the number of Indians he reports for colonization; and 
as the governor recommends the approval of these locations, and reports that 
the Indians assent thereto, I would respectfully suggest that they be ap- 
proved by the President; my opinion being that, should it be found practi- 

able hereafter to consolidate the bands for whom these reserves are intended. 
e other bands of Indians on the same reserves, the authority to ef- 
objects will still remain with the President under the sixth article 
or the treaty. 

Within the Puyailup Reserve there have been private locations. and the 
value of the claims and improvements has been appraised by a board ap- 
pointed for that purpose at an aggregate of $4,917. 

in the same connection I submit the governor's report of August 28, 1856, 
which he refers to, premising that the proceedings of hisconference with the 
Indians therein mentioned were not received here with the report. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
Gro. W. MANYPENNY, Commissioner, 


























Hon. R. McCLELLAND, 
Secretary of Interior. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
; Washington, January 20, 1857. 

; Sr: I have the honor to transmit a communication of the 19th instant 
rom the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to this Department, indicating the 
reservations selected for the Nisqually, Puyaliup, and other bands of Indians 
in Washington Territory, and to request your approval of the same. 
With great respect, your obedient servant, 
iia R. MCCLELLAND, Secretary. 
lhe PRESIDENT. 
Approved. 
d as FRANKLIN PIERCE. 
J ANUARY 20, 1857, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
fs August 26, 1873. 

SIR: By the second article of the treaty concluded with the Nisqually and 

ther Indians December 26, 1854 (Stat. L., vol. 10, p. 1132), ‘ta square tract 
ntaining t Wo sections, or 1,280 acres, lying on the south side of Commence- 

ment Bay,” was set apartas a reservation for said Indians, and is known 
us the Puyallup Reserve. 

It appears from the records of this office that Governor Stevens, finding 
Indians dissatisfied with the size and location of the reserve as indicated 
aid treaty, agreed, at a conference held with them August, 1556, to a re- 

«“ijustment of said reservation, the exterior boundaries of which were sur- 

ve yed and established by his order. This was done prior to the extension of 

the lines of the public surveys over the surrounding and adjacent lands. A 

ate the survey was transmitted by Governor Stevens to this office, under 

date of December 5, 1856, giving a description of the courses and distances of 
said exterior boundaries of the reserve, as taken from the field notes of the 

Tervie, = file in the office of superintendent Indian affairs, Washington 
erritory., 

Chis reservation, as readjusted and indicated on said map, was set apart 
for these Indians by Executive order dated January 20, 1857. Te was intended | 
to have this reservation bounded on its western side by the waters of Com- ' 
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| recent surveys, however, develop the fact that there is land along this shore 


| the line of low-water mark along the shore of said bay and running a direc 
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mencement Bay, from the southeasterly extremity of said bay around north- 


| wardly to the northwest corner of the reservation on the southerly shore of 


ve the In- 
of More 


Admiralty Inlet. The survey was thought to be made soas to 
dians this frontage upon the bay, with free access to the waters the 








and outside the reservation, arising from an error of the surveyor in leaving 
line to the place of beginning. 


In a report dated March 20 last Superintendent Milroy calls attention to 





| this inadvertence, and for the adjustment of the western boundary of said 


reservation, so that it may conform to the intentions of those agreeing to the 
same, as well as for the comfort and wants of the Indians, he recommends the 
following change, viz: Instead of the direct line to the place of beginning, to 
follow the shore line at low-water mark to the place of beginning 
Inasmuch as the lands proposed to be covered } his change are in part 
already covered by the grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and 
by donation claims, I would respectfully recommend that the President be 
requested to make an order setting apart for the use of these Indians an ad- 
dition tosaid Puyallup Reservation as follows, viz: All that portion of section 
34, township 21 north, range 3 east, in Washington Territory, not already in- 
cluded within the limits of the reservation. This w« ive them a mile of 
water frontage directly north of Puyallup River and free access to the wa- 
ters of Commencement Bay at that point. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
H. R. Cium, Acting Com: 


The honorable SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 












DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C.. August 28, 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of a communication 
addressed to this Department on the 26th instant, by the Acting Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, relative to the extension by Executive order of the 
reservation in Washington Territory known as the Puyallup Reservat 
described as follows, to wit: All that portion of section 34, township 21 north, 
range 3east,in Washington Territory, not already included within t} mits 
of the reservation. 

I agree with the Acting Commissioner his views and respectfully re 
quest that in accordance with his recommendation an Executive order be 
issued setting apart the tract of land described for the purpose indicated 

I have the honor to be, etc., 








W.H. SmiraA, Acting cretary. 
The PRESIDENT. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Septenb 





Avreeable to the recommendation of the Actin v of the In 
it is hereby ordered that the Puyallup Reservatior ngton Te t 





be so extended as to include within its limi LO : 
township 21 north, range 3 east, not already included within the r rvation 
U.S. GRANT 





] hat port 
ll that p 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CUSHMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks on this subject in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


REMOVAL OF ICE IN THE POTOMAC RIVER. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speake 
consent for the present c msideration of the bill 1 send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. 


R. 18290) making appropriation for clearing the Potomac River 

Re it enacted, etc., That the sun 
from any money in the Treasury not otherwi p 
revenues of the District of Columbia, in equal parts, t 
River of ice within the District of Columbia 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like for the gentleman to make a statement concerning this 
bill. I have seen other similar bills pass this House time and 
time again. IJ want to know what obligation is the House of Rep- 
resentatives or Congress under to clear ice from the Potomac 
River or any other river of the United States? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. By way of answer, 
Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a letter from the harbor mas- 
ter. which I desire to have read in explanation of the situation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


COMMISSIONERS OF DISTRICT OF 


10f $3,000is hereby appropriated, paya 

















Washington, FI } 
The Honorable COMMISSIONERS OF THE Distaicr of COLUMBIA 
GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to report that the work of clearing t ive? 
of ice was started January 23. Six tugs, fitted with ice plows, wer i for 
the work, at a cost of about $4002 day. The work was continued u Janu 
ary 28, inclusive, and the ice was cleared from the river. Between the night 
of January 28 and February 6 the river froze the second i 





boats were ee to work on the morning of F« 
ruary 9, inclusive, and again cleared the rive 
ary 9 and 23, the river froze up the third time, 

On February 24 the same boats were put 
The appropriation of $5,000, made on Ja 
expended. The ice above the Aquedu 
Chain Bridge, and when a thaw comes 
down the river and lodge about th 
While I now have four tugs at work cutting 
difficult work, and I most respectfully request 
be provided to carry on the work. 
Most respectfully, 











piers of the 








J.R. SutTron, Harbor Master, D.C. 
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Mr. MADDOX. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota how much money has the Government 
already spent this session for the carrying on of this work? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, Five thousand dollars, appro- 
priated some weeks ago. 

Mr. MADDOX. But this letter does not reply to the question 
at I asked the gentleman from Minnesota. I want to know by 
what law you tax 
ally to clean out the Potomac River any more than you do the 
Delaware, the Susquehanna, or any other river? I understand we 

an clean the streets and so on, but how is it we are to open the 
1avigation of the Potomac? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, if the proposi- 
i re to clear 

‘rom the question that my friend did not hear the last few 

; of this bill—*‘ to clear theriver of ice within the District of 

ia.”’ Now, it is not for the purpose of keeping open nay- 

elow the Long Bridge that this provision is made. 

: lower parts of the city from a flood, which will surely 

» ice above the bridge is hot cut out and the channel 

for it to pass through. The Long Bridge, so called, 

ias so frequently had to be buttressed up in order to make it safe 

hat it now constitutes practically a wall against which the ice, 

if left free to come down under a thaw, will collect and thus 
hrow the wat 

housands of dollars’ worth of property within those parts of the 


iving along the 


bank of a river from such dangers. This city 
as no separate city government, Congress being its city council. 


t 
t 
c 

| 
} 
1 


¢ 7 
DaGae 


as other appropriations for this city and District are made. 

Mr. MADDOX. DoT understand that half of this appropria- 
tion is to come from the city treasury? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Itis, Mr. Speaker. 

ir. MADDOX. Half of it is to be paid as is done with other 
appropriations applying to the city? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
passed. 

On Mr. McCuLeary of Minnesota, a motion to recon- 
sider the yote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


Yes, indeed. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


and 


notion of 


DISTRICT 


Mr. McCLEARY 
House res 
state of the Unio: 
R. 12833, being the 
year for the Distri 
Speaker ( 


OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


of Minnesota. 
lve its lf }* 
the 
H. bill making appropriation for the ensuing 
vi t of Columbia, and, pending that motion, Mr. 
, 1 would like to ask my colleague from Tennessee [Mr. 
Prexce| whether he has any suggestions to make as to the limita- 
tion of general debate? 

Mr. PIERCE. 
on a side. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that general debate be closed in four hours 
from row, two hours to be controlled by my friend from Tennes- 
see and two hours by myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous ¢ tha 


msent 


AT; ween 
sil esola 


pause. | 
The motion of Mr. McCLeary of Minnesota was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. LAWRENCE in 
the chair) and proceeded to the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 12833, the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
fact that more time has been used on this side than on the other, I 


man from Tem 
| Mr. 


McCLEARY]. Is there objection? 


; j [After a 
Che Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman,I yield one hour to the gentle- 
man from Texas | Mr. SHEPPARD]. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
for one hour. 

Mr.SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, the proposed return of Eng- 
time. 
support of the commercial tranquillity of mankind. 


duties, struggling with the tariff, the cannon, and the sword to 
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the Government of the United States continu- | 
| trade relations of the world and promoted the general interest of 


the Potomac River as an entirety, the question | result of a campaign in which the principal issue was the money 


friend from Georgia would be very pertinent indeed. I | 


It is | 





r back into the lower parts of the city and destroy | 


ity. Every city recognizes it as a duty to protect its inhabitants | 


fence it must come to Congress, and the pending provision is | 


| which it may in the procession of the years enact. 
and | 
| party permanently to maintain them without substantial revi 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the | 
» the Committee of the Whole House on | 
or the further consideration of the bill | 


| capital and population. 
| ress, especially in those States which had figured most )1 

| nently in the fiscal dissensions of the Confederation, but its }» 
We will be satisfied on this side with two hours | 
| were unfavorable to its development. 


general debate may be closed at the end of | 
four hours, two hours on a side, to be controlled by the gentle- | 
inessee [Mr. PirzRcE] and by the gentleman from | 


MAROH 1, 


of growing populations for wider markets, reversing the progress 
and brutalizing the ideals of the twentieth century. 

The enactment of the Dingley tariff bill in the United States jn 
1897 is perhaps the chief cause of the threatened departure of the 
British Empire from its traditional policies of fiscal peace. It ig 
not unnatural that the people who have been our largest puzchas- 
ers, and partly, therefore, the basis of our industrial supremacy 
should resent the erection of barriers by this Government agai; st 
their own economic life. The Wilson tariff bill of 1894 had i) 


n- 


stituted a process of moderation which would have liberalized tho 
the American people. Unfortunately for the country and for 
mankind the Republican party surged into power in 1896 as the 
standard and in which the tariff question was but an incidents] 
figure, and through a deliberate misconstruction of the popular 
will celebrated its undeserved success by the immediate passave 
of the Dingley bill, a measure which imposes the most despotic 
import duties in fiscal records. 

Encompassed by the glamour of successful war, profiting 


assistance of the special interests to which it always panders, in 
voking the sectional hatreds which it has kept aflame for four 
decades, the Republican party was again triumphant in 1900, 
On the eve of the national election of 1904 we find the Ry 
lican party clinging to the destructive rates of the Dingley bil 
defying the conservative sentiment of the country. Frequ 
have the better impulses of Republicans themselves aroused a: 


mand within the Republican party for tariff revision, but 


Vv tne 


| equal frequency the demand has been put aside with treach 


and temporizing promises. The farmers of Iowa and the adj 
ing sections of the West, Republicans from tradition, have fo 
an apostle in Governor Cummins, the great Republican 
conformist, who has denounced the oppressions of the Di 


| bill with the eloquence of truth and the logic of fact. 


So great has become the injustice of conditions as to extort fro 
Republican leaders the crafty announcement that revision, ort} 
dox Republican revision, may come, but not until after the a 
proaching election. Mr. Chairman, the simple history of 
Republican party is satisfactory evidence of the emptiness of this 
statement and of the inefficacy of any modification _ tariff 
The unfair- 
ness of the Dingley rates, the determination of the Repulli 


the fallacy of Republican protectionism, and the necessity 
Democratic success may be seen from a brief review of the fi 


| and commercial development of the United States. 


W hen the Constitution became effective in 1789 and the pr 
system of government began, the occupation of the Am 
people was of generally agricultural nature. It was the c: 
tion of Tench Coxe that nine-tenths of the people in 17s) 
lowed agricultural pursuits, and Franklin estimated that } 
commercial and industrial avocations engaged but one-cight! 
Manufacturing had made distinct } 


esses were crude and its products primitive. Economic condi 
There was marked ¢ 
among the people everywhere for its promotion and encou 
ment. Warand panic had combined to teach that manufa 
was necessary to the complete autonomy of the country. 5 
was the situation when the first Congress met in extraordi 
session at New York in 1789. 

The principal measure of this session was a tariff act w! 
levied an averagead valorem duty of 8} per cent on im porta 
While ihe main purpose of this act was the provision of rev 
for the expenses and the debts of the Government, specific du 
were imposed in response to the importunities of certain inte! 
the stimulation of undeveloped home industry was recogniz: 
the discussions as a legitimate object of tariff legislation at 1 
time, and the preamble of the bill recited one of its aims to 


| ‘*the encouragement and protection of manufactures.” T! 
| appeared in American history the watchword of ‘* protection, 


word which in the modern Republican sense has lost its origi! 


| meaning—the encouragement of industry in its childhood 
suggest to my friend from Tennessee that he now take some time. | 


} 


which is used by the Republican party to-day to authorize t 


| plunder of the American masses by industries so well establis! 


| that they dominate the commercial world. 
The gentleman from Texas is recognized | 


[ Applause. ] 
_ Two years later, in compliance with the request of Congress a! 
in harmony with the sentiment of the country, Alexander Hamil- 


| ton, the first Secretary of the Treasury, presented a report ou 
land to the protective system is the most ominous feature of the | manufactures, which voiced the common ambition for industria! 
It would mark the disappearance of the most. powerful | 
The world | 
would present the old spectacle of nations armed with retaliatory | 


independence and recommended definite measures for the en- 
couragement of manufacturing. This report is popularly sup- 
posed to be the holy writ of contemporary protectionism. And 


| yet it admits in terms the ultimate correctness and desirability 
monopolize the trade of sufficient territory to meet the demands ! 


of free trade from the standpoint of universal application and 
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places yastly more stress on premiums and bounties as a means of 
oncouraging nascent industry than on protective duties. In fact, 
Hamilton in this report criticised and deplored protective duties, 
-<tifying restrictive and prohibitory rates only on the grounds 
that foreign charges on American products made them tempo- 


internal monopoly and extortion. , ; 

The report discussed the general value of the inauguration of 
manufacturing enterprises in the United States, then in the main 
an agricultural country, claiming that they would insure a relia- 
ble market for agricultural produce. 

sed were not half so high as those of the tariff of 1846, the model 
De mocratic tariff of the first six decades of our history. The tar- 
iff of 1791, with an average of 11 per cent, was increased in 1792 
on the basis of Hamilton’s proposals to an average of 134 per 
cent. When it is stated that the duties of the present Republican 
tariff range from 50 to more than 100 per cent it will be seen how 
‘finite a chasm exists between the protection of Alexander Ham- 
‘ton and the protection of Nelson Dingley. 

if Alexander Hamilton could from the grave observe the ex- 
orbitant schedules of the Dingley bill, the monopolies and great 
establishments that have fed upon its abnormal charges, the dis- 
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rivals across the sea until the former could become strong enough 
to take care of themselves. The country without division recog- 
nized the justice of Madison’s recommendation, and the tariff of 
1816, the first American tariff designed expressly for protection 


| in the true and economic sense—by no means the present Repub- 
rarily necessary, and that domestic competition would prevent | 


The duties Hamilton pro- | 


lican sense—was the result. 

By that act the level of duties was raised to 20 per cent and the 
preservation of American industry was assured through Demo- 
cratic legislation. I have followed with some detail the economic 
history of the country prior to the tariff of 1816 in order to show that 
the Democratic party saved American industry in its most critical 
moment, forty years before the Republican party was born [ap- 
plause], and to demonstrate the fact that the Democratic party 
extended tentative protection to American manufactures at the 


| only period and under the only conditions in which sound princi- 


appearance of competition, the perversion of his conception of | 


better markets for agricultural produce, the prevalence of condi- 
tions wherein American farmers are compelled to purchase the 
necessities of life in restricted, tariff-burdened markets, in which 
the manufacturers are shielded from competition by the law, and 
to sell the products of their toil in the open markets of the world, 
subject to unlimited competition, he would utterly condemn the 
fabric of industrial oppression which has been erected in his 
name. [Applause.] 


| fair trial of what they are capable of accompli 


But despite the favorable language of the preamble of the tariff | 


of 1789, despite the argumentsof Hamilton, despite the utterances 
and efforts of Washington, of Adams, of Madison, and of Jeffer- 

n, despite the formation of societies for the promotion of manu- 
factur’s and the flooding of Congress with petitions for indulgent 
legislation, the United States remained for nearly twenty years 
after 1789 on the whole an agricultural and seafaring country. 
The wars which in this epoch distracted Europe made the United 
States the only neutral power of importance, the sole carrier of 
European trade. American capital found promising investment 
in the world’s carrying trade, and the American flag became the 
commercial monarch of the sea. 

The agricultural products of the young Republic were furnished 
profitable markets in the warring countries and their dependen- 
In consequence manufactures languished. 

During this period twelve tariff acts were passed with succes- 
sively increasing schedules, the rates of 1808 being almost triple the 
ratesof 1789. While in some instances these increases were made 
with undoubtedly protective intent, they were enacted mainly to 
meet the growing financial needs of a new and expanding coun- 
try. 

The close of this era saw the abrupt termination of the condi- 
tions which distinguished it. 

The fierceness of the European conflict led to a series of retalia- 
tory measures by the Governments of England, France, and the 
United States, which, beginning with the English orders in coun- 
cil in 1806 and 1807 blockading continental ports, the Berlin and 
Milan decrees of Napoleon in 1807 blockading the British Isles 

ind denationalizing ships engaged in British commerce, the em- 
irgo and nonintercourse acts of Jefferson in 1807 and 1809, and 
iling with the declaration of war between the United States and 
igland in 1812, destroyed our foreign trade, isolated the Ameri- 
u Republic for almost a decade, and left the American people 
dependent solely on native strength and resource. 

It was during these years that manufacture struck permanent 
root in the industrial life of the country. During this era of seg- 
regation manufacture provided the principal employment of cap- 
ital and freelabor. The epoch was one of transition for American 
industry from the household to the capitalistic stage. The stop- 


nage 


cles. 


aut © 


I 


( 
i 
c 





page of imports produced a heavy demand for domestic commod- | 


ities, especially those of immediate necessity and use, for which 
the people had relied almost entirely on the foreign supply, and 
prices of manufactured articles rose enormously. The growth of 


‘American manufacture was so astonishing as to cause Niles in 


1512 to exclaim that it was without parallel in the world. The | 


peace of 1815 found large and populous sections of the country 
devoted principally to manufacture. 

At this juncture American manufacture met the determining 
crisis of its history. With the advent of peace came a flood of 
merchandise from Europe. Prices fell, and American manufac- 
ture in its immaturity was at the mercy of European establish- 
ments. American industry faced extermination. 
sage of December, 1815, President Madison directed the attention 
of Congress to the threatened calamity and recommended a tariff 
#ufliciently high to shield the young industries from the older 


In his mes- | 


ples of political economy and administrative justice would permit 
its application. [{Applause. ] 

Let me submit in this connection the viewsof John Stuart Mill, 
perhaps the clearest thinker and certainly the leading political 
economist of the nineteenth century: 

The only case in which on mere principles of political economy protecting 
duties can be defensible is when they are imposed temporarily (especially in 
a young and rising nation) in hopes of naturalizing a foreign industry in it- 
self perfectly suitable to the circumstances of the country. The superiority 
of one country over another in a branch of production often arises only from 
having begun it sooner. 

There may be no inherent advantage on one part, or disadvantage on the 
other, but only a present superiority of acquired skill and experience. 
* * * But the protection should be confined to cases in which there is good 








ground of assurance that the industry which it fosters will after a e be 
able to dispense with it, nor should the domestic producers ever be allowed 
to expect that it will be continued to them beyond the time necessary for a 


sDIng. 


(Mill’s Principles of 
Political Economy, pp. 6!2, 613.) 

The doctrine of Mill was applicable to the United States in the 
third decade of its growth. The protection which he advocated 
was the protection of Madison, of Monroe. of Jackson, of Craw- 
ford, and of Calhoun. It was protection in the sense of the tem- 
porary encouragement of industry in its cradle and not protection 
in the Republican sense of permanent tribute to industry in its 
power. [Applause.] It was adapted to a stage of e 
yancement that has long since passed away, its nece 
ceased more than seventy years ago. 

To show the gulf between the rational theories of the Demo- 
cratic party during the childhood of American industry and the 
illogical and superfluous protection of Republicanism to-day it 
needs only to be remarked that John Stuart Mill and the other 
masters of economic science regarded protection as allowable in 
order to guard young industries from the superior exp 


nomic ad- 


sity having 


rience and 
skill of established European rivals, while the Republican party, 
reversing the position, advocates protection under the farcical 
contention that it shields our industries from the inferior skill, 
the ‘*‘ pauper labor,’’ of foreign manufactures. The ideaof ‘* pau- 
per labor’’ in the mechanic arts and industrial pursuits is a fun- 
damental Republican fallacy. Skilled labor, the labor which is 
the combined result of mental acumen and manual dexterity, is 
never ** pauper’’ labor. The skild which enables its posse 
enter the higher grades of industrial work is incompatibl 
the idea of ‘* pauper labor.’’ 
The division of labor made possible by the traini1 

ence of the skilled workman implies a standard of living which 
** pauper labor’’ can never attain, and constitutes the basis of the 
industrial and moral progress of advanced communities every- 
where. The negro labor of the South is largely ‘‘ pauper labor,” 
and it is notoriously impossible of utilization in the factory. When 
it reaches sufficient excellence to admit it to the factory it is no 
longer ‘* pauper labor.’’ It is true that the skilled labor of one 
country may be superior to that of another, and it is also true 
that American skilled labor is so superior to foreign skilled labor 
that although the former receives a nominally higher wage, vet 
when the amount and quality of its products are 

the amount and quality of those of the latter, it will be at on 


sor ti 
ssor to 


with 


ig and experi- 


compared Witn 








served that American labor is paid a smaller compensation than 
foreign labor. 

If the American laborer makes in a day an article or set ¢ 
articles worth $8 for a wage of $2, and t! reign laborer ma 
in a day an article or set of articles worth $3 for a wa 
American laborer gets less for his work than the forei 
actual labor cost of a ton of steel rails and billets in this country 


basing the statement on the statistics for 1901, is lower than in 
England, although American wages are nominally higher than 
English wages. 

The actual cost of the labor required to produce acertain grade 





of shoes in Massachusetts is 40 cents per pair, while in Germany 
the same labor costs 58 cents, although American wages are nomi- 
nally higher than German wages. American labo underpaid, 





not foreign labor. There is nocompetition to feared from the 
alleged ‘* pauper labor’”’ of foreign factories. The cry of ** pauper 


labor’ is a political canard devised to frighten the laboring man 
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niit his intelligence to be so flagrantly insulted? 


veral years after 1816 the tentative protection of Madison 
mtinned. 
ted interests, with appetites for public th 
1 to demand permanent subsidy ’ from the Federal Treas- 
ury. With no appreciation of the assistance extended them by 
the country in the period of souls and immaturity , With the 
sleeple _ gre ed and the ingratitude of gain, they began a 
to convert the s system of = Visiol protec tion 
ntint is depredation. { 
= ry were quick t to detect an 4 to Oo 
he OTY of } protection. 
ial interests and sete gars sec 
h atic doctrine of equal ichts. 
f protection of infant industry, reannounced by He 
umous argument for a so-called American sy ste m, 
ditions which justified it had departed, retaine 
and the tariff of 1824, the first high pr rote 
lern Rept a an ion, established - 
cally 40 per cent. In 1828 the favored inter 
successful jo the tariff of that year iennenael the 
duties to 50 per cent. 
ut this was the culmination of the high prote ‘tive movement. 
‘country awoke to the fact that the fostered industries 
ssed the stage of actual need and were forging the 
n of ¢ sion. Jackson and Calhoun, both of 
onomic protection of a decade before, were particu- 
igorous in opposing the extortionate system which had 
risen. The Democratic party was solidly arrayed in the cause 
tar iff reform, as itis to-day. The coun try was angered by the 
‘ateful conduct of the industries which it had nurtured 
¢, as it The agricultural masses, always the es- 
ial victims of tariff outrage, were stirred to indignation. as 
ive to-day. And the American people drove the desp vilers 
ywer, as they are preparing to do to-day. [Loud app lause. | 
ving the upheaval, a conservative policy of tariff modifi- 
i from 1832 to 1842 was adopted, and resulted in the final 
reduction of duties in the latter year to an average of 20 per cent 
Afier the temporary return to high protection, from 1812 to 1845, 
he Democratic party, restored by an overwhelming indorsement, 
‘d the tariff of 1846, which remained practically vy 
ge, aside from the reduction of 1857, until the civil war in- 
ee ed a new era in the industri: il annals of the Republic. 
“With the Democratic tariif 
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1 and determinate stage. 

: tariff of 1846 was the result of the evolution and experience 
of six decades. The American people had undergone every phase 
of the problem of import duties from the nominal schedules of 
1789 s the abnormal rates of 1828 and 1842. They had witnessed 
the endeavor of the new industries from 1820 to 1832 to make the 
system devised to aid them in early growth an instrument of per- 
manent spoliation. They had’ seen the gradual abolition of the 
devastating duties which temporary success had enabled the pro- 
tected interests to impose. 
function of import taxes—the two-fold capacity of revenue for 
ernment and assistance to industry 
legislation had employed them. 

The tariff of 1846 represented the garnered wisdom of sixty 
years. After its enactment the question of the tariff passed from 
the forum and ceased to engage the pen. It was generally ac- 
cepted as the proper standard of combined industrial and finan- 
_ legislation. It remained in undisturbed occupation of the 


 } 


ras 


rov 


atutes for more than a decade, the tariff of 1857 perpetuating | 


its spiri - and lowering its rates. 

What, then, was the governing principle of the Democratic 
tariff of "18462. What was the deliberate judgment of the Amer- 
ican people as to the proper function of a tariff tax? The tariff 
of 15 16 - as based on the report of the Sec reta ry of the Treasury, 
Rot J. Walker, of December 2, 1845. The first and funda- 
m nad suggestion in this report with reference to tariff taxation 
was to the {fect that ‘‘no more money should be collected tha 
is necessary for the wants of the Government economically admin- 
istered.” Thus the tariff of 1846 was founded on the proposition 
that the chief object of tariff taxatic mn is revent And on this 

roposition rest the battle cries of “ Tariff for revenue’’ and 
Tarif t for revenue only.” 

So we may well conclude that after the vicissitudes of sixty 
ars the American people settled upon a tariff whose principal 
‘t was revenue. Under the tariff of 1846 and its successor, 
ariff of 1857, the prosperity and happiness of the American 
ose : were so universal that this period of Democratic taxation is 
Me d the ** golden age’’ of American development. The crisis of 
ay a ulative disturbance, from whic +h the count ry quickly 
red. Do I assert the truth as to the splendor of this epoch? 
supported by evidence which Republicans can not dispute. 
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" 1ed its influ- | to 1860, tha it the comparative growth and progt 
tive “tariff in the 
| corre spor 1K ling pe rio 


f of 1846 the first great period in the | 
iff history of the United States may be said to have reached a the revenue enactments of that struggle begins the second ¢ 
| period in the history of the American tariff. 
| supposed that the Morrill tariff of 1861 was the first ste] 
| war legislation. 
| But this is an erroneous supposition. 


They had given earnest study to the | 
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into the support ot the Republican ticket. How long will he per- | I submit the statements of David A. Wells, the chairman of 
i [Loud applause.] | Republican revenue commission of 1865, the man to whom Li 


| coln intrusted the reform of finance in the most complicated sity 
But it became evident, as early as 1820, that the 


| for the reduction of the war tariff, whom Ga 


| Congress in 1868 placed above all ‘other men in the treatmen 
| the fiscal problems of the v 


| ing 
- | Says: 


S Were again | 


age of property to « 
| find a more happy ill 


into | 


Marcr 


( he 
in- 
tion the Government had ever experienced, who was afterward. 
appointed special commissioner of the revenue to submit a } 


field in a spee 


rdg 


‘h 
var, and who is perhaps the gre; t 
authority on practical taxation in American hist ory. Re 


‘conditions under the Democratic tariffs of 1846 and 1 


There had been, indeed, fierce discussionsand political divisions in 193 
respecting the organization and management of banks and the est: 
of anational bank, and in 1840-41 and 1846 respecting the construction : 
justment of the t = and the principles of free trade and protect 
during the decade from 1850 to 18 60 all these questi ions were 
garded as old-time issues, and by the generati ion that then ne mtr 

business and governme nt of the county ‘y were both subst ially 
and forgotten; and it was during the latter years of this p: ric ad, or fr 
wttained by every d 
+, commerce, and industry were greater than fox 
,@e ither before or sin ce, in the hi story of the na 
During the same dec ade the increase in p opulation of the country vy 
turned at 35.59 per cent, its increase in wealth at 126.4 per cent, and 

indiv idual at $510. In short, it would be dit 

istration of the inftnence of the “noninterfere: 
policy of a government with the trade, commerce, ; 


rener: 


ment of Americar 


“nonobstructive” 


dustry of a highly civilizedand active people than the condition of the 
had | 
tariff into a | 
whom had | pletely had the country recognized in Democratic legislati 


| true principles of tariff taxation that but for the civil y 


States at that rn: 


(Wells's Theory and Practice of Taxatior 
Such were 


he conditions as described by Mr. Wells. So. 


i 


seriously be questioned whether the rejected doctrine of 
tory protection would have ever reappeared to oppress th 
try and embroil the world. [Applause. ] 
I do not mean to say that all the glory of that Democr 
was due to Democratic policies. I am content to show th 


| glowing times are entirely possible under Democratic rule. 


| pect of Democratic victory portends disaster. 
| them claim the authorship of all the gifts of God and nature 


| 





| out th 
rith out 


| practical alteration by the Senate in 1861 


| pressly stated that i 
| charges of 1846. 


We have heard it said by the Republicans that the mere 
We have 


common has this custom grown among them that it would 
sion no surprise if some Republican would move to am: 
first verse of the first chapter of the Book of Genesis by striki 
word ‘‘God’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the v 
‘*the Republican party,’’ so as to read: ‘‘In the beginning 
Republican party created the heaven and the earth.”’ [Lai 
and applause. ] 
The civil war is the source of the present tariff system. W 
It is commo 


It is frequently styled ‘‘ the Morrill war ti ur 
The Morrill tariff passe 
the House of Representatives in 1860, in the first session of 
Thirty-sixth Congress, before the e'ection of Lincoln, and with 
no reference to the possibility of war. It was passed without 
, at the short sessi: 

the Thirty-sixth Congress. 

While it is true that under cover of a mere substitution of sp 


| cific for ad valorem duties the Morrill tariff increased man 
, in which American fiscal | 


isting rates above those of 1846, the subsequent tariff measur 

the war were founded on an entirely different basis, and Mr. 
Morrill, the author of the bill, as well as its other supporters, °x- 
ts purpose was simply the revival of the 


‘he Morrill tariff, the first important legislation of the Rep 
lican party, which had been but recently organized to take 
place of the opposition parties successively vs Anquished by 
Democracy, and which had achieved in the election of 180) 
account of the division of the Democratic party, its first nations 
success, had hardly reached the statutes when from the i 
throats of Sumter’s guns poured the opening notes of war. 
but stating common truth to say that the ~ American civil 
was the most momentous contest in his tory. In the num! 
men engaged, in the carnage and in the tears, in the scope 0 


l 
T+ ja 


war 


operations, the importance of its issues, and the ferocity 0! 


strife, it is beyond comparison with any other conflict of eart4. 
The resources of the country were strained to the u ttermost.. = 
order to meet the multiplying expenses of war, the most cial 
orate, complex, and desperate system of taxation imagin: able was 
devised. Every conceivable form of taxation was employed. 

All finished articles and products, their constituent parts, raw 
material of almost every description, all professions, occupatic 
businesses, and trades from which the slightest return ¢ sould be 
expected were heavily taxed. The result was a scheme of reve- 
nue which produced during the war $2,000,000,000, aside from 
loans, and practically con vfiscated from 8 to 15 per cent of the 
property of the unseceded portion of the country. With the 
eagerness of patriotism the people consented to the sacrifice. But 
what was the course of the Republican party? 
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1904. 





From the war taxes the manufacturing classes suffered in com- 
mon with the remainder of the community. And the fact that 
manufactured products were subjected to internal taxation was 
made a prete xt by the Republican party for the enhancement of 

mort duties. In order to reimburse the manufacturers for their 
in the support of the Government in its severest crisis duties 








Y) rt 
aa 1 impor ts were raised to an extent that would have been impos- 
in peace. In presenting the tariff of 1862, Mr. Morrill said: 
will be indispe ‘nsabl e for us to revise the tariff on foreign imports so far 

as it may s rious! ly disturbed by any internal duties and to make proper 
reparation. * * 

It will be observed that Mr. Morrill used the word “ revise ”’ 
in the sense of “‘ raise ’’—a very proper Republican definition. 


we bleed manufacturers, we must see to it that the proper tonic is ad- 

ministered at the same time. (Congressional Globe, 1861-62, p. 1196.) 

Nothing was said by Republicans as to the reimbursement of the 
comm | pe ople or the other elements of the country for the exac 
tious which they so cheerfully endured and which they were far 
less able to bear than the wealthy manufacturers. Under this 
inequitable legislation enormous fortunes were suddenly amassed 
i the foundation of the present money power e ablished. In 
ncy which threatened the nation’s life the Republic an 
party began a syste m of excessive tariff taxes which has continued 
with little interruption to the present hour. Thus the Repub- 
lican party at the outset signalized its alliance with the law-nursed 
- h. Such is the origin of our present tariff system. 

» Republican party never tires of self- laudation in reference 
to its war administration, terming itself the preserver of the 
Union. While the credit belongs to the common soldiers in the 
t 
I 


co 


the exig 


renches and the common people in the shops and fields, I would 

ithhold recognition of whatever good service this party may 

unconsciously have rendered. But the f pe that the Republican 

party utilized the emergencies of war and sullied the high patriot- 

ism of those epic years in order to fashion a mode of private en- 

richment through the desecration of fiscal principle and politica 
ver ought to subject it to unlimited censure. [Applause. | 

The tariff legislation of the war culminated in the great reve- 
nue act of 1864. Bythat act the average rate of import duties 
was raised to 47.06 per cent. After the conclusion of hostilities 
there was universal clamor for the removal of the exorbitant 
taxes of the war. Between 1866 and 1872 the work of reducing 
internal taxation was virtually completed. The excise rates on 
manufactured products were entirely removed, but the inordi- 
nate customs duties which had been levied in compensation for 
these internal taxes remained. Effort after effort was made to 
reduce these duties, but the protected interests had become too 
powerful. 

The Republican party was so thoroughly in the grasp of privi- 
leged wealth that it was unable and ut nwilling to modify the de- 
structive rates which had been adopted only on the ground of 
war. Soinexorable has become this domination of the Republi- 
can party by the fostered classes that the present tariff imposes 
in a time of peace, nearly four decades after the war, duties be- 
side which the schedules of that tempestuous era seem almost in- 
significant. The progress of the tariff since the civil conflict 
shows, with the ex ‘eption of the few years of the Wilson bill, a 
gra lu il increase of the war duties until they reach the crowning 
outrage in rg Ding ‘ley bill of 1897. 

The » history of the present tariff system from its inception in the 
civil war demonstrates above all things else the fact that the Re- 
pe ican see ty has never made and will never make an honest and 


D we 











yr evision of the customs duties. [Applause.] Almost 
every session of Congress in the years succeeding the war wit- 
nes 30d unavailing attempts to abolish the emergency import rates 
In 1867 Congress directed the Secret: ary of the Treasury t tas 
& | for their removal. The Sec retary c ommitted ae aoa to 
Mr. David A. Wells, the special commissioner of the revenue, to 
whom reference has been made. After visiting the European 
countries and after making a wide and varied study of the ques- 
tion from national and international points of view, Mr. Wi alls 
pr eo da plan embodying a distinct revision of the customs tay 
Tl lan was indorsed by the Secretary of the Treasury, who sub- 
m i od it to the I Forty- first Congress in Dex emibe ar, 1869. The Re- 
pi = Congress rejected it, and the war rates re maine d. 


70 the Repul lican party made another pre tended endeavor 





to ref rm the tariff. It passed an act which illustrated the du- 
pli city ofits methods. By this act the rates on purely revenue 


artic . Such as tea, coffee. and s pices, the surest source of rey- 
nue, because the entire duty goes immediate sly to the Treasury, 
were reduced. Of the protected articles, those which were manu- 
factur: ed in this country and on which the manufacturers through 
protective laws exacted arbitrary tribute, the equivalent of the 
duty going largely to the favored element in the shape of higher 
prices wrung from the American people, only pig iron was in any 
way affected. The Republican party made an apparent reduction 
of the tariff, leaving practically untouched the schedules which 
enriched the manufacturing class, 
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But this false measure failed to satisfy the conntry. In 1872 
the Republican party again found it necessary, in the face of pub 

lic sentiment, that another perfidious effort should be forthcom- 
ing. By the law of 1872 the duties on tea and coffee were entirely 


removed and a horizontal reduction of 10 per cent on prote: bee 
articles wasmade. The ideaofa ee reduction originated, 
therefore, with the Republican part “- when Morrison, the 
famous Democrat, proposed a similar ‘measure in 1881 the R 


licans denounced it, and they condemn it to-day whenever it is 
mentioned. But the Republican ee y suffered this 
modification to remain. In 1875, only three years later, th ) 
per cent reduction was repealed and the war duties restored in 
their entire severity. The duties on nonprotect ve articles had 
been gradually reduced, but the protected interests retained th: 
criminal schedules of the sixties. 

The appearance of other r question 3 in national politics enabled 
the Republican party without great difficul 





ity I ; I 
a while these odious charges. But in 1882 the popular demand 





I 
for revision became again so pronounced that tl R ibli 
dramatists were forced to put on the stage another comic opera 
of tariff modification. A commission wa lemnly appointed to 
reform the tariff. Thechairm nof the commission was Mr. Joh 
L. Hayes, the secretary of the Wool Manufacturers’ A 

one of the most prominent and Pp werful prot i in 
United States. Of the remaining members of the comm 
majority favored high prote tion and not one desired redu n 
in good faith. The result was necessarily abortive. The co 


mission made many recommendations, but when the act 188 
had passed the level of duties 


was not below the import enar 3 
of the war. So ended the fis« 


il farce of 18-3. 








Until this time the Republican party, kindling anew at each 
election the bitter memories of war, aided by the wealthy . 
inent which its legislation fostered, had maintained unbroken 
control of the Government. But at last its dissimulation lashed 
the people into impatient and indignant protest. Weary of R 
lic in treachery, 1 y turned again to the Di 
only party that had ever successfully reformed the tarifl 
plause.] From i854 to 1892 the tariff was tl ql 
national debate. : 1 the el ‘tion of 1884 the Der r 


gained the Presidency anc de Hou 
ee inner oie hei iblican t} 














Tariff reform was theref ca tacenaalha Repu 
were successful in the Electoral College, although the Democra 
candidates received the popular majority. 

Construing the verdict of 1888 as an indorsement of high pyr 
tection the Republican party in 1890 enacted the McKinley t 
bill, which not only preserved the war charges, but increased m 
from 10 to 50 per cent. The idea of revision for which 
had so justly pleaded for a quarter of a century wv 
The McKinley bill was an abject surrender t . 
terests. The ve ply of the pe yple from the polls in N mber, 1890, 
was the most um jualified defeat the Republican } had 
sustained. The popular resentment was empha d in the 
tion of 1892 which placed the Democratic party in complet i- 
tional control for the first time in over thirty-five years. | 
more t} ian 1 three d cades of c ? tinuous def it t} | rm rar 
unscarred and stainless. The campaign IXY 
the tariff. The election of that year1 
American people on the subject of import duties. It cor ! 
the fact, already established in 1832 and 1846 ! 
question is fairly placed before them the A1 
the Democratic position. In the elections s 
been obscured and minimized, as we s 

In compliance with its promises the D ty 
orated the restoration of 1892 by a sincer 
of the tariff. The Wilson ib : S 
modification of import duft sim 
woolen goods were abolished. On ton 
cheaper grades, on linen and raw fl "e W 
Coal and iron ore were reduced from the McK uf 5 
to 40 cents per ton, pig iron from $6.12 to $4 
rails were lowered from $13.44 to $7.84 per ton. On tit 
McKinley duty was lowered 50 p l | 
ware were decreased from 60 to 385 per cent, from 50 ft 
cent, according to grad 

Thesuene bounty was removed and tf lut ? 
duced 50 per cent below the 1 
cent McKink m re sugar V 
per cent, an ul of 
lowed on refined sugar from countries ’ 

Whatever may ha een the opinion of indi 
or since, the Wilson bil! was a rst, ber ! 
tial revision of the existing tariff. | 

mained in power the reduction ld ve g L 
entirely just and proper level, as had 1 th the D - 
cratic tariff legis — from 1833 to 1842 and fro to 1 


ic, which had absolutely no connection with 
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the Wilson law or with Democratic ascendency, the Democratic 
party was severely defeated in November of 1894. 
it is the fashion of Republican orators to speak with melancholy 


accent of the hard times which they claim to have arisen from the | 


Wilson bill. In the present session the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 


GROSVENOR], the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. Lan- | 


pis], the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BurRKETT], the gentle- 
man from Ilinois [Mr. BouTEL.], and the gentleman from Con- 


etic “wr ave rith « » Ne TAT , € “| i Z : , 
necticut [Mr. H1Li] have, with an eloquence worthy of a more | with Canada, showing how vastly more we should gain than lose bys t 
Not one of ; 
them has dared to enter upon a fair and analytical discussion of | 


of Demo- | 


truthful cause, repeated this unutterable absurdity. 


the Wilson bill. They have dismissed the entire subject 
cratic tariff legislation by a mere reference to the depression with 
which the Wilson bill was by chance concurrent. For Repub- 
lican enlightenment I submit the facts of history as outlined by 
Johnston and 'Taussig, two of the most eminent political and fis- 
cal authorities in America. Johnston’sstatement concerning the 
origin of the panic of the early nineties is as follows: 

When Cleveland and Stevenson were inaugurated there was apparent 
prosperity—agricultural, commercial, and industrial—throughout the coun- 
try. But the seeds of panic had been sown in the unstable and vacillating 
financial policies which expediency had imposed upon the country. 
cial bond issues and to use it for the redemption of United States notes. 
S78 
but reissued and kept in circulation. In pursuance of this policy the Treas- 
ury created a special fund designed toaverage a hundred million, and in July, 
1802. it was fourteen million above that sum. 


“eoir 
were 
back 
latter 


ounce ¢ 


a word held by the Treasury to mean gold. 


. buta hundred and fifty of silver notes, all redeemable in gold, and the 
um must, under the Sherman law, rapidly increase. The price per 
f silver had fallen in ten years from $1.30 to $0.81 and the intrinsic 
value of a dollar to $0.67. 

These two facts made our obligations seem strangely disproportionate to 


ket 
hoarded. 
time fell below the average, reaching ninety-seven millions. A disastrous 
panic was the result, more than 3800 banks suspended, manufactories shut 
down, and there was widespread distress. 
p. 90.) 

Whether Johnston’s statement is entirely accurate it is unnec- 
essary to say. I present it on its own merit as the utterance of 
one of our most reputable authorities. 

In the same connection Taussig asserts that the Wilson bill— 
went into effect shortly after an acute commercial crisis and in the worst 
stage of a period of severe depression. The crisis and the depression were 
due in this case, as in all others, to a long and complex set of causes, some of 
them still obscure even to the best-informed and most skilled observers. That 
the tariff act played any serious part in bringing them about would not be 


maintained by any cooland competent critic. (Taussig’s Tariff History of 
the United States, p. 319.) 


, 1 1 In 1875 | 
the Treasurer was authorized to buy specie with money obtained from spe- | 
In | 


it was ordered that greenbacks thus redeemed should not be destroyed, | 


Under the law of 1890 silver was purchased with notes exchangeable for | 
In 1890, therefore, there | 
in circulation not only three hundred and forty-six millions of green- | 
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As an evidence of the dissatisfaction within Republican ranks 
on account of this attitude, I quote an excerpt from the February 
(1904) Review of Reviews, whose editor is a thorough Republican: 

Another prominent Northwestern figure of the present day, also a m 
broad views and with a mind of his own, is Governor Cummins, of Iowa. 
last month addressed to the legislature some vigorous remarks upon 
larger trade policies of the United States and who derided the notion that ; 


| present tariff schedules were sacred and beyond Republican criticism, 





30 ir Ob | licans will not revise the tariff with sincerity. 
our ability to meet them; foreigners sold our stocks and bonds in our maf- | 


, and our own people realized on their securities in gold, which they | 
The reserve fund in this way began to shrink, and for the first | 


| is the voice of the past. 


He boldly advocated (what would amount to the checkmating of My 
Chamberlain's preferential project) the most liberal sort of trade reciprocj; 


dom of trade intercourse with our nearest neighbor and best customer. — 
also advocated a general extension of reciprocity arrangements with . 
countries. Certainly, if the Republican party does not in the near futw ; 
its way to such a position, it will herve to take its penalty in the form of drastj.. 
defeat at the hands of the people. ; 
Mr. McKinley had fully appreciated the need of this new tariff p 
The stupid “‘stand-pat” phrase asa substitute for careful and frank , 
sideration of our economic policies is precisely the opposite of Mr. McKi; 
last urgent advice to Republicans. [Applause.] Governor Cummins ij 
far wrong as to the necessary position of his party. 


If, Mr. Chairman, this Republican policy of inertia had in ¢] 


| past prevailed, no light of progress would have fallen on the yea 
| and darkness still would cloak the centuries. 


Hope unfulfilled, ambition unaccomplished, and resolution wn 
performed would make the race of men a rout ignoble, a n 
tude depraved. The cry for freedom would have died unec! 
in the musketry of revolution, and Bunker Hill would be a |: 
ish promenade. Liberty, unknown in human institutions, \ 
remain unsought and unenjoyed. The agencies of electri 
steel, and steam, the builders of our modern development, wi 
sleep within their native elements. The voice of Republica: 

{[ Applause. | 

The Democratic party fronts the opportunity of the time. 

American people know from history and experience that 


Renn} 
nv LlD- 


They know from 
history and experience that Democratic principles alone ha 
solved the problems of ourcustoms laws. Inevery contest where 


| the tariff mainly figured they have indorsed the Democratic 


(Johnston’s American Politics, | 


So the Democratic party and the Wilson bill are answerable in | 


no way for the financial and commercial disturbances of a decade 
ago. 


The contest of 1896 centered upon the money question. Such 


ception of the philosophy and purpose of fiscal legislation. In 
the approaching campaign of 1904 it rests with the Democracy to 
choose the groundand cry of battle. To present with proper and 
historic emphasis the issue of tariff reform is to write the death 

varrant of the Republican party. [Loud and prolonged applar 
on the Democratic side. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Henry of Conn 
cut having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a mess: 
from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, annow: 
that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to th 
(H. R. 11825) making appropriations for the Department of Ax- 


| 
31} 
Ak 


| riculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, disagreed tv ly 


was the vehemence of the controversy that the tariff was given | 


practically little consideration. The success of the Republican 
party in 1896 was not a partisan success. 
monetary doctrine for which unlimited numbers of the people 
voted regardless of previous political alignment. 


the House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference askeil 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses th 
and had appointed Mr. Proctor, Mr. HANsBRouGH, and Mr. SiM- 


| MONS as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


It was the triumph of a | 


It was in no | 


sense an indorsement of the party record or the tariff tenets of | 


Republicanism. 


Notwithstanding this fact, the Republican party signalized its | 


accession in 1897 by the prompt enactment of the Dingley tariff 


rates of 1890. The Dingley bill laid upon the American people 
the highest tariff taxes civilization has ever known. 
boldest example of fiscal pillage which any country, whether mon- 
archy, kingdom, or republic, has ever witnessed. It remains upon 


It is the | 


the statute without substantial change to-day—the scarlet sin of | 


American politics. 


The election of 1900 was determined by issues inherited from | 


he Spanish-American war and hinged not on the tariff. Since 
the enactment of the Dingley bill the demands for revision have 


begun to frown. Wearetold by the Republicans that there shall 
be no revision at the present session, and history warns us that 
there will be no revision by Republicans at future sessions. [Loud 
applause. | 

The Dingley tariff system is the child of violence, the progeny 
of war. Itisa heritage of blood. By virtue of its aid the pro- 
tected interests have perpetuated and augmented the emergency 
rates of the frightful conflict of nearly four decadesago. Through 
the tariff they have secured immunity from foreign competition 
and through the trust, the tariff’s offspring, they have suppressed 
domestic rivalry. Thus Republican legislation is pouring the na- 
tional wealth into the possession of the few. 


Republican party faces the election of 1904 with the defiant policy 
of ‘* stand pat.”’ 





The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to t! 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (5. 
granting additional lands adjacent to its site to the Universit) 
Montana. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disag 
to the amendments of the House of Representatives to bi! 


| the following titles, and asked a conference with the Hi 
bi, which not only revived, but in many instances increased the | 


on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
pointed Mr. McCumper, Mr. Scott, and Mr. PATTERSON as t 
conferees on the part of the Senate: : 
S. 1543. An act granting an increase of pension to Willian \V. 
Jackson; and 
S. 3274. Anact granting an increase of pension to June I. L 
The message also announced that the Senate had insisted | 
its amendments to bills of the following titles, disagreed to by « 
House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference aske«! 


| the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. «\!) 
multiplied. The American people have ceased to plead; they have | 


had appointed Mr. McCumBER, Mr. Scott, and Mr. PatrErso 
the conferees on the part of the Senate: i 
H. R. 3032, An act granting an increase of pension to Wi! 
Pittenger; - 
H. R. 9583, An act granting an increase of pension to James ''. 
Hargis; 
H. R. 8376. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonath« 


| J. Smith; 


H. R. 8058. An act granting an increase of pension to Willi 
M. Underhill; 


H. R. 6705. An act granting an increase of pension to Edw! 


| A, Forman; 
And with an inso- | 
lence unequaled in all former instances of legislative tyranny the | 


H. R. 6426. An act granting an increase of pension to David Z. 
Beidler; 

H. R. 6025. An act granting an increase of pension to Joo 
Herzog; 














H. R. 5865. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua | 
[ : » 5555. An act granting an increase of pension to James R. 
_ H. R. 5367. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
R. 4526. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
’ y 495t, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
R, 4136. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
R. 2923. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
H ~¢ 0. Anact granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. 
H n 


R. 2809. 


An 
Watt: and 


H. R. 2477. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank J. 

McLaughlin. 
message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 

t lowing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
R sentatives was requested: 

S, 4503. An act to provide for sittings of the circuit and district 
courts of the southern district of Florida in the city of Fernan- 
dina, in said district; 


1105 


An act to provide that a term of the circuit and dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district of Vermont may 


be held at Newport; 

S. 4079. An act for the relief of James Denton; 

S. 3218. An act for the relief of Civil Engineer P. C. Asserson, 
r d; and 


An act providing for the erection of a public building 
I I 


in the city of Bluefield, W. Va. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 49. 








] ved by the Sines House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Pi tb iested to return to the Tanase the bill of the Senate (S. 23 
relat to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation, to corre 
G 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty 


= ites to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ADAmMs]. 

ile CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania is recog- 
“ ed for thirty minutes. 

ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, with ten years’ 
experience in service in this House I have formed the judgment 


that the best service a man can render this body and the people 
at large is to confine his efforts very largely to the work aaanee s 
b fous the committees to which he has been assigned and try to 


inform himself on those subjects and then to lay the result of his 
labors and whatever information he may have gained before this 


iouse for the benefit of his colleagues. It has been my lot to 
serve for some years on the Committee on Foreign Affairs and on 
the Committee on Immigration. In the last Congress two bills 


ot gre were 
laid before those two committees, the Chinese-exclusion act be- 
fore the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the immigration act 
before the Committee on Immigration. 

veral weeks we sat in the Committee on Foreign 
and heard the fears expressed by people on the Pacific 


at importance affecting the welfare of our country 


For se 


Affairs 
coast in 





tion happened to have been called to it, 1 
It was the 


| dinary observer. 


| laid before our comm 
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facts, Mr. 
ittee during the co1 


| gration bill thatc alted my attention sos 


exists on the Atl: 


states; 


itic co 
| passed 1,000,000 of immigr 
two-third 


the 
nFE 


S OL 


who come from souther 


migrants, and y« 
those who come 
lesirable? 
aesirabdies 

I insert a ta 
for 


strongly. 


j Re; tofal ns arri 


act granting an increase of pension to John 


relation to the yellow peril. We heard from the various labor 
organizations that there was no fair competition between the | 
Mongolian and the workingmen of this country. On the other 





side we heard the protests of the housekeeper and fruit grower 
and agriculturist, saying that it was impossible to secure adequate 

labor with which to run their works and gather their crops. We 
fo med a bill after mature deliberation which passed through 
this House and which I think represented the treatment in the 
fairest way of all the conflicting interests on the Pacific coast of 


oure 


untry, and I regret tosay that that bill failed of passage in the 

but, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the bill on immigration, 

and from the information that was submitted to our committee 
by those who appeared before it, in my judgment there is a 
greater peril to our country than that which threatens it from 
the East. 

The Mongolian m: vy come into our country, but he does not as- 
similate with our people; he does not have any social or moral 
influence in this country, because, being a race apart, that com- 
munism will not exist with which those influences will have force. 
But, Mr. Chairman, there is a tide of immigration pouring into 


nenate: 


our country which is increasing at a rate that, unless your atten- | 
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Report of aliens arrived and debarred, etc.—Continued. 


Arrived. 


| Militeracy, 14 | 


Immigrants 
bringing 


| years and over. Have 
been in 
the 
United 
States 
before. 


Total 
amount 
of money 
shown. 


lace or people 
Ra or people. ies 
; read 
| but can 
not 
write. 


Can 
neither | 
read nor | 

write. | 


Leas 


$30 or 
than $30 


over. 


16,331 | 
1,814 
4,648 
6, 204 


30, 861 
10, 860 
29, 029 
23. 321 
10, 526 19, 020 
11,208 | 135,1% 
18, 748 1,048 

521 | 45 

653 9,972 
1, 505 | 

250) 

17 
3,305 

695 

114 

437 


German 

Greek 

Hebrew 

Trish 

Italian (north) 

Italian (south 

Japanese 

Korean yee ee 

Lithuanian. -_-_- 

Magyar . 

Mexican . 

Pacific Islanders 

Polish 

Portuguese 

Roumanian 

Russian ........-. 

Ruthenian (Russ 
niak Tex 

Scandinavian 

Scotch 

Slovak __-. 

Spanish -..... 

Spanish-American 

Syrian 

Turkish 

OR i aL 

West Indian « 

All other peoples 


Total 


2,438 

3,653 

14, 980 
1,173 

4, 283 

84,512 
5, 274 

1v9 

5, 487 


2, 564 


138 | $2, 480, 63: 
5 269, § 
738, 866 
796, O82 
859, 6: 
2,159, 
1, 026, 


161 


111 
39 


254 
14, 641 
2,940 | 

1,849 
1,529 
716 
1,025 
109 
DAT 
805 


' 
29 


903 

,i2 | 

182 | 

53 

P'6 

256 | 9 
515 | 6D, 
36 | 2,48 


128, 266 


511,302 |16,117,5 


Debarred. 


| 


year after | 


| Assisted immigrants. 


Race or people. 


landing. 


0Ses, 
I 


n 
3 

= 2 
© % 
we 
= 
ao 
an | 
Ta 
am 
Ong 
se ~ 


Polygamists. 


| WwW 


omen for immoral pur- 


Relieved in hospital. 


| Contract laborers. 


Returned in one 


| 


_ | Convicts. 


African (black) .-.-.-...- : 

Armenian - ink baie 

Bohemian and Mora- 
Wi «, .doatiticnk nomen 

Bulgarian, Servian, 
Montenegrin 

Chinese 

Croatian 
nian 

Cuban dike csi dmta 

Dalmatian, Bosnian, 
Herzegovinian -_.... 

Dutch and Flemish 

East Indian --- 

English 

Finnish 

French 

German 

Greek ~— 

Hebrew 

Irish - ey ae 

Italian (north) 

Italian (south) 

Japanese 

Korean a RS 

SINT esc inti nines Debuinntenee 

NONE 6. nisin wcwasiiaceeeeu 

Mexican : 

Pacific Islanders. -_..... 

Polish 

Portuguese .......... Sa 

Roumanian 

Russian --- 

Ruthenian (Russniak 

Scandinavian 

Scotch 


and 





Spanish --....- 
Spanish-American 
Syrian 

Turkish 
Lee 
West Indian 

All other pe ples 


Total 





It is not only that these people are so diseased that careful in- 
spection is needed to exclude them, but with all care some escape 
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| and enter the country to spread it among our people. But they 
_ are not of a prudent and thrifty class, as the following will show. 


As showing the comparative thrift of the races, attention is directed to +}. 
| fact that the 71,782 Germans brought $2,480,634, while the 196,117 South Italia; 
had but $2,159,017; that the 28,451 English brought $1,405,365, while about tha 
same number of Magyars, 27,124, showed only $341,401, and the 32,907 Croa. 
tians and Slovenians but $407,117. ag 
Exclusive of those denied admission at the land boundaries of the Uni: 
States there were rejected altogether 8,769, the causes of which are sh 
with the corresponding figures for last year, in the subjoined statement 


Rejected aliens. |} 190 
| 





CO a ae ee ipwcdinnnteeueaesesnlns sand wanes 7} 
RAIN DORI i nneka ce ctanndesubed Sakon abakbsabeeieed siecsias 27 
I soso <5 whiptin dace ncukn eae abuninmlessWebakned umisahGuen | $,944 | 
ESI CII ia srninsnry lap klein tts welt oe AUiatian Mees nletanintan } 709 
Nickens ievinke andi adnan eewhe 46baus sambanicnsshs Hasemsmemeted | 9 | 
I sos raing sis Sta aces ama nie aan rekarcadicaaa atom 0 | 
1 WE GRRE LOR SERIOUS DUP PONIES an on nc in ccncncenydwessatdecnickeus 3 
PONE EI ola asc da cacao ohvneetacinstas beaten imecg ees 0 | 
COMINGS DON OU gis caves en cicdbsciecanslnticudtiaweaeubsn bande 


o~ 


aid 


It is upon this state of facts that I have introduced a bill into 
this House, to which I wish to call the attention of my colleagues, 
which is now before the Committee on Immigration and has been 
received there with considerable favor, and I am in hopes it wwill 
be reported favorably for your action thereon. In the last fiscal 

| year the increase in immigration has been 208,303, a matter of 33 
per cent, and this increase is nearly two-thirds from southern 
Europe. Five hundred and seventy-two thousand seven hundred 
and twenty-six came from Italy, Russia, and Austria-Hungary. 
These people, according to the reports of the Commissioner of 





L 


>| Immigration, are afflicted with loathsome and troublesome dis- 


eases, and therein lies the danger to our country which, in my 
judgment, is greater than that of the Mongolian, because t! 


| who escape the inspection at Ellis Island and the other port 


spread these diseases among our people. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield? 
" Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania, 
| rupted. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would like to ask a single 
question and I will not interrupt further. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Very good. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I ask for information 
| whether or not under the laws these immigrants who are afilicted 


Mr. Chairman, will t 


I would rather not be inter 


_| with loathsome diseases may be kept out? 





Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. There is undoubtedly prov ision 
| for that, but the gentleman knows that however strong the lan- 
| guage of the law, or however good may be the intentions o! 

| inspectors, many do escape, and when you turn to the north num- 
| bers come in through Canada, which is practically an open «i: 

In the last twenty years the influx intothe cities in our country 
has vastly increased. In 1880 25 per cent of the population lived 
in cities of 4,000 and upward; in 1900 it has increased to 37 per 

| cent and is steadily increasing. In addition to this influx into the 
cities the foreign immigrants, especially from southern Euro) 
settle there. I insert a table showing the foreign-born population 
of the leading cities: 


| | Tot , > cent 
: al for-~>| Per cen 

ew: | eign-born foreign-) 
oe ypulation. | populat 


3, 437, 202 1,270,080 | 
1,698, 575 587,112 | 
1, 293, 697 
560, 892 
381, 768 
BAR, T82 
575, 238 


New York -.. 
Chicago 
Philadelphia 
Boston 
Cleveland 

| San Francisco | 7 
ie RIO crew mrt nnn nitddws inctes sea 111, 356 | 19 

' 


In the ghetto of New York there are 200,000 Russians, 100,00) 
of which can not speak English.* A terrible condition is stated in 
the United Hebrew Charities report of 1901: 

A condition of chronic poverty is developing in the Jewish community 
New York that is appalling in its immensity. 2 

The report states that of the applicants asking the society for assistance 45 
per cent, “representing between 20,000 and 25,000 human beings, have been in 
the United States over five years; have been given the opportunities for eco- 

| nomic and industrial improvement which the country affords; yet, notwith- 
standing all this, have not managed toreach a position of economic indepenc- 
ence.” The report estimates that “from 75,000 to 100,000 members of the 
New York Jewish community are unable to support themselves with the im- 
mediate necessities of life, and for this reason are dependent in some form or 
other upon the public purse.” 


Mr. Chairman, the ratio of paupers that come from those coun- 
_ tries and have to be deported is very large. I will not weary the 
‘ House with statistics. I have them here, and I will publish them 
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in my remarks. | They substantiate the statements that I make. 
The number of immigrants that have to be deported is very large 
from this section, but the great evil that is inflicted upon this 
country by those that come from southern Europe is that they 
-emain almost entirely in the cities. They do not go out and oc- 
y the farm lands, and when we know that in our own country, 
according to the reports of the census, the tendency is for people 
in the country to migrate toward the cities, you have got a double 
influx pouring into those thickly populated centers which cer- 


I 


cup 


tainly does not tend to the welfare of our people. I have collected | 


statistics from the State of New York which are official 


some . 7 . 
and which I believe to be correct. They show the influence and 
t] sult that this migration has upon our people. 


Of course I admit it is greater in the State of New York, be- 
it is nearer to the principal entrepét where all these aliens 
land. but it is in proportional extent to Pennsylvania, and Massa- 
chusetts. and Rhode Island, and New Jersey, and Delaware, and 
the evil spreads in lesser degree throughout all the country. 
Those that entered in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, were 
{ It is a well-established fact that in a little over a year 
5x0 of these became a public charge upon the almshouses of New 
York. It costs the State of New York $80 a head for alms to 
sustain a pauper, and that puts a charge on that State of $46,400 
annually to support these inmates who should properly be living 
in the almshouses of the countries from which they have migrated. 
In New York almshouses there were 66,400 in the year ending 
September 30, 1901, and of these 37,422 were foreign born. More 
than one-half of the inmates of the almshouses of the State of 
New York were of foreign birth and being supported at a cost to 
the State of $15,941,622, and this is without counting the $5,000,000 
expended in the insane asylums, where almost the same ratio 
prevails. 
The value of the property of the public charitable institutions 
of the State of New York is $68,177,725, and at 5 per cent that 


Vos. 


represents a cost of $3,408,886, or a total of $24,350,580 that it | 


costs the State of New York to support these people in its chari- 
table institutions. Taking that as against the figures I have al- 
ready given, it makes a cost of $12,000,000 annually to the State 
of New York to support these immigrants which have so recently 
come into the country. Surely this is a showing that should 
cause the people of the United States to pause and think why this 
refuse of Europe, these paupers, who should be a charge on their 
own country, should be dumped on this Republic of ours, no 
matter how great our resources or how rich we may be. 
well-known fact that a few years ago Switzerland was detected 
in shipping, at the expense of the State, the paupers of that Re- 
public and landing them on‘our shores to be supported by us. In 
the insane asylums of New York the inmates are increasing at 
the rate of 700 a year, and half of these are aliens, by actual sta- 
tistics. At this rate in ten years it will cost the United States at 
large $50,000,000 annually to support the insane aliens. In spite 
of the greatness of these figures that I have given, they do not 
include the charitable institutions and homes for children, which 
cost the State of New York $20,880,283 annually. The alien pan- 
pers in the State of New York are increasing at the rate of 1,200 
a year. 
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not having been collated with a view to furnishing information 
on this question. But my attention was called a short time ago 
to the facts disclosed in an effort to clear the streets of the city of 
Philadelphia of mendicants, when the secretary of the organized 
charity of that city made a report, founded on the collection of 
his statistics, that 95 per cent of the beggars on the streets of 
Philadelphia were of foreign birth. It will thus be seen that when 
we come to look at this matter from a practical standpoint it is 
a most serious question. 

Mr. Chairman, there were great difficulties presented in meet- 
ing the question how to overcome this evil. Our Republic is open 
to every honest, healthy man, to every man who desires to secure 


| political and religious freedom, and I should be the last man who 


It isa | 


Now, Mr. Chairman, from a selfish standpoint we might shut | 


oursely es up in our shells and say, ‘‘ Well, New York gets all of 
these, and let her pay for it.’’ But it is not limited to New York. 
hese people are shipped out from that State. They go to other 
States and cities, and they become charges on the communities 


would want to shut the door against any of that class. But the 
difficulty has been how to leave the door open to the desirable ones 
and how to close it against those whom we do not want. 

I insert a table showing the sources of our immigration. 








Country. 1902. 1903. In |} De- 
- crease. } crease. 
PES 6 iid cicdnccenadamsusan 171,989 | 206,011 4, 022 
et nwccieaeee 2,577 3, 450 x73 
CS Se ae are 5, 660 7,158 1 5 i 
France, including Corsica_-_.......--.-... 3,117 5, 578 { - 
Co SS eee 28, B04 £0, O86 11 
Greece .........- ee P ee 8,104 14,000 | ee 
Italy, including Sicily and Sardinia - 178, 375 230), 622 52, 247 z 
Netherlands -.......- aimee eg 2, 284 3,998 1,714 : 
DEINE 66.5 dakinacninwnne scan ha ecichiapiitites 17, 484 24, 461 6,977 © 
Portuga!, including Cape Verde and 
Azore islands ---.-...- ‘2 5, 307 9,317 | ‘C8 
eee oe 7,196 9,310 > 114 
| Russian Empire and Finland ---| 107,347 136, 093 28,746 
Servia, Bulgaria, and Montenegro 851 1,761 910 ps 
Spain, including Canary and Balearic 
PIS el i ccleaner pe ealeegtin aoe aaa 975 2.080 ? 
SS aaa ee seaieaaedaeetastiiene 30, 804 46, 028 
die i caisia akunign areata 2,344 3,983 
PY WE NNO oo cineca ocmadme amas 187 1,529 7 
OS aS eee ee oaks 13,575 26,219 
pO a ee eke 29,138 30, 310 
OS” | ean 2,560 6,148 7 
i ae cndicone < les 168 1,275 i A 
Europe, not specified -.....-- oe 37 5 32 
OCR! BUPOUO . ......- 5 scenes 619,068 | 814,507 195, 439 
NN eg it arinkoes wilannin inte siolcsahanc dines chuslon 1,649 2. 209 
CS adnahidendmewsen denen nabs 14, 270 19, 968 5, 
RRs <00~ kate eames iui 93 O4 
Turkey in Asia - pik ieee Rladicineeks acuta da 6, 223 7,118 895 
Other Asia .....-.- hak cliches elipstea tahetedcadmnaia 36 577 541 
ce 8 Se 22, 201 29, 966 7,695 = 
GAGNON eect teeeddncnies setieoie 37 176 139 
Australia, Tasmania, and New Zealand Bet 1,150 | i : 
Philippine Islands 126 132 | ; 
Pacific islands, not specified ; 56 67 l : 
British North America. -.....- Ae 636 1.058 4? 7 
British Honduras ime A Pi = l 1 7 
Other Central America ; 254 HY7 43 
Serre 709 52S 8] 
South America ; are : 33 58a 252 
West Indies ss 3 $711 8,170 3, 459 
AE ORGY COUMEFICS «2. 6ccc cc ensecssas-- 3 ) 
Total , , 648, 745 857. O46 203, 303 
Other alien passenger's ----..- ab 82, 055 64, 260 i 
Total alien passengers---....- 730, 798 921,315 | 19 


and inflict a tax upon the people of the United States at large. | 


The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] inquired a 
few moments ago if we had not laws by which to prevent the in- 
coming of undesirable aliens. We have, Mr.Chairman. An act 
which was prepared with the greatest care last year from sugges- 
t 
are interested in this work was passed; but we all know the in- 
efficiency of laws, even with a desire on the part of the inspectors 
to do their duty. When these aliens arrive at the port of New 
York they are marked undesirable. Then there is an appeal, 
and they go up before the commission appointed by the Commis- 
sioner of Immigration. Then the local politicians and friends 
come forward. They pledge they will give them situations. 
They make them presents of money. Political influence is brought 
to bear to have them passed, and out of a large proportion that 
on the first examination are marked undesirable a very small per- 
centage is actually deported. 

In the year ending June 2, 1902, less than four-fifths of 1 per 
cent were refused admittance. 
out of every 10,000 who come into this country become, in the 
course of time, objects of charity, while only 9 out of 10,000 na- 
tives become paupers and a charge on the community. 

I endeavored to get some statistics in regard to my own State 
of Pennsylvania on this subject, but I was not able to do so they 


> 


ions made by the Bureau of Immigration, by the Solicitor, by | 
he efforts of the members of the committee, and by those who | 


The statistics show that 30 aliens | 


The educational test is proposed to relieve this inflow; but, as 


we all know, that meets great objection from a great number « 
people, because they say we want manual labor in this country 
perhaps more greatly than we want any other class of labor. T] 
| farmer calls out for help. Last spring in Kansas they w if- 
} 
fering $3 a day for hands in the fields. The cities want Jaborers. 
ao “ 
The builders of railroads, the diggers of canals, the builders of 
houses are always making this demand. Under the system of 





education in our country we are always lifting 
generation. If society is not supplied at the lowest stra 
manual labor, it will, in my judgment, become top-heavy. W 
want immigrants from northern Europe. We want the Brit: 
and the Irish, and the Swedes, and the Germans, and the | 
They are glorious people—sturdy and hardy and sound. W 


17 ae) - 
up each successlve 


them. Weare prepared to welcome them to our country 
But when we come to this class from southern Euro} ind 


two-thirds of our immigrants come from there—the qu n is 
how can we cut down the immigration from this source? 

I have introduced the subjoined bill: 
A bill (H. R. 12906) to limit the immigration of al 





Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Re tat f les 
of America in Congress assembled, That it shail be unlaw heres My 
more than 80,000 aliens from any one nation toenter the | ed Stat ng 
any fiscal year: Provided, That said restrictions lnotapply to cit nd 
domiciled residents of the Dominion of Car Repub M wd 
the Republic of Cuba, nor eking ¢ temp r the pur- 
suit of their business as repr atives of foreigr mercial or me tile 
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4 nor 
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to the duly accredited representatives of foreign governments 
ficial and household servants, nor to the classes of aliens enumer- 
» last proviso of section 2 of the act entitled “An act toregulate the 
n of aliens into the United States,” approved March 3, 1903. 
sr the full quota from any one nation shall have been ad- 
d States in any one fiscal year, all other citizens or sub- 
ts thereof shall be refused admission and returned as provided by law in 
ie case of other inadmissible aliens. 
Sec. 3, That any alien who shall enter the United States in excess of the 
herein prescribed shall be arrested and deported as by law provided 
ie case of other aliens found unlawfully in the United States. 
rhat i e duty of the Commissioner-General of Immigra- 
fore of this act and to adopt such rules and regula- 
1 that purpose, all under the direction and with 
he Secretary of Commerce‘and Labor, and the expenditures 
ng shall be paid from the permanent appropriation pro- 
1 section | of the act encitled “Anact to regulate the immigration 
nto the United States,” approved March 8, 1908. . 
‘ words ‘United States,” used in the title and the various 
te 
ut 


i That af 
d to the Unite 


iry f 


hall be construed to embrace all territory, land or water, 
tion und control of the United States. 
the term ‘fiscal year.’”’ used herein, shall be held to begin 
f July of each calendar year and to end with the 30th day 
of June of the next succeeding calendar year. 

The main proposition is simply this: We can not lay down laws 

hich would show discrimination in favor of one nation against 
another. Such legislation might be regarded as a violation of in- 
ternational comity and woul be likely to elicit protests from the 
nat scriminated against. In my bill I have suggested the 
idea that immigration be limited to 80,000 souls from any one 
nation in any one al year. The practical result of such a pro- 
on would be that it would affect only three countries, be- 
cause no other country comes within that limitation by many 
thousands. 

\ustria-Hungary last year sent 206,011 immigrants to this 
country; Italy sent 230,622, and Russia sent 136,093. I will insert 
in my remarks the whole table of statistics on this subject, with- 
out wearying the House with them just now. I will state in 
brief that those are the only three nations that sent to our shores 
more than 40,000 immigrants per annum, up to last year, which 
was the maximum year of immigration to this country. So the 
enactment of this measure would simply mean that immigration 
from those three countries of Souther! Europe would be very 
materially cut down, while the door would be left open to the 
countries whose people we want—not only allowing them tocome 
in as they do now, but to increase their immigration very mate- 
rially. The effect of this bill cuts down immigration about 
800.000. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania be kind enough to indicate what in his opinion are 
the undesirable qualities of immigrants from Austria-Hungary, 
Italy, and Russia? Itis my belief that those people when they 
come here are willing to work on the homes of the West and 
the So 

Wr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I will refer the gentleman for 
full information to the report of the Commissioner of Immigra- 
tion: it would take me some time to answer the gentleman’s 
question fully. My understanding is that in general this class of 
immigrants stay in the cities. They do not go to the homes of 
the West and the South which the gentleman speaks of. There 
is a bill now before the Commissioner of Immigration the object 
of which is to have agents try to distribute to different parts of the 
country the immigrants coming from those three countries. As 
a matter of fact, the mass of them stay in the cities; they do not 
go upon the homes. That is one great objection to their coming. 
They crowd the cities. They spread disease; they become charges 
on the community; and for these reasons they are not a desirable 
class of immigrants. 

Mr. Chairman, such is the record which is attracting attention 
all over the country. You can scarcely pick up a newspaper in 
any part of the country which at least some time in the course of 
a month will not contain an editorial or some other information 
bearing on this question. The President of the United States in 
his last annual message called the attention of Congress to this 
question, and I think his views are particularly sound. I read 
from his language: 


ms al 


na 


vis 


nth 


We can not have too much immigration of the right kind, and we should 
have none at all of the wrong kind. The need is to devise some system by 
which undesirable immigrants shall be kept out_entirely, while desirable 
immigrants are properly distributed throughout the country. 

The National Board of Trade at its meeting held in Washing- 
ton January 19, 1904, passed the following resolutions: 


UNDESIRABLE IMMIGRATION. 

Whereas there are bills pending in the Congress proposing an educational 
test as a necessary qualification of immigration; and 

Whereas this proposed test is neither conclusive nor necessary, and might 
tend to the exclusion of many otherwise desirable; and 

Whereas the report of the Weber Commission of 1890-91 and that of the 
Senate Committee on Immigration of 1902 with regard to Consular inspection 
at the ports of embarkation have pronounced same to be impracticable; and 

Whereas no effort has ever been made, except by private means, to divert 
immigration into natural economic and social channels, thereby relieving the 
congestion in the larger cities: Therefore, be it 
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Resolved, That Congress be urged to devise some other means for the 

roper protection of this country from undesirable immigration as may be 

deemed advisable, and to afford all possible information which may tend to 
relieve the congestion complained of. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I simply wish to say that [ 
would not close the doors of our country to worthy people wh 
wish to come here, but we have a right to protect our people an 
to see that the hardy races that have built this Republic a 
have become its bone and sinew shall not be lessened by infer; 
migration that will assimilate with the people. The glory of , 
country is that it was founded by those who were ready to fig! 
for and stand up for civil and religious liberty. They ha, 
founded this country and opened the doors to all such that s! 
come to it, but they have a right to say that they shall not be do- 
generated by any infusion of blood which tends to deteriora 
disease our race. Our Republic has taken its position to-day 
among the nations of the earth, and it must be maintained hy 
them by the physical preservation of its people, their morality. 
and those qualities that go to form a great people and make a great 
nation. 

The people who come in here with ideas that do not assimilate 
with us or with blood that is not healthy enough to mix with onrs 
are far more dangerous, in my judgment, thanthe Mongolian, w 
simply comes here temporarily and can not assimilate with our 
people. There is no marriage; there is no commingling of b! 
there is no coming together of the children: there can be n a 
fusion of bad manners and bad habits. Their ways are not our 
ways and their beliefs are not our beliefs, and there is not 1 
same danger from them that there is from the people who c 
in with the same creed and with the same belief and who a: 
partly of our own race. The danger from these latter, in my 
judgment, is greater, as I say, than the yellow peril which thr 
ened the Pacific coast. 

I trust my colleagues will have their attention called by this 
short statement of mine, so that when this question comes b-fore 
the House it may meet that consideration and favorable action at 
their hands which, in my judgment, should appeal tothem. | Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty 
minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Powrrs} 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. 
PowEks] is recognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I trust I shall 
be pardoned if for a few moments I turn aside from the stormy 
sea of political contention and the vexed problems of political 
economy and immigration to consider the future growth of t! 
great national city in which we are now assembled. 

This morning I was much gratified to read the address delivered 
yesterday by the member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
which has in charge this bill, the gentleman from Nebraska | Mir. 
BURKETT], concerning the growth and development of the cit) 
Washington up to the present time. I regret that that gentle 
did not see fit to make some prediction as to what was to be t! 
growth and the development of this city in the years to come. 

In 1898 public sentiment became more or less centralized on 
what was to be the future growth of the national capital. Att! 
time of the centennial anniversary, in December, 1900, which \ 
held in this city and in this Capitol, the attention of the pul 
was turned to the question of what was to be the growth of the 
city in the generations to come. 

Public attention at that time was invited to the original plan of 
the city of Washington as agreed upon by General Washingt 
in conference with Mr. Jefferson. 

Then it occurred to the American people that this city had hee 
laid out upon a magnificent plan; that the Father of his Country 
must have contemplated the great growth of this nation; that t! 
selection was most admirable; that he had called to his assistan 
the greatest of engineers and landscape gardeners of the time, 
Major L’Enfant, who made a study of all that was best of archi 
tecture in the Old World, and that this city had been laid ont 
upon @ plan which was grand, magnificent, and which presage! 
the wonderful growth which General Washington believed 
awaited this nation. 

The result of that centennial celebration in 1900 was the ap- 
pointment of the commission known as ‘‘ the park commission, 
to take into consideration what could be done for the reclamation 
of the city of Washington, bringing it back as far as possible to 
the original line of the plan, and also with a view of developing 
this city along the line of its larger modern growth. At the tin! 
of the appointment of the commission the Institute of American 
Architects, which fortunately at this time was in session in tho 
city of Washington, furnished to the service of the Government 
the most capable men who ever served upon any commission. 

They selected Mr. Daniel H. Burnham, of Chicago, Ill., who 
had charge of the wer at the time of the Columbian Exposition, 
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which attracted universal attention from all parts of the world. | 
'Thev also selected Mr. Charles F. McKim, of New York, who | 
stands, perhaps, at the head of the architects in America, whose 
work we are all proud of; and I recall in connection with Mr. 
McKim those two great architectural successes which he has | 


completed in New England, one being the capitol of the State of 
Rhode Island and the other that magnificent library in the city | 
of Boston, of which we are so justly proud. Besides these two | 
was selected that eminent landscape gardener Mr. Frederick 
Law Olmsted, jr., who resides in my Congressional district and 
who has achieved a reputation second to none as a landscape 
rardener.in this country. 

Let me say right here, in connection with Mr. Olmsted, that it 
is to him, perhaps more than to any other one, that we are in- 

hted for that magnificent park system which surrounds the city 

f Boston to-day, and upon which the people of that district have 
expended nearly $20,000,000 for its development. Alongside of 
se three eminent artists in their particular professions was 
ted Mr. Augustus St. Gaudens, who stands as the best sculp- 
rnot only in the United States, but who compares favorably | 
any sculptor in the world. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there was a commission of the four best 

in their respective fields of endeavor with a view of laying 
out the city of Washington for its future growth and develop- 
ment. Let it be said to the credit of those gentlemen that they 
served for an entire year; that they crossed the ocean and visited 
London, Paris, Venice, Vienna, Budapest, and Berlin, and gave 
to this Government a year of their best endeavor and toil and 
} ‘ accepted or would accept a single penny as compensation 
for their services. [Applause. | 

[ hold before me this report, which was published in 1902, 
as The Park System of the District of Columbia. When that 
report went out to the American Republic it was received with 
the greatest favor. It was received not only favorably by the 
rich, but also by the poor, and there was no American citizen, I 
care not where he lived, that was not proud of the very prospect 
that Washington was to become the finest city in the world. 

I am perfectly well aware, Mr. Chairman, that the initiative 
toward this movement in selecting this park commission and in 
bringing out this report did not originate in this body, but origi- 
nated in the body at the other end of the Capitol. I think it wasa 
misfortune that the original resolution, was not a joint resolution, 
and that this body did not have an opportunity to participate in 
its adoption. But I think it is but fair to say that evenif we had 
participated in it we should have reached the same conclusion 
that was reached by the Senate committee. Now, the claim is 
made, and that is the reason why I bring this matter up at this 
present time, Mr. Chairman, the claim is made that we are de- 
parting from the plan as laid out by that commission. 

[t is claimed that we are locating buildings to-day or proposing 
to locate buildings in total disregard of that magnificent plan 
which to my mind has been indorsed and fully indorsed by the 
American people. I read this morning the proceedings which 
took place in another body with reference to the location of a 
public building, and every member of that body had his own 
opinion &s to where the building should be located. One said it 
should be located here and another said it ought to be located 
there, and it is claimed that the building for the Department of 
Agriculture, which is to be located in the Mall, is to be located 
in absolute disregard of the lines as laid out by the park com- 
mission, 

| have here before me an editorial which appeared but a few 
days ago in one of the leading papers of New England. the Bos- 
ton Herald, published in the city of Boston, which was entitled 
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| cluded in a width of 1,600 feet 


“A calamity to Washington,” and I read this not simply because | 


it is a strong argument against any variation from the plan as 

laid down by the commission, but I read it for the purpose of 

the development of the national capital of the country. This ed- 

itorial goes on to say: 

It is no exaggeration to characterize as a calamity to the national capital 
‘action which, if persisted in, will make impossible the adequate realiza- 


ton of the noble plans for its improvement that have been enthusiastically 
apptoves by the best sense of the country. The Baltimore fire was a great 
calamity; but at least it will result in the rising of a more beautiful Balti- 


I 
more ft 
I et 


: trom the ashes. The calamity to Washington is threatened not by any 
rectly destructive agency. But an expenditure of two to four millions of 


Covars upon wrongly located buildings will for all time so mar its develop 
Ment as to represent a loss of possibilities whose value, were it estimable, 


vould be found to represent an amount so prodigious that a great conflagra- 
) e that at Baltimore would bea mere bagatelle in comparison with the 
injut y inflicted upon the entire nation through the harm worked upon its 
apita el y. 

This calamity is threatened by the proposed modification of the site for the 
hew building for the Department of Agriculture. Whenauthorized by Con- 
bress 10 was generally supposed that the building would be located in con- 
formity with the great central feature of the plans for improvement, the 
Mall, riginally proposed by Major L’Enfant, in conformity with the enlight- 
ened views of ashington and Jefferson, and restored in the plans agreed 
upon by the recent commission of experts. This Mall, as contemplated, would 
be the grandest avenue in the world, running from the Capitol to the Wash- 








: 1 ) | most extravagant plan. 
showing the intense popular interest which to-day is attracted to 


| people that have as good a knowledge of 
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ington Monument, with drives, promenades, groves, and greensward in- 
th the width designed by L’Enfant himself. 
The appropriation for the new Agricultural building was welcomed by the 











| friends of the improvement as an important step toward realizing the proj 

| ect. It would bea great misfortune wero it now to be made t means of 
inflicting a lasting injury upon the plans. Itappears that in determi ‘tho 
site for the building the authorities immediately in charge of t nat I 
sist upon locating it in such a way as to result in red ith the 
Mall by 200 feet. It doubtless seems a stroke of econ re an 
additional 400 feet for the new building. And althou ‘ he 





edifice are themselves said to be strongly opposed to such action, the ant! 
ities in charge can hardly appreciate the lasting harm which it wo 
eliminating from the Mall certain qualities of design dk 
ing its full width. 

The dimensions originally planned for, both by the founders of Was! 









ton and by the present commission, were not arbitr: they we 
the results of most painstaking and conscientious stud) ‘a they 1 
not be hastily tampered with. It may generally be sup tl 

eminent experts comprising the commission were handsomely paid 
services. The contrary is the case. Urged to undertake the inv 

they consented asa patriotic duty, serving without compens n, and 


ing nearly a year of their time to a task whose professional demat 











sent personal sacrifices of many thousands of dollars in a pu pirited 
work. They certainly are entitled to the recognition of their objections toa 
modification of the project by a most careful and impartial « leration 
before definite action is taken. 

The decisive voice in the matter lies with the President. Mr. Roosevelt is 
|} Rnown to have taken a deep interest in the question, and to have expressed 
the desire that the great ideals thus established should be steadily rea Lin 
all work undertaken by the Government. Therefo t ist »h he 
will not give his consent to the proposed sacrifice ul quality o 
the great plan to the minor considerations involved a new de 
partment building. By wisely deciding this question ’ r his 
influence toward the creation of a responsible board f rmi 

nation of sites for public buildings and the executi 
ment for the District of Columbia, President Roosevelt has the opportunity 
to make his mark upon the development of the nation’s capital more stro1 


than any President since Washington. 


I have not taken the time to read all that editorial, but I do pro- 
pose to insert if in my remarks as a strong argument not only in 
support of the plan as adopted by the commission, but as a strong 
expression of what the popular sentiment is upon this subject. 
Now, I appreciate, Mr. Chairman, that the plan as laid out by this 
park commission is a most elaborate plan. I appreciate that it 
will require millions and tens of millions of dollars to carry it into 
effect. I also appreciate that it is a plan which is not to be carried 
to its fulfillment this year or next year or in this generation, but 
I believe that the American people do insist that Washington in 
the future shall be developed by no haphazard plan. 

I believe that the American people do insist that some definite 
and permanent plan shall be agreed upon before we enter upon 
the construction of these large departmental and executi 
ings which we have in view for construction in the near future. 
More than that, I believe that the American people insist that in 
building up and developing the city of Washington that the plan 
of the founder of the city—the Father of his C ] 
shall be adhered to. We have done much here in Washington to 
make this a great and a beautiful city. In 1848 we commenced 
the construction of the Washington Monument, which has been 
a great feat of engineering and which required nearly half a cen- 
tury to carry forward to its fulfillmen 

We have entered upon a magnificent park system, and the Goy- 
ernment to-day is the owner of nearly 2,000 acres of land on the 
west capable of splendid development as an outlying park. W 
have commenced the reclamation of the Potomac Flats, and that 
plan is going forward; but what I want to see is a plan substan- 
tially the same as the plan of the park commission, which shall 
construct a splendid Mall, whether it be 800 or 1,000 or 1.600 feet 
running directly from the Capitol down to the river, and the river 
spanned by a splendid memorial to the great martyr to his coun- 
try, Abraham Lincoln. If that plan can be carried out with the 
other features embodied in it, we shall satisfy the sense and 
wishes of the people of this country. 

Now, I want to say just a word, Mr. Chairman, along another 
line. Iam aware that Members of this House will say this is a 

It contemplates possibly the expenditu 
of $100,000,000, possibly $200.000,000, for its development, a 
they say, ‘‘ What good reason can we give to the country for tl 
expenditure of so large a sum of money for the development of a 
single city, even though it be the national capital?’? Now, let us 
look at this from the material point of view. Everybody a 
that the development of Washington along the lines of this plan 
as proposed by the commission would be in every sense most : 
tistic; that we should be proud of it; but the reply is, ‘‘Are we 
justified in the expenditure of these large sums of money?’’ 

In other words, Is this House justified in committing Congress 
to a plan which during a generation, or two generati 
sult in the expenditure of $100,000,000? 1 want to call your at- 
tention, Mr. Chairman, to the French people—a thrifty people, a 
human natur 
people upon the face of the globe. The French peopl 
veloped their splendid capital along lines largely idé 
the lines laid out by the park commission, and what has bee 
effect? 

To-day travelers from all parts of the world who go to Europe 
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visit the French capital. They spend their money at the French | I have found since then that there is another “ Republican 


capital, and it is said on good authority that the American people 
every year carry across the Atlantic $100,000,000 and expend it in 
the cities of Europe. Now, who gets the benefit of that? 
cau put down, in the first place, that at least one-third. if not 
two-fifths, of that entire amount is expended at the gay French 
capital. The other goes to Venice, to Vienna, to those cities 
which have developed art in the highest degree. 

You may go back a little further in history, to the Greek people, 
where art was born, and what have you to say as to the invest- 
ment which the Greeks made more than two thousand years ago 
in their temples and in their works of art? For more than two 
thousand years the people of the earth have been traveling to 
Greece. which has been their Mecca, to view those wonderful 
works of art. If we were to develop Washington as it can be 
developed, we shall find that it would become a place not only for 
the res 
world, 

We are stilla young people. We have been passing through 
what may be called the ‘* materialage.’’ Wearereaching now an 
age of art. Our artists, our sculptors, our painters are to-day 
ranking among the best in the world. We are not always going 


called ‘dollar getters;”’ 
going to gratify the finer senses of taste. Wecan make of Wash- 
ington. with the talent and genius of the American people, the 
finest city in the world. We are already making her one of the 
tinest cities in the world. 

These splendid memorials which we are putting up—memorials 
which stand for the history of the country, memorials which rep- 
resent the great soldier who fought for the glory and safety of his 
country, and memorials representing the great statesmen—are all 
to represent the history and the fame and the genius of the Amer- 
ican people. For one, Mr. Chairman, I should exceedingly regret 
if we ignored the future development of this splendidcity. Ido 
not expect to remain much longer in these Halls, but before I leave 
I want to put myself on record as favoring the development of the 
national capital in response to what I believe to be a strong popu- 
lar demand. [Applause. | 





You | 


xt of the American, but of people from all parts of the | 


} 





The American people have never been stingy in the expenditure | 
of money where they believe that the expenditure was justified. | 
Only the otler day a large majority of this House voted for an | 


appropriation well on to $100,000,000 for the maintenance and up- 
building of the American Navy. 
the majority did, because I believe that the defense and protec- 
tion of the country demanded it. 

[ would to God that the time might come when the nations of 
Europe,to-day bristling with bayonets, would disband their armies 
and would also allow their navies to go to the bottom of the sea, 
and that we might live together in universal peace, and that these 
hundreds of millions of dollars which to-day are being expended 
by the great nations of Europe and by the United States might 
be turned to the education and uplifting of the American people, 
the people of Europe, and the rest of the world; that these hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars might be devoted, or at least some 
part of it, to the development of the better senses, to the higher 
tastes of the human race, 

i believe the time will come, and I believe it will come in this 
century, When we shall see universal peace and when we shall 
see a disbandment of the armaments of the world. It may not 
come in our day, but it will come in this century, and then when 
that does come the people of the world can enter upon an era of 

humanitarianism. But notwithstanding the great 


education and hu 
expenditures for the Navy, notwithstanding the great expendi- 








I voted for that, as I assume | ee 
| cotton shirt! 


tures for the Army, notwithstanding the great expenditures for | 


our rivers and harbors, there is no reason why we should not in 


this Congress agree upon some definite and permanent plan for | 


the development of the national capital. 
question. 

{ have never yet made a political speech in this House, because 
I have realized that I could say nothing that would be likely to 
convince my friends on the other side of the House that they were 
wrong or satisfy them that I was right, and while I appreciate 
the necessity for the discussion of political questions, the discus- 
sion of economic questions, at the same time I wish that we 
might turn aside and join together, not as Democrats or Repub- 
licans, but as American citizens, in considering a question in which 
we all believe, in considering a proposition in which we are all 
united and interested, and that is the permanent development of 
this seat of government which you love, which I love, and wiich 
is the pride of every American citizen. [Prolonged applause. | 
Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield seven minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr, Chairman, upon yester- 
day the gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. DALZELL] announced 
what he regarded as the true ‘* Republican reciprocity ’’ policy. 


This is not a party | 


| ship (the tariff). * * * Did you ever think if every inhabitant of Chi: 


| reciprocity ’’ policy, that had been lately announced by a distin. 


guished northwestern Senator in a speech made in the town of 
Boston. Upon yesterday I said that if the gentleiaan confined 
reciprocity to noncompeting articles, such was the vastness of oy 
territory and the complexity of our productions—agricultural 
and manufacturing—that I hardly knew of any article that would 
be noncompeting. 

I said that possibly polar-bear skins or breadfruit or guava 
might be recommended as noncompeting. On further thought 
I do not believe they can be so regarded, because the chief prod- 
uct and food of the ‘American island’’ of Guam is breadfruit: 
and Porto Rico and our other tropical ‘‘colonies’’ raise both bread- 
fruit and guava. And as topolar-bear skins, we are getting them 
from Alaska. So that, the Dalzell Republican reciprocity theory 
having gone by the board, a new one presented itself this morn- 
ing. Lately a distinguished northwestern Senator made a speech 
in Boston, from which I quote the following: 

Let no fear of foreign frowns, no temptation to experiment in the field of 
legislation, lead us to surrender the greatest heritage of American statesman. 


* > + 
should place an order for one cotton shirt, we haven't mills enough to fill t 


, a , | order in a year? 
to be simply a material people, gathering money, to be what are | 


we are coming to that point where we are | 


Why, Colonel Sellers’s eyewater was nothing to that. You re- 
member Colonel Sellers said if he could just sell one-half a bottle 
of his celebrated eyewater to each of the people in the Orient suf- 
fering with sore eyes, his fortune would be enormous. 

Then this distinguished northwestern Senator goes on: 

Corn is the staple food of the poor people of England. Noadequate supply 
outside the United States is available. No ministry dare lay a duty on ¢ 
Corn is king inthe Middle West, and retains its exciusive prerogative abroad. 
Therefore the great corn beit will be outside this storm area. 

Now, this new ‘‘ Senatorial Republican reciprocity ’’ is about 
this: This distinguished Senator was called upon to give his views 
upon Mr. Chamberlain’s propaganda in Great Britain, and he 
says that Chamberlain can not harm the great middle States of 
the West, because Chamberlain can not afford to tax maize, 
Indian corn; and he seéms to think the poor people of Great 
Britain live on corn, Further, this new application of reciproc- 
ity seems to be this: Let Mr. Chamberlain close the market to 
American wheat, to American meat, and all such things: but 
Senatorial reciprocity consists in reconciling the northwestern 
farmers tothe risk of the loss of the English market for all these 
by the hope of persuading each Chinaman to buy an American 
If that happens, we are all right anyhow, Cham- 
berlain or no Chamberlain. |Laughter.} 

Now, in connection with this speech, I found this morning tli 
advance sheets of a great political epic—a great Republican epi 
and I propose to readit tothe House. Thename of the poet | will 
not yet make public. I want to holdit in reserve yet a few da 
until he has had opportunity to have this great epic copyrighted 
and published in due form. This is the way it reads: 


Senator QUARLES went to Boston Town— 

(God save The Tariff!) 
With the bankers and merchants to sit him down 
To feast and speak and win renown. 

(Watch out for the Sacred Tariff!) 


Senator QUARLES rose up and spoke— 

(Heaven guard The Tariff!) 
Said the Chamberlain scheme was a kind of joke 
Which need not alarm the American folk— 

(So long as they loved The Tariff!) 


He begged them remember the Chinaman’s shirt— 
(Stand fast for The Tariff!) 

And the trade of the Orient, rich as dirt, 

Which Chamberlain couldn’t possibly hurt, 
(Bow low to the Golden Tariff.) 


(Laughter. ] 


“The greatest heritage,” says he, 
(Glasses round to The Tariff!) 
“Of American statesmanship must be 
Protection; on this we will all agree.” 
(Hurrah for the Glorious Tariff!) 


“In England,” quoth QUARLEs with a noble scorn 
(Three cheers for The Tariff!) 
“The staple food of the poor is corn. 
We own it all, just as sure as you're born.” 
(Thanks be to our Hallowed Tariff.) 


“On corn no ministry duties dare lay *— 
(Here's to The Tariff!) 
“So there’s really no reason to feel dismay, 
In fact, we should all of us grow very gay.” 
(1f fizz wasn’t taxed by The Tariff.) 


[Laughter. } 


His well-bred hearers suppressed their grins— 
(Grins may be maser in The Tariff.) 

In Boston bad manners are rated as sins; 

Still, under the board, there was kicking of shins. 
(Tis treason to kick on The Tariff.) 


(Laughter. ] 
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ual increase of taxes would make it unprofitable to do business beyond a | crowd to attend and would thank you to havea representative there 


certain amount of business. 
Something will have to be done or the tobacco grower will starve to death 
raising tobacco at the present prices, averaging less than $6 per hundred 
sounds, for white burley crop can not be raised so as to make any profit for 
toon them $9 for the entire crop. 


See G. G. GILBERT, Congressman from Shelby County, Ky. He under- 
stands the whole situation, and I know will gladly help you in this good work. 
lam, respectfully, 


LEONARD DRANE. 


It is but fair to say that the white burley tobacco, of which 
Mr. Drane speaks, is a very superior quality of tobacco, which is 
only grown in the rich blue-grass belt of Kentucky, and in a 
small way, along the borders of Ohio and Indiana. Because of 
its quality and the limited amount produced it has not suffered 
so badly in price as the cheaper grades raised in other sections, 
although Mr. Drane’s letter says that it was at that time selling 
for 6 cents per pound, although it cost more to raise it, and that 
there was a profit in the crop at 9 cents a pound. So you can 
readily see the handsome profit our farmers were making when 
they sold their entire crop from 10 to 15 cents a pound, which 
was the case up to the time the tobacco trust came into existence. 

Mr. Chairman, my constituents who live in the white burley 
district are peculiarly blessed when compared with their neigh- 
bors in other tobacco-growing sections, in this: The landowners 
are well to do and independent, as their lands are among the 
richest and most fertile in the world, producing an abundance of 
corn, wheat, oats. rye, hemp, hay, and blue-grass pastures famous 
the world over; but valuable as these crops are known to be, 
they are not equal to a crop of white burley tobacco in a market 
of fair and equal competition. 

‘I turn and ask what is the condition of our less-favored neigh- 
bors in the southwest part of Kentucky and Tennessee, where 
they raise black tobacco, more than 80 per cent of which is shipped 
to foreign countries, and in that same country, about which my 
friend GAINES said in the course of his remarks the other day 
that the tobacco trust had laid it off into districts and sent but 
one agent into each district to buy from the farmers; that is to 
say, the Continental Tobacco Company was to have the sole right 
to buy all the tobacco in a certain district, the Imperial Tobacco 
Company in a certain other district, and the Regies, which is the 
European tobacco trust, to take the remainder, thus forming and 
entering into a contract that neither one will enter the territory 
of the other to bid for or buy any tobacco. There is an instance 
where one of these agents called on a farmer who had two barns 
of tobacco, but on different sides of the public road. After the 
farmer had sold him the tobacco in one of the barns at the price 
the agent dictated, he then offered to sell him the other, to which 
the agent replied: ‘‘ No; he could not buy it; that it was out of 
his territory; that the road was the dividing line.”’ 

This has but one meaning, Mr. Chairman, and that is, that the 
Continental Tobacco Company, the Imperial Tobacco Company, 
and the Italian Regies have divided up the assets of the tobacco 
growers in that section, designating by territorial lines what each 
is to have. As more than 80 per cent of all the tobacco raised in 
that district is exported to Europe in the leaf, upon which the Gov- 
ernment does not receive one cent of tax or duty, foreigners and 
strangers are reaping the benefit of the labor of our people ac- 
cording to the terms of their own dictation. Therefore, it is not 
strange that tobacco is selling for 3 cents a pound, which is not 
more than half the cost of production, nor is it strange that these 
people should be holding public meetings and petitioning Congress 
for relief, as is shown from the inclosed clipping taken from a 
Hopkinsville (Ky.) paper, which I ask the Clerk to read, and that 
the same be included in my remarks, as also a clipping from the 
Hopkinsville New Era. 

Eprrork Kentucky New ERA: Please allow me space in your valuable pa- 
Pp r to announce a mass convention to be held at Guthrie, Ky., in the opera 

10use, at 10a. m. Thursday, January 28, 1904, for the purpose of passing res- 
olutions petitioning Congress to repeal the 6 cents tax now levied on our to- 
bacco. Hon. JOHN WESLEY GAINES, our wide-awake Congressman, and also 
one of Kentucky's Congressmen each have a bill before Congress to repeal 
this tax. Mr. GATNEs has written me to have our people take some suitable 


action at once, as the committee before which this matter will come up is to 
meet February 4. 

Tobaeco is our moneyed crop, and every man, woman, and child in this 
section is vitally interested in this bill. Your paper is widely circulated 
among the tobacco growers, and will serve as a valuable medium in which to 
publish the call for this convention. Since the tobacco trusts have been 
formed competition has been stifled till our home purchasers have been 
forced to abandon the field, consequently the growers are left to the mercy 
of thetrusts. Up toa few years ago buyers, with their factories, were in 
every town and community to buy tobacco, and with so much competition, 
made it a lucrative product; but now,since they have been run out by these 
trusts, there is absolutely no competition, and the producers are made to suf- 
fer terribly. By taking off this tax ot 6 cents per pound the producers can 
find a much broader field and sell their tobacco in any shape they choose. 

As it is now the producer can not sell his own tobacco with the stems taken 
out in the form of plug, twist, or smoking tobacco, in which condition the 
Government stands as particeps criminis to a tyrannical trust. Whenever 
Congress is made to see this I believe they will come to our relief. There is 
not another product raised on the farm in the United States that bears this 
burden—tobacco alone is taxed. We cordially invite every man in all the 
walks of life to meet with us in this convention of January 2, for everyone is 
touched directly or indirectly by this tax on tobacco. ‘We expect a large 





secure for publication the proceedings of the body. —_ 


The Hopkinsville (Ky.) Tobacco Board of Trade, at its regular annua] 
meeting, passed the following resolution: 


_ ‘ Whereas tobacco is at present selling at a price below the cost of produc. 
tion; and 


** Whereas tobacco is the principal agricultural product of the State of Ken- 
tucky; and I 


“Whereas farmers and farm laborers are being oppressed and impo 
ished in their effort to gain a livelihoodin following their vocation of cult; 
ing tobacco on their farms; and 

‘** Whereas the said farmers and farm laborers, merchants and consumers 
of tobacco are being oppressed and discriminated against by reason of the 
burden of an internal-revenue tax of 6 cents per pound on tobacco; and 

‘* Whereas no other product of the soil of this State, or of any other State 
in the Union, bears any direct tax; and 

“Whereas we believe this tax to be unjust and oppressive to the citizens of 
this Commonwealth as well as to the merchants, eaters, and consumers of 
tobacco in this and allother States; and, furthermore, we believe this tax en. 
ables the trust to deprive the farmers and farm laborers of their right + 
legitimate livelihood and profit in growing tobacco: Therefore, be it 

“Resolved, That we, the Tobacco Board of Trade of Hopkinsville, Ky.. do 
hereby petition and pray the Congress of the United States to amend the 
revenue laws so as to permit the farmer, dealer, and merchant to buy, sel, 
and handle tobacco in its natural leaf (that is, unstemmed tobacco in a) 


quantity) free of any tax whatever, and by this petition pray the removal 
of tax on manufactured tobacco in any of its forms. 

“Be it further resolved, That copy of the abov_ resolution be forwarded to 
Congressman OWSLEY STANLEY, with the request that he use all honorable 


—- have Congress pass such a law as will give the people the desired 
relief.” 


Also forward a copy of the above resolution to all tobacco boards of trade 
and ask them to take similar action and notify each that the Hopkins, 
Tobacco Board of Trade is willing and desires to cooperate with other muar- 
kets in forming a permanent organization having for its object the urving 
upon Congress to so amend the revenue law as to permit the sale of leaf tobacco 
in any quantities by all parties, without payment of any tax whatever. We 
respectfully request correspondence looking to this end. 

F. W. DABNEY, President. 
GARLAND COOPER, Secre( 

Three years ago independent tobacco dealers, warehouses, and 
factories were scattered all over the country and the farmers 
were paid profitable prices for their tobacco, but after the trusts 

“ame into existence they boldly said to the independent manu fac- 

turers: ‘‘ You must join us or we will put you out of business.” 
At first the independent men refused to be dictated to, but went 
on with their business. To illustrate how the trusts proceeded to 
make good their threats, I will take the firm of Liggett & Myers, 
of St. Louis, Mo., referred to in the letter above of Mr. Leonard 
Drane, they being the largest firm and competitors of the trust, 
making among other brands a plug known as ‘“‘ Star’’ tobacco, 
which is one of the oldest and most popular brands, sold in the 
market at that time at 39 cents per pound, made out of leaf for 
which they paid the farmer 7 cents per pound, and carrying a 1|?- 
cent war-revenue tax. 

The trust put on the market a similar plug called ‘‘ Battle A 
and sent their agents out after the agents of Liggett & Myers, 
selling their brand first at 34 cents per pound, which was met 
Liggett & Myers; then they reduced to 30 cents, 24 cents, and 
even down to 20 cents, which was below the cost of production. 
Then it was that Liggett & Myers saw the hopelessness of their 
fight and sold out their plant and business to the trust. Then, 
one by one, the smaller manufacturers were forced to the wall 
and many of them driven into bankruptcy, only a few of tlie 
smallest ones being left to buy the leaf from the farmer or inle- 
pendent warehouse dealers, and these will be put out of business 
any day the trusts conclude they are in their way, and the inde- 
pendent dealer and warehouseman, finding themselves without 
trade or customers, took what they could get for the stock and quit 
the business. When all this was accomplished we first realiz«! 
the conditions which exist to-day, of but one buyer and one seller 
of one of our country’s greatest products, 

Thus you see that this heartless, soulless monster and creature 
of the law is taking from the farmer his products at less than hal! 
it cost to make them. Then turning to the retail dealer and say- 
ing to him, * The plug of ‘ Star’ tobacco sold you by Liggatt & 
Meiers at 39 cents per pound you must pay me 43 cents for il, 
although 6 cents of the tax then on it has been taken off and it i: 
made out of a leaf costing only one-half what it cost then.’? This 
brand of tobacco, Mr. Chairman, is a favorite with the laboring 
people all over the South and West. I have a plug of it here 
which speaks louder than I can, proving the reckless greed of 
those who make it. On one side of this plug are four marks, 
dividing it into five pieces, to retail at 10 cents each, and this was 
the way it was marked and sold before the Spanish-war tax was 
placed on it in 1898. 

After this was done five marks were placed on the other side, 
dividing the plug into six pieces, to sell at 10 cents each, which 
adds 16% per cent to the cost of the consumer. Just why they 
choose to leave the old mark on it I can not tell, unless it is to 
show their utter contempt for the opinions of the people and 
prove that they do as they please and that we can not help our- 
selves. Let us analyze this matter further and see just what 
their profit is on this piece of tobacco, that the man who chews 
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it may know what it contains, and that not only the farmer is be- 
ing wronged, but he himself is paying an exorbitant and unrea- 
sonable profit. 

” ie plug is intended to represent 1 pound of tobacco. 
manufacture is worked cheap sirups, licorice 


Tn its 
, bean soup, and | 
I 





whit — y at the rate of about one-third to the weight of the leaf 
en we have two-thirds of a pound of leaf tobacco, costing 3 cents, 
after stemming and waste, the a one-third made up of oe 
li e, white clay, and bean soup, which could not cost mor 

th cent. making the entire inna nts in the plug cost only 4 
c to this add 5 cents, which will cover the cost of m: wnufac- 
turing and selling it; then add 6 cents for tax, and you have the 





ntire cost of it, which is 15 cents. Whensold as it is at 43 cer nts, 
have a net profit of n early 200 per cent. This is called a |} 


~~ o 


rice and take from the farmer higher grades, which they sell 
rom 60 cents to $1 per pound. Having shown the fate of the | 


ifacturers, I now turn to give you a few facts to show the 


semen in order to get rid of their Ticitimate competitors. I | 
ill read a clipping ti: iken from a paper published at Hawesville, 
a fe w weeks ago, as follows: 
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<% 5 nly y 
‘bacco market at Owensboro remains as dead as can well be, as far 
‘ ;are concerned. Very few loads ever reach $4 for leaf, although the | 
nw -of loads being sold are on the increase. There is now little or no 
| pect for a buyer at Hawesville this winter. If what we hear is true, no 
blam >the Messrs. Stinnett & Co. for not coming into this field for a 
purchase this year. We have been told that they have 2,900 hogshead 
‘ and the y be nought last year, in storage at Louisville, and if 
‘ was put on the market at the present prices they would stand to lose 
$5 4), 

Then, turning to the testimony before the Ways and Means Com- | 
mittee at the last hearing given this bill, it is shown that there 
are now in the warehouses in England 150,000 hogsheads of to- 
bacco, bought and shipped there by independent dealers before 
the trust was formed, to be sold by European buyers as they had 
always done before; but when the trust was formed it took away 
from them their customers and left no one to sell to except the 
trust. who are waiting to dictate arbitrary terms when their con- 
venience suits them todo so. Indeed, it may be said that this to- 
bacco, as well as that of Messrs. Stignet & Co. and all others that 
are in our home warehouses, are as completely bottled up by the 
trust as Cervera’s fleet was by Commodore Schley’s in uations 
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Bay. [Applause.] 
Nor is this condition of affairs confined alone to Kentucky and 
Tennessee, but exists wherever tobacco is grown or sol L. 


The fo llowing clipping from the Washington Post shows that 
the conditions in Virginia and North Carolina are equally as bad, 
as the reading of it will show: 

[Special to the Washington Post.] 
DANVILLE, VA., November 8. 

The ‘re were good receipts of tobacco last week by wagon. 

s tly fine to fancy grades continue very scarce. There has been an ab- 
lso of dog-tails in recent offerings. On the whole, however, the to- 

ffered are very serviceable and well adapted to the needs of the 





acturers. Prices show a dispos ition to harden on good fillers, com- 

1d me dium wrapper Cuttery lugs are also stronger. 
rmers still « -ompla vin that pr fio es paid are below the cost of produc- 
tion, and are dispos d to hold theircrops. Their contention would seem to 
e well taken so long as the general average remains under 7 cents, as it is at 


I 
present. 





q 1 the general unrest and current agitation among tobacco growers there 
isabundant evidence of the fact that the disposition to hold back present 
Supplies and curtail production in the future is general and deep seated, and 








tl ‘circumstances seem to justify the conclusion that at prevailing prices 
money put in to to bacco is well invested. 
TO LIMIT PRODUCTION. 
RICHMOND, VA., Novembers. | 

The season on the Richmond tobacco market has open ed,and heavy breaks 
are expected this week. Up to this time only primings have beens — and 
vel 20r © pri mings at that. The prices have been corresp mdingly low. On 
Phu , however, larger quantities of the new crop began to appear 
- The wes eather had been fine, and the farmers had had good opportunity to 

make good.” Shelburne’s warehouse sold seven or ei cht wagonloads Fri- 





a mme of the other warehouses made offerings. Everything is now 
, got ready for next week, when the warehousemen expect to get down 
to w rk in e arnest 
i dissatisfaction is expressed by farmersat the prices received. Many 
m deelare they would stop raising tobacco altogether if their land were 
good for anything else. 
\ prominent member of the legislature, whoi is a large planter, announced 
w daysago that he was se riously c ontemp! ating offering a bill designed 
tO] revent farmers from raising more than a certain quantity of tobacco. 
Thus the size of the crop would be reduced, and prices would go up again. 
On the bright belt, in North Carolina, the same conditions obtain. One of | 
the most prominent of the tobacco-raising farmers writes that he has de- 


cided to stop planting tobacco and that he has locked up his present crop 
prices go up. 


816 








until 
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“rom this you can gather the same idea of the feeling and hard- 
ships whic h exist in the Stateof Vi irginia; and I now ask you what 
are you going to do for an industrious, honest people, who are 
willing and anxious to work, but tell you their lands won’t bring 
anything but tobacco, and that at the present price it is se ling 
for it does not bring the actual cost of raising it, which means 
that many of them are running in debt and that many of those | 


heap tobacco, for they make out of this same 3-cent leaf they | s 





actics they purs sued to dispose of it dependent 4 Jenle ‘rs and ware- |: 


| turns, let me warn you that these same people will be | 














who have homes will lose them, being forced to e r them to 
oot? while the tenants will be forced into the ¢ ( led 

, the mines, or the factories, where they L st labor at 
wun suffie ient to support themselves and families? 

In North Carolina the situation is still more serious and prom- 
ises to provoke disorder, riot, and maybe bleodshed, for when the 
farm rs, Who are among our most orderly and law-abiding citi- 
zens, feel that evens vance is so great and that tl 
tio n of themselves and families depends upon their 
destroying the prope f their neighbor, as the followi 
cial from Raleigh, , to the Washington Post show 

RALEIGH, N. ¢ \ 
is St pr sur 1 g 5 I 
n ve along new Ii ‘ 
ees ; 
destroying t first t I t 

Is it not time that we should take up the cause of this suffering 

and complaint and apply a remedy which will relieve the 1 n 
of hundreds of thousands of people engaged in this great indus- 


| try? There can be but two reasons why you will not do so: 
|is that you are not willing to give up the small amount of r 


| nue the Government is now receiving, and the other is tha l 
are better friends to — trust than you are to the labori 
ple. If the first = sition is true, your cont on is! l 
founded, forthe C miss mer of Internal R ue, Hon. John W 
Yerkes, sti ted bef uur Ways and M 3 ¢ e that t 


Government did not receive anything from the tax on] 
bacco, and that he did not think that the tax ¢ 
twisted tobacco would be : 






Then, you are not only tak he risk of ] ll ¢ r 
revenues by the curtailment yps in Kent ind 
y agreement at 2 mers to only put onta If a 
i r if Sst ¢ 1 off ¢ , l I 


able to raise i 





1g t and ti s supplemented by tl 
‘la wi making power v y ill Fimit 1 production in the St 
‘arolina, where it is said the farmers have « 
ized to prevent the raising of any crop at all, and will carr) 
programme out by invading the fields of. those who will not 
with them and destroy their beds. If, upon the other hand 
are the friend of the tobacco trust, with its $180,000.000 of « 
stock, taken from the sweat and suffering of the laborir 


of this country, for which it has not given them 





punish your perfidy when the tobacco trust and hundreds of 
| sociates in theft and crime ar 1 to pieces before tl 
wave of public sentiment.  [. > 
Mr. Chairman, the tobacco grower is a ] liarly f 
being in this, that he is sandwiched between the G rl 
collector on one side and the trust monopoly on the other. and 
that the Go ernment has singled him ou m I ul] 
ther t till Ts ie and laid tribut upon 
labor bot h in in 3of war and peace, which 1 
patience and paid with cheerfulness, while at the same ti 
has been n ade Proves victim of the greed of his fellow 
no hand has been raised anywhere to shelter him fr 
although adequate laws exist, which if only enforced for his pr 


tection as vigor ade as they are against him when he 
with their violation his condition would be differer 





ter than to-day. To illustrat uv n or Imst 

old man being dragged from his home and family } 
miles away to answer the charge of violation of rever 
when the facts were that he had only sold a few twists of ] 
made tobacco in exchange fo pon whicl feed } 


a transaction tha harm 1 no one nor the ¢ rnment nd 
an everyday occurrence r thi ] l 


people are being arrested, tri: l 
revenue laws. 

On the other hand, our laws in the most positive t 
nounce those who enter into unlawful c binations and tr 
restraint of trade, declaring that they shall, upon 


punished by heavy fines or imprisonment, in the discretion 
court. This law was enacted on the 2d day of July, 1890 
while its provisions are violated a thousand times every day, I 
how many of these impudent and barefaced viol rs h 
called to account, although they make no effort to 
contempt for its provisions and g 
very presence of the courts and the officers intrust 


on disre rATC r TI 


forcement, not one of them being subjected to puni nen 
although the last Congress apetop a the mag i t su 
$500,000 to be used by the Att y-General in the more r 
enforcement of the law against these offender 

Task, and the laborers and farmers all « r tl ( trv de- 
mand to know, why it is that they are called nt and pun 
ished for a single and, I may say, ofttimes technical violation o 


the law when it harms no one, while the organizers of these great 
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engines of oppression engaged in wholesale wrong and robbery, 
responsible, as they are, for the large portion of discontent and 


suffering of which I have hardly givena glimpse, go unquestioned | 


and unpunished? Although after six months the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, who is intrusted with the enforcement of this law, reports 
that he had only spent $25,985 of the sum set apart to be used in 
their prosecution, and one single instance is given where an effort 
has been made to enforce the penal provisions of the law. 

Does such a record justify the statement of Mr. BouTEtL, of 
Illinois, who said on the 26th day of January last in this House, 
while summing up the reasons why the Republican party should 
be kept in power and President Roosevelt reelected to the Presi- 
dency: 

Has he forfeited any Democratic esteem because in season and out of sea- 
son he has been zealous in enforcing the laws against illegal combinations? 


Now, let us see what right he had to make this statement. 


Of the nine cases reported by the Attorney-General only three of | 
them are among the class of trusts which directly affect the whole | 
the speech of Mr. LitrLEFIELp, | 


people, although, according to 
made in this House on the 6th day of February, 1903, there are 
440 different trusts controlling the different articles of prime 
necessity which go into the homes of the people. 
very time Mr. BouTELL was making that statement thousands of 
helpless people were shivering and freezing all over this country 


because of the high price of coal, made so by tne coal trust. I | 


want to read from a Lexington paper published the next week 
after he made that speech: 
JUDGE SCORES COAL COMBINE. 
LEXINGTON, Ky., February 3. 
City Judge J. J. Riley delivered a sermon against coal combines in Lexing- 
ton in the police court this morning. ( ¢ ) 
charged with stealing coal, said his mother, an invalid, was freezing, and he 


was the only support of the family, including several smal.er children. | 


Judge Riley said he understood that the coal combine in Lexington has made | 


it so that poor people could scarcely secure coal. 
HAD TO STOP WAGON. 

One coal merchant used to have wagons out selling by the 5 cents’ worth, 
but other dealers complained, and he was forced to take off these wagons. 
Judge Riley said he would have these cases, which had come to be numerous 
of late, investigated, and if people were really needy he intended turning 
the culprits loose. Numetfous complaints have come to local newspapers 
claiming that coal is higher now than before the railroads were built. 


And to further remind him that during that same week I had 


occasion to go out Fifteenth street on my way to the Agricultural | 


Department. I met a number of coal wagons heaped up with nice 
coal, and the street being rough an occasional lump would jostle 
off and it would not more than touch the ground until it would 


be grabbed up by the little half-clad boys and girls who were run- | 


ning after the wagons with little boxes and sacks gathering up 
the falling lumps. Among them was an old negro man who 
seemed to have run on this good thing unprepared, for he had 
taken off his old cap and was filling it. When I saw this the 
words of the gentleman from Illinois rang in my ears, and I turned 
and looked over at the White House with the wish that the Presi- 
dent of this great Repu \lic, who has charge of the enforcement 


of the laws, could be tuere to see if it would not be in season to | 
start criminal proceedings against the coal trust; and I ask why | 
the Attorney-General should go to California to break up a salt | 


trust, or to Florida to dissolve a wholesale grocers’ association, or 
to Minnesota to prevent a railroad combine when right here in 
Washington all manner of trusts exist and daily ply their unlaw- 
ful business without anyone calling them to account. Indeed, 
my friend, Mr. BOUTELL, we ought to be consistent. [Applause. ] 


To our demand we will accept but one answer and but one | 


promise from those intrusted with the further enforcement of 


these laws, and that will be that they will treat all persons alike; | 


and we believe that if those who violate the trust laws were 
arrested and placed in stripes behind the bars as the common 
criminal is it would do more toward correcting this evil than 
anything else which can be done. 


L have already said that we do not seek to shirk any obligations | 


that we owe to our Government, however hard they may be, but 


we do most earnestly protest against this same Government, to | 


the support of which we have so long and so liberally contributed 


our means, standing quietly by and seeing us pillaged. crushed, | 


and ruined by these monsters of greed and avarice. 
as you promised to do, and move them, the barrier between us 


and the free and open market, where we will be allowed to meet | 


free and open competition, and we are abundantly able to take 


care of ourselves: but we can not live if we are forced any longer | 
to have our crops so heavily taxed by the Government and at the | 


same time be forced to pay a still larger tribute to the internal 
enemies of this same Government—the tobacco trusts. 

The different laws and departmental regulations which have 
been made for the sale and handling of tobacco since 1862 have 
been so ably and completely discussed and their great injustice 
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And at that | 


A little colored boy, Jesse Williams, 


Bridle them, | 
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shown by my distinguished friend from Tennessee [Mr. Garnes] 
that I need not refer to them any further. 

While the tobacco grower very justly thinks the entire reyenne 
law relating to its sale and manufacture should be repealed, sti!| 
| we do not ask that much. On the contrary, we only ask that the 
laws be so modified that the farmer who raises tobacco shall have 
the right to stem, twist, and sell his own crop in any quantity ¢o 
whomsoever he chooses without being required to pay any tax or 
license thereon. This we believe will open new fields of the 
trade to the growers and enable them to get much better pricos 
for their crops, as they would have an advantage of 6 cents per 
pound over the trust, and, being less greedy, would be satisfied 
with a smaller profit, while the consumer would also be benefi{ed 
in being able to buy the pure article at less than half the price je 
| now has to pay the trusts for their doctored product, mixed and 
| adulterated with glucose, sea-island sugar, licorice, copperas, 
| bean soup, and white clay, all of which go to enormously incre 

their profits, as they add fully one-third to the weight of the leaf, 

Under the law the farmer can sell his tobacco in the leaf wit}- 
out paying any tax, but this is the only disposition he is allowed 
| to make of it, except to give it away or use it himself, and when 
he sells he must deliver it in person, and is not allowed to do 
by his servant or agent, and this, Mr. Yerkes says, in so many 
| words, is unjust, although it has been the law all these years. 

To show how little we are asking, and for the benefit of th 
who are unfamiliar with this crop and its handling, I have a hv 
of tobacco here, which is the only way the farmer can put it up for 
sale, and any other change he would make in it would subject 
him to the payment of a tax of 6 cents per pound or to fine and 
| imprisonment. Now, all we ask is that we be allowed to take 
the leaf, which you see is bulky and hard to handle, and strip the 
stem out of it in this way [holding up a leaf and taking the sten 
out of it], for the same reason we separate wheat from the straw 
| or strip the corn from the stalk, and then twist it in this way. for 

the same reason that the farmer sacks his corn and wheat, that 
they may be more conveniently and cheaply marketed. The 
wheat is not raised for the straw, nor the corn for the stalk, nor 
tobacco for the stem, all of which are almost without value. It 
| would be just as reasonable to say to the farmer he must sell his 
| wheat in the straw or corn in the shock. 
| J hold in my hand a handmade twist of tobacco, which was 
presented by Mr. Washington, of Tennessee, before the Ways and 
Means Committee at its last hearing, to show what we wanted 
you to allow us todo. I also have here a twist that is not so 
| good looking, given me by Mr. Flack, of Hopkinsville, Ky., who 
| was also before that committee in the interest of the tobacco 
growers. It was not brought like the other piece to exhibit be- 
fore the committee, but was the kind he used, and, as you se, he 
| had been cutting off the ends. When he gave it to me he said, 
‘Here is a twist made by one of my negro laborers.’’ This gen- 
tleman has been in the tobacco business as dealer, broker, and 
| manufacturer for fifty-one years, but, like all the other independ- 
ent tobacco men, he could not stand the pressure of the trus' 
| and had to give up his business cr join hands with them, which 
his high sense of justice would not allow him to do. Riz 
here I want to show you some more of the iniquity of the present 
laws governing tobacco. The negro who made this twist and 
gave it to Mr. Flack violated the law and is liable to a fine and 
imprisonment therefor. When Mr. Flack gave it to me he vi 
lated the same law, and I can not give it to oneof you gentlemen 
| without being subject to the same penalty. 

I ask you if such a law is based upon the spirit and justice of 
our institutions; if you think it is right that the hundreds of 
thousands of people whose surroundings force them: to work in 
| the tobacco fields and barns, and who are, many of taem, to-day 

the poorest paid, the poorest fed, and the poorest clad of all our 
people, do not merit better treatment at your hands? Andin their 
name and the name of those who are dependent upon them !«t 
| me entreat you that you turn not a deaf ear to this their plea 
| for justice. But enact this law and you will resuscitate and pu' 
new life and new energy into a surely dying industry; you wi!! 
| send new light and cheer into thousands of homes now cloude! 
by the grim visage of want, where the last ray of hope for th 
return of better days is fading; you will replace confidence where 
distrust in the justice of our institutions is now taking root, an‘ 
you will make patriots and defenders out of the inmates of thes 
| homes instead of the unwilling victims of unjust oppression 
which they are to-day. [Loud applause. } 

During the delivery of the foregoing, the time of Mr. Hork1*~ 
| having expired, 
| Mr. GILBERT said: Mr. Chairman—— 
| TheCHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise: 
| Mr. GILBERT. Iask unanimous consent that my colleagu 
| from the State of Kentucky be allowed an extension of fifteen 
| minutes in the time allotted to him. 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. _Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that the time for general debate was fixed in the House, 


and the committee can not change it, and under that order of the 
House the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Pierce] has charge of 
he time on that side. : 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I understand that my friend 
-om Tennessee [Mr. Prercr] has promised all the time at his dis- 
, I still have some time that is not required for use on this 


o> 


‘Je. and I will yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
ucky. [Applause.] . , 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is recognized 
for fifteen minutes more. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I return my most grateful 
thanks to the gentleman on the other side for this courtesy shown 
me, and I promise you that I will not impose as much upon your 
patience as he has placed it in my power to do. 

[ Mr. Hopkrnsthenresumedand completed his remarksasabove. ] 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the 
centleman from Virginia [Mr. FLoop]. 

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, I shall devote the few minutes 
allotted to me to a discussion of the tobacco question as it affects 
the tobacco-growing counties that I have the honor to represent 
upon this floor. The tobacco growers of those counties are in a 
depressed condition, and I believe it is largely due to the fact that 
the tax still remains upon the product of their soil and their labor. 

The law now, sir, is that the grower of tobacco can sell the 
leaf to anyone; but if the person who buys that leaf undertakes 
o dispose of it, he is deemed a manufacturer of tobacco and 
ust pay a tax of 6 cents a pound; and if the farmer desires to 
put the tobacco which he has raised into any other shape than 
that of leaf,if he pulls the stem from it and twists it, he, too, is 
deemed a manufacturer of tobacco, and this imposition of 6 cents 
a pound tax is placed on his product. That is true when it is in 
an absolutely raw state, when he has done nothing except to take 
the stem from it and twist it into a shape in which it can be kept 
and handled without loss. This is an unjust imposition. 

Various bills have been introduced here looking to the modifi- 
cation toa greater orless extent of this tax. I introduced the bill 

rhich I now read: 
A bill (H. R. 11889) for the relief of the tobacco growers. 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be lawful for any person to buy and sell 

bacco unstemmed and in the leaf without license or the payment of any 

” SEC that it shall be lawful for any person to sell tobacco inthe hand or 
n the leaf, or stemmed and hand pressed, or hand twisted or hand pressed, 
without license and without the payment of any tax of any kind. 
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E 

U 


ot 


‘EC. 3. That this bill shall take effect and be in force from and after its | 


naceavca 
passage. 


I want to say that no law that does not go to the extent of per- 
mitting any person to pull the stem from tobacco, twist, and sell 
it in that way without the imposition of this tax will bring any 
substantial relief to the tobacco growers of that portion of Vir- 
ginia which raises export tobacco; and very little to those who 
raise it for home manufacture. 

Mr. Chairman, there are twenty-nine States in this Union which 
raise tobacco, Eight of the eleven Republican members of the 
Ways and Means Committee come from tobacco-growing States. 
It is true that some of those States do not raise very large quanti- 
ties of tobacco; but I take it that the Representatives of those 
States will see to it that their constituents, even if they have but 
small numbers who are engaged in this industry, shall have jus- 
tice and fair treatment at “he hands of the Government. 

The internal-revenue tax has enabled the American Tobacco 
Company to a large extent to crush out competition in the pur- 
chase of those classes of tobacco which are used for domestic 
manufacture. It has enabled the foreign governments which buy 
our export tobacco to absolutely throttle and destroy competition 
in those classes of tobacco. 

There are in this country now 150 or 160 manufacturers of to- 
bacco independent of the American Tobacco Company. When 
that company was organized there were that many in the State 
of Virginia alone. There was active competition for the product 
of the farmer when he took it to market. Now in that State 
there are but fifteen or sixteen manufacturers independent of 
this great tobacco trust; and so when the farmer who raises to- 
bacco suited to our domestic manufacture takes his product to 
market he finds that the competition for it is greatly lessened 
and the price greatly depressed. 

But as bad as is his condition, it is bright when compared to 
the condition of the farmer who raises tobacco for export. There 
~~ number of foreign countries, such as France, Austria, and 

aly, 
portation, manufacture, and sale of tobacco. France does now 
and most of them formerly did their buying through the leaf 
dealers in the different States. These dealers make contracts 
with the consuls of the various governments for the quantity of 
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tobacco they wish to buy for the governments with which they 
contracted. Within the past few years a number of these goy- 
ernments have pooled their interests and formed a governmental 
trust. 

I will illustrate by taking the case of Austria and Italy. They 
buy a large quantity of tobacco that is raised in the district which 
Irepresent. There were formerly in the State of Virginia twenty- 
five or thirty leaf dealers who went upon our markets and bought 
the class of tobacco that those two Governments desired, either 
under contract with those Governments or with the expectation 
of getting contracts from them at the end of the season. With 
twenty-five or thirty of these buyers there was always lively com- 
petition, there was active bidding for the farmer’s tobacco, and 
he got a reasonably fair, living price for it. Within the past few 
years those two Governments have pooled their interests, and one 
man has been engaged by the two to buy all the tobacco they need 
in the State of Virginia; so now, when a farmer takes his tobacco 
to market, instead of having twenty or twenty-five men competitig 
for it, there is but one man who wants it. 

Instead of having competition for his article he must sell it at 
whatever price this one man chooses to give him forit. These 
two Governments buy in Virginia about 8,000,000 pounds of to- 
bacco a year. It comes largely from counties which I represent 
here. Since that combination has been formed that class of to- 
bacco has gone down in price about 4 cents a pound, so it will be 
seen that this Government monopoly has taken out of the pockets 
of the farmers of a half dozen or more counties in Virginia 
$300,000 a year, a sum larger than the taxes those counties pay to 
the State, county, and municipal governments. -Mr. Chairman, 
the tobacco growers of Virginia believe if this tax is removed the 
condition which enables those Governments to thus oppress them 
will be removed. 

The condition of the tobacco grower who raises « 
has been deplorable for a number of years. In June, 1897, Con- 
gress passed a resolution calling upon the President to negotiate 
with the countries which engage in the tobacco business, as well 
as with those which impose burdensome restrictions up« 
portation, with a view of ascertaining if some concession could not 
be obtained from those governments. From that time to this 
neither gentleman who has occupied the White House has taken 
a single step to carry that portion of that resolution into effect. I 
have introduced a similar resolution this session. 

The tobacco growers have come tothe conclusion that they can 
expect no relief against the trust as long as the Republican party 


xport tobacco 
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is in power, and, judging by the conduct of the Republican E: 
ecutives for the past seven years, they can not even expect aid 
from Republicans as against foreign governments which are op- 
pressing them; and so, Mr. Chairman, they come and ask mod- 
estly for a very moderate relief. 

They have asked for no drastic antitrust legislation. Thev have 
asked simply for a fair field with no favor. They come here and 
ask that this Government take its oppressive hands from their 
throats and allow them to work out their own salvation. They 
believe that if the Government will do this they can take care of 
themselves, not only against the American trust, but against for- 
eign governmental combinations as well. They believe, sir. if 
this tax is removed there will spring up all over the tobac 
growing sections of this country small industries; side lines to 
other interests which the people who start them may have; i 
dustries which will buy the leaf tobacco from the farmer, pull 
the stem from it and twist it, and in that shape send it out t 
South and West and build up a trade. And when the farmer 
goes to the market to sell his tobacco the people who have estab- 
lished these little industries will be there to compete with the 
agent of the American Tobacco Company or the agent of this 
combination of foreign governments in the purchase of that to- 
bacco. It will create competition, and competition is what the 
American tobacco grower must have or go out of business. 

Mr. Chairman, we do not believe that the trust could drive this 
class of tobacco dealers out of business. We believe that tl 
people who went into this business would do it ona small scal 
and with a small capital and often will have other business int 
ests, and if the trust undertook to destroy them, as they hay 
independent manufacturers generally, they could simply 
business until the trust got tired of using its ordinary metho 


and then they could begin business again at the same old stand. 
It is the consensus of opinion of the most intelligent growers and 
dealers in tobacco that if this tax is removed to the extent of per- 
mitting any person to stem and twist the raw leaf competition 
will be created and a trade will be built up, and these foreign 


which exercise an absolute monopoly in the purchase, im- | combinations and the home trust will be forced to give the Amer- 


ican tobacco grower a fair price for his product. 
Mr. Chairman, there can be no doubt that the American to- 
bacco grower is in a depressed condition. He is gloomy: he is 


disheartened. No person can travel through the tobacco belt and 
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not be convinced of this fact. The statements made here before | 
the subcommittee of the Ways and Means Committee will con- 
vi anyone who has heard them or who will take the trouble to 
read if this condition is admitted, is it not the duty of this 
Congress to give relief to these people if itisinits power? I have 


heard the sugge 


tion made that the Government could not stand 


the loss of the revenue, and yet a few days ago I heard the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue state that the passage of a measure | 
of this ch: ‘ter would not reduce the revenues of this Govern- 
ment more than $2,000,000; but even if it did reduce the revenues 


four or five or six or seven millions, when it is reduced to save a 
hundred thousand or more patriotic American taxpaying citizens 
ptcy and ruin, it should be done without hesitation. 


; 


from bankri 
fApplause. } 
This House appropriated without question $96,000,000 to main- 


tain a naval establishment, $65,000,000 for the Army, and will 
appropriate hundreds of millions of dollars to build an inter- 
oceanic canal. On allsides appropriations are made witha liberal 


hand, and can you then hesitate to save this agricultural interest 
by refusing to reduce your revenues a few millions? Gentlemen 
on the other side of this House talk glibly about prosperity. 
Such talk sounds strangely to the tobacco growers, who are in a 


worse financial condition than they ever have been, worse than 
they were in the panic of 1873, worse than they were in the panic 
of 1898, worse than ever before; and they come here and ask for 
some measure of relief and they will not understand, with all the 
money t 


y that is being appropriated by this Congress, why that re- 
lief can not be given them. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman permit an in- 
terruption: 

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FLOOD. Yes. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, 

n stemming and twisting. 
Mr. FLOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But on giving the farmers and 
everybody free trade in leaf tobacco it would not interfere with 
the revenue at all. 

Mr. FLOOD. That is what I said. 


The two million reduction was 
Ul 


I said the reduction of 


revenue if the tax was taken off hand-twisted tobacco would be 
but a few millions, and I said, further, that no relief would 
amount to anything to the tobacco growers unless the right to 
stem and twist was given to everybody who wants to engage in 
that business. 

In 


i882 President Arthur recommended the abolition of this 
In 1884 he recommended it again. The Republican party, 


its platform in 1888, stands committed to an absolute abolition 





he internal-revenue tax «pon tobacco, That pledge is unre- 
i 1ed to this day. 
sir, isa wartax. That war has been over nearly thirty- 
nine years, and still this tax remains upon our statute books 
to harass and oppress large numbers of our fellow-citizens. It 
found its origin in the necessities of this Government to raise 
revenue during that unhappy period of strife between the differ- 
et ctlons. 
Not only, sir, has that war been over for a long period, but 
anot r 


war has been fonght, in which those who wore the gray | 
and those who wore the blue marched side by side under the same | 
flag, the ensign of a common and united country. Yet this tak 

oppresses a great section of yourcountry. Not only is it a war 
tax, but it is class legislation, pure and simple. Why, as the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Hopkins] has just asked, should 
his product of the soil be taxed when wheat and corn and cotton 


Malt 


! 
and barley and other products are not taxed? 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I will yield | 
twenty minutes to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. WILLIAMSON]. 
Mr. GAQDNES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will my friend | 
from Minnesota, who is so charitable with his time to-day, not 
yield to my friend from Virginia [Mr. FLoop] three minutes more | 
in order that he may finish his remarks? 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
from Oregon I will be glad to do so. 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. I will gladly give way. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
the gentleman from Virginia. 
Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman from Min- 
nesota. I willonly take a minute. I ask what better illustration 
could be adduced of class legislation than this unjust and in- 
equitable imposition upon one single product of the soil? It is 
without justification or excuse in morals or equity. It is an in- 
stance of where might makes right. It is a high-handed Rob 
Roy exercise of despotic power. The time has come for the Re- 
publican party to redeem a pledge upon which it carried the 
country in 1888. The Democrats stand ready to support this 
measure. I callon the Republican party in this House to vote 
for a measure which the trusts of this country do not ask for, 


By consent of the gentleman ‘ 


I yield three minutes more to | 
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but which hundreds of thousands of earnest and honest citiy 
do ask for and do seriously need. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. W 
LIAMSON] is recognized for twenty minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, it is with no small decoy 
of hesitation that I undertake to address the House at this time 
Especially is this the case from the fact that I am not only a pew 
Member of this body, but that the subject I wish to call yo 
attention to might, at first thought, be considered lacking in | 
immediate and general interest contained in the discussi 
party policies that has occupied the attention of this body f, 
some time. : 

The question to which I refer is whether or not it is fitting ang 
proper that the Oriental Exposition to be held in Portland, ©; 
in the year 1905 should receive national recognition. It wil] bo 
observed that the date mentioned is the centenary of the first 
regularly equipped and duly authorized movement by this Goy- 
ernment looking toward the acquirement of a foothold on the 
shores of the Pacific Ocean, for whatever we now have in the 
way of wealth and power by our Pacific possessions had its begin- 
ning in the Lewis and Clark expedition. 

Recognizing in this simple beginning a plainly marked mi! 
stones in a great world movement, the citizens of the State of Ore- 
gon have thought it best that the hundredth anniversary of the 
Lewis and Clark expedition should be suitably commemorated 

Owing to the national importance of the occasion, the centenar 
of which is to be celebrated, and to certain objects of na 
interest and concern to be attained by the event, those havi 
charge the immediate management of the undertaking, ar 
citizens of the entire Northwest as well, have theucht it enti 


3 


0 


| proper that such exposition or fair should have national r 
| nition. 
| looking to that end, and I now desire, as best I may in the fi 


Accordingly, a measure is now pending before this | 
moments at my command, to substantiate that claim. 

Differ, as did those upon whom rested the responsibility of 
shaping and conducting the affairs of this country one hu: 
seventy-five, or even sixty years ago, as to the importance 
North Pacific country, there now remains but one opinion 
that subject demonstration has long since misplaced specu! 

The free use of eight figures necessarily required in expr 
the value of its annual products, leaving outof the calculati 
prospective altogether, leaves but one result, hence but one opi 

A region enjoying as yet only the initial stages of develo; 
that yields annually $70,000,000 of the precious metals, 40, 
bushels of wheat, and lumber, live stock, wool, salmon, an 
merous other products in proportion, and has yielded to the | 
ernment in custom receipts and sale of public lands alo: 
average of one and one-tenth million dollars annually for t! 
half century, and upon which the Government has expend 
than 35 per cent of this amount, can not be considered in 
other light than a region of immense profit. 

Nor is the Northwest, or original Oregon Country, to be ra’ 
solely from a commercial standpoint. Its present comm: 
worth is not by any means its only claim to greatness. 
fact of its thousands of schoolhouses and its equal num! f 
churches, surrounded by its 2,000,000 of as well-housed, well-fo 
well-clothed,and prosperous American citizens as are to be fou 
anywhere on God’s footstool, now the occupants of this « 
unknown region, with plenty of room for thrice as many m 
speak an argument at once convincing. 

These facts, taken together with the prominence given to 
Pacific frontage by recent events, serve in a striking manner to 
recall our attention to the wise statesmanship of Tiaomas Jeticr 
son and his associates, as well as to the daring deeds of Cap's. 
Meriwether Lewis and William Clark when they, working to- 
gether, planned and executed the movement that extended « 
boundaries to the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. Henry E. Reed, of Portland, Oreg., in avery able art 
recently contributed to one of our western magazines, in summns 
up the importance of the exploration of the Oregon country anc 
its consequent settlement by American citizens, said: 


A southern Senator asked, in 1843, what good was Oregon for agricu! 


| purposes, and said that he would not givea pager of snuff for the who 
| ritory; yet the Oregon country has given tot 


1e Union three sovereign § 
and part of its territory has been taken to form two other States. | : 

Its occupation by Americans was a direct cause of the annexation ot ‘ 
fornia. It has, in the Columbia River and the Puget Sound, two imports 
bases for the military and naval operations. Far from being inhospitable ') 
the honest farmer of the Atlantic seaboard or the Ohio Valley, it has 10 
farms, valued at abont $600,000,000. 


Speaking further of Alaska as a resultant of the acquisitio 
the Oregon country, this student writer says: 

Alaska was denounced as a barren waste that would never add one do! 
to our wealth or furnish homes to our people. Yet in less than forty yes 
Alaska has supplied gold, fish, and furs worth $150,000,000, and has paid re 
nues to the Government exceeding by one million and a half dollars the price 
Russia got for it in 1867. , 

Mr. H. W. Scott, editor of the Portland Oregonian, than whom 
there is no more able writer on current thought in Americ& in 4 
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recent contribution on the momentous results growing out of the 
Lewis and Clark expedition, penned the following terse and ex- 


ressive lines: , 

an = yas completed the extension of the United States across the continent 
-ave us our outlook toward the Orient. The basis of our Pacific empire 
is acquired, and the great accretions to it from Mexico and from Rus- 

ve been logical consequences. 2 
It laid the basis for movement of one of the great dramas of history. To 
rration of the races of the north, to their conquests as they have ad- 
; and to the introduction of the ideas of government with liberty, ef- 
by their progress in so many parts of the world the growth of modern 
ion is chiefly due. 0 2 ) 
»roduct or result, and a part of this movement is epitomized in the ex- 





. of Lewis and Clark across the continent of America to the Pacific | 


This expedition was a beginning which, though made less than one 
hundred years ago, now has given us a shore line on the Pacific much longer 
than that onthe Atlantic. It has led to the occupation and development of 
stern region of the American continent. It has faced the United 
1rd the west, over the Pacific, as hitherto we have faced only 
a the east, over the Atlantic. It has given the Pacific Northwest a po- 
nea we shall take leading place in the commerce of the Orient, now 
‘ of great ce velopment. 

rh it was not among the events that led up directly to the acquisition 
‘hilippine Islands, it secures the position we have gained there through 
‘course of events. Thus the expedition of Lewis and Clark, though 
blean undertaking as the settlement at Plymouth or Jamestown, was 

nrologue to the theme of our later national expansion. 
his message to the Fifty-eighth Congress, President Roose- 


velt. after making reference to the Louisiana purchase, said: 


‘ 
Ww 


<pedition of Lewis and Clark across the continent followed thereon |} 


ind 1 d the beginning of the process of exploration and colonization 
wl irust our national boundary to the Pacific. The acquisition of the 
ncountry, including the present States of Oregon and Washington, was 





’ mmense importance in our history, first giving us our place on the 

] ic seaboard and making ready the way for our ascendency in the com- 

1 the greatest of the oceans. The centennial of our establishment | 
western coast by the expedition of Lewis and Clark is to be cele- | 

brate -ortland, Oreg., by an exposition in the summer of 4905, and this 

evi ould receive recognition and support from the National Government. | 


This much, on the importance of the occasion, may be borrowed | 


from the sayings of others without engaging at this time either 
in tedious compilations of statistics or the prosy details of history. 
It is not my purpose in the brief time allotted me to go into 


. . . e,° | 
tailed account of either the Lewis and Clark expedition and 


the consequent acquirement of the north Pacific country or the 
causes that led up to it. I leave that to the statistician and the 
historian. History is one thing, and the propriety of Congress 


making an appropriation of a considerable sum of money for an | 
To the latter proposition I beg your 


exposition is quite another. 
attention for a few moments, for this is directly the whole ques- 
tion now pending. 

Our first claim for national recognition is the association had 
in the event with the lives and deeds of our illustrious dead. 

Our second claim is the fact that the great Pacific coast region has 


never yet been recognized in a national appropriation of like nature. | 


Our third claim is the immediate necessity of practical educa- 
tion in the needs and wants of that half of the human race who 
live in the islands and on the borders of the Pacific Ocean. 

Of other reasons there are many, bat these three will answer 
my purpose at this time. 


Of this movement the United States is the greatest | 


| 





So far as I am concerned,I am willing | 


to forego putting forward as immediate the first two allegations. | 
An exposition will neither add to nor detract from the real bene- 


‘ 


fit to the nation and to humanity wrought by the heroes of one 
hundred years ago. Their deeds are indelibly written upon the 
pages of our history, and no demonstration of ours will add to or 
take from theirfame. It needs neither exposition nor fair nor de- 
monsiration of any kind toimmortalize the name of Thomas Jeffer- 
son. His fame rests upon what he did, not upon what we may do. 

The same may be said, in a somewhat lesser way, of a number 
of his compeers, among whom the names of Capts. Meriwether 
Lewis and William Clark were not the least to shed luster upon 
their time and sphere of action. For present purposes it is suffi- 
cient to note that it was not within their sphere to spend their 


7 
nN) 


ughts and days in that memorable journey from the Mississippi 


River to the mouth of the Columbia in vestibuled palaces. 
not their fortune to make the ‘‘ round trip”’ in a limited number 
£ hours in almost perfect safety. But theirs was a work of 
Weary months and years, among strange and warlike tribes of 
men, not knowing but that each day might bring the final sum- 
nons. At times half starving, half naked, but at all times dis- 
iaying that devotion to duty, that determination to accomplish 
‘he task assigned to them in the face of what seemed certain 
de ath, considered essential in the minds of all mankind in the 
make-up of real heroes. 

It was within their sphere to blaze the way for civilization to 
follow from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean, and they 
did it, and every lightning-express train and every loaded freight 
train that pulls out from St. Louis, Omaha, or St. Paul for Port- 
land, Seattle, or San Francisco, and every American flag that 
floats over the Pacific Northwest in our time bears witness to the 
fact that they performed their part well. These are their monu- 
ments, and they need no exposition or other demonstration from 
us to perpetuate their names. 

And yet, such is our custom, and I need not explain why, that 
We, at stated periods and by certain means, do appropriate from 


I 
I 
t 


It was | 


| travel the plains across. 


| their reward. 


our National Treasury to specifically commemorate the deeds « 
our illustriots citizens, both living and dead. And I consider the 
the fact that the names and deeds of Thomas Jefferson and ¢ 
tains Lewis and Clark are inseparably connected with the ac- 
quisition of the Pacific Northwest, and scarcely less directly con- 
nected with the acquirement of California, as one good reason 
why the exposition to be held during the coming year at Portland, 
Oreg., should be given national recognition. 

My second reason, that the Pacific coast has never 
nized in this class of appropriations, needs merely the bare men- 
tion. This might be classed as a geographica proportional, 
rather than an essential, reason; and yet it is a reason neither to 
be overlooked nor despised. 

In making mention of this fact it must not be understoo 
we make it ina spirit of complaint. We of the Northw 
not a sectional people and have no complaint to make on t 
any other score against our fellow-countrymen, let t! 
from the North, the East, the South, or any other 
common country. Sniveling complaint is not indigenous to our 
soil. We have neither the time nor the inclinatior indulge in 
that particular form of human weakness. The opening of our 
mines, the clearing of our farms, the felling of our forests, the 
construction of our transportation lines—in short, the ‘‘ winning 
of the West,’’ has not been accomplished, thus far, by cavil and 
complaint. We of the Northwest have sprung from an ancestry 
possessed of unusual hardihood. It was their chosen sphere to 

With slow, toiling ox teams and nerves of 
iron they overcame those immense distances and unseen dangers. 
And when once in the land of their choice, with one hand they still 
retained their grasp on the trusty-rifle, with which to defend their 
lives from tribes of savage Indians, while with the other they laid 
the foundation for the manifold advantages that we now enjoy 

With here and there an exception, those pioneers 

We are proud of that ancesiry, and 
memorate the work of their hands in any event, 
Already the State of Oregon, assisted by a number of 
the West and Northwest, has contributed over one a1 1e- 
million dollars for this purpose, and we will continue to increase 
that amount sufficiently to demonstrate to the world our 
pride in the discovery and exploitation of our portion of 
Union without appearing before this Congress either in the 
beggars or in the spirit of cavil or complaint. 

And yet facts are stubborn things, and it is a fac 
Members of Congress, both of the House and of t] 
their influence and their votes, have favored every ex] 

Y 
} 






~ J 


1is or 
em hail 


portion orf our 


7) 


ave gone to 


in this nationin the past, and not one word of cr 


\ 

further fact, as I have stated, that the Pacific coast has never been 
the recipient of a dollar thus far for exposition purposes. 
must contend that such a condition is another reason why it is 
just and proper that the exposition to be held in Portland, Oreg., 
next year is of right entitled to national recognition. 

My third reason, the commercial education 
ple, particularly our manufacturing people, in the needs of 
who inhabit the islands of the Pacific Ocean le N 
the Far East, I consider a most eminently important one. 

It is the purpose of the management to make this the chief fea- 
tare of the Portland exposition. The word “ oriental”’ is i 


porated into the very name of the exposition, and especial « 
is being made to secure exhibits of modes of living, of cu 
and all else required for a thorough understanding of the n 


the different people who inhabit southern and eastern 
the bordering islands. 


In my opinion this is the most important question of all to con- 
sider in deciding whether or not such an appropriation of the pub- 
lic money is justifiable. I realize that this is a purely commer- 
cial view point, but that is none the less against it, for’ we are 


largely a commercial people, and as such are prone to look: 


i 


| into the question of profit and loss when making an investme 


Leaving entirely out of consideration the question of comm: 


orating the deeds of the illustrious; saying nothing about the 
equal or unequal distribution of funds for exposition purposes in 


the past; passing in its entirety the question of whether or not tl 
Pacific coast is entitled to recognition in this « 
sidering this question altogether from a commercial stand} 


cti nN. al 


*‘ONTIE 





| putting it on the ground of whether or not an oriental ex] 
on our own soil, having forits chief obj. nenlighte1 
people on the commercial needs of the oriental people, h 





quirement of knowledge of the means of catering to those needs, 
makes of it, in my opinion, an investment of very great profit and 
a case with the preponderance of evidence in the affirmative. 

If for no other reason, this enterprise ud be recognized by 
the Government on the ground of the practical education to be 
derived thereby in oriental trade matters. The exigencies of the 
times demand that we acquire such information. We are com- 
pelled to look to the inhabitants of the Pacific shores for a market 
for a very great portion of our surplus products in the immediate 
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palncn and desire working along the same lines and | us her products in exchange for the enormous amount of o, 


rebellion, lack of stability, and chaos, hence weakness and lack of 
consumptive power. Fj 
With our inventive genius, our stability of government. o; . 

| boundless native resources, our power of production is far from 
| the maximum. What is to be done with our increase of sur plus 


| of capital to labor or labor to capital is but 


in sal ction lead us naturally enough to unde stand that 
t e is now here when our menof commerce are compelled to 
study the needs of their future customers. 

irvey the entire field of human necessity, and out of what line 
of commercial education can come more immediate profit than a 
moderat stment of time and money in as er tas ing the wants 
of tl about whose wants we know comparatively li ttle and are | 
soon to depend so largely upon for a market for the products of 
our farms and factories. 

W hile I am not, as a rule, partial to statistics, I feel constrained 
to call your attention to a few figures bearing upon this feature 
< he question. 

.nd while it is not necessary to consume the time of the House 
with the proof, I will state the fact that, on the whole, our expor- 
tat f raw cotton,cotton manufactured goods, and wheat fiour 
h not perceptibly increased during the past three years in the 


ropean and South American markets, On the other hand, 






n from European conntries in manufactured cotton 
has been sharp and well defined. 

‘I use these two commodities because in the final analysis upon 
the welfare of those — produce cotton, wheat, and corn, and 
the products thereof, is based our national prosperity or adversity. 

ical parties may cont nd as to their ways, the means, and 

the ds ls of government, but, when all is surnmed up, our na- 
tional prosperity or adversity is bound up in the prosperity or 
versit; those who till the soil. Competition from across the 
lantic in cotton manufactured goods has been so keen during 

: past three years that, notwithstanding the restraining power 
what many consider a very high tariff duty, the importation 


cottons has increased from $40,246,935 in the year 1901 to 
$52.463,684 in the year 1903. 
How t been during the same period 


hac i 
Acad 1 


from across the Pacific 





Ocean? In the year 1901 we exported $4,086,317 worth of raw | 
cotton to the principal oriental countries. In the year 1903 to 
th 


sountries we sold $8,864, 625 worth 
short period of three years of more than 100 px 


, an increase in the 
how nt of raw co tton, 





the matter of the expor t of cotton manufactures still greater 
1 lts have happened. In the year 1901 we sold to the principal 
oriental countries $5,508 06 8 worth of cotton gor om In the year 
1 we sold them $15, biy 7,783 we orth, an increase in the brief period 
or three } - of nearl r 300 per cent. And when it is considered | 
that the greater part of these sales were made to the Chinese Em- 








pire—a peo} le five times 
tion of the Unit 


ourcotton garments,the boundless possibilities,or, rather, probabil- 
ities, or our trade in the Orient in this one line is plainly apparent. 


In the matter of wheat flour, in the year 1901, we sold to the 
incipal oriental countries $5,182,763 worth. Some of those peo- 
re evidently coming to the conclusion that bread is good to 
last year they increased their orders nearly 100 per cent 
ought $10,278, 571 worth of our wheat flour. The two ports 
uget Sound and Columbia River alone shipped 2,650,500 bar- 





more numerous than the whole popula- | 
ed States—whose citizens are just learning towear | only, not because these are our only exports to the Orien 
| because prosperity in all other lines of business is made p 


, | at this time a few remarks upon what I consider to be the im 


rels of flour to the Orient last year, and were only limited to that 
amount by the full capacity of their mills, 

It appears from reliable data that in less than ten years, at the 
present rate of increase, not a single grain 6f wheat from the en- | 
tire north Pacific country can bespared for the Liverpool market 
but the entire product will be needed to furnish flour for the ori- 
ental ket, and with every appearance that within another ten 





ire ) surplus wheat product of the Northwest will be 
ame purpose. 

st th 1e te mpti ition to step as 
ime to assure the disting ruished gentleman from 
. Linn], ee a few days ago on the floor of this 
mted the cause of freer trade relations with 


Ln m1 le from my purpose long 
enough at this t 

Minnesota [Mr 
Ho ise st » ably 


presi 















| viding such pensions in thousands and hundreds of thon 


strength 9 re gone, and want, perhaps, stares them in the f 


Canada, articularly in the matter of wheat, of the very fair pros- 
pect that our raj idly growing oriental flour market will soon 
force this Congress to do with Canada that which neither the 
logic of Sir John Carlton nor the earnest eloquence of the distin- | 
guished gentleman from Minnesota can now persuade it to do. 
The resistless march of events will force the opnets of the Ca- 
nadian wheat field onto our elevators before ver ymany years de- 
spite the resistance of what now appears as majori ities. 

That we are now the largest producing nation is easy of dsmon- 
stration; that power of production over our power of con- 
sumption, owing to our almost unlimited natural resources, is 
bound to increase is also clear. What is to become of our in- 
creased surplus of products is not at this moment quite so clear. 
We look to the United Kingdom of Great Britain and behold our 
ereatest customer for our agricultural products threatening our 
national ‘tective policy with retaliation. We turn to France, 
Germany, and the Netherlands, and we find them filled with dark 
forebodings of fear lest the utilization of our boun dless resources 
should overcome > thei ir productive power and cause them to de- | 
pend upon us for food and raiment. Tothe north o f us our third | 


| the human race living in the islands and on the borders of 
Pacific Ocean is not a philosopher. 
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products we now se ll to her. We look to the sonth, and we § ind 


products is the overtowering question of our time. The rela} 1 
an incident that ti; 
and experience will soive and settle. A satisfactory market 
our ever. increasing products i is the great, growing question. 

on the shores of the Atlantic can this befound. In the markets 
of Europe and the British Isles we meet competition very similar 
to our own. Under the lash of necessity they can and w 
frame their laws as to supply their own markets large "ly wit] 
their own products. Self-preservation will compel them to do it 
and we can not complain. 


Faced by these conditions, he who would overlook that half of 


These people are just learning the use of our flour and cotton 
goods. Trade with these people is true reciprocity and not 
myth we frequently inject in our political platforms. The . 


ental people are producers, but they have their line. Only last 
month the Indrasamha arrived in Portland, Oreg., direct from 


the Orient, with a $1,000,000 cargo aboard, principally silk, 
is one of the largest cargoes of such goods to arrive from 
Orient thus far, and it illustrates the reciprocal feature of 
oriental trade. Flour and cotton goods for silk—two to on 
the balance safely housed in the pockets of our farmers and 
facturers is a genuine article of reciprocity, because it ec 
balance on the right side of the ledger. 

The launching of that monster steamship which many of the 
Members of thi s House: 1ttended down at New London last Sat 
meant te g. Thatthe Dakotaand the Minnesota, two 
largest ocean carriers afloat, are already required for the o1 
carrying trade, speak an argument to which I only need to 1 
to prove the trend of commercial events on the Pacific Oce 

Isubmit thata trade already assuming such proportions and 
such boundless possibilities, almost entirely reciprocal in n 
is worthy of constant national attention and encouragemen 

I have only touched upon a few of the thoughts suggest 

this third reason—a reason that surely appeals to all se 
the United States alike. I have referred to cotton and 


fs o> 


only by the prosperity of those engaged in producing the: 
modities and the manufactured products thereof. 

If it is of national concern, the exposition to be held at 
land, Oreg., next year, to borrow the language of Pri 
Roosevelt, ‘‘ should receive recognition and support from th 
tional Government.” 

From reasons both sentimental and commercial, we belic' 
cause is just. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I yield to the gentlemat 
Illinois [Mr. FunLuer}. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire, very briefly, tos 


tive duty of this Congress to provide for the payment of s 
pensions to the survivors of the great civil war for the pres 
tion of the Union. The Government has been very liberal in 


individual cases, and no one recognizes more fully the lib 

of the Government in that respect than the old soldiers + 
selves, whether beneficiaries or not; but there are meny thou S 
of deserving cases, some of which we are all familiar with, w! 

no general law yet enacted reaches or can reach. Many, 
youth and a fair degree of health lasted, neglected or refused | 
ap ply for or accept the nation’s bounty. 
when old age has come upon them, when health and 


ow, 


» to make the necessary proofs, witnesses are de ad 
for one reason or another they are shut out 


are unabl 
away, f 


and Lr 


benefits of the general law, and if, perc hance, the y are a! 
establish a case unde th 1e act of June 27, 1890, it takes mont 


ywed t 


1 
iV, 
, 


a 

r 
years to get the case al hrough the Pension Office, and t 
for a mere pittance. » only, not sufficient to provide the comm: 
necess: of life. Many cases, itis true, have been Suecatiy 
with, and as to them there is no cause for complaint. The ‘ 
ernment ha s paid, on account of the war of the rebellion : 
for pensions sinc e the close of that war nearly three thou 
f dollars. There are on the pension roll the nam: 
a i xe majority of the survivors of that great war, and t 
their pensions for the next fiscal year we have ie aaa di Lu 
than a hundred and thirty-eight million s of dolla 


What I contend for is that now, nearly forty years ‘aft 


ries 


llions o 





ter the c ) 


greatest consumer is clamoring for a just opportunity to sell to | of that great struggle, we should, as nearly as possible, treat ail 


Baap atten 


coe 


re 
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alike, and upon proof of service only, which can always be shown 
bv the records, place upon the rolls the name of every survivor 
~-ho makes application, without requiring either proof of poverty 
ibility to earn a livelihood. For myself,if Icould have the 
, cay in the matter, 1 would make no limit as to age, but 
<ould treat all alike; neither would I make any distinction as to 
as f service, but would adopt the scriptural parable of the 
1 rs in the vineyard. I have obtained from the Pension Of- 


vy i 


OT Gl 














{i , following estimate of what it would cost to pension allat 
t] sof $12 per month, in addition to what it now costs, and 
here insert the figures as a part of my remarks, as follows: 
\ ‘invalid pensioners on the rolls receiving less than $12 per month and 
: it that would be required to pay them a uniform rate of $12 per 
GENERAL LAW. 
5 a | Month} A 
\ } y Annual 
Number. ae = | amount ad- | amount ad- | 
: * | ditional. ditional. | 
| 
' 
wate rman $6.00 $6.00 | $224,460.00 | $2, 693,520.00 | 
wenncacsneeson 6.25 5.75 80.50 966.00 | 
<ccneeadesa ews mani Mae 6. 374 5. 624 11.25 135.00 | ~ 
ee 3. TS 5.25 5.25 63. 00 
ee sipchduiiriasteala 7.00 5 00 | 185. 00 2,220.00 | 
scmiieciestimiaaeannae 7.50 4.50 1, 062. 00 12, 744.00 | 
eet re 7.75 4.25 | 17.00 204.00 | 
8.00 4.00 136, 624.00 | 1,639, 488.00 | 
, 8.% | 30. 60 360. 00 
1,071.00 12, 842. 00 
8.37} 40.00 
16. 25 196.00 | 
636. 00 1, 632. 00 | 
13.75 165. 00 | 
40.00 480.00 | 
11.25 | 135.00 | 
9 47,478.00 | 00 
1. 80 | 1.00 | 
19.25 00 
21.00 00 | 
1.37} 18.00 | 
2.50 80.00 | 
51.00 60? 00 
23.75 1,485. 00 | 
? OO 4 OO 
7.00 +. 00 
2.75 | 
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ber of soldiers of the c 
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Special acts, invalids 


month each 











The billasked by the Grand Army of 
| of which petitions have been rec 
village in the United States, asks that thea 
sions should commence be fixec 
| would somewhat reduce the estimate of 
vill here insert the estimate as to th 
Union Army, as given out by the Pension Office, 
at this time, as follows: 


ne toone 
and one- 
half. 
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> ~1.00 Op 


roe. or 


| = 





aa a ee eh 6, 500 3,200 | 1, 300 | 8, 500 
i seeviebiibiaaesetelnion asithithacit paibieiascieninad 5, 800 2) 900 | 1,160 | 8, 000 | 
DO civics haeaisicoa ditch shine aieiibeenceedl 8 800 4.400 | 700 | 4.800 | 
tna isan tains setae cian tel Gi decstiinald 12,700 6, 400 | | 6,800 | 
no nartsbenthinhioonnsiniaeritalinenstinmanddeaniscibed 15, 800 7,700 | 8, 200 | 
OG a s-ss sa dallaiag i a cecliatsinniaceaciacil 17, 200 8, 600 | 3,500 | 9, 200 
Gr. einai lige a a 16, 100 8.100 | 8, | 8, 700 | 
EEL LLL ELIE SSE GLY EEE 15, 600 7,800 3,000 | 8, 400 | 
Ot. -wwanscswnens acundbisinnwapiaalsisapibacmetie | 15, 100 7,500 | 200 | 8, 100 | 
icici A AEE TEN 14,300 | 7,100 S| 7,700 | 
IRIS SEED TREE ah ee Dee koe 13.500 | 6. 800 | »' 600 7,200 
BC. cee ee eee en eed 12’ 300 | 6, 400 | >” 400 6, 800 | 
SO aos enttsniints dnininini anielpsliapin ab kacaditeliiind itaeinaniasideahe | 12, 000 6,000 | 2, 300 6,400 
Dy 2a cnn eocene cance ncccrscaccennnceneenncce sees 11, 000 5,409 | 2,100 | 5, 900 
CU = aw scinnnn midiviva asics ets lalla te shlgek ldiebon ape dential 9,900 4, 900 1,900 5, 300 
A a aia inestancnissniibaseiepenecienaalianaaiicaaiminensio’ 8, 600 4,200 1,700 4,600 
(e. . raw a wecenennees ial chedpidibuasa kia tatiana 7,300 8, 700 1,400 3,900 
1 = vacen memninsiennheha cibiedniglionionainiincncitic teams ating 5, 700 2,900 1,100 8,000 
Fens «0 ass einai oiteoetee easenepauaanirweaiieincnnaneaiahe 4,2 2,100 800 2,200 | 
5S BG UD a cenenienseedih cbiuae asvnneawiiind 14, 000 7,000 | 2,700 | 7,600 | 
DE recvnssunenieelleeindle Cacccans ankle’ 28,400 | 113, 200 | 43, 700 | 21, 300 











tam told that should the age limit be fixed at 65 years instead | 
of 62 years the total additional cost to the Government would not 
exceed from eighteen to twenty millions of dollars for any year, | 
probably not to exceed fifteen millions. It seems to me that | 
would be as little as we could do at this time in justice to these 
survivors of the nation’s defenders. I desire here to incorporate 
Sa part of my remarks, with my full approval of every word 
thereof, an editorial which I find in the National Tribune of 
January 14, 1904, as follows: 


WHY LONGER DELAY? 


oS 


ne ; i i i | 
and tho isand times more impressive than any speeches made in Congress, 
eee iments, any editorials, is the simple fact that over 50,000 veterans | 
are dying every year. | 
RY ‘at 1s, the setting of every Saturday's sun is noted by the eyes of fully 


By ' fewer veterans than grected his rising the previous Sunday morning. 
4very Churchyard in the loyal part of the country receives weekly additions | 


to the new-made mounds which dot its surface, and these rise above gallant | 


breeste that once stood in the front of battle when the nation’s life was as- | 
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long waited, Congressional action can not be too speedy. Its tardiness has 


left 55,000 to die the past year, going to their graves bereft of that which was | 


vightfully theirs. In their windowless palaces of rest, under the sighing 

under the tearful willows, they lie far beyond the nation’s justice or 
the nation’s gratitude. With the green sod above them, they reck nothing 
whatever of the ‘progress of legislation,” or the fervid appeals of their 
friends to the dull ear of the money-seeking age. 

In the sickness of heart they have died the death of despair,and Congress 
can d » a3 little for them as for the dry bones rotting in the Valley of Gol- 
gotna, 

Now it is for the Congress to determine how many more myriads of such 
men—of the men who in the very flower of their young manhood gave every- 
thing to the rescue of the country—shall be allowed to perish before it comes 
to their relief in the fulfillment of promises made in the extremity of the 
nation’s danger. Congress can not give pensions to the more than 50,000 who 
died last year, to the hundreds of thousands who died in the years immedi- 
ately preceding last year; it can not give them the food, medicine, shelter, 
and support which would have in some degree solaced their dreary passage 
to the grave, but it can dothisfor the hundreds of thousands who are follow- 
ing their comrades the selfsame way down the valley which leads to the 
beyond, 


pines, 


It can not diminish the sin of its forgetfulness to those who have already | 


gone, but it can prevent an exaggeration and aggravation of that sin by im- 
mediate provision for those who remain. 

There are hundreds of thousands of veteransand their widows who see be- 
fore them only the dark prospect which has closed the career of their prede- 
cessors. Every one of them needs the food, medicine, fire, and shelter which 
their little pensions will provide. To them this recognition of the value of 
their services by the Government will bring more cheer and comfort than 
anything else possibly can. They are old, needy, prematurely broken by 
reason of what they did for the Government. In their day of strength they 
supported its weakness and made it the strongest of the powers of the earth, 
believing that in the days of their weakness, out of its abundant riches and 
strength, it would care a little for them. 

Vill the Congress yet doit? It should hasten to perform a gracious act of 
justice for which therais now the opportunity, but opportunity will quickly 
pass. Let us have, then, a service-pension bill passed at the earliest possible 
moment. 

For myself I want to vote to pension them all. If that can not 
be done, then, next, I want to vote for the Grand Army bill. If it 
is thought that the expense of such a law would be too great, 
then I will vote for the best compromise that can be agreed upon, 
but I do insist that some action should be taken. The nation is 
great and rich and powerful; it can afford a great navy for de- 
fense and protection. I voted for that bill, and am glad I did so, 
but I want to see this great nation care liberally for those who 
went out in the strength and vigor of their young manhood and 
risked all for the preservation of this Union. What this country 
is to-day we owe tothem. While a survivor remains on earth 
let us not shirk the payment of the obligation. 

If we must economize, let it be in some other direction, but not 
here. All that it costs we shall receive adequate consideration 
for in establishing forever in the minds of all citizens of the Re- 
public the proposition that this Government will always stand by 
and protect and care for those who volunteer for its defense in time 
of need. 3 
at a moment’s notice! And because we could raise such an army 
we probably shall not need it. You provide a great navy to in- 
sure peace. On the same principle so treat your soldiers that you 
can have the greatest army on earth whenever it may be needed. 

These old soldiers of the civil war will soon all be gone. The 
pension roll will not continue to grow larger, but very soon it will 
decrease more rapidly than it grew. Let us not delay, but do 
now that which we should do for the nation’s defenders. [Loud 
applause.| _ / 

Mr. PIERCE. I desire to ask my colleague on the committee 
if he will kindly yield me fifteen minutes. There are two gentle- 
men on this side who would like a few moments’ time, and I 
would appreciate it if the gentleman will kindly yield it to me. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. How much time have I re- 

naining, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty minutes remain- 
ing. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 


I yield fifteen minutes to my 
colleague on the committee [Mr. Prerce]. 


Mr. PIERCE. I thank the gentleman. I yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McDermott]. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman, I expect to yield back 
about one-half of my time in order that it may be given to the 
gentleman from Indiana, who desires to address the House on the 
subject of contemporaneous interest. I have listened with a great 


last delivered in favor of a Government appropriation in order 


that we may hold an exposition on the six thousandth anniversary | 


of the departure of Adam and Eve from the Garden of Eden or 


an appropriation can gain the attention of this deserted Hall. 

In the hurry call which summoned us together last November, 
we were told that the necessity for the extra meeting of Congress 
was found in the bosom of charity, and the bosom of charity was 
extended toward Cuba. We were told that a revision of the tariff 
duties between this country and Cuba was absolutely necessary in 
order that that suffering Republic might continue to expand and 
grow under the flag of liberty. I took occasion to differ from my 
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| Merchant Marine and Fisheries whether or not the trade between 


| secretary of the Hawaiian Sugar Planters’ Association. 





What a volunteer army we could raise in this country | 





| correct. 
colleagues at the time that the Cuban reciprocity bill was under | 





Marcu i. 


My insistment at that time was that the bil! 


consideration. was 
not called for by any emergency in Cuba; that it was a bill t})a+ 
would directly benefit what is known as the ‘‘ sugar trust,” anq 
the moment or two that I have I shall use to offer evidence of tho 
fact that I was right. g 

Two days ago, the question being before the Committee op 
this country and the Philippine Islands should be confin 
American bottoms, testimony was given by William G. Sy 


to 
h. 
He said; 
The effect of taking 20 per cent off of the Cuban tariff brought ¢! 


| sugar down that full amount. ” 


Mr. ForDNEY, of the committee, asked him: 


FY age is free on board ship at Hawaii? 
Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir; $16.75a ton, showing that the price for sugar fel! 
than that. 

Mr. ForDNEY. On the gross ton of 2,240 pounds it would be $7.55? 

Mr. SMITH. We have only the 2,000-pound tons. 

Mr. FoRDNEY. Then if that is true and the consumersin the United S' 
are not getting their sugar any cheaper, where does the difference go’ 
price has gone down and the price to the consumer has not gone down. 

Mr. SmiruH. The inference is that it goes to the refining company. 


Mr. Chairman, in practical economics no reduction on raw ma- 
terial used by any trust in the United States will, within the 


I ir 


domain in which that trust is controlling, inure to the benefit of 


the consumer. You can take all the tariff off sugar imported 
from Cuba, the raw material, and it will not reduce the price of 
the Havemeyer product to the consumer of this country one shade, 
I contended that when the bill was before the House, and I nec- 
lected to vote for the bill because I believed that was going to 
be the result. In my judgment the time has come in this coun- 
try for the Federal control of aggregated capital. No movement 
in political economy can have any good effect so long as from t! 
sides of the States in this Union are sent piratical ships known as 


| **corporations’’ to feast and fatten upon neighboring States. In 


my judgment this practice of creating State corporations for the 
transaction of interstate business must stop. I believe in a cen- 
tralized power for the creation of corporations. I want a hand 
strong enough to reach a monopoly in Maine or a monopoly in 
California. I want the power to take life from the corporation, 
and, so wanting, in the Fifty-sixth, the Fifty-seventh, and in this 
Congress, I introduced an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, which I will ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ARTICLE XVI. 
SECTION 1. That no State shall create or authorize the creation or 
ence of any corporation or incorporated association engaged, or to en 


| outside of the territorial jurisdiction of such State, for profit, in trade, 


merce, manufacture, or other business, except banking and insurance 
gress shall pass general laws under which such corporations may be org: 


| to engage, for profit, in trade, commerce, manufacture, or other busi: 


two or more States or in any State or States and any foreign cou 
countries, and under which ail corporate powers conferred may be 1 
lated, controlled, and forfeited. 
Provision shali be made by Congress for the reorganization, in accord 
vith such laws, of all corporations now existing under the laws of any ~ 


| or States, and authorized to carry on, for profit, beyond the territoria 


diction of a single State, trade, commerce, manufacture, or other b 
and for the continuance for a period not exceeding one year, of ali | 
heretofore granted by any State or States tosuch corporations. ‘ 
shall pass general laws for the government and regulation of corpo: 
organized in any foreign country and carrying on busines3 wit! 
United States. Congress shall have power to enforce this article by 
priate legislation. 
Mr. McDERMOTT. InafewdaysIshall speak in extenso t: 
adoption of this amendment to the Constitution, believing 
do, that the Constitution as now framed does not allow s 
enough for Federal legislation to restrain the wrongdoing o! 
porations organized by individual States, corporators that ar 
subject to visitation by any power sufficient to prevent wri 
doing. I shall then review the attempts that have been mail: in 
this Hall to suppress monopoly, and I take the opporturity o! the 
time now awarded me merely that the resolution calling for a 
amendment to the Constitution may be printed in the Rh! 
and the attention of Members of the House thus called 
| Applause. | 
Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my time 


| to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Miers}. 
deal of attention to the addresses of to-day, particularly the one | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recogni 
for fourteen minutes. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the friends of s 


‘ ! | or | subsidy have been bringing in their bills for many Congres 
something later, and I can not expect that anything not including 


after each rebuff or defeat altering the measures in some way ‘0 


| make them, if possible, more acceptable to the representativ: 


the people; and now, apparently weary of trying to force t 
project through Congress in any shape wherein it can be rec 
nized for what it really is, they have brought it in with a m 
on—the mask of a ‘‘ commission to consider and recommend | 
islation for the development of the American merchant mari) 
Mr. Chairman, this title is altogether too long; besides, it is 
It would be much easier and much better to call it 
‘* ship-subsidy commission,” for that is precisely what it is. 
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The majority of the Merchant Marine Committee have made a 
rt in favor of the bill, in which they pretend to argue in be- 


h if of a commission, but, as the minority report points out, they 
are arguing solely for a subsidy, and the commission, if appointed, 
would gointoits deliberations with the mind of its majority made 
np beforehand in favor of a subsidy. We all know that. Tho | 
House knows it, and the whole country knows it. The disguise 
is too transparent. The hands are the hands of Esau, but the 
yoice is the voice of Jacob. 


do not propose to waste time or strength in arguing against 

proposed commission as a commission. I protest against this 
ill and against the formation of this commission because I dis- 
»ve of the principle of ship subsidization. If the commission 
i tituted it is absolutely sure to report back a recommenda- 
tion for ship subsidization, and those who oppose that principle 
I 


5S ee 


ht as well fight and kill it here and now by knocking out this | 
it is better to do our duty than to be deluded into | 


subsidy. 


ty 





( r ship-subsidy legislation. It is betterin the present case 
to do our duty promptly. Why should we authorize this commis- 


si The majority report practically confesses that it is after 
subsidy and subsidy alone. That being the case, we know all we 
need to know about subsidy already and are fully qualified to 
yote on the subject at once. Let usdosoand put the subsidy 
3c] » to sleep for the Fifty-eighth Congress by defeating this 
ssion bill. Otherwise we shall have to go all over the sub- 
again in the short session of next winter. 
heme has been killed frequently heretofore, but it will not stay 
illed. The ‘subsidy hunters’’ are not afflicted with bashfulness. 
ime and again they have been turned away from the doors of 
the Treasury, but still they rally for another raid, and again they 
t be beaten off. 
The proposed ship subsidization is class legislation in its worst 
n. Subsidizing the shipping interest would enable the leading 
persons and firms in that interest to put a large amount of public 
money in their pockets, which money would be contributed by 
the community at large. And all for what? Ostensibly to ‘‘ de- 
vi the merchant marine,’’ ‘‘carry the mails,’’ ‘‘ encourage 
ican seamanship,’ and “‘strengthen the Navy,”’ but in re- 
ality to enable a few steamship companies to make more money 
and to increase the wealth of a few men already wealthy by do- 
ms from the public Treasury. 
But itis said that we must develop the merchant marine and 
that this is the only way to doit. I am in favor of the develop- 





The subsidy | 





ment of the merchant marine, but not by unconstitutional, unjust, | 


and unfair methods, and I have no mamner of doubt that there 
re more ways than one for securing such development justly, 
y, constitutionally. 

put the subsidy proposition, to quote the words of the present 





| the taxpayers of this country. 
I J J 


honored Speaker of the House in a report made by him against a 
similar scheme years ago, is, ‘in effect, to give a bonus to assist 
certain persons to make a sale of steamships at a price greater 
than their value,’’ and its passage ‘‘ would encourage individuals 
to knock at the doors of Congress for profit at the general ex- | 
pense.’ There itisin a nutshell. A subsidy is a grant of public 
money—a ‘*‘ bonus ’’ from the Treasury—given to certain persons 
to enhance the market value of their goods or productions and 


to enable them to supplement their own rightful earnings by do- 
nations at the ‘* general expense’’ of the public. There may be 
more positively vicious and harmful, but there are not, and can 
not be, more selfish forms of legislation than this. 
\ir. Chairman, I do not see how any Representative can vote in 
x of such a subsidy proposition, unless there may be, perhaps, 
few Representatives whose constituencies are mainly made up 
of rich tariff magnates, managers of shipbuilding trusts, and the 
ike. But the great majority of citizens in almost every district 
e laboring people—Lincoln’s ‘‘ plain people.’’ It has become a 
trite proverb to call them “‘ the salt of the earth’ and “ the bone 
und sinew of the community.’’ This is trite, but true. That is 
precisely what they are. They have as much as they can do to 
along in the world—to ‘‘make both ends meet.’’ They are 


¢ 
ia 


9 
a 


| calling with the fidelity and patience for which fa 


| their rights, and, knowing, dare maintai 
| rrounded in ¢ ( 


great producers of this country—the ones who produce all the | 


7 


anifold things which have served to make this country great, 
famous, rich, and prosperous. They are also the taxpayers of 

; country—the ones upon whom the heavy tariff burdens fall, 
and who fill up the Treasury with the millions which we vote 
away so lightly and lavishly, and sometimes so unjustly. 

My constituents are true American citizens, imbued with the 
same spirit which actuated the free men of the Revolutionary 
period. They are not rich as a class—far from it. 
depend for their daily living upon the labor of their hands and the 
sweat of their brows. Thousands of them belong to that sturdy 


ones of ee or artisans in whose hall in Philadelphia the 
ongress 0 


foundations of American independence. Many of them are coal 


776 did its great work of laying deep and firm the | 


Most of them | 


are farmers, pursuing their arduous and confining, but nob! 
rmers have ever 
been noted. 


Many others besides are railway engineers and fi mn, black- 
smiths, foundry men, and members of a score of of! ndustrial 
vocations, and all doing a man’s honest daily wo1 und it 
well and faithfully. They are plain but solid citizens. hey un- 
derstand the principles and methods of government. They ‘“ know 


history and theory o 
jority of them are Democrats, very 
understand all about this subsidy idea. 
this or any other measure which would e1 
pense of the many and pick the pock 
stituents to bolster up the shipbuilding trust’ 
Taxes, properly so called, are imposts levi lect 
for the support of the Government in the interests of all the cit 
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zens alike. But itis a wrong use of words, in fact, to call a sub- 
sidy of this sort something derived from ‘‘ taxation.’”’ It is sup- 
plied not by taxation, but by spoliation. It is not an ‘‘ appropria- 
tion,”’ it is arobbery in the form of law. [Applause.] 
Shipbuilders appear to be getting along very well without any 
subsidy. Where is the right or justice in granting sul ies to 
shipbuilders and make the people pay? If the ship rs can 
not make their business pay by the application of common busi- 
ness rules and laws, why should the taxpayers of this country be 
asked to put their hands in their pockets so as to guarantee the 


profits of the enterprise? 








Meanwhile the talk about “‘ the shipbuilding interest being the 
only interest in the United States that is not protected’’ is all 
rubbish. Our laws permit the importation of all materials for 
use in shipbuilding in this country free of duty; in addition to 
which there is the consideration that the price of iron, steel, | 
ber, and most other shipbuilding materials is now practically as 
low here as abroad. Besides, all foreign v Is are rigorously 
excluded from our coasting trade, all our naval vessels are by 
law compelled to be built in United States yards, and our mail 
subsidies are twice or three times as large as those paid by any 
other nation to its vessels for carrying its ocean mails. [If all 
these considerations do not constitute ‘* prote mn,’’ what do they 
do? 

The development of our merchant marine can be stimulated by 
equitable methods, no doubt; if not, that offers no justification 
for resorting to inequitable methods. Better have no merchant 
marine in the foreign carrying trade at all than to have one that 
has been built up and sustained by the enforced contributions of 


to do with 


ay to treat 


The only proper thing 


a rattlesnake is to kill it at sight. The only prop 


vu 


a subsidy proposition in Congress is to jump on it with both f 
as soon as it puts in an appearance, and that, too, whet! t 


pears in its own proper person or in the thin di 
chant marine commission.’? [Loud applause. } 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, does the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee |[Mr. GAINES] want five minutes 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like a minute or two to 
read a few lines of the evidence educed before the Ways and 


tobacco growers’ anest 


Means subcommittee on the 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, will the n 
from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I yield to the gentler m 
Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I \ ] k 
the gentleman a question. I recognize the fa ‘ 
man is either the father of this movement or | ( h 
study to it as anybody,and I would like to as 1 this q n: 
We have two sources of revenue—internal revenue and 4 
Now, there are pending in the Ways and Means Con 8 
bills providing for endangering or losing at st ixty 
millions of dollars of internal revenue. In this pi n has 

| the gentleman given any idea or consideration to any method of 
providing an equivalent revenue for what this bill will take off? 
If he has will he not tell us about it? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, the gentleman's ures as 
to what it will take off are away over the mark 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I refer to all of the proposit on 
different subjects. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, the gentleman means to repeal 
all internal-revenue taxes. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, no; but in this particular case 


| 


has any consideration been given to making up the revenue that 


this bill would take away? 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have not 


minersand quarrymen, serving the public well in a vocation among | given any study to putting a tax on something else so as to make 


the very hardest and most dangerous known to mankind. Many | up the so-called ‘‘ reduction’ that may be caused by passing 


any 
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of th 2S 
luced, 


ms: 


one 
tre 
reas 
1. No revenue is derived from leaf tobacco, Mr. Yerkes testified. 
2. The revenue derived from hand twist is about $700,000 to | 
$750,000, Mr. Yerkes says—an insignificant sum, you see 
Before we knew these facts—before Mr. Yerkes testifie od before 
— cominittee last weel 
bruary 4, I stat 
) bra i} 
out of Unite 
1883 fn the 
a police charge, 
After the ] 
here. and the 
tured tobacc: as we did unde 
have no legislation on the weldaed= that the growers could not 
be put in any worse fix than they are under existing laws 
But this was on the supposition that to give the growe rs the re- 
lief they wanted and needed to continue to raise tobacco could 
not be granted without transferring the 
and hand twist to the export tobacco manufactured. 
But we now have the factsshowing no revenue will 
to give free 
amount will 
twist 


» bills that the friends of the tobacco growers have in- 
including the one which I have introduced, for these 


d that we could not tax export tobacco, 


, Fel 
exc ept 


d States; that we had s 
called tax, and cited the cases. 
he aring [ talked with the tobacco g 


ithey would rather tax the export manufac- 


or sO 


y Sai 


be disturbed 


be diverted from the Treasury to repeal the tax on 
The farmers see they may not get any relief if they insist 
on the stemming and twist propositions, so in my country they 
have about agreed to put up with free trade in natural leaf. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Tennessee a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK. Andalso the gentleman from Connecticut. 
question is this: Whether, under the guise of this police-stamp 
tax, you can really 
Constitution? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The Supreme Court, through Mr. 
Justice Bradley, for the whole court, in both of the 
cases to which I refer held that the police-stamp tax law was 
valid } not as a tax, for policing the export or to be 


speaking 
as a *‘ charge,’’ 
exported tobacco out of the United States and prevent frauds by 
the exporter. For example: Where a man said he was 
export tobacco, and therefore it was not taxable, that we simply 
took his word for it, a 
cents 

Mr. C LARK. Po a pound? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Thirty-two cents for a long time, 
and 10 cents part of the ime, on the 
think, but on the bundle or hogshead. according to value. 
The facts are all set out in the cases to which I have referred, one 
which is to be found in 92 United States Reports, page 317, 
», Pace, the other in 117 United States Reports, 'Turpin 
a sains t Burgess, page 504. These suits were entered for an enor- 
mous amount of tax paid under prot st. 
30-cent “ tax’? and the 10-cent * tax’ 
charges to pay the cost of separating the export tobacco from the 
domestic or nonexport tobacco. The stamp placed on the export 
identified the export from the other,and thus secured its ship- 
ment abroad, and if not, its ultimate taxation, if not, in fact, ex- 
ported. Thus fraud on the Government was prevented and the 
pr xis were used for revenue, I presume. 

CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I will state to these gentlemen 
[ am with the tobacco crusaders, but the gentleman from 

‘ticut asked this question as to whether or not 
stitution for revenue that you are going to lose 
question I ask is this: Can you, under the guise of I 
stamp tax, levy such a tax as to bring revenue into the Treasury 

on exports in violation of the constitutional provision which s: ays 
that you shall not have an export tax at all? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That direct question was raised in 
both of these cases that I have referred to, and the court squarely 
met the question and said this particular charge or ‘‘tax”’ 
called was a valid police stamp tax, whether it was 3( 
whether it was 10 cents; the amount of the tax made 
ence. It was valid because it was a police tax, as I have explained. 
When Congress repealed it the title of the act repealing it read 


a 


purgess 1 ot} 


CE: 
Mr. 
that 

CG onne 


sul tHis 


The 


SO 


ly a stamp police tax to police the export tobacco 
ich a tax from 1858 to | 
Supreme Court of the United States held it valid as 
growers who were | 


r this law of 1868 to 1883 rather than | 


levy a revenue export tax in violation of the | 


iat 
| 
| 


| three minutes or five minutes more? 
| what I started to s 
k—at our first hearing before the commit- | 





trade in leaf tobacco to everybody, and but a small | 


as usual. 


| request to his collectors all over the United States to find out how 
| much tax would be « 
tax from the natural leaf | 


MARCH 1, 


Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit me to 
make a suggesti 

The CH: AIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expire ‘d, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will not my great benefactor, the 
| gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. McCi EARY], yield me two or 
I have not really stated 
say; I have been sodiverted. I desired to talk 
on another branch of this subject just a minute or two. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I could not forbear to yield to 
the gentlen nan, I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thank my friend. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Chairman,I just wanted to make this suv- 
gestion, that so far as the revenue from this particular tax is eon- 
cerned, could we not economize a little bit and save it altogethe: 
get along without it? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 


Oh. yes; my friend is exactly right, 
Recent light on the subject shows the shifting of t 

tax to exports is unnecessary. Mr. Yerkes sent out recently a 
liverted from the Treasury of the United 
States in the event we take the ¢-cent tax off all hand-twist to 
bacco—stemmed and leaf tobacco—and after he had gotten in al] 
of the returns and searched ali the books at his hands, he said it 
would not amount to more than seven — xd thousand to seven 


| hundred and fifty thousand dollars a yea 


| of the Government. 
| forcement of the 





going to | 


Here is his language, on page 51 of ‘the he irings last wee =f 


It is very difficult, Mr. Chairman, for me to say exactly what amount o 
the Government would lose by the enactment of the second sec ti on, ¢ 
after as thorough examination as I could make by correspondence with 
collectors throughout the United States and by examining all the pee ord 
which we have access and trying to reach an accurate statement as to 
1mount of tax annually secured by the Government through the 6 cent 


| pound levied on the twisted tobacco as disting guished from other fort 


That | 


manufactured tobacco. But I do not belie 
day more than $700,000 or $75! 
manufactured tobacco. 


Then again, on page 53, I asked him the question: 


Then I understand you, Mr. Commissioner, that you approve of that s 
tion of my bill? 
Mr. YERKES. 


ve the Government receives 
),000 per year as the result of the tax upon twis 


I do not think that it would materially injure the rev: 
I do not think it would materially affect the 


wroper ¢ 
revenue law, and I believe it would give large relief tot 


tobacco grower. 


The section I referred to is the first section of my bill, which 
gives free trade to everyone in the naturalleaf, just like corn and 


| wheat. 


nd that a tax levied on it—in that case, 34 | 


| a tax on the ‘‘ 
tobacco, not per pound, I | 


| of that! 


We had a tax of 30 cents on hand-twist tobacco from March : 
1865, to July 13, 1866, which I alluded to in my former sp 
and we received about $7.000 revenuein sixteen months. We! 
fine-cut’’ tobacco, ‘* hand twist,’’ etc., making t! 
kinds, taxed us one or together, and the aggregate of the tax v 
$9 an as to be practically not worth collecting. For twe1 
months the amount, at 30 cents a pound, was only $520,000. Thu 
That was in 1866 to 1868. The rate was 24 cents un 


| this law. 


The court held that the | 
> were both valid as police | 


| which, I be lieve, all these bills call for— 
| will not reduce the revenues of the Gov one at all. 


Here we are relieving the hand-twist tobacco of the 
States, asking that 6 cents per pound be taken off that cla 
tobacco, and also that it be taken off stem tobacco. 

Mr. Yerkes says that giving us free a in leaf toba 
am sure mine does 
And 1 
the marvelous fact is that to-day upon the statute books o! 
country there is a tax of 6 cents a pound on leaf tobacco w! 


| sold by anybody but the grower himself toa consumer. TT! 


of that—a tax of 6 cents a pound on natural-leaf tohacco—a 


| placed there by the Congress of the United States, and in suc 


you had any | 


| in the business of selling the natural leaf to 
th is D ylice- | 


vexatious way that nobody in the United States is now enga 
‘** the consumers 


the United States. Yet that tax and restriction are there: 


and it 


| is such a restraint, such a restriction upon the action of. the 1: 


producer who undertakes to sell leaf tobacco to consumers 
other people, that no one is engaged in that business—not 01 


| Why is it there but to hobble the grower and control his toba: 
| as it does? 


0 cents or | 
no differ- | 


The consumer buys no natural leaf unless he buys it from t 
producer, and they live so far apart that the consumer is forc 
to buy his tobacco, which you have seen exhibited here to-d: Y 


| my friend from Kentucky-—the ‘‘ manufactured ’’ product— 


| the tobacco trust. 


something like this: ‘‘An act to repeal the export tax on tobacco”? | 


— the word *‘ tax’’); 
lared this a ‘‘tax’’—an ‘export tax.’’ But the court said, 

‘Weare not bound by what Congress says.’’ Simply because 
Canines said it was a *‘tax’’ does not make it a ‘“‘tax.’’ It was 
no more 
that carries it away from the United States to a foreign land. 
But I did not expect to discuss these questions, Mr. Chairman. 
The revenue over and above the enforcement of this law was of 
course used as ‘‘ revenue,”’ 


dec 


and counsel argued that Congress had | 


a tax, Mr. Justice Bradley said, than taxing the ship | 


We are not asking to invade the revenues : 
the Government on that proposition. Weare asking simply th: 
you take away a restraint now placed upon the article by an i 
iquitous provision of the law, for which both parties, Democrat 
and Republicans, must be held responsible. 

By a later act, the act of April 12, 1902, Congress said that when 
tobacco was subjected to any change except curing it became 
manufactured tobacco, so that the farmer if he makes the leas 
change in the natural leaf of his own, growth (except for his per- 
sonal consumption) he becomes a manufacturer, and must pay @ 
manufacturer's tax of 6 cents a pound, and must box up all the 








194. 
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tobacco he manufactures, which is an outrageous inhibition in 


tself. 

Now. Mr. Yerkes, the Commissioner, did not approve the re- 
moval of the tax on hand-twist tobacco, but he approved free 
trade in leaf tobacco. He disapproves of the proposition with 
reference to hand-twist tobacco, not because it will reduce the 

-onue of the Government to the extent of $750,000, but because 
this class of tobacco, if freed from taxation, will take the place of 
the manufactured tobacco. 

Now.1can not believe that. Manufactured tobaccoisconsumed 
by those whom you may Call the aristocrats of the country. The 
laboring class—the laborers in the mine and in the cornfield and 
cottonfield and out in the camps—use the old country tobacco, 
the real. genuine tobacco which you have seen here to day. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, reserving the 
lance of my time, I ask thet the bill be now read for amend- 
ment and debate under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Mc- 
Creary] having reserved the remainder of his time, the Chair 
will assume that general debate is now closed, and directs the 
reading of the bill. 

rhe Clerk, proceeding to read the bill, read as follows: 


1 ? HK: 


sealer 


< } 


Mr. THAYER. 


tant sealer of weights and measures, $1,200; second as- 


of weights and measures, $900; clerk, $1,000; laborer, $480; in 


assis 


Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of mak- 


ing some inquiry of the chairman of this committee [Mr. Mc- 
CLI relative to some of these appropriations. I find that this 
y we are appropriating a million and a half of dollars more 
than we did last year, and that last year we appropriated about 
$100,000 more than we did the year before. Thus the annual ap- 
propriations for the District are increasing year by year, and this 
year especially, to an alarming amount. 

[ notice here in this department of the sealer of weights and 
I ives that you have a salary for the chief of that office of 
52,500, and you have an assistant sealer of weights and measures 
at $1,200, and you have a second assistant sealer of weights and 


measures at $900, then a clerk at $1,000, and then a laborer at 
in all, $6,080. 

‘amounts and number of salaried positions in this office 
‘ticeably in contrast with what is done in my own city of 
Worcester, Mass., where we have 125,000 people, and all that is 


paid out in the department of the sealer of weights is $800, and 
{ nly one person. I donot know for certain, but [ am inclined 
to think that you have appropriated here for the office of sealer of 
weights and measures twice what is appropriated in the great 


city of Boston. I should like toknow whether this appropriation 
runs in the same channel with what it has been heretofore, be- 
cause we all know that one to be competent to perform the duties 


of sealer of weights and measures is not required to have a very 
illed knowledge of mechanics or to bean expert. Youcan take 
iman out of any machine shop who will bea fit person for sealer 
of weights and measures. It is not necessary that he should have 


ny special education to prepare himself for that work. I ask 
hy it is necessary then that we should appropriate here $6,030 
r three sealers of weights and measures, a clerk, and a laborer? 
It seems to me it is altogether disproportionate to the amount of 
service that economically can be rendered in that department. 
| do not know but this is the rule; I do not know but you have 


had these same salaries and the same number of employees here- 


tofore, and I ask for information on the subject. I understand 
t here in other departments you appropriate with a very lavish 
hand. Here is the office of the corporation counsel, appropriated 


r on the sixth page of the bill. We have passed over that. It 
ins through several offices. My attention was called particu- 
rly to this office of the sealer of weights and measures, because 
of what I knew existed in my own city, and I am inclined to think 
that very nearly as much service is rendered in Worcester, 
although it isa smaller city than this. At least more than half 

service is rendered there that is rendered here, and we pay, 
if I mistake not, about $800 there, while here you pay $6,080. I 
rose more particularly for the matter of information. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, by way of 
‘nswer to the gentleman from Massachusetts, I would say that 
until a few years ago the office of sealer of weights and measures 
Was a fee office, paid according to the service, the incumbents 
making out of it what they could. Some five or six years ago, 
after due deliberation by the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia—the legislative committee—it was concluded that this should 
be a salaried office. 

I will say to the gentleman that the fees of the office more than 
pay the salaries that are herein provided for, and in the appro- 
priation for these salaries we have followed the recommendations 
of the Commissioners, who have this matter in charge and who 
know of the needs to be met. 
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I would like to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts whether 
he has heard any complaint from any of the business men of the 
District that their weights or measures are examined too fre- 
quently? 

Mr. THAYER. I have not. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Has anyone complained that 
the weights and measures used in this District are too nearly cor- 
rect? 

Mr. THAYER. I have not heard anybody complaining, be- 
cause they all seem to have a piece of the pork, and all mouths are 
closed. All through this bill, from beginning to end, it 
as if nobody objected or complained. I am simply comparing 
what you are paying here with what they are paying in other 
cities, and I think itis an exorbitant sum and that some one ought 
to investigate the matter. Pecause the taxpayers | 


1 a 
WOKS 


here do not 
have to pay the entire expense, but only pay half of it, is no rea- 
son why we should pay each department twice much as i 


as iS 18S Tre- 
quired for a proper conduct of the business. I do not understand 
from the gentleman now whether he has ascertained that it is 


re 


lee SVS- 


necessary to have as many officials at as high prices as are h 
provided for.. He simply says that a few years ago the 
tem was in operation. That has been done away with in thiscity. 
I am very glad of it. 

It has been doné away with generally thr 


ughout the country; 
but that does not prove that there is not too much appropriated 
for this department. It seems that no one has investigated it. 
I suppose it has been recommended by someone. The sealer of 


weights and measures may be an ordinary person, taken out of 
any manufacturing establishment—an ordinary mechanic. I sup- 
pose if some one had recommended that he be allowed $5,000 a 
year no one would have questioned it. The question in my mind 
is, Has this committee investigated this matter, so y know 
that it is requisite to have as many assistant sealers of weights 
and measures as are provided for, and whether the price paid is 


iT 


that the 


a fair price? That was what I rose toask. Ido not know but 
it is proper, I do not know but they work day and night; I do not 
know as they are paid enough, and it seems nobody else knows. 











We are simply passing this provision and others in this bill with- 
out knowing anything about them 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Special assessment office: For special asses sment rk,$ ) 
at $1,200 each; two clerks, at $800 each; in all, $11,900. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I want t < the gentleman 
in charge of the bill about this item ecurs to me that it is 
a very large item for clerk hire for t nent work. 
I notice there is an appropriation of $169,000 fpr t ssessment 
and permit work. I take it that this is work that lor ler 
what is known as special assessments, so in appr iting § 00 
you are paying $11.900 for clerks. Now, if 1 rightly m stand 
the bill, the business of these clerks is to k rack of t é 
cial assessments—that is, making up the t lis. Am [ right? 
Is the business of these special-assessment « » make up the 
tax bill and bookkeeping part of what a pecial- 
assessment work *’ for which you appropria’ 000. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Th is t. 

Mr. COWHERD. Then I ask the gentleman if he d not 
think it is a pretty large item of bookkeeping expense for what is 

| known as the “ special-assessment work” of the District, wher¢ 
there is very little work of that character done? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. There has been t ap 
propriation for a series of years, and it is the sum r de 


by the Commissioners for this work. The question has not been 
raised before. 





Mr. COWHERD. Well, I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
this shows ten clerks, as I understand it, in this item, to do th 
bookkeeping of the special-assessment work of the District of Co- 
lumbia. Now, the House knows that there is very little s ial- 
assessment work done in the District of Columbia. In maz 
cities paving is done by special assessments, and grading is do1 

| by special assessments, and there are special assessn s for side 
walks and for sewers. But in the District of Columl 
practically none of that work. We have a sidewalk tax as 
special-assessment tax, and probably some sewer : iter-main 
tax. 

That is practically all there is, and yet here is a force of nine 
clerks provided for taking care of the bookkeeping end of that 
small business. I submit to the House and to the gentleman in 
charge of the bill that this is not economical legislation, and that 





we are entitled to more information than the leman has given 


us to warrant an appropriation of that ki 


The Clerk read as follows: 


hit 


ilti. 


t 








Street-sweeping office: Forsuperintendent, $2,500; assistant superir 
and clerk, $1,600: clerk, $1,000; four in sctors, at $1,200 each; ten it 
at $1,100 each; three assistant inspectors, at $%0 each; foreman I 


dumps, $900; messenger and driver, $600; in all, $25,100. 


Mr. THAYER. Here we are again, Mr. Chairman, this time 
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providing for a superintendent of the street-sweeping force. I | 
suppose it is for the superintendence of the street sweeping, if it | 
is street sweeping, of these ‘* white-winged angels,’’ who scatter 
the filth over the surface instead of letting it stay in one place. 
Twenty-five thousand one hundred dollars for superintending 
these white-winged messengers, as I understand it, in sweeping 
the streets. Now, what I wish to find out is whether there is any | 
need of paying $25,000 and making an appropriation of such a size | 
{ superintending sweeping the streets. I think it is an | 
pon the taxpayers of the country and upon the taxpay- 
of Washington to appropriate any such amount for that pur- 
I do not know whether the same amount bas been appro- 
d heretofore or whether the number of persons provided for 
»same. Iam entirely ignorant on the subject, and I should | 
to get some information from the committee who sit here and 
appropriate $25,000 for superintending the street-sweeping force. 
That may be a matter of very little importance to them, but 
when a rural free-delivery carrier in my district, that can not live 
on the pay he is receiving, asks that you allow an increase, they 
will talk you to death before it will be granted. I think we had 
better look at the bunghole as well as the spigot and see where | 
eri I would like to have some information 


mupo! 


the Treasury is suffering. 
on the subject. If it is proper and right I have no objection to | 
it, but we should not let this measure go through without some 
reliable information inthismatter. Ishould like toknow whether 
provisions are rade for the same number as there were last year, 
and whether they are to receive the same salary that was appro- 
priated last year, and whether it is or is not necessary we should 
have this amount appropriated. In short, let us know something 
what we are legislating about. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
thing short of $300,000 to keep the streets of Washington clean. | 
And I think that 


country 


Mr. Chairman, it costs some- | 


those who are familiar with cities all over the | 
will say that they are kept comparatively clean. To keep 
them clean requires the services of several hundred men, includ- 
ing the ‘‘ white wings’’ referred to by the gentleman from Massa- | 
chusett The men thus employed need supervision. That su- 
pervision is provided in the paragraph now under consideration. 

My friend will note that at the head of this supervisory force 
isasuperintendent. He has one assistant and oneclerk. Then 
there are seventeen inspectors who immediately supervise the 
work. 

The streets are divided into districts, to the end that the men | 
engaged in the work shall have competent supervision during its 
progre The seventeen inspectors are assigned to that duty and | 
there are none too many. 

The salaries are not high. The salary of the superintendent, | 
$2,500, is regarded as byno meanshigh. Indeed, thesuperintend- | 
ent himself thinks it should be increased. 

Mr. THAYER. I notice that the gentleman said there had 
been a recommendation made that the salary be increased. Is 
there any salary here where there has been a recommendation 
for a decrease, or any recommendation of that kind with refer- 
ence to the whole appropriation? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
decreases, but—— 

Mr. THAYER. Whois urging the increases except the men 
who are receiving the salaries? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. This is precisely what you 
have the committee for—to take into consideration the merits of 
the requests for increases. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

verseers, inspectors, and other employees temporarily required in 

ion with sewer, street, or road work, or the construction and repair 

ings and bridges, or any general or special work authorized by appro- 

itions, including all necessary clerical and other services and all necessary | 

core »3, harness, and wagons, when specifically and in writing ordered by the 

Commissioners of the District, and all expenses incidental to or necessary for 

the proper execution of said work, shall be paid from and equitably charged 

yriated for said work; and the Commissioners of the 

District, in their ann nal report to Congress, shall report the number of such 

overseers, inspectors, and other employees performing clerical or other serv- 

ices, and their work, and the sums a to each, and out of what appropria- 

tion, together with the sums expended for horses, harness, and wagons; and 

all horses, buggies, or carriages owned or maintained by the District of 

Columbia shall, so far as may be practicable, be provided for in stables 
owned or operated by said District. 

Mr.COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill how many District officers are provided with 
horses and carriagesat the expense of the District government? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
is a member of the legislative committee of the District of Colum- 
bia. A report was recently made on that subject and referred 
to his committee. Being well informed as tothe work of his com- 
mittee, my friend probably knows the answer to his own ques- 
tion. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, to my knowledge no report 
has been made on this subject to the District Committee of the 
House since I have been a member of it. Therefore I have no in- 





8s. 


Nobody is especially urging | 


| word, for the purpose of asking a question. 


| department costing $7,000 to look over insurance policies, 


| this District? 
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formation whatever on the subject. And I ask the gentleman if 
he has the information to give it to the House. If he has not. | 
submit the House is entitled to some information. We have had 
a good deal of talk around here about various Government officials 
having horses and carriages, and I think we are entitled to know 
how many the District officials have. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Speaking from recollection 
and not being sure of being absolutely correct, I should say that 
no one, except possibly the three Commissioners, has a carriage 
which is used for personal purposes. 

Mr. COWHERD. And they are the only officers for whom freg 
carriages are furnished? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. As far as I can now recollect, 
There are other men, of course, in the District service who n 


| sarily have conveyances to be used in the discharge of their official 


duties. 


Mr. COWHERD. Of course I understand that. Iunderstand 
that inspectors perhaps sometimes have to have carriages, and 
certain officers of the fire department have to have them. But | 
referred to official carriages, such as I have heard discussed 
the other bill. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The three Commissioners, Mr. 
Chairman, are the only ones of which I know, and even in t 
case of the Commissioners the carriages are used chiefly for offi- 
cial purposes, I understand. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

Department of insurance: For superintendent of insurance, $2,500; exam- 


Hae $1,500; clerk, $1,000; statistician, $1,400; temporary clerk hire, $600; in all, 
7,009. 


Mr. PERKINS. 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
I would like to ask 


| the gentleman in charge of the bill what is this department of 


insurance that requires, I think, $7,000? What have they to d 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. This department, Mr. Chair- 

man, is to this District precisely what the department of insur- 

ance istoaState. Iam confident that the gentleman understand 


| what such a department is for. 


Mr. PERKINS. Yes: but Ido not know why they require : 
That 


is all they have to do. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The District of Columbia is 


| an entity apart from any State or Territorial organization, and 
| this District has precisely the same needs for an insurance de- 


partment that any State has. 
Mr. PERKINS. Are the insurance companies incorporated in 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. How many? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. And there are many foreign 
companies doing business in this city. The insurance com! 
sioner of the State of Maryland has no authority in the prem 
nor the insurance commissioner of the State of Virginia, and t! 
is no other way to protect the citizens of this District excep 
having just such an organization as is required in the several 


| States, and which is provided in this paragraph. 


The Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 
For purchase of books, $5,000; 
For binding, $3,000; 


For fuel, lighting, fittmg up building, and other contingent expenses, ¢ 
In all, $14,000. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would move, in line 15, to 
strike out the word “‘five’’ and insert the word ‘‘ter;’’ and | 
would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill something 
about the provision in reference to the library. Now, the ¢ 
tleman is algo on the committee having charge of the Cong! 
sional Library, is he not? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I am, sire 

Mr. PERKINS. I know, of course, Mr. Chairman, that t 
expense of running a library is large in proportion to the am 
that is expended on books, but it does seem to me that in thi 
port made by the committee the amount expended for sack is 
of proportion to the amount expended for bread. Here is an 
penditure of $35,000, of which only one-seventh, 14 percent of t 
entire amount expended on the library, goes for the purchas 
books. Now, I think, Mr. Chairman, that in the Congressi 
Library, where there was some criticism recently as to the 
portion of operating expenses in proportion to the amoun' 
pended for books, the amount spent for the purchase of bo 
was very large, some 14 per cent. And it does seem to me, 
Chairman, that to expend $35,000 for a library where there ‘ 
only $5,000 worth of books for the benefit of readers of the Dis 
trict is unusual. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman per 
mit a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 


—————————— 
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Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. DoI understand the gentleman to state 
that there are only $5,000 worth of books? 

Mr. PERKINS. The appropriation this year—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. But the gentleman remembers there are 
many thousand dollars’ worth of books already there. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, yes; books that have been bought; but 
for this year there is an appropriation of $35,000 for the library, 
and only 14 per cent of that goes for books. That certainly is 
unusual, I think. The gentleman in charge of the bill is familiar 
with these questions of libraries and can tell me if that is not a 
much smaller percentage than is expended for books in the Con- 
cressional Library. I may be wrong, but I do not think I am. 
~ Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. In answer to the inquiry of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS], which is a per- 
fectly proper and pertinent one, I direct his attention to the fact 
that in the appropriation bill for 1903 there was an appropriation 
of $40,000 for the purchase of books. Of that money quite a 
considerable sum remains unexpended. That is the reason why 
the appropriation was made relatively small this year. 

Mr. PERKINS. ThenI understand there is a balance of how 
much unexpended? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I have not in mind the exact 
amount. But the committee thought that the unexpended bal- 
ance and this $5,000 would buy all that could be catalogued and 
got into working order for the library this coming year. 

Mr. PERKINS. What does the gentleman think should be the 
proper proportion of money expended for books in proportion to 
the running expenses of the library? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That question can not be an- 
swered definitely. Itdependsoncircumstances. The gentleman 
understands, of course, that this library has a great many dona- 
tions of books. The library has now some70,000 volumes. It is 
expected that when it is at its normal working power, it will 
have about 100,000 volumes. Weare adding to that number as 
rapidly as the committee thinks the books can be catalogued and 
put into use. 

; Mr. PERKINS. Well, does not the gentleman think that the 
appropriation of $20,000 for salaries is a pretty liberal one for a 
library of this size? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. If it were the initial appro- 
priation—if this appropriation of $5,000 were the initial appropria- 
tion for the purchase of books and that for handling the books 
were $20,000, it would, of course, be out of all proportion. 

Mr. PERKINS. I want to ask the gentleman whether he does 


not think that for a library of 70,000 volumes $20,000 is a pretty | 


large pay roll? That is not a great library like the Congressional 
Library, which requires a large number of highly skilled people 
to properly catalogue and arrange the books. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman will recall two 
facts to begin with, and I need only remind him of them. 

in the first place, the building in which this library is located 
was donated to the District of Columbia by Mr. Carnegie. 
usual rule in making such donations is to require that the com- 
munity to be benefited by the donation shall bind itself to appro- 
priate annually for maintenance a sum equal to10 per cent of the 
money which he gives for the building. 
has been $375,000. Ten per cent of that is $37,500. We do not ap- 
propriate in toto that amount. We are within that 10 per cent. 
In this case Mr. Carnegie did not make the usual requirement. 
In the second place, the-building is quite large, and is intended for 
a larger library than is there now. It has not simply one but 
several rooms. These rooms must be practically all in use, each 
being partly supplied with its equipment. Hence the amount of 


money required to handle the books is larger than if this were a | 


completed library in a smaller building. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
that this allowance for clerk hire is too large? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Why, they ask for fifty-odd 
people, and we have given them only thirty-seven. 

Mr. PERKINS. LI ask what the gentleman thinks himself. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. And they made a good argu- 


ment, as the gentleman can see by reading the hearings. 
Mr. PERKINS. Oh, they will ask for anything; I know that. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. No. I want to say, in justice 


to the gentlemen composing the board having charge of this 
library, that they are among the best citizens of this District. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not question their citizenship. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They are doing the work as a 
labor of love, and they gave the committee the benefit of their 
beet judgment. Speaking for the library board, its president, Mr. 
Theodore W. Noyes, of the Eventing Star, said to the subcommittee 
on this point: 

’ We suggest that the question of the creation of an adequate, original, nor- 
mal library force has not yet been determined, and that until the teachings 
of at le st one year’s experience were available it could not be wisely and 
finally settled. “Im regard to the working-force estimates in general, I will 





His | 


Then the gentleman does not himself think | 
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say there is not an item that is urged without careful consideration and with- 
out the conviction that it is necessary for the library’s maintenance. 

It is far from our purpose to swell the total of the library appropriation. 
We do not think that it needs to be or ought to be largely increas We 
propose a cut of $3,000 in the contingent fund appropriation of last year, and 
if a further reduction of the aggregate of library estimates is necessary, we 
suggest that you look for cutting purposes, first to our estimates for books; 
and we ask that you give careful consideration on its merits to each item 
that is presented as required to provide additional needed force and the very 
few and slight increases propceed in 








sd 


salaries. 

And to show that the salaries recommended by the library 
board were very moderate, Mr. Noyes gave the following figures, 
showing salaries paid in the public libraries of cities of approxi- 
mately the same size as Washington: 











De iets 1 Ove Minneap- | San Fran- 
Newark. | dence. olis. | cisco. 
SY ln aaa ree | 4.200] 4,000} — 3,000 | $3,000 
Assistant librarian ............- 1,000 | 1,500 | 1,300 | 1,320 
Reference librarian --.... pate 1, 000 795 | 840 840 
Assistant reference librarian - + 420 MD Aiasinks Gdictcbsdckentinnni 
| 





In making up the salary list in this bill the committee tried to 
be prudent without being parsimonious. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York insist 
on his amendment? 
Mr. PERKINS. 

nation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No part of the money appropriated by this act shall be used for th 
ment of premiums or other cost of fire insurance. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I move to amend the paragraph just read by 
adding at the end of line 3, page 13, the following: 

Nor shall any part of the money appro 
payment for the use or hire of any telephones, or to pay for any telephone 
service ata rate greater than $5 per month for each telepl and no con 
tract shall be made in excess of said sum of $5 per month for each telephone 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
the amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Perhaps it would be just as well to have the 
point of order stated and decided now. I do not think my amend- 
ment is subject to a point of order. Does the gentleman make a 
point of order? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I simply reserve it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, adressing myself first to the 
point of order, I will say that if the paragraph just read is proper 
on this bill—and I have no question that it is—then this is in 
order as an amendment to that particular section. What is the 
section which I propose to amend? Itr 

No part of the money appropriated by this act shall b¢ 
ment of premiums or other « fire insurance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would prefer that the gentle- 
man from Minnesota should state his point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; I should like to know what it is. 
was just trying to anticipate what it might 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not 
discuss the point of order now, but simply 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 


No, sir; I withdraw it, in view of the expla- 


@ pay- 


panies by this act be used for the 





10one; 


I reserve a point of order on 


ada: 
aus. 
» used for the pay- 


st of 


I 


1 
ne 





ntleman to 
state what it is. 
[It struck me when the amend- 


ask tne & 


| ment was stated that it was legislation; that is the thought I had 


} 





in mind. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota makes the 
point that the amendment is out of order because it proposes 
legislation on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ido not think the amendment is subject to 
the point of order. It is simply a limitation upon the expenditure 
of the money proposed to be appropriated by this bill. The par- 
ticular paragraph now under consideration declares that— 

No part of the money appropriated by this act shall be used for 
ment of premiums or other cost of fire insurance. 

Now, the amendment which I offer undertakes to relieve the 
District government, if not the people of the District, from one 
of the most oppressive monopolies, one of the most extortionate 
corporations in reference to its charges that I know of in any part 
of the United States. 

I apprehend that there is not a city in the United States wh: 
the charge for telephone service is as high as that imposed in this 
city. Congress has the power, and it should, whenever it has the 


the pay- 


re 


opportunity, exercise the power, to reach this corporation or these 
corporations which impose upon the people by the extorticnate 
charges they make for the extremely inefficient service which 
they render to the public. 

Mr. BOWIE. What do they charge? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ido not know, except from some personal 
experience. I believe it is about $10 a month and 5 cents for each 





message exceeding three sent from a particular place. 
hotels we are charged 5 cents for each message. 
Mr. LACEY. Would it not be well for the gentleman from 


At our 
é ur 
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Georgia [Mr. BartLetr] to modify his amendment so as to make | Chair understands the gentleman wishes to be recognized to offer 


the limitation conform exactly to the statute, so that while the | his amendment when page 29 is reached. 

legislation applying to private individuals is being contested in Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

the courts this company shall not draw out of the Treasury any The Clerk read as follows: 

charge in excess of that fixed in the statute regulating the rates For contingent expenses of stables of the engineer department, includ; 
of toll? forage, livery of horses, shoeing, purchase and repair of vehicles, purchass 


Ar. PD "Ty : ait) Seaee ot sation sf, and repair of harness, blankets, lap robes, purchase of horses, whips, oi!s 
ae ly BART LETT. i did a a have that statute before me. brushes, combs, sponges, chamois skins, buckets, halters, jacks, rubber boots 
Mr. LACEY. I supposed the gentleman had those figures be- | and coats, medicines, and other necessary articles and expenses, $5,000: an 1 

2d 


fore him. no expenditure on account of the engineer department for the items nam¢ 
Mr. BARTLETT. No, sir. Yesterday and to-day I have | ™ this paragraph shall be made from any other fund. 

undertaken to find some place in this bill where appropriations Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, I move that 

are made specifically for telephone service; but as happens in | the committee do now rise. 

some other appropriation bills—not wrongfully, of course, but Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman withhold his motion unt}! 

necessarily—that particular matter seems to be covered up in | we dispose of this paragraph? We are right in the middle of ii 

such a way that the uninitiated can not find it. I undertook to | and I have some suggestions to make when the paragraph is com- 

ascertain from my friend the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. | pleted. 

McC.Leary], member of the committee having this bill in charge, Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. This paragraph can be con- 

where the appropriation for telephone service was provided for | sidered as pending. Let us rise with the understanding that this 

in this bill, so that I might introduce an amendment to limit the | paragraph is to be considered as pending. 

price, and thus protect the Government, if we can not protect all| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves that 

of the people of the District, from the extortion of this most ex- | the committees do now rise. 

tortionate monopoly. The motion was agreed to. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that is all I desire to say with 
reference to the merits of the amendment. As to the point of | 
order, it occurs to me that no one in this House ought torun away | the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 

an opportunity, but that everyone here ought to be glad of pmmittes had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12833, the 

the opportunity to pass an amendment like this. We have been District appropriation bill, and had come tono resolution thereon, 
| 

| 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
umed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE, Chairman of the Committee of 





st 
0 th 
irom cc 
struggling with it for some time, and while this is a mere feeble 
effort in the direction of reaching this abuse, it is certainly a step 
in the right direction to reach it. I donot think this is subject 
to the point of order, Mr. Chairman, and I have but one author- 
ity, although I think there are quite a number to which the atten- 
tion of the Chair might be called. The one I refer to is found on H. R. 6089. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma L, 
page 345 of the Digest and Manual: Nagle; 

To a paragraph providing for armor and armament of naval vessels a pro- H. R. 8227. An act granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk; 
viso that the total cost of rmor should aoe exceed a certain amount, and H. R. 10145. An act to provide for appeals, writs of error, and 
sedge tt eae ee ee ton washeld | other appellate proceedings from the circuit and district courts of 
: a ae ae : Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texas; 

I might read numbers of decisions made by chairmen of the H. R. 865, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C 
Committee of the Whole in various Congresses. Chase: : ” me } 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman—— H. R. 6352. An act granting a pension to Mary Huff; 
Tha (* R AW oes the cent] a: rield? . : se < es nal : . ae arte : 
tg ee oo the gentleman yield? H. R. 2019. An act granting a pension to Mallie Gwynn; 


H. R. 11021. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 








Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am sure my | weems: 
£ . . ws j ’ P ? M 
friend will permit a suggestion. H. R. 8850. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
{r. BARTLETT. Yes. fea 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. On page 29, line 13, of the bill | 
is a place where the gentleman’s amendment would certainly be | 


in order, in the State of Minnesota; 


Mr. BARTLETT. Where is that? : 19 blishi : ates c at Marietta 
Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. Page 29, line 18. Now, my | pata apd eo United States courtat Marictia, 


sugcestion to the gentleman is this H. R. 4045. An act granting a pension to Minnie Gusler 
Mr, BARTLETT, Will the gentleman permit me to say that! 37, WACHTER also, from the Committes on Enrolled Bills, 
I went to him this morning and asked him to point out a place | reported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
where the amendment would be in order? | United States, for his approval, the following bills: 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Inthe hurry of the moment | “yy. R. 7620. An act defining the limit of navigation of the 
I could not find it; but I have found it now. Z ” 


H. R. 9308, An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River between the countiesof Wright and Sherburne, 





d : sage River in the State of Missouri; 

Mr. BARTLETT. I knew if the gentleman could not find it " H. R. 8435. An act to amend the act of Congress of March 11, 
a SPOOL BARY of Minnesota. I suggest to my friend from 1902, relating to homesteads; and 

Lr. ut i i sota. ge y irien r 24n a ‘. . wns 
Georgia whether it would not be wise—i will ask him, in the first Hi. B. 6645. An act for the relief of the State of Towa. 
place, whether he knows what rates are actually being charged? SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Mr. oan ee Ido not know, except as to the rates| Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
charged vo individuals. itles were taken from the Speaker's tabl heir 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Might it not be true that the poeta committees aa indionted a res 
rates now being charged are really less than those suggested by | ‘§. 4503. An act to provide for sittings of the circuit and district 
the gentleman from Georgia? courts of the southern district of Florida in the city of Fernan- 

Mr. BARTLETT. Idonot know. : dina, in said district—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. In view of the statement just| §, 752. An act providing for the erection of a public building in 
made by my friend, Iam sure he will consent to withdraw his | the city of Bluefield, W. Va.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
amendment for the present, until he has time to ascertain exactly | ines and Grounds. 
what the rates are, and then, if ho feels that there should be an! , 3218, An act for the relief of Civil Engineer P. C. Asserson, 
amendment, he can offer it on page 29, line 13. retired—to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iam perfectly willing to take that course.| § 4079, An act for the relief of James Denton—to the Commit- 
I stated to my friend that I wanted to offer an amendment. tee on Claims. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentlemanisentirelycor-| §, 4165. An act to provide that a term of the circuit and dis- 
rect, but I could not at the moment find the place for him. trict court of the United States for the district of Vermont may 

Mr. BARTLETT, Then, Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the | he heid at Newport—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
amendment at this place; that is, I am willing to withdraw it, if 
it is the will of the committee. FORT HALL INDIAN RESERVATION, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-; The SPEAKER laid before the House the following concurrent 
mous consent to withdraw the amendment. resolution: 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will offer it at the place suggested by the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment will be withdrawn, The 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
March 1, 1901 
Resolved by the Senate (the House o resentatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return tothe Sénate the bill of the Senate (8. 2323) 
— to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation, to correct 4 
clerical error, 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration | 

‘ ncurrent reso lution? 

, was no objection. 

j lution was agreed to. 

CHOCTAW INDIANS. 

Tr STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- | 
ent to have printed as a House document a memorial of the 
( taw Nation or tribe of Indians in the a in Territory pro- 

ng against the passage of the bill H. R. 12764 

ie PEAKE R. The gentleman from Texa Ag saa unanimous 
consent to have printed as a House document the memorial to 

i he refers. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

JULIETTE WESTBROOKE. 

PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I presented to the House this 
morning a resolution authorizing the Speaker and the President of 
the Senate to cancel their signatures to a bill, the beneficiary of 
the bill being dead. I find since that neither the Speaker of the 
H nor the President of the Senate has signed the bill, and the 


ct os ‘tion on the bill was in the Senate, where they agree in our 
n here. I therefore ask unanimous consent to rescind the 
the House adopting the resolution this morning 


4 i O1 

the SPEAKER. The order of the House adopting the resolu- 

ti will be vacated, if there is no objection. 
3 was no objection. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I move that the House do now 
a umn. 

fhe motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
11 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the followi ing executive com- 
munication was taken from the Spe aker’s table and referred as 
{ . 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of W ar, submitting an 


estimate of appropriation for barracks and quarters for troops on 
the Isthmus of Panama—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
aud ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
0 the Cl erk, and referred to the several Calend ars therein named, 
as follows: 


Mr. CURRIER, from the Comm 


fol- 


+ 


ittee on Patents, to which was 


reierred the bill of the House (H. R. 6487) to amend chapter 4952 
of the Revised Statutes, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1287); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred House joint resolution (H. J. Res.118) auth¢ wrk ing the 
Secretary of the Interior to use $5.000 of the amount appropriate 
by the act approved February 18, 1904 (Public No. 22), tor o ric: 
work and labor connected with the sale and leasing o f Creek lar di 
and the leasing of Cherokee lands in the Indian Territory, r ported 

same without amendment, accompanied bya repo rt (No. 


; Which said joint re solution and report wer e referred to the 
ittee of the whole House on the state of the Union. 


t) 
1288) 
Commit 

r. POWERS of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 


M 











Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11815) to limit the time within whic h prosecutions may be insti- 
tuted against officers, agents, or employees of the Unit red States 
repo! = e same with ame ndment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1289); which said bill and report were referredto the House 
Calendar. : 

ir. LEGARE, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11582) authorizing tl the i oe 
ance of letters rogatory by the C mmis 3 r of 3, and 
| iding for the execution of letters rogatory is from for- 
eign patent offices, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
I ed by a report (No. 1290); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
wl saben ervedl the: ball of the I use (H. R. 12235) to pi vid 
for the opening of the remaining po ortion of the Colville Resex 
tio in the State of Washington, and for other purp : 
mitted the views of the minority thereon, to accompa y report 
{ erred to the 


No. 1070, part 2); which said bill and views were re 
Comm ittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


2637 






















| REPORTS OF CO} MIT TEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTION 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private s and lnti of 
| the following titles were severally fy ees, de 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to i ( d >Wh 
House, as follows: 

FULLER, from the mi tte nm i valid Pe mn to 
which was referred the bill of the He H. R 21) gra , 
an increase of pension to J. M. Ellis ported the sam 
amendment, accompanied by ar t (No. 1247); which said bill 
and report were referred to the e ¢ la 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committ i Invali 3, to 
which was referred the bill of t i aD ae il e 

| an increase of { ion to Nancy A. Ki ported the sa with 
amendment, accom} ed by a report . v *h said bill 
and report were reierred t re Privat ] 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Commi on Invalid Pen s,to which 
was referred the bill of the Hous H. R. 7986) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Stephen Bricker, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1249); which i bill 
and report were referred to the Private Caler 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Comm n Invalid P 
sions, to which was referred tl ill of t) 1. } 

‘anting an increase of pension to J.S. Mavity, the samu 

h amendn , accompanied by a report (N ) which 
said billa report were referred to the Privat da 

Mr. FULLER, from the Commit ee on Inval l ons. to 
which was ref« ee of the Ho: 1 H. R. 2041) ¢ 
an increase of pension to James W. lams, reported the sam 
with an ndme t, accomp: a ad a . rep t (No. 125 which 
said bill an d report were referred to th » Private Calend 

Mr. HOLLII AY, from the Cor mmit on Invalid } ns, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1877 
an increase of pension to George H. Suits, reported t! 1 
amendment, accompanied by a report (N 52); wi A 

nd report were referred to the Private ¢ ic 

Mr MUEL W. SMITH, from th ( 

P which was referred the } i 
12134) ing an increase of per 
reporte same with amendment, a i by 
(No. 1253 which said bill and report wer 1 totl 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. DEI EMI ER, fri 7m the “e ee on Invalid Per 
which was referred the biil of +} H. ! 

a pension to Lyd fo, Gevitt. on rte he same V amet 
accom} } ya report (No. 1254); which 1 ll and 2 
Ww erres 1e Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMt EL W. SMITH, from the | n Ir l 
Pensions, to which was referr: he } of the ] e(H.R 
granting an “ease of pension to Th E. ( P l 
the sam iment, accompanied Mr No. 1 
w! nd report were referred t Pri ( 

te also, from the same con tee, to h was re 
bill of t] H.R. 6 65 ‘ranting 1 
John W. Hay, reported th ne with at 
by a report (No 1258); which s said bill aud r i 
to the Private Calendar : 

Mr. FULLER, from the C > on I 
which y referr he bil if j 
an in » of pe to J ] 

( 5} ment nN wi 
bill and r r i i 

Mr. DEEMER, from ( i I 
which was referred the » | } 
an increase of } i » Char H. 

. _¢ 
Ww 1am an } ir v 
bill and 1 refe1 to the } 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMI ym 1 
Pensions, to which ! t 
So) eral an i S 
same W mendn ied 
W f 1 i aha 

Mr. FULLER, fr 
wh ras refe t] 

i r i A T 

fr. SUI WAY, f 
which 1 l the rf 
a 

? 
we 

He also, 1 
bill of th suse (Hi 
i Coffin, reported tl le Wilt i i i by a 


pene 
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report (No. 1262); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. ' 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12434) granting an increase of pension 
to Rebecca McKinney, reported the same with amendment, ac- | 
companied by a report (No. 1263); which said bill and report were | 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

| 

' 





bill of the House (H. R. 12436) granting a pension to Ida E. Ner- 
ber, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 1264); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12099) granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin M. Slayton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1265); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11610) 
granting an increase of pension to Alexander 8. Hill, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1266); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11011) granting 
an increase of pension to John Linn, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1267); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10924) granting an increase of pension to 
Cline Morris, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1268); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9796) granting 
an increase of pension to William Berkley, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1269); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9738) granting a 
pension to Rebecca Simpson, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1270); which said bill and repart 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11629) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nannie J. McDowell, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1271); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12342) for the re- 
lief of Lawrence H. Rousseau, reported the same with amend- 





ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1272); which said bill and | 


report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1861) 
granting an increase of pension to James Wilkinson, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1278); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 
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report (No. 1279); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. : 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, {, 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8.2959) granting an 
increase of pension to Ada Johnson, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1280); which said )j!] 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18042) granting 
a pension to Esther J. Lee, reported the same without amend. 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1281); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12474) 
granting a pension to George Preston Reeves, reported the sama 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1282); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12557) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Gardiner, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1283); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12628) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew P. McConkey, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1281); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 779 
granting an increase of pension to Lazarus Minnich, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1285); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 


ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 3109) for the relief of Noah 


Dillard, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1286); which said bill and report were referred to 


the Private Calendar. 


— 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 


upon referred as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 12581) for the relief of the Pullman Company— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 


on War Claims. 


A bill (H. R. 11877) granting an increase of pension to Minnie 
C. Wilkins—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 

| ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 11177) granting an increase of pension to George 
Manypenny—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 12451) granting a pension to Joseph A. Cox—Com- 
| mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


; Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which | of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7772) granting a pen- | follows: 


sion to Robert Leach, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1274); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8120) granting an 
increase of pension to Delzon Allen, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1275); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8479) granting a pension 
to J. H. E. Guest, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1276); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8715) granting a 
pension to Alice A. Siverd, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1277); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9079) granting an | 


increase of pension to Elizabeth Davison, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1278); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5330) 
granting an increase of pension to Robert D. Gardner, of Queen 


City, Mo., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 


By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13291) for 
the protection of game animals, birds, and fishes in the Olympic 
Forest Reserve of the United States, in the State of Washington— 

| to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 13292) to extend the lines of 
the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company—tothe Com- 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18298) to extend the lines of the Anacostia 
and Potomac River Railroad Company—to the Committee on the 


District of Columbia. 


By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 18294) to provide 
for the establishment and appointment of an additional United 
States commissioner for the twenty-third registration district, 
Atoka division of the central district, Indian Territory, to be 1lo- 


cated at Coalgate, Ind. T.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 13295) to promote, foster 
and encourage the fine and industrial arts by an exhibit of early 
American prints and engravings at the World’s Fair, St. Louis, 
Mo., 1904—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expo- 


sitions. 


By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 13296) to amend section 
2305 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 


mitte on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. SOUTHWICK (by request): A bill (H. R. 13297) to 
provide for the registration and protection of trade-marks—to the 


Committee on Patents. 


By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 18298) to amend section 2827 


SE eee ae 


ec See 
- 














Revised Statutes of the ‘ite 
nmittee on Mines and Mining. 


Jnited States, relating to lands— 


Mr. ALEXANDER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 122) per- 
‘ Maj. Thomas W. Symons, Corps of Engineers, to assist 
+. State of New York by acting as a member of an advisory 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. McDERMOTT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 123) pro- 
ne an amendment to the Constitution of the United States— 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ACHESON: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 47) to 
inorease the number of bound Congressional Directories—to the 
C um itte on mg 


. COWHERI 


aon 


: A resolution (H. Res. 236) to investigat 





the Post-Office De parne nt—to the Comn litte e on Rules. 
f , resolution (H. Res. 237) to investigate action of railroat 
in 1 of live stoc k—to the Committ os se On Rules e 


tli} At = 
By Mr, ¢ SOEBEL: Memorial of the general assembly of the State 
of Ohio, approving of the provisions of H. R. 6475—to the Com- 


mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule 2 XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and 


follows 
By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 138299) granting a pension to 
Edah A. Kit ridge—to the Committee on Pensions. 
vy Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 13300) grantii “ certain rights 
al Ly ‘ivileges to th cuttin rs of waterworks in the city of 
Erie, Pa.—to the Committee on the Public Lan: is. 


By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 13301) granting a pension to 
ie L. Chittenden—to the Committee on, Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 18302) for the relief of 


Boone Chandler and others—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 





By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 13303) forthe relief of the 
estate of W. A. Rawlings, deceased, late of Fayette County 
Ter to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13304) granting an increase 
of pension to Arbana Wade—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 


Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H.R. 183 305) granting an increas 
of pe n to Amos L. Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pr S. 
By Mr. ” ORK FT: A bill ( H. R. 13306) for the relief of the heirs 
of Richard Reynolds, deceased—to ton i ommittee on Claims. 


+ DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7) granting an increase of 
pe 1 to George W. atdeeinn40 ‘- Committee on Invalid 

ir. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 18308) to pay certain claims 
of G. W. Howland—to the Committee on laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13809) granting an increase of pension t 
Arthur H. a —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
lso, a bill (H. R. 13810) granting an in: 

Samnel A. S mith, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. D' VIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13311) granting an increase of 
nsion to Bol livar Aldrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HH. R. 13312) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey Stearns+to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 13313) granting 
an ‘ease of pension to Thomas J. Spencer—to the Committee 
on invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBS« N: 
Scott, of Knox ate Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18315) granting an incre ase of pension to 
Ad — 1 Terry—to the Committee on ‘Inv alid Pensions. 

y Mr. HAMILT¢ IN: A bill 
t B hebe Damoth—to the Committes on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13317) granting a pension to ) fary J. Quirk— 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 138318) granting a pension to Ellen W. Gal- 
] to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 13319) granting an increase 
of. pension to Amos Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: 
of pension to George W. 
Per ions. 

so, a bill (H. R. 18321) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Mite ‘hell. —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 18322) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin F, King—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 13323) for the relief of Thomas Lookebill— 
to _ Comiittee on War Claims. 

‘iso, & bill (H. R. 13324) granting an increase of pension to 
John Kesler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 13325) for the relief of Harry 

Statiard—to the Committee on War Claims, 


A bill (H. R. 13320) granting an increase 
Walden—to the Committee on Invalid 


severally referred as | 


A bill (H. R. 13314) for the relief of F. A. R. | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


‘rease of pension to 


<6 39 


Stanard—to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13326) for the relief of Harry 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 7) for the relief of 
Big Rethel African Meth odist Episcopal Church, of Atlanta, Ga.— 
to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13828) granti 








try—to the Committee on Pr 
3y Mr. MOON of Pennsyly 
an increase of pension to He 


Invalid Pensions. 
3y Mr. MORR 
of pe nsion to Mic 
tee on Pensions. 
P- Mr. MUDD (by r requ 
of the estate of ¢ /yrus Mar , cle 
t on = ar : Claim 


ELL: A bill | 
ha el Kelly, ali 





to o the Commit 













Also, a bill (1 H. R. 13332) granting a pension to Honora Sulli- 
van—to the ¢ ommitte 6 on Pensions, 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 13333) gra ray 1 to 
Lucy Ann Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13334) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Hair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18335) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben F. Moore—to the Cx nittee on Invalid P ns. 

Also, a bill H., R. 13335 ranting an i r Of } l i n to 
Frederick Schroyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also a bill (H. R. 138337) zg if an in of nsion to 
Jonathan Tripp—to the Commit 1 Invalid I ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13338) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin J. Heltzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13339) granting az a I 1 to 
Robert H. Brow ivalid Ps ! 

By Mr. RIX Y m t 
Henry J. Richard Pe ! 

By Mr. ROB! for icf of t 
heirs of Georg » on ¢ 


By Mr. SHE 
liam Gardner 

By Mr. & MIT I }) g1 
increase of pension to John H. W hip le the ¢ mitt 
Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. SOUTHALL: 
James M, | kre ll 





A ba § 


(H. R. 13344) for the relief of Li 
. United Sta ired h¢ I 


3 Navy retir 


tee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. SE PARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13345 
rf 7 nsion to Jeremi h Gill >the Ci t ) 
y Mr. STEENE! N: A bill (H. R he t 
1J. GB ll, v of William ] 1 t 
\ ree on 
By Mr. SU A bill (H. R. 13347 in iz 
of pel { ’ C. Cr to ( nitt | 
y id P e 
By Mr. WACI R: A bill (H. R 8) t ] 
5 ; : timo d., from a} 1 of 
+ > tT 
as contractors lor t new ¢ om-ii city of b 
Md.—to the Committee on Claims 
P wrt YT Tr, T rt 
AAA > . A A . 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following | 
| were laid on the Clerk's desk and referre ff WS: 
By the SPEAKER: Petition of Rev. Carl J n, of L 
Mass., in favor of the H ypburn-Dolliver bill—to the Con 


(H. R. 13316) Ss & pension 


| on the Judiciary. 
| Also, resolution of the North Side Board of Trade of New Yor 
City, in favor of bill H. R. 10871, providi for cl - 
to the Committee on Banking d ( 
Also, resolution of the North Side Board rad k 
| City, in opposition to the bill H. R. 7033, relative to s 
ure craft—to the Committee on the M« ant Mari: l Fi 
eries. 
Also, memorial of the Citizens’ Trade Ass 
| Mass., in favor of increasing the powers ¢ 







| 





merce Commission—to the Comunitt m I 
Commerce. 

3y Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolu 1 of t 
Club, relative to any improvement y of the 
house—to the Committee on Public Bi rsa ( 

By Mr. AIKEN: Papers to accompany claim of William Sum 


| mers—to the Committee on War Claii 





By Mr. AMES: Petition of W. B. Taylor and 122 others, of 

thuen; H. E. Hinkley and 21 others, of Everett; N. T. Whit- 
taker and 35 others, of South Framingham; H let A. Howarth 
and 10 others, of Lawrence; George E. Rackli nd 28 otl 3. 
Danvers; L. O. Cooper and 30 oth of Ashland; Thomas ] 
Stott and 12 others, of Ballardvale; John D. Camer d 50 





others. of Somerville; Herbert Judson White and 57 








































































2640 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Marcy i, 





Beverly; Rev. Henry D. Stevens and 85 others, of Reading; 


Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Tor. 


Eugene Grady and 25 others, of Middleton, and John A. Bowler | eign Commerce. 


and 19 others, of Framingham, all in Massachusetts, in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. BAKER: Memorial of the Boiler Makers and Iron-ship 
Builders of America, in favor of bills S. 2259 and 2263 and H. R. 
12222, 16139, and 7056—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the New York Produce Exchange, in favor 
of making Point Judith a harbor of refuge—to the Committee on 

tivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Supervisors’ Highway Convention of the 
State of New York,in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BEDE: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11596, granting 
a pension to L. P. Storms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of the farmers of Douglas 
County, Kans., in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Colony, Kans., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Kansas Federation of Commercial Inter- 
ests, in favor of the good-roads biil—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolution of the Kansas Federation of Commercial Inter- 
ests, relative to increasing the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: Petition of Mayor Lenhard Engel and 35 
others, of Kimball, Minn.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 13228, granting a pension 
to Caroline Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 11898, granting a pension 
to Barley D. Judkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petitions of Joseph M. Blute and 22 others, 
and C. H. Anderson and 71 others, of Pierre, S. Dak., in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petitions of citizens of Nebraska; Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Ord, Nebr.; Society of 
Friends, of Lincoln, Nebr., and Lincoln Executive Meeting of 
Friends, Lincoln, Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Deborah Avery Chapter, Daughters of the 
American Revolution, of Lincoln, Nebr.,in favor of bill to pro- 
tect the American flag, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of New England Postmasters’ As- 
sociation, in favor of bill providing for stamp certificates—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union and 43 others, E. Wooley and 22 others, and Rev. 
W. B. Hope and 25 others, of Guntersville, Ala., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of M. L. Ross and 
44 others, of Birmingham, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Brandywine Grange, No. 60, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, in favor of bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Petition of members and adherents of 
the Presbyterian Church of Keene, Ohio, for the passage of the 
Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the Massachu- 
setts State Board of Trade, in favor of passage of legislation fur- 
ther to define duties and powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, resolution of the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, in 
favor of legislation to further define the duties and powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of Las Vegas, N. 
Mex., in favor of legislation to increase the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Grain Dealers’ National Association, against 
supervision of inspection of grain by National Government at 
terminal markets and in favor of inspection under control of 
local exchanges—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the National Hardware Association of the 
United States, in favor of legislation to further define the duties 
and powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the National Association of Commission 
Merchants of the United States, in favor of the passage of legis- 
lation to further define the duties and powers of the Interstate 


Also, resolutions of the Grain Dealers’ National Association 
at Minneapolis, in favor of passage of legislation to further defin, 
the duties and powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Western Pine Shippers’ Association, in 
favor of the passage of the bills H. R. 6273 and S, 2439—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Delavan, Wis., in favor of tho 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. COWHERD: Petition of Hereford stock breeders of 
Kansas City, for investigation of interstate traffic as it affects tha 
transportation of live stock—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petitions of Hinsdale Grange and 17 others, 
of Hinsdale, N. H.; Ira A. Hamsey and 45 others, and F. H. Ap- 
bott and 8 others, of Colbrook, N. H., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of R. J. Carter and others, of Seneca, 
Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committce 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of James Shields Post, No. 57, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Wellington, Kans., in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Rey. G. W. Montgomery and 
Rev. G. W. Taft, of Oakmont, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Resolutions of Cornman Post, No. 57, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of California and Nevada, 
relative to bill H. R. 5756—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pensi»n 
to Calvin N. Swineford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Resolutions of wagon masters and teamister 
of Taylor and adjoining counties, W. Va., for the enactment of a 
law granting a pension to all teamsters of the war of 1861-1865 
who rendered service to the Government—to the Committce on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of F. M. Reynolds, L. L. Friend, and 53 other 
voters of Keyser, W. Va., for the passage of the Hepburn bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James A, Cogle—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of patrons and residents of rural 
route No.3, of Troy, N. Y., in favor of increasing the salaries of 
— carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and P 

oads. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petitions of Rev. Frank L. Hart and 22 others. of 
Chicago, [ll.; William Kennedy, M. D., and 17 others; Mrs. 
Emma 8. Hoyt, president of the Woman’s Christian Tempera 
Union, and L. D. Wakefield, president Prohibition Allianc 
Ravenswood, Chicago, Ill., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petitions of C. H. Richardson and 32 others, 
and Harvey G. Geer and 52 others, of Rockford, Tl... in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Emmerson Manufacturing Company 
Rockford, Ill., in favor of improving Kaw Valley, Kansas—to t! 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron- 
ship Builders, in favor of bills S. 2259 and 2263 and H. R. i222. 
and 7056—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Paper to accompany Dil! to 
pension Thomas J. Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of Warham Easley, praying refer- 
oe of claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

‘aims. 

By Mr. GILBERT: Petition of citizens of Shelby County, Ky., 
praying for the remoyal of the tax on tobacco—to the Committ 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petitions of Arthur Given and 79 oth: 
of Cranston; Rev. Edward B. Shaw and 27 others, of Pawtuc! 
John H. Buckey and 20 others, of Central Falls; R. N. Wyatt a 
16 others, of Tiverton; Orrin Kent and 10 others, of Cumberlan(, 
and Charles L. Brown and 88 others, of Providence, all in Rhos 
Island, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committ 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of B. M. Evans and 31 others. of 
Cold Springs, Ind., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petitions of P. C. Lismanand 28 others. 
and O. M. Stone and 37 others, of Oakland City, Ind., in favor o! 
the ee eres bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of L. W. Wilson and 
others, of Wilson, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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Mr. HITT: Petition of residents of Lindenwood, I11., against | 
liquors in Government buildings and Soldiers’ Homes—to | 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

«. petition of D. D. Emery and others, of Byron. Tll., in favor 

¢ bill &. R. 98302—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

“Also, petition of C. L. Miller, of Rockford, Il., relative to rural 
ers acting as agents—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

Post-Roads. 

_ petition of Rev. Henry Mason Baum, protesting against | 

illom bill, relative to preservation of aboriginal monuments, 

to the Committee on the Public Lands 

Also, petitions of H. L. Barber, D. F. Cox, 8. 8. File, G. P. 
D and J. D. Ford, of Davis Junction. Ill., against sale of | 
liquors in Government buildings and Soldiers’ Homes—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

\lso, petitions of residents of Davis Junction and Whiteside 
County. lll., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of patrons of rural-delivery route of Stephenson 
County. Ill.. relative to increasing the salary of rural carriers—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Rochelle Woman’s Club, favoring forest | 
reserve in White Mountains, New Hampshire—to the Comittee | 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Pavers to accompany bill for the relief of | 
Harry Stanard—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KELTHER: Resolutions of Merchants and Manufac- | 
turers’ Association of Baltimore, recommending improvement of | 
main ship channel giving access to the port of Baltimore—to the | 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Coal Club of Boston and vicinity, recom- | 
mending arbitration treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Merchants’ Association, recom- 
mending the placing of coal permanently on the free list—to the | 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Marine Exchange, recom- 
mending arbitration treaties with all foreign countries as a means 
of adjusting international controversy and preventing war—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, recom- 
mending a continuance of the rebate of all coal duties—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Citizens’ Trade Association of Cam- | 
bridge, Mass., recommending a treaty of arbitration between | 
United States and Great Britain and Ireland—to the Committees | 
on F< reign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Gloucester Board of Trade, indorsing | 
the Lodge bill for perfecting the consular service—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition to the President of the United States, to aid in | 
preserving the Calaveras big-tree groves—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, 

Also, resolution of the general court of the State of Massachu- 
setts, recommending a special mail rate for books sent to and from 
libraries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the National Grain Dealers’ Association and | 
the State Board of Trade of Massachusetts, recommending legis- 
lation to regulate interstate commerce—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 
_ Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade, on the sub- | 
jects of irrigation and forestry—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, approv- | 
ing bills S. 2259 and 2263, confining trade between the United | 
States and the Philippine Islands exclusively to vessels of Ameri- 
can registry—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | 
merce, 

Also, resolutions of the Drysalters’ Club of New England, rec- 
ommending an arbitration treaty between United States and 
Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LANNING: Petitions of Joseph Howell and others, of 
Hamilton Square; the Presbyterian Church of Basking Ridge, 
Somerset County; the Baptist Church of Baptistown, and the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Hamilton Square, Mercer County, | 
N. J., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Roman Catholic Church, Thomas Rud- 
den and 23 others, of Flemington, N. J., for the passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

sy Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the New York Produce Ex- 
change, favoring improvement of Point Judith harbor of refuge— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Grace Baptist Church 
and the Eighth Street Church, of Camden, N. J., in favor of the 
Hepburn- Lolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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By Mr. McCALL: Petitions of Rev. Wilbur N. Mason and 30 
other voters and 8S. N. Waters and 23 other voters of Cambridge, 
Mass., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Minne- 
sota State Association of Builders’ Exchanges and the Builders’ 
Exchange of St. Paul, in opposition to bill H. R. 89—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of St. Paul, Minn.., 
favoring the improvement of the upper Mississippi River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, at 
Minneapolis, Minn., in opposition to national inspection of grain 
at terminal points—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Minnesota State Association of Build- 
ers’ Exchanges, opposing the eight-hour bill—to the Committee 





| on Labor. 


By Mr. McNARY: Petitions of Hiram B. Crook and 45 others, 
of Boston, Mass., and Edward W. Frye and 16 others, of Jamaica 
Plain, Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petitions of T. R. Jones and others, of 


| Steele, N. Dak., and citizens of Mayville and Portland, N. Dak., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

sy Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of M. S. Topping and 23 others, 
of Claremont, Va..in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. MURDOCK: Petition of G. W. Young and 28 other 
voters, and the United Presbyterian Church members, of New- 
ton, Kans., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Byron L. Glenn and 12 other voters of Witt- 
rup, Kans., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. J. W. McIrvine and congregation, and 
Mrs. S. J. Rudd and others, of Belpre, Kans., for the passage of 
the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, petition of the Kansas Federation of Commercial Inter- 
ests, praying for a redress of wrongs practiced on them by rail- 
roads—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Kansas Federation of Commercial Inter- 
ests, praying for the passage of the Brownlow good-roads biil—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolution of Cornman Post, No. 57, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of California and Ne- 
vada, against passage of bill H. R. 5756—to the Committee on In- 


| valid Pensions. 


Also, petitions of E. B. Griswold and 18 others, and W. H. 
3rown and 17 others, of Hanford, Cal., and Thomas F. Williams 
and 10 others, of Armons, Cal.. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of Baxter Byerly and 11 others, of 
Advance, N. C., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 


| Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. PAYNE: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 132 
ing increase of pension to William Starks—to the Comm 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of Boiler Makers and Iron-ship 
Builders of America, in favor of bill S. 2259 and sundry other 


erTant- 


ttee on 


| bills—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. REEDER: Petitions of Mrs. Lizzie Granger and 40 
others, of Phillipsburg, Kans.,and William F. Cook and 13 cthers, 
of Jewell, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBB: Petition of H. D. Benedict and 
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Fredericktown, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of Rev. Philip M. Grogg and 20 others, of Lithium, 


inmittee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBINS( YN: Papers to accomnanvy bill erantin 
crease of pension to James A. Lowe—to the Com 
Pensions. 
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By Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of the Northern California Indian 
Association, praying for relief of the landless Indians of northern 


airs 


California—to the Committee on Indian Aff 

By Mr. SHERLEY: Petition of the West End Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Louisville, Ky., in favor of a bill to 
prevent nullification of the State liquor laws—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of residents of Indian Territory, 
protesting against absorption by legislation of the Territory into 
Oklahoma as a State—to the Committee on the Territories, 
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30, petition of residents of Little Falls, N. Y.,in favor of a 
bill to regulate immigration of aliens into the United States—to 
mmittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
sy Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of ministers of Ionia, 
h., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

», resolution of Hial P. Clark Post, No. 153,Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Michigan, in favor of a service- 
ion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petitions of George W. Cranston 
and 23 others. and Nathan Van Wagener and 13 others, of New 
Paltz, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on tl i 

} 











187 others, of Indiana County, Pa.,in fator of the Brownlow 
od-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Petition of John F. Edgar and 190 
others, of El Paso, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Doilliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Resolution of citizens of Tampa, Fla., 
in mass meeting, relative to improving the harbor at Tampa—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petitions of U. C. Hawkins and 
84 others, J. C. Smith and 25 others, and D. P. Smith and 81 
others, of Vernon, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 707, for the relief of W. R. 
McGuire—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Citi- 
zens’ Trade Association of Cambridge, Mass., relative to interstate 
commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Resolution of Enterprise Grange, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Salem, N. H.,in favor of a good-roads 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Charles E. Randall and 17 others, of Rochester, 
N. H., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petitions of A. N. Decker and 39 others, 
B. H. Campbell and 41 others, and C. D. Belden and 37 others, of 
Austin, Minn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Minnesota State Association of Builders’ 
nges, in opposition to bill H. R. 89, the anti-injunction 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of the Minnesota State Association of Builders’ 
xchanges, in opposition to the passage of an eight-hour law—to 
he Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of Arthur B. Burrows and 38 
others, of Andover, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

WOODYARD: Petitions of J. S. Penpoint and 37 
others, and Rev. S. C. Jones and 27 others, of Harrisville; W. H. 








Layt nd 39 others, of Coakleys; C. E. Walters and 22 others, 
of 1s m,and C. E. Hatfield and 77 others, of Fonzo, all in 
West Virginia, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 


WYNN: Resolution of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
Gueers’ Association and other commercial organizations of Cali- 
4072—to the Committee 
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rainst the passage of bill H. R. 
on the Judiciary. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 2, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett HAs. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on req of Mr. Lopar, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the Journal will stand approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9891) giving the consent of Congress to the re- 
moval of the restrictions on the sale of the Puyallup allotted 
lands, and confirming and legalizing sales thereof since March 3, 
1903; and 

A bill (H. R. 13290) making appropriation for clearing the Po- 
tomac River of ice. 

‘The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
resolution of the Senate requesting the President to return to the 
Senate the bill (S. 2828) relating to ceded lands on the Fort Hall 
Indian Reservation. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the Honse 
had signed the following enrolled biils, and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: % 

A bill (H. R. 19) establishing a United States court at Marietta 
Ind. T.; E 

A bill (H. R. 865) granting an increase of pension to Charles ©, 
Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 2019) granting a pension to Mallie Gwynn; 

A bill (H. R. 4045) granting a pension to Minnie Gusler: 

A bill (H. R. 6089) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
L. Nagle; 

A bill (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to Mary Huff; 

A bill (H. R. 8227) granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk: 

A bill (H. R. 8850) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Joyce; 

A bill (H. R. 9308) permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River between the counties of Wright and Sherburne, 
in the State of Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R. 10145) to provide for appeals, writs of error, and 
other appellate proceedings from the circuit and district courts 
of Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texas; and 

A bill (H. R. 11021) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Weems, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of the 
Schwaben Verein, of St. Joseph, Mo.; of the Schleswig-Holstein 
Veterans, of Davenport, lowa; of Germania Lodge, No. 3158, of 
Denver, Colo.; of the Luxemburger Independent Club, of St. Paul, 
Minn.; of the Germania Lodge, of Boston, Mass.; of the Gesang 
Frohsinn Verein, of Cleveland, and of the German Pioneer Sw- 
ciety of Cleveland, in the State of Ohio; of Venus Lodge, No, 
2209, of Buffalo, and of the Continental Bowling Club, of Br: 
lyn, in the State of New York; of Local Lodge No. 60, of Chi- 
cago; of the German Guild Schleswig-Holstein, No. 39, of Chicago; 
of the Plattdeutsche Gilde Uhland, No. 170, of Chicago; of the 
Plattdeutsche Gilde, No. 70, of Chicago, and of Teutonia Lodge, 
of Chicago, all in the State of Illinois; of the German Hungarian 
Benefit Association, of Pittsburg; of the Society of Men, of Sharps- 
burg; of the St. Michael’s Benefit Society, of Shenandoah; o 
St. Michael’s Society, of Fryburg; of the St. Joseph’s Relief so- 
ciety, of Erie; of the St. Joseph Beneficial Association, of Alto 
of the St. Anthony’s Musical and Beneficial Society, of Millval 
and of the St. Joseph’s Society, of Pittston, all in the Stai 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the interstate transportat 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committe 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Lagrange, of the congregation of the | 
tist Church of Lagrange, in the State of Kentucky; of the « 
gregation of the North Presbyterian Church, of St. Louis. 
and of the congregation of the German Methodist Epi | 
Church, of Lawrence, Mass., praying for the enactment of | 
lation to regulate the interstate tramsportation of intoxica 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the North Capitol 
and Eckington Citizens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., 1 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the extension 
of the lines of the Capital Traction Railway Company; whic! 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the Tuesday Club, of Dover; 
the Woman’s Club of Meredith; of the Fortnightly Club, : 
West Lebanon; of the Woman’s Study Club, of Whitefield; | 
the Historic Art Club, of Manchester; of the Froete’ Club. 
Keene; of the Natural Science Club, of Manchester; of the Pro- 
gressive Study Club, of Manchester; of Presling Beck Grange 
Kast Washington; of Brookline Grange, of Brookline; of Lyn 
Grange, No. 2387, of Lyman; of Wicwas Lake Grange, No. 2, 
of Meredith; of Lincoln Grange, of West Swanzy; of Aurora 
Grange, of Pittsburg; of Crown Point Grange, No. 65; of P 
boro Grange, No. 35,of Peterboro; of Liverdale Grange, No. 
of Riverdale; of Miller Grange, No. 84, of Temple; of I 
Grange, of Stoddard; of Piscataqua Grange, No. 176, of Newi 
ton; of Northwood Grange, No. 209, of Nogthwood; of Silver 
Mountain Grange, of Lempster; of Haverhill Grange, No. 212, of 
Haverhill, and of Riverside Grange, of Dalton, all of the Patrons of 
Husbandry, in the State of New Hampshire, praying that an ap- 
propriation be made to purchase a national forest reserve in the 
White Mountains of New Hampshire; which were referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Nor- 
man, of the Woman’s Missionary Society of Wellington, and of 
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Lawrenceville, 
all in the State of Dlinois, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liq- 
uors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. ALLEE presented a petition of the New Century Club, of 
Georgetown, Del., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoor, a Senator from the 
ciate of Utah} which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Martha Washington Circle, 
No. 5, Department of Massachusetts, Ladies of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Lynn, Mass., praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which was referred to the Cominittee on 
Pensions. 

, He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts State Pharma- 
ceutical Association, praying for a reduction of the tax on alco- 
hol: which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, the Christian Church, and the Presbyterian 
Church of Tower Hill, 1l.; of the Free Methodist Church of Jack- 
con, Mich.; of the Presbyterian Church of Mars, Pa.; of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Rushville, Ill.; of the Patterson Pres- 
byterian Church of Philadelphia, ¥a.; of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of North Prairie, Wis.; of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Salem, Pa., and of the Baptist Church of Willow, Ohio, pray- 


ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate | 


transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Congress 
Club, of Kings County, N. Y., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation providing for the carrying of all men and supplies in 
Government transports instead of by contract with foreign ves- 
sels: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Firth Carpet Company, of 
Firtheliffe; of the Frank A. Munsey Company, of New York 
City, and of sundry citizens of New York City, all in the State of 
New York, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
‘‘ eight-hour bill;’? which were referred to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Genesee County board of 
supervisors, of Batavia, N. Y., praying for the passage of the 
so-called ‘‘ Brownlow good-roads bill;’? which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fenner, Wirt, 
Brookfield, Portage, Culver, Perrysburg, Jasper, Jamestown, 
Marion, Rushford, Blodgett Mills, Cortland, and Potsdam; of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Walworth; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Marion; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Scipio; of the congre- 
gation of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Port Jefferson; of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Bingham- 
ton; and of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Nelson, allin the State of New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committce on 
the Judiciary. 


of the Unity Club, of Jamaica; of the Board of Education of 
Rochester; of the New Century Club, of Utica; of the Woman's 
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Circle, No. 2, Department of Illinois, Ladies of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Aurora, and of sundry citizens of Chicago, all 
in the State of Dlinois, praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mount Ver- 
non, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the establishment of the United States court at Marietta, Ind. T.; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ravenswood, 
Manhattan, Elgin Odell, Morgan Park,Chicago, Bruceville, Proph- 
etstown, Astoria, Avingdon, Tiskilwa, and I™arengo, and of thecon- 
gregation of the Monroe Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Chicago, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate theinterstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Milton Friday Club, of Mil- 
ton; of the Milton Columbian Club, of Aledo; of the congrega- 
tions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Millersburg and the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Joy, and of Zion Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Wauponsie. and of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Verona, all 
in the State of Mlinois, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privyi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. BALL presented a petition of the New Century Club, of 
Milford, Del.. praying for an investigation of the charges made 





and filed against Hon. REED SmMoor, a Senator from the State of 


| Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 


| Elections. 





Mr. SCOTT presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Weston: of the congregation of 


| the First Baptist Church of Weston; of the congregation of the 
| United Presbyterian Church of Roneys Point, and of Martin 
| Chapter, No. 5678, of the Epworth League of the Methodist Epis- 
| copal Church South, of Academy, all in the State of West Vir- 


ginia, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
‘* eight-hour bill;’’? which was referred to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 474, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of Kaukauna, Wis., praying that 
an appropriation be made to increase the capacity of the Naval 
Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Ancient Order of Hiber- 
nians of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against the ratification 
of a treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great 


| Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
He also presented petitions of the Woman's Club of Seymour; | 


Club of Schenectady, and of the Civitas Club, of Brooklyn, all in | 


the State of New York, praying that an appropriation be made to 
purchase a national forest reserve in the White Mountains of New 
Hampshire; which were referred to the Committee on Forest Res- 
ervations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented petitions of Local Lodge No. 93, International 
Association of Machinists, of Rochester; of Yonkers Lodge, No. 
60, International Association of Machinists, of Yonkers; of the 
Central Trades and Labor Council of Rochester; of the Pattern 
Makers’ Association of Schenectady; of Iron Molders’ Local Union, 
No. 107, of Auburn, and of Stove Plate Molders’ Union. No. 13, 


of Buffalo, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State | 


of New York, praying that an appropriation be made to increase 
the capacity of the Naval Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Brooklyn, and New York City, all in the State of New York, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called “‘ anti-injunction 
bill;”’ which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a memorial of the Rockport Manu- 
facturers and Shippers’ Association, of Rockport, Ill., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called “ eight-hour bill;”’ 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lewiston and 
Chicago, in the State of Illinois, praying that an appropriation be 
made providing for the construction and maintenance of public 
highways; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of John A. Logan Circle, No. 39, 
Department of Illinois, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Chicago; of Local Post No. 215, Department of Illinois, 


tions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ripon, Wis., 
and a petition of sundry citizens of Kenosha County, Wis.. pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called ‘* Brownlow good-roads bill; ”’ 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Milwaukee, 
Wis., and a petition of the Foundrymen’s Association of Milwan- 
kee, Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
* anti-injunction bill;’? which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Appleton Council, No. 155, 
United Commercial Travelers, of Appleton, Wis., praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the present bankruptcy law; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fort Atkinson; 


| of the Shakespeare Club, of Cambria; of the Woman’s Club of 


| Reedsburg; of the Literary Club of Morrisonville; of the congre- 
He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of New Brighton, | 


gation of the Church of the Good Shepherd of Racine, and of the 


| Missionary Society of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of 


Madison, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a 


| Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Martin Watson Post, No. 172, of 
Barron; of Posts Nos. 19, 241, 161, and 141, of Milwaukee; of 
I. N. Earl Post, No. 112, of Colby; of McPherson Post, No. 2, of 
Antig; of H. A. Jatar Post, No. 13, of Reedsburg: of O. D. Pease 
Post, No. 94, of Watertown; of General Lytle Post, No. 190, of 
Kiel; of Veteran Post, No. 8, of National Home; of H. 5. Swift 
Post, No. 137, of Edgerton; of Erastus Hoyt Post, No. 69, of Wis- 
consin; of Alex. Rickey Post, No. 200, of Hersey; of Post No. 208, 
of Sun Prairie; of R. B. Hayes Post, No. 76, of Elkhorn: of 
Philip Davenport Post, No. 152, of Wisconsin; of Robert Chivas 


Grand Army of the Republic, of Marengo; of Abraham Lincoln ! Post, No. 2, of Milwaukee; of Old Guard Post, No, 211, of Wis- 
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consin; of Custer Post, No. 72, rf Rock Elm; of Hans C. Heg 





Post, No. 114, of Waupun; of George W. Bell Post, No. 53, of 
Wisconsin; of Frank H. Potter Post, No. 229. of Cambridge; of 


J.B. Reynolds Post, No. 205, of Chilton; of Badgero Post, No. 
122, of Friendship; of Post No. 204, of Argyie; of F. 8. D. Crane 
Post, No. 54, of Beloit; of Andrew J. Fullerton Post, No. 193, of 
Wisconsin; of Post No. 141, of Wisconsin; of Ellsworth Post, No. 
118, of Wisconsin; of Henry Bertram Post, No. 194, of Wisconsin; 
of August Roemhild Post, No. 237, of Wisconsin; of Colonel John 
H. Knight Post, No.5, of Wisconsin; of Post No. 212, of Plymouth; 
of Sam Montieth Post, No. 173, of Fennimore; of H. 8S. Schuyler 
Post, No. 226, of Wisconsin; of Ben Sheldon Post, No. 136, of 
Wisconsin; of Philo C. Buckman Post, No. 158, of Stoughton, 
and of George C. Ginty Post, No. 183, of Cadott, all of the De- 
partment of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, in the 
State of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law: which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Milwaukee, 
Berlin, Horicon, Fort Atkinson, Tomahawk, Madison, Blooming- 
ton, and Omro; of Glendale Lodge, No. 163, Independent Order 
of Good Templars, of Glendale; of Norden Lodge, No. 60, Inde- 
pendent Order of Good Templars, of Ashland; of Star of Hope 
Lodge, No, 172, Independent Order of Good Templars, of Edgerton; 
of the Independent Order of Good Templars of Black Creek; of the 
congregation of the Memorial Baptist Church, of. Verona; of 
Callwell Lodge, No. 146, Independent Order of Good Templars, of 
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Wukwanago; of the Veterans’ Home Lodge, No. 473, Independent | 


Order of Good Templars, of Waupaca; of the quarterly meeting 
of Free Will Baptists of Waupun; of the congregation of the 
Mount Hope Baptist Church, of Edmund; of the Independent 
Order of Good Templars of Withee; of Evening Star Lodge, No. 
294, Independent Order of Good Templars, of Pardeeville; of Cas- 
cade Lodge, Independent Order of Good Templars, of River Falls; 
of Marshfield Lodge, No. 257, Independent Order of Good Tem- 
plars, of Marshfield; of the Templars’ Society, of Wild Rose, and 
of M. H. Power, of Superior, all in the State of Wisconsin, pray- 


ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate | 


transportation of intoxicating liquork; which were referred tothe 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the Anti-Saloon League 
of Derry; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Derry; of sundry citizens of Monessen; of the congregation of 
the Bethany Baptist Church and the First Presbyterian Church, 
of Monessen; of sundry citizens of Bethlehem, and of the Legis- 
lative Board of the Friends in America, of Harrisburg, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of Martha Washington 
Circle, Department of Washington and Alaska, Ladies of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Anacortes, Wash., praying for 
enactment of a service-pension law; which was referred to 

he Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Plaza, Wash., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Comunittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KEAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fleming- 
ton, Burlington County, Pemberton, Camden, Newton, and Scull- 
ville; of the congregation of the Baptigt Church of Jacobstown; 
of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Hamilton 
‘e: of the congregation of the German Reformed Church of 
Jamesburg; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Baptist- 
town; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Hope; of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Dover; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Westfield; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Barnegat; of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Newport; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Oceanport; of the congregation of the Eighth 
Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Camden; of the congrega- 
tion of the First Reformed Church of Pottersville; of the congre- 
gation of the Grace Baptist Church, of Camden; of the congrega- 
tion of the Emannel Baptist Church, of Newark; of the Christian 
Endeavor Society of the Methodist Protestant Church of Scull- 
ville; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Newton; 
of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Pemberton; of the 
congregation of the Hamilton Avenne Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Trenton, and of the congregation of the Moorestown Methodist 
Protestant Church, of Burlington County, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Windham, 
Lisbon, Cherryfield, Parkman, Old Orchard, Tremont, Otisfield, 


the 





Casco, Dexter, Eustis, Freeport, Skowhegan, Monroe, and San- 
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ford, all in the State of Maine, praying for the enactment of lec. 
islation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicatiy. 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Wabash Lodge, No. 
267, Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders, of Mo. 
berly, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to develop the 
American merchant marine; which was referred to the Commit. 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem) 
ance Union of St. Louis, Mo., praying for an investigation of 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator fro 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Priy. 
ileges and Elections. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I present a short petition signed by nine 
citizens of the State of Texas, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 4072 and Senate bill No. 1890, known as the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill, relative to the interstate transportation of intoxicat- 
ing liquors. I ask that the petition be printed in the Recor 
together with the signatures, and that it be referred to the Co; 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary,and ordered to be printed in the Recor», 
together with the signatures, as follows: 


l- 


To the United States Senate: 


We, the undersigned voters of Travis County, State of Texas, believing in 
the right of every State to control the liquor trafiic untrammeled by il] 
venders from the outside under the guise of interstate commerce, he: 
petition your honorable body to pass the Hepburn-Dolliver bill (H. R. 4072 
1390) at the earliest possible date. 

F. R. LUBBOCK, ex-Governor. 

A. W. TERRELL, ex-Minister to Turley. 
JOHN M. Ropnrns, State Treasurer. 

J. W. STePHEnNs, State Comptroller. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, e2-Governor. 
WILLIAM H. Sracy,. 

R. M. CASTLEMAN. 

KE. T. Moore. 

J. 8S. JACKSON. 


Mr. CARMACK presented petitions of sundry citizens of New 
Providence and Wartrace, in the State of Tennesseo, praying | 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transpor 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PETTUS presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 4012) for the relief of the trustees of the Missionary Ba 
Church at Gravelly Springs, Ala.; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARREN presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 
2552) for the relief of Amos Woodruff; which was referred to t 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of the Island Literary Club, 
of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for an investigation of the charg 
made and filed against Hon. Rrep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

He also presented the petition of A. G. Williams and sundry 
other citizens of Duo, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legis- 


| lation to regula 16 i r ation of intoxicating 
lat to regulate the interstate transportat f int 


liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 37 
for the relief of F. J. Coagar; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety of the First Free Baptist Church of Laconia, N. H.; of 
congregation of fhe Methodist Episcopal Church of Bright 
Mich.; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Fr 
port, Pa.; of the congregation of the Danish Methodist Episcopal 
Cuurch of Dwight, [ll.; of the congregation of the Lutheran 
Church of Sidney; of the Epworth League of Sidney; cf the co: 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Sidney, and of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Sidney, all in the 
State of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1700) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Warren Mitchell, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 7402) for the relief of the Indiana State board of 
agriculture; and 

A bill (S. 747) for the relief of Ramon O. Williams and Joseph 
A. Springer. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 46) for the relief of Anna M. Colman, widow 
and sole legatee of Charles D. Colman, deceased, submitted an 


ete eT 
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. report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was in- | MONONGAHELA RIVER 


VER BRIDGES. 


Mr. BERRY. There are two bridge bills which were reported 


? 


telv pos tponed. 

Iso, fr m the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, | 
m was referred the bill (S. 148) to provide for the pur- | 
fasite and the erection of a public building thereon at 

n, in the State of Wyoming, reported it without amend- 
1d submitted a report thereon. 


| to the Senate some time ago from the Committee on Comr 
| providing for bridges across the Monongahela River, in P¢ 
vania. It was th ught afterwards that tl ; confi ( h 
each other, and they were referred again to the cor ttee. Th 

ibmitted A C : Sane from Pennsylvania [ Mr. ie NROSE], however, upo1 
STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom Was | amination finds that there is no conflict, and I desire to report 
i the bill (S. 3622) for the relief of Lincoln W. Tibbetts, | the bills again favorably from the committee. In view of the 
1 it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | fact that there has been del uy and the Senator from Pennsylvania 



















































































ODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to | thinks it important that they should be passed at once, I sha 
-eferred the bill (S. 3314) to regulate consular invoice | for their present consideration. : 
d it without amendment. Mr. PENROSE. I hope the request will be granted. 
BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, towhom was | yr, Seer I am directed by the Committee on ( 
d the bill (H. R. 8160) to authorize the construction of | tj) whom was recommitted the bill (H R. 53 “¥en 
‘ross a portion of the Minnesota River, in the State of | Charleroi and Monessen Bridge Comanany to constract & 
i, reported it without amendment. over the Monongahela River. to report it : " : a 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | smendment. and I ask for its p ee ; 
I. R. 6780) authorizing the Union Pioneer Mining and The Secretary read the bill: and b cs 
r ipany to construct and maintain a bridge across the | senate _as in Committee of the Whol 
Creek, in the district of Alaska, reported it with an | ation. 
The bill was r he Senate vy it 
iso, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | tpn a third reading. read the third ti id pass 
ge ) 1124) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mr. BERRY. Iam directed by the Com al 
, i River between Wanbliska, in Burleigh County, and | to oe 1 was recommitted the bill (H. R. 257: ~ 
1 County, in the State of North Dakota, reported it with an | Wforeantile Bridge Comt any to construct a bridge over 
nt, and submitted a report thereon. nongahela River r, Pes m1 y lvani a, froma point in the b 
‘LSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom North Charleroi sh = County. to a. ae 
l the bill (S. 2814) to amend an act entit led * ‘An act | Townshit | Glestune weland County. to report = 
nd the coal-land laws to the district of Alaska,” approved | amendment, and I make the sume r 
6, 1900, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- | other bill. 
| hereon. The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous co) 
Mr B \RD, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was | cay as in Committee of the Whole. proceeded to its « 
rred the bill (H. R. 6493) to ratify and confirm act No. 47 of | g ; re 
vislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, reported it Che bill wa report: ] tothe Senate witho 
v t amendment, and submitted a report thereon. to a third reading, read the third time, and | a 
ir. CLAY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, ; 4 
m was referred the bill (S. 2514) to amend the act of h RICHARD P. BLACKIS 
295, entitled ‘‘An act for the suppression of lottery ffic Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on ¢ 
national and interstate com)aerce and the postal service, foll ywing order; which was considered by unanimou 
to the jurisdiction and iowa of the United States,” re- greed to: 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. Ordered, That the Secretary of + nate i 
: MAP OF THE UNITED STATES, ati 6 Nw wath eg ab Be : 
3 Ir. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on | request. 
= Printing, to whom the subject was referred, to report a joint BILLS INTRODUCED. 
+ resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to print an Mr. SPOONER introdu an a bill S. 4691) eranting an it 
icf extra edition of the map of the United States for 1903, and mak- of pension to Leonard L. Lan er: which was read twic 
4 ing previous appropriations available for that purpose. I ask | tit le, ar d,-with the accompanying papers,r l to the ¢ 
Bs unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint | +, eon } onsions. ox 
a r ion. | Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4692) granting a p 
Che joint resolution (S. R. 55) to authorize the Secretary of | Ww i um C. Miller; which was read twice by its title. and. 
. the Interior to print an extra edition of the map of the United | the accompanying papers, referred to the Committe¢ Don 
States for 1903, and — the appropriation for maps made in He also introduced a bill (S. 4693) granting a pension to P 
the acts of April 17, 1900, and of March 3 . 1901, available for that | L. Moore; which was read twice by its title, and. with tl 
purpose, was read the first time by its title, and the second time companying papers, referred to the Committ Pen 
at length, as follows: Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4694) ¢ provid 
Resolved, ete., That the unexpend ance of the app? iations made | settlement of certain outstanding checks drawn by « 
for the United St whe oth r maps in ‘ts of April 17 d March | officers of — District of Columbia; which was read twice ] 
i ‘+h were made available for expendit during the ; 2 ; : ; 
de fle iency act of July 1, 1902, be,and the »is hereby, | title, and referred to the Committee on the Distri 
2 expenditu during the Race! years 1904 and 1905, and the He also Sacaaaeed a bill (S.4695) granting an 
3 e Uni ted Ste ates, 1903, fc raavery tote Sen- | S:0n to Horatio P’. Abbott; which was read twice by its 1 nd 
# at ferred to the Committee on I 1s. 
2 eee a eens oe eeprores Fell Mr. HOAR i la bill (S. 469 h 
with ro spa + nit Qt > neo , ¢ . bia oe ’ 
1901 and W2 "be, and the neva is hei on. de a ys a oe by it aoa a 
Ss mounting with rollers of the maps of the United States of 1903 her« was read twice by 1ts_ na, Witn 
a a ed. referred to the Comm 1. Navel Affairs 
* PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- | __ He also introduce 1697) « - n 
a ent consideration of the joint resolution? United States com over sc 1 
; Mr. PATTERSON. Ihave information that pra ee tary of — the perman Mou I 
: Commerce and Labor has a completed map hanging in a ffice | sas; which was read twi its title, and ref ( 
whi ch : much more comprehensive, giving a great deal more | tee ‘on the Jud ciary. 
geo ical information and showing in a much clearer and Mr. P La cee of New York introduced a bill (S. 4698) to : 
more si Oe actory manner the relation of the United States to | ize thedetailof f aretired officer of the Navvyin } ] AQ 
other countries, and especially to our outlying possessions. I | seamen; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
4 simply wish to suggest whether the Senator from New York | Committee on Naval Affairs 
- might not make some investigation with reference tothat map| Mr. MALLORY introd 1a bill (S. 4 I 
; and “ le for its publication instead of the map of 1903. | quitclaim to Jacob Lipps, of Pensacola, Fla., 
x . PLATT of New York. If the Senator from Colorado will | signs, all the right, title, interest, and claim of t Lited 
‘ submit an amendment, I will consider it and defer action on the | in, to, and on certain property in the city I i] 
ay joint resolution. | County, Fla.; which was read twice by ? t 
Mr. PATTERSON. Then I suggest that the joint resolution | the Committee on Public Lands 
» printed and lie over until to-morrow morning. | Mr. PETTUS introduced the following : 
Mr. PLATT of New York.’ Very well; let it ; lie over until to- | ally read twice by their tities, and referred to the ¢ 
morrow morning. | Claims: 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will go|_ A bill (S. 4700) for the relief of the trust the Missiot 
to the Calendar, | Baptist Chasch, of Waterloo, Ala. (with an accompanying paper); 
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A bill (S. 4701) for the relief of Mrs. Ann E. Sanders; 

A bill (S. 4702) for the relief of Dr. Ira G. Wood; 

A bill (S. 4703) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Logan, de- 
ceased; 

A — 4704) for the relief of the estate of Joseph M. Witt, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 4705) for the relief of the estate of Solomon Smith, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 4706) for the relief of James A. Allen. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 4707) for the relief of the 
Baptist Church at Williamsburg, Va.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CARMACK (for Mr. BATE) introduced a bill (S. 4708) grant- 
ing anincrease of pension to Samuel Bailey; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 4709) for the relief of the 
estate of James Jones, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 4710) authorizing certain 
extensions to be made in the lines of the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad Company, of the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4711) authorizing certain exten- 
sions to be made in the lines of the Anacostia and Potomac River 
Railroad Company, of the District of Columbia; which was read 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District | 


of Columbia. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 4712) to confer jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine claim for dam- 
ages arising from the death of Carl Zabel; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4713) to authorize the Spuyten 
Duyvil and Port Morris Railroad Company and its lessee, the New 
York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company, to build and 
maintain bridges or other structures for their railroad across the 
Spuyten Duyvil Creek and the Harlem River north of the Har- 
lem River pier and bulkhead lines as now established in the city 
of New York; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 4714) granting a pension to 
Comfort A. King; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4715) to correct the mili- 


tary record of Jacob Metzinger; which was read twice by its | 


title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4716) granting a pension to John F. Turner; 

A bill (S. 4717) granting a pension to Edward R. Girault; 

A bill (S. 4718) granting a pension to E. G. Welch; 

A bill (S. 4719) granting a pension to John Nay; 

A bill (S. 4720) granting a pension to Wiliam Hall; 


A bill (S. 4721) granting an increase of pension to John A. Stu- | 


art, alias John Vanderpool; 
A bill (S. 4722) granting a pension to M. V. Trough; and 
A bill (S. 4723) granting a pension to John Frederick. 


Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 4724) for the relief of Wildey | 
Lodge, No. 27, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Charles- | 
town, W. Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | 


the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4725) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mary A. Vennum; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 4726) granting an increase of 


pension to Lydia A. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 4727) granting an increase 
of pension to W. M. Tanner; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4728) for the relief of the estate of 
Jacob Cook, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4729) for the relief of the estate of | 


David Heller, deceased, and Mrs. E. Mary Heller; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4730) for the relief of the estate of 
Abraham Hisey, deceased; which was read twice by itst itle, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4731) granting an increase of | 


pension to John A. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4732) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to add to the segregation of coal and as- 
phalt lands in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, Indian Terri- 


tory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

Mr. MORGAN introduced the following bills; which were s>,. 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit}, 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4783) for the relief of Mrs, Ann E. Sanders; 

A bill (S. 4734) for the relief of the estate of Thomas VY. Py 
| ence, deceased (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4735) for the relief of the heirs of William J. Bail, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4736) for the relief of the estate of Jok- Black, do. 
ceased (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8. 4737) for the relief of the estate of J. C. West, deceased. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 4738) amending an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to define and punish crimes in the district of 
Alaska and to provide a code of criminal procedure for said dis- 
trict;’? which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Fisheries. 

Mr. DIETRICH introduced a bill (S. 4739) to regulate the 
granting of homesteads in the State of Nebraska and to author- 
ize the leasing of grazing lands therein; which was read twice by 
its title. and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. . 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 4740) for the relief of 
the heirs of Mrs. C. M. J. Williamson, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4741) for the relief of Mrs. Mercy 
C. Harvey; which was read twice by its title, and, with the acco: 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $7,500 for grading and improving Seventh street Nb. 
from Bunker Hill road to Rhode Island avenue, and Cincinnati 
street from Seventh street to Fourth street NE., intended to | 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation })i!i; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum)ia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$24,000 for paving with asphalt Seventh street NW. from D strect 
to E street and from G street to north side of New York avenue, 
intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia ap- 
| propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment proposing 
to appropriate $1,250,000 to enable the Secretary of War to con- 
tract for or purchase not exceeding five submarine mining and 
| countermining torpedo boats, at a cost not to exceed $250,000 each, 
| intended to be proposed by him to the fortifications appropriation 
| bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, ind 
ordered to be printed. 


JULIETTE WESTBROOK. 
Mr. SPOONER submitted the following resolution; which was 


| considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (H.R. 5611) granting a pension to 
Juliette Westbrook. 


\- 


’ 


Y)~ 
ii 





HENRIZTTA SHERMAN, 


Mr. PLATT of New York submitted the following resoluti 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be returned to Henrietta Sherman, claimant 
| Senate bill 2988, granting an increase of pension to Henrietta Sherman. 
| papers filed with said bill, there having been no adverse report made thx 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS UNDER ACT OF 1893. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby ‘s, direct 
to make a report to the Senate giving a list of the public buildings for w 
he obtained plans, drawings, and specifications under the authority of the act 
of Congress approved February 20, 1893, and the conditions which he pre- 
scribed in inviting architects to compete, the number of architects comp 
ing in each case, and the total amount paid and to be paid to architects in 
each case, and his opinion as to the advantages or disadvantages of said act 

THE MALTBY BUILDING. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Superintendent of the Capitol is hereby directed to 
make a thorough examination of the Maltby Building (Senate Annex), with 
a view of determining whether or not the structure is entirely safe for occ 
pancy, report to be made to the Senate at the earliest practicable day, with 

such suggestions as the circumstances may seem to require. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 9891) giving the consent of Congress to the re- 
moval of the restrictions on the sale of the Puyallup allotted 
| lands and confirming and legalizing sales thereof since March 3, 

1903, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
| on Public Lands, ' 


Since eis cineca acc 438 ge ee 
‘ : 
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CLEARING POTOMAC RIVER FROM ICE. 
jill (H. R. 13290) making an appropriation for clearing 
, 0 River of ice was read twice by its title. 
ALLINGER. Mr. President, this is an eme l] 
‘ me here from the other House, and Iask for 1e- 
S ation. 
ry read the bill; and by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
‘ ( ittee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera Le 
5 v ‘ted to the Senate wi ame? iment, ordered 
> reading ¢ 1 the third time, a pa :. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
} HALE obtained the fioor. 


TTUS. Mr. President—— 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 

y to the Senator from Alabama? 
ALE. I can yield for nothing except morning business. 
ETTUS. I was proposing to ask for the consideration of 
a . It is a very short one. It will not take more than two 
U s or one minute to read it. 

H ALE. T can not yiel i for that purpose. 

STEWART. Them bill is the regular order. 

HALE. I ask the Senator from Nevada to wait until I 
m a statement. 

STEWART. Certainly. 

H AL E. [t was my purpose to call up the naval appropt 
tion bill this morning and push it to a passage, because L kno 
the feeling cman of Senators is that the bill should be 

The senior Senator from Sout 
[iLLMAN], who is an old, active, and valued member r of the 
( mittee on Naval Affairs, was confined to his house yesterday 
by a bad cold. I have not heard from him this morning, but I 
suppose he wlll be here a little later. I would not like to goon 
with the appropriation bill if he is to be here without his being 
present, because I know he desires to take part in the debate and 
in the consideration of the bill. 
I do not say that I will not at a later part of the day, if the Sena- 
from South Carolina comes in, but for the present I will not 
the Senate to take up the measure, I think there is an order 
ing for some other business, and I shall not at present 
antagonize it. 








Lit 


ot ass n as Pp ssible, 


gi APPLIANCES ON RAILROADS. 
EW AR’ ° Mr. President 


RESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ill (S. 2402) to secure sanitary dairy ‘products for the 
( 





umbia. 


Mr. PATTERSON, I desire to call up and have disposed of 
this morning Senate resolution 86, directing the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission to send to the Senate copies of all petitions, 
etc., relative to relieving common carriers by railroads from the 
provisions of safety-appliance acts, etc. 

Mr. STEWART. I have unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the bill which has been laid before the Senate, everything 
to give way except appropriation bills. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That will come up after the morning hour. 
Mr. STE W ART. No; I have unanimons consent for its consid- 

ion after the routine morning business 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will make an inquiry about it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There was unanimous consent 
given that immediately after the routine morning business th 

1 ch has just been laid before the Senate should be taken 
msideration. 

TTERSON. Of course, under that order that measure 
edence and I would not ask the Senate to violate it at all. 
; te to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], who 
s interested in the resolution I have reference to, that I shall call 


xr 


up immediately after the measure the Senator from Nevada has 
} 








a 
‘ 





| ge is disposed of. 

Mir, ELKINS All right. 

Mr. KEAN. I have entered a motion to refer the resolution to 
the ( nnn littee on Interstate Commerce. 


PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is pending 
THE RED CROSS SOCIETY. 

EN" [ pro te mpore laid before the Set 

message from the President of the United States; which 

was ssa 


. 


rith a report by the Secretary of State furni 
x the Red Cross Society in for 


n of January 19, 1904. 


rn cou 
ign count 





THEODORE ROOSEVELT 
Wuitr House, March 2, 199%. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and printed. 
Mr. HOAR. Does the message and accompanying rep rt re- 
lating to the Red Cross Society go properly to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations or to the Committee on Military Affairs? 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The C 








- 
those communications have | lr ito 1 
1. a > 42 
rore1gn ineiatl 
Mr. HOAR. I understood that the ¢ VP. 
fairs has me ex 
+r 
, T) ‘ 
I i 
n 
t »t ( M ‘ 
> q Ts 
* - 
Y 1) 
‘ i? V 
. oaunin eu 
Mr. SCOTT su the f I 
TY} 1 f « } . A 
‘ ty 
iy 
| 1 met i 
I end . 
nat the sd tet 1 it ) 8 
House, and agree to ti ig oe 
MAW 
5 
) 
si 
The report was eed to . 
Y DA a ° 
‘The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
ler the bill >. 94()2 to secre : ury I 
Di strict of Columbia, which had been reports ! Co : 
tee on the -reqiaad f Columbia with an link en 9 
o 
of a substit ‘ 
; a —— = = anes en E 
The ] RESID! Ni pr > tempore. T} 8 bill Will | e% i. 
- ‘wT r rr T ob +4 ~+ } “oe 7 
Mr. STEWART. Letthesubstitute beread. Ilthas been read, 


but it had better be re-read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Only a part of it was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The si titute only v 
read. 

The SECRETARY. The committee report to strike out all af 
fhe enacting clause and to 





















That there shall be appointed by the Commissioner the District 
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contains such foreign substance or substances shall be fined not more than | at $1,000. If such officers are useful for any purpose, they certainly wil] yo¢ 
$100 or imprisoned for not more than sixty days, or both such fine and im- | aid in securing clean milk. The bill proposed by the Commissioners j. 


prisonment, and shall be subject to indictment by the grand jury and trial | equally as expensive as|the proposed substitute of your committee, 


3 


The 


in the District of Columbia. | officers provided for in the Commissioners’ bill are as follows: 

Suc. 4. That all milk and cream retailed in the District of Columbia shall | 1 chief inspector .....-..-.---------2----e----- acon eneeee cones €9 1 
come from a regularly established dairy or dairy farm licensed to sell milk | ¢ veterinary surgeon inspectors, at $1,300 each........-.--.---........ ae ie ee 
in the Districtof Columbia. All bottles used in handling milk or cream must | 7 subordinate INSHACEOLS, HESTON WAG c..2.- « csacecnecessc....... one 
be cleansed in such dairy or dairy farm before being used a second time. No | ] clork......-.----2-ceeoeccece cone cennncnccccces cocsne nance ooneeceeeeeeee 1’ 000 


botties used in handling milk or cream shall be filled outside of a regularly | ] Jaborer _...._...- ------ --ceee cece ccenceccccee ceccececeeceeccccee 

established dairy or licensed dairy farm. Any person filling a bottle With | 1 teielawe ie ne es paiement cee on 

milk or cream outside of a dairy or licensed dairy farm for delivery in the | ] assistant bacteriologist................-. 1 Wy 
: te P C1 > 1 he onilte of s Sado a wee ¢ ahs — | - : 7 ‘ 

District of Columbia shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be fined not | present chemist, with increased salary 

more than $50 or imprisoned for not more than thirty days. Any person who 

















shall procure bottles to be filled with milk or cream outside of an established | Total 
; a. . . . : ° . ° ’ + 2 ee ») 
ty or licensed dairy farm for sale or delivery in the District of Columbia The bill proposed by the Commissioners is also objectionable i 
shall be fined no re than $100 or imprisoned for not more than three : 7 : a ae ara ert die in not 
ee ae nod not more than gi) 0 — “ — providing for manifest defects in the existing law, among which 
ee : » fol} ring: 
Sxc. 5. That no dealer in milk or cream shall uso bottles or other vessels | the following: . ; a 
for handling milk or cream belonging to any other person, firm, or company 1. The statutes relating to milk and cream refer to dairies as the places 
without the written consent of the owner thereof first had and obtained. If | where milk and cream are sold, and provide for their inspection. The | 
any such dealer shall use, appropriate, or have in his possession for use or ap- | court of the District of Columbia decides that however much milk and. 
propriation, bottles or other vessels belonging to any other person, firm, or | May be sold in a grocery, saloon, store, or other place, if traffic in milk i: 
ompany without the written consent of the owner thereof, he shall be fined | the a business if is not a dairy and consequently can not be ins). 
ina sum not more than $50, or be imprisoned for not more than thirty days, | The health officer was unable to inform the committee how many st 
or both such fine and imprisonment. * | saloons, and other places sell milk in the District of Columbia of which 1 
6. That no permit to bring milk or cream into said District, or to sell | Spection can be had under the court's interpretation of the present law. Ho 
i: or cream in said District, shall be granted to any person who is nat pre- | W@S — - oe so the number of such uninspected places would 
pared to conform to the provisions of this act and all other laws now in force | T@nge between “Wand ot). bated ; ; 
regulating the production and sale of milk and creamin the District of Co- |. *: Another ver y objectionable practice is the filling of bottles by the dri; 
lumbia before making application for such permit, and no person now hold- | im unclean and filthy wagons, where the dust and dirt from the wagon 
ing a permit to bring milk or cream into the said District, or to sell milk or | from the drivers mingle with the milk. Besides, the bottles so filled ar, 
cream in said District, shall continue in the business more.than sixty days | #lways taken from the dairy, but are often gathered up from house to | 
after the passage of this act without complying with the provisions of this | Where they were left the day before. Such bottles are necessarily in an 
act and obtaining a renewal of his permit for that purpose. sanitary condition, often taken from sick rooms and unclean places and 
Sec. 7. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, on therecom- | tributed at other houses. ; , aa . 
mendation of the superintendent of dairies, shall have power to make all 3. Milk and cream Bre often sent into the District containing poisor 
rules and regulations necessary to carry this act and all other laws andregu- | Matters such as formaldehyde and like substances used for the preservation 
lations respecting dairies or dairy farms into full force and effect, and such | Of milk and cream from decay. A more thorough inspection of milk aud 
rules and regulations shall have the force and effect of law. cream brought into the District is therefore necessary. 
Sec. 8. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby Without going further into detail, your committee believe that th: 
repealed posed legislation is indispensable, if it is the intention of Congress to pr 
pealed. 


aa . the people of the District of Columbia from disease and death resulting from 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not care to occupy the impure mitik. 5 


time of the Senate in the discussion of this bill unless Senators Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the Committee on the District 
desire some explanation of it. Perhaps they do. I will ask first, | of Columbia have called before them and examined the dairvinen 
however, that the report of the committee, which is very short, | of this District who are in legitimate business and have heard 
occupying but a few pages, be read. It will explain the pro- | them at length. Those dairymen are not opposed to the inspec- 
Visions of the bill. 7 ? tion desired. They, however, object to being inspected wien 
The P RESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. there is no inspection of the great mass of milk dealers. Those 
The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. STEWART Feb- who have establishments and are doing a regular business think 
ruary 12, 1904, as follows: . | itis pretty rough on them to be annoyed in that way, particularly 
The Committee on the sapere of ss Jlumbia, to yo was peeres —— as there is no head to the department now to whom they can ap- 
(S. 2402) to secure sanitary dairy products for the District of Columbia, hav- , . cs ca ¥ % ; Ed 
ing considered the same, beg to report a substitute for said bill and recom ply for relief against the unreasonable conduc t of the mispectors 
mend its passage. I send to the desk a letter from the Milk Dealers’ Associati 
Your committee believe that under present laws and the organization of | which I ask to have read, iI believe they are unanimous in t! 


the health department there is inadequate protection for the people of the | ,- , ead wn ¢ 
District of Cchamiaa against repens A milk and cream. A reorganization views. They were about three or four weeks considerins 
e 


of the working force and additional legislative safeguards are necessary. | Matter in various meetings, and they have sent this letter hire as 
jon wr tg er a Peacecnl ts Marana *iimenecteemae nies an expression of their unanimous desire for the passage of the 
attention throughout this country anc c 92. Persons familiar with the seats ne Se : Ch aaeiahaaiae ‘ iia 
dairy business, with a sufficient knowledge of chemistry to distinguish be- pending bill. Lask the} eC retary to read the letter. 
tween poisonous and unhealthy milk and the pure article, are generally se- The Secretary read as follows: 
lected to take charge of the administration of laws prohibiting the sale of - " , ae 9 
unwholesome milk andcream. This has been accomplished in many of the | Hon J. H. GALLINGER WASHINGTON, D. C., February 2¢, 1 
airy States. suc Tebrask Tisconsi inoi j "s ~ iil reclbteseggins-y the 9. , ae . 
ae y te s, Such as Nebraska, lowa, Wisconsin, Illinois, Minnesota, and Chairman of the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia. 
) States. be a s a f > oa a 
The health of the community, and particularly of the children, is more de- Sir: I have been requested by the Milk Dealers and Producers’ Asso 
endent upon pure milk than upon any other kind of food, and the people | Of the District of Columbia, of which Iam president, tocommunicate t 
rave less means of protecting themselves against the use of insanitary milk | QUT hearty approval of the recent bill introduced by Mr. Srewarr in 
than they have for protecting themselves against any other unwholesome | Senate of the United States relating to the production and sale of milk i: 
food. 5 | District of Columbia, the same being the Fifty-eighth Congress, secon 
The substitute bill proposed by your committee provides for the appoint- | Sion, 8. 2402. The association of which I have the honor to be presiden: 
ment by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia of a superintendent | ©ludes in its membership the milk dealers of the District of Columbia and tli 
of dairies, who shall be familiar with the dairy business and have a knowl- | Milk producers in the neighboring States of Virginia and Maryland, and re» 





edge of chemistry. resents practically the total output of milk, cream, etc., now sold in said Dis 
The substitute bill also provides for the appointment of an analytical | trict, of the estimated value of $2,000,000 per annum. — - 
chemist, who shall assist the superintendent TF Gairies and perform such The provision of the said bill whereby a superintendent of dairies for the 


other services in the line of his profession as may be required by the health District of Columbia is created, who is required to be familiar with the da 
officer of the District. There are also to be appointed six inspectors of dairy business, and who is charged with the enforcement of all laws relating tot 
farms and other places where milk is produced for sale in the District of Go- | production of milix intended for sale in the District of Columbia, as well as to 
lumbia, These inspectors must be familiar with the dairy business and be | 1s sale therein, we believe to be a decided step toward securing a man Ww!” 
veterinary surgeons. There are also to be appointed eight inspectors toserve | as practical knowledge of the dairy business, who can give his undivided 
in the District to examine the milk brought into the District for sale. They | attention to the subject, and will therefore possess the ability and oppo 
are also required to examine each dairyand thevehicles and appliances used | Dity to protect the public in a matter which so forcibly and continuously «i! 
in the distribution and handling of milk. fects its health, and at the same time conserve the interests of the milk deal 
The substitute bill also provides thatall the inspectors shall have access to | TS of this city and the producers of the neighboring States against unneces 
all places requiring their inspection, and to milk and cream to be sold in the | 8#7y and unreasonable regulations or harmful enforcement of the same. 
District wherever it may be found, and that any person refusing to allow We are informed that in at least twenty States in the Union the regula 
their premises, cattle, dairies, milk, vehicles, or anything else requiring an | Of the production and sale of milk is left toa dairy commissioner, or to a St 
inspection to be freely inspected shall not be allowed to bring milk into the | 44iry bureau, constituted of practical dairymen, and in only one jurisdict 





District of Columbia or sell it when brought into said District. outside of the District of Columbia is the matter intrusted to the board 
The salary of the superintendent is placed at $3,000 per annum, of the ana- health. | : : ae 
lytical chemist at $2,400, of the six veterinary-surgeon inspectors at $1,300 Anything that you can do toward having the said bill enacted will bo 
each, of the eight city inspectors at $1,000each, of the clerk at $1,000, and of the | 8Teatly appreciated by our association. a. 
laborer at $800, making the aggregate $23,000. Very respectfully, yours, J. W. Greaa, Presiden 


Under the present system the duties of the various persons connected with y , anation 
the supervision and oe of milk and cream sold in the District are of a Mr. STEWART. If any Senator wants a further explanat 


mixed character, and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia were of the bill, I am prepared to give a E : 
unable to state to your committee, as will appear in letters printed in the Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have some information re- 
appendix, what poss S the — of = of these a of mixed = garding it. 

cupations should be charged as a part of the expense of administering the : ° 

laws relating to the sale of milk and cream in the District of Columbia. The Mr. STEWART. I shall be glad to give it to the Senator. 


mixed character of the service required of those engaged in administering Mr. COCKRELL. Is the substitute which has been reporte! 
the milk laws is one of the objections to the system. The present system | for the bill recommended by the Commissioners of the District o: 


should be superseded by officers whose sole duty shall be to enforce the laws Col bia? 

and regulations with regard to milk. The Commissioners recognize this ne- o1um D1a : 

cessity, and ina way Propose to provide for it in their bill transmitted to Mr. STEWART. It is not. 

your committee. Th 

that it does not provide a qualified and responsible superintendent or chief to officer? 

conduct the business. : s L . 
Besides, it includes a bacteriologist at $2,000 and an assistant bacteriologist Mr. STEWART. It is not. 


e difficulty about the Commissioners’ bill, however, is Mr. COCKRELL. Is it recommended by the District healt 
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Mr, COCKRELL. Butit isrecommended by the milkmen who 
furnish the milk in this District? Do I understand that? 

‘Ty STEWART. They recommend it; yes. 

\ir, COCKRELL. And we are asked upon their recommenda- 
tion to pass the bill? 

” Mr. STEWART. Notatall. They approve it; they have been 
‘ied upon for their views, and they have the right to be heard. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly they have the right to be heard, 
+ they are interested in the sale of milk. 
Mr. STEWART. Yes. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It does not seem to me right that their in- 
d nent alone should be considered sufficient for the passage of 
his bill. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me, I will inform 
him that it is not their indorsement alone. It has the unanimous 
report of the District of Columbia Committee after a careful and 
natient investigation. I have given the subject much considera- 
tion. My attention was particularly called to it when I myself 
was in the milk business. I have no personal interest in it at the 
present time. There are evils which this bill remedies. In _the 
first place, there are in the District from two to five hundred 
niaces where milk is sold and no inspection is made by the health 
office, which is in charge of the execution of the milk laws. The 

) for this is the ruling of the police court that the milk laws 
only apply to dairies, and that the grocery, saloon, or other place 
da ¢ in milk is not subject to inspection unless the dealing in 
mil's is the principal business. 

r. COCKRELL. Mr. President 

Mr. STEWART. Hold on until I complete this statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What the Senator has referred to is a defect 
in the law caused by a decision of the court. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; there may be a defect in the law, but 
more probably a defect in the decision of the court; but this 
glaring defect, whether in the decision of the court or the law or 
the administration of the law, should be remedied, and no effort 
has been made to remedy it. The health officer has prepared 
many bills, but none covering this evil. 

Then, again, there are in the suburbs of the city, as variously 
estimated, from 200 to 500 cows, whose milk is gathered up and 
brought into the city without inspection. I have visited some of 
these places, and if my friend from Missouri will go with me I 
will show him where and how sick cows are kept, from which the 
milk is collected and sold without inspection. They are gener- 
ally diseased cows, bought for a very low price by reason of that 
fact, poorly kept—in fact, half starved—and the milk sold to an 
unsuspecting community. That is one of the abuses the substi- 
tute bill aims to correct. It provides that all milk shall come 
from an inspected dairy or dairy farm having a license to sell 
milk. We do not exclude anybody. The provisions of the bill 
are ample for the protection of all who have clean milk to sell. 
They can all get a license without the payment of a dollar. 

Mr. ALLISON. He has to provide the bottles, I suppose, of 
course. 

Mr. STEWART. He has to buy his own bottles; but they are 
not inspected. It would do no good if they were. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Of whom does he get the license? 

Mr. STEWART. The licenses are issued by the authorities of 
the District. We do not interfere with that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will excuse me, how will we 
regulate the licensing of men with dairies in Virginia, Maryland, 
and other outside places? 

Mr. STEWART. I will come to that. 

The bill provides for six inspectors, who shall be veterinary sur- 
geons and familiar with the milk business. They are to be al- 
lowed a salary of $1,300 a year. These inspectors, if they are 
professional men, can do some other business at the same time. 
Some of those now in the field are efficient officers. 

It is the business of these inspectors to visit all places where 
milk is produced. In case a man has cows in the District, if he 
applies for a license, these men will be sent to examine the prem- 
ises to see whether or not he is entitled to alicense. If the dairy- 
men in Virginia and Maryland will not allow their places to be 
inspected, they will not be allowed to bring their milk into the 
District. The bill provides for keeping such milk out. It pro- 
vides that it shall be inspected; and if the inspection is resisted, 
_— outside or inside of the District, the milk can not be sold 

1ere, 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator, is it not true that 
under this bill, if we shall pass it, no dairyman anywhere in the 
United States can ship milk into the District of Columbia unless 
his dairy has been inspected by these inspectors? 

Mr. STEWART. Not unless he gets a permit. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is the dairy inspected, or is the milk that is 
brought into the District of Columbia to be inspected? 

Mr. STEWART. The dairy from which the milk comes is to 
be inspected, and also the milk itself when it comes in, 
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Mr. CLAY. The inspectors must be veterinary surgeons, and 
they are themselves to go to the places where the milk is produced 
and inspect the farms and the milk. 

Mr. STEWART. The cows and the dairy farms where milk is 
produced are to be inspected whether they are situated in Mary- 
land, Virginia, or anywhere else, and if they will not bear inspec- 
tion the owners are not allowed to bring the milk into the Dis- 
trict. It is true there is some milk shipped a long distance; that 
is, in rare cases. I inquired of the milk men whoimport milk 
from a distance if there would be any difficulty in obtaining a 
license for milk shipped from distant States,and they said there 
is no difficulty in getting permits for them, because the milk that 
comes from distant States generally comes from dairies that are 
inspected where the milk is produced, and as it costs nothing to 
get a license there would be no difficulty in administering the law 
as to them. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator to this 
feature of the bill: 

And there shall also be appointed by the said Commissioners, on the ree 
ommendation of the superintendent, six inspectors, who sh: e qui 
veterinary surgeons, who have been graduated after a proper } 
by a school of veterinary medicine authorized by law to confer the degree o 
doctor of veterinary medicine or some similar degree, whose duty it ll b 
to inspect all places and dairy farms where milk is produced for sale in the 
District of Columbia. 

Why do you want to inspect the farms and places where the 
milk is produced? Why not inspect the milk itself? What is the 
object of inspecting the farms? 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will visit the places where 
milk is produced he will agree with me that they need inspec- 
tion. Many things may render milk unwholesome—diseazse in the 
District. filthy stables, bad water, bad feeding or care. All the 
things it would be the duty of the inspectors to examine, and if 
the milk comes from a farm or place where it is likely to be con- 
taminated, it will not be allowed to be shipped into the District. 

There is another practice which to me is most objectionable, 
and that is the filling of bottles in milk wagons. Three-fourths 
of the bottles were formerly filled in that way and a great number 
of them still are. A large proportion of the bottles are filled witl 
milk in the wagons. This bill provides that the bottles shall be 
filled in the dairies or at licensed dairy farms and that the bottles 
shall be cleansed before they are again used. 

There are many persons who do not have a place where they 
can clean the bottles. They do not have the facilities for doing 
so. The milkmen start out in their wagons with the milk and 
some bottles. These wagons have been kept in the stable. The 
milkman gets up in the morning at 3 o’clock. He does not take 
the time to wash his own hands, much less for washing bottles. 
He uses up the bottles he has in the wagon, and then he gathers 
up unwashed bottles wherever he can and refills them. 

One of the greatest losses in the business i 







the stealing of bot- 


tles. This bill does not allow a person to use the bottles of an- 
other dairyman without the latter's consent, so that if the bottles. 
are stolen they can not be used. There isa punishment provided 
for using stolen bottles, and one who is caught delivering milk i 


bottles not belonging to him can not say that he has mad 
take in gathering them up. 

The filling of bottles from the sick room and putting milk in 
bottles that have not been washed constitute a most serious ob- 
jection. There is no force to look after such matters at prese? 
xven in the office of the health officer. That official, wit! 
ferce at his disposal, can not attend to all these matters, and, fur- 
thermore, there is nobody in charge of his office who knows an‘ 
thing about the milk business. The health officer has assign 
only two inspectors under the present law to operate regularly in 
the District. These inspectors do not get up at 3 o’clock in the 
morning, as is necessary, to see what is going on, and there are 
not enough of them. 

This bill provides for six inspectors of dairy farms. They will 
be sufficient to investigate all places where milk is produced. 
There are to be eight inspectors constantly on duty in.the Dis- 
trict, which is none too many. 

The milkmen are not opposed to inspection, but they want to 
have the inspection general. They want all places where milk 
sold inspected, and they want all places where milk is produ 


a@ mis- 


inspected, and they want a responsible head of the dairy bur 

who understands something about the business to whom th 
apply, if the inspectors are unreasonable or attempt to levy black- 
mail upon them. They are then willing to cooperate as, shown 
by the letter which has already been read. The two mid-day in- 
spectors under the present administration are sometimes very 
arbitrary and inconsistent in their reports on business men who 
desire to conform to the law, and the milk dealers are entitled to 
have a@ man who knows something about the dairy business in 
charge of the administration of the law, so that they can havea 
hearing and have their grievances adjusted, whichis not the case 
under the present régime. In short, the present inspection 
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amounts to little or nothing. Not half of the places where milk | 
al m are sold are subject to inspection. The cows about 
the suburbs of the District, however diseased and unfit to pro- 
duce, are not inspected, and ther e is no effort to inspect them. 

n si 1 ty tes ef the T oa they have systems of dairy | 
inspr intendent at the head w ~ is required to | 
be fi y business and to have ae of | 
chem 7S the pr cedents of ail th 16 great aalry | 
State tent men for this purpose is incr reas- 
ing Vv dl; icultural and other colleges are edu- 
ca men dairy business. They are required to 
be ire required to serve an aj jprenticeship in dairies, 
wl : get practical experience. After such experience 
the ed at the head of a commission or bureau, whose duty 
it is nduct investigations of milk and cream and to prevent 
the unclean or unhealthy cream or milk. 

f any other questions Senators desire to ask, I will 
answer them; but I do not care about occupying time otherwise. 
ir. COCKRELL. I am just as much 7” favor of legislation 
that will secure pure milk as is the Senator from Nevada. The 
Senate will remember that the Senator from Nevada had this 
natter up in the last Congr ss and proposed certain measures in 
the District of Columbia app rop riation bill. While the commit- 
tee could not grant everything that he requested, we went a con- 
siderable distance in th 1e Senator then pointed out, and it 
is in the appropri ition bill of the last session. 

Mr. STE iW ART, Ifthe Senator will allow me, I will explain 
that to hit 

Mr. C K RELL. Certainly. 

Mr. S17 ie W Vv ART. You increased the number of inspectors. 
Mr. C KRELL. Yes. 

Mr. S71 D iWART. But they were assigned to other duties. You 


did not designate them as milk inspectors to perform that par- 


ticular duty. The health office assigned them to other duties, and 
the milk business was neglected. My efforts in that direction 


utterly fe vile d to secure a reform because no additional inspectors 
were provided for milk inspection. It is true the health officer 
has assigned two inspectors to the District of Columbia who may 
or may not be gentlemen of leisure. They certainly are not up 
in the m¢ ornin g when milk is distributed, and I understand the 
health officer sometimes calls in one of the outside inspectors to 
assist, but there is no systematic work being done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is defective administration of existing 
law; hs it is all. 

Now I want to put this question to the Senator: Cana chemist, 
in analy zing muitk by the ordinary process of chemical analysis, 
develop the f eee are any bacteriain that milk or ‘not? 
RT. There are bacteria in all milk and in nearly 





r, STE Ww 
allanimaland v Samadi substances, but injurious bacteria are only 











in unhealthy or unclean animals or substances. I can see no use 
for a bacteriologist. He may theorize for the benefit of science 
but he can not assist in having healthy cows and clean milk from 
healthy cows brought in and sold in the District. Generally these 
BC c theorists are so much devoted to atoms that they can 
ni S I ) | Lins. 

COCKRELL. Why do you want the cow inspected, if 
there is no impure milk coming from the cow? 

. GALLIN There are diseased cows. 


*- COCKRELL. The inspectors 
try and inspect dairies and everything of that kin d, 
_Mr. STEWART. Suppose a cow is dying of tuberculosis? 

Mr. COCKRELL. You said that nothing but pure milk comes 
from the cow. 

Mr. STE WART. The cow must be healthy and you must keep 
he milk clean, and the sti able where the cow is milked and the 
premise swh ere the milk is bottled and every place where the milk 
is exposed unti il itis delivered to the customer must be kept clean. 
Milk absorbs filth from the atmosphere. It absorbs fever inasick 
room and evs ry thine unclean in a stable, and it is necessary that 
all these places shall be inspected and the milk kept from con- 


taminat tion. 
ir. COCKRELL. Now, can not an ordinary chemist take the 
m1 iN - and examine it and declare it to be pure milk, so far as the 
elements of milk are ¢ oncerned, and yet the milk be full of bac- 
teria, com producing? 
ng EW : a ee think it very doubtful whether a chemist 
can 1 whether the cow is sick or wh: ut she is sick of, whett 1er 
ah TC od sis or anything of that kind. That creates the ne essity 
for examining the cow and where she is, but it does not create 
the necessity for a bacteriologist to examine in his closet the 
microbes in the milk after the people who have been compelled to 


are to go all over the coun- 





use it are dead. All scientists agree that bacteriology is a hum- 
bug so far as any practical results in furnishing pure milk to the 


community are concerned. Itis a common saying among scien- 
tists that bacteriology is a humbug in this respect. It takes three 
or four days to examine a sample of milk bacteriologically. Itis 
of no use for practical purposes, The milk would be drunk and 





the patient dead before they could discover the germ, if at all 
The or ily way that the community can be protected from no 


bacteria is to keep them out of the milk by keeping it clean. ” 

Formaldehyde and other poisons used in milk are for the pyr. 
pose of preserving it from decay on account of the unclean m.:tor 
it contains. Formaldehyde, which is a rank poison, is mor 7 
erally used in food products than is generally supposed. |] s 


same embalming fluid which you will find in undertakers’ 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Prrkinsin the chair). Does 
the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. F RYE. Will the Senator from Missouri yield 

Mr. COCKRELL. I join in yielding. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, an eminent physician in Was} 
ington has sent me the objections of the Medical Society 
District of Columbia to this bill, and it seems to me thos 
tions ought to be brought to the attention of the Senate, | 
that they may be read. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have them read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read 
paper for the information of the Senate. 

Tho Secretary read as follows: 


The Medical Society of the District of Columbia respectfully invite 
tention of the United States Senate to Senate bill No. e402, A bill t 
sanitary dairy products for the District of Columbia,” and in doing 
( sonstrained to say that in the judgment of the society the b ill is det 
so far as it totally ignores the func t ions of the health depa ene 
seeks to establish ane xpi ‘nsive and unnecessary ‘‘ dairy division’ 
District Commissioners, but absolutely divorced from the super vini: 
health officer. The report of the committee very properly says: 

“The health of the community, and particul: alr of the children, is 
dependent upon pure milk than upon any other kind of food, and th: 
have less means of protecting themselves against the use of insanita 
a | they have for protecting themselves against any other unwho:: 

fooc 

From this quotation it may be fairly conceded that the committ: 
nizes the bill as a public he: alth measure, and it is our deliberate ju 
that the execution of all such laws should be intrusted to the health 
the only medical officer of the District government. 

- The local medical profession has deemed it a privileged duty duri 
vast ten years to advocate the enactment of laws in the interost < 
ealth, and as a result of their rigid enforcement points with par 

pride to a reduction in the death rate from 26.08 per 1,000 in 1892 to 1! 
1,000 in 1903, which is equivalent to a saving of over 1,00) lives a year 

community, not to mention the economic value and ethical aspect 

prevention of human suffering and ¢ distress. 

During the five-year period prior to the enactment of a pure-m 
March, 18%, thenu mber of deaths of children under 5 years of age was 

compared with 9,386 for the five years from 1895 to 1900, a saving of 1 ! 


| lishments. 


Y ( iT: 









While the society fully appreciate the necessity for even more string 
regulating z the product ion and sale of milk and dairy pr: lucts, we 
every attempt in sanitary legislation which is devoid of medical « 


perv! ‘ision w ul - ove inimical to the best interests of public he alth 
shown by tl t that the pending bill does not prov ~—, for theapp 
of bacteriol aie whose examinati: on into the number charact 
and their disease-producing properties is far more ‘ano > te ant in det 
the purity of the milk than a chemical analysis; ind ‘ the rep 
committee actually questions the utility of a bacteriological exami 
though such examinations are regarded by sanitarians as of the ati 







por rt _— e, 

he same reasonable objections may be urge d agai nst the passag 
bil No. 6289 ,as reported with amen dments in the Si »February | 
whi - in its amended form seeks to place the tof1 











emnation of insanitary buildings in the Distr Col ia wi 
ct rof buil whos offic ia] duties hereto fore have b en of a 
diffe rent ch aracter. It may be justly assumed that all such dut 


expert medical train ing andac omprehensivse knowledge of sanitat y 
of which the average | ayman is not possessed. 

We therefore pray your honorable body that whatever health les 
may in future be enacted the enforcement of such laws should be ini 
to the health officer, who is already charged with the inspection 
products and all measures relating to public health. If existing la 
sufficiently comprehensive, it is clearly the duty of the appointing p 
see that the health officer secures their enforcement. If, on the other 
it is found that he is not provided witha sufficient working =e ce ¢ 

tional legislative safeguards are needed, they should be pro 
would cle arly be a retrograde step to deprive sanitary legisiatio ym ol 
medical supervision. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from N 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. STEW AI T. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as I shall be comp: 1 
leave the Senate ( ‘ham ber very soon, I wish to make a : 
ment in connection with this bill. The Senator from Wer a 
been placed in charge of this matter, and I have no doub 
fully capable of defending the measuxe in which he has tak 
much interest. 


Mr. President, I am always very desirious of agreeing wi 
medical profession, of which once I was a very humble mem! 
and if I have made any record in the Sénate it has been in ¢! 
line of securing sanitary and medical legislation, and for 
work, modestly I may say, I have been thanked many aan 
the medical profession of the District. 

The controversy as between this bill and the bill which the 
medical society would favor, and which is favored by the Com- 
missioners of the District, is confined to one or two provisions. 
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Tho health officer of the District, who is a very competent man, 

‘n ny opinion is overloaded with work at the present time. Itis 

us that the existing law, which is a reasonably stringent 

.d which was placed in the hands of the health officer for 

nent, has been very seriously neglected, and I am very 

|..rly of the opinion that, aside from the pride of the profession 

which these gentlemen think is involved in this matter, we wiil 

ho safer if we adopt the plan that has been adopted in most of 

sha States of the Union, and have a man at the head of this bu- 

: whatever it may be called, who has practical knowledge 

airy business and who has knowledge likewise of the dis- 

( ‘cattle and other matters that are very important in con- 
nec.ion with the milk product. —_ ; 

it. Mr. President, is the chief point in controversy. I ap- 

i that if the Senator from Nevada was willing to substi- 

: health officer of the District of Columbia for his inspector 

lniries, the opposition would disappear. 

\lr. President. I notice that the medical society suggests that 
this is an expensive piece of machinery, and yet we have two bills 
hefore us sent here by the Commissioners, doubtless prepared by 
the health officer, and in those bills they ask for officials who 
would take $1,000 more out of the Treasury than this bill does. 
So the matter of expense is not worth considering. 

[ observe that when the health officer was before the committee 
he was interrogated by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], 
and he gave these answers on what I conceive to be a very im- 
portant part of this bill, The health officer said, in response to a 
question: 

We do away with the word “dairy.” 

na STEWART. You do away with the word “ dairy?” 

Doctor WOODWARD. Yes,sir; we make the prohibition on the sale of milk 
eam without a license and not on the maintenance of the dairy. 
nator STEWART. How many of the dairies in the city are underground? 

Doctor WOODWARD. A very small percentage of them. There are a few 
which I believe are inthatcondition. They were licensed in the early days of 

I nt milk law, and in that way acquired what we may term “rights” 

h we now feel bound to respect. At the present time such places are 

ng licensec¢ 
r MALLORY. What is your definition of a “dairy?” What consti- 

tes a “dairy,” substantially? ; ; 
Senator STEWART. The polico court has decided that a dairy is a place 
here that business is carried on exclusively. If the proprietor carries on 
er business, it would not bea dairy. | : 3 
Doctor WooDWARD. Where the principal business is the sale of milk. 
Senator MALLORY. The selling of milk. 
Doctor WOODWARD. Or cream. 
Senator MALtory. In other words, where the sale of milk is not the prin 
pal business, but merely incidental to some other business, the proprietor 
s not subject to the laws that are now in force? 
Doctor WOODWARD. Yes. 

Senator MALLORY. It seems to me that is a very thin distinction. 

Senator STEWART. The judge of the police court was all wrong about it. 





S t 











The health officer has sent here a bill, with the approval of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia and the approval, I 
judge, of the Medical Society of the District of Columbia, which 
dves not propose to remedy this existing condition. There are be- 
tween two and five hundred places in the District of Columbia 


according to the testimony of the health officer, where milk is | 


sold—in saloons, grocery stores, sometimes above ground and 
sometimes under ground—but the health officer says in his testi- 
mony here that they have acquired certain rights with which he 
does not feel like interfering. The Senator from Nevada very 
wisely has defined ‘‘a dairy’ in his bill, and has made provision 
that will rid us of these places where milk is sold in connection 
with decaying turnips and cabbages and potatoes, places with 


which the health officer says in his testimony he does not feel dis- | 
posed to interfere because those gentlemen have acquired certain | 
7 t 


r 


its. 





Mr. President, it does seem to me if we will follow—and I will 
say at this point that I did not intend to participate in this dis- 
cussion at all—the practices that prevail in the great dairy States 
of the Union, that prevail in my own State and in other States in 


New England, which are giving very careful attention to the 
dairy business and have a practical man who understands his 
business and who has knowledge of analytical chemistry, we will 
be very apt to get purer milk than we will get if we put it in the 
hands of the health officer, who is to-day overloaded with work, | 
and in ¢ 


he hands of a bacteriologist who will give us a great many 
theories, which, in my opinion, will have very little to do with 
the purity of the milk. 

I he Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockrELt] raises the question 
whether a bacteriologist is not the proper person to determine 
whether or not milk is pure. Mr. President, ninety-nine one- 
iiundredths of the bacteria that exist in this country are heaith- 
producing bacteria. The disease-producing bacteria are due to 
dec mposition, or due to filth, or due to some other condition of 
that kind. If we have pure milk, if we safeguard our law so that 
it 1s Impossible to offer for sale to the people of this District milk 
that contains impurities, there is no danger of bacteria until the 
milk becomes so old that it becomes disorganized. So in my 
Opinion a chemist is better in dealing with the subject of milk 
than a bacteriologist. 


in 
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I know I pres@nt a view opposed to that of many distinguished 
physicians in this District. Those gentlemen have been to me. 
| They are my friends and I am their friends, but I, nevertheless, 
am presenting a view that has very eminent scientific authority 
back of it. No less a man than the celebrated Dr. Lawson Tate, 
| who recently died, who was the most famous ovariotomist of his 
| time, who had the greatest success that ever attended a surgeon 
| anywhere in the world in great abdominal operations. insisted that 
all that was required was cleanliness, and that when absolute 
cleanliness was secured there was no danger from the so-called 
bacteria, which have been talked about so much that the average 
citizen is afraid to eat, drink, or breathe, lest he be contaminated 
with bacteria. 

Mr. President, Iam fully persuaded that the bill to which the 
Senator from Nevada has given so much attention, a practical 
dairyman as he is, is safeguarded in every possible way, and that, 
aside from this little contention as between the medical profes- 
sion and the Senator, it is the best bill which has been presented 
to Congress, and,in my judgment, if it is ena 1 into law it will 
secure to the people of the District pure milk, which is after all 
what we desire to secure and all that it is necessary for us to 
secure. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire a question before he takes his seat. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I expect to vote for this bill, and I like its 
practical features; but what is there here that tends to detect the 
bacilli of typhoid fever or tuberculosis? How do you meet that 
difficulty, which is so often encountered? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am not myself a bacteri- 
ologist, but I will say to the Senator that if we get milk from a 
healthy cow and that if it is free from the contamination of filth or 
otherwise, in my opinion there is no danger of bacillior the bacteria 
appearing in the milk. Thatismyopinion. It may be that it 

night occur in isolated cases. It is very possible that such would 
be the fact, but I do not apprehend that if we have a bacteriolo- 
gist he is going to analyze every quart of milk that is sent into 

the District. I do not see how he could do it, and under any sn- 
| pervision that we may have it is barely possible that we would 

get contamination of that kind. The best w in do, it seems to 
| me, is to havein the dairies healthy cows, pure milk, and then 
take our chances. I do not believe we can by any process that 
| ity I 
' 
| 
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| science has yet discovered guarantee the people of this city or 
|any other city against contamination from incidental causes 

which may occur in any food product. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is not this also true, I should like to ask the 

| Senator? If there happens to be evidence from these inspectors 

and I like this bill—that in a certain section the surface water « 
| the well water indicates the presence of typhoid germs, under th 
| existing law knowledge of that matter might be brought to the 
health officer and his force, and they might still look for bacteria 
| upon notification from the inspectors? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unquestionably. This force, which is a 
very competent force, would doubtless have the power to call in 
a bacteriologist in an emergency of that kind. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Or ask the health officer. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Or ask the health officer. The health 
officer himself, I believe, does not claim to be a bacteriologist 

Mr. McCOMAS. But he has one. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This matter of bacteriology does not a 
peal to me as much as it does, possibly, to some other pers who 
have not given it so much attention as I have t lf 


7 


Ti 
| There may be defects in this bill. One Senator has raised the 
question about milk being sent from outside of the District and 
10W We are going to provide for it. Under the present law the 


is a process for doing it. If we have any proof that impure milk 
comes from Maryland or Virginia—and milk comes into the Dis- 
trict from New York State—that it has bon sent froma dairyora 
| farm where contamination occurs, one of these inspectors is ser 
| into Maryland, or Virginia, or New York and he makes an official 
| inspection of the dairy farm, and if he is refused the privilege of 
doing that, all we have to do is to revoke the permit and let those 
gentlemen sell the milk somewhere else. 

Mr.CLAY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. CLAY. 
section 2: 

That every pla 
is a dairy. 


Under that provision if milk or cream is soll in any place what 





_ 


Certainly. 
I wish to call his attention to page 7 of this bill, 


‘ein the District of Columbia where milk or crea l 


ever, it would be a dairy? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, sir. 
Mr.CLAY. Now, letustake the latter provision 0 
Each dairy shall have house room sufficient for cooling, pre-ery 
| bottling milk, and also conveniences fo1 :cleansit f } 
utensils of every kind used in the business. 


a 
f 
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Now. I ask the Senator this question: You take a little place 
and cream are sold in small quantities. 
fis d in this section? 

G A L LI ING R 


It must have | 


‘if it is not tr ue that the second 
ze he ougl “rv to be 
mbia ‘din ere milk 


“he i is, wi ere it is the ” rincipal business? 
Then you would open u p every sa- 
the sale of milk. 


— 


:@ in the city for 
f the very thing we are aiming at. 
would practically prevent parties from deal- 


uld, indeed, unless—— 

1 int nd. in other words, if mill is sold i in — 
e, then that place, within the 
kind of place described in ies bill. 

“Shee must have facilities 


That would evidently close out all the small con- 


say that would be the natur 
ink it is very desirable to accom- 


k the Senator this questi 
hall be br = how 
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lem cry or 








eth Mm 2 




















ly overs whens 








nt into the 
is what I thought. 

















y is in operation at this time, and it 
provision of the act, it would have to 

















so; which I think is a very 











Read that provision. 
It i is not a hard prov ision. 
I will turn the ma 

















STEWART. 
sien ae 


itter over to the S 











With the Sena 





tor’s permission 
from Florida has asked me to read it, I will read that provision. 


as the Senator 














f airy sh hall be at 7 rast 15 feet 
sit meny — . 
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i in the bi nines Ss. 
Ww hat objection does the Senator from Geor- 
































I simply say that in dealing with how dairies | 
t we have a pe rfect right to deal with the Distr ic to f 
it how one shall be built in Georgia or Virgii 
not a que: stion we ought to deal with in this bill providin 
in the Distr: ict. 
ir. SPOONER. 
Mr. CLAY. 
fr. SPOONER. 





























pure 0 vilk 











Senator from Georg 








With Pleaser. ; 
Congress, of course, has entire control over | 
th 16 ad imission of milk and cream from outside into the District. 



































~ Congress can deal with interstate commerc 
| But it is more than that. 
solute police power over the District. 

I said that. 

Congress can prohibit the bringin; 
; of any cream or milk which has not been produce 
the circumstances required by this proposed act, 

. think that is 
es not provide for executing the crimin 
¥ ‘ond the boundaries « rt 
But this bill 7 











gress has ab- 
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th District t be 
I understand that. 
different States shall be buil 
+, in order to be permitted to ship 





me Eat t. 
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dairies in the 








milk into the 

















Mr. SPOONER. 
Feces CLAY. 


n is correct, 








provisions of this bill, if that construc- 
utely essential that every man who 
3a dairy costing him even hundreds and thousands of dol- 
down and build another in order to comply with 


Under the 
it will be abs« 











shall tear 1 
e provisions of this act. 
Mr. MALLORY. 

wer the Senator from Georgia? 
* STEWART. Certainly. 


Senator from Nevada allow me to 

















Mr. MALLORY. 
that section. 





Maron 2. 








The Senator from Georgia has miscons! 


Ss 


Mr. CLAY. I had a doubt as to whet 
construction, and I was taking the construction placed up 
the chairman of the Committe 
Senator from New Hi: unpshire. 


Mr. MA LLORY. 


ther or not it wasa 1 
e District of Columb 


The Senator from Georgia says that t] 


provides how dairies shall be built 
vides how dairies shall not be built. 
shall be built. In other words, it says that they shall be a 
distance from stalls 
their effect upon milk. 
shall be built. If tl 
it is merely a limitation upon the location and the openings \ 


may be in a dairy. 


I deny that: 
" It does not provide } 


and stables and things that are no 
Tt doe s not presc ribe at all how th 
or will examine that he will fir 


There is no hardship in it at all, 


Mr. CLAY. They must comply with sec 


Mr. MALLORY. 


Section 2 mere ly imposes ares 


Mr. CLAY. And undoubtedly 
all the small concerns that ez 
will read it carefully. 


Mr. McCOMAS. 


2 is inten ers to 
ge in the dairy business 


Will! the Senator permit me just a word t! 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 
Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 


Mr. McCOMAS. 


Does the Senator from Gi 


I have been listening to the Senator 


Georgia. I think he does not want us to believe that he w 
to insist upon the personal or the constitutional right to hay 

within 15 feet of a stable, or within 15 feet of & Soa] 
any other place where there is garbage or uncleanliness. 


sure he does not. 





It isa pretty far cry, so far as the babi 


the Distric " of Columbia are coneerned, from the cow in G 
to the cradle in the District of Columbia. 
does not come from Georgia to this town, and if it does it 1 
| not, perhaps, be as good as it was when it left Georgia. 

; | measure, as the Senator has said, does not s 
| it simply says what shall not be done. 

| within so many feet of a soap factory, or a stable, or oth 

| place, and that they shall make provision for preserving 
| bottling and cooling milk. 
| do less if we wanted to do something in behalf of the heal 
| children who have to use milk. 


Mr. STEWART. 


I apprehend that 1 


ay what shall b 
It says it shall 


It does seem to me that it could } 


That clause received a good deal of con 


ation. All the dairy 
cussed, The origin al bill provided that a dairy should 1 n 
within 30 feet of a stable, and so on. 
gation that there were some very nice places where eve \ 
stable on the opposite side and a heavy wall between. © 
man has a place of that kind. 
wall and the openings are on the outside. 
the openings come together; 
But it was provided that they should be at that distance. 

Here is one man ina building 


| Nothing penetrat 


men were present, and it was thoroug 


Dae 


It was found upon i 


He has put in a heavy part 
that is the way to get around 


and there is a partition w 
s through and there i is no reason why it s! 


| not be used. Tow a not want to have the openings com 
gether so that the milk will be contaminated. 
discussed as to what would be entirely reasonable, and all 
to the conclusion that if you say that hereafter it shall be 
apart it would be all right. 


Everybody regar 


That was discussed thorou 
ded that as a reasonable provision. 


outside of the District of Columbia is concerned, if they w 
S mply witha reasonable condition like that, they need not bi 


their milk here. 


That is all there is of it. 


The plea of the doctors, it seems to me, is not well taken. 
say that the health officer should have charge of e i 
nected with sanitation or health. 
of sewage disposal, cleaning of streets, and a thousand other 
in the city which have some effect upon health. 
ficer is ambitious, indeed, if he will take charge of all these m 
ters. The doctors go so far as todragin another bill, the nuisa 
bill, which was prepared by the 1 
fabric of machine ery to condemn ae pull down insanitary b 
ings and charge the expense of it as a tax upon the property. 

The lawyers on the District Committee doubted the con tit 
tionality of the bill 
spector of buildings : 
counsel where buildings or their surroundings are in an insanitar 
condition, and furnishes the inspector of buildings with a for 


for that purpose. 


That would give them charg 


health officer, creating : 


and framed an amendment whereby Gx 
shall report all cases to the corp 





He can prosecute for a violation of law in t! 


police court, or in a proper case where it will be necessary to tear 
the buil ding down he can apply to a court of equity for an injm 
tion, and the law will deal with the subject in a constitution 
manner. If need be, he can have issues of facts tried by a jury. 
In this way the constitutional difficulty is avoided and a cheap 
and effective method adopted. 


It is now said th: 
business with the 


» health officer ought to attend to the w hol ) 
assistance of the doctors. 


a pretty good place to determine whether there is a addins, and 
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ee sina 
_ | 
. parties can be heard and a judgment rendered which | Mr. COCKRELL. I wish togu 1 th : m Ne 
fective. some more in regard to this matter. If I ai } 
ill is not before the Senate now. The time to discuss it | chemist may take milk, chemi anal 1d |] 
is reach od The doctors know as much ab ~ that bill | pure, and that milk may be | 
»abont keeping the dirt out of milk. Itis worthy germs—and it will not be d ted by t] icala 
wwever, that the health officer is prolific in the drafting that is a defect inthis bill. I think it this 1 
-of which have been passed and none of which have | continued under the health officer; that he should be given ; 
n enforced. teriologist, and in addition to that be given additional machi v, 
ve followed precedents in the case under consideration. | I am perfectly oa to grant the machinery that is ] 
cl provided a superintendent of dairies as they have in all | vided, or more, if it is necessary to secure pure } 
ling States. These States also have a health officer, but | to be under the health officer, in my judgment. 
not administer the milk laws. | Mr. STEWART : Let me answertheS tor’ \ 
er, handling milk, seeing that it is kept clean and free | suggests that there may be diseased matter 
requires vigilance, care, and experience to control it. | detection by the chemi . adustk. Shak dak 4 
ent of dairies os yuld be familiar with the dairy ere has been a qu r 











ss and have a knowledge of chemistry. The chemist may | culosis was communica 1s : 
» bacteria of animals, i it how is the bacteriologist going | in Europe and in America a W 
t dirty milk out of the District? t tuberculosis in animals could b nd vi 
\NIEL. I observe in the report of the committee, made | versa. That is a dispmted point 
by the Senat . rom Nevada, Report No. 804, in the organization | question. That is too abstract f 
esent health department in the District of Columbia,there | We do not want disease in the } y 
Bs are eleven different people who have in charge the matter of milk, | to preventit. A bacteriologist can not do that; that is n 


a y health officer, chemist, sanitary food inspector, veterina- | line. That must be done, by an inspection of the place r 
r inspector of dairy farms, and others—eleven in number. is produced and in dairies where the milk is bottled and sent 


have the duty assigned them of inspecting farms in What good would it do to havea report that certain mil 







































nd. Virginia, and the District of Columbia, and the vat found to contain injurious bacteria a week or ten ten days: r 
tils of the matter in their hands. I see, also, that in this it had been all consumed? 
ere is a corpsof eighteen persons provided at aggregate sal- | It can be done by inspectors who are to go intothe conniry a 
$23,000. What are we going to do with the old corps of | examine the cows. They are veterinarians and unde: ! 
ls, eleven in number, in the milk business when we are now | diseases of cows, and if they find diseased cows they will n 
to h a corps of eighteen? the milk be brought here. That is the way to p1 nt it. You 
Mr.STEWART. They are superseded so far as their duties re- | may have all the bacteriologists in the world here and they ld 
late to milk inspection. not be any use to prevent it, if you allowed filth in the country, 
A Mr. DANIEL. Does it abolish those offices? if you allowed cows to be sick. But that is provided for in the 
. ir. STEWART. Yes; it does not abolish the office of health | bill. That is whe re the he alth officer rt 
Es officer, however. ee 1cknowledged in his t 1ony 
‘ Mr. DANIEL. There are eleven different persons whose duties | tee that » a on inistratio ' the dairy law all 1 
Fe are set forth in this report who have in charge the matter of milk. | can prop ane do, and with his multifarious duties h 
rp Are we to keep them in office? not give much personal attention to them. 
SI Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; they have mixed duties. |} Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let me illustrate it to tl 
bi Mr. DANIEL, They have enough duty here to perform about Mr. STEWART. Well. 
i milk. Mr. COCKRELL. It is all right for these veterinarians t 
" Mr. STEWART. But they do not perform it. and examine and see. Nobody wants any milk fr d 
: Mr. DAN IEL, Are we going to keep them-in office and give cow. But the germs can be impregnated in milk ; it 
4 them something else to do? Or is that system abolished and this | from the cow. 
i system put in its place? Mr. STEWART. Yes. 
s , TEWART, It is abolished so far as their offices relate to Mr. COC KRE LL. You may examin ( 1 t 
: milk, be in perfect health and the milk may be pu 1d L) 
Mr. DANTEL. What else are they to do that they are now at the d: oie before it is brought here until ( 
rj pied with, and what is the use of keeping them in officeif n: od wi disease-producing germs, and your che ul 
a we are going to abolish their duties? will not ais » it. 
Mr. STEWART. They will undoubtedly be reappointed should Mr. STEW: ART. Oh, yes; it d ses it. 
this bill become a law. Mr. ¢ se! KRELL. You must admit it. 
Mr. DANIEL. Why not abolishthem? There is no use in the Mr. STEWART. If it is sour or anythin that kind l 
Government having two large and elaborate corps of officers un- | be discovered 
less itis pertinent to their office. This bill creates eighteen new Mr. COCKRELL. You must ad it. 
ones, as I read it, but it leaves eleven old ones still in office to The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair] before : 
look up something to do. ate the uni hed business, which will I 
Mr. STEWART. Oh,no; provision is made to cover that point. The SECRETARY. A bill (5. 2259) to regulate s 
ae Let me read the provision of the bill. between ports in the United States and 1 or : 
a <3 *, DANTI aa r, am referring to pages 4 and 5 of the report. | Philippi hipelago, be I 
‘ S1 EWA The bill wom. Arc} r othe rj 
A i wi id the appointment by the said Commissioners of the Mr. 5 ART Let ‘ ! 
r erein i the ZO 1e - ‘tors as are yw pr . - a ae 
- rein for horized ‘the 1 nt of t “a uch ins; I the proc a n business 0 — ss = 
milk in the District of Columbia shall cease and determine. the bill. Si , - 
DANIET L. Will the Senator refer me to that language? I| Mr. COCKRELL. We can not take a vote right now. 1 
g have not seen it. an important bill. I am just as anxious as tl stor 1 
3 Mr. STE W ART. It ison page 6, commencing after the semi- | but I want some amendments made to it, I want to h 
z colon in line 7, fected. I do not believe it is a good bill in the form it is in. 
Mr. DANIEL. MayT ask the Senator from N¢ evada a questior n?} Mr. STEWART. Will not the Seuator from 4 ewes 
q . q rms of such inspectors as are now provided for by law for the en- consent to lay the unt lsh ed business aside for a littl 
ti f Columbia i — g to the production and sale of milk in the Dis Mr. LODGE. It is a bill which, ow ng t V 
} . shall cease and determine. which applies the navigation laws on the Ist of J 
How many of those in ispectors are there? ought to be disposed of and sent to t se V 
| 7 r. STEWART, There are eight. do not think, in view of that particular 1 
think we had better take a vote, Mr. President. I onght to yield unless I can get a time fixed \ 
Mr. SP YONER. I move to insert, after the word “ purpose,” | shipping bill. I do not want to interfere with th 
in the sixteenth line, page 6, the word ‘‘they.”” It is a mere ver- | for 1 favor his bill, but I think we ought 1 y 


“a imendment. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. x EW ART submitted the following 1 
The Secretary. In section 1, on page 6,line 16, afterthe word ir. STEWART submitted the following 1 


, 7 in 99 3 33 "heeor tee of conferen n t] 
purpose,” insert the word ‘‘ they;’’ so as to read: enn ee 
1€ ame nen OL the fo » Tin 


finished business and dispose of it as soon a 


PIPE LINES THROUGH INDIAN I 


and for that purpose they shall at all times have access to farms and other | of the Interior tog i v l 

places where milk or cream is produced. ing met, after ful lt “O1 t 
Mr. STEWART. That is right. ag ory eyo t) ae Hi aaa 
The amendment was agreed to. House numbere< and agree to the sa 
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That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered one, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line &, after the word * located,” insert ‘‘and of all other allottees through 
whose lands said lateral pipe lines may pass;” and the House agree to the 
same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagfeement to the amendment of the 
House numbered four, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add at the end of said amendment the following: “\Provided further, That 
the Secretary of the Interior, at the expiration of said twenty years, may ex- 
tend the right to maintain any pipe line constructed under this act for @n- 
other period not to exceed twenty years from the expiration of the first right, 
upon such terms and conditions as he may deem proper;” and the House 
agree to the same. 

Ww. M. STEWART, 
O. H. PLATT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


CHARLES CURTIS, 
W.E. Brown, 
JOHN H. STEPHENS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 


SHIPPING BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND THE PHILIPPINES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade between 
ports of the United States and ports or places in the Philippine 
Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philippine Archi- 
pelago, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill, which 
I think is necessary in order to avoid a difficulty which has been 
pointed out to me by the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 
I think section 6 should be amended by striking out, in line 3, the 
words ‘‘so much of;”’ and striking out, in line 6, the words ‘“‘ as 
reads’’ and inserting ‘‘ is hereby amended so that it shall read; ’’ 
by striking out, in line 7, the word ‘‘four’’ and inserting the 
word ‘‘five;’’? and then to strike out, in line 13, the words ‘‘is 
hereby repealed. This section shall take effect on July 1, 1904.”’ 

The effect of this amendment is to make the law positive in- 
stead of negative—that is, it affirmatively admits foreign ships. 
Unless that is done, I think a doubt may arise as to the condition 
of the law between the ist of July, 1904, and the Ist of July, 1905. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 8. section 6, line 3, before the word 
** section,’ strike out the words ‘‘so much of;’’ and in line 6, 
after the word ‘‘ purposes,”’ strike out the words ‘‘as reads”’ and 
insert in lieu ‘‘is hereby amended so that it shall read,’’ and in 


line 7 strike out the word ‘‘ four’’ and insert “‘ five.”’ 


Mr. LODGE. Then begin at the word ‘‘is,’’ line 13, section 6, | 


and strike out the rest of the section. 
The Secretary. After the word ‘‘Archipelago,’”’ line 18, 


effect on July 1, 1904.”’ 
Mr. LODGE. So that the section as amended will read: 
That section 3 of the act approved March 8, 1902, entitled “An act tempo- 
arily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” 
is hereby amended so that it shall read; “* Provided, however, That until July 
1, 1905, the provisions of law, etc.” 


It makes it.affirmative instead of negative; that is all. 


Mr. SPOONER. Thatis the provision about the coasting trade? | 


Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
if it is a fact that the coastwise laws of the United States are 
now so framed that they would operate on traffic between San 
Francisco, Hawaii, or Manila unless suspended by their operation? 

Mr. LODGE. They would. Under the Porto Rican decisions 
of the Supreme Court they will go into effect on the ist of 
July, 1904, as now framed. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then the result of this bill, if it becomes a law, 
would be to postpone until 1905 the time when it would operate. 

Mr. LODGE. It will defer the time of their application on the 
transoceanic traffic until the 1st of July, 1905, and on interislahd 
traffic indefinitely. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] yesterday, where he strikes 
out the word ‘‘four’’ in several places. The amendment was 
agreed to in only one place. 

Mr. LODGE. Irenew that amendment. I move that amend- 
ment on page 1, line 3, section 1; page 2, line 8, section 2, and on 
same page, line 25, section 4. The other one has become unnec- 
essary because it was stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 

The Secretary. On page 1, line 3,strike out the word ‘‘ four” 
and insert ‘‘ five;’’ on page 2, line 8, strike out ‘‘ four” and in- 
sert ‘‘ five;’’ on page 2, line 25, at the end of the line, strike out 
‘** four’? and insert ‘‘ five.” 

Mr. CARMACK. Is that the amendment of the Senator from 
Towa? 


The amendments will be 


| lowed at the next session of Congress by such a reduction of ( 


strike out the words “‘is hereby repealed. This section shall take | on Philippine products as he believes necessary for the welfare 





Mr. LODGE. It is the amendment of the Senator from Iowa 
In his absence I moved it, as we accepted it yesterday. o 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the amendment of th, 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CARMACK. I want to move an amendment to the amend. 
ment. I move the amendment to the amendment which I send 
to the desk. : 

The Secretary read the amendments, as follows: 


Substitute “1906” for “1905” 
amendment. 


Mr. LODGE. If the Senator desires to discuss his amendments 
I will not move to lay them on the table. 

Mr. CARMACK. I wish to make a few remarks. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Tennesgeg 
will proceed. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, there seems to be a good deal 
of doubt whether under the act temporarily to provide revenues 
for the Philippine Islands and for other purposes, being the 
Philippine tariff act, this provision extending our coastwise law to 
the Philippines would take effect on July 1, 1904. The language 
of section 3 of that act is as follows: 

That on and after the passage of this act the same tonnage taxes s)a}] be 
levied, collected, and paid upon all foreign vessels coming into the United 
States from the Philippine Archipelago which are required by law t 
levied, collected, and paid upon vessels coming into the United States f) 
foreign countries: Provided, however, That_until July 1, 1904, the proy 
of law restricting to vessels of the United States the transportation pas- 
sengers and merchandise directly or indirectly from one port of the United 
States to another port of the United States shall not be Semone to for 
vessels engaging in trade between the Philippine Archipelagoand the U: 
States, or between ports in the Philippine Archipelago. 

That is a negative provision, declaring that it shall not take 
effect until that time. Whether it would inevitably take effect 
at that time I am not sure. The report of the Commissioner of 

[ 
| 


wherever the latter figures appear in saiq 


m 
ons 


gn 
ted 


Navigation for 1903 seems to suggest a doubt on that question. 
will call the attention of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Dani) 
to page 42 of that report, and he can examine it, as he raised the 
question awhile ago. 

Mr. President, yesterday a statement was made to the effect 


| that the Secretary of War is entirely satisfied with this bill as 


modified by the amendment just offered by the Senator fr 
Massachusetts. 


m 
I have a suspicion that the Secretary’s state of 


| mind would have been more accurately described if it had been 
| said that he had reluctantly yielded to the persuasion of Senators 


upon the other side of the Chamber with the hope that the pas- 
sage of this bill at the present session of Congress would be fol- 


v 


and prosperity of the Philippine Islands. 

I know, and we all know, that the Secretary of War has been 
very much opposed to the extension of the coastwise laws to the 
Philippine Islands until after a very large and material reduction 
has been made in the duties on products coming from the Philip- 
pine Islands to the United States. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] said yesterday 
that there ought to be no trouble whatever in passing a sat sfac- 
tory Philippine tariff law at the next session of Congress. | do 
not know why the Senator from Rhode Island thinks that t! 
will be such an easy matter. If it was in the mind of the Admin- 
istration to promote the passage of such a bill, I should be gla to 
know why it was not urged in a message of the President to Con- 
gress; and I should like to know why a bill has not been intro- 
duced in the House and pressed to consideration for the accom- 
plishment of that object in this long session of Congress, practically 
unlimited in its duration, where we have so little to do that it is 
proposed to adjourn at the unprecedentedly early date of the 
middle of April. I should like to know for what reason the c 
sideration of such a measure is to be postponed to the short ses- 
sion of Congress, when we will be overwhelmed with tne business 
that might be transacted at this session of Congress, and when 
we know that there will be very great difficulty in procuring the 
passage of any bill that is stubbornly resisted. 

The President overflowed with words of generosity for the peo- 
ple of Cuba, whom we have made free and independent and pros- 
perous, but he had not one word of comfort for the people of the 
Philippine Islands, whose lands we have made desolate with fire, 
and sword, and famine. There has been a great deal more ge" 
erosity exhibited or professed for the free Republic of Cuba than 
has been shown for the Philippines under the flag and protection 
of the United States. 

I want to say, Mr. President, that if the Secretary of War 's 
under the impression that after the passage of this bill he can *:- 
cure a material reduction, or any reduction whatever of the Phili)- 
pine tariff at the next session of Congress, he is deceiving himsel!!, 
or he has been deceived. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
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Mr. CARMACK. Lyield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PATTERSON. In the statements that were made by the 
c-nator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] yesterday and the 
eanior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], as to a conversation 
with the Secretary of War, I gathered—if I am not trespassing 
upon the Senator’s time with a statement—— 

“Mv. CARMACK. Not atall. Iam glad to yield to the Sena- 

tor whatever time he wishes to occupy. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I gathered that his approval of this meas- 
ure was based altogether upon the additional assurance that at 
the next session of Congress a law will be enacted reducing the 
duties on Philippine products transported from the Philippine 
Islands to the United States; in other words, that were it not 
for his expectation, or the practical assurance of gentlemen to 
him to that effect, he would be opposed to this measure. I think, 
after hearing the statement made by the Senators referred to, I 
am fully justified in reaching and stating that conclusion, 

Therefore it is the equivalent of a notification to the country 
by the Senator from Massachusetts that at the next session of 
Congress, which will be during the year for which this bill has 
been extended, a bill will be introduced and pressed to passage 
reducing the tariff duties on Philippine products imported into 
the United States. The only two items of Philippine products in 
which the United States are particularly interested are sugar and 
tob cco. 

Mr. DRYDEN. And also hemp. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, but hemp comes in free now. I 
refer to the two items that are affected by tariff duties in which 
this country is interested, and those are sugar and tobacco. 
The sugar industry of the West and the South received a pretty 

| body blow at this session of Congress when the treaty with 
uba reducing the tariff duties upon Cuban sugar was ratified. 
ow, notice is served upon this side of the Chamber, and also 
upon the beet-sugar producers of the West, as well as the cane- 
sugar producers of the South, that at the next session, after the 
Presidential election is over, thé raid on sugar and tobacco is to 
be recommenced by a reduction of the tariff duties upon the sugar 
and tobacco of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. President, there is no person who has given the question of 
Philippine sugar production careful consideration but is con- 
vinced that if the tariff on that sugar is further reduced it means 
the annihilation of the beet-sugar industry of the United States. 
The cane-sugar industry of Louisiana is now in such a decrepit 
condition, as the result of prices and the late attack made upon 
it through the Cuban treaty, that it also must go to the wall when 
confronted either with free Philippine sugar or a reduction of the 
Philippine sugar tariff, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 


AOR 


Do I understand the Senator from 
Colorado to say that notice of that sort has been given—that that 
matter is to be taken up and pursued at the next session? 

Mr. PATTERSON. The equivalent of that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
even if it has been given. 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; but it has been pretty clearly demon- 
strated that when the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lopux] presents a measure from the Philippines Committee, es- 
pecially if it is to be regarded as in any sense an Administration 
measure, that side of the Chamber marches up and aligns itself 
alongside of the junior Senator from Massachusetts and presses 
through the measure, no matter what industry it may affect. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not necessarily. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not know how far it may not be nec- 
essarily so in the future, but I have realized during my short time 
here that it has been uniformly so in the past; and we have aright, 
Mr. President, to judge the future, at least for a limited period, 
by what has transpired in the past. 

_ Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If Iam not mistaken, the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], from the Philippines Committee 

Mr. CARMACK. He is not on the Philippines Committee. 

_Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. At any rate, he offered, some 
time ago, an amendment making sugar free, I think, in the Phil- 
‘PI or saan, which did not receive the support of all Senators 

N this side, 

Mr. CARMACK. Not to make sugar free. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Well, providing for a reduction 
of the duty thereon 25 per cent. 

_Mr. PATTERSON. I do not pretend to say that whatever a 
Senator upon the other side may offer or ask for all the Senators 
upon that side are ready to grant, but I do say that whatever has 
come from the Philippines Committee, that ever appears in this 

ody as apparently an Administration measure, has received the 
undivided support of the Republican Senators and has become a 
law when concurred in by the body at the other end of the Capitol. 

Mr. President, those of us who are interested in the sugar in- 
dustry are as firmly convinced as we are of our very existence that 
a further reduction of the Philippine tariff duties means the de- 
struction of that industry, for Philippine sugar may be placed on 
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shipboard at Manila at less thun 1 cent per pound, as I under- 
stand it, and it may be transported from the Philippine Islands to 
the United States at from 30 to 35 cents per hundred pounds. So 
the sugar raisers of the United States will be confronted, if sugar 
comes here free from the Philippine Islands, with sugar which 
costs but $1.35 per hundred, and you may add to that whatever 
little modicum of tariff will be left and it will be impossible for 
the United States sugar raisers to continue in business. 

Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I have yielded to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. PattEerson], but will not yield for him to 
carry on a regular debate with Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will 
kindly yield. It will probably take but a moment. 

Mr. CARMACK. Very well. 

Mr. DIETRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from Colo- 
rado a question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Very well. 

Mr. DIETRICH. Does the Senator believe that the passage of 
this bill will increase the rate upon goods transported from the 
Philippine Islands to the United States? 

, Mr. PATTERSON. I think so. 

Mr. DIETRICH. Well, will that not be an additional protec- 
tion against the competition of Philippine sugar? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Pro tanto, it will be. As a matter of 
course, that is the purpose of the bill—to increase the rates upon 
everything which comes from the Philippine Islands, to make 
the consumers of the United States pay that additional price for 
whatever comes here. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish tosay to the Senator from 
Colorado now that I do not wish, and do not intend to agree, to 
so far reduce the duty on Philippine sugar that it will interfero 





Will the Senator from Colorado 


the United States. I do believe that if sugar were free from the 
Philippines to the United States, and if it were manufactured 
with American capital and according to American methods. it 
would very seriously interfere with the sugar industry in the 
United States—both the beet and cane sugar industries. I donot 
want to feel that I am commitied to any project which, in my 
judgment, will interfere with American industries. 





Mr. PATTERSON. I am very glad, Mr. Preside at we 
have that frank statement from the Senator from C it. 
I want to say to him that, carrying out his staté it to a al 
conclusion, it means that he will stand with the people of ) 
West in opposing any further reduction of the tariff upon Philip- 


ine sugar. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
will injure American interests. 
settle that question now. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The statement of the Senator from Con- 
necticut, then, is accompanied with a reservati i 
end align him with the Republi t om 
the Philippines, and for action that wiil result in the calamit 
which I have suggested. 

I only want tosay, Mr. President—for I have already trespassed 


I will if I am convince 
I do not, however, undertake to 





an members of 


upon the time of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Canmack] too 
long—that if Senators upon the other side depend upon supple- 
menting this bill by legislation at the next session reducing duties 


upon the Philippine product, it will only succeed after those of 
us who are interested in that great industry shall have exhausted 
every constitutional means and parliamentary method that we 
possess as members of this body to defeat the effort. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, what has been said by th 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Pattrrson] and by the Senator fron 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is in line with what I was just 
and the warning which I gave to the Secretary of War, that 
is basing any hope of securing any material reduction of th 
on Philippine products upon any assurances that have been given 
him that the passage of this billinits present form will further 
that object, he is building upon a very sandy foundation. 

Mr. President, we know at the last session of Congress, wh 
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ilipp aril 
per cent of the Dingley rates, how fiercely and how stubborn]; 
was resisted up to the very last hour, almost to the adjournme: 
of Congress, and defeated without being brought to a vote. 








We know how the beet-sugar interest gathered here and re- 
sisted the passage of that bill; how Mr. Oxnard at last served 
notice upon Congress that he would consent to a reduction to the 
extent of 50 per cent of the present rate, but that he would not 
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consent to any further reduction. He consented to that because, 
as the Philippine Commission themselves had shown to us, a re- 
duction of 50 per cent would be practically no reduction whatever 
and would offer no encouragement to the industries of the Philip- 
pine Islands. Isay that at the next session—at the short session, 
when we shall be crowded with business—they will be here again, 
resisting to the very uttermost any further reduction in the tariff 
on Philippine products. and especially on sugar. 

We know the long fight we had for reciprocity with Cuba, which 
was finally secured, carrying a reduction of 20 per cent on Cuban 
sugar, only after we had made a compromise with the sugar in- 
terests by which we practically defeated all the reciprocity treaties 
pending in this body and agreed that we would make no other 
reciprocity treaties with any other sugar-growing countries in 
the world. 

[ have no desire, Mr. President. so far as I am concerned, to 
protect sugar, no matter whether it comes from the beet or from 
the cane. Iam willing that the producers of sugar shall be re- 
quired toearn their living just like the producers of cotton, of 
wheat, and of corn, without any largesses from the public Treas- 
ury; but so long as the system of protection prevails, so long as 
we recognize the right of this Government to impose a tariff on 
the products of the Philippine Islands, producers of sugar have 
as much right to demand their full share of protection and to re- 
sist any importation of competing products as have any other 
interests in the country, and we know that they will doit. The 
Senator from Connecticut will be standing with the Senator 
from Colorado resisting any reduction of the Philippine tariff that 

> 2 ] i 
will do the people of the Philippine Islands any good whatever or 
give any encouragement whatever to their industries, because un- 
less you can reduce the tariff sufficiently to bring about competi- 
tion between their products and our own it will be of no benefit 
whatever, and you might just as well not reduce it at all. 

They have, from the standpoint of protection, good grounds for 
resisting the introduction of Philippine sugar. The present gov- 
ernor of the Philippines, testifying before the committee, said 
something to the eifect that the Philippines could produce sugar 
enough to supply the world; and when American capital goes 
there, as suggested by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], 
and when you have removed all limitations upon the amount of 
land that can be held by these great corporations, as you will do, 
and when you give free admission to Chinese labor. as you will 
do, then the competition of Philippine sugar with the sugar of 
the United States will become a very serious question. So far as 
Tam concerned it does not alarm me. Ido not object to bring- 
ing it into competition with sugar from anywhere in the worid, so 
far as Iam concerned; but they -will object to it. They will be 
here at the next session of Congress resisting it to the bitter end, 
and they will defeat the bill. No matter what bili you may 
bring in here to reduce the tariff on sugar and tobacco at the next 
session of Congress it will be defeated, and the Secretary of War 
ought to have known that before he consented to waive his ob- 
jections to the pending bill. 

Now, I want to call attention to what Governor Taft has said 
officially upon this question. In his report as civil governor of 
the Philippines he said: 

In respect to the trade between these islands and the United States, I con- 
cur fully in the remarks of Collector Shuster in his annual report, in which 
he says: “At the present time the greater part of the freight traffic between 
the Philippines and New York is carried on in foreign bottoms. So far as 
indications go, any law which prevented the continuance of that trade in 
foreign bottoms until an equal tonnage of cheaply oe American 
freighters are actually available to take up that trade and maintain healthy 
rate competition would result in a decided increase over the present rates of 
freight. This additional burden would fall on the already weakened re- 
sources of these islands, and such a result would be more than lamentable 
from every standpoint. The tonnage plying between these islands and the 

Pacific coast is about — to the present freight supply, and no change in 
the present law seems desirable as far as trans-Pacific routes are concerned. 

Tt is, therefore, earnestly recommended that the present laws, so far as 
they permit foreign bottoms to trade between these islands and the main- 

land territory of the United States, be not changed for a period of at least 
five years from July 1, 1904, and that positive legislation to that effect be had 
by Congress at an early date.” 

The report of Mr. Shuster, the collector, to which Governor Taft 
refers, says: 

No course should be adopted which will place any additional burden in the 
way of freights on Philippine products, shipped either locally or to the main- 
land territory. forsome yearstocome. For. similar reason no law should 
be passed which willappreciably increase the freight rates from the mainland 
to these islands. Cheap and adequate en between the mainland 
territory and these islands and between Philippine ports is vitally necessary 
to successful development here. 

In the report of the Philippine Commission I find the following 
statement: 

The operation of the coastwise trade laws of the United States in respect 
to trade between the islands of the ae ye 5 ag oer are and to trade be- 
tween those islands and the mainland of the United States have been sus- 
pended by act of Congress until July 1, 1901. If Congress were to take no 
action and to allow the coastwise navigation laws to become applicable to 

the interisland trade of these islands and to the trade between the islands 












and the United States, as they now are, most disastrous results would follow 
It is earnestly recommended that the regulation of the coastwise trade 
far as it relates to the trade between the islands of the Philippine Arc}; 
ago, be left wholly to the discretion of the Philippine Commission, su}, 
to the approval of the Secretary of War and the President of the U; 
States, and that the trade between the islands and the mainland of ; 
United States be continued as at present by suspending tho application 
the trading laws of the United States for five years longer, to wit, unti! J 
1, 1909. 

Then again, referring to the very bill that is before the Sena‘ 
the report says: 

Since the above was written it has come tothe knowledge of the Com; 
sion that a bill has been introduced in Congress applying the coastwise 
to trade between the islands and the mainiand of the United States. 
danger from this of increasing the freight rates and thus imposing an 2 
tional burden upon the trade of the islands must be obvious to anyone 
has examined the facts with respect to the percentage of the business 1 
done between the islandsand the mainland of the United States in Amer 
bottoms. The Commission of course can not present any objection to | 
lation which shall unite more closely the Philippine Islands with the Uni: 
States in bonds of amity and mutually Sonnialal Gesinens relations, butit 1 
urgently and earnestly invites your attention and that of Congress to 
great injustice which will be done to the islands if the law which limits 
means of communication to American bottoms between the United Sta 
and the Philippine Islands does not at tHe same time, and as a considera: 
for this interference with the natural laws of trade and the necessary inc) 

f freight rates, strike down the tariff wall made by the Dingley tariff in : 


OL 
matcer of the importation of sugar and tobacco from the islands to the n 
land. The people of the islands may well ask, ** What advantage are \ 
get out of association with the United States in a business way if our t 

is to be used only for the purpose of increasing the business of Amer 
ships, while the limitation of the coastwise laws by increasing the fr: 
rates will reduce the business that we now have with that country?” 

Mr. President, they may indeed well ask what benefit they ar 
to get from association with the United States so long as our | 
islation proceeds upon such principles as these, when they s 
legislating in every case with an eye only to conferring a ben 
upon some class of American citizens, without any regard whiat- 
ever for its effect upon the people of the Philippine Islands. 

The Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. Drerricu] suggested a moment 
ago that the extension of these laws and the increase of freight 
charges would be equivalent to an increase of protection. Of 
course it would. Of course it would be equivalent to an increas 
in the present tariff rates on Philippine products. Yet youare to 
have that. You are to increase the burden already imposed by 
your tariff law upon the products of the Philippine Islands wit 
out any assurance whatever, and, I beg leave to say, with \ 
little hope, that you will hereafter make any substantial or m 
rial reduction in the Philippine tariff rates. 

The Senator from California [Mr. Perks] said the other ( 
that the Philippines were a part of the United States; that t! 
are under the protection of the United States. Mr. Presiden:.o 
far from that being true, under the operations of our Phili 
tariff law, we are protecting ourselves against the Philip 
Islands, instead of protecting them. A part of the United St ) 
They are regarded as a part of the United States when it c 
to the extension of our coastwise laws to benefit a few favo 
of this Government in the United States at the expense o! 
people of the Philippine Islands, and again they are not consid- 
ered as a part of the United States when it comes to the ena 
ment of tariff laws and the protection of certain interests in t! 
United States, again at the expense of the people of the Philip 
Islands. Their interests are not and have never been considered 
in any legislation that we have had before Congress. 

How soon we have forgotten the principles upon which we were 
going to act when we took possession of the Philippine Island 
Then it was proclaimed that we were to have the open do 
read from annex to protocol No. 15, treaty of peace between t! 
United States and Spain, in which it was said: 

And it being the policy of the United States to maintain in the Philipp): 
an open door to the world’s commerce, the American commissioners are pr 
pared to insert in the treaty now in contemplation a stipulation te the « 
that, for a term of years, Spanish ships and merchandise shall be admitt 
into the ports of the Philippine Islands on the same terms as American ships 
and merchandise. 

That statement was substantially interpreted by Mr. Day, presi 
dent of the Peace Commission, and afterwards Secretary of Stat 
in response to a question that came from one of the Spanish com- 
missioners. As to the effect of that statement, Mr. Day said: 

The declaration that the policy of the United States in the Philippines wil! 
be that of an open door to the world’s commerce necessarily implies that t 
offer to place Spanish vessels and merchandiss on the same footing as Ameri- 
can is not intended to be exclusive, etc. 

Here was the statement given out from the Administration that 
the policy of the United States in the Philippine Islands would lc 
that of an open door to the commerce of the world; yet we have 
imposed an export duty upon hemp that goes from the Philippines 
to any other country in the world except the United States. We 
are giving a few shipbuilders in the United States an absolute 
monopoly of the carrying trade between this country and the 
Philippine Islands. Where is the open door to the world’s com- 
merce? . 

Commerce, Mr. President, includes buying and selling; it in- 
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cludes the carriage of goods; it includes exports as well as im- 
- and protests are on file now in the State Department from 

- nation in Europe because of this violation of the solemn 
mise we made of the open door to the commerce of the world 

n Philippine Islands. The islands are simply held for ex- 
»Joitation, Mr. President, and to be exploited for the benefit not 

whole people of the United States, but for the greedy and 
ious interests that come here and make their demands upon 

Congress. 
va ‘overnor Taft made a speech at Manila just before he left. I 

, sorry I have lost the extract, but he said in that speech that 
-¢ the spirit which prevails among the American merchants and 
residents of the Philippine Islands should continue he would be 

tly discouraged as to the success of our adventure in that 
Mr. President, that spirit will continue. The people who go 
from here to the Philippine Islands will not be knights errant 
ceeking to relieve the oppressed; they will not be people who go 
there in the interest of humanity or with unselfish humanitarian 
purposes; but for the most part they will be needy and desperate 
adventurers who go there to make a profit out of the calamities 
of the people and to fill their pockets and come home as soon as 
they can. That is the condition which exists there now, as Gov- 
ernor Taft tells us. Itis a condition which he deplores. I be- 
lieve, and I am glad to say this in behalf of Governor Taft, that 
he is filled with earnest and honest zeal for the welfare of the 
people of the Philippine Islands, a zeal which in these days of 
commercialism is almost quixotic in its obsolete chivalry. He 
despairs, almost, of the success of our venture in the Philippine 
Islands. He sees—he is bound to see—what will be the fruits of 
this narrow and selfish and greedy policy which we have pursued 
in all our legislation with respect to that country. 

What will be the fruits of it? Growing and deepening discon- 
tent, constant irritation, a growing hatred of the American 
people and of American sovereignty, ending sooner or later in 
open and bloody rebellion. The history of our rule in the Phil- 
ippine Islands, if we continue the policy that now prevails, will 
be a story of bloody insurrection, alternating with periods of 
tranquillity produced by ruin and exhaustion, the kind of tran- 
quillity we now have there. 

Mr. President, when we first seized upon the Philippine Islands 
the country seemed to be mad with the idea that we were going 
to develop an immense trade with that country. It was to be an 
Eldorado. It was to increase the wealth and commerce of the 
United States tenfold, and there were people who actually seemed 
to attach more importance to the Philippine Islands as a basis 
fi 
to our own territory. 

Yet to-day, and in fact ever since, we have been legislating in 
mortal terror of the Philippine trade. We have erected a tariff 
wall against the Philippines on the very ground that if we did 
not put up a high tariff it would develop the commerce and the 
industries of the Philippine Islands. The very object for which 
you seized the islands was to develop theirindustries and develop 
an immense commerce with that country, and then you proceeded 
to raise a tariff wall on the very ground that if you did not do it 
you would accomplish the very object you professed to desire. 

What is the trade with the Philippine Islands? We sell them 
about $4,000,000 worth of goods a year, upon which we possibly 
make a profit of less than half a million dollars, which you could 
have had if you never had landed a soldier or a gun in the archi- 
pelago, and for which you have paid not less than $600,000,000 
and are continuing to spend money by the millions. 

{ wish to have put into the REcorRD, as an appendix to my re- 
marks, a statement of a distinguished citizen of Massachusetts, a 
particular friend, I believe, of the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, Mr. Atkinson. (See Appendix.) It shows the cost in 
the mere matter of money in the increase of our expenditures and 
the squandering of the people’s taxes, and for all of that we are 
getting a trade which amounts to the exportation of about 
©1,000,000 worth of goods a year, which you propose to destroy 
or to decrease by this bill. This measure will lay heavy burdens 





upon the commerce between this country and the Philippine Is- | : ae , wae J : 
lands, because when the people there find that they have to pay | ee ee ane Leek Nilegine isinnde practically wha 


exorbitant rates for transportation in American vessels from the 
United States they will buy whatever they can from other coun- 
ries and have their goods imported in foreign vessels. 

I wish to quote from a speech made by the Senator from Wis- 
consin |Mr. SPOONER] in the Fifty-sixth Congress as to the effect 
in the matter of expenditures of our policy in the Philippine Is- 
lands. The Senator said: 

Ishrink from the notion that the interests of this country will be subserved 
by making permanently a part of our land territory thousands of miles away, 


inhabited by people aliens, not of our blood, not of our way of thinking, 
foreign to all our associations, living in a tropical climate, where the white 
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man can not work, under labor conditions of necessity which we would not 
permit to exist in the United States. 
cd Eg ~ * * x x 
It is insisted that we must have territorial expansion in order to extend 


our trade. Idonotthinkso. I have been strongly inclined to think that in 
the long run, with all the embarrassments and complications and dangers it 
will bring upon our people, it will retard rather than develop the foreiga 
trade of the United States. We have been growing rapidly in our trade with- 
outterritorialexpansion. Toacquire distant, nonassimilable peoples in order, 
through permanent dominion, to force our trade upon them seems to me to 
be the poorest imaginable national policy. How far will that becarried? We 
want the trade of the world, and we intend to have our share of it. Are we 
to obtain it by carrying this doctrine of expansion to the uttermost parts of 
the earth? 

Permanent dominion over the Philippines by the United States means to 
me an endless and vast burden upon the industries of our people. 


Then again the Senator said: 


In the event of war the most distant outpost where our fla 
found would be the point of first attack, and we would be oblig 
tain a navy adequate to protect the millions of people in 
7,000 miles away, Hawaii, and our Atlantic and Pacific coasts. If our Navy 
were not adequate to all that, our ships being sent far away, our home 
coast would be unprotected. This would involve an awful increase of tax- 
ation. 








r conld be 
1 to main- 


the Philippines, 






Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin was a prophet. It 
has involved an awful expenditure of money without any profit 
whatever, and it has involved, as he told us, an immense increase 
in the American Navy; and if we are to keep the Philippine 
Islands, it will be necessary for us to have a navy as great as the 
greatest navy in the world. We shall be compelled to expend 
millions of dollars to fortify the coast of all that archipelago, for 
if we should be engaged in a foreign war and some nation could 
seize and hold one single island of the archipelago and the war 
should end with that island in the possession ofthe other coun- 
try, it would be a defeat for the United States. No matter how 
worthless it may be, so long as that archipelago remains under 
the flag of the United States we must be ready and able at all 


| times and upon a moment’s notice to protect every foot from the 


1r the wealth and prosperity of the United States than they did | 


| Islands to defend. 
| selyes—an immense increase of 


attack of a foreign enemy; and, as the Senator from Wisconsin 
said, that will involve an awful increase in taxation. 

We are making vast expenditures now for our Navy. A speech 
was made elsewhere a few days ago in which attention was called 
to that fact. It was said: 

In the years 1886 and 1887 there was expended for the Navy, respectively 
$13,907,000 and $15,141,000. The expenditures for the year 1908 were 
The present bill carries a total of $96,000,000, almost seven times as great a 
amount as that expended in 1886, and more than six times as great as the 
amount expended in 1887. 





Why do we need such an immense navy? This country has 
always been able to maintain its dignity and to assert its power 
throughout all its history without attempting to vie with all the 
nations of the earth in immense military expenditures. 

Another gentleman, answering this same statement, said it was 
true that we did not then expend such large sums of money as we 
are now expending, but that we did not then have the Philippine 
That is the burden you have laid upon your- 
taxation, an immense navy. all 
the burdens of militarism. Yet here you have to deal with a 
shrinking revenue, with a revenue insufficient to meet the ex- 
penditures of the Government. You have tostint your appropri- 
ations for rivers and harbors and forall the necessary expenses of 
the Government, while you are squandering money to build the 
greatest navy in the world to defend the most worthless posses- 
sions that ever rotted beneath a tropical sun. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In view of all these terrible things that are 
going to happen, in the opinion of the Senator from Tennessee, in 
the event that we hold on to the Philippines, I take it for granted 
that the Senator, if he had his way, would surrender the Philip- 
pines either back to Spain or to some other country. 

Mr. CARMACK. I have tried very hard in various speeches to 
make my views on the Philippine question plain. If the Senator 
from Oregon does not understand my position now, I have spoken 
in vain so faras heisconcerned. I have said over and over again, 
and I have never changed my views on the question, that I would 





we have done for Cuba—to make the Philippine Islands free and 
independent. 

Mr. President, I am glad to know that I am not altogether alor 
on that question, and that I have some good Republican company; 
that is, considered good by Republicans. The late Secretary of 
War, Mr. Root, made a speech not long ago in which he suggested 
that it would be the ultimate policy of the Republican party to 
deal with the Philippine Islands as we have dealt with Cuba. I 
am glad to learn that there are Republicans who have grown 
weary of this burden, and who now, that they find it unprofitable, 
are willing to be righteous. For, Mr. President, I can say for the 
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can col ue it if they wish, sooner or later it will have to be 
: ‘ = aa “s 
paid for, not only in treasure but in blood. ° 
I ask leave to have printed in the RECORD as an appendix to 
my remarks the sts .ent to which I referred. 
6 PRESIDENT pro tempore. is there objection to the re- 
qi t of the Senator from Tent essee? The Chair hears none. 
1 ‘ i een hos aaee dlrs 
The stat it areal town follows: 
APPENDIX. 
The cost of 1 und warfare from 1898 to 1904, seven fiscal years ending June 30, 
) At i ati the previous computations ad n 1902 and 
, pil ynputed, and proved from the offici ports of 
the Gover Edward Atkinso D., Ph. D., Brookline, Mass., U. 8. 
A., Janu j 26, 1904. 
SECOND COMPUTATION, TO JUNE 30, 1993—PUBLISHED OCTOBER 9, 1903. 
(The first « 1pu mn, to June 30, 1902, printed in that y« ] 
he cost of war and warfare from 1898 to 1903, inclusive, has been over 
$960),000,000. The e of the war with Spain and of the warfare upon the 
people of the Philippine Islands to the end of the last fiscal year, June 30, 
] i been over $550,000,000, an addition in that fiscal year to the previous 
charge upon the taxpayers of this country of not less than $159,000,000. ‘This 
charge is increasing rather than diminishing. At the end of the present 
calendar year, December 31, 1908, we shall have expended in war and warfare 
not less than ae 00, which sum will be slightly in excess of the outstand 
ing led de ( nited States bearing interest. Of this sum abo - 
$300,000,000 is « mi only assigned to the cost of the war with Spain. Thex 
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may find the exact direction of the waste of taxp: rs’ — yin one mor 
year of oppression in the Philippines, of the refusal of liberty, and of fut 
é s wrongs previously committed. 

The con of imposing a form of government upon thes 
people wi the 1as been administered by able and upright men, 
who! their 1 yst effort to overcome the evil in] ! the con 

1 , é t of developing co rece by holdin n over 
t ‘ L has ed to impose upon 1 1telligent people. l . we im- 
port from the I —— we may continue to import, whoever holds them 
he princip: rticie, h one, being free of duty. Our insignificant exports 

e fa ( tl aS ithdrawal of a part of the troops and with the in 

yr disal lity on the p irt of the abitants to buy even artic les of ne- 
ces . such beir : poverty and tress which our rule has broug! 
t [ proof of “thos statem«e is submitted in tl 
al fig being da from t official report f th uM 
rtwer ing 1 16 BO, 1878, to June 3b, , covering the A 
i Ss Hi Arthur, Cleveland (first), I n, and Cleveland | 
he average annual expenditures on the different branches of the Goy 
‘ rvice per capita were as follows: 
( service, including Indians ar ip atal defici I settee sitininica nies piincgien te tbe te as 
Ww epartment incl ng fortifications and other similar works a 
Na Department, including the construction of what is known as th 18 
Ne vavy” ieee iE a) .oD 
Int ch BO Se OD eccttitieints Het nsec eke - 90 
Pensior ng the term of Pr 
GONG ATLIBOD ..nnccwcasecncecccocssscesecesussceenssucsoosescccunsucnecse 1. 52 
SEIN... ssttea shintahecnnitintambncl senktelipiaiadeinaaian. oat debinanirnina teandinnve ean 5. 00 

The exp tures in five years of war and warfare under Presidents Mc- 

Kinley and R were as follows (annual avera 

‘vil sery slau llinitia asiitadedieciea drones ited a tadatanids A a alicia ia ES $1.5 

War Depart? nt sn sires sn cee. ba gt ik so hasemtennetn isis is oi ts tll deed = a ae 

Navy Dey 8 

Interest aaa 41 

Pensions.......-. 1.86 
REID 6 ic cnntitivimnhhiiceinatiio pub waice ic thie GMs wetesdeandh-Sicstala eecses 6.61 

During the last fiscal year, ending June 30, the expenditures ve been as 
follows (during a year of so-called “ peace ’’): 

l ICO. - -- 220 nen e nn cone nbn ew owen ne eo eee ones eene ene eeeee--- Sweeny <j 
i t Sci jam Sieetersistaarnche tint sataspethaniia igen db actin teresa inci 1. 47 

Dey NOTE c ctctuvin eens chuneus estwnacibaantabe are 
a ae nics al onan as. 36 
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An excess over-the norm: 
of $1.35 per hea ] 
But this does not show the whole 
th: panish war the cost of pension 









these charges, which had 
ceeded $1.88 in the last fiscal year, 


tizne now moving on with accelerat 


nces per head may 





rty that they can be very righteou 


t fro m Mr. Root’s statement. Some 





>the Government ac 


} s of the 
tures of this country, due to the war 
cost of the increase in the Regular Ar 








lof twenty yes 


. for debts incurred and pens 
I Inced to $2.08 ae oes 





> may be f foolish enough to 
ty the ame thing. Butif 
[r. Root himself were to go 
nitentiary, if they executed 


+ le Ae eat 
whati oa > al rea J ai 
ed, ar l ge sein n upon the 
’ 


he leaders of the Republican par 




















counts by which this can be ap- 
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ir liberty. The excess of the expendi- 
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The present tender is to increase rather than to diminish, and + 
expenditures « f the pre sen l n 1 ending Dex im} Sol, LH 
the proof will be complet tof the war with Spain, w 




















adn tration would have und the “criminal m” 
peor f the Philippine Islands, which a weak administration br 
the countr | have cost the taxpayers OU,000, a 

than the entire bonded debt of the United Stat es, beari 2 
outstanding. 

The pretext of expansion of commerce in the East in justific: 
ing the door to trade in the P hil ppine Islands to other nations, whi 
ously urging th e@ open doo n Ck a and other parts of Asia, has b 
and now excites only dex on. “In the computation of the costo 





warfare to June 30, 1902, it proved that we had been payi g for fir 

$1.05 per head of our population to secure an export whic h amour 

cents per head, on which there might have been a profit to some or 

rate of 1 cent per head of the whole population. The figures of the 

are even more grotesque. The costof criminal aggression in the P] 

Is lands during the fiscal year ending June 80, 1903, was not less than § 

head, after making any allowance that any reasonable n An could 

the alleged nee essity of in ‘reasing the Army of the United § 

ae. battle ships to: meet ot her contingencies. The exports from t! 
States to the Phili pine Isls ands have fallen off to less than 5cents px 

our p opulation; had ther been a profit equal to 1 cent on the 5 cer 

would not have falle a off. 

We are still wasting the lives and health of American poaers 
tinuing to bring pover rty and want upon the people of the Philippi 
under the pretense of “benevolent assim ihat ion.” 

The effort to suppress the evidence of torture, devastation, and ; 
brought upon the people of these islands has failed; the facts of 
aggression’ have been proved. In this statement the cost in mon 
taxpayers of the United States is now submitted, 

















EDWARD ATK 


BROOKLINE, MASS., 


October 9, 1903. 


THIRD COMPUTATION, TO JUNE 30, 1904. 


{Extended on Government estimates to Ju ), 1905.] 


The cost of war and warfare to June 30, 1904, « computed from tl 
tures for six months, from June 30 to December 31, 1908, and comp 
estimate to the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 1904, for seven years—n 
than $1,000,006,000. 

i ded by estimates 





submitted by the Secretary of the Tr 





vw UL ‘ i 

In my first analysis of the cost of war and warfare, July 4, . 
proved that the average expenditures per head of en for 
years autecedent to the Spanish war had been $5 per head, as fo »Llow 





President Haves, 1878 to 1881. aver 


President Arthur, 1882 to 1885, ave 









President Cleveland, 1886 to 1889, average.........-...------ nee ee o 
President Harrison, 1890 to 1893, average_...... caeuieeas : 
President Cleveland, 1894 to 1897, average -- 





Average for twenty years of peace ............ 

In this period and included in this average is the cost of what w 
“the new Navy,” which destroyed the Spanish fleets. 
I subsequent five years of war and warfa1 
relt it was proved that the 
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$s 61. 
It was proved that the cost of war and warfare up to that date ha 








tae € . 1,000, 

Tt 3, Ly ured a second statement, extending the 
e ‘tmaher 31, 1908, in which it was proved that the 
a warta to that date would be over $900,000,000. 

rhe « iates used in that treatise have been more than just 
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anc i the average of $6.58 for seven years Oi active and passive W 
warfare W roul 1 be, per head, $1.58. 
But during the « ight years f Harrison and Cleveland the cost of 1 
and interest was, per head, $ 
In the fiscal year endi une 30, 1903, pensions and interest were |! 
head, than $2. Reduction, 5) cents. 
Both ch re now rapidly diminishing,and the norma! cost of 5 





ment, without war and warfare, in 
not have exceeded $4.29 on a basis of peace, 
ernment, economically administered. 

The cost of passive war and warfare is now over $2 per head now t 
sessed on nearly 82,000,000 people, or over $160,000,000 

On the 30th of June, 1904, the cost of war and warfare, active and pa 
will have been $1,000,000,000, and even if the appropriations for the yea! 
ded at the end of that fiscal year it will have been 1 


“Wand 1904, estimated at ¢ 
order, indus 





try, and go 









$1,200,000,000 , 

We may take off $100,000,000 for e xpenditures now being made of a us 
purpose which were not made before the Spanish war, such as irrigat 
tional parks, the ex] on of the Department of Agriculture, and t 
bility that the consular service may be reorganized, with suitable com} 
tion to competent men, , 
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————— 
ba the lowest and_ most conservative estimates it is therefore 
" proved that WO GENS Say eee en ceceteceaee: ROS 
minal SGPC ee ee ae CNT | 
eT ote. osoxsanneliledinelieieiadasonddisecdnelebtadainc eee ~ 900,000, 000 | 
i that before June 30, 1904, the total will stand at not less than $1,000,000,000. 


1+ is also proved that unless the spirit of aggressive militarism can be 
1—which now costs $2 per head—it will be over $2.50 in the fiscal year 
June 30, 1905, with a constant tendency to increase as time goes on. 
wrder to fix the relative increase in these charges, we may compare the 
aif t departments under the Administration of President Harrison and 
shoe of the last fiscal year under President Roosevelt: 


—— 

















Harrison. Roosevelt. 
—— 

Civil 5 per head. ] $1.66 $1.72 

Wat . 76 1.47 

> 42 1.02 
Tt 48 35 | 

p 2.04 1.73 
5. 36 6. 29 | 








We may next compare the averagein President Cleveland's first term with | 

















the expenditures of the present fiscal year ending June 30, 1904. 
| 
Cleveland.) Roosevelt. | 
— | 
$1. 43 $1.73 | 
. 66 1.40 | 
24 1.17 | 
.80 29 
1.30 1.70 
Aversi 4.43 6.29 | 
At the interest and pension rates of 1904, deduct from 
tho Cle VOIMMG: SRRGIOS cniciicen-aceins sexcenadde sods oduitsialsta 21 
' 2.07 





The average expenditures of 1903 and 1904 have been $6.29, The estimates | 





for 1905 come to $6.76. 

Had these expenditures and estimates been free of the cost of continued 
aggression in the Philippine Islands, of the proposed defensive works in the 
harbors of the Pacific, and the waste upon battle ships and other killing in- 





: which form a necessary part of the policy of imperialism and over- 
“pansion, the entire cost of the civil, military, and naval establishments, 
st, pensions, irrigation, forest reservations, and support to agricultural 
‘ould not exceed $4.30 in the present fiscal year, and might even be 

less in the next. 

At every point and by every method that these accounts can be analyzed 
and fairly stated itis proved that the cost of war and warfare has been, is, 
and will be over $2 per head on a population now about 82,000,000 and rapidly 
increasing, 

The taxpayers of the United States are now paying the penalty for the 
teeble Administration that brought us into this condition and the forcible, 

le Administration that as yet fails to get us out, at this rate of $2 per 
head, or $10 per family, or over $160,000,000 per year, tending to increase. 

If it is assumed that the liberation of Cuba from oppression could not have 
been brought about without the Spanish war, commonly computed at | 
$300,000,000, then the following estimates may be modified. 

If the Spanish war is proved not to have been necessary, then it is proved 
that with this waste of six years of war and criminal aggression, $1,000,000,000, 
the whole bonded debt of the United States might have been paid, witha 
large premium for the purchase of bonds not yet matured. 

It may be estimated that had this money been spent for any useful purpose, | 
lany Tneasures ROW contemplated might have been partially or wholly car- | 
ried out, 

Had we expended in the seven years $200,000,000 on the improvement of 
rivers and harbors, how much more would remain to be done? | 

Had we expended $200,000,000 on the irrigation of arid lands, how much | 
would remain unproductive? | 

Had we made up to the Southern States for purposes of common education | 
& sum a little more than equal to that which the Western States have derived 
from the public lands which Southern States surrrendered to the nation, | 
which sum is about $65,000,000, by assigning aid to them of $100,000,000, what 
would be their present condition in the abatement of illiteracy? 

Had weappropriated only so much money as may be necessary to construct 
cruisers for the protection of commerce, such cruisers being necessary so long 
as predatory nations threaten it, might we not have saved $100,000,000? 

What could we have done with the other $400,000,000, which we shall have 
rse than wasted before the end of the present year, except to have remit- 
ted useless and oppressive, obstructive taxes? 

Or if the war with Spain is deemed one that could not have been avoided, 
of which the common estimate of cost is $300,000,000, should we not still have | 
had a surplus of $100,000,000 to be applied to the reduction of taxation? 

When the cost of our National Government is again reduced to the aver- 

ot twenty years before the Spanish war—of $5 per head, less at least $1 per | 
head, or to $4, for falling in of pensions and interest, as it soon may be when 
the waste of militarism is stopped—what nation can compete with us in the 
tive pursuits of peace or in the expansion of our commerce with the 
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If such are the proved conditions, then what does it cost each State or Ter- 
ry at $2 per head on the population of the census year 1900, plus $2 per head 

on the subsequent increase—the actual cost being more and increasing? 

rhe following table will show, the computation being made in round thou- 

sands, disregarding fractions, at the average rate of $2, it being remarked 

that the richer States pay more, the poorer States less, because these indirect 

taxes fall wholly on consumers in proportion to their consumption. 

Every family pays its proportion of this tax, which is imposed on beer, 
tobacco, — fuel, timber, steel, iron, and other metals, clothing, leather, 
cord wood, sagar, salt, fish, potatoes, and every other article of necessity, 
comfort, or luxury that is now subjected to a tax or duty. 

Indirect taxes are tolerated because those who pay them are not conscious | 
7 = burden. They are the resort of rulers who dare not expose their pur- 
oses, 


rit 
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| less in regard to the American Navy, which I think we shall have 
tl 


| to give assurances to anybody as to the action of Congress. 
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The proportion by States and Territories on the census of 1900 is as follows: 4 
y 
























State or Territory. Population. Capital. 
| j 
i | 

a a a nina admin | 7,300,000 | $14,600,000 
2. Pennsylvania .-........ el i ioe a ae 6, 300, 000 12. 600,000 
Ie eee aammene 4, 800,000 | 9.600. 000 
ee ds anki nba muakdaam nal $200,000 | 8. 400, 000 
EEN SESE Se ae a ree ee 8,100, 000 6. 200. 000 
i 5 EIS EEE ae ad See ee | 3,000,000 6, 000, 000 
7. Manenchusetes........ccaccoce salad erecalaspaenaiadignneics 2, 800,000 5, 600, 000 
a PEE Sage Ea a ga 2,500,000 | 5, 000, 000 
9. Michigan | 2 400, 000 4. 800, 000 
10. Kentucky .. | 2, 200,000 4400. 000 
(i ae ae 2, , 000 4, 400, 000 
TA Me Sthtedcntcnade sellin caine G a cai ntact toe lhe 2, , 000 4, 401), 000 
Is Fa ainda > 000 4 200). OO0 
I eS i wasnt tnnnidladene anion 2, , 000 4, 000, 000 
15. North Carolina. 1,§ 38 | 3,809,000 
SO. ViPS ccc cccnce os 1, 900, 000 3. 800, 000 
37. NOW POPES .cnccacaee 1. & 0 8.800, 000 
16. Alabama <........ 1, 800,000 | 3.600, 000 
19. Minnesota ........ 1.8 000 | 3. 600. 000 
20. Mississippi .....-- 1. 600, 000 3, 200, 000 
OS a See ee 1,! ), 000 | 3,000, 000 
Saint 1,500, 000 3.000, 000 
23. South Carolina | 1, 400, 000 2 800.000 
SN eh eee al 1, 400, 000 2 800,000 
i ees erg desetletaheh agieek ts Giciieieen wentnidin’ | 1, 300, 000 2, 600, 000 
26. Maryland 1, 200, 000 2, 400, 000 
27. Nebraska } 1, 100,000 2 2). 000 
SU ac cima eaten a aaa | 1,000, 000 | 2 000, 000 
29. Connecticut t 900, 000 1, 860,000 
Is a sacnauiireite anaes 700, 000 1, 400, 000 
31. Washington 500,000 | 1.000, 000 
SR, NG cw adccaeccecda 500, 000 | 1.000, 000 
Ss” ae 500, 000 1.000, 000 
34. New Hampshire 400, 000 | 800, 000 
i Ga ooo. na eudisamanndund 400), 000 | 800, 000 
eR ie, cits mdintemees aaa 400, 000 | 800, 000 
37. Oklahoma -.......-.... 400,000 | 800. 000 
38. Indian Territory | 400, 000 800.000 
I a a ea deeiiawennne 850, 000 | TOO. 000 
Se an tabdcdtandadaeenscctccancieiseuns | 300, 000 600, 000 
0 a ee a ee ee } 300, 000 | 600.000 
I cite encase ged bnitelben alin | 250,000 | 500, 000 
ie I onc daicichiaedindionhien pameateitlias 200, 000 4000; 000 
S6e cic eidetnndaacaace pclidsls adits tens okimemeena 150,000 | 300.000 
SE a taghddhssdwaidicatncaeinndakaee adintsntciinall 100, 000 200,000 
i PENI cies atria eicesies a a | 50, 000 100, 000 

I a ed | 75, 200, 000 159, 400, 000 
ES ROR icc ccnscse i aria alc ed sa Siena bball 1,100, 000 2, 200, 000 
a ati lna came 76, 300.000 152. 600. 006 
i Oh i sich abla 82, 000, 000 164, 000, 000 


aIncrease about 7 per cent on each State to bring the figures to the present 
population. 

The increase in population from _1900 to 1904 would be 7 per 
or from 1 per cent in States from which emigrants pass to 50 p 
homa, to which they come. 

Now, if the tax gatherer went to the door of every house or to the dwelling 
place of every person demanding $2 per head in cash or $10 from ea: 
tamily, how long would this waste of warfare and militarism last? 

If this tax of $2 per head, or over $160,000,000 a year, were assessed directly 
upon the States according to law, to be collected mainly by a di 
property or by a poll tax, how soon would it be abated? Betore asi 
gressional term had ended would not this waste be stopped, or every 
who refused to stop it be relegated to a position where he could abuse a pub- 
lic trust no more? 

With these questions soon to be answered at the polls, I submit t! 
putations to an anxious public, now constantly king for solution. and to 
sagacious politicians who are trying to save ther from further dishonor 
and reckless waste on over-sea expansion and imperialism. 

Respectfully submitted. 





have rage 









EDWARD ATKINSON 


Boston, MASS., January 23, 1904. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no desiré to enter into ; 
discussion of the economic relations of the Philippines, which 
think would be more properly discussed on a tariff measure; stil 


i 


an opportunity to discuss on the appropriation bill. I simply 


| sire to get this bill through as soon as possible. 


In answer to what the Senator from Colorado said, I think it is 
proper for me to state briefly that neither the Senator from Iowa 
ee 


nor I, in anything we said yesterday, went further than to state 
what the wishes and desires of the Secretary of War wert ) 


understood them. And of course neither of us would 


it is also well known that both the Senator from Iowa and I 
strongly supported the bill of last year for a reduction of duties. 
I favor such legislation, and whenever the House sees fit to send 
us a bill of that character I shall certainly do all I can to pro- 
mote it, 

Now, Mr. President, I move to lay on the table the amendments 
offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Cir. 

Mr. CARMACK. On that I ask for the yeas l nays. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I should like to have the amendment ited 

Mr. COCKRELL. State the amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
amendments to the amendments will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendments by 
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and inserting ‘‘six’’ in line 3, page 1; el 


striking out ‘‘five’’ : 
striking out ‘‘five’’ and inserting “‘ six’’ in line 8, page 2; and | 
by str x out ‘‘five’’ and inserting ‘‘six’’ in line 25, page 2; so | 
as to read ‘‘ nineteen hundred and six’’ in each instance 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop@e] to | 
lay on the t 9 the amendment s offered by the Senator from | 
Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] to the amendments on which the yeas s 
and nays a rn ls 
The yeas and nays w rdered, and the Secretary proceeded | 
to call the rol 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington (when his name was called). I | 


have a genefal pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLavl IN}, which I transfer to the Senator from Connecticut | 


°? 


{[Mr. Haw ery], and will vote. I vote “yea. 
fr. Mi ENERY (when his name was called). Iam paired with | 

the junior Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEw], and therefore 
w 4} a yld my vote, | 
Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired | 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], and there- | 


fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry], but by ar- | 
rangement I transfer it so that the Senator from Mississippi will 
stand paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Burton], and I 
will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.SCOTT. I havea general pair with the junior Senator from | 
Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO], which I transfer to the senior Senator 
from P nnsyl lvania [Mr. PENROSE], and will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. CLAPP. Iam paired with the Senator from North Caro- | 
lina [Mr. Smimons]. I transfer it to the Senator from South 
be oe - Mr. GAMBLE}, and will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

RMACK (after having voted in the negative). I desire | 
t tance if the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. SPOONER] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed he has 
not. 
Mr. CARMACK. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Ihavea general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. TrLLMAN], who is absent, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. I make this statement not only as to this 
vote, but as affecting all votes this afternoon. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLacksurN]. The Senator from Louisiana | 
{Mr. McEnery] has a general pair with the Senator from New | 
York [Mr. Depew]. We transfer those pairs, so that we may 
vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McENERY. I vote “‘nay.”’ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have a general pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from Montana [Mr. CLark]. The Senator from Tennessee | 
{[Mr. CARMACK] has a general pair with the senior Senator from | 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPoonER]. We mutually transfer those pairs, so 
that the Senator from Montana stands paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin, thus allowing the Senator from Tennessee and 
myself to vote. I vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. CARMACK. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to state that the senior Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan] is unable to be present. He is paired | 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Qu AY]. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I havea general pair with the Sen- | 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. MILLARD], who is absent. I transfer 
the pair tothe Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], and will vote. 
I vote *‘nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 15, as follows: 


YEAS—37. 














Allee, Hopkins, Platt, Conn. 
Allison, Kean, Platt, N. Y. 
Ankeny Kittredge, Scott, 
Ba si Lodge, Smoot, 
} Long, Stew: t 
} lve, McComas, Wa 
B aim, McCumber, Wetennce. 
Ry vs, Mite l, 
( i 
Cull i, t 
Bacon McEnery, Patterson, 
Be Martin, Pettus, 
Ca Ik. lands, Teller. 
Clarke, Ark. Overman, 

I 37. 
Aldrich, i Quarles, 
Al — 
1s , mn ns, 
r Spe oner, 
Bl rm, Stone, 
BR Taliaferro, 
( Mont. Tillman. 
Clark, Wyo n 
C ; Penrose, 
Culberson, Proctor, 











So Mr. CARMACK’s amendments to the amendments wer 1 
on the table. , 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreei 


| the amendments offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 


L ODGE ie 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendments be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They will be stated. 

The SECR ETARY. On page 1, line 3, strike ont “ four” 

ert ‘‘ five;’’ page 2, line 8, strike out ve four’? and insert “ { 
pag re 2, at ine end of line 25, strike out “four” and insert ‘ { 
so that in each instance it will read “‘ nineteen hundred and fi 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to call the attention of the § 
from Massachusetts, who, I believe, has charge of the bill 
effect of this proposed legislation on the legislation we 
yesterday. 

Under the measure we passed yesterday, all Governmen! 
plies transported from this country to any point are to be 
ported in American vessels only, except in one contingenc 
is, when the President is impressed with the fact that the c 
for the transportation are excessive or unreasonable. Wh 
does reach that conclusion, power is vested in the Presid 
make an exception to the law and to employ foreign-own 
sels, if he can find them, to transport the provisions and s1 

It will very probably happen that in transporting coal a 
plies for our armies portions of the coal and the suppli 
have to go to the Philippine Islands. Under this proposed = 
positively prohibit any merchandise from being transp 
cept in American bottoms. 








That on and after July 1,1904, no merchandise shall be transporte 
under penalty of forfe ane sae reof, between ports of the United S 
ports or placesin the Philippine Archipelago, directly or via a for 

or for any part of the voy age, ‘in any other vessel than a vessel of th: 
States. 


It strikes me that the two pieces of legislation are in « 





with each other, and that if this measure passes and 
law it will nullify the proviso in the bill passed vesterday Bg 
not know whether the Senator’s attention has been called iu 
but it seems to me it will be necessary to amend this bill in 3 
way so as to make it fit into the one passed yesterday. 4 
Mr. LODGE. My attention was called to it yesterday | 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELL], but I do not think 1 & 
is any such conflict. However, if there should be, it would ; : 


the other act and not this one. - 

Mr. MALLORY. Why should it affect the other act and ¥ 
this one? Because this passes more recently than the other 

Mr. LODGE. No; I do not see that it could affect this : 
all. As I understand it, under the other act Governm 
plies to any point in the world are to be carried in vessels | 
United States sixty days after the passage of that act. 

Mr. MALLORY. Unfiless the President finds the charges t 
exc essive. ‘ 

Mr. LODGE. Unless the President should find it neces 
otherwise order. 

Mr. MA Lit RY. Then he can employ foreign vessels 

Mr. LODGE. Undoubtedly. For the purposes of that 
Philippine Islands for a year after this time are foreign territ 

Mr. MALLORY. But after that? 

Mr. LODGE. You mean after 1905? 

Mr. MALLORY. After 1905. 

Mr. LODGE. Ido not see then that they can conflict at al! 

Mr. MALLORY. I may be a little dull, Mr. President, bu 
strikes me that after 1905, or under this act, all vessels t 
Philippine Islands from ports of the United States must ne 
rily be American vessels. Under the act passed yesterday, w! 
has no limitation to 1905, there is an exception, and the Presi 
may, under certain circumstances, employ foreign ships. | I 
two acts are conflicting. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand the Senator to mean that a conf! 
will arise after 1905 on the exception which can be made by 
President. 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes; that is the point I make; and I th 
we ought to attend to it now. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator thinks that the exception mac: 
the use of the President’s power would not apply after 1905: 

Mr. MALLORY. Not if this act becomes a law, because t! 
act is positive and general. It distinctly declares that no n 
chandise, which means all coal supplies for the Army or any! 
else, shall be t ransported in anything but American ships, and } J 
in the a we passed yesterday we provide that unde r certain 
cumstances they may be ransported by foreign ships. 7 that 
not a conflict and if it does n it give rise toa serious ques yn as 
which act shall take prec vedence, Iam very much misté * 

I do not raise this point for any c aptious purpose at all. { wa 
to have our legislation straigh t,and 1am inclined to think that 

Mr. LODGE. I think there is a question that arises there. | 








gles Ap aS gs 








d when the Senator began he meant that they would be in 
before 1905, and I was unable to see how that could hap- 
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letter. So far as this bill is concerned, it is not a matter of very 





| great consequence, but I wish to enter my protest against that 
x | rule being applicable. In all the time I have been in the Senate 
A ate, MALLORY. No; I am speaking of the permanent effect | I have never known an executive officer to decline to give infor- 
bs two acts. ln 1ation of this character to a Senator on his invitation by letter 
) LODGE. Isee the Senator’s point, and I think it could | orin person. I knowof norule th: at will authorize the Secretary 
‘ ' + by an amendment. | of War to make such a statement when I write him a letter ask- 
Fe order to meet the point raised by the Senator from Florida, | ing him for that which he has, which is a pul lic matter, not to 
fe I to amend, by inserting in section 1, line 4, after the word | be , covered by secrecy, as it might be contended certain classes of 


handise,’’ the words ‘‘ except as provided in an act entitled 
Fr ey. t to require the employment of vessels of the United States 
i blic purposes.’ ”’ 
fELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator that 
ll may never become an act. 
Tm 
vay of meeting it. 
fr. TELLER. I think if the Senator would reflect for a mo- 
ment he would see that he might except supplies for the Army 
Navy. 
LODGE. Putting it in that general way, I think the Sen- 
is right and that that would be better. 
. MITCHELL. That is what I suggested yesterday, and I 
ing to get the Senator to see it in that light. I thought 
h: he would come around to it, and I am glad he has done so. 
Be Mr. LODGE. I modify the amendment, then, as suggested by 
the Senator from Colorado, so as to read: 
} handise, except supplies for the Army or Navy. 
RE SIDEN Tprotempore. Theamendment will be stated. 
‘RETARY. On page 1, line 4, after the word ‘*‘ merchan- 
’ inst rt ‘* except supplies for the Army or Navy.”’ 

[ALL( RY Y. Would not the effect of that be to nullify 
what we did yesterday? Yesterday we provided that they should 
not be transported in anything but American vessels, except un- 

ertain cireumstances. This is an exception generally. 
LODGE. No; it does not say that they shall be trans- 





matter before him may be, but a matter entirely publi +, com- 


| mented on by the newspapers, persons not connected with the 


| to withhold information. 


ported in foreign ships. It does not say that supplies for the | 


Army and Navy shall be—— 
Mr. MALLORY. Has the Senator the bill before him? 
Mr. LODGE. I have. 
Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator please read that portion? 
Mr. LODGE. It reads as follows: 
I 1and after July 1, 1905— 
\s amended— 


handise, except supplies for the Army or Navy,shall be transpor 


: 


J 


PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
— a Has the Senator alr ready offered an amend- 
‘ction 6 this morning? 
[r L ODG EB ._ I have. 
Mr. at LISON. That has been agreed to? 
[r. LODGE. It has been agreed to. 
. ELLER. Mr. President, when the bill which passed yes- 
t aa vas before the Senate several days ago, I made a state- 
it that there had been a public hearing before the Secretary 
War, and I requested the chairman of the committee who had 
bill in charge, the senior Senator from Maine |[Mr. Har}, to 
call for that hearing, stating that I had been informed by & per- 


on who was present that a stenographer had taken it down in | 
the presence of the several gentlemen who were there desirous of | 


giving their views on the subject of the bill which was then pend- 
ing, a3 well as the bill which is now pending. 
l‘earing that the Senator who had the bill in charge would not 


; do that, and exerc ising what I thought to be the right of a Sena- 
* tor, I addressed a letter to the Secretary of War asking him for a 
2 copy of the evidence or the statements so taken before him. I 
hold in my hand his reply, which I will read. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washin gton, March 1, 1904. 
fy DEAR SENATOR: Iam just in receipt of your note of February 29, in 
y say that you bave seen several newsp r reports of a hearing be- 












last Thursday upon the Philip; 


I » bills 2259 
and 22 ind that you we raid like i iceieeann 














shipping bi 
I cation to tl 
bill now pens 















; been carefully 
: ; ing committee 
tr io so. ‘The language 
£ y ferred seemed to lea 
of se 4 » to the action of the chairm an of th 
the Senat charge of the bill. have sent a copy of 
Senator HALE. 
Very sincerely, yours, Wm. H." 
aa “se ae ry of ’ War. 
. Hon. Henry M. Tener, 
| United States Senate. 


Mr. President, I want to say that that is quite a remarkable 


|tosetuparule. I think he is entire ly si 


| ment to say that he will only give this evidence upon the ay 
LODGE. I see that difficulty perfectly well, but I see no | 


Government at all being present. There is no rule, and never 
has been, which authorize S any executive — of this Gove rmn- 


tion of a chairman of a committee or of a $ Gained ir in chars 
bill, and I do not believe that there ever will be a rule of 
kind recognized by the a of this body. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Presiden 

The PRESIDENT pro té en Does the Senat 
rado yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. HALE. I have just come into the Chamber. Is the Sena- 
tor referring to any letter from the Secretary of War with refer- 
ence to hearings before him in relation to the bill that has just 
passed the Sen ae 

Mr. TELLE 
Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I had a letter fri ym him this morning —— 

Mr. TELLER. It isa copy of this letter, I understand. 

Mr. HALE. In whi th he said that he had written to the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, b ut I did not understand from the letter 
which I received that the Secretary of War is in any way seeking 
I think he said init that he judged 
either from the Senator’s letter or from reading the reports in 
the RECORD that it was uncertain whether the information was 
to be called for by the chairman of the committee or the Senator 
in charge of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Let me read, if the Senator will permit me, 
what he does say. 

Mr. HALE. I shall be very glad to have the Senator read it, 
because my attention has just been called to it. 

Mr. TELLER. After in very polite terms declining to give 
me the information or send me the papers, he says: 


The stenographic notes have not— 











I am; in relation to the bill that is before the 





I ste rap! c not have not } car ully cted the 
— 
Ph 1 . P t e 
sa ) 7 , 
> 7 *? a 
’ 
ev L of t s 3 
Day 





Now, Mr. President, that, in the first place, is a positive d ‘ial 
to send the matter on my request; secondly, he oe down the 
= that he will only send documents of this kind when the 

1airman of a committee or a Senator having the billin charge 


4 S 
ri 
lo. J 





asks him so to d ‘he Senator was not here when I « ‘ed 
speaking. I was saying that no such rule has ever sted in my 








€ > rie nee in public 

HALE. No; nor do I think the S — of War, wh 
ie just t come into his place at the head of th: 
who has not had experience in either bran a 


Department 


5 in 





) 
id 
i }frTress, 1 ans 
neere aboutit. Idonot 
think there is a ayes ing sinister about his attitude in this matter 
or that he is attempting in any way t ) with! 10ld information. 
The facts are - ut as [ supposed wl ame the other day, 
that there never had been any reg ritl 
xpectation of reporting it or of havi 
body, but it was only for his own information. 
Mr. LODGE. It was informal. 
Mr. HALE. It was entirely informal; and as will sometimes 
happen to any of us in going to a Dey 
Mr. TELLER. Oh, no, Mr. President, that is not the fact. I 








artment 


said what I know, that this was a deliberate hearing in which a 
stenographer was employed and gentlemen rested 
shipping business appeared before the Secretary, 1 eir 


statements, which were taken down, the Secretary 
questions and expressing some opinions. 


Mr. HALE. Iso understand; but I understand that t1 ir- 


| ing or the interview, whatever it was, was at the ir- 


ties who went to the Secretary and wanted 1 , with Dim 
adout it: that it was n¢ t a thing that he had 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. HALE. Or that he had appointed a hearing, but that they 
did, as they do sometimes, take it down, and that is about the 


| end of it, more for his information 


Mr. TELLER. Oh, no, Mr. President. 


' 
' 
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Mr. HALE. It was not in any way an official or formal mat- 
ter. Ido not think, really, there is anything sought to be kept 
back. It did not occur to me from my letter, which was a copy 
of the Senator’s letter or the Senator’s a copy of mine, that the 
Secretary in any way intended any such thing. He might have 
brought out the point he would send it toa committee or to a 
chairman a little stronger than if he had experience here in the 
Senate or in the House, but that he intended in any way to keep 
back information, suppress it, or be guilty in any way of disre- 
spect, either to this body or to the Senator or to any member of 
the body, I can not in the least believe. Ido not think the Sec- 
retary is at fault. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have not concluded what I 
wanted to say. It will be time enough, I think, for the Senator 
from Maine to get in his defense of the Secretary when I make an 
attack on him. 

Mr. HALE. Icame into the Chamber while the Senator was 
on the floor, and I did not know even what the Senator was allud- 
ing to. 

Mr. TELLER. Ihave notmadeanyattackonhim. This hear- 
ing was like the hearing before a committee of this body, at the 
request of people who are opposed to the shipping bill. What 
was the purpose of taking it down if it was not to affect the mind 
of the Secretary, who was known to be a pronounced enemy of 
this bill beyond question? 

Mr. HALE. Is the Senator sure that this so-called ‘‘ hearing ’”’ 
was of persons opposed to the shipping bill, or was it of those in 
favor of the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. I did not mean to say opposed. 
those favoring the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I thought the Senator did. 

Mr. LODGE. The hearing was of shipping people who favor 


the bill. 
That is 


I meant to say 


Mr. TELLER. Those who are in favor of the bill, 
what I meant to say, but I said ‘‘ opposed.”’ 

Mr. HALE. It was nota hearing of people opposed to the bill. 

Mr. TELLER, There may have been gentlemen opposed to the 
ideas in question. I do not know about that. I did not ask, 

Mr. HALE. I think not. 

Mr. TELLER. But, Mr. President, it was well known that 
the Secretary of War was opposed to this principle to be applied 
toour shipping. He had expressed himself decidedly as governor 
of the Philippine Islands. He could not have done so more 
strongly. Language could hardly be found, I think, that could 
be more expressive. He comes into the position of Secretary of 
War untried, I will admit, so far as legislative experience is con- 
cerned, and an attempt was made here to make it appear that he 
had changed his views. I did not believe he had. Ido not be- 
lieve he has now. I believed he had made expressions in that 
hearing that would indicate he had not changed his views, and 
that is the reason why I wanted the report of that hearing. 

That is not the question now, Mr. President. The question 
now is whether I transcended my duties or exceeded my rights as 
a Senator when I called upon him fora report of that hearing, 
andif I had the right to call, whether he ought not to have sent it, 

Now, Mr. President, I have an acquaintance with the Secretary 
of War of some years’ standing. I do not desire to say anything 
to reflect at all disagreeably on him, for I regard him as a gentle- 
man, aman of high character, as was his father before him, whom 
I had the pleasure of knowing quite well. But he has probably 
fallen under the influence of some of his clerks or some others 
who surround him, who told him that he was not obliged to do 
this thing. And of course he was not obliged to doit. There is 
no way by which I can enforce my right if he declines it. I sup- 
pose the Senate might do it, but I could not as a Senator simply. 

But, Mr. President, this is in keeping somewhat, I will say, 
with the tendency of this age and day. There has been for the 
last several years an effort, it seems to me, on the part of the ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government—and it is not confined to the 
present Administration, either—to minimize the rights, duties, 
and powers of this body. Ido not know how far it will go. It 
has practically destroyed, now, our prerogatives, as we consid- 
ered them heretofore, in certain directions, because it seems to 
be sufficient to say in answer to any objection that may be made 
against certain acts, ‘‘Why, the President has considered this 
matter, and therefore you are excluded from any consideration in 
that particular.’”? The President has performed the duty the Con- 
stitution puts upon us. 

Mr. President, I have called the attention of the-Senate to this 
matter because I think it is the right of the Senate and the right 
of a Senator to have information of this kind, and that it can not 
be withheld by any executive officer except upon thestatement that 
it belongs to the secret archives of the Government and can not 
be given to usor to the public compatibly with the public inter- 
est and the welfare of the country. Nobody will ever apply that 
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rule to a public hearing in one of the Executive Departments of 
this Government. 

I think I have said all I care to say on the subject. I do not 
want anyone to go away from here now and say that I am attack. 
ing the Secretary, or that I have given any occasion for anyonoa 
to think he ought to get up and defend the Secretary, Certain|y 


Aly 


he does not need any defense until I attack him. E 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen(- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Ioffer the amendment which I send to th, 
desk as a substitute for the pending bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment 
the Senator from Colorado will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause of the bill and insert: 


That upon all articles brought or imported into the United States fr 
foreign countries on vessels of the United States upon which import dy 
are required to be paid a rebate of such duties shall be allowed as follows 
Of 5 per cent where the specific and ad valorem duties together upon h 
articles amount to less than 25 per cent of the value of the articles, and 
per cent where such duties amount to more than 25 per cent of the value of 
the articles. But this section shall not apply to articles that are admitted 
into the United States free of duty. 

Sec. 2. That upon all vessels not of the United States which carry goods, 
wares, merchandise, or passengers from any port of the United States to any 
foreign port there shall be imposed and collected before leaving an Ameri:an 
port for any foreign port a tax of $2 per ton on such vessels’ gross tonnax: 
admeasurement. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be lawful, for the period of three years from the pas- 
sage of this act, for any bona fide citizen or citizens of the United States, or 
of any corporation organized under the laws of the United States, or ot 
American State, engaged in or —e to engage in the foreign carrying 
trade of the United States to import and enter at any port of the United 
States, to be used in said foreign trade and not in the coastwise trade of th: 
United States, any vessel or vessels suitable for such foreign trade and 
size not less than 1,000 tons gross, and of age not more than five years, ; 
have the same duly registered as a vessel or vessels of the United Stat 
That upon all such vessels imported during the first six months of said term 
of three years there shall be paid a duty of $1 per gross ton; upon a!! 1 
vessels imported during the second six months of said term there shal! be 
paid a duty of $3 per gross ton; upon all such vessels imported during the 
third six months of said term there shall be paid a duty of $5 per gross ton 
and upon all such vessels imported during the remainder of said three years’ 
term there shall be paid a duty of $7 per gross ton, and the duties o: h 
vessels shall be in addition to the regular registration fees and charges, and 
shall be paid before or at the time of their registration. 

Src. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall carry this law into cff 
— rules and regulations not inconsistent herewith to be promulgated 

im. 

Src. 5. That the President is respectfully requested to secure modifica! 
of treaties with foreign countries so far as they may conflict with the 0; 
tions of this act, and should such modifications not be secured within on: 
from the passage of this act then all such treaties shall be considered as so 
modified b this act. 

Src. 6. This act,except section 5 (which shall go into effect immediately), 
shall not take effect until one year from its passage. 

Sec. 7. That all acts and = of acts,so far as they are inconsistent \ 
this act, are hereby repealed. 


Mr. LODGE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachiu 
setts moves to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I desire to be heard. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not know the Senator desired to speak to 
the amendment, I withhold the motion, of course, if the Senator 
so desires. 

Mr. PATTERSON addressed the Senate. After having spoken 
fifteen minutes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
will please suspend. The hour of 4 o’clock has arrived, at which 
time, by unanimous consent, unobjected pension cases on the Cal- 
endar are to be considered. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Colo- 
rado is not going to speak very long on this matter, I will ask 
unanimous consent that the pension bills may be temporarily lai 
aside until the Senftor finishes his address. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should prefer, Mr. President, to allow 
the unfinished business to go over and let the special order take 
its course. 


[Mr. PATTERSON’S speech will be found in the Appendix. | 
GEORGE W. DAY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
first unobjected pension bill on the Calendar. 

The bill (H. R. 1316) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Day was announced as first in order, and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘* forty’’ and insert “‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof George W. Day, late of Com- 


pany I, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


proposed by 
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DOLLIVER. That is a 


} 
v 
e pur 


y have g purp 
© + 
3s attentio 


» over for the 

sioner. Lask the 

y statement. 

1, and have just sent for it, an affidavit which came to 

‘ing a description of the condition of this pensioner. He is 

ely helpless and requires the constant attendance of some- 
dress #d undress him. iW hile he is just able to walk, he 
n need of constant attendance; and I will ask the chair- 
he committee to let the ame ndm ent of the committee be 
1 to, so that the rate of pension may stand at $40 per 

d by the House of Representatives. 

Mc 0 U MBER. Upon the . furt 
he 1 this case, the committee instruct me to consent that 
{ n dme nt be disagreed to. 

mendment was re jected. 

PLATT of Connecticut. 
v ae bill? 
1 act? 

Ihave not the report with me at the present 
| reme mber very well what it is. 
f Connecticut. I inquire for this reason: There 
pensioned u nder the act of June 27, 1890, 
rct being $12, who have become ab- 
3 arose from service origin, 


n of the chairman of the com- 


as ] pas > 


MayI make an inquiry in regard 
Is it the increase of a $12 pension 








[. MM CUMBER 
. s 
t and I do1 
PLATT « 
od ers soldiers 
st rate un ider tha 








ill which, on a previous day, I | to insert ‘with Mexico;”’ a 
ose of finding out the condition | to st 


her evidence that has been | 


solu be Ipless “Tf their ‘adic sabilitie 

i uld be e ntitle d to $72 per month. I had understood that 
he rule the committee not to increase a $12 pension | 
1 under the act of June 27, 1890, above $30 per month; and 

vi a soldier is absolutely helpless and requires the 





nt aid and attendance of another party, I had drawn a bill 
¢ that rate, 
had adopted. 


There is no question in the condition of this soldier 


supposing that that was the rule the committee | 


it under the general law he would be entitled to $72 per | 
1 h. had understood. however, that where the disabilities | 
can not be traced to a service origin, the rule was that the pen- 


in such cases should only be increased to $30 a month. I 
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und in line 9, be 
and iz ise s* 


fore the word “‘ dollars,”? 
so as to make the bill 


rike out ‘‘ forty’”’ twenty;”’ 









read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secret ary of the 
authorized and directed t » plac ensi 
and li ations of the pension law , 
of Cor G, Third teg ntucky 
Mexic ~ fn him a pensio: 1 at the rate of 
is now receiving, 


The amendments were agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as am: 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
the third time, and passed, 

SYLVANIA S. CHENEY, 

The bill (S. 3936) granting an increase of pension to Syl 
Cheney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the words ‘‘ widow of,’ tostrike out 
**Major;’’ in line 7, before the word ‘“‘ First,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of” 
and insert ‘‘ major;’’ and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ thirty-five’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc 


a third reading, read 


vania S, 


” 


, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authoriz zed and di ret ‘ted to placeon the per ision roll, subje * to tin de visions 
and limi tations of t he pension laws, the name of Sylvania S. C vy, widow 
of John T. Cheney, late major, First Regiment Illinois Volunte er Light Ar- 


| 
J 
of $25 per month in lieu of t! 


tillery, and pay her a pension at the rate iat she 
is now recelving. 
ao he amendments were agreed to. 
The » bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ments were conc arr d in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third re 
the third time, and passed. 
CLARA G. GARRETSON, 
The bill (S. 2894) granting a pension to Clara G. Garretson was 
considered as in een eo f the W! hole. 


ng, read 

















a} } And Ob ‘tion to this hil tj i snch eases the rate as a ° . . 
bit aaah aon. amendme nts, in ine 7 ; afte r ‘the word ‘captain,” to strike out 
Mr. McCUMBER. I will state to the Senator th: ut, while there ne — —s ante Une, ok une word sith Sees thea 
: - tegiment;’’ and in line 9, before the word ‘‘d to strike 
are no print d or written ale 3 in reference to the exact amounts ut ‘fifty’ and insert “‘ twent so as to make the bill 1 
that | be allowed in cases of this kind, the general rule that | °“ Se a ee etn Oe eee ee vee ee 
nadopted by the committee has been that where the sol- | __#° eens ae none Seer 
r has received the highest amount that could be allowed under | and ns of the pension laws, the 1 ( 
the law of 1890, although he may not be entitled to any pens 310 mn of George C. Gi I ( 1 | 
U ny ther law by reas: m of his inability to show the service | ‘ b VOlunGoer 4 _ , — ; 
rin of his mplaiz nt, nevertheless, where he is totally unable | The amendments were agreed to 
t form any manué I labor whatever the rate allowed shall |} ll was re] il to the Senat I uy 1- 
Ta from $24 to $30 per month, depending upon the length of | n concur! 
his service, If, in addition to this utter inability to perform Phe l was ordered to be en sed l id 
mannal labor, his condition is such that he is more or less s he ‘Ip- | the third time, and passed. 
as to require the aid and assistance of a third person, we ( 5 
then allow a sum above $30 a month that will be commensurate The bill (S. 3833) grantin net . in ( i 
with his condition, or such as will pay for the necessary outside | Ei sclelles tenia nema Ce tits ; 
service _ he must obtain to take care of himself. " Sina HK stream Gininubelh Gomme Sent 
i:ATT of Connecticut. Under those circumstances, I a is rae ee ve 
t] * will withdraw the bill in the case to which I have re- | “ye nt ne aie wn lin eS eee 2 
f 1, and introduce on e fixing the rate at $72 per m nth. ee an a fom Se ee a ge 
m 1 ea . 3 5 ss LO ST re ou COIrvy an insert LWenLy-Lour; a ce 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 4) 0 3.51) pan: 7 
1s . ° ° the Dlii Teaa: 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. > ete. The ile alata ; : 
GEORGE W. GREGORY. land dir it 3 
The bill (S. 8690) granting an increase of pen sion t vt leg ro W. Co. 7 . : be , 
Gregory, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. a on at the ra t 
The bill was reported from the C minittee on Pe A ns with} The amendments wet eed to 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Company,” toinsert ‘‘I;”? | = Phe bill was 1 1 » Senate as 1 nd- 
rel 7, after the word ‘‘ Infantry,” to et out ‘* Mexican;”’ | ,,entsa were concurred ; : 
> i in the san 19 line, after the word ‘‘ war,” to insert “with | The hill was ordered to b ; tea : 1 
i »;’’ so as to make the bill read: | aie SE Mieed ese maaan ac ; 
be acted, etc., That the Secretar y< f tho Inte ri or be, and he is h reby, _ = - er it - 
ri tations of th ted to plage on t) 18 p a abies » the -— EPHRAIM L. H [T. 
ations of © pen Ws, l 14 eorg¢ Y. Greg ate o . ° ° — 7 
Company I, Thir ite ; ciment K K fentue Kyv we lunteer inf: an try, ¥ war with Mexico, The bill (S. 883) granting a pen .to FE. Laur e } ’ 
and pa + im a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now | considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
—— | The bill was reported from the ¢ 1] eon Pensi n 
Che amendments were agreed to. | amendment, to strike out all after tl t 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-| nat the Secretary of the Int 
ments were concurred in. rected to place on the per f 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | the pension laws, the name of I vim L 
the third time. and pa wssed. s . | gt ms nited States Army, and pay him a ] : r 
’ moni 
ANDREW JACKSON POWER. he: ame mdmeé nt was: ] to. 
The bill (S. 286) granting an increase of pension to Andrew| The bill was rep he Senate a the amend 
Jack son Power oa considered as in Committee of the Whole. | ment oo concurred 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pe nsions with The bill was ordere be engrossed for a t 1 ng, read 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘C a, ’ to strike out | the third time, an d passed 
“K” and insert ‘G;” in line 7, after the word “ Infantry,’’ to The title was amended so as toread: ‘‘A rantiy 1 


strike out ‘‘ Mexican;” in the same line, after the word “‘ war,”’ 





to Ephraim L. Herriott.’ 
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JAMES GARRY. 
The bill (S 


Gary was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


2699) granting an increase of pension to James | 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 


amendment, in line 6, before the word ‘‘late,’’ to strike out the 
name *‘ Gary” and insert ‘‘Garry;”’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
uthcrized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
d limitat f the pension laws, the name of James Garry, late of Com- 


pany C, Ninety-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended soas to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 


of pension to James Garry.”’ 


ORRIN L. MANN, 


The bill (S. 3500) granting an increase of pension to Orrin L. 
Mann was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘**one hundred” and insert *‘ fifty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orrin L. Mann, late lieuten- 
ant-colonel Thirty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELI HEADLEY. 


The bill (5S. 3727) granting an increase of pension to Eli Head- 
ley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’”’ to strike out 
‘*twenty-four’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eli Headley, late of Company 
D, One hundred and eleventh Regiment [Illinois Volunteer infants, end pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH HALL. 

The bill (S. 3654) granting a pension to Hannah Hall was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9,after the word ‘‘ month,”’ to insert *‘ and $2 
per month additional on account of the minor children of said 
John W. Hall until they reach the age of 16 years;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hannah Hall, widow of | 


John W. Hall, late of Company C,First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infan- 
try, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month and $? 


per month additional on account of the minor children of said John W. Hall 


until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES L, ACKLEY. 

The bill (S. 2938) granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Ackley was considered as in Committee of the Whole 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “* late,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ second lieutenant;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James L. Ackley, latesecond 
lieutenant Company L, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay hima pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he.is now re- 
celving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 





MARCH 2, 





JULIUS BODENSTAB. 

The bill (S. 2937) granting an increase of pension to Julius B 
denstab was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ lieutenant,”’ to strike , 
‘*of;’? so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here} 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr« 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julius Bodenstab, lat: 
lieutenant Company I, Twenty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
1s now recelving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ame: 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ONNE H. ROPKA. 

The bill (S. 2857) granting an increase of pension to Onne H. 
Ropka was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Onne H. Ropka, late of 
Company M, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that | 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordere| 


t 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
RUBY A. STIRDIVANT. 

The bill (S. 3519) granting a pension to Ruby A. Stirdivant \ 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to p): 
on the pefsion roll the name of Ruby A. Stirdivant, widow of 
William Stirdivant, late of Company F, Forty-eighth Regim 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $s | 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. HOWARD. 

The bill (S. 3978) granting an increase of pension to George \W. 

| Howard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

poses to place on the pension roll the name of George W. H 
ard, late of Company D, Forty-ninth Regiment Dllinois Volu 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pass: 

THOMAS P. WENTWORTH. 


The bill (S. 1436) granting an increase of pension to Thomas | 
Wentworth was considered as in Committee of the Who! 
| proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thoma 
Wentworth, late of Company H, Twenty-first Regiment Wis: 
sin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 





| month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pass! 
JOSEPH B, CRAWFORD. 

The bill (S. 3394) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 1 
Crawford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph B. Cra\ 
ford, late of Company A, Seventy-fifth Regiment Ilinois Volu 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


RINALDO M. GRISWOLD. 


The bill (S. 454) granting an increase of pension to Rinaldo M. 
Griswold was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pr 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Rinaldo M. Gri 
wold, late of Company G, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regi 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension o! 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordere:| 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HAMILTON 8. GILLESPIE. 


The bill (S. 2348) granting an increase of pension to Hamilton S. 
Gillespie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Hamilton S. Gillespie, late captain Company 
B and lieutenant-colonel Fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 


pay hima pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv- 
ing. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
as concurred in. 
jill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
rd time, and passed. | 
DANIEL B. BAILEY. 
ill (S. 140) granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 
was C -onsidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


] , : one. ; amendment, to strike out all after the enacting « 
bill was reported from the Committeeon Pensions withan That the Secretary of the Interior b 4 he in h 
ent, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out | directed to place on the pension roll, su a * te ‘ae . provi 
‘ four *? and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: | of the pension laws, the name of Richard F. Nugent, la 
c : . a), Fourth Regiment Indiana V« er Cavalry, and 
d, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, the rate of $30 per month in lieu hat he is now re 
fod and dire cted to place on the p nsion roll, subject to the provisions os = : 
Litations of the pension laws, the name of Dax iel B. Baile xy, late of Com- | The amendment was agreed to. 
i }, Sixty-first Regiment Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- The bill was reported to the Senate as amend: 
. + +} ate of SX > » P « 2 ie , Paceivineg | 7 
si the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ment was concurred in. 
Phe ame ndment was agreed to. Th } bill was ordered to be engy4re ssed for a t! il 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | ¢},6 third time. and passed. 
ment was concurred in. The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A b 


bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
STERLING L. PARKER. 
3979) granting an increase of pension to Sterling L. 
P: r was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
fhe bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
a iment,in line 7, after the word ‘“‘ Infantry,’ to insert *‘ and 
vany B, First Battalion Dakota Volunteer Caval > so as to 
make the bill read: 
ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


i and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the proy 
mitations of the pension laws, the name of Sterling L. Parker, late of 


The bill (S. 


1sions 


Company C, Forty-fifth Regiment Iilinois Volunteer Infantry and C ompany 
B. I Battalion Dakota Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
te of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now rece iving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
the third time, and passed. 

LUTHER 8S. BAKER. 

3977) granting an increase of pension to Luther S. 
cer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

rhe bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions 
amendment, in line &, before the — 7 
‘thirty’ and — ‘**twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bil 

ted, etc., That the Secretary of the In 

authorized and directed to place on the pen 


itions of ' the pension laws, the 
( iny H, Forty-sixth Regiment Pennsyls 


a third reading, read 


bill (S. 


254 
wWitn an 
dollars.”’ to strike out 
l read: 
terior be, and he s hereby, 
sion roll, subj T a ‘ovis 1008 
name of Lut : { late of 
ania Volunteer Infantry, and 

f that hi 






ur 
‘ 


| ma pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu sis now re- 
_ amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 

rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JUSTIN M. COOPER. 

The bill (S. 2871) granting an increase of pension to Justin M. 

oper was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’ to strike out 
‘ fifty” and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 
riz land dirested to place m the pension roll, subject to the } 

{ limitations of the pension laws, the name of Yusthn M. Co r, late of 
Cor pany H, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regiment Ohio V olunteer Infan 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in Leu of that he is 

T he amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be 
the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT SCHERMERHORN 


The bill (S. 2872) granting an increase of pension to Ruth A. 

Schermerhorn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
__ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
dire ‘ted to plac ‘e on the p< ansion roll, subject to the provisions and 1 mitati 
of the pension laws, the name of Albert Scherme rhorn, late of Con ipany © 
rorty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, payable to his 
duly constituted guardian. 

T he amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


hereby 
IMOVISIONS 


engrossed for a third reading, read 





ations 
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The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill 
crease of pension to Albert Schermerhorn. 


9 


RICHARD F. NUGENT. 
The bill (S. 3896) granting an increase of 
gent was considered as in Committee of the 
The bill was reported from the Committee 








Nugent.”’ 


crease of pension to Richard F. 
FLORENCE E, FOSTER. 


nsion to Fl 


Whole. 


The 1} ill (S. 3919) granting a pe 
considered as in Committee of the 
The bil 1] was reported from the < 
amendment, to strike out all af 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, : 


directed to place on the pension roll, s abject to the 
of the pension laws, the name of Florence E. Foster 
ter, late of Company I[, Ninth Re at 1ent United State 





nance detachment, United 
$12 per month, and $2 per month additi il on acce 
children of said David M. Foster until they reach th 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to b 
the third time, and passed 


States A 


> engyre 


GEORGE COFFEE. 





The bill (S. 3878) granting an increase of 
( e Was considered as in Cor tee t} 
The bill was reported from the Committ 
ame ndment, in line before tl “d 1 
hirty ’’ and insert ‘** twenty-four;"’ so as 
Be it enacted, ete That tl li 
authorized and directed to pla ‘ 
sions and li tations of the 1 : laws, 
Company B, Second Regiment P lvania \ i 
a pension at the rate of $24 per 1 1th in lieu of tl 


The am 


iment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as ar 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 


the third time, and 
MARY E. NESMITH 

The bill (S. 4329) granting an increase of 
Nesmith was considered as i 
‘The bill was reported 
amendments, in 
sert ‘*‘ first lientenant and regime 
dollars.”’ tostrike out ** forty ’’ and 

bill read: 


from the Committ 


wt ra 7 


to make the 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretar f the 
authorize d dire to pia t 
ind limita f the pension laws, tl 
of A t) nr N ayy itl lata first suten: nt i 
Third Regiment New Hampshire \ antr 
ant quartermaster, United States Volunts a 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of t vr 
rhe amendments were agreed to. 
rr 1: ? } ‘ + > 
The bill was reported to the Senate as am 


ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
the third time, and passed 

LOUIS GROV 

The bill (S. 4246) granting an increase 
Groverman was considered as in Committ 

The bill was reported from the Commit 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ** Int 
‘‘of ’’ and insert ‘*‘ United States; ’’ in li 
‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-for 
as to make the bill — 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary « 
authorized and directed to place on th 





and limitations of the pen V f I 
Company C, First Regiment United S intr 

| pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per monti 
ceiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


‘ommittee on Ps 
ter the enactiz 
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rmy, and pay her: 


as amend 


ssed for a 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CYRUS Q. LEMMOND. 
The bill (S. 8879) granting an increase of pension to C. Q. Lem- 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to strike out the let- 
ter ‘‘C.’’ and insert the name “‘ Cyrus;’’ and in line 8, before the 
word ‘‘ dollars,’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ sixteen;’’ go 
as to make the bill read: 

Be nacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to plece on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cyrus Q. Lemmond, late of 

jompany A, Third Regiment United States Dragoons, war with Mexico, and 
ay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now 


eceiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Cyrus Q. Lemmond.”’ 

GARRETT V. CHAMBERLIN, 

The bill (S. 3417) granting a pension to Garrett V. Chamberlin 

as considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Infantry,”’ to insert ‘‘ war 
with Spain; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Garrett V. Chamberlin, late 
of Company B, First Regiment Florida Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $10 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tho bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rea 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H, COLLINGWOOD. 

The bill (S. 4254) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Collingwood was considered asin Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘ late,’’ to strike out “‘ of 
Company E”’ and insert ‘‘ regimental commissary-sergeant;’’ and 
in liue 9, before the word ‘“ dollars,’”’ to strike out ‘* thirty ’’ and 
insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it ¢ ed, etc., T! » Secretary of th erior be, and he 
aut! a to plac } li, subject t 
and limi William H. Collingwood, 
late regim ‘ourth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer ¢ the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that hei 

The amendments were agreed to. 


is hereby, 


ments were concurred in. 


Phe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the | Butz was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


third time, and passed. 
JOHN C, FELTON, 

The bill (S. 3774) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Felton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “‘late,’”’ to strike out “‘ of 

panies A and’’ and insert ‘‘ captain Company;’’ andin line 9, 
the word ‘“* dollars,” to strike out ‘thirty’? and insert 
‘twenty-four; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tho Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John C. Felton, late captain 
Company F, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSHUA DAY, 


The bill (S. 2946) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Day was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Volunteer,’’ to strike out 
‘‘ Infantry ” and insert “‘ Cavalry;” and in line 8, before the word 
‘“Jollars,’’ to strike out “‘ thirty-six’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joshua Day, lateof Com, 
I, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him q 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. , 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate asamended, and the ame, 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read ¢} 
third time, and passed. 

STALNAKER MARTENEY,. 

The bill (S. 1667) granting a pension to Stalnaker Marteney y 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit! 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and i) 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, authorized 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and | 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Stalnaker Marteney, late of Co 
C, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment West Virginia Militia infa; 
and pay hima pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the a: 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, : 
the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC ZELLERS. 

The bill (S. 2655) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Zel- 
lers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars”’ to strike out 
‘forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;”’ so as to make the bill: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is h 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac Zellers, lat ( 
pany D, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer ; 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he ig 
now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JACOB HORNING, 


The bill (S. 2960) granting an increase of pension to Jac 
Horning was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit] 


| amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and i1 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authori: 


| rected to placeon the a ion roll, subject to the provisions and | 
i 


of the pension laws, the name Jacob Horning, late of Company A, ( 
dred and seve first Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted Militia In 
Company H, Fifteenth Kegiment New York Volunteer Enginee 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that hei 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and thea 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 1 


iS Huw 


| the third time, and passed. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 


JOSEPH W. BUTZ. 
The bill (S. 3523) granting an increase of pension to Jos¢ 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions + 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘“ dollars,”’ to stri 
‘thirty ’’ and insert “‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill rea: 

3e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and h« 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph W. Butz, late 
pany E, Sixty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and p 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv! 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the an 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, : 
the third time, and passed. 


SARAH L. AUGUR, 


The bill (S. 4817) granting an increase of pension to Sara! 
Augur was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah L. Au: 
widow of William H. Augur, late first lieutenant and regini 
quartermaster Seventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infan' 
and to pay her a pension of $17 per month in lieu of that sh 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order! 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and pass 


SAMUEL H. LEGROW. 

The bill (S. 2320) granting an increase of pension to Samue! !! 
Legrow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel H. Legrow, 
late of Company B, Eighth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 
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and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
x receiving. 

, The bill a reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


VIRGINIA C. SPENCER. 


The bill (S. 8771) granting an increase of pension to Virginia 
C. Spencer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out “ of”’ 
and insert ‘first lieutenant;’’? and in line 9, before the word 

lollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five’ and insert ‘‘ seventeen; ”’ 

as to make the bill read: 

ne it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

ved and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
| limitations of the pension laws, the name of Virginia C. Spencer, widow 
of Orrin L. Spencer, late first lieutenant Company G, Fifth Regiment Ver- 
t Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month 
of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. P. BUCK. 


Lilt 


The bill (S. 2952) granting an increase of pension to William | 


J. P. Buck was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘‘Connecticut,’’ to insert 

Volunteer;’’ and in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike 
out ‘seventy-two ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four; ’’ so as to make the 
pill read: 

Ne it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

| limitations of the pension laws, the name of William J. P. Buck, late of 
Company D, Second Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
I ma pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, a little while ago, 
on the ground of helplessness, a bill for a soldier in Iowa was 
passed at $40. I wish to call attention to the report of the com- 
mittee in this case: 
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Mr. McCUMBER. 
shall not object. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move to amend the committee 
amendment by striking out ‘‘twenty-four’’ and inserting “ thirty.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH SMALL WIGGIN. 

The bill (S. 4237) granting a pension to Martha Small Wiggin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Hannah Small Wiggin, dependent mother 
of John 8. Wiggin, late captain Company I, Third Regiment Maine Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended soas to read: “‘A bill granting a pension 
to Hannah Small Wiggin.”’ 

MARCELLUS M. PARKER. 

The bill (S. 3457) granting an increase of pension to Marcellus 
M. Parker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Cavalry,’ to insert ‘‘and 
Signal Corps, United States Army;’’ andin line 9, before the word 
‘**dollars,’’ to strike out “‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty; so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is] 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the p1 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marcellus 


If the Senator will move to make it $30 I 





Company B, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and Signal Corps, 
United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
| lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2952) grant- | 


n increase of pension to William J. P. Buck, have examined the same and 
1 ort. 

[ introduced the bill at $72 per month. 

This bill as amended proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the 
pension of William J. P. Buck, late of Company D, Second Regiment Con- 


necticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, who served from January 4, 1864, to | 


August 18, 1865, when honorably discharged. ’ 

Claimant is a helpless cripple, who is now receiving the maximum pension 
of $12 per month provided by the act of June 27, 1890. He is 77 years of age, 
and lost both legs below the knee. They were amputated in hospital in 
the cause being senile gangrene. He also suffers from deafness and 
other infirmities of oldage. He has never made claim under the general 
law. 

He isa poor man, without a home, and now lives with ason, who works 
in a factory. 

It seems to me that this case is just as deserving as the first one 
passed this afternoon at $40. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will state to the Senator that the distinc- 
tion between that case and the present one is this, and it is a dis- 
tinction which has been considered in every case: First, the 
length of service in this case, I believe, was about a year or less 
than a year. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 








Less than a year. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Second, there is no evidence in the report | 
of the committee showing the necessity for any outside assistance. | 


In other words, while the pensioner is unable to perform any 
manual labor, I believe there is nothing in the report which shows 
that it is necessary to have anyone else to take care of him. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
necessary to have much evidence of that if both legs are off and 
he is 77 years old, and is deaf and has other infirmities. 

Mr. SPOONER. How old is he? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Seventy-seven years. He hashad 
both legs amputated, there is a great degree of deafness, and 
there are other infirmities. In view of that fact, it seems to me 
the committee ought not to have required positive evidence that 
he needed the constant aid and attendance of another person. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I think the Senator can call to mind many | 
persons who, having lost both legs, do not need the constant aid | 


and attendance of another person. At least there is nothing in 
the report of the committee which shows that this applicant does 
need such constant aid, and it does not follow as a matter of 
course because of the loss of both legs that he does need such con- 
stant aid and attendance. 

However, if the Senator fecls that the rate should be raised 
above $24, I shall not object in this case. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It should be at least $30. 


I would suppose that it was not | 





The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


a 


the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL F, MURRY. 

The bill (S. 1423) granting an increase of pension to Samuel F. 
Murry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ captain,’ to strike out 
**of:’? and in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out 
‘* fifty ’? and insert “‘ twenty-four; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here! 
authorizedand directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisio 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel F. Murry, lat 
captain Company F, Second Regiment United States Sharpshooters, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN SHEHAN, 

The bill (H. R. 1764) granting an increase of pension to John 
Shehan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitation 
the pension laws, the name of John Shehan, late of Company A. T\ 
third Regiment, and Company A, Twenty-ninth Regiment Maine Volun? 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, r 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN WALTON, 

The bill (S. 8535) granting an increase of pension to John Wal- 
ton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment in line 8, before the word *‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty’? and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisiong 


rv. 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Walton, late oe JESSE B. NURSE, 
3 h Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a P - - F 
pe n at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. The bill (S. 569) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
The amendment was agreed to. Nurse was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate asamended.andtheamend-| ‘The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit! 
he bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | S TC) Ps ot 
was concurred in | amendment, in line 9, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike 
— snimaie'y = a pan ‘6 s >? ge ‘é 2.¢, .2? ; aan 
‘he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | “thirty” and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill r 
third time, and passed i Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hy 
rd time, and passed, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
NORMAN B, DAVENPORT. and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse B. Nurse, late 
sai , Baar as a ‘ . = pany C, Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and ( 
Che bill (S. 8827) granting an increase of pension to Norman B. | 4, Fourteenth Regiment Invalid Corps, and pay him a pension at the 
Davenport was considered as in Committee of the Whole. $24 per month in len of that he is now re@eiving. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an The amendment was agreed to. 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the a) 
‘fifty’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: | ment was concurred in. 
/, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
+ ¢ lacaon the penai “oll. subiect to the provisio : : T 
directed to pla 76 on the p nsion } oll, subje the ovisions | the third time, and passed. 
of the pension laws, the name of Norman B. Davenport, late 
h Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay é THOMPSON WARREN, 
»f $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. c ‘ wide P F 7 
The amendment was agreed to | The bill (S. 1899) granting an increase of pension to Thon 
( all Titi iti i as ads oh : . | Re : ah in ' . y 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | Waren was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
nt was concurred in The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit 
no Was CULT = a Z a ° boos Le 7 . > +} € +7 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | #™ ndment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and i; 
the third time, and passed 7 That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized a1 
the thir mo, An passed. rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limi ! 
MILDRED &. OGDEN, of the pension laws, the name of Thompson Warren, late of Company B, } 
7 s . : tieth Regiment New York Volunteer Engineers, and Company F; ¢ 
The bill (S. 3651) granting an increase of pension to Mildred 8. | Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
Ogden was considered as in Committee of the Whole. $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an The amendment was agreed to. 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ai 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and | ment was concurred in. 
‘ected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 1 
he pension laws, the name of Mildred 8. Ogden, widow of Julien S. ¢ gden, | the third time, and passed. 
ander, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 | 
1 in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


j uv B. Te 
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r montl CHARLES BOWRING, 
The amendment was agreed to. iy i anti : : 
ae ms ne bill (S. 3149) granting an increase of pension to ( 
The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- ( 2 2 Pp 
I 


+ a Bowering was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
se Com a 7 7’ i inde thik ks lh ati luli The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
4 oe WAS ORs rian ‘a © engrossea tor a thre reading, reac | amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and ins 
e thir lie, and passed, | 7 x ‘ ; ized 
the third time, a ee That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authori: 
MARY REMINGTON. directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and lin 
; . : : 2 Foor | of the pension laws, the name of Charles Bowring, late of Company ‘ 
The bill (S. 1959) granting a pension to Mary Remington was | Battalion Nevada Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at th 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. | $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an The amendment was agreed to. 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the a1 
alii o ° 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- | ment was concurred in, 


d to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations | The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, r 
] 


the pension laws, the name of Mary Remington, widow of John Reming- Pe . 4 ea 
t of Capt. M. L. Gage’s company, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer the . hird time, and a ed. 4 . J : 
ry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an 
‘he amendment was agreed to. | crease of pension to Charles Bowring.” 
» bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | MARY E, RILEY, 
ment was concurred in. TI ; os , . 3 
: . . 1e bill (S. 1661) granting an increase of pension to Ma 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | ,: : ae . 
Rica” a “~ ee” e engrossed for s hind reading, read Riley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
the third time, and passed, The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit 
ORSON H. SAWTELLE, | amendments, in line 8, before the word “‘ and,”’ to strike out ‘‘ } 
* . aia = ‘ = | da ” span? 66 73 v : 27? g : rf . y 
The bill (S. 1888) granting an increase of pension to Orson H. | ican war aes war with oe and in line 9, 1 for 
Sawtelle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. the word “*« or area out “‘ thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twely: 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 8° as to make the bill read: ; 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out P ~ eee etc., dom pont weer a ght ape one h 
6 Bnub<o 9? a Sn mawt 66 2 — is on x : ats uthorizec and cirecte A ac .o i ensio Ol, Subject LO the 
forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four; ”’ so as to make the bill read: visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Riley. w 
| enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | of William P. Riley, late of Baldwin's company, First Regiment Ala 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the r: 
limitations of the pension laws, the of ——— H. Sawtelle, late of | $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
ny G, Thirticth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a , er ’ 
n at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. The ainendments were agi eed to. 
Me amendment was agreed to The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the an 
Afi « 4 au wwe 24 C" 2 | 7 wefT » ¥ €@4 i 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | ™ents were concurred in. ‘ . 
ment was concurred in The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, r 
Nene Was < I ‘ ° B a ha ra ; 2 9 acca 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | *™° third time, and passed. 


the third time, and passed. JAMES HENRY MARTINEAU. 





r 


PHEBE A. FORD. The bill (S. 8860) granting a pension to James Henry Marti: 
The bill (S. 358) granting an increase of pension to Phebe A. | W285 considered as in Committee of the Whole. : 
Ford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | ‘The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions ¥ 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 2™endments, in line 6, after the word “‘late,”’ to strike out “ 
mendment, in line 6, after. the word “late,” to strike out “of” | Yate’’ and insert “‘recruit;’’ and in line 8, before the word ‘\ 
sert “captain; ’? so as to make the bill read: | lars,”’ to strike out “‘ thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve; ”’ so as to m 


the bill read: 


| 
tc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | ; : . 
{and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Phebe A. Ford, widow of authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
- M. Ford, late captain Company G, Eighth Regiment Connecticut Vol- | and limitationsof the pension laws, the name of James Henry Martineau, 
inteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of | recruit, general service, United States Army, war with Mexico, and pa) 
hat sho is now receiving. a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The amendment was agreed to. The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended,and theamend-| The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amen 
ment was concurred in. : | ments were concurred in. ; 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. | the third time, and passed. 
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ALISON CLIFTON. | ‘“‘of the;’’ and in line 7, after the»word “C 
: . s ‘I: 2 6 Wolnonteer:*’? so as nake the ill es 
‘ll (S. 4871) granting a pension to Alison Clifton was con- | “ Volunteer; ”’ so as to make the bill re: 
in Committee of the Whole. UC t t the Secretary 


























| was reported from the ¢ en on Pensions with an | 504 | att the Geel ‘ 
nt, in line 8, before the word ‘“ dollars,’’ to strike out | tenant-colonel Fourth R 1ent United States ¢ 
’ and insert ‘‘ twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: | tillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $ 
4 ‘ is now recelvilng 
Be ?, etc., That the Secr tary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 1 1 
5 1 directed to place on the pension r f Alison ct to the provisi ms The amendments were agr t tO. 
f the pension laws, the name of Alison Clifton, lateofCom-| The bill was reported to the Senat mended 
a, 7 unty Missouri Home 3, and pe snsion ¢ 
? veb rc nty Mi uri Home Gu ,a pay him’'a pensi at | ments we re concurred in. 
uliieaiel Sites ianaueasbill tad | The bill was ordered to be engr L for a thi 
ee eee < the third time, and passed. 
was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- ; = 
neurred in, JAMES I. SHAFER, 
| was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read The bill (S. 3201) granting an increase of pension to J 
| time, and passed. Shafer was considered as in Committee of the Whol 
F REBECCA HANKINS, Fhe bill was reported from the Comm vee 
i" 11 (S. 4284) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca i tiann 4 4 ; 
Be . Aid » i y 
was considered as in Gomnnitees of the Whole. | line 8. before the 7 4 84 aes { : 
. ‘ . ° ° Aili JEL ; A LU L \ 
l was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | <5 as to make the bill read: 
. . , . . ( » +i AW t { au 
t. to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: | mere s ; 2 : af 
E retary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and | authorized ana dire i 
. eon the pension roll, s ubject tothe pr Visions and limitations | and limitations of 1 | Lws, ft I. § 
’ 3, the name of Rebecca Hankins, widow of Ni n- | ¢ G, I i 
F Captains Steward and Hunter’s company, Tennessee ilitia, | and Company G, } i 
pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that | him a pen tt 
Ving. The D ndm 2 A ' : ? ’, 
’ ndment was agreed to. The bill was repor i + t Sel] l led.and ¢] ! 
ill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | ments were concurre: 
; concurred in, The bill was ordered to be eng <_ fora third read 


ll was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rea 
the third time, and pass« 
een ree | he bill (HL. R. 2204) granting an iner ieee at 
bill (S. 106) granting an increase of pension to Carrie | son B. Stone was considered as in Cominittee of the Whole. It} 
\ was considered as in Committee of the Whole. noses to place on the pens roll the name of Addison B 


+} ae yt ee and 7 
* | the third time, and passe 








. ‘ . r . ‘ i : k ; \ > 
Lhe l was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | late of Company E, One hundred and forty-first Regiment Ps 
a ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: | sylvania Volunt Infa 1 to} him a pet ‘ 
tary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, autho zed and | month in lieu of that he is now receiv 
1 the op nsion roll, subject to the provisions an Litati ns The bill was report to the < Wi £ ar 1 
I 1ame of Carrie Wages, widow of Shadrac k Rt Wages Phe a ss ae ws d as cara . a 4 
( Ly cond Re giment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, war | tO a third reading, read the thi time i passed. 
v her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of WILLIAM F. BENEFIEI 
aad 1 t it The bill (H. R. 807) granting an increase of pension to Will 
' Y one re rrTrarp 1 ‘ : ~ ‘ “ 
i i nadment was agreed to. F. Benefiel was considered as in Committ of th Wh 


rT} 1 econ Narra » San: 1 Aaa Amanda; € thas ) a 7 . 1 * 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend The bill was reported from the Committee on Pi 


ment was concurred in. alias i ogni Gr vee saith. Oh thctiiaas ae 

= ‘ : , | amendment, in line 8, before the wor dollai  g 
Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | «thirty and insert ‘‘twenty-four:”’ so as t 

the third time, and passed. sh oe : 





} / 4 + ha < r 
ELIAS S. GIBSON, aT ’ ee . 
The bill ( (S. 827) granting an increase of pension to Elias 8. Gib- | unassign ~ t] pope Volu 
son was considered as in Committee of the Whole. aa : , 





rhe bil Mh was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an Mr. McCUMBER. From new evidence w 


9 0 kan j connectio?r ith the rr ob aly aa 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘dollars,’ to oe out | Sented, taken in ¢ RRCCSNON) Wiss SHS THPOTs ARCACY me 
‘thirty ” the amendment will be rejected. 


* tl nd insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: =A. 
; ss ic . 7 a The amendment was rejected. 

} , etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a sy a “7 ec 239 : 
authorize 1 and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t » the provisions The bill was report 1 to the Senate wi u 
al ut on f the pensio n laws, the name of Elias 8S. Gibson, late of Com +o a third reading. read the third tin nd 1 
pany k h Itlinois Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension s z ae 
at the rate of 20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | PHILLIP DUTTENHAVER. 


ee 


The amendment was agreed to. The bill (H. R. 8011) granting an increase of pension t 
The bill was reported to the Senate as am: nded, and the amend- Duttenhave r was considered as in Committee on tl 
ment was concurred in. The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions y 


y 


rhe bill was s ordere d to be engrossed for a third reading, read | an amendment, in line 9, before th word “* dollars,” to stz 
the third time, and passed. ‘thirty ’’ and insert ‘* tw P 











Be t et tt = ul 
GEORGE W. PHILLIPS. wathes i 4 
y and liz itions of t Pp la ; ‘ } 
bill (S. 8544) granting an increase of pension to George W. | ®¢‘Gonnany L, Fifteeuth Rewiment and ( aad 





] 


I sillips was considered as in Committee of the Whole. nois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per mont ' 
rhe bill w as reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | lieu of that he is now receiving 
mendment, in line 8, before the word ‘dollars,’ to strike out | The -r ~ nec was agreed to. 
’ and insert ‘‘ twenty; ’’ so as to make the bill read: | ‘The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and 
acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | ment was concurr n. 
land directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provi : The amendment was ordered to be ener 1. and ft] 
t rf Ngee nsion laws, the name of George W. Phillips, late sur- ad @ tite ae 
: and fortieth Regiment Minois Volunteer Infantry,and|Teadathirdtime. = 
2 pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is nowre-{| The bill was read the third time, and 7 l. 
4 PENSION MONEY DUE INMATES OF 
: ry iment was agreed to. | ‘The bill (S 











: : S. 1 relatiz + + na* T 
s ill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | ension monev due toinm the ( eT 
x 1 Was conc asad in, = int lesan d serch yomaget ed 
3 he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read on ne 
e { third time, passed, _ 
vir e, and } ASSE l j The PT aE SIDE Ps 4 ; That 
PETER P. DOBOZY. Mr. P - ATT of CY nm t. That 


z The bill (S. 2029) granting an increase of pension to Peter P. Mr. KEAN. It is 

* Dobozy was consid ‘red as in Committee of the Whole. WILI R. BUI 

; The bill was reported from the Committee on Pe sions with | The bill (H. R. 4466) granti n to W 
ss amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘*‘ Fourth,”’ to strike out ! liam R. Bv<on was considered 
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proposes to place on the pefision roll the name of William R. Bur- 
ton, late of Company D, Sixtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS E. M’INTIRE. 

The bill (H. R. 1317) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. McIntire was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas E. 
McIntire, late of Company E, Seventieth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY KORTH. 

The bill (H. R. 2995) granting a pension to Mary Korth was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Mary Korth, widow of Frederick 
Korth, late teamster in the United States service, who was per- 
manently disabled by gunshot wounds received at the hands of 
hostile Sioux Indians, at the Lower Sioux agency, during the 
Sioux outbreak of 1862 in Minnesota, and to pay her a pension of 
$8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLINTON M. CASEY. 

The bill (H. R. 3769) granting an increase of pension to Clinton 
i. Casey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Clinton M. Casey, 
late of Company G, Twentieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NICHOLAS SCHWEMLER. 

The bill (H. R. 4891) granting an increase of pension to Nich- 
olas Schwemler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Nicholas 
Schwemler, late of Company H, Second Regiment Michigan Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES G. CORR. 

The bill (H. R. 6951) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
G. Corr was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles G. Corr, 
late of Company G, Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan- 
try, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 7486) granting an increase of pension to James 
Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of James Smith, late of 
Company E, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay 
him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA MULLINS. 


The bill (H. R. 10192) granting a pension to Martha Mullins 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Martha Mullins, widow of 
Joab Mullins, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCES C, M’FARLAND. 

The bill (H. R. 10991) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
C. McFarland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances C. 
McFarland, widow of William McFarland, late of Company B, 
Eighteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her 
a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: 
Provided, That in the event of the death of James McFarland, 
helpless and dependent child of said William McFarland, the 
additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And 
provided further, That in the event of the death of Frances C. 
McFarland the name of said James McFarland shall be placed on 
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the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of {}\, 

pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month from and after ;},, 

date of death of said Frances C. McFarland. 7: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordereg 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 
ORY WARRINER, 


The bill (H. R. 1563) granting an increase of pension to 
Warriner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It»). 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Ory Warriner. |; 
of the United States ships Clara Dolsen, Chickasaw, and }}-,) 
Rover, United States Navy, and to pay him a pension of $30 poy 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN THOMPSON. 


The bill (H. R. 4674) granting an increase of pension to J.}\n 
Thompson was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It pyo- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Thompson. |ate 
of Company I, One hundred and sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteey 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lien of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISAAC FRAZIER, 


The bill](H. R. 3936) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Frazier was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Isaac Frazier, late 
of Company B, Tenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, ani to 
pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or l 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. HACKETT. 

The bill (H. R. 6602) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F’. Hackett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin |’ 
Hackett, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment Vermont \ 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
| of that he is now receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ELLIS T. PEIRCE. 


The bill (H. R. 1566) granting an increase of pension to Ellis. 
Peirce was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Ellis T. Peirc: 
of Company C, Thirty-ninth Regiment Missouri Volunte:r |! 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of | 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL G,. WOODS. 


The bill (H. R. 8284) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
G. Woods was considered as in Committeeof the Whole. Ii 
| poses to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel G. Woods, 
late of Company I, Fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, «01 
to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that he is | 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordere! 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARRIET 8S. PACKARD, 


| The bill (H. R. 2470) granting an increase of pension to Ha 

| S. Packard was considered asin Committee of the Whcle. It» 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Harriet S. Pack 
ard, widow of Jasper Packard, late captain Company B, For': 
eighth Regiment, and colonel One hundred and twenty-eig!i'! 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordere:! 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. FOLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 4151) granting an increase of pension to Jo! 
W. Foland was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It j1 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John W. Foland, lat 
of Company E, Thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer |n- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordere! 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWIN LAKE, 


The bill (H. R. 4198) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Lake was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 


a 
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t n the pension roll the name of Edwin Lake. late of Com- | The a 2. 
1 sth Regiment Vermont Vol teer r Infa a ae 16 amenament was ¢ rdered to be ener ’ 
clon of Oe olunte Infantry, and to | read a third time 1 to be ens land 
a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that heisnowre-| The bill w a 
: ( | The bill was read the third time, and 1 1 
7 Ww is reported to the Senate | without amendment, ordered | ANN M. DRIGGA ; 7 
U i reaaing, read the third tim >, an 1 passe 1, | The bill ( H. R.8 877) grantir ra pension t A ‘ T 
FE ABRIE E, WEBSTER. considered as in Committe O the W1 ; a, a. Ml. Driggars was 
i ( 4399) erantins = “ ; on the pension roll the a a A ; . it | S lace 
B a 4: 92 ) ranting @ pension to Abbie E. Welt ter iel T Dris om 1 . tl na Ann M Dr ny 
‘ ‘red as in Committee of the a ole. It proposes ft : . Driggars, late of Captain Evans’s com] ( 
1A ne 2 : ° ses tO | unteers Dice mes 7 eee -} \vweor 
| the pension roll the name of Abbie E. Webster, widow of | m th. Creek Indian war, and to pay her a e ¢ 
t. Webster, late of Captain aha Dragoons, Il] The bil : 
, aT » S bap, Of linois "he bill wacr 4 
B tia, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month tc ig Ae 1 was reported to the Senate withou 
: ll was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered oO a third reading, read the third time, and } 
t d reading, read the third time, and passed fe ite ciacemes @. wi : : 
. WILLIAM S. KING | The bill (H. R. 880) granting a per er, 
fy ] A F was considered as i - Ra 5 & Pensivi ) iroline S. Wi 
I. R. 9125) granting an increase of pen wnasion to Willian ep col o red as in Committee of the Whol: ies . cae 
; S. Kk was considered ss in Committe car the Vhole. It - David Ht. Wi PORESOTE POSS Send EAE <i line S. W se igi. = 
! ‘ pl ice on the pens ion roll the name of we ‘iam § Kin ; aa A i late of Ca im Lu Dad ae lea ate l Ww 
la iptain Company A, One hundred and fifty-sixth tas salad ee 3, Creek < Ind lian war, ror to DE uy her a } ion of $8 1 
: h na V ‘olunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of S94 - 7 - i = i t per 
3 I in lieu of that he is now rece iving. 24 per ‘ - bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
2het was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and | — cece ' 
to rd reading, read the third time —e THADDEUS & COLLE 
ne, and passed. Al S, COLLI 
A CYRUS B. DOPP. ? — » bill (H. R. 4630) granting an increase of pension to T) 
; Tha hil ‘ S. Collins s considered ; : . pune O41 
, The bill (H. R. 1287) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus | Poses to non lered as in Committee of the WI 
rT) s a : en : ses Te lace onthe eit el 1) ; ci 
B. Dopp was considered as in Committee . Wl . : Cy Peme OF) SO PETE n roll the name of Thaddeus § 
e mittee of the Whole. It pr late of ( Soe f Thaddeus S 
poses to piace On the pension roll the name of Cyrus B fie. Volt ompany D, One hundred and sixteenth Regit ; 
,.4 A la . Ss wy olunteer fantry. : ‘ vL OUt veg } | 
late of Company G, Nineteenth Michigan Volunteer Inf og i lieu a he , and to pay him a pension of $40 
: and to pay hi ma pension of $40 a antry, | 2 leu of that he is now receiving. 7 
ow rt eiving, E $40 per month in lieu of that he is P The bill was reported to the Senate without ar ; 
Tha hy Nie oathir An : i it amendm 4 red 
Phe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered een thir i time, and p 
to a third readi : ‘ 1 tamer?! ant. orderer < 1 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 4 hua a alclorsassee 
‘ ne ( _ 
JOHN T. COLLINS. diadeen aoe H. n 4314) granting an increase of pension to John F 
The bill (H. R. 4702) granting an increase of pension to Jol to pla .e ( - ome ered as in Committee of the Whol “a 
, o . . a =n SIC q ace oO 1¢ aN S1¢ . : e . - ao a 
7 ins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It aa C omps uny D, yg a : © roll the name of John F. Slade, | 
I 7 ° bt pro- « oO 5 4 
eo ) place on the pension roll the name of John iT. os il 2 Volunteer Infant 1undred and second Regiment Penns: 
t tins in € int x > Oo , A A 
fants Company B, Seventieth Regiment Indiana Volunt cer In. | lien of that ] cia ee ee pay him a pension of $24 per n 
antry, and to pay him a pension Ale n- sol MAY UOC 1S LO eceivin . 
ae now r aalving. I of $30 per month in lieu of that T} - — Was re] ported to the S ‘onate without amendment : 
rm : o a third readi it an nent. ordered 
[he bill was reported to the Sen: ite without amendment, ord : rd reading, read the third time , and pass« } 
‘ . amc n rderet e > wv. 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed , ordered WILLIAM J. JACKSON. 
HENRY FRAZIER w The bill = e 4750) granting a pension to William J. J 
he bi ae eae et telah eel aecahin Eleeiaiiien oat iit Ute hn Th wenn a 
a wn (H. R. 9710) granting an increase of pension to Henry place on the pension roll ~ of the W hole. It pi . 
ee ee msidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | @2assi med recruit United rere of William J. Jacks 
rn + " . 101 ro- sess u ° J 1te¢ States Army. 1% = wnt) ; 
of a be y He the pension roll the name of Henry Frazier ae to pay hima a mn ¢ of $12 1 ge ee 
MU ny sor J er, iate rn . 2 per month. 
an’ Le ; +f ae ee gime nt Iowa Volunteer Infantrv The bill was reported d to the Senate witl 
ana tO Da ] ¢ Pr & A . > ~ - aiauiy, 3 ito th Clldt i 1t an na + 
now receiving pension of $40 pcr month in lieu of that he is to a third reading, read the third time, a1 1 pas i 
Tho, WifTh cael - . oes , ana | i 
won pa the gp to the Senate without amendment, ordered The bill (H. R. 4540 een eee 
€ bird Tex Y a2 2 wv 7“ av A i lL ‘ e ’ \ owe tin a . 
reading, read the third time, and passed. was considered as eee eae to Amanda Sk 
. MARION ARNOLD. place a the * a hes co ittee of the Whole in 
Tho bill (H NR QS : = a snsion roll the name of Ama =}.-3 : 
aan ye il (H. R. 10682) granting an increase of pension to Mari f el nn Shinn Tr ] ite of Crm bearer eae a er, \ 
“A iad Was cons rad ¢ : arion said avany , first hegiment | yr 
ee A considered as in Committee of the Whole It pr: teer CC: valry, and to pay har o pen cee a \ 
VO Place TOY 1 _— r 7 « 1IS1i0N OT BS |] 
of Cicmeen ee ae the pension roll the name of Marion Arnold ve Che bill was reported Seem Senate withor 
I mpany . . . = LG, le ) } ‘ hick Ut Atl) 
en en First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery toa tl ira readil ge, read the third time, and 1 
a pay alm a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that h i a , ne me, and { L. 
ecelving. : that be 1s now LBERT S. ELMORE 
The bill was ren 3 The } vill ¢ H. > POA ae ‘ 7 : 
aan -- was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered | S. Elmore wa a : 45) gral an increase of nension 4 
& Ullilt st or ‘ . . = Us uu CU Je 4 Ui as onsi1daered ein ‘yy ie ° 
reading, read the third time, and passed. poses to place on tl s anaiona acl eee 
FRANKLIN FERGUSON, late of Capt. Rush Elmore’s : 2 Of 4 .E 
bill (H oe P lsat al "ean Sia os any, Fiith R ent ] 
. - I a R. 1485) granting an increase of pension to Franklin Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pet 
abstr considered as in Committee of the Whole It pro month in lieu of that he is now r Y ayes 
g ree on the pension rv 1 the name of Franklin Fs a i - lhe bill was reported t the = / 
of Comnany 7 : v ank reuson. | to a third readine = cul 
i vhs C, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunte: aca : to a third reading, Trea 1 the thi 
% : pay Lim @ per i ae . . - » er vavairy, a 
o ae pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now can JOHN W. ERWIN, 
ri “y7 ne il (H R 51 O\. oowantd : 
if ] wa . ay " , ° . + eTrantil an — : oc - 
4 to a th oa = a ported to the Senate without amendment, ordered W. win wae comnider di . n increase of a 
v LOI e r re mies a nimit t \ t 
x ng, read the third time, and passed. poses to place on the | pete pm eergcscles 
4 hil WILLIAM F, THOMPSON, = or Company B, Fi irst t Reg rime t \ ba , : : 
if vill ¢ 9 + sia : ‘ and to vav hi 7 cs : , I 
; * shes l H.R. 2947) granting an increase of pension to William | now = P ay him a pension of $30 per mont 
‘ "i. “ah cae considered as in Committee of the Whole. ee Tl oe 
the bul was reported from the Con ” > 1e bill was reported to the Senate wit! 
1 J 1 th ommittee on Pensions I E late Wi 
§ amendment, in line 8, before the word *‘ dc ens is With an | to a third reading, read the third tin 
ie twenty-{ ” 8, before the word “‘dollars,”’ to strike out | the third tir 
c saa ‘our and insert ‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: ve a 
2 au iends aa 1, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and } ad The bill (H. R. 2930) grant ; es . 
a od and directed to | place on the pension roll, subje: reagent re} ette M. Greene was co! © : nto] 
f ajtations of the pension laws, the a6 7 .to the provision He Was Cons Ss in ¢ 
ete: iny K, Forty & ghth cele © Mis aie se _ ~— i Sener proposes to pla eC on the pet n roll tl I 
‘ ension } — in < ian 4 = ‘ s ii ; 
ma] nsion at the rate of $20 per month in | eu of that — eae ind p | Gre one. late of Ci mpany K, Fifth Ri 
The a was agreed to. ; teer Infantry, and to pay him a 
ne bd vas reporte l . of that he i oe pug : — - ; 
§ rted to the Senate as amerz 7 hat he 1s now receiving 
ment w as concurred in, . At d, and the amend- The bill was re} orte ] tot he 27 Ww ++} 
! ‘ . ‘ 3: , ill a r ’ 
to a third reading, rea i the th rd ti and | i 





2672 


JOHN H. WILLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 719) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Willey was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John H. Willey, late of 
Company B, Twenty-fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $60 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARCELINE P. HAMILTON, 

The bill (H. R. 10968) granting a pension to Marceline P. Ham- 
ilton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Marceline P. Hamilton, 
widow of William H. Hamilton, late captain Company F, Third 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and 
to pay her a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK A, SLOCUM. 

The bill (H. R. 4192) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 

erick A. Slocum was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FRANK L. GRAY. 


The bill (H. R. 720) granting an increase of pension to Frank | 
L. Gray was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of Frank L. Gray, late 
of Company E, Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer In- 


fantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that | 


he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREEMAN YORK. 
The bill (H. R. 910) granting an increase of pension to Free- 


man York was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Freeman York, late | 
of Company I, Nineteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, | 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is | 


now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DENISON L. BROWN, 
The bill (H. R. 1314) granting a pension to Denison L. Brown 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to | 
place on the pension roll the name of Denison L. Brown, late of | 


Company H, Twenty-first Regiment Connecticut Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM L. WHEELER. 


The bill (H. R. 4642) granting an increase of pension to William | 


L.. Wheeler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William L. 
Wheeler, late of Company D, Twenty-sixth Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

ALBERT W. BRADBURY. 


The bill (H. R. 4872) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
Bradbury was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Albert W. Bradbury, 
late of First Battery Maine Volunteer Light Artillery, and to 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM CASSIDY, 


The bill (H. R. 5750) granting an increase of pension to William 
Cassidy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Cassidy, 
late of Company I, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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HENRY H. BARRETT. 

The bill (H. R. 4589) granting a pension to Henry H. Barr:t+ 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Henry H. Barrett, lata <¢ 
Capt. R. L. Williams’s company, Ninth Regiment Oregon Militi, 
Volunteers, Oregon Indian war, and to pay him a pension of 3g 
per month. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordereg 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

JOHN I. RUNDBERG. 

The bill (H. R. 8984) granting an increase of pension to John T 
Rundberg was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro. 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John I. Rundh. 
late of Company G, Second Regiment Mississippi Volunteer |; 
fantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of §20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


LORISTON W. ADKINS, 


The bill (H. R. 9778) granting an increase of pension to Loris! 


" ; ; : : . mn 
W. Adkins was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It 


ro- 


: , | poses to place on the pension roll the name of Loriston W. Adkins 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick A. | } I I V. Adkins, 


Slocum, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment Massachusetts | 


Tali aT ‘ rweiéi«t , i © > 21¢ P O19 »7" | ° ° . ° . 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month | jyonth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


late of Company B, One hundred and twenty-second Regi: 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of § 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 

to a third reading, read thé third time, and passed. 
DAVID T. TOWLES. 

The bill (H. R. 1851) granting an increase of pension to David 
T. Towles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘*thirty-six’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herehy 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David T. Towles, la 
tain Company A, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infanti 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is no\ 
celving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
| read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
MARTHA M. PIERCE. 
The bill (H. R. 4679) granting an increase of pension to Marth: 
M. Pierce was considered as in Committee of the Whole. i 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Martha M. Pi 
| widow of Wilbur F. Pierce, late captain Company K, Eighth 
iment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension o! 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordere 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM E. ARMSTRONG. 

The bill (H. R. 2769) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Armstrong was considered as in Committee of the Wh 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William EF 
| Armstrong, late of Company M, Second Regiment, Missi: 
| Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and to pay him a pensiv: 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM G. CRONKITE. 

The bill (H. R. 2573) granting an increase of pension to Willi 
G. Cronkite was considered as in Committee of the Whole. I 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William (| 
Cronkite, late of Company C, First Regiment United States Vo! 
unteer Sharpshooters, and to pay him a pension of $24 per mount! 





i 


| 

| 

| in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordere: 


| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ISABELLA PHELPS. 

The bill (H. R. 4624) granting a pension to Isabella Phelps w 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to ple 
on the pension roll the name of Isabella Phelps, widow of Willia: 
H. Phelps, late of Company G, First Regiment Michigan Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordere:! 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. - 


WILLIAM BROWN. 
The bill (H. R. 4449) granting an increase of pension to Willian 
Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


ll a a nee tee ts i 








nlace on the pension roll the name of William Brown, 
first lieutenant Company F, Thirteenth Regiment Michigan 
Voluntecr Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
» lieu of that he is now receiving. 
"The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

. a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNIE G. NORWOOD. 

The bill (H. R. 7368) granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
nthe pension roll the name of Annie G. Norwood, widow of 
ndolph Norwood, late captain, Second Regiment United States 
valry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH ADAMS. 

The bill (H. R. 3870) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Adams was considéred as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of J oseph Adams, late 
of Company I, Seventh Regiment Pennsyl vania Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

( to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARTHA C. KUHN. 

The bill (H. R. 4179) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
(, Kuhn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Martha C. Kuhn, 
widow of Henry H. Kuhn, late second lieutenant Company H, 
Kighth Regiment United States Veteran Reserve Corps, and to 
pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
celving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH G. THOMAS. 

The bill (H. R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to Joseph G. 
Thomas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph G. Thomas, 
ate of Company I, Fifty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NICHOLAS REINHART. 

The bill (H. R. 783) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Reinhart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Nicholas Reinhart, 
lateof Company K, Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 


infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
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on the pension roll the name of Sarah Ulshafer, widow of Jacob 
Ulshafer, alias Jacob Banks, late of Company A, Fourth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension 
of £8 per month. 

Tre bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM MERCER. 

The bill (H. R. 4119) granting an increase of pension to William 

Mercer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 





poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Mercer, 


late of Company E, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILFRED C. M’CARDELL. 

The bill (H. R. 4826) granting an increase of pension to Wilfred 
C. McCardell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Wilfred C. McCar- 


| dell, lateof Company I, First Regiment Maryland Volunteer Cavy- 


It pro- | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NORA J. GLAHN, 

The bill (H. R. 2001) granting an increase of pension to Nora 
J. Glabn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Nora J. Glahn, 
widow of Henry Glahn, late first lieutenant Company A, Second 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay 
her a pension of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REUBEN A. FINNELL. 

The bill (H. R. 6879) granting a pension to Reuben A. Finnell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Reuben A. Finnell, late of 
Company B. First Regiment Washington Territory Volunteers 
Oregon and Washington Territory Indian war, and to pay him a 

nsion of $8 per month. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH F. CARTER. 


The bill (H. R. 4719) granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 


!’. Carter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph IF. Carter, late 
captain Company D, Third Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 

now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH ULSHAFER. 

The bill (H. R. 5006) granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


XXXVITI——168 


StS ONO. 


It proposes to place | 


alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW BARR. 

The bill (H. R. 859) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Barr was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew Barr, late of 
Company E, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he isnow 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE HAYDEN. 

The bill (H. R. 3909) granting an increase of pension to George 
Hayden was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George Hayden, 
late of Company D, Tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and Company B, One hundred and ninetieth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, erdered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELI LACHMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 789) granting an increase of pension to Eli Lach- 

man was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 


to place on the pension roll the name of Eli Lachman, late of Com- 
pany F, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and to 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

ndment, ordered 


The bill was reported to the Senate without am: 

to a third reading, read the third time, and pass 
CHARLES W. HOFFMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 3910) granting an increase of 

W. Hoffman was considered as in Committee 


pension to Charles 


of the Wh le 1 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of C! is W. 
Hoffman, late of Company E, One hundred and fourth Recimen 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay hima pension of $24 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DANIEL NAGLE, JR. 
The bill (H. BR. 3402) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Nagle, jr.. was considered as in Committee of th 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of D 


oA 
or 


It pro- 


uel Nagle, 


jr 


late of Company B, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In 
fantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 pe1 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendm« I 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
MARAB E. POWELL. 
The bill (H. R. 1005) granting an increase of pension to M 
E. Powell was considered as in Committee of the Whol It ] 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Marab E. Pow 
widow of William H. Powell!, late colonel Ninth R rt | l 
States Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $40 per1 lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate with amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
CHARLES E. MINK. 
The bill (H. R. 4964) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Mink was considered as in Committee of the Wh It pro- 
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poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles E. Mink, 
late captain Company H, First Regiment New York Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


16 } 


JANE E. SUTFIN. 

The bill (H. R. 5342) granting a pension to Jane FE. Sutfin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Jane E. Sutfin, widow of Richard 
Sutfin, late of Company D, One hundred and ninety-fourth Regi- 
m New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$3 per month. 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


‘I 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


1 
ne 
i 


JOHN CONNORS. 

The bill (H. R. 9060) granting an increase of pension to John 
Connors was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Connors, late 
of the United States steamship Vincennes, United States Navy, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELLEN F. LYNCH. 

The bill (H. R. 7063) granting a pension to Ellen F. Lynch was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Ellen F. Lynch, widow of John 
h, late second lieutenant Company I, One hundred and sixty- 
‘ourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and of the United 
tates ships Tonawanda and Marion, United States Navy, and to 
ay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

) a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NETTIE A. BUELL. 

The bill (H. R. 9061) granting a pension to Nettie A. Buell was 
considered as inCommittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Nettie A. Buell, helpless and depend- 
ent danghter of Bennett H. Buell. late of Company I, One hundred 
and fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay her a pension of $8 per month. 


4vi 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRUDENTIA L. D. NUGENT. 

The bill (H. R. 4910) granting an increase of pension to Prudentia 
L. D. Nugent was ¢ lered as in Ci It 
proyfoses to place on pension roll the name of Prudentia L. D. 
Nug low of Robert Nugent, late colonel Sixty-ninth Regi- 
ment , York Volunteer Infantry and brevet brigadier-general 
United States Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $50 per 
month in lieu of that sl 1oW receiving. 

The bill was rey 
to at 


ig 1S I 


iird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELLA D. MADDEN, 

The bill (H. R. 10700) granting a pension to Ella D. Madden was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to plas 


the per ll the name of Ella D. Madden, helpless and de- 


hter of Hosea F. Madden, late first lieutenant Com- | 
renth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and to 


' nsion of $12 per month. 
The bill was re] 
to a thi j 


r¢ aain 


g, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD C. IVORY. 
The bill (H. R. 2116) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
C. Ivory was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
DOS 
late first lieutenant Company G, Twenty-second Regiment, and 
mpany E, Two hundred and seventh Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM D, TAYLOR. 

The bill (H. R. 941) ¢ in increase of pension to William 
D. Taylor was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William D. Taylor, 
second lieutenant Company F, One hundred and twenty-fifth 

t New York Volunteer Infantry. and to pay him a pension 
‘month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
: reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
.ding, read the third time, and passed, 


( 


> 


© 


. 45 
Yrnay yor « 
Branning % 


. ; ae } 
rted to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


2 ON | 


orted to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


; to place on the pension roll the name of Richard C. Ivory, | 


MARCH 2, 


MOSES HURLBUT. 
The bill (H. R. 10794) granting an increase of pension to Mos 
| Hurlbut was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p» 
| poses to place on the pension roll the name of Moses Hurlin+ 
late of Company G, One hundred and ninth Regiment New Y rk 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ord 
| to a third reading, read tho third time, and passed. 
| WILLIAM H. MOUNT. 
The bill (H. R. 5030) granting a pension to William H. Monn 
| 
| 
| 


eg 


Or 


red 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes t, 
place on the pension roll the name of William H. Mount, late 5 
Company F, Two hundred and second Regiment New York Vol. 
unteer Infantry, war with Spain. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iwill inquire of the chairm: 
the committee whether the bill carries any pension? 
rate mentioned. 
would be. 

Mr.McCUMBER. Theonly effect would be toplace Mr. Mount 
upon the pension roll. As I understand the bill as it was drawn 
(1 did not have my attention called to it before) it gives him sim- 
ply a pensionabke status, and the Department then will grant 
pension as it may see fit under the circumstances. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read again. 

The Secretary again read the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from North Dakota kindly 
yield to me for a moment? I should like to move that the S 
proceed to the consideration of executive business, simply in ord 
that I may make a report. I am not well, and I would be glad to 
do it now. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Iam very glad to yield tothe Senator fr 
Wisconsin for that purpose, under the circumstances. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to th 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
| ecutive session the doors were reopened. 

WILLIAM HERLINGER. 

The bill (H. R. 4605) granting an increase of pension to William 
Herlinger was considered in Committee of the Whole. It } 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Herling 
late of Company L, Ninth Regiment Missouri State Militia \ 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in li 
of that he is now receiving. 

4The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARTHA E. NOLEN. 

The bill (H. R. 8922) granting a pension to Martha E. N 
| was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propose 
| place on the pension roll the name of Martha E. Nolen, wi: 
Dennis Nolen, late Captain Gibbon’s company, Alabama 
teers, Creek Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGIA A, WHITEHEAD. 

The bill (H. R. 8924) granting a pension to Georgia A. W 
head was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pri 
| to placo on the pension roll the name of Georgia A. White 
| widow of Calvin Whitehead, late of Steele’s detachment. 
| Regiment Mississippi Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to yay 
her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde1 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. REED. 

The bill (H. R. 1623) granting a pension to John H. Reed 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to p! 
on the pension roll the name of John H. Reed, late captain C 
pany G, First Regiment Alabama Volunteer Cavalry, and to | 
him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receivi 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde1 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM H, ANDERSON, 


_ The bill (H. R. 5479) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Anderson was considered as in Committee of the Who! 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 1 

| Anderson, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment Tennessee V 
| teer Infantry, F 
| of that he 


lain 
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Ty, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
is now receiving, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM O. SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 2192) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam O. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William O. 
<nith. late of Company D, Second Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
+o a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ENOS D. HOGE. 


The bill (H. R. 7410) granting an increase of pension to Enos 
D. Hoge was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
<es to place on the pension roll the name of Enos D. Hoge, late 
‘rst lientenant Company H, One hundred and tenth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
lhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH BRANEN. 


The bill (H. R. 9035) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Branen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


t of . . 
of Company A, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and 


to pay him a penslon of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now | 


receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM LECHLEIDNER. 


The bill (S. 386) granting an increase of pension to William | 


Lechleidner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments. in line 6, after the word ‘“‘ late,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of’’ 
and insert ‘‘ captain;’’ and in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Volunteer,” 
to strike out ‘Infantry ’’ and insert ‘‘ Cavalry;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Lechleidner, late 
captain Company K, Third Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANSEL J. BUSBY. 


The bill (S. 4455) granting an increase of pension to Ancil J. 
Busby was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


noses to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Branen, late | 


| 





amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘“‘ of,’’ tostrike out the name | 
‘*‘Ancil’’ and insert ‘‘Ansel; ’’ and in line8. before the word ‘* dol- 
lars,’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four; ’”’ so as to | 


make the bill read: 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ansel J. Busby, late of Com- 
pany H, Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

mm : ‘ 

he bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Che title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ansel J. Busby.”’ 

SARAH A. GILLHAM. 


_ The bill (S. 885) granting a pension to Sarah A. Gillham was 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 9, before the word ‘dollars,’ to strike out 
‘ thirty’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ and in the same line, after the word 


“‘month,”’ to insert ‘‘ and $2 per month additional on account of | 


the minor child of said John D. Gillham until he reaches the age 
of 16 years;’’ so as to make the bill read: 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Gillham, widow of 
John D. Gillham, late chaplain One hundred and seventeenth Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
and $2 per month additional on account of the minor child of said John D. 
Gillham until he reaches theage of 16 years. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. HOWE. 

The bill (S. 3491) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Howe was considered as in ~onimittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported {10:1 the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ** dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty ’’ and insert ‘* twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitationsof the pension laws, the name of Andrew J. Howe, late of Com- 
pany F, Fifteenth Regiment !llinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per uth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment wae agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DAVID H. GEORGE. 

The bill (S. 447) granting an increase of pension to David H. 
George was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word *‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘* fifty’? and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David H. George, late of 
Company F, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at therate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE H. SUTHERLAND. 

The bill (S. 450) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Sutherland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
**thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George H. Sutherland, lat 
of Company G, Seventy-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


= 


him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL E. LOOKINGBILL. 

The bill (S. 3499) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Lookingbill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘“ dollars,’’ to strike ont 
‘** thirty-six ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill 


’ 


| read: 


e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel E. Lookingbill, late 
of Company C, Sixth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
&@ pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


JOHN WEAVER. 
The bill (H. R. 8925) granting an increase of pension to John 
Weaver was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


| amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘“ dollars.’’ to strike out 


** forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisior 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Weaver, late of Com 
pany H, Thirty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM STALL. 

The bill (S. 556) granting an increase of pension to William 
Stall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of William Stall, late of Com- 





2676 


ny F, First Regiment United States Cavalry, and to pay him a 
mn f $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
] sorted to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


! il Was re} 
i 


ngrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


JOHN SEILER. 
The bill (S. 4454) granting an increase of pension to John Seiler 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension rollthe name of John Seiler, late of Company 
G, T 
ion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


uw veo 


igrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 
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orn? 
Bickl 


RY C. COFFIN, 
H. R. 6618) ting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
sonsidered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes 
nsion roll the name of 

riment Indiana Volunteer Inf 


{ sammonth in iiat7 
t per month in heu 


1.277 
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mmtaA me 


ion of $2 


i t ») pay bi nape! 
iving, 


\ of that he 1s now 
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to a third reading, ! 


read the third time, and passed. 
ANNIE I 

The bill (H. R. 5610) granting a pension to Annie Dorfner was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
the pension roll the name of Annie Dorfner, widow of Jacob Dorf- 
ner, 


te 


ORFNER. 


er Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANN JENNETT WHITNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 5999) granting an increase of pension to Ann 
, nes tt Whitt > “eee ae 
Jgennett VW hitney was ¢ 

proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Ann Jennett 
Vhitney, widow of Leonard Whitney, late chaplain Eleventh 


i 


330 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him | 


[i 

\ 7 

Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of | 
$3 
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Henry C. Coffin, late of | 
intry, | 


ill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


| M. 


MAaRrcH 2, 


HIRAM B. COZINE. 

The bill (H. R. 7719) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
B. Cozine was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Hiram B. Cozi 
late of Company E, Sixth Regiment New York Volunteer ( 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lien of that 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ord 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN A. HARMON, 

The bill (H. R. 7382) granting a pension to Ellen A. Haz 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro; 
place on the pension roll the name of Ellen A. Harmon, wid 
George W. Harmon, late of Company M, Second Regiment \ 


weit ‘ 


| consin Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 


month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EMMA M. ELLIOTT. 
7659) granting an increase of pension to F: 
Elliott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill (H. R. 


| poses to place on the pension roll the name of Emma M. } 


It proposes to place on | 


late of Company D, Fifty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volun- | 


widow of David B. Elliott, late captain Company D, Se 
ninth Regiment Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
sion of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES G. ANDREWS. 
The bill (H. R. 7814) granting an increase of pension to Ja 


| G. Andrews was considered as in Committee of the Wh 


nsidered as in Committee of the Whole. | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARION 

The bill (H. R. 10194) granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Long was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Marion Long, late of 
Company B, Fiftieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 


LONG, 


to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now | 


rece ine. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT H. COOKE. 

The bill (H. R. 7248) granting a pension to Robert H. Cooke 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Robert H. Cooke, late act- 
ing assistant surgeon, United States Army, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $20 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELVIRA MILLER. 

The bill (H. R. 11076) granting an increase of pension to Elvira 
Miller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Elvira Miller, widow 
of George V. Miller, late of Company F, One hundred and forty- 


first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 


sion of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HORACE E. WOOD. 


The bill (H. R, 10640) granting an increase of pension to Horace | 


Wood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


ry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that | 


E. 

po . ; oa . a 

late of Company H, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fan 

he 


is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EDWIN TIDD. 

The bill (H. R. 9064) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Tidd was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Edwin Tidd, late of Com- 
pany C, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and to pay hima pension of $24 per month in lieu of that heis now 
receiving. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Ja 
Andrews, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment Dlinois ' 


| teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in | 


of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALBERT P. JACKSON, 

The bill (H. R. 7088) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
P. Jackson, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert P. Jack- 
son. late of Company G, Ninth Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIZZIE M. WORSTER, 


The bill (H. R. 9739) granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worster, 
was considered as in Committee of the whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Lizzie M. Worster, widow 
of Isaac H. Worster, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regiment 
United States Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per mout! 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

ELWOOD FINLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 2692) granting an increase of pension to Elwood 
Finley was considered as in Committeeof the Whole. It pro} 
to place on the pension roll the name of Elwood Finley, late 
Company E, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 1 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M. HEMPHILL. 


The bill (H. R. 8203) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Hemphill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


on | proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James M. Hem 
, | hill, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volun 
ses to place on the pension roll the name of Horace E. Wood, | ee es : : \ 


Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order 


| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STEPHEN ELLIOTT. 

The bill (H. R. 8272) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Elliott was annonnced as next in order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move the indefinite postponement of the 
bill, as I have information from the House committee that the 
claimant has died since the bill was reported. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ABRAM CLAYPOOL. 


The bill (H. R. 9791) granting a pension to Abram Claypool 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to 
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| 
nic n the pension roll the name of Abram Claypool, late cap- | 


Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 


tain ( ompany D, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Iilinois | 
| and to pay him a pension of $50 pe 


bill was reported to the Senate without mhaidnaen: ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM EDGAR, 
pill (H. R. 9999) granting an increase of pension to William 
Edgar was ¢ onsidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
© place on the pension roll the name of William Edgar, 
of ‘Company F, Fifteenth Regiment United States Infantry, 
war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu 
of that heis now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FRANK M. SPEARS. 


The bill (H. R. 9695) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
M. Spears was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
noses to place on the pension roll the name of Frank M. Spears, 
late of Company C, Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM ©. M’CORMICK. 


The bill (H. R. 5603) granting an increase of pension to William 
McCormick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
oposes to place on the pension roll the name of William C. 
{cCormick, te of Company A, One hundred and thirty-second 
teviment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, 
Thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay 
im . pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

lhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENNETT PUTNAM. 

The bill (H. R. 5879) granting an increase of pension to Bennett 
Putnam was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Bennett Putnam, 
late of Company F, Third Regiment United States Infantry, war 
with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu 
of tl at he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third r reac ading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN GEORGE. 


The bill (H. R. 6038) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min George was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin 
;eorge, late of Company F, First Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


IDs oO 


; 


It pro- | 





| per month in lieu of that he is now rece 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEVI REMICK. 


The bill (H. R. 6703) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Remick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to > place on the pension roll the name of Levi Remick, late 
of Company I, Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In- 
fantry. 
he is now receiving. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DE WITT ©. FOLSOM. 

The bill (H. R. 7680) granting an increase of pension to De 
Witt C. Folsom was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
[t proposes to place on the pension roll the name of De Witt C. 
Folsom, late of ee D, Fourth Regiment United States In- 
fantry, war with ] 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 
rhe bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

IRA B, WAMBAUGH. 

The bill (H. R. 8379) granting an increase of pension to Ira B. 
Wambangh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proj s to place on the pension roll the name of Ira B. Wam- 
auch, late cant ain Comy ny B. One hune 









egiment Ohio Volunteer h 
$20 er month in hen of tha is now receiving. 
The bill was rey jenate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read th hird ime, and passed, 
CASWELL P. FORD. 
The bill (H. R. 8718) granting an increase of pension to Caswell 
P. Ford was consic dered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


« 
1 
ne 


D ct 


| and in the same line, after the word “ lieutenant 
and to pay him a pension of $80 per month in lieu of that 


Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per | 
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P. Ford, 
‘is Volunteer Infantry, 
nonth in lieu of that he is 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of Caswell 
late colonel Twenty-fifth Regimen a 


now receiving. 

The biil was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY L. BEACH. 

The bill (H. R. 8998) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
L. Beach was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pr 
poses to place on the pension the name of Henry L. Beac! 
late of Company M, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Heay 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES DOUGHERTY. 

The bill (H. R. 8811) granting an increase of pension to James 
Dougherty was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James Doughe: rty, 
late of Company B, One hundred and eleventh Regiment, and 
Company D, Forty-eighth Regiment, [llinois Volunteer Infantry 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY TATE, 

The bill (H. R. 10741) granting a pension to Mary Tate was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Mary Tate, widuw of Payton Tate, 
late of Company I, Third Regiment United States Colored Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay hera pension of $8 per mont h 

By bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH H. HUIE. 

The bill (H. R. 11345) granting a pension to Joseph H. Huie 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 1 
place on the pension roll the name of Joseph H. Huie, lat 
Company H, Fifth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry 
war with Spain, and to pay him a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde1 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. M’GRAW. 

The bill (H. R. 8733) granting an increase of pension to Benia 
min F. McGraw was considered as in Committee of the W 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benja 
McGraw, late captain Company A, First Regiment D 
Columbia Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a ] 
iving 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord: 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ps 


’ 


LEWIS M. WEBSTER. 

The bill (S. 1394) granting an increase of pension to Lewis M. 
Webster was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “* late,’’ to insert **‘ f 
» to stri 
** of;’’ so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secret 


» 


ary of the Interior ! and heis} 


authorized and directed to place on the pen n roils 
limitations of the pension laws e name of Lewis W 

lieu lant Company A, Eighth Regiment } n V 

pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mon Leu of t 

receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and t] 
| ments were c es in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading 1 
| the third time, and passed. 
ABRAHAM W. COCHRAN, 
The bill (H oie 6455) granting an increase of pension to A 
W. Cochran was considered as in Committee of the W 


undred and seventy-sixth | 
antry. and to pay him a pension of | 


proposes to place on the pension roll the nai 
Cochran, late of Company B, Eleventh R 
Volunteer Infantry. and to pay him : 


e . . » . 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported totheS wi a ne! r ] 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and | 
EVA A. BURGESS. 
The bill (H. R. 7096) granting an increase of pension to Eva A. 
Burgess was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Eva A. Burgess, 


| widow of William H. Burgess, late of Company F, Twelfth Reg- 





ate (Cc 
‘a 
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iment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. FINK. 


The bill (H. R. 8966) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Fink was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James M. Fink, late 
of Company H, Sixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE HURLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 7559) granting a pension to Caroline Hurley 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Caroline Hurley, widow of 
Milton Hurley, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment United 
States Colored Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH HATFIELD. 

The bill (H. R. 8124) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Hatfield was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth Hatfield, 
widow of Capt. George W. Hatfield. late captain Company A, 
Eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WASHINGTON J. DUTCHER. 

The bill (H. R. 7444) granting an increase of pension to Washing- 
ton J. Dutcher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Washington J. 
Dutcher, late of Company A, Twenty-ninth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTIN RENTHLER. 


The bill (H. R. 9376) granting an increase of pension to Martin | 


Renthler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Martin Renthler, 
late of Company G, Forty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 


fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that | 


he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARGARET E. KELLER. 

The bill (H. R. 10268) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet E. Keller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret E. 
Keller, widow of Augustus R. Keller, late captain and assistant 


quartermaster, United States Volunteers, and to pay her a pen- | 


sion of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MATTHEW S. PRIEST. 

The bill (H. R. 11343) granting an increase of pension to Mat- 
thew S. Priest was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Matthew 5. Priest, 
late of Company G, Thirtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BARTLETT 8. HAGGARD. 
The bill (H. R. 9587) granting an increase of pension to Bart- 


lett S. Haggard was considered 2s in Committee of the Whole. | 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Barilett 8. 
Haggard, late of Captain Williams’s independent company Ken- 
tucky Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of 
$16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH J. LOOMIS, 


The bill (H. R. 9753) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
J. Loomis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah J. Loomis, 
widow of Charles G. Loomis, late of Company C, Twenty-first 
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Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provid¢,/. 
That in the event of the death of Austin J. Loomis, helpless a),j 
dependent child of said Charles G. Loomis, the additional pens; 
herein granted shall cease and determine. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOWARD M’GUIRE. 


| The bill (H. R. 7737) granting an increase of pension to Howard 
McGuire was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Howard McGuire. 
| late of Company A, Seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer |». 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. SACKETT. 


The bill (H. R. 9273) granting an increase of pension to Jame: 
H. Sackett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
| poses to place on the pension roll the name of James H. Sackett, 
| late of Company I, Forty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
| try, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order: 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALICE W. CLARKE, 


The bill (H. R. 9037) granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Alice W. Clarke, widow of Sey- 
mour T. Montgomery,subsequently known as Wright E. Clarke, 
late hospital steward, Twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADALINE L. POWER. 

The bill (H. R. 10850) granting an increase of pension to Ada- 
line L. Power was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Adaline L. Power, 
widow of John M. Power, late of Companies F and I, Fourteenth 
| Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALFRED J. WEST. 

The bill (H. R. 10706) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
J. West was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pr 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Alfred J. West, !a‘' 
of Company B, Thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALDERSON T. KEEN. 

The bill (H. R. 10694) granting anincreaseof pension to Alderson 
| T. Keen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
| poses to place on the pension roll the name of Alderson T. Keen, 

late first lieutenant and captain Company I, First Regiment Ken- 
| tucky Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


KATE RIDGWAY. 
The bill (H. R. 10748) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
Ridgway was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pr 
| poses to place on the pension roll the name of Kate Ridgway, 
| widow of John W. Ridgway, late first lieutenant Company }, 
Fifty-fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
| her a pension of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receivins 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JASPER F, MORTON, 
The bill (H. R. 11413) granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
F. Morton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jasper F. Morton, 
late captain Company F, Twenty-first Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
| lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, erdered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY C. ARNOLD. 


The bill (H. R. 11319) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
C, Arnold was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
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noses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary C. Arnold, | 
widow of William E. Arnold, late first lieutenant Company F, | 


Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her | 
a pension of $17 per month in lieu of that she is nowreceiving. | 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RACHEL LARGE. 

The bill (H. R. 7311) granting an increase of pension to Rachel 


Larve was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Rachel Large, widow 
f William Large, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per | 
month in lien of that she is now receiving: Provided, That in 
the event of the death of Thomas Large, helpless and dependent 
son of said William Large, the additional pension herein granted | 

shall cease and determine. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES G. SAIMS. 


The bill (H. R. 10068) granting an increaseof pension to James 
G. Saims was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James G. Saims, 
late assistant surgeon Tenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS P. MARSHALL, 


The bill (H. R. 9421) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
P. Marshall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas P. Mar- 
shall, late captain Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $380 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CALVIN E. MYERS. 

The bill (S. 8573) granting an increase of pension to Calvin E. 
Myers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ** war,’’ to strike out 
‘Mexican: in the same line, before the word *‘ and," to insert 
‘‘ with Mexico,”’ and in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ tostrike 
out “twenty ’’ and insert ‘*‘ sixteen:’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Calvin E. Myers, late of Com- 
pany E, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, War with Mexico 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

AMELIA WALSH. 

The bill (S. 2971) granting a pension to Amelia Walsh was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment. in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Regiment,’ to insert 
 Kighty-fourth; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

da limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amelia Walsh, widow of 

‘atrick F. Walsh, late captain Company E, Eighty-fourth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay hera pension at the rate of $20 per | 





mouth 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN R. EVANS. 

The bill (S. 305) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Evans was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in iine 7, before the word “‘Company,”’ to strike out 
“who served as a corporal in’’ and insert “late of;’’ and in line 
8, before the word *‘ dollars,’ to strike out ** thirty ’’ and insert 
‘““twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John R. Evans, late of Com- 


pany B, First Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as ar led, and the amend 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JESS] RIGHT. 

The bill (S. 3946) granting an increase of pension to J 
Bright was considered as in Committee of the W i 
poses to place on the pension roll tl I } Brig} 


of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment Wis lu 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


JOHN J. TOMPKINS 


The bill (H. R. 5155) granting an inc f nension to John J. 





Tompkins was considered as in Committ f the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jo! 

late of Troop E, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalr id 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that D 


ceiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
to a third reading, read the third time, and pass 





WALTER F. HORNER. 
The bill (H. R. 8771) granting an increase of pension to W 
F. Horner was considered as in Committee of the W! tpr 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Walter F. | 
late of Company F, Fourteenth Regiment United States iniantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and pa 
THOMAS J. CAMPTON 
The bill (H. R. 10046) granting an increase of pension to Th 
J. Campton was considered as in Commutt f t Wh 
proposes to place on the pension roll the nat 
Campton, late of Company K, Twelfth Regim 
In antry, and to pay him a pension of per 1 i 
that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES B. HART. 
The bill (H. R. 8970) granting an increase of pension to C} 
B. Hart was considered as in Committee of the \ 
poses to place on the pension roll the name ( 
of Company G, Fifth Regiment New Ham) 
fantry, and to} ay him a pension of 500 per month in a Ol 
he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and pass 
ANNA Hi. LYMAN, 
The bill (S. 3825) granting an incr » of nsion to Anna H. 
Lyman was considered as in Comm 
The bill was reported from Commnit with an 
amendment, to strike out all after th 
That the Secretary of the Inter 





directed to place on the mr 
of the pens aws, the name of A ‘ 

late captain, Fifth Regiment United States Infantry 
Army, retired, and pay hera pension at the rate of § 
that she is now receiving 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the az 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rs 
the third time, and passed. 





FRANK 8, NICKERSON, 
The bill (H. R. 11194) granting an increase of pension to Fran! 
|S. Nickerson was considered as in Committee of e W 
| proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frank S 
| son, late brigadier-general, United States Volunts ua 
him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 01 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LORENZO D. ELMER. 
The bill (H. R. 6869) granting an increase of pension to I 


D. Elmer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pr 
poses to place on the pension roll the name Loren as ee 
late of Company F, Sixth Regiment Vern t Vo Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of 33V per month In iicu ol that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY EATON LIVINGSTON 


The bill (H. R. 11052) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Eaton Livingston was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
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It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Eaton 
Livingston, widow of La Rhett L. Livingston, late lieutenant- 
colonel Third Regiment United States Artillery, and to pay her a 
pension of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SILAS SOULES. - 

The bill (H. R. 11118) granting an increase of pension to Silas 
Soules was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Silas Soules, late of Com- 
pany A, Twelfth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M, TYREE. 

The bill (S. 3377) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Tyree was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘late,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of”’ 

‘and insert ‘‘second lieutenant;’’ in line 7, before the word 
**Mounted,”’ to insert ‘‘ Volunteer,’’ and in line 8, before the 
word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;”’ 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Tyree, late second 
lieutenant Company E, Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted In- 
fantry, aud pay hima pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is how recelving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM M’GEE. 


The bill (S. 783) granting an increase of pension to William | 
McGee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of William McGee, late of Company K, Fif- 
teenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and first lieutenant and | 
adjutant, Fourth Regiment West Virginia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


| 
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| proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John W. Swisher, 


Laird was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


MARCH 2, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY A. GRAVES. 

The bill (H. R. 6977) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Graves was considered asin Committeeof the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Graves, widow 
of Dennis Graves, late of Company H, Second Regiment Potomac 
Home Brigade, Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH J. SHELL. 


The bill (H. R. 10378) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J, 
Shell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah J. Shell, widow 
of Henry B. Shell, late of Capt. James F. Preston’s company, 
First Regiment Virginia Volunteers, war with Mexico, and io 
pay her a pension of $12 a month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. HARLAN, 


The bill (H. R. 9903) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Harlan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George W. Har- 
lan, late of Independent Battery E, Pennsylvania Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. SWISHER. 


The bill (H. R. 11310) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Swisher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


late of Company A, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB LAIRD. 

The bill (H. R. 9024) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob Laird, late 
of Company D, Forty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 





The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS B., STEELE. 

The bill (S. 4078) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 
Steele was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Thomas B. Steele, late assistant surgeon 
United States ships Germantown and Vesuvius, United States Navy. war 
with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 

EMILY CHAPMAN, 

The bill (H. R. 5568) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Chapman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Emily Chapman, 
-widow of Martin V. Chapman, late of Company G, Third Regi- 
ment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving; but in the 
event of the death of Mary M. Chapman, blind and dependent 
child of said Martin V. Chapman, the additional pension herein 
granted shall cease and determine. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES B. COMBS, 

The bill (H. R. 5749) granting a pension to James B. Combs 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of James B. Combs, late of 
Company D, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay kim a pension of $12 per month. 
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Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM S. CAMPBELL. 

The bill (H. R. 9426) granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Campbell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. [t 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 5S. 
Campbell, late of Company E, Eighty-eighth Regiment Pennsy!- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISIDORE F, CHAMBERLAIN. 


The bill (H. R. 7992) granting an increase of pension to Isidore 
F. Chamberlain was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Isidore F. 
Chamberlain, late second lieutenant Company E, Sixteenth Rezi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN GANGWISCH. 

The bill (H. R. 8231) granting an increase of pension to John 
Gangwisch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John Gangwisch, 
late of Company C, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cav- 


| alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 


he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MAGGIE FITZPATRICK. 

The bill (H. R. 9835) granting a pension to Maggie Fitzpatrick 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Maggie Fitzpatrick, widow 
of John Fitzpatrick, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 








1 )4. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID W. WILLIAMSON, 


The bill (H. R. 7999) granting an increase of pension to David 
W. Williamson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of David W. 
Williamson, late of Company A, Thirtieth Regiment New Jersey 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. SHANDS. 

The bill (S. 4285) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Shands was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
‘twenty-four ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty; ”’ 


I . 


so as to make the bill read: 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
tations of the pension laws, the name of John H. Shands, late of 
ny G, Third Regiment United States Dragoons, war with Mexico, and 
ma pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; , 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LAURA ANN SEATON. 


The bill (S. 4849) granting an increase of pension to Laura Ann 
Seaton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty’? and insert ‘‘ twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
1uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
nd limitations of the pension laws, the name of Laura Ann Seaton, widow 
f Uriah C. Seaton, late of Company K, One hundred and forty-sixth Regi- 
is Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 









t Lilir 
ith in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JACOB A. ROOF. 
The bill (S. 2058) granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 
Roof was considered as in Committee. of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 


amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | : , 
| to place on the pension roll the name of James S. Lauds 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob A. Roof, late of Com- 

any F, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 


ment was concurred in. 


the third time, and passed. 
CELIA C. OWEN. 


The bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Celia C. Owen was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Celia C. Owen, widow of William 


W. Owen, late of Company M, Third Regiment Missouri Volunteer | 


Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT W. JONES. 


The bill (H. R. 6999) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Albert W. Jones, 
lat e second lieutenant Company B, Seventeenth Regiment Llinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM E. M’DOWELL. 


_ The bill (H. R. 10180) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. McDowell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William E. 
McDowell, late of Company G, First Regiment Arkansas Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEVI VASSAR. 

The bill (H. R. 5532) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Vassar was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Levi Vassar, late of 
Company H, Third Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA WATERS. 
The bill (H. R. 8173) granting an increase of pension té 


» Anna 
Waters was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It 


pro- 


| poses to place on the pension roll the name of Anna Waters, 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘“ dollars,’’ to strike out | 


widow of George Waters, late of Captain William's company of 
Tennessee Militia, war of 1812, and to pay her a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SHADRACH D. BARDIN. 

The bill (H. R. 8648) granting a pension to Shadrach D. Bardin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Shadrach D. Bardin, late of 
Captain Roberts’s company, Texas Mounted Volunteers, and to 
pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM R. M’CULLOUGH. 

The bill (H. R. 7236) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. McCullough was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William R. Mc- 
Cullough, late of Company F, One hundred and seventy-second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM ELLIS. 

The bill (H. R. 9988) granting an increase of pension to William 
Ellis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of William Ellis, late of 
Company K, Twenty-ninth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES S. LAUDERDALE, 


The bill (H. R. 8849) granting a pension to James S. Lauder- 
dale was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


red 


It proposes 
rdale, late 
ensign, Captain Carver’s company, Mississippi Mounted Volun- 
teers, Sabine Indian disturbances, and to pay him a pension of $8 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


JOHN H. KLINGLER. 

The bill (S. 2661) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Klingler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars.”’ to strike out 
‘thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to make the billeead: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1s here 
authorized and directed to place on the pensi ] 


m roll, su et to e pro. 10 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H 


H, Fourth Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, an 1] ay him ap nsion a 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

VIRGINIA B. MULLAN,. 

The bill (S. 3810) granting an increase of pension to Virgi 
B. Mullan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with a 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
rected to place on the pos yn roll, sul ) 





nia 


ot +> tha 





} , Ss ae | 3 

of the pension laws, the name of \ i I vid ice E. 

Mullan, late acting master and commander, United 3 Ni y her 

a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of tha is now re ving,and 

2 month additional on account of the minor child of said I ace E, Mul- 
n until she reaches the age of 16 years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, ard the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE R, BROWN, 

The bill (H. R. 5849) granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine R. Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Catharine R. 
Brot widow of Joseph B. Brown, late colonel and surgeon, 
U1 | States Army, and to pay her a pension of $40 per month 

receiving. 
s reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
ling, read the third time, and passed. 
FREDERICK RATZEL. 
(H. R. 6816) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
ick R 1 was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick Rat- 

1, late of Company C, First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Light 
Artillery. and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 

now recelving. 


t she is now 


was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ROSA GLASS. 
The bill (H. R. 6817) granting a pension to Rosa Glass was con- 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
he pension rol] the name of Rosa Glass, helpless and dependent 
tanghter of Peter Glass. late of Company I, First Regiment New 


side red 


york Volunteer Light Artillery, and to pay her a pension of $12 


er month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES A. BARNES. 
The bill (H. R. 6335) granting an increase of pension to James 
Barnes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

poses to place on the pension roll the name of James A. Barnes, 
lare of Company F, Forty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer 
ufantry. and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
is now receiving. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


r 


EDWARD W. MILLER. 

The bill (H. R. 6814) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
W. Miller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Edware 
late of Company K, One hundredth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu 
at he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MOSES SCHUMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 9127) granting a pension to Moses Schuman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
ion roll the name of Moses Schuman, late of Company 
H. Sixth Regiment New York National Guard Volunteer Infan- 
try. and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD M. TAPPEN. 

The bill (H. R. 11556) granting an increaseof pension to Edward 
M. Tappen was considered as in Committeeof the Whole. _ It pro- 
poses to jaace on the pension roll the name of Edward M. Tappen, 
late of Company C, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AGNES SHEARER. 

The bill (H. R. 10648) granting an increase of pension to Agnes 
Shearer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Agnes Shearer, widow 


t} 
8 


ol 


on the pens 


of John Shearer, late of Company I, Seventy-ninth Regiment New | 


York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $16 per 
month iu lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EMMA CROSIER. 
The bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to Emma Crosier was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 


on the pension roll the name of Emma Crosier, widow of William 


H. H. Crosier. late of Company G, One hundred and forty-ninth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $8 per month. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. or 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


WILLIAM N. HALL. 
The bill (H. R. 7805) granting an increase of pension to Ww 
liam N. Hall was considered as in Committee of the Who! 

roposes to place on the pension roll the name of William N 
ate captain Company H, Seventy-eighth Regiment New 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per n 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ; 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PETER MINKLER. 

The bill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase of pension to | 
Minkler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. |] 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Peter Mink] 
of Company M, Second Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HERMAN LEMMERMAN, 

The bill (H. R. 8185) granting a pension to Herman Iv 
man was considered as in Comunittee of the Whole. [t | 
to place on the pension roll the name of Herman Lemmern 


} 


| coal passer, United States Navy. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANNIE P. ERVING. 
The bill (H. R. 8343) granting a pension to Annie P. Ervi: 
merly Cilla Zerbe, was considered as in Committee of the W 


| [t proposes to place on the pension roll the nambe of An: 
| Erving, formerly Cilla Zerbe, late nurse, Medical Depa 


United States Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 » 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ord 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM E. MATTISON. 

The bill (H. R. 8991) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Mattison was considered as in Committee of the Whole 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William E 


| Mattison, late assistant surgeon Third Regiment New Jersey Vo! 


unteer Infantry. and to pay him a pension of §20 per mont! 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord: 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM C, DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 8992) granting an increase of pension to Willi 
C. Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William C. 
late of Company H, Twenty-first ‘egiment New Jersey Vo! 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde! 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES LA 

The bill (H. R. 8079) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
La Forest was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Char! s La F 
late of Company G, Seventy-first Regiment New York Vol 
Intantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in licu ol 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time. and passed. 

EDWARD O’MALLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 8863) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
O’ Malley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. |! 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Edward 0’ 
late of Company E, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment 
York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 


FOREST. 


p 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 


| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK HALLING. 

The bill (H. R. 9610) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Halling was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick 1 
ing, late of Company A, One hundred and twenty-first Regim 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and Third Company, Second 1! 
talion Veteran Reserve Corps, and to pay him a pension of $30 | 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde: 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 











VIRGINIA BOYD. 


The bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension to Virginia Boyd was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Virginia Boyd, widow of John 
Bovd, late of Company A, Fourth Battalion District of Columbia 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY AUSTIN. 


The bill (H. R. 9683) granting a pension to Henry Austin was 
ronsidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Henry Austin, late of Battery F, 
First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Light Artillery, and to 
pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM SIMMONS. 


The bill (H. R. 5868) granting an increase of pension to William 
Simmons was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Simmons, 
late of Company A, Fifty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. F 

EDSON H. CRAWFORD. 


The bill (H. R. 10904) granting an increase of pension to Edson 
H. Crawford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edson H. Craw- 
ford, late of Company C, Sixty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company L, Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES H. JACKSON, 


The bill (H. R. 8835) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Jackson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles H. Jack- | 
on, late of Battery E, New Jersey Volunteer Light Artillery, and | 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now | 


‘elving, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AGREEMENT WITH TURTLE MOUNTAIN AND CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I wish toask unanimous consent that on 
Friday, after the routine morning business, the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Calendar No. 464. It isa bill to which I 
understand there is no objection whatever. 

Mr. KEAN. What is the bill? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It isa bill confirming an agreement with 
she Turtle Mountain and Chippewa Indians. Iask that it be 
jaken up on Friday after the routine morning business. 

Mr. KEAN. I know nothing about the bill, but I hope the 
Senator will not make that request in so thin a Senate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I would not make the request if I thought 
there was any objection to it, but the bill has been reported sev- 
eral times to the Senate, and there are reasons why it should be 
promptly passed. 


Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator mean that it isan appropria- 


tion bill? 

‘ir. MCCUMBER. No; it is a bill to open up an Indian reser- 
Va nN. 

Mr. KEAN. Does the Senator not think it would be better to 
mace that request to-morrow morning? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should be willing to do that, but I do not 
think there will be any objection to it in the morning or at any 
other time. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not objecting. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the request of the 
Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. McCUMBER. That on Friday morning, after the routine 
morning business, the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
Calendar No. 464, being Senate bill 196. I will say that, if it 
leads to any discussion, I will allow the bill to be displaced by 
any other business. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the bill? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is the bill (S. 196) to ratify and confirm 
an agreement with the Turtle Mountain and Chippewa Indians in 
the State of North Dakota, and to make appropriations for carry- 
ing the same into effect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
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the request is that the bill shall be made the special order for the 
time named, not to interfere with appropriation bills? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears none, 
and that order is made. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, let us adjourn. 

Mr. CULLOM. Itis only for a very few moments. 

Mr. CARMACK. How far have we gone on the Calendar of 
pension bills? 

Mr. KEAN and Mr. MITCHELL. We have finished the pen- 
sion bills. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 28 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
March 3, 1904, at 12 o’clock m. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn March 2, 1904. 


William A. Coble to be postmaster at Delphos, Allen County, 
in the State of Ohio. 





a tt TI 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 2, 1904. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Commander Walter S. Hughes to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Commander 
James R. Selfridge, promoted. 

Lieut. Walter O. Hulme to be a lieutenant-commander in the 

| Navy from the i7th day of February, 1904, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Fidelio S. Carter. promoted. 7 

Lieut. (Junior Grade).Oscar D. Duncan to be a lieutenant in 

| the Navy from the ist day of January, 1904, vice Lieut. William 


| C. Herbert, promoted. 

Ensign Alexander F.. H. Yates to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904, having com- 
pleted three years’ service in his present grade, 

POSTMASTEI 
CALIFORNIA 


Louise C. Tyler to be postmaster at Mill Valley, late Eastland, 


in the county of Marin and State of California, in place of Louise 
C. Tyler, to change name of « 

Eldridge H. Bryant to be 1 ( masver at Machias. in the cour ty 
of Washington and State of Maine, in } lace of Eldridge H. Bry- 
ant. Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904. 

MISS¢ RI 
George H. Kunkel to be postmaster at Mexico, in th nty of 


e conn 
Audrain and State of Missouri, in place of William M. Treloar, 
removed. 

NEW YORK. 

William E. Clark to be postmaster at Fredonia, in the county 
of Chautauqua and State of New York, in place of Melvin H. 
Taylor, removed. 

Arthur Hartt to be postmaster at Ravena, in the county of 
Albany and State of New York. Office became Presidential April 
1, 1903. 

Wesley Mulford to be postmaster at Unadilla, in the county of 
Otsego and State of New York, in place of Wesley Mulford. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1904. 

OHIO. 

William A. Coble to be postmaster at Delphos, in the county of 
Allen and State of Ohio, in place of William A. Coble. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires March 20, 1904. 

Wilson A. Korns to be postmaster at New Philadelphia, in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio, in place of Eugene A. 
Deardorff, deceased. 

Charles B. Morris to be postmaster at Columbus Grove, in the 


county of Putnam and State of Ohio, in place of Edmund L. 
Vale, deceased. 
J. J. Roderick to be postmaster at Canal Dover, in the county 


of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio, in place of William W. Scott, 
deceased. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Julia M. Merrick to be postmaster at Walhalla, in the county 
of Oconee and State of South Carolina. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 
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WEST VIRGINIA. 
. Montgomery to be postmaster at Tunnelton, in the 
f Preston and State of West Virginia. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 
CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 2, 1904. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE CORPS. 
Lauren S. Willis, a citizen of Vermont, to be a second lienten- 
ant in the Marine Corps from the 22d day of February, 1904. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Capt. Caspar F. Goodrich to bea rear-admiral in the Navy from 
the 17th day of February, i904. 
Commander James R. Selfridge to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 4th day of February, 1904. 
Lieut. Commander Charles Laird to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904. 
Ensign Charles H. Fisher to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904. 
Navy from the 31st day of December, 1903. 
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Lieut. Commander William G. Cutler to be a commander in the | 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE, 


Joseph T. Bridges, of Oregon, to be register of the land office at | 


Roseburg, Oreg. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


James H. Booth, of Oregon, to be receiver of public moneys at | *"‘ : 
: ae iii : ) | it is for the purchase of horses other than those that may 


Roseburg, Oreg. 
POSTMASTERS, 
ALASKA. 
Gustav Spongberg to be postmaster at Valdez, Alaska. 
ARIZONA, 
William M. Newell to be postmaster at Mesa, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona. 
ARKANSAS. 


of Conway and State of Arkansas. 
Charles L. Jones to be postmaster at Junction, in the county of 
Union and State of Arkansas. 
COLORADO, 


Preston Holbrook to be postmaster at Blackhawk, in the county 
of Gilpin and State of Colorado. 
PLORIDA. 


+ 


George Glass to be po 
of Alachua and State of Florida. 

William A. Murat to be postmaster at Apalachicola, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Florida. 

George B. 
county of Monroe and State of Florida. 

ILLINOIS. 

Daniel McArthur to be postmaster at Glencoe, in the county of 
Cook and State of Ilinois. 

Robert B. Thomas to be postmaster at Lacon, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Illinois. 

KENTUCKY. 

B. Kirkpatrick to be postmaster at Hodgenville, late 

ville, in the county of Larne and State of Kentucky. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 

John F. Mitchell to be postmaster at North Grafton, in th: 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Lyman D. Thurston to be postmaster at Leicester, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

MICHIGAN. 
Zebedee G. Culver to be postmaster at Reading, in the county 


ran. 


Thoma 
Hodgen 


of Hillsdale and State of Michi 


Charles Quick to be postmaster at Lowell, in the county of | 


and Stat 


e of Michigan. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Kent 
John 8. Hi: 


Union and & 


Y a+}, ln } 
Late Ol Nor h Caroli 


na. 
OHIO, 
Charles H. Clark to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 
county of Madison and State of Ohio. 
OKLAHOMA. 
G. A. Hall to be postmaster at Okarche, in the county of Cana- 
dian and Territory of Oklahoma. 
TEXAS. 
William Reese to be postmaster at Floresville, in the county of 
Wilson and State of Texas. 
WASHINGTON. 
James Lane to be postmaster at Roslyn, in the county of Kit- 
titas and State of Washington. 


naster at High Springs, in the county | 


Patterson to be postmaster at Key West, in the | 


| be for the purchase of horses and caring for horses. 


|; ures; 


sty to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of | 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 2, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Hznry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and appr 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move t} 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on tha 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H.R 
12833, being the appropriation bill for the District of Columbia 
for the ensuing year. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committe: 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Lawre 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the W 
House on the state of the Union for the further considerat 
the bill H. R. 12833, and the Clerk will resume the readi 
the bill by paragraphs. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, when the committee r 
night we had just read the second section on the thirteenth 
and I rose for the purpose of making some inquiries at that | 
but the matter went over with the understanding that the inm 
might be made this morning. Now, I should like to ask the . 
mittee how many horses are provided for in this section. It s: 
that there is an expense of $5,000. I would like to inquire w) 


quired to replenish those that may die or be worn out every 
I notice here is a charge of $5.000 for the keep of horses. 1 \ 
like to inquire whether the city keeps its own stables for it 
horses or whether they are farmed out, or whether they ar 
kept. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I can not 
hand answer as to the exact number of horses that are kept 


| can say, however, that the District has its own stables and « 
Omar N. Hawkins to be postmaster at Morrillton, in the county | 


for its own horses. 

Mr. THAYER. Can the gentleman give me any idea of | 
many horses? Here is $5,000. If the city owns its stable a1 
chases its own provender, this amount would pay fora grea 
of care in keeping the horses. I should naturally presume t! 
must be a very large number of horses, otherwise the appropria 


tion seems to be ont of proportion. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
paragraph? 

Mr. THAYER. 
read by the Clerk. 
tains. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman will not 
this $5.000 is to cover all the contingent expenses. 

Mr. THAYER. Oh, well, horse blankets, repair of ha 
whips, oil, brushes; these must amount to very little. It 
Five 
sand dollars for chamois skins, buckets, halters, rnbber 
coats and medicines, brushes and combs, would buy a who! 
full. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It also provides for s! 
the horses, the purchase of all horses connected with the se\ 


Has the gentleman 1 


I surely read the paragraph, and I heard it 
Here itis. I know what the paragraph 


other engineering work of the city. 


Mr. THAYER. Well. how many does it provide for? Cat 
you give us some estimate, can you not give us any idea w 
it is 20 or 100? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Why, there are hund 
these horses. I do not know the exact number. 

Mr. THAYER. You do not know the number? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I can not give the exa 
there are hundreds. 

Mr. THAYER. Can you not tell whether there is 100 or 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I can not answer definit 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For livery of horse or horse hire for coroner's office, jurors’ fees, 1 
of deceased persons, making autopsies, ice, disinfecte ] 
pl the necessary expenses 


lies for the m 
xy stenographic services in taking of testimony, 
dies, $2,000. 


1 } st 
S, 3, 


Mr. COWHERD. 


sul} 


; revue, an 
: s . 


din r ing 
e and photogr 
unidentified |! 
Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out, on ] 
the words ‘‘ for livery of horse or horse hire. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offer 


| amendment which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On page | 


” 


, in line 3, strike out “for livery of horse or horse hire. 
Mr. COWHERD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say just 
word on that, if the House will hear me. I venture to say t! 
is noman in this Committee of the Whole—unless it be the c! 
7. . . 2 les | 
man of the subcommittee—who has any idea, and certainly | 











1904. 


$$ OC 





think I may say the chairman of the subcommittee, after the re- 
: to the question of the gentleman from Massachusetts, him- 
‘ no ide a how many horses are provided for in this bill. 
Now, why should we provide a horse and carriage for the coroner 
of District of Columbia? Here is a provision for the removal 
ies, Here is a provision under which expenses can be au- 
-anything of that kind. Where, then,is the necessity for 
and carriage for the coroner of the District exce pt that 
in his private business or in the practice of his pro- 
‘he coroner of your cities at home is not furnished 
yand carriage. He is usually some phys ician ele 
tion, and if he ma ntains a horse - all he maint 
There is a salary provided for this ies th: at 
suffi ient for the gentleman who occupies it to maintain 
i¢ of the kind he needs, and if one is maintained I venture 
to say it is used ten times more in professional business than any- 


( i 








. Y > 
ne x] ense, 


Mr. BURKETT. Let me say to the gentleman that item last 
: ‘or all needs was $3800, and it was for removal of bodies. 
T is what it is for. 
M COWHERD. 


I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The gentle- 


man from Nebraska says this item for livery of horse and 1 rse 
] ‘3 for removal of bodies, but there is another item in that 
’ ‘agraph which reads for the “ removal of denenee d per- 


sons, .d under that item the Auditor would pay for 
pt overed by the removal of bodies. This is “livery of hors 
a se hire”’ for coroner’s Office, and if the gentleman has any 
explanation to make, I would like to hear it; if not, it seems to 
ught to strike out that line. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman. I have no ob- 
to striking it out. Isimply desire to say the business of 
t] fice is quite considerable, and it may be important for that 
eentleman to ride to places where the inquest is to be held. It 
may not be on a street-car line. There were thirty-six inquests 
during the fiscal year ending June 30,1903. Thenumber of bodies 
at the morgue during that year was 326; the number of autopsies 
held was 30; the number of inquests, 36. There were 154 deaths 
from accidental injuries, 19 accidental poisonings, 54 suicides, 18 
homicides and 1 homicide not in the District, and 1 legal hang- 


any ex- 


section 


Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman tell me how the coroner 
of the District is paid, whether by salary or by fees? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
a year. 

COWHERD. I think the gentleman will agree with me 
that this is not intended to pay for the removal of dead bodies or 
anyt{ ~— of that kind. 

. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is intended for his official 
P 1p ses in going to these places where inquests are held, and in 
the ju .dgmen t of the committee that provision ought to remain 
just as it is. 

Ir. COWHERD. I understood the gentleman to say yester- 
day in response to a question that, as he understood it, the only 
official carriages and buggies provided were those for the Com- 
missioners of the District. So this is another official conveyance 
pro. ided. 

_Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. No, sir; this is not. It comes 
right within the line of the gentleman’s own statement, horses 
carriages provided for necessary official duty, just as the fire 
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| mittee if a 


1as a horse, and just as other men connected with the Dis- | 


trict have horses and carriages for the purpose of carrying on | 


their official work 

Mr. COW HERD. 
physician, is he not? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
whether he shall or shall not be. 

Mr. COWHERD. I asked whether he is not. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I am not sure. 

Mr. COWHERD. Well, I submit, Mr. Chairman, that coro- 
ners are not allowed a horse or buggy or official carriages in other 
cit f the United States and I do not believe they need them in 

trict of Columbia. 

8 ome ion was taken; and the amendment was 
he Clerk read as follows: 

r con atinuin g work on the municipal building, $300,000, which sum shall 

ilable exc ept for constructing said buil: din gon Pp! ans that will pr: 

a b uilding six stories hich on allsides, with suitable accomm: dations 

n ion the oflices of the register of wills, recorder of deeds, and the police 


v 
t 

court, in addition to the office 3 and depart ments now desig zned to be accom- 
I “d there in, and with a subbas ement story of sufficient height of ceil- 
ing ¢ 

4 


The coroner of the District is a practicing 


The law does not prescribe 


agreed to, 





n 
1 


ord suitable accommodations for heating and lighting plant and for 

repair a for the District of Columbia. 
S AMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman. I make the point 
0 te order, beginning with the word ‘‘ which,”’ in line 23, and end- 


ne with, the last line, in line 6 on the next page, that it is new 
egislation, 


| District Commissioners h: 
| act of Congress for this bu 





iture for the building 
‘ : | exper iditure for the yuilding. 
He is paid a salary of $1,800 

| propriated on the cost of the building under exi 


Y685 





The CHAIRMAN. Does 
the point of order? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesot: 
a@ limitation on the expenditure 


the gentleman desire to be heard on 


. Mr. Chairman, that is clearly 
of the money provided, wh 











the amount of the appropriation heretofore nets led. I supposed 
the appropriation heretofore is a fixed sum as to what shall be the 
May I ask the gentleman in charge 
any limit ation nthe amount to be ap- 


i ’ l 
sum shall not be cenit » except for expenditures under certain 
conditions. 

Mr. M ANN. _ ur. Chairman, even if it bea li ! the 
appropriation, Sie » of existing law, becaus s no 

| law for tl s building ex pt the law which provides 1 1- 
ing to be otherwi econstructed. And if this isa law: f 

ted | a new be ilding, it is subject to a p int of order 1 iuse thers ) 

| existing law onthe subject. You can put ali a i ip 

| propriation, but you can not change the 7 

| Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask n from 

| Illinois a question. 

Mr. MANN. Very well. 

| Mr. UNDERW‘¢ OD. I would like to ask the gent} 
his auth for sayi ing that the law that was p: : 

izing this building pr cribed for the particular offi t shall 

be placed in it? If the gentleman has a law tocarry out his state- 
nen aV¢ 7 My u ders? nad rottt 1 , + 
aa Serene pag 7 : 
i ‘ salir, i l 

| f lin the building is ely am r 

s 1ers nd e hi t : 

| man has the law, | 11 

| Mr. MANN. I may be in rT ct, Mr. Chairman, in tl ite. 
ment of law covering the po in I supposed it did l hat 

| offices the building should cont si l. 

Mr. UNDER vo YD. I think the gentleman m I j 
mistaken. I do not think it provides for y parti ir . 
Mr. MANN. Undoubtedly the gentl man in charge of the bill 
| can give the inf mation on that qu stion. Butif there is nolaw 
on the subject, then this is creating or defining what the buildit 
| shall be and is ena — new law upon — point. If it werea 
| mere limitation on the appropriation, very well. But I do ne 
| s see how by limiting the approp riatio mn you can pass laws defining 

what the building shall be and what it sh: ball contain. It neces- 
| sarily involves ¢ a ve ry large appropriation hereafter, increasing 


1 


of the bill whether there is 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The buil ding is to cost, in- 
cluding the site, $2,000,000. 

Mr. MANN. That is the building asitstands. Here is an ap- 
propriation which changes the law and will very much increase 
the = unt of its cost. 

Mr. [ORRELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. Met CLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRELL. I would like toask the chairmar 
ny estimate has been made of the cost 


1 be built according to the limitation 





if it shoul 
S¢ ction? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnes ti x. Yes; th » Commissi 
mate that it will cost $133 000 more if it i ult j 
vided th y do not ch ange the character ots mate} 
in view for the construction of the building. 
Mr. MORRELL. That will make an increase in the cost « 
the original amount provided. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesot: 
within the control = the Commi 
ter of the materials to be us i, an 
the materials they can keep withi 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. hairn 





Not necessarily. It is wholly 
ners to determine the ch 

by y changing the qual f 
st provi fed. : 


r i think there is a mi 








prehension by the gentleman ob}« ting to the cli is to its 
ing a change of existing law. 1 feel confident, although I h 
not read the act providing for the building for time, t] 
can assure the committee that there is no prov 1 t 


nal act creating this building that provides what offices sl 
located in it. It merely provides for the building of 
building, the cost not to exceed $2,000,000. 

Where this contention came in was this: It seems that 
had plans drawn to 


ig, and in those plans tl 








| left out the police court, the registry of wills, the r 
deeds, and certain other offices. When this matter came | 
attention of the Appro] wriation Committee there was some 
sion as to whether we “should include these offices in this one 
building or not, and it was finally decided by a vote of t! 
mittee that all of these offices should be located under one r n 
one building. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to carrying that out, if we ap- 


propriate this money, simply appropriate $300,000 to start this 
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work, saying nothing about what the building shall contain, the 
District Commissioners will go on and carry out their plans. The 
building will be constructed according to their order. There will 
be certain District offices left out of the building, which will ulti- 
mately require the building of another building costing a million 
or more dollars. The committee think it is in the interest of 
economy, as well as good business discretion, to house the entire 
District offices under one roof, as can be done without increasing 
the cost of the original appropriation. 

This amendment does not contemplate any increase of cost. 
The appropriation here is only a small portion of the contemplated 
cost, but it is merely directory to the Commissioners as to how 
they shall prepare this building, as to how the plans shall be 
drawn, Itisa limitation on the power of the Commissioners in 
expending this money. Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary to 
argue with the Chair that Congress has the power to limit the ex- 
penditure of money that we provide for in general appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LAWRENCE). The Chair is ready to 
rule. The pending paragraph appropriates $300,000 for continu- 
ing work on the municipal building. It specifies that that sum 
shall not be available except for constructing said building on 
plans that will provide for a building six stories high on all sides, 
with suitable accommodations therein for the offices of the register 
of wills, register of deeds, and the police court, in addition to 
the offices and departments now designed to be accommodated 
therein, and with a sub-basement story of sufficient height of 
ceiling to afford suitable accommodations for heating and light- 
ing plant and for a repair shop for the District of Columbia. To 
that provision the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SaMuEL W. 
SMITH] raises the point of order that it is new legislation; that it 
is in violation of Rule XXI, which is very familiar to the mem- 
bers of the committee, and especially to that clause of the rule 
which says: 

Nor shall any 


hall j peor: changing existing law be in order in any general 
appropriation bill 


or in any amendment thereto. 


While the committee has no power to adopt a provision which 
changes existing law, it has been many times held that it has a 
right to limit an appropriation. It can withhold it altogether or 
it can make it subject to certain conditions. This paragraph pro- 
vides that the appropriation of $300,000 shall not be available ex- 
cept under certain conditions which are named. It seems to the 
Chair that it is a distinct limitation on this appropriation. The 
Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in line 23, page 14, after the word “dollars,” all down to and 
including line 6, page 15. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, in reading the report of the 
hearings of the committee I was very much struck with the rea- 
sons assigned by the Commissioners for not desiring this change 
in the construction of the building. The building as originally 
designed was in the shape of a U, and was so designed so as to give 
the best possib‘e ventilation and light to those occupying the 
building. As I understand the provision in the bill, as it has been 
read, this will build up the open portion of the U and prevent the 
light and ventilation which was originally designed for that part 
of the building. The U is sosmall, according to the plans, that 
the interior court will not be sufficient to give the proper amount 
of light and ventilation, according to the ideas of the Commission- 
ers, if the open portion is built up. On page 54 Major Biddle, the 
Engineer Commissioner, speaks of this fact in the following 
language: 

On account of making the other rooms lighter and with more air,in my 
opinion, in a block of this size, an interior court of this size in this climate 
would make all of the interior rooms unsatisfactory; anda special point Imade 
with the architect was, that heshould make the building U shapeif he could 
possibly do itand not destroy the architectural effect. That is one of the 
few conditions that I personally laid downto him. In my opinion it would 
make a much more satisfactory building for offices, to be used here through- 
out the year, if we could have it U maps. instead of having an interior 

1 


court. he architect could not do that with reference to the two lower floors, 
built up almost solid, but he did it with reference to the floors above. 


So much, Mr. Chairman, for the alteration in the construction 
of the building. It is proposed under this paragraph to move 
the police courts from the situation which they now occupy to 
this new building. In relation to this matter the president of the 
commission, Mr. Macfarland, speaking, on page 57 of the hearings, 
of the location of the proposed new building, says: 

It isan entirely different neighborhood and vicinity. It might as well be 
8 or 10 miles away for practical purposes. A building can be built for the 
police court on the present site for less than it would take to add to the Dis- 
trict building or readapt the District_ building for that purpose. The space 
now occupied by the police court—and weare asking an enlargement—would 
take a whole floor of the District building, and this certainly is a very impor- 
tant consideration. 


If it can be built for anything like the same amount of money, it ough; +, 
be built where itis. ‘There is alsoan argument, which is a very strong ary-y). 
ment, that it is very undesirable to bring to the offices of the governme:;: ,, 
the District of Columbia the many objectionable youu who are brouch; 
into police courts or who follow the police courts. It would be obnoxiou, ¢, 
the citizens, to public men, and cthers dealing with the District govern >): 
and unless there was some overwhelming reason for it, which does not »,, 
pear, this ought not to be done. If it wasa matter of imperative necessity 
if we had no other place, if we had no site, or for any reason it was absolut. 
necessary to put the police court in the District building, it would be q «;?. 
ferent matter, but there is no such necessity. You would have to strain 
everything to do it,and probably the expense would be greater than it woul, 
be to build on the present site. i 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the experience in my own city of Phila. 
delphia of having a police court located in a public building | 
proven it to be a source of great annoyance, and it is 
decided to have been a mistake to locate it there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman may be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the time of his colleague may be extended 
five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, this has proved to be the case, 
even though the public buildings in Philadelphia are, I should 
say, at least three times the size of the proposed building here. 

There is another provision in this paragraph in regard to the 
subbasement, where it is proposed to locate the heating and light- 
ing plant and a repair shop for the District of Columbia. As [ 
understand it, the bill provides that the height of the ceiling 
shall be greater than the original plans called for. Where the 
building is to be located I also understand there is ground of a 
marshy character which requires piling. If that isso, to increase 
the depth of the cellar would make a very expensive item in thé 
construction of the building. Another matter in relation to that 
is that it is proposed to locate in this cellar the repair shop of the 
District. Everybody knows whata repair shopmeans. It means 
continual hammering and pounding, and would absolutely destroy 
the quiet which is necessary for the proper carrying on of the 
business which is to be transacted in the public building. I there- 
fore trust, Mr. Chairman, that my amendment will prevail. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, does the amendment only have 
the effect of striking out the repair shop? 

Mr. MORRELL. It strikes out the whole of it. 
the location of the repair shop in that building. 

Mr. MUDD. Does not this amendment strike out the whole 
limitation? 

Mr. MORRELL. The whole limitation? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, it would 
strike out all of this provision, which includes transferring to 
this building the office of the recorder of deeds. It seems to 11 
the records of deeds ought to be transferred to this building; that 
those records have no place in the court building. 

Mr. MORRELL. Allow me to ask the gentleman whether the 
office of the recorder of deeds is not now very much more used 
by those who have business in the courts thanit would be if trans- 
ferred to the new location? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think not. I see no reason why the 
office of the recorder of deeds should not be in this building. | 
am of opinion that the police court ought not to be there. I there- 
fore desire to offer an amendment, which, as I understand, wil! 
take-precedence of the amendment now pending, to perfect t)iis 
section according to my own idea. My amendment is to striie 
out, in line 1, page 15, the words ‘* register of wills,’’ and to strike 
out, in line 2 of the same page, the words “ and the police court.’ 

The amendment of Mr. Smiru of Iowa was read. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. If the provision in regard to th: 
recorder of deeds should remain in the bill, why not that in re- 
gard to the register of wills? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Iam glad the gentleman has asked n 
that question; I take pleasure in answering him. Under the 
judicial system of this District the judges of the district court are 
also judges in probate. The judge of the district court has to 
transact the probate business; and he is obliged to transact most 
of his business at the ordinary court building. Now, it seems to 
me it would be unwise to require this same judge to transact |i 
ordinary judicial business in the court-honse and then come dow! 
to this other building to transact the probate business. It sees 
to me that all of his business ought to be conducted in one buil’! 
ing. Iam therefore of opinion that the office of register of wil's 
ought not to be transferred to the District building. 

Mr. MORRELL. May I ask the gentleman whether he is ‘1 
sympathy with the project of absolutely altering the characte" 
the construction of this building? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am in sympathy with the plan that 
provides for raising the basement of this building. 
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practically 


It strikes out 
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Mr. MORRELL. 


Is the gentleman also in sympathy with the 
»osect of shutting out light and ventilation which will follow 
roposed change in the construction of the building? 


: Mr -. SMITH of Iowa. The light and ventilation will be but 


vy affected, because while they will be slightly impaired as to 


© 
§ x ms on the north side, there will be a new set of rooms on 
{ uth side that will have identically the amount of light and 


‘ lation taken away from the north rooms. 

Mr. MORRELL. But that would manifestly defeat largely the 
y irposes of the new building. 

M SMITH of Iowa. No; I think not. This building is sur- 
r led by streets on four sides, and the means of ventilation and 
light will be ample. 


Mr. MORRELE. This building will have corridors with rooms 


on both sides. Now, the rooms on the corridors which face the 
inte io r of the building will be, if the project propo sed be carried 
ou olutely excluded from a proper supply of air and ventila- 
tion. — the gentleman must realize that during the summer 


months that is a very serious thing in Wa shington. 
M r. SMITH of Iowa. This building, if constructed as proposed 

in this amendment, will be constructed exactly like the State, 

War. and Navy Department building in this regard, and exactly 

the Treasury building in this regard. 

Mr. MORRELL. I should like to call the gentleman’s 


— 


atten- 
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tion tothe fact that the area included in this new District build- | 
i very much less than that of the State, War, and Navy De- 
p ent building. 


SMITH « ‘¢ owa. I grant that the area will be somewhat 
MORRELL. And there are already complaints upon com- 

in regard to the want of proper ventilation in the two 
18s which the gentleman has named. 
ioned them, for they afford striking examples of what might oc- 
ur in this new building under the plan which the gentleman 


~~ Oe 


ses, 


‘Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 


tleman this question: 


Tam glad he has men- | 
| the assignment of the 


| number of square feet of floor space 
I should like to ask the gen- | 
Inasmuch as in every State of the Union | 


judges have to go from one city to another to hold court, why is | 


it any great hardship to require a judge in the city of W ashington 
to go from one building to another in the same city? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am not claiming that it is a hardship 
upon the judge. I claim that it will be an inconvenience to the 
ic to have the offices of the judge in two places. It would be 
a great inconvenience for a man wanting to transact probate 
busine ‘88 t »b required to go to the judge holding district court 
in another building. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts 
courts at the same time. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In my State we haveidentically the same 
system in this respect that prev ails in the District of ¢ ae ia. 
Anyone may go to the district court there at any time and obtain 
iers in probate, because the judge is there, the re 
iere; so that there is no di fiiculty in getting an order any day of 
e week or any hour of the day. 

But if we provided that heh ad to find that judge at some other 
building than the district court building, he would only have a 
imited opportunity to transact his probate business, as com- 
th that now enjoyed by him. 
ON. Why don’t you put all these judges in that 
building, the judge who probates the wills as well as the oth rs? 
Why don’t you put all the court business in this buildin 
} MITH of Ii wa. Because 2 the judge v who probates 1s thhe-willa 





He will not hold the two 








‘Oras are 











is a judge of the District court, which isa general law and equity 
court, as I understand it. 
Mr. MAHON. Why not put all the courts, except the police 
court, and all the records into that building, so that they will be 
e place? 
SMITH of Iowa. There is no pretens that this | building 
without extending it unreasonably, be made large enough 
for that. If the gentlem: in is famili ar with the size of the build- 
ing as itis planned xl at present and with the proposed extension, 
, nderstand that. It would mean a considerable increase 
ok 
Mr. MAHON. Ido not think that is any objection, consider- 
enefits to be gained. 
S MI TH of Iowa. It would mean an addition of millions 
i the doubling of the size of the building to put all the courts 
U av one building 
Mr. MAHON. Ww e ought to do just as any large municip: 
does that j is, to put all the courts in one building re: odin % 
cost That old buil harodahd to be 4 rn down anyw: 
Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, Iw int to say a word in be- 
half of this section as it is in the bill. I do not know whether I 


can talk very loud to-day, but I want the Members to hear wh 


I have to say. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must ir 
being in order. 

Mr. BURKETT. This is an imp atter in dol! ars and 
cents to this District and to the Government. What we do here 
to-day we can not undo in any succeeding bills. In my judgm 
the action that we take here to-day mea 
more to the Government. 

The House is familiar with the legislation that we h: ad 
with reference to this building. It started out withan a ropi 2 i- 
tion, in the first place, to buy a site. Then the limit of cost was a 
million five hundred thousand dollars; afterwards it was in- 
creased to $2,000,000. Of that $2,000,000 there was appropriated 
in 1902 the sum of $600,000, and in 1903 the sum of — 000. 

There is nothing in the law conceri ing this building that says 


sist on the committee 


rtant m 


Lil, 


iS &@ miluuon Gaollars or 





what it shall contain, except that it shall be for mun ric ipal pur- 
poses—a municipal building for the District of Columbia. take 
it when this law was originally passed nobody had any other idea 
than thatit was to house everything belonging to the District that 
it was possible to put in the bt ulding. For years the District 


mr} 


been asking for a municipal building. The District authori- 
ties had been applying to Congress for it. = papers had taken 
the matter up, delegations of citizens had come be » the com- 
mittee, and Congress finally acted and provide ed for the building, 
and limited the cost to $2,000,000 for t building. Now, 
the plans have been prepare: om or partially prepared, and I have 
the aia: A few weeks ago the subcom Ht having this bill 
in charge addressed a letter jot the Commissioners, and in that let- 
ter they asked about seven or eight questions. In short, they 
asked for a copy of the plans; they asked for the total floor space 


hat 
wv 


4 


a Distri 





that all the departments of this District are “upying now, to- 
gether with the number of clerks in each and every de yartment, 
and also the total floor space of the new building t] L 


ca y 
rooms ascontem plated inthe new ial Vit 
»in that new building. and tl 

that it was proposed to g 


the number of clerks who would b 


every department. 

When we received the reply we found there were several things 
that were not provided for at all in this new building. For in- 
stance, there was the harbor master’s « , the superintendent 
of repairs, coroner, and several other thing ys. Among the list n 
provided for was the police court of the District, the register of 
deeds, the register of wills.and the probate court. Th 
went over the proposed plans thoroughly and carefully, and as a 
committee decided that when we built this buildins 

clude all the officials of the District except some, p 
could net goin. For example, the harbor master’s office, w] 
would have to be down on the river front; the coroner's office, who 
has to be in the morgue, and one or two things like that; but w 
decided that all the rest should be gathered t ther under this o1 
a So the next proposition was, Isthereroomenough? Now,I 


e committ 








- to show you how much room they ha hat buildi 
in reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania let me say we ] 
not om templated a sin rle change in this building except i 
it 18 inches from the ground and building in or filling up the 
open prongs of the “U” on th south si f the ] , 








The building, as these plans show it, will be six stories hi 
The lower floor is about i8 inches above the ground. That w 
make a ct Mar 7 7 feet. as now proposed, underneath the first fi 
If they raise that building so that the first fl hall be 
34 feet above the ground, they can build a cellar there 8 
§ feet high, which will give an abundance of ceiling height 
storero om, heatir x plant, and a repair shop, such as is 
plated and such as it is proper to put into that cellar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Maylaskt ntleman a ques 

Mr. BURKETT. Certainly. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Where is the repair shop of 1 
District of Columbia now? 

ir. BURKETT. They have got them vwhere 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Whatd n 

Mr. BURKETT. It would lude.i I 
only such light repair work as could be d 1 t 
will be the same sort of rey hop t 
Post-Office building and wm ill of t 
sam t of repair shop as is every 
the District of C lua 

fr. SAMUE LW ih. 4 t 
under this building? 

Mr. BURKETT. Thisisto getsuchar 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. 1 
know t] h - renal gh + 
put un t ldi 

Mr. Bl CET W , 
District Columbia 

Mr. § l 18 

| Distr done in l 
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Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. 
indicates. 

Mr. BURKETT. It doesnot contemplate running a blacksmith 
shop in the cellar, or a wagon shop. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. I ask you, under this provision, 
how are you going to prevent it? 

Mr. BURKETT. If they choose to put it there, let them put 
it there. I wish they would put it there if they want it. Iam 
not afraid about that. We will not have any trouble about get- 
ting the things we do not want there. The trouble is to make 
them put all the things that ought to gointo that building. That 
if where our trouble is, I would say to the gentleman. 

I want to coinpare a little as to the room which they are going 
to have when this building is completed. All the departments of 
the District of Columbia occupy to-day 66,011 square feet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, this is a matter of some im- 
portance, and I should like to have about ten minutes longer. 

Mr. BENTON. I hope the gentleman will have ten minutes 
longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman’s time may be extended ten minutes. Is there objection? | 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now they occupy a total floor space of 66,011 
feet. In the new building as now planned they will have 165,215 
square feet. In short, they will have almost three times as much | 
space in this new building as the present District government | 
occupies. That is all right. We want it to be too large. . We | 
vant to have an outlet for the growth of the city. It is shown 
by the plans that there are 25,000 square feet of floor space in this 
new building that they have not been able themselves to find any- 
thing to occupy, and they have labeled it ‘‘ unassigned,’’ and there 
is 25,000 square feet of it. 

Now, another thing. When the Commissioners were before us 
we asked whether this building was large enough, and they in- 
formed us that there was planned 25 per cent outlet. Now, let 
me compare to you the room as now occupied and to be occupied 
in the new building. For instance, the sealer of weights and 
measures, against which somebody raised a question yesterday, 
has 11 employees. They occupy one room now with an area | 
of 1,216 square feet; when they get down to the new building 
they will occupy 3,553 square feet. They are going to have a 
public hall in the new building with a floor space of 2,550 square 
feet. The Commissioner has a room which now gives him 885 
square feet; in the new building he will have an area of 2,073 
square feet. The auditor now occupies 2,244 square feet; when 
he gets in the new building he will get an area of 5,472 square 
feet. The property clerk now occupies 620 square feet; when 
he gets into the new building he will occupy 2,666 square feet. 
So you find we have abundance of room, and we have provided for | 
them about two and a half or three times as much floor space as | 
they now have. Our question was, Can you have enough room 
with that for the recorder of deeds, the register of wills, the pro- 
bate court, and your police court? 

Now, when we got the plans of the building—the building is 
going to be located, I take it gentlemen of the House understand, | 
on Fourteenth street, right below the Avenue, right south below 
the Willard Hotel, where the Mount Vernon street-car line comes 
when it jogs west on a short street and turns south. It is the | 
block around which the Mount Vernon street-car line turns—the | 
old power-house block. In addition to that block Congress va- | 
cated the street north of the block, soit gets that block and the | 
street north of the block clear up to the little triangular piece of | 
ground next to the Avenue. The plans contemplate covering only | 
that block south of the street and do not include covering the 
street. Now, the plans as we found them provided for a | 
U-shaped building, a building facing on Pennsylvania avenue, 
with two prongs running to the south. It is six stories high; the | 
first two floors are built up solid all around. After it gets to the 
second floor, the third, fourth, fifth, and sixth will be U-shaped. 
I trust gentlemen will understand this. 

Now, it occurred to the committee that it would make a prettier | 
building if they would fill up that southern side, two-tailed prop- | 
osition, and make a square building, facing all the points of the 
compass, and make it as good to the south as to the west or the | 
east or to the north—make a completed building, as it ought to | 
be. So when we had the Commissioners before us we asked them | 
to figure out and add the amount of space that would be required | 
for the police court, because the very next item in the bill, I think | 
it was, appropriated $38,000 to buy a site for a new police-court | 
building. The very next item after this $300,000 or $400,000 mu- 
nicipal building was to appropriate $38,000 to buy additional land 
for a site for a police court building. So we said to the Commis- | 
sioners, ‘* Figsre up how much floor space it will take for the po- | 
lice court building; figure up all about it and let us know; figure 





That is what the clause in the bill 
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| court, 
| rooms, etc., in the main. 


| takes up practically all of it. 


| over each of these floors. 
| there is just one, as I found, that is contemplated being occupi' 
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up how much additional space will be in the municiral buildine 
if it is built up on the south the remaining stories.”” Peculiar|y 
enough, it required 15,000 square feet for the police court; pecui- 
iarly enough, there were just 15,000 square feet gained by build- 
ing up this building. 

They argued that we could build a new police-court building as 
cheaply as we could put that addition up. They figured it up and 
there was about $20,000 difference in the cost of the two, and thoy, 
we would have them all together—housed together. And their 
figures, mind you, was to build a police-court building out of 
brick at a cost not to exceed $75,000, and you and I know that 
while that will do to estimate for and to put in the bill as a }ye- 
ginning, you and I know that when we once commence a build- 
ing like that it will cost half a million dollars and it will not }ye 
built out of bricks, because we are not building any buildings jn- 
side the District of Columbia out of bricks. Last year when the 
Commissioners were before the committee the matter was (is- 
cussed somewhat, and it was intimated to them at that time that 
in the judgment of some of us it was better to have all the Dis- 
trict offices housed in one building, and that Congress preferred 
that it should be that way. That was before the plans were out. 
Ignoring, apparently, that suggestion, they have come in this ses 
sion in this way, with these particular departments leftout. Now, 


| the question is up to Congress to say to these people before we 


have gone any further: ‘‘ We want you to build a building that 
will house all the departments of the District of Columbia.”’ 

Now, I want to get to the proposition that my friend from 
Pennsylvania is very anxious about. He fears there will not he 
light and air in some of these rooms. Let me tell the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania he ought to have looked at the plans. He 
spoke about the light and air being shut out of the rooms on the 
north side of the court. Well, there are no rooms on that north 
side of the court. It isall taken up by stairways and toilet rooms 
not a single office room is contemplated. Let me tell the gentle 
man something else—there is but one floor, just one floor, on 
which it is contemplated to occupy these inside rooms next to the 
court as office rooms. The rest are to be occupied by dark rooms 
for the photographic department of the police officers and by ree- 
ords of the surveyor’s office and various offices. There is just one 
floor, as I recall it now going over these plans, above the second, 
and of course that is dark under their plans, as the gentleman 
says, that is contemplated being occupied. 

Now, here [holding up a plan] is the shape of the building. | 
wish you could all see it. Itfacesnorth. It is open tothe south. 
Now, it is proposed by this section to build across the south end 
the same as across the north end, making the front the same as 
the north, and build that up four stories above where they have 
left it off. They complain that that will leave a closed court in 
here about 100 feet square, and that it will be dark in the inside 
rooms. There is the north side, as you see designated. A stai- 
way and a toilet room extend clear across the north side of the 
On the east and west sides of this court there are store 
That is the fifth floor. 

Now, here on this other plan is the fourth floor. You see the 
stairway and the elevator goes clear up. Here we have a large 
room on this floor for the engineer department’s records. That 
There is only one other small rovin 
there. It is all occupied by the engineer department's records. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebras!« 


| has again expired. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanim: 


consent that the time of the gentleman from Nebraska be \ 
tended for ten minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks that 


| the time of the gentleman from Nebraska be extended ten m 


utes. 
none. 


Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, I wiil not take the time to 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 


I went over them all the other day, au! 


by a force of clerks, as Inow recallit. The first and second fi: 
are filled up across there, and it will be a closed court below t!: 
third floor. They propose in their plans to put in this court t! 
heating plant on the first floor, so that will fill the whole inter 
court up as far as the first story is concerned. The rear part 
built up two stories, as the roof shows on the second-floor p!an. 
which is really the third floor, for they count the basement flo: 
as the first floor. 

Now, I want to say just one more word in response to tho sug 
gestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that it would strain 
everything in this building to doit. That was the statement 0! 
the Commissioner—the Engineer Commissioner—at the hearings: 
but he has a good deal of pride in his plans. But when you get 
the plans and figure them over you will find that they only contem- 
plate using the outside, a row of offices around here for an office 
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force; that the inner side is used for the elevator and stairway 
and the record offices and that sort of athing. In spite of the 
<travagant use of the increased floor space they still have 25 per 
nt outlet, and I can not see how you are going to strain any- 
thing very much when they have got 166,000 square feet and 25 
ner cent outlet. They only need 15,000 square feet for a police 
court. If anybody will tell me how that is going to strain any- 
hing very much, I would like to know it. Iam willing to putin 
me concession. 

Mr. PALMER. What does he mean by straining? 

Mr. BURKETT. I suppose he means to crowd—to jam some 
department up and put it in a less space than it ought to be 
put in. We do not propose to crowd them. If we build up the 

ith end, it will probably cost $150,000—to build it clear up and 
make it a complete building. The architect figured it out, and I 
think he said it would cost $130,000 more. We believe the $2,000,- 
000 appropriated for it is enough to do it; if it is not, we would 
rather increase it $130,000 than tostart out with this building and 
know that we have got these three departments to put into some 
building hereafter. 

Now, there is one other proposition. In my judgment and 
everybody's judgment there is no question but that the register 
of deeds ought to go down there. There ought to be no question 
but what the register of wills and the probate court ought to go 
there. It pertains distinctly to this District. It is true that one 
of the District judges up here one day in the week, under the 
law, goes into the probate end of the building and sits as a pro- 
bate judge. Now, in my judgment, that probate court and its 
records ought to be down there in a municipal building, where 
its clerk would be and where all the business pertaining to the 
probate court and the registry of wills will be performed, and 
when that day of the week comes that the judge shall preside 
over the probate court he ought to go down there and sit in the 
municipal building. All the affairs of this District ought to be 
housed in one building. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURKETT. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that the pro- 
hate judge, or the judge who sits as probate judge, sits only one 
day in the week. 

Mr. BURKETT. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. DoTI understand from the gentleman that a man 
who wants to probate a will can probate it on only one day in the 
week; that a man who wants to produce witnesses can produce 
them only on one day in the week, and that a man who wants to 
take out letters can take them out on only one day in the week in 
the city of Washington? 

Mr. BENTON. Oh, no, no. 

Mr. BURKETT. It is suggested to me that their practice here 
is to take the evidence before the clerk. I do not know what the 
practice is, but the testimony was that he sat as a probate judge 
one day in the week. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not the practice that a man can probate a 
will any day in the week, and he can obtain letters of adminis- 
tration any day in the week as a matter of formality, but that it 
requires the presence of the judge to permit this? 

_Mr. BURKETT. Ido not know what the fact is as to the prac- 
tice in this District. I do not know whether the gentleman does 
or not. Ihave not practiced any law in this District. I know 
what the practice is in my own probate court, and I presume the 
gentleman does in his own, and unless he has practiced here he 
probably does not know what it is here. 
hearings that he acted as probate judge only one day in the week. 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt, if the gentleman will pardon 
me, that he is required only one day in the week to sit hearing 
matters relating to probate business, but that so far as the issuing 
of letters of administration is concerned, so far as the probating 
of wills is concerned, that he is sitting all the time, and under 
the change proposed by the gentleman that could not be done, and 
® man who came here from a distance, for instance, could be 
heard on only one day in the week. 

_ Mr. BURKETT. It could be done just as well as it can be 
done now. He is sitting as the judge of a regular court here all 
of the time, except when he is on the bench of the probate court. 
If he has the authority to make orders outside of his own probate 
court room, he could make them just as well down there four 
blocks away as he could in another room in the same building. 

Mr. MANN. Very likely, but the people would be required to 
trot down there to see him. 

Mr. BURKETT. There would not be any people about it. 
Attorneys would get these orders as they do now, I presume. 

‘ — MANN. Nobody would know where the judge was to be 
ound, 

_ Mr. BURKETT. They would know when he was to be down 

in the probate court. 
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Mr. MANN. They might, after they came to town. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, the only serious objection that has been 
raised to this whole plan, of course, has been to putting the police 
court down there. They want anew police court building here. 
They have been talking pretty loud about it and a good long time 
about it, and with a good deal of difficulty have we insisted finally 
on their fixing up the present headquarters to make it habitable. 
They have complained of Congress for not furnishing the money 
to make that building habitable, and yet, if I remember rightly, 
for several years we have appropriated the money and it has been 
unused. They have had the money available to make those cells 
and conditions over there more habitable. 

We are simply up against this preposition now: Is Congress 
going to make them put the city government in that municipal 
building when we know they have the room, and every showing 
is that they have abundance of room, or are we going to let them 
have control of the purse strings and dictate another new build- 
ingin this District? Thatisthe whole question. They argue that 
the police court would not be a very suitable and desirable thing 
down there in the municipal building. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania {[Mr. MORRELL] says they have the police court in 
that magnificent municipal building over there in Philadelphia, 
and he says it is not a satisfactory arrangement over there. But 
Philadelphia thought it was all right to put it in its municipal 
building, and I dare say if we were to take a census of this House 
that out of the 886 Members five-sixths of them would testify 
that the police courts in their respective cities are in the munici- 
pal buildings. Now, they say it will be prominent. Everyone 
knows where the police court here is 

Mr. MANN. No; we do not know. 

Mr. BURKETT. Well, the way the gentleman was talking 
about the courts I thought he understood all about it. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman’s acquaintance with the probate 
court and the acquaintance of the gentleman from Nebraska | Mr. 

3URKETT] with the police courts are reversed. The gentleman 
from Nebraska may Enow where the police court is. I know 
where the probate courtis. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BURKETT. The police court is over there on Louisiana 





| avenue, just below Judiciary Square. where the car line turns 





} court, because they say in the proposed new locati 


| through without increasing that indebtedness probably 
They told us in the 


east after coming south from the Pension Office. It is one of the 
most sightly places in this city. More people go right through 
that section of the city than any other, it occurs to me. Yet 
gentlemen say they do not want to remove the police court—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has expired. 

Mr. BURKETT. I should like to have three minutes more. 

Mr. MANN. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
permitted to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. BURKETT. I shall not want more than three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to granting the gentle- 
man from Nebraska five minutes more? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURKETT. Gentlemen object to transferring the police 
ion it will be un- 
sightly; but, sir, the south side of that block, down next to the 
electric power house, is farther away from Pennsylvania avenue, 
farther out of town, more hidden from the sight of the people, 
than the present location of the police court. 

Now, what is the condition of the finances of this District? 
This District owes about $20,000,000. We can not put this bill 
$2,000,000 
more the present year, because we are doing some enormous work 
in the way of extending public improvements- 
the sewage-disposal system, in providing for the filtration plant, 
in building up the approaches to the new terminal station. All 
these things are going to involve an expense of two or three mil- 
lions more than the present indebtedness. 

Now, it occurs to me that the thing for us to do is to protect the 
District in this respect; and the people of the District want to be 
protected. Let me say that the persons who are clamoring for 
this thing are not all of the taxpayers. Since this bill has been 
reported I have been approached by many more of the strong 
business men and taxpayers of this District who want to be saved 
from the unnecessary extravagance of additional buildings than 
by people who have criticised the position that I take in t 
matter. 

Mr. Chairman, we must meet this proposition. If we do not it 
simply means the addition of another million dollars to the in- 
debtedness of this District. Wehave got to provide for they 
court. If we do not provide for it by placing it in this building 
we shall be obliged to buy a site for the erection a new police 


in providing for 





his 


, 7. 
a) Lice 


court and erect another building. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I fully concur in the remarks of 
the gentleman who has just taken his seat |Mr. BURKETT}. We 


‘ are putting up in this city a great municipal building, and why 
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ve have a part of the judges sitting in the city court build- 
a part of them in the new municipal building? There is 
ion to my mind that the probate judge and every judge 

District shonld go into this new building and also all the 
rds of these courts. 
records to accumulate. 


Now, in regard 


to the police court. 
about a sh 


t square from where the other courts are held. 
are g to do with that building if the police court should 
be 1? That building is in pretty fair repair, and it 
mivht be kept for the use of twoor three of the judges of our 
courts, and for the register of wills and his records. But why 
not transfer all the courts down to this new building, and if we 
must have a police rt in that part of the city where it now is 
take the | 
offices as you may need in that locality? 

The gentleman from Philadelphia |Mr. Morre.Lu] has spoken 
of the great public building in Philadelphia, costing about 
$24,000,000. In that building there are all of the courts of the 
city. There is an archway cut through, as there ought to be in 
this new building. Hundreds of thousands of people pass through 
that archway every day. The people passing through there do 
not see anything of the criminals. The prison vans come there 


you yvoun 


transferre: 


con 


resent court building for a police court and such other | 
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There will be plenty of room there for | 


MARCH 2, 


but there are a large number of offices that have to be honsedq ; 
this building. 
Now, as to the main proposition. 


n 


T have been on this commi+ 
The people of this District, or those who ar 
control, the Board of District Commissioners, have insisted, y; 


in 


| after year, that the District of Columbia should be housed in 


That court is now located | 
What | 





and back up to elevators which are used only by prisoners and | 


the police officers. 
down and are taken away. 

Gentlemen know that where the police. court of this District is 
now ! the prisoners, n0 matter how desperate or how 
dirty, pass to and fro in the presence of the passers-by. 

Mr. MANN. Is it possible in Philadelphia to always tell crim- 
inals by looking at them? [Laughter. | 

Mr. MAHON. In Chicago you can not tell them; but we can 
in Philadelphia. 

Mr. MANN. There is no trouble, then, in Philadelphia; you 
know them whenever you them. 

Mr. MAHON. se we have but few in Philadelphia; but 
in Chi 16 Criminals are far more numerous. {Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman takes my idea, but reverses it. 

Mr. MAHON. I agree with the gentleman who 


Sitnatec 


see 
> 


pecau 


ed 
zo t 


be made large enough to 
It can be done by spending a little more money. 
already have y« 
ing elevators 


court. You 

"pr son vans; you should have in the new build- 

1 which to take the prisoners up to the court 

and down again: and in that way they will probably be m« 
moved from contact with the citizens than they are 

[ have gone 


} Ly . 
LOOKS More 


at present. 
ast the police court often during the last ten years. 
ike an army hospital than a court building. In 
ou see men bandaged and bloody handed. standing on the 
pavement. Yon see gathered every morning around that police 
wad of desperate | eople—people who are to be tried and 
is. Now, not removeall that? These judges need 
ite. They are judges of the United States. They 
lice court and their criminal courts in these great 
lings. Lf youare going to finish this building and have a police- 
t building besides, then there will be another and another 
You have room here to enlarge it. 
of putting the offices of all the courts, criminal and all, in that 
building. 
sENTON. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
amendment otfered by the gentleman from lowa to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman trom Pennsylvania. 
NTON. What was the amendment offered by the gen- 
1an from Pennsylvania? 
he CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 


rt both amendments. 


I 
| 
assing } 


ourt a cr 


wih 


cour 


building. 


is 


Mr. Chairman, what is the present parliamen- 


tary mn? 


Mr. BE 
tien 
1, 


re? 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Strike out, on page 14, after the word “dollars,” in line 23, all of the para- 
graph cown to and including line 6. on page 1. 


And the amendment to the amendment, as follows: 


_ On page 15, strike out, in line 1, the words “register of wills;” and in line 2 
the words “and the police court.” 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether I can 
enlighten the committee any more than they have veen enlight- 
ened by what has been said. I shall address myse'f first to the 
proposition of the gentlernan from Pennsylvania |Mr. Manon}, 
who bas just taken his seat. 

The probate court ought to be there. As to the other courts, 
they are Federal courts: there is a building already in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, paid for, for their use. I do not see any rea- 


When the court is over those prisoners come | according to the Commissioners’ plan, in addition to the ones t! 


building of its own, complaining that the offices were scatt; 
about all over this city and District; that the District ought ; 
have a home. Finally we bought a very desirable piece of pro 
erty down here on Pennsylvania avenue, running south to a) 
across what is known as D street. We then appropriated. as 
have been told, money to build a $1,500,000 building, makin; 
cost altogether $2,000,000. 

Without consulting the committee or the Congress the C 
missioners prepared elaborate plans, and these plans show a \ 
handsome building, but one which does not come anywhere near 
utilizing all the ground. 

Mr. MANN. Willthe gentleman pardon me, Mr. Chairman’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yiel 
the gentleman from Dlinois? 

Mr. BENTON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. We have not heard stated on the floor of +! 
House yet, and I know it would be a matter of information if + 
gentleman would tell us, what offices are to go into the building 


are enumerated now in the limitation proposed by the committ 
Mr. BENTON. If I do not come to that in a moment [| hope 
the gentleman will rise and call my attention to it. I think that 
is an appropriate inquiry, and I will try to meet it. 
It was the opinion of the committee (I am frank to say there 


| was some division in it, however) that the ground which we 


purchased at an enormous cost had not been properly utilized. 


| suggestion was made that we buy a piece of ground at a cost of 
| IT do not remember how much money—$30.000,1 believe, on w! 


| to erect @ repair shop for the District. 
The repair shop was to come later. 


has just taken 

Has 7u aken | 
his seat, that there is no reason why this new building should not | corder of deeds and the register of wills. 
nclude accommodation for the police | 


room | 
ire re- } 


That was for the grou 
A suggestion was mace 
purchase some property for the erection of a police court 
later would come the police-court building. There have I 
frequent suggestions for a building of records, to house the re- 

Your committee thought that in the interest of econo: 
and in the interest of the people who transact business 
the District, the offices onght all to be put into one buildi 
The Commissioners proposed—if I am mistaken I hope some « 
who knows better will correct me: I am talking from mem: 


| now—the Commissioners proposed to honse first the superinte? 
| ent of police. together with his office force and the officials of 1 


Now, lamin favor | 


The question before the committee is the | 


fire department. Each of the Commissioners was well provided 
with a large amount of room. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the 
have ten minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request for an « 
tension of ten minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BENTON. They proposed also to house in this buildi 
the assessor of the District and all his clerks and assistants—a 
he has a large number of men; the collector of the revenues 0 
the District and all his officials, and the water department; ¢! 
sealer of weights and measures—and, in fact. all of the oificials 
except the harbor and wharf master and the police court, the 1 
corder of deeds, the register of wills, and the probate court 
about all that were left out. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to a qnestion? The 
recorder of deeds and the register of wills and the probate court 
are ordinary county officers. | suppose. I will ask the gentlem: 
to kindly inform me whether the plan contemplated putting i 


gentieman 


| the new building all the general officers usually relating to th: 


city offices in the ordinary city except the harbor master? Is no 
that the case? 


Mr. BENTON. Yes and no, both. The District government 


is just like a county and city government. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. MANN. Well. I understand that; but I say we distinguish 
between the city and county governments possibly the same as 12 
other places. Now, here the plan contemplates putting in this 
building, as I understand it, the genera] offices that in other 
places usually relate to the city government. 

Mr. BENTON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. And the offices left out were those offices usually 
your county offices. 

Mr. BENTON. With the exception of the police. All the 
police officials we provide for in the plan of this new building. 

Now, Mr.-Chairman. your committee is of the opinion that the 


gon why the other courts of law and equity should be in the | officers of the District of Colgmbia onght all to be noused in one 


municipal building. It might be all right if we had the room, 


building; and if the committee is sustained by the Committee of 





List & 


ili asia 
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the Whole House, I shall offer an amendment that the probate 
court shall be put in there. Now, just a word on the general 
cubiject, gentlemen. Those of you who have been in Congress 
here a number of years know that there is a disposition among a 
Jass of very nice gentlemen to make a lot of splendid buildings 
-  +his city and District at the expense of the people of the United 
“ates. This committee has not been niggardly with the people 
»¢ the District of Columbia. Wehave given to it here the largest 
hill by $1,200,000 that we ever made for this District. If we had 
followed the suggestions of those whose duty it is to make sug- 
cestions to us, we would have made the bill very much larger 
than we have. 

The Committee on Appropriations, as I understand it, in obedi- 

e to the voice of this House, has been undertaking to pare 
down wherever it could and keep the expenses within bounds, 
This is acampaign year, and it is not a political secret to say that 
it is the desire of the Administration this year, and it ought to be 
always the desire of Democrats, to be economical. These people 
have asked us and we have generously granted them $2,000,000, 
and with the addition of $133,000 for a municipal building the 
Commissioners say we can put every official connected with the 
District of Colambia into the municipal building. 

Mr. MORRELL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BENTON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRELL. The gentleman has just stated it would cost 
¢133.000 additional. Was not that the figure? 

“ Mr. BENTON. I ought to explain—— 

Mr. MORRELL. My understanding from the chairman of the 
committee was that this increase in cost over the building at this 
other site in this new shape of the building was all to be included 
in the $2,000,000. 

Mr. BENTON. I think it could be without any question. But 
I am telling you what the suggestions of the Commissioners were. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Will my colleague on the 
committee yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BENTON. Certainly. . 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. WhatI meant to say was that 
it would all be included in the $2,000,000 if changes were made in 
the material. 

Mr. MORRELL. Then that alters the situation. 

Mr. BENTON. Oh, no. 

Mr. MORRELL. Because if this is to be an additional appro- 
priation for building this wing part, I may say that this part of 
this clause is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. All that you would have to 
do would be to change the material and bring it within the 
amount. The quality and character of the material has not been 
fixed yet; it is simply in contemplation; and by changing the 
material it could be brought within the amount. 

Mr. MORRELL. I just wanted to be informed whether it 
would be included in the $2,000,000. 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me say to the gentleman that we do not 
know how much it is going to cost yet. They have got no bids 
onit. They might have $500,000 of the amount left. 

Mr. MORRELL. I was just taking the words of the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, we do not know what it will cost. 
They may be able to make this within the bound, and they may 
submit the bids so that it will not exceed $2,000,000. But the 
whole cost, according to the figures, would not be more than 
$180,000 additional for the present plan of the building. 

Mr. MORRELL. That was certainly not the impression the 
chairman of the committee made on me when I asked the question. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, of course the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania did not purposely misunderstand me. I just want 
to make myself clear. I intended tosay the suggestion was made 
to us that it would cost $133,000 more than the present appropri- 
ation. I am of opinion that it allcan be built with the $2,000,000, 
and I think that is the opinion of your committee as well. Now, 
if we follow the suggestions of the Commissioners—— 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, if my friend 
will just allow one word of interruption. Of course that does 
not provide for the raising of the building so as to give a higher 
ceiling to the subbasement. That would cost $50,000 more, but 
we think it can be all included within the $2,000,000. 

Mr. BENTON, If we purchase this piece of ground for the 
erection of the repair shop that is going to cost $30,000, to say 
nothing of the erection of the repair shop. We will make money 
by putting the repair shop in this building. We know it is going 
to cost at least $38,000 to buy the ground for the police court 
building. Then it is the intention afterwards to build a records 
building, and we do not know how much these buildings are going 
to cost, but from the experience this committee has had in the 
past in paying for these buildings I venture the opinion that 
there can not be erected a repair shop and police court building 
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and hall of record and probate court short of a million and a half 
dollars. 

This committee in the interest of economy insisted upon putting 
the whole District of Columbia in this one municipal building. 
Now,I think, perhaps, with what we have already stated tothe com- 
mittee, that you understand the position of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. We are erecting a magnificent building here for 
the use of the District. We are proposing to have it cost $2,000,- 
000, one-half of which comes from the pockets of the taxpayers 
and allthepeople. We believe it is enough, and therefore I hope 
that this committee will sustain the committee in its conclusion, 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Lacey). 
exhausted. 

Mr. MORRELL. Just one word—— 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Illinois rise? 

Mr. MANN. The Chair states that debate on this amendment 
That was true more than half an hour ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then it is equally true now. 

Mr. MANN. The gentlemen favoring this item of the bill have 
now been occupying forty-five minutes, and it would hardly seem 
that it is necessary that the Chair should call attention to the 
fact that debate on this question is exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. If debate has been running forty-five min- 
utes beyond the time, it is certainly necessary now to call atten- 
tion to the fact. 

Mr. MANN. But it has been forty-five minutes on one side. 
While the present occupant of the chair has not been in the chair, 
it has been forty-five minutes on one side of this discussion, and 
now I think the other side should be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. It rests wholly with the committee. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman.I would like to say to the 
gentleman that I did not intentionally misunderstand him, as he 
seems to think. 

Mr. BENTON. No; I said I did not think you did. 

Mr. MORRELL. The gentleman has stated that the cost of 
the new police court and the ground which he claims is to be pur- 
chased would probably be altogether, with other buildings, a mil- 
lion and a half dollars, if the change is not made as provided for 
in this bill. Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the price for this 
ground, it must be remembered that the District already owns 
the ground upon which the present police court stands, and this 
$38,000 was only to purchase a small additional piece of ground 
and to prepare plans. The Commissioners say that an adequate 
building can be erected for $75,000. My experience with the 
Commissioners. Mr. Chairman, is that their estimates do not run 
so very much behind what the building would eventually cost 
as the difference between $133,000 and a million and a half of 
dollars. 

Now, the gentleman has claimed that the fact of raising this 
fourth side will not shut out the light and air, because there is a 
corridor and no rooms on the side of the building facing the 
court. Ido not believe that that is the case. I think the build- 
ing will suffer from lack of ventilation and lack of light just the 
same by having this proposed building erected on the open part 
of the U. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has made the re- 
mark also in regard to its not being at all disagreeabie or injuri- 
ous to the building to have the character of people that frequent 
the police court come to this new building. To this I disagree. 

The gentleman from Nebraska described the site of this build- 
ing, and described the character of the building. He said thati 
was to be a monumentai piece of architecture, located near the 
New Willard Hotel, and yet for the paltry sum of $133,000 we 
are going to run the chance of destroying that neighborhood, to 
run a chance of having the character of the people around this 
new building such as he must see if he ever goes near the police 
court where it is situated to-day. I therefore trust, Mr. Chair- 





Debate on this amendment is 





man, that the House will give some consideration to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if debate is exhausted on this 
amendment, I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five minut 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection: 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the chairman of the commit- 


tee in charge of the bill whether the police cells are to be in this 
building? 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Of course, there would be no 
cells for permanent incarceration. There would be a few cells 
for temporary detention pending trial. 

Mr. MANN. Where are the permanent cells to be? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. In the jail. 

Mr. MANN. Iamstill at sea. Idonot know where the jail is, 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. In the eastern part of the city. 
Mr. MAN N. Where is it expected that the drunks and disor- 
dei will be taken when arrested? Where are they now taken? | 
Mr. McCLEAnY of Minnesota. There are a number of police 
stations around the city, and they will be taken to those stations 
Mr MA NN. At the diff 
police court here in the morning 
covered vans? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, 
Mr. MANN. From each station? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes. 
} MANN. The gentleman is sure of that? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes; no question about that. 
- SMITH of Iowa. But let me suggest to the gentleman that 
lerstood that there are to be certain police cells in this 
vx, if this provision goes through as it 1s contained in this 
sy will be cells for the temporary detention of persons 
wi g trial. 
Mr. MANN. 


the 


Yes. 


Iam very glad to hear the explanation given by 
yentleman in charge of the bill, because it partially removes 
the objections to putting the police court in this building. We 
have had the experience of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
where they erected a building costing $24,000.000—erected by 
criminals, two-thirdsof whom ought to have been put in the cells, 
because that building never cost $24,000,000 except by stealing. 

The tleman from Pennsylvania is not responsible for that 
condition, because he would never allow anybody to steal if he 
could prevent it. The drunks and disorderlies are to be gathered 
herein the same building. And here is a proposition to construct 
a moderate-sized building, in which it is proposed the drunks and 
disorderles necessarily shall come in contact with the gentlemen 
who perform business at the city hall in the District building. 
Because the gentleman from Pennsylvania has given his experi- 
ence with his building, I feel constrained to give mine, having 
been connected with the city government of Chicago, where there 
are police courts and plenty of criminals, and I say it would be a 
dis inc t outrage to put the police court of any large city in the 
same building with the ordinary city offices, where ladies and 
gentlemen ae t to be permitted to go without fear of coming in 
cont ith the drunks and disorderlies and disreputables, and 
there are as many of them here in the city of Washi ngton prob- 
ably, in proportion to the population, as there are in any other 
place except Chicago and Philadelphia. [Laughter. } 

There is no reason for it. Saving $133,000! Saving $1,000,000! 
Mr. Chairman, we are legislating for the capital of the country. 
The cheese paring in reference to this ought not to be permitted. 
We can alford to give to the capital of the country not only a 

roper District building, but, if necessary. a proper police court. 

ntleman from Nebraska [Mr. BURKETT] yesterday or the 
ore delivered a very learned discourse upon the proper re- 
tween the District and the General Government. Iam 
ivor, any more than he, of unnecessary appropriations in 
of the District, but I do not believe that we ought, in jus- 
‘Ives or to our constituents, in this, the capital of the 
y, to do what they would not do in any respectable town of 
in the country, put the recorder of deeds and the regis- 
wills and the probate court and the drunks and the dis- 
lies together in the same building with the usual city officers. 
Applause 
| Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mlinois 
-. Mann] has found a mare’s nest. The plans, as mapped out 
the committee, te the police court entirely from all the 
The south side is more than 100 yards 
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separa 

lance of the building. 

vay from the north side of the building, on Pennsylvania ave- 

The drunks and the bad people—and we have them in all 

come in on that side of the building. They do not come 

1 the building; they come in on the sonth side—on the D 

ide. The register of wills, and the recorder of deeds, and 

court, and the Commissioners are not in any sense 

ected with the police court. We looked after that perfectly, 

an is mistaken. 
Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
Go ahead. 

If you build the new building you are talking 
g over here? 

That belongs to the United States Govern- 


hate 


sentien 
Mr 
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wr, 
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bout, what is to becon 1e of this old buildin 
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mié 
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whole thing belongs to the Government, 


.B i N TON. No. 

CLARK. I thoughtsomebody said here yesterday, a mem- 

ber of this committee, that the District of Columbia belonged to 

the Government. 
Mr. BENTON. 

sugges 


xf 
ViT 


I would like to state to my colleague, on the 
sstion made by the gentleman from New Jersey, that it does 
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not take the place of the court- house where the Federal judges 
who are appointed by the President try the general cases. It ig 
| just the probate court and the police court that we want to put 


| into that building 


ferent stations. and then brought to the 
Are they always brought in | 


Mr. CLARK. Are they going to build this great building ¢ 
the benefit of a probate court? 

Mr. BENTON. Oh,no. We build it for the whole Distric 
the water department, the fire department—— 

Mr. CLARK. Oh. 

Mr. BENTON. The police department and the collection da 
partinent, the assessment department; in fact, the whole Distri 
of Columbia. 

Mr. CLARK. And now they are objecting to the police co 
going in there? 

Mr. BENTON. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK. Onthe ground of the social status of the fell 
that attend the police court? 

fr. BENTON. Yes; that is the idea. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It isa fact, is it not, that the pro! 
court and the registry of wills are now in the court building on 
Judiciary Square and are costing the Government of the Unit: 
States nothing and the District nothing to house them? 

Mr. BENTON, Yes; butit is the intention to have 
building. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will ask the gentleman if he has « 
heard from anyone a suggestion that we build a separate bi 
ing for the probate court? 

Mr. BENTON. Oh, yes; I have more than ten times sin 
have been on this committee. Not specially the probate co 
put for various city offices. It is to becalleda “* record buildii 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman does not claim that 
contemplated hall of records is intended as a court room? 

Mr. BENTON. No; not the ball of records the gentleman 
thinking about, but the building that they will try to get is t 
the housing of the registry of wills and the registry of deeds ar 
the probate court, a separate building from the police court, ; 
a separate building from the repair shop, and a separate buildi 
from the municipal building. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Whatever may be the fact as to t) 
these offices are now conducted in the ordinary court bui 
vithout any expense to the Government of the United Staté 
to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BENTON. Yes; but we have no reason to believe that t! 
is going to continue. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Is there any reason to think that we « 
not continue it, under the law? 

Mr. BENTON. Yes; I know the persistence of certain me 
the District of Columbia and that they will never let up 
they will keep after us until they get a big police court, and 
will get a building to put the registry of deeds and the pr 
court in, and they will have a repair shop, unless we now h 
them in the municipal building. Unless we locate them in 
building we will be compelled in the next five years to pay 
these other buildings, and when the gentleman has been 01 
committee as long as I have he will get just as bored as [am w 
meeting these gentlemen who constantly ask us to pay out n 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If these Bi ntlemen are determin 
have a separate building for the | probate court and the 
wills, what reason has the gentleman to think tha 
depart from their minds 

Mr. BENTON. 
cuse for them. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does the gentleman say there is an 
cuse for moving them now? 

Mr. BENTON. There is, because the 
be in one building. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am talking about whether there 
any excuse for removing them from where they are now to t! 
municipal building. 

Mr. BENTON. Absolutely there is, and for this reason, t! 
they are insisting and insisting on building other buildings. T! 
is the excuse for it—to stop the clamor and make it unnecessal 
for them to say that they want some other building. 

Mr. SMITH of low I want to know why it is any 
essary to have a separate building now than it will be 
get them into the Distric t bul ling? 

Mr. BENTON. There would not be any more nee 
the excuse for it would be removed because we will 
them in quarters erected for the District of Colu 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not see where the: 
moved. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gent 
man if it is contemplated to house the supreme judges of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the judges of the court of appeals in the 
new building? 
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rrr BENTON. No; it is not. 
“HENRY of Texas. That is not contemplated? 
ENTON. Not atall. 
McDERMOTT. I do not understand that the cc 
» District bui oe 


urts are 



































N TO N. They are not. 
DERMOTT. “The District of Columbia will ev: a 
yart-house. The present court-house is not a conven- | } 
i Vv a arranged. Tt does seem to me 
ne drawn betw i cers who are, 
ice rs of the courts of record, as distin- 
urt, and that the pi apers which may be 
1 be in the building where the 
, L think that the committee is maki 
rt of the a ial s tem in a court-! 
n hi eplac ed 1 by apr 
l anot rovernment 
d gt 
u e were twoor three s 
the judicial g 
t t Ww! 1 you come to 
e supreme court of the District, if you de 
awillora1 cord of titl in connection with real ¢ 
ou must send out of the court-house bufiding 
v judgmer nt that is not a good arrangement. All re 
are ordin arily used in the trial of caus 8, in the probate 
_in decisions concerning titles to real estate, belong nor- 
] n the build ing where 7 the courts are held. In that view of 
., it appears to be ni take to put those cust lians of 
ords, requiring Prec iu spection in the course of ju- 
iness, into a building separated from where the co art is 
that is to be determined on, t want to enter my protest 
llowing the police court to occupy any part of this city 
Chat is whatit is to be called. Yous 1a y call it the ‘‘ depart- | 
uilding”’ of the District of Columbia, but it is to be in fact | 
s ordinarily called in a city the ““city hall,” and it is very sel- 
it police courts are hel ? in the city hall of any city 
s not matter where you may put the police court ‘of the 
ct; it does not matter in what part of the building it may 
‘ed—it is going to be a nuisance. It is a nuisance to-day in 
nt location, On any day wh ‘n there is a trial of any im- 
portance, when the co ommitting magistrate is called upon to have 


; for eer in a case of burglary or the 
ion of any misdemeanor, the vicinity of the police courtis 
crowded; the streets are « wowed with characters more or less 
Vv nd so it will be in this new building, whi ich should 

od as well as a convenience. 
: mpt to set off any particular part of it for the trans- 
action of business ordinarily carried on in the police court of the 
District, on any day when there is active police-court business 
you will have the whole of Pennsylvania avenue crowded with 
‘ vagrants, with the “‘hangers-on”’ around the police court — 
bjectionable characters. Youcan not keep them out of the 


preliminary hearings 
( mn 








building; they will be oaming in and out; they will be intruding 


themselves upon the sidewalks, offensive to everybody. I do not 
mean to say that they are different in this District .from what 
t are in any other munieipality, but if anybody will a 1 the 
police court of the District, will watch the gathering on the ad- 
it streets, he will feel the full force, and particul: arly ; in this 
District, of the objectionable features that will necessarily pre- 
iemselves if you put the police court of the District in the 


‘il 
lt in spending two or three million dollars, as seems to have 

letermined by the con mittee, in providing for this new 
building you are going to provide that a part of the judicial sys- 
m shall be put under th: : same roof as the municipal system, it 
will, in my judgment, be wrong. That is a matter to which, of 
-ourse, the committee has given more calculation, more scrutiny, 
could give; but I should like to see the judicial system and 
ali its environments in the court-house and the municipal system 
in the city hall. But, above all things, let us not put the police 
court down there adjacent to Pennsylvania avenue. If you 
Bi) ud do : ), you will simply pr ovide for th : congregation there 
ot people who will be objec tionable to every b ody—me n, women, 
RK hild lren—who are called upon to have dea lings w ith the mu- 
nicips al government of the District. [ Applause. ] 

! MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri 
Bi 3 to be worked up a trifle be 
that the e . rance to the polit “0 court will be different from the 
entrance to the main part of the building. Mr. 
connection with this Capitol there is an entrance on the House 
side as well as an entrance on the Senate side, but it is not to be 
supposed that all the Se nators go in on the Senate side and all the 
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Members of the Hot use on the House side. Yet it is just as likely 
tl Ts 0 he 








at all the Mex rs of the House enter the Capitol from the 
House side asit i — all the wrants, all the drunk, rderly, 
and disreputable ch racte frequenting the police court will take 
the trouble to go ar vand to the rear of the buildi gin - to 
enter it. Such a supposition is absurd uponits face, Tl 0- 
ple will congregate anywhere they may happen to be ir the 
I court, those y who are out on bail and those who 1 ‘a 
bus 3 nging ar ce court 
= rentleman knows ly he does not |} 3 
he not had the sam hat Q 
had to obser g r | ; hat t 
large proj} 1 of 
1 the na | al 
+ ’ > ‘ 
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QD <>! = 
Can we have tl 1 t rey] ¥ 
W ti it Oo » LHS 4 < wil re] rt 
The Clerk read the amendinent, as follows: 
S ce out all after the word “ dollars,” in line 23, page 14, dow De 
clu r >60n page 15. 
idment to the amendment: 
hi age 15, , the words “register of w Lin he 
rds ‘“‘and the police court 
he question bana yr taken on the amendment to the amend- 
ment, the Chairman announced that the ayes appeared to have it. 
Mr. Bi ‘NTON d isi 
The committee divided; i e—ayes 22, noes 27, 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chai [ demand teller 
Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. Sirs 
of Iowa and Mr. BENTON 
The committee again divided 1th lers rej d es 44, 
noes 46. 
Accordingly, the amendment to the amendment was r ted, 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs upon the a id- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
The amendmse * was rejected. 
Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Mr. Chairman, in line 2 I 15, 
I move to strike oa ~ wor ds ‘ so the pol urt.”’ 
The CHAIRMAN. » Chair will state that that amendment 


has alre eat dy been acte “a up n. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. But it was acted upon in - 
tion with another part of the clause, and not |} if. 

Mr. BURKETT. The gentleman should have asked for ivi- 
sion then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan is correct 

Mr. BENTON. I submit that that question has been si l. 


Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, that question was voted on in 
conjunction with the other one. Now, if the eman did not 
ask for a division of the question, that is his lookout, and not that 


of anybody else. 
Mr. BENTON. The amendment covered both 











The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Lawrence). The Chair will 1 
the gentleman that the amendment offered by ’ 1 
from Iowa [Mr. SmirH] was to strike out the words ‘ f 
wills’ in the first line and the words “‘ and the poli 
the second line. No one called for a division. T] tion 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Sa. 
to strike out simply the words “ and the poli er- 
ent propos — n. Perhaps it would have been tter to have 
called for a d ion of the amendment offered by the eman 
from Iowa, but that was not done, and the Chair mu ut 
this is a diff rent prop itic one which | l upon, 

| The question then is upon the amendment offered by tf! itle- 


Chairman, in | 





man from Mi 
The question being taken, the Chairman a1 1 1 that the 
noes appeared to have 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH demanded a division. 
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The committee divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 33. 

Mr. MORRELL. Tellers. 

Tellers were refused, not a sufficient number rising in support 
of the demand therefor. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I have one more 
amendment that I should like to offer, in line 6, page 15, begin- 
ning with the word ‘‘ for,”’ to strike out the words *‘ for a repair 
shop for the District of Columbia.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be reported by the 
Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Page 15, line 6, strike out the words “for a repair shop for the District of 
Columbia.” 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, if that motion is carried it 
means the purchase of a piece of ground for $30,000, and then the 
erection of a building. I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

The amendment was rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed without amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 13290. An act making an appropriation for clearing the 
Potomac River of ice; 

H. R. 5761. An act to authorize the Charleroi and Monessen 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela 
River; and 

H. R.3578. An act to authorize the Mercantile Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, 
from a point in the borough of North Charleroi, Washington 
County, to a point in Rostraver, Westmoreland County. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 1760) granting a pension to Ann A. Devore. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 200) granting an increase of pension to Austin 
Almy. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 6582) granting an increase of 
pension to Harry Haller, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. McCumper, Mr. Scott, and Mr. PATTERSON as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 3658. An act ratifying an act of the legislative assembly of 
the Territory of Oklahoma legalizing the waterworks-bond elec- 
tion held by the city of Geary, in said Territory; 

S. 2263. An act to require the employment of vessels of the | 
United States for public purposes; and 
S. R. 53. Joint resolution authorizing the reprinting of certain 
documents to be sold by the superintendent of documents. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 


sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 5611) granting a pension to 
Juliette Westbrook. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Assessment and permit work: For assessment and permit work, $160,000. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of the 
bill what this appropriation is for, What is meant by “ assess- 
ment and permit work?’ 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. For sidewalks, alleys, sewer | 
connections with houses, etc., one-half the cost being paid by the | 
property owner, the other half by the District. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to strike out the last two words. I | 
would like, Mr. Chairman, to make some suggestions to the com- 
mittee with reference to the question of local improvements, not 
that they will act upon them now, but it may be well to consider 
them with a view to future action. If I understand rightly, all 
local improvements—the continuation of streets, the construction | 
of roadways, the construction of sidewalks, the construction of 
local sewers—are paid for by the city at large. Is that right? 
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| ton the sum of $10,000,000, which is a larger sum than is expend: 


| erty abutting on Nineteenth street. 
_ this city, the Government paying one-half, is to pay $2,000,000 in 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Except such as are paid foy 
under the provision now under consideration. ; 
Mr. PERKINS. They are paid for by the city at large. | 

are not paid for by local assessments on the abutting owners. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The improvements cover] 
by the pending paragraph are paid for by the District and by ¢}). 
abutting property owners half and half. i 

Mr. PERKINS. One-half. And what improvements are pi 
for by the abutting property? 

Mr McCLEARY of Minnesota. I have just answered, as | 
vided for here—sidewalks, branch sewers, and such things. — 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman for i; 
mation. If a sewer is constructed on some new street, who ; 
that expense? Itis paid for by an assessment on the abut 
property? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It isall paid for by the Govern 
ment; that is, out of a general appropriation carried in this }i], 
Mr. PERKINS. All paid for by the Government. Suppos: 
— pavement is put on Massachusetts avenue, who | 

or it? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is all paid for in the 
same way. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is all paid for by the Government. 
Mr. Chairman, I would like to make some suggestions—— 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. My general statement is <u} 
ject to certain modifications. For example, sometimes gentlemen 
desire.to make improvements which are obviously for their own 
personal advantage, they having large tracts of land which they 
wish to improve. For such improvements they pay the entire 
expense. In other cases improvements are desired in advance of 
the necessities of the community, as judged by the Commissioners. 
Sometimes, where it seems in the public interest, the Commis- 
sioners grant permits for such improvements and pay one-half of 
the expense. They do this on the theory that these improvements 
would have to be made soon anyway, and would then have t 

paid for entirely by the Government. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is speculative. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They are permitted to im- 
prove, to lay out their own property, providing that such new 
streets conform to the general plan of the city, and they may 
make improvements upon them, provided that those improve- 
ments reach the standard of quality which the Commissioncrs 
deem proper. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, it is hard to speak about this, 
because I am not entirely familiar with the practice. But 
seems to me that the procedure adopted by the committee necds 
some further consideration. 

The bill this year provides for spending in the city of Washing- 
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Vs 


oe 
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be 
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for the entire expenses of several of the States in the Union 
find in looking over the bill, at a rough estimate, $2,000,000 i 
spent for what I should regard as local improvements. Nov, 
certainly, Mr. Chairman, the system of paying local impr: 
ments by the city at large is a very costly and very unfortunate 
one. Every man knows who lives in a city —— 

Mr. BURKETT. What does the gentleman mean by local im- 


a 
. 
{ 


Vve- 


| provements? 


Mr. PERKINS. I would say this: Suppose a sewer—we will 
say on Nineteenth street—-is constructed. I should call that struc- 
tur? a local improvement, that should be defrayed by the prvp- 


I want to find out whether 


this present year for local improvements. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Well, now, that is true if ‘t origi- 
nated with the property owners. 

Mr. PERKINS. If it originated with the property owner. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If it originated with the Commis- 
sioners as part of the general scheme, they are responsible for it, 
and pay a larger proportion than anybody else. 

‘ _ PERKINS. Oh, no; the gentleman is not right about 
nat. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Iam right. 

Mr. PERKINS. In any city government, when the time comes 
where they are to have a roadway or a sewer, it is paid for by the 
people whose property is affected. 

Mr. Chairman, where is the difference between constructing 
a new sewer on Nineteenth street in the city of Washington and 
constructing a new sewer in a similar street in any city of the 
country? Why should it not be paid by the owners of the abut- 
ting adjacent properties who receive the benefit? 

Mr. BURKETT. Do you ask that as a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. I thought that was a question you asked me; 
the simple difference is the way we do it here in the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why should we do it that way? 











3URKETT. Because the law on the statute books pre- 
s the procedure, and when we meet as a committee we sim- 
ike the law and appropriate in accordance with the law. 
he law says that It shall be done on the half-and-half plan, 
id shall be built in a cert 
in a certain way and pavements in a certain way, all paid 


"> 





walks 


ain way and sewers shall be | 


| 


ut of Government funds, and we simply appropriate under | 


INS. ThenlIs 


awl maar 


a 


ould like to a 
ras well as a member of the Committee on 
thinks that the law should provide 
| these vice l improve ments should be paid out of the gen- 


nd, one-half by the Government, instead of being defrayed 


ask the gentleman, who | 


-are in almost every city in the land, by owners of the | 


ies benefited? 
BURKETT. No, I will say to the gentleman this: 
t] the national capital and while we want 
we do, we must keep in our hands 
nts 


While 
to make it as beauti- 
control when we make 





7 proveme 
iE ERKINS. But—— 

KR KETT. Now, just let me finish. 
man states that in my city or any othe 
u tw third s or three-fourths of the abutting property owners 

id, he knows there are streets which ought to be paved 
good of the city and the beauty of the city, yet you can 
the requisite number of signers to the petition to pave 


I 1 
ther Here in Washington we are not going to wait for a few 


When the gentle- 
r city no 


erous property owners to come to the conclusion they 
v that street paved. Whenever the Government says, ‘‘ Pave 
the street,’ we are going to pave it. Weare going to tax the 


owners for half of it, and we are going to pay the 


of Treasury. This is the law of 1878. If gentlemen do not 
like the way Congress does it, they must change the law and as- 
se pavements and sidewalks and sewer extensions. We 


priating in accordance with 
t tis a good law. 

u ERKINS. The quest 
] ight to be. 
cCLEARY of 1 


he law, gentlemen, and I 
ion is whether this is the way the 


finnesota. Will the gentleman pardon a 
Certainly. 


ERKINS. ' 
ILEARY of Minnesi 


r. Mot 


L ita. I did not understand exactly 

ut of the gentleman’s objection. He understands, I take 

j the general trunk-line sewers are paid for wholly out of 
1 funds, one-half being paid out of the Treasury of the 
{ | States and one-half out of the revenues of the District-—— 


PERK at 5. Yes 


I 
M a 





LAR a of Minnesota. Butminor sewers are paid for 
0 d= und by the prope rty owners, half and half. For ex- 
5 Gia case of a block or square adjoining a trunk-line 
tt is des sired to run at right : antes to the trunk sewer a 
inate ‘r for the accomm« lati m of people living on the 
ut righta é anil s to the one upon which the main sewer lies. 
1 & case those who desire such accommodation must pay 
t Cl 
RKINS. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman—— 

McCLEARY of Minnesota. I did ‘not quite understand 
v my friend’s c ntenti m is. Is it that the public ought to 

I of that expense? 
ERKINS. I1. vend to ask about the propositions 3 here on 
», and I think the Hor ise ought to understand what the 
ionsare. Onpage25, ‘** For cor ntinuing construction of the 
and New ne y avenue trun! k sewer, $200,000." Now, 


in that vicinity? 

Yes, sir; but it also drains a 

cea which is not contiguous to it. 

<INS.: What does it drain? 

LEARY of ‘Minnesota. That is what I referred toa 
The sewer referred to is one of the great trunk-line 
It receives sewage from a very large area and brings it 

nt where we are going to have a general exit under the 
Brauch to a point 2 miles below the city. 
purposes alone or chiefly. 
area, 

[r. PERKINS 
In line 14 of the same page, ‘‘ For lower sect 

cand B street interce pting sewer, $25,000.’ 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is also a trunk 
t being built for the benefit of those in tl) 

od, but as a part of the system of 


rains, I take it, the property i 
McoCLE ARY of ti ota. 


\ "1 
ys PE y 
1 
ago. 
rs 


’ poi 


1 





sewer. 
1at immediate neigh- 
general sewage dis- 


1. 
Mr. PERKINS. Does the ge: 


: tleman mean to say that all these 
pting sewers at B 


€1 tand at Water and L streets and 
tour-and-a-half street are all part of the outlet sewers? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is exactly 
§ent.eman’’ means to say. 
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Mr. PERKINS. Where is the provision of the bill 


| which pro- 
vides for the construction of any that are not outlet 


sewers 


| sewers? 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is the item we have 
under discussion—the $160,000 item. 
Mr. PERKINS. What portion does the abutting property 


owners contribute to that? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 


One-half. That is in ca 





a ses 
where the usefulness of the sewer is purely local. Those who 
enjoy the benefit of it pay one-half of the exp: nse. That, as has 
been said by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Burkert], is 

statute law which 1 the Committee on Appropriations has no au- 
thority to change. 

Mr. PERKINS. _Is it the fact that i in a gret t city like Wash- 

| ington, the entire s loc al improvements for this year, which would 


ordinarily be assessed on the abutting eae owners, only rep- 


resent $320,000? There is not a city of this size where the local 
assessment would not be m an ordinary year one or two million 


| dollars. 


street is paved | 


other half out | 


It is not for | 
It is for general purposes for a | 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Rn is is the amount estimated 
by the engineers for this particular 1d of w . 

Mr. PERKINS wb not the result that, as matter of fact, 
prott r nearly all the improvements which would irily be re- 
garde ted : as local improvements, are put under the head of * ral 
imp sete s’’ and paid for by the public at large? 


Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota. os ink not. 

[r. P ER KINS. In this bill the ‘re are $2,000,000 for improve- 
ments—such as making roadway mstru n of wers—paid 
by the District at large, and only § 320,000 of which is assessed 
upon the abutting owners? : 

Mr. McCLEARY a Minnesota. The ge nan’s question is 
a perfectly proper one, and is entitled to as respectful and com- 


plete an answer 7 can make in a brief time. 


The gentleman wi orem that the sewage-disposal system of 
Washington has not yet been completed. It is now in process of 


i have their exit i 
into the P 


The trunk sewers now utili 


front of the city, in various pl 


construction. 




















places, liver. A 
number of years ago the unhealthfulness of that system wa 
ognized, and the = ject was begun of construc - 
line system of sewage disposal which should gather up the s re 
into a number of great trunk lines from < rent par 8 
city and bring it down here to the ani Branch, tunnel ler 
the Eastern Branch, pump the sewage out of that, and send it 

| down 2 miles below the mouth of the Eastern Bra , wholly 

| away from the city. : 
TI 1at work is now in progress, and all the i t] in 
refers to are parts of that t1 k $1 m, being parts of the gen- 
er: 1 sewage-di ch I 4 li. Of 
course, fi rt = n- 
stru ted, its c , larger } wh ntri- 
butions are made by private ow1 
It is not easy, Mr. Chairn wi tan ] ng wl his 
system is, to make it clear to anyone, howeve1 r and li- 
gent he may be. I know that we had quite a time getting it 
through our minds with the map before us. Th neral thought 
is to prevent the exit of that sewage into 
some basin where the water is not fluent or is largely stagnant. 
Th thi cht is to take the sewage and di ita down 
below »mouth of the Eastern Branch, and i the 
city, > th end that the health might 1 S 
The total amount estimated for l f 
disposal system was $4,500,000. We 
thi om tke $3,000,000 upon it, and v n 
of it. I think in a year or two from f 
a similar ques stion, he will find t I 
m ch le 38 expensive, take a very l 
( ise for ce than they do n 
Mr. PER KINS. I would like to ask the g n . 
question forinformation. Massachu it 
avenue have been during the last two or three l. 
Who paid the cost of that? : 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. T] to 
the pavement of the streets? 
Mr. PERKINS. No; to the cost of 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That t] l 


Then let me ask the gentleman another ques- | 
ion of Rock 


It | 


what ‘ the | 


highway system, and is regarded as not ] 


und is, to my recollection, paid o bh 

Mr. PERKINS. Does not the gentleman rty 
in that vicinity must necessarily be largely \ by 
the extension of those highways, and tl 8 
something, instead of the Government the 
whole improvements which are of such va 

Mr. McC LEARY of Minnesota. The ge New 
York will remember that the committee that h 3 bill in re 
is not a le; adddediameeinhes it is an app! ., 
| And we are not responsible for the laws as I I the 
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statute book. I find that there are things abéut the laws which | mer during a vacation of Congress occurred what is so unusn; 
I would change if I had the power, but this committee must make | that the attention of the country was attracted to it, viz, a defa)- 


the appropriations in accordance with the laws as we find them. 


Mr. PERKINS. 


I understand; but the question is whether | amounting to some $73,000. That occurred in what is know) 


this committee, which is familiar with local conditions, should 
not only make appropriations, but, if changes ought to be made 
in a general law, should report a proper modification of the law. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 


My friend will recognize the 


fact that two committees, whose work impinges upon each other, 
are naturally a little jealous of their respective prerogatives, and | deposit a sum of money with the District, a sum which, in {he 
we recognize the right of the legislative committee of the District | judgment of the officials, is sufficient to cover the total co 
to initiate the work that belongs to it. 
The simple fact is that we jealously protect, so far as we possi- 
bly can, the rightful prerogatives of the other committee. 
Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman does not mean tosay that if he 


thinks a proper bill should be introduced, he, on a question of | 


delicacy and good manners, would decline to introduce it? 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 


the House? 
Mr. PERKINS. 


Yes. 


As an individual Member of | 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Why, certainly not; any more 
than the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS], having a 
good idea, would be barred from introducing that idea in the form 


of a bill. 


Mr. OLMSTED rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 


Mr. McCLEARY 


of Minnesota. 


York [Mr. Perkins] has the floor. 


Mr. PERKINS. 
Mr. OLMSTED. 


mation. 


In the city in which I live, when we pave a street the property | 


T vield, Mr. Chairman. 


The privilege is open to my friend just as it is to me. 
Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield 


The gentleman from New 


Mr. Chairman, I wanted toask the gentleman 
from Minnesota another question, by way of further elucidation 
of the question that I have already asked, and merely for infor- 


owners have to pay for the pavement. as most of us know by recent 


experience. 


3ut I note that in this bill, in the paragraph we have | 


just passed, we appropriated $300,000, part of which is for paving; 
and on page 17 we appropriate for the Georgetown schedule, $4,000; 
for the northwest schedule, $13,000; for the southwest, $6,000; for 
the northeast, $15,000, and so on; and Inote that that is for asphalt 


paving, the cost of which is provided for there. 
that all of that paving of streets is paid for wholly by the Govern- | 


ment and not by the property owners? 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 


public Treasury. 


Dol understand 


It is paid wholly from the 
I assume that the gentleman uses-the word | 


‘‘covernment’’ in the sense in which we use it in connection 


with this bill. 
Mr. OLMSTED. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 


Yes. 


That is, one-half is paid by 


the District and one-half by the Government of the United States. 
This item of $160,000 for assessment work is 
the only item where the property owners pay one-half of the 


Mr. OLMSTED. 


expense. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 


Mr. OLMSTED. 
by the public? 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 


Mr. OLMSTED. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 


That is right. 


And this $160,000 is the other half, to be paid 


That is correct. 


And except for that, the whole cost of paving 
is paid by the public? 


Yes; on the general theory | 


suggested by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BuRKETT] tha 
this capital city imposes a duty upon the Congress and upon the 
( 


mmunity which it would be unfair to put upon the community | 
n its citizens individually. 
read a 


aione or up 


nn ‘ 
Nal 
The Clerk 


s follows: 


It shall bo the duty of the auditor of the District of Columbia to keep sep- 
arate accounts with each depositor for all trust-fund deposits received and 
deposited in accordance with the provisions of this act, showing the amounts 
received and deposited and the payments made 


Mr. OLMSTED. 


some explanation of 


prehensible. 


Mr. McCLEARY 


n each individual account. 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of the bill for 


of Minnesota. 


this paragraph, which is to me utterly incom- 


Mr. Chairman, it has been | 


suggested, with a large degree of truth, that the District of Colum- 
bia, or the city of Washington, is the best-governed municipality 


in the United States. 


It is governed, as the gentleman knows, by 


the Congress of the United States, having no self-government. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
government, as the gentleman from Michigan suggests. Ofcourse | 
that seems irrelevant at this time 


Mr. OLMSTED. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is right. 





And the least government. 
And in one sense the least 


It is not always objectionable, either, to have 
the least government. 


But last sum- 


il 


cation on the part of an employee of the District government 


| the ‘‘ whole-cost’’ fund. os 


| Sometimes a person wants an impr 


ment which is so manifestly for his own personal benefit that jo 
is required to pay the whole cost of it. For instance. the cor ne-- 
tion of a sewer with his house. Before the District Commissj,y- 
ers will allow anything to be done in that matter the citizen myst 





that improvement. This being done, the District makes the 
| provement and recoups itself out of this deposit made by th 
dividual citizen. 
| If the money be sufficient to return him a balance, the balance 
is returned. This money was the money in which occurred {\)js 
defalcation. It arose out of peculiar conditions, as the gentleman 
will see, and was not sufficiently guarded. The man who had 
charge of it was not under bonds, and by devious ways he jut 
into his own pocket the sum of $73,000 of that money. The w 
| purpose of the paragraph which has just been read is to mu) 
such procedure in the future impossible by requiring that 
money which had heretofore been placed to the credit of the au- 
ditor in one or more banks shall hereafter be placed in the T) 
| ury of the United States to the credit of the ‘* District of Co! 
bia trust fund,’’ and that it shall be paid out only upon proper 
authority. The whole purpose of the paragraph is to pr 
any such thing as a defalcation in the future. 

Mr. OLMSTED. This does not change at all the purpose for 
which the money in these several funds is to be used? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Not at all; the object is sim- 
ply to protect the money 

Mr. OLMSTED. From loss in the manner that the gentleman 
| has pointed out? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
| Mr. OLMSTED. 


m- 





Yes, sir. 

Upon that very satisfactory statement I with- 

draw the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


| 

Under appropriations contained in this act no contract shall be made for 

| making or relaying asphalt pavement at a higher price than $1.65 per 
yard for a quality equal to the best laid in the District of Columbia pr 

| July 1, 1886, and with same depth of base, nor more than $1.8) per square yard 
for laying standard asphalt block pavement equal to the best laid in the | 

trict of Columbia prior to July 1, 1904: Provided, That these conditions a 

| price and depth of base shall not apply to those streets on which, in the 

| ment of the Commissioners, by reason of heavy traffic, poor foundat 

other causes, a pavement of more than ordinary strength is requir 
which case the limit of price may be increased to $2 per square yard 

| Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Will the gentleman from Min 

sota [Mr. McCLEary] kindly state the object of this limitati 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The committee is of the 
ion that by limiting the amount to be paid we shall h 
_ Commissioners to reduce the price. This provision is a fair 
| ing that if those who bid for this work—the contractors—ati 

to secure a higher price than that made here the Commis s 
| can not make the contract; the work will simply have to go 
done. We have found that the price paid has continual 
creased, and we have continually decreased the permitted | 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Can you get good paveme: 
this price? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We found that last y 
| got the best prices that have ever been obtained, namely, 
to $1.56. 
Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. You got ‘the best prices,” 
| did you get the best quality of work? 
| Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Oh, yes. It is required 
| the quality shall come up to the standard set by the Coin 
sioners, or it will not be accepted at ail. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. What is ‘‘the best qua 
What is the standard? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. As the standard is gradu 
| being increased, it is almost impossible to state what the s' 
|ardis. The standard as expressed in the bill is that of a supe! 
| quality of work which was done at a date named. 
| Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is this asphalt to be Trinida 
phalt? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We do not specify that t! 
material shall come from a specific source. There was a cert: 
piece of asphalt pavement put down some years ago which \ 
the best work of that kind that had been done in this District | 
to that time, and that has been takenas thestandard. Since th: 
time no pavement has been laid of a lower quality than that. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That standard is not fixed by law: 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We simply place that as t! 
minimum standard. Asa matter of fact, the standard now 1s, ! 
| understand, far higher than that. 
| Asa result, in large part, of the limitation here inserted, as w' 
' believe, we have accomplished two things: First, we have re- 
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duced the cost; and second, we have obtained a higher quality of | 
work. We believe that this limitation has been helpful in ac- 
complishing those two results; hence we continue to insert this | 
paragraph. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Is there much standard asphalt- ! 
block pavement in Washington? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They are gradually putting | 
down a good deal of this asphalt-block pavement. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Is it standard asphalt block, or is 
some other material? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
block. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Is there not some good pavement | 
that is made out of other material than asphalt? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Ican not answer that ques- | 
tion positively, but I think not. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. I know they are introducing such | 
a class of pavement in different States, and I have been told that | 
there was some here. I was anxious to locate it if I could and to | 
ascertain how it is wearing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Grading streets, alleys, and roads: For purchase and repair of cars, carts, 
tools. or the hire of the same, and horses, to be used by the inmates of the 
Washington Asylum in the work of grading, and pay of dump men needed to 
carry out the work, $10,000. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Itis such a pleasure to receive information from the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota, who states it so clearly and so satisfac- 
torily, that I want once more to ask a question. Where is this 
erading to be done, or where are these horses and carts to be used 
which are to cost so much as $10,000? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The purpose of this paragraph 

to place under the control of the Commissioners this sum of 
money for the purchase of materials enumerated, to the end that 
the Commissioners may use the labor of people who have been 
committed to the workhouse. Those people ought to be employed, 
and this seems to te a kind of employment to which there is no 
objection. 

Mr. OLMSTED. They may be employed in any or every part 
of the city? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
deem it wise to employ them. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For Harrison street, Anacostia, grade and improve, $5,900. 


Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

lhe Clerk read as follows: 

After line 8, on page 21, insert: 

‘For Pennsylvania avenue extended, grade, $10,000.” 

Mr.MUDD. Mr. Chairman, the necessity for such a provision 
as is embodied in this amendment seems to me to be so great that 
[ can not but think that the omission of it in the bill must be due 
to an oversight on the part of the subcommittee. 

{ will state, in the first place, that an estimate for the $10,000 
covered by my amendment was submitted to the Secretary of the 
Treasury by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and 
by him transmitted along with the other estimates, as will be 
found on page 515 of the Book of Estimates. This extension of 
Pennsylvania avenue SE. was authorized by the act approved 
March 3, 1899—nearly five years ago. I have that act before 
me; and I want to call attention particularly to the requirement 
therein that the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
should— 

Extend and open Pennsylvaniaavenue SE. to the District line, the same to 


a straight extension and of the same width of said avenue as now 
lich “a 
ished, 


It is the standard asphalt 


Wherever the Commissioners 


Chat will be found in the first section of the bill, as I say, passed 

n 1899,in the Fifty=fifth Congress, authorizing and requiring the 
opening and extension of thisstreet. The Government has opened 
the street, all the surveys have been made, and all of the titles to 
the necessary land acquired to the District line. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in order to givean idea of the importance 
of this street, I will ask the Clerk toread a marked extract which 
have sent to the desk, being the approval by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia of the bill for the opening of the street, 
2 ° ° . . ° . 
which letter was submitted to the chairman of the District Com- 
mittee at the time the bill was pending. 

rr > 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 
OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washi gton, January ] ° 

DEAR Sir: The Commissioners have the honor tosubmit the following 
House bill 11629, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session, for the extension of 
sylvania avenue SE. to the District line, referred to them by your committee 
for examination and report: 

Pennsylvania avenue is now opened up and available for travel from the 
east side of the Anacostia River to Branchavenue. From this point to the 

owen road the District possesses title to the street, but the street has not ' 
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yet been graded. Itis for the purpose of acquiring title to the land neces- 
sary to open the avenue from Bowen road to the District line that the bill 
has been introduced. 

On previous bills of like nature the Commissioners have expressed them- 



















selves as being unqualifiedly in favor of opening up at as early a date as pos- 
sible the main avenues and thoroughfares of the District; and in a case like 
the present one, where only a small area of land is needed to¢ e the 
extension to the District line, they consider the case especially 1 us. 
The amount of land which will be necessary is only about five a half 
acres, the price per acre for which is believed to be not over $300, so that the 
| amount of money involved for the acquisition of the territory is quite small 


In addition to the fact of being the last link in one of the main avenues of 
the District, the extension is very much needed to allow direct access to and 
from the center of the city to the people living just beyond the District line 
i d that it will 
contribute greatly to the material benefit of the business interests of the Dis- 
trict, which is in addition to the advantages to the public generally resulting 
from the opening of such a main thoroughfare. 

Very respectfully, yonrs, 







JOHN W. Ross, 
Acting President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 


Hon. J. W. BABCOCK, 


Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. MUDD. Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be seen that five 
years ago the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and the 
committee, as well as the House, thought this street ought to be 
opened and considered that it was very important that it should 
be opened. The Commissioners speak of it asa ‘* main thorough- 
fare’’ of the section of the District through which it extends, be- 


| ing that section of the District of Columbia across the Anacostia 


River. 

As shown by the extract from the bill authorizing the opening 
of the street, it was required to be on a straight line of extension 
and of the same width as the street now is in the city. It will 
readily appear, therefore, that this is the widest street, and cer- 
tainly in many respects, if not in all, the most important street, 
in that section of the District of Columbia. Perhaps I should 
speak of it as a highway or road, as it lies in what is cailed the 
**county,’’ or rural portion of the District. From the time it was 
opened down to the present time very little money has been ex- 
pended upon it. Theonly work thus far has been as far as Branch 
avenue, a very short distance from the end of the Pennsylvania 
Avenue Bridge. 

The question, it seems to me, might occur right here, why was 
it that Congress a few years ago appropriated several hundred 


| thousand dollars for the construction of a bridge over the route 


of this street extended if it did not intend thereafter to continue 
the roadway? There is no reason why we should build an expen- 
sive bridge merely to open to the people of the District the far- 
ther bank of the Anacostia River. It was built because it was seen 
then that there was a great necessity for a highway, asis stated in 
the report, to give access to the city to the people in that part of 
the District, as well as those in the contiguous section of Mary- 
land. 

Now, I understand that the local authoriti 
County. in Maryland, lying 


is 


3 of Prince George 
along the District line at that point, 
are anxious to build a road to connect with this proposed exten- 
sion. Gentlemen may say that the District of Columbia has 
nothing to do with the access to this city of people living in the 
contiguous portions of Maryland; but a moment's consideration 
will show that that is an erroneous view to take of the matter. 
These people just beyond the District line in Maryland mal 
Washington City their market. They bring all their produce 
here, and they buy practically everything that they have to buy 
and in that way they contribute almost as much to the volum 
business and growth of Washington City as those do who are just 
outside the city, but inside the District. 











As I say again, this is a straight extension. It is, I thinlr, the 
only straight street on that side of the Anacostia River. It is t 
widest roadway there will be there, and it will accommodate in 
time a much greater number of people than any other roadway 
across the Anacostia River. 

I do not disguise the fact that the opening of this str is of 
some benefit to the people of my district. [am always anxious 
to furnish them with an easy and convenient access to ft 
and a good route to go home over after they have spent t r 
and money here, to the mutual advantage always, I trust, of t 
city and themselves. I hope the gentleman from Minnesota will 
not object to this amendment. The little appropriation carried 
by it entails appreciably no burden upon the District of Colum 
and I assure him that from my personal knowledge and familiarity 
with the ground and the population over th Lk ry 
important item. and I hope the gentleman will } » ZO 
through with his consent. I know I can hav it | } x 
its success if opposed by the comn e that hol purse 
strings of the Government. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman I am alw: 
reluctant to make objection to anything t my end fr 
Maryland wants, because what he wanis 1 vs good 

Mr. MUDD. It is good in this case. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
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development of this policy of fairness and equitable dealing only | 
began within the last two or three years. 
fr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Which is the time of our re- 

Mr. MUDD. I readily admit that the gentlen nan has been so | 
fair that I believe he really thinks this ought to go thro ugh ROW, 
and that in all the fairness and goodness of his heart ioe in aril 
to have this great rovement made I will say further, Mr 
Chairman, that, notw tanding the fair treatment of this sec ction 
by the p it subcommittee, the aggregate of the grading and 
i ‘ment of roads and highways in this section, as compared 
with others, is so slight as to be almost insignificant. 


. 


v 
i 
} 


nprovement of both of these. 


he 
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unty reads—that is, the roads outside of the city of Wash- | 























-. There is a very great demand for the extension | 
syvement of these roads in all parts of the District. The 
Commissioners have carefully gone over the requests and | 
and have enumerated some forty of these improvements | 
re desi We asked the Commissioners some years | 
und iti ling order—to go carefully over the requests | 
» improvements to give us a schedule of them ar- | 
in der of their —_ rtance. Now, that schedule, as | 
‘ vbou f rty h improve ome nts. The particular | 
r i to by my frien: ‘a fra m Maryland ranks No. 17 in that | 
O een preceding the one which he has just referred 
} 1d five, tenveiving the expenditure of some $60,000. 
» accede to the request of the gentleman, and the 
t improper in itself at all, because the improvement | 
» be made beyond question, we would have to deny the | 
ht. if that word is the proper word, of others whose | 
‘+h recognition are superior, according to the judg- | 
of the Commissioners. AS - ay, of the sixteen preceding 
nt provision for fiveis made, amounting to an ex- 
$60 Of and if any addition should be made we 
] it to be made out of the other sixteen, instead of the 
Mi ). Does the gentleman mean to,say that there were 
n roads the Commissione sah na age to cena>haieaadietae 
1 or improved, as the cas ay be, in that section of the 
CLEARY Minnesota. Not that section; I referred 
improve ots in the entire District. 
} MUDD. he gentleman know how many there were? 
cCLEA! Minnesota. I can find out by counting. 
are right before the gentleman, on page 515 of the estimates. 
int to say to the gentleman, Mr. Chairman, that she commit- 
was scrupulously careful to look after the interests of that | 
on of the city, and he will find that there are in these five 


is one or two—one certainly, and I think two—that are to be 
ed in the portion of the city to which he refers, They 


1k ahead of the one to which he refers, 


r. MUDD. Ionly find two. 
Mir. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We have provided for the 

The recognition we have given to 
is really out of proportion to the demands. 


part.of the city 








part of the city has been exceptionally well treated. That 
hat I am trying to say. Therefore I am reluctantly con- | 
1ed to « ‘ess tne hope that the « ommitt se Will not agree to 

is amendm , 

Mr. MUDD. I move to strike out the last er The gentle- 

an is right in the statement as to his treatment ¢ f the District. 

nderstand that the present subcommittee hes 4 undertaken to 

lop the city and District imp: irtially and symmetrically, and 

rfectly willing to agree that this committe 0 is endeavoring 

deal fairly with th: , southeastern section of the District. The 

at trouble is, just as was argued, and argued with much force 


the consideration of the naval bill herea few days ago, that the 





» two little roads, 
ph Dade ° of t 


they rec be 
it souths 


zigzag roads, that can not pre- 

» appearance of a street 
e $5,000 each, making $10,000 of specific appro- 
ast section. On the other hand, 
a great, broad, magnificent, central avenue, a road which I say 
my own personal knowledge will, when completed, afford ac- 
muinodation and access to this city to infinitely more people than 
road in that tion. Ido not wish to criticise the District 





sec 








ymmissioners. I do not chink they are liable toit. Weall know 
6 there are not the same facility and convenience in driving over 
portion of the city as there are in driving over the excellent 
‘ts and roads in the northwest section. 
These gentleme n always live in the northwest section, and they | 
» human, an ; it am not complaining that they should do as the 
5 


st of us would likely do, in that the y look most particularly to 
interest of th e section that is most observable to them and 
h which they are most identified. The result is that this sec- 


n of the District over here is like unto an ordinary farm, with | 
aths and winding byways through it that hardly amount to the 


dignity of a country road in comparison with the splendid asphalt 


| this 


| have opened but not graded it. 


| farther than they have because this 


such as this ought to | 


here | 
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paved streets and finely macadamized roads of the northwest 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of 
by the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman. if in order, I res 
the po intof order. Iwould like to inquire of the gentleman f; 
Miz aryl land if there is any existing law authorizing this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman ¢] 
the pe int of order would come too late. 

*. MUDD. It would come too late, but I want to ans 
the saaaeaae I have in my hand now the act approved M: 
3, 1899, five years ago, authorizing the opening and extensi 
street, and by reason of that act the Commissioners h 
already acquired all the property they need for the street, 


t 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. As far out as the District line? 

Mr. MUDD. They have extended the street as far out as the 
District line, but in the matter of grading they need to go m 
$10,000, if appropriated, 
| not go as far as the District line, but it will go to another r 

the Bowen road, or thereabouts—which to a large extent wil 

swer the purposes of the proposed road for a time. It was 

intention of Congress to open and improve to the District line in 
| passing this legislation. 

The question was taken; a nd on a division (demanded 1 
McCurary of Minnesota) there were—ayes 5, noes 22. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I was absent when pag 
was reached, and I would like to ask the consent of the gent] 
in charge of the bill, and unanimous consent, to return to pa 
| te _ nable me to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman specify 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Reserving the right to 
jec t, I would like to know the nature of the amendment. 
| Mr. HEPBURN. On page 18 I want to strike out lines 3 
| 4 and insert: 








tsection s« — le, $18, 


Spree , Bst 


70: Provided, That $3,700 thereof 
, bet ween Eleventh and Twelfth str 





The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
nt to return to ) page 18, to the paragraph consisting of | 


3 and 4, for the purpose of offering the amendment which hi 


consel 


stated. Is there objection? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, I am alw 
| reluctant to object to anything my friend from Iowa wan 


I must object. I donot want to seem or to be unaccommoda 

| The reason for my objection is that these appropriations are m 
accol ding to a schedule authorized in the bill, and we oug! 
to undertake now to specifically direct where we have ah 
given discretion to the Commissioners. Therefore I must ob: 

| Mr. Chairman. 

| The Clerk read as follows: 

And the Commis-ioners of the Distri +t of Colum! 


just the lines of the north side of ¢ 


vin are author 






int street at the northeast corns 
e part of Piney Branch road aban Ss 
to the adjoi ing pr yperty in exchan; L¢ 





16 ling 


wi thin th s of Grant street; in all, $44,000. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman 
the point of order against this section. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota 1 
point of order. Will the gentleman state the } 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
ing law. 


I desire to 


O1Nnt O17 ¢ 


That it is not authorized 


| The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minn 
charge of the bill desire to be heard on the point of order? 
Mr. Mc CLEARY of Minnesota. Is that the one begin 


with line 9? 
oe DAVIS of Minnesota. With line 9; ae 
r. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Why, Mr. Ch Ree, 

that my friend will reserve the point of order ae 
nation of what this really is, 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will do that. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the whole poi 
of this paragraph is simply this: At the place described in 
| bill there is a little angle running out into the street, a little pi 
| of ground cor taining, | perhaps, 200 square feet. In another pla 
right adjoining it there is a recession of about the same size an 

shape. This condition exists at a corner of two streets. The! 
sult is this: That there is a jog or break in each street. By mak 
ing exchange with the owner of the adjoining lot of one piece for 
the other, they being of equal size and of equal value, we straighte 
the two streets.. That is all there is toit. There is only about 
200 square feet of ground in each piece. 

Of course, my friend understands that it is entirely competent 
for the committee to appropriate directly to make this purchase, 


i t 


ex 
ing an ex] 
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but this arrangement enables us to do it without expense to the 
tovernment. 

"7 r. DAVIS of Minnesota. I am informed, Mr. Chairman, that 
there are two committees of this House which have to do with 
the District of Columbia. One is styled ‘‘ the legislative commit- 
toe’? and the other *‘ the appropriations committee.’’ Now, under 
the statement of the gentleman from Minnesota, the chairman of 
this subcommittee, I am very reluctant to make the point of order 
as to the matter involved. But if the appropriation committee 
ean straighten streets and enact legislation in regard to a small 
street of only two or three hundred feet in length I do not know 
any reason why they can not do so in reference to astreet extending 
from one side of the District of Columbia to the other. 

But in view of the smallness of this matter I will say that if the 
tleman will agree not to usurp hereafter all the prerogatives 
of the District of Columbia Committee I will withdraw the point 
of order; otherwise I will make it. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, of course I 
am not authorized to make promises which are binding upon 
anyone except myself. I will simply say to my friend that our 
Appropriation Committee makes earnest effort not to trench upon 
the ground of the other committee—the legislative committee of 
the District of Columbia. Sometimes in making appropriations 
which legitimately come to us the connection of the appropria- 
tion to the improvement or whatever it may be is so close that 
we feel that the District of Columbia Committee itself would say: 
“Do it. That is the shortest way.’? And when that isa clear 
we recommend an appropriation of the kind objected to. 
But nine times out of ten we decline to doit. Itis only whena 
case is so clear that we believe that practically every gentleman 
on the legislative committee would approve it that we consent to 
trench upon their proper prerogatives. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Let me ask the gentleman, this 
does not cost anything? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. This does not cost anything 
at all. Iam very much obliged to my friend from Minnesota for 
withdrawing his point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the point of order made 
by the gentleman from Minnesota will be withdrawn. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For replacing and repairing sidewalks and curbs around public reserva- 
tions and municipal buildings, $10,000. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
the folowing committee amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


_ On page 22, in line 5, after the word “ building,” insert the words “includ- 
ing not exceeding $5,500 for sidewalks and curb around Lincoln Park.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For the reconstruction of the Anacostia bridge, under direction of the 


re) 


Case 


C 
sioners are authorized to enter intoa contract or contracts for the recon- 
ction of said bridge, to be completed within two years from July 1, 1904, 
it a cost not to exceed $250,000, to be paid from time to timeas appropriations 

erefor may be made by law: Provided, however, That before the Anacostia 
ud Potomac River Railroad Company shall use or have any right whatever 
to use the new bridge it shall pay to the collector of taxes of the District of 
I 


tl 
an 

Columbia the entire cost of the pavement lying between the exterior rails of 
the tracks and for a distance of 2 feet from the said exterior rails of said 
tracks on each side thereof and the entire floor system supporting said pave- 
ment, and said collector shall deposit one-half of same in the United States 
rreasury to the credit of the District of Columbia and one-half to the credit 
of the United States: Provided further, That hereafter one-half the cost of 
maintenance and repair of said new bridge shall be borne by the Anacostia 
and Potomac River Railroad Company, and shall be collected in the same 
manner as the cost of laying pavements between the rails and tracks of street 


aa 
provided further, That said railroad company and all other railroad compa- 
nies that may hereafter cross said bridge, as hereinafter provided, shall, in 
addition to the taxes imposed upon said railroads by existing law, pay to the 
collector of taxes the sum of one-fourth of 1 cent for each and every passenger 
carried by said railroads on said bridge, said payment to be made at the time 
and in the manner and subject to the penalties now provided by law for the 
payment of the tax on the earnings of s1id railroads: Provided further, That 
steam power shall not be used on said bridge for traction purposes, and that 
if clectrical conductors or cablesare used to propel cars over said bridge the 
same shall be placed under the floor of said bridge, and the cost of construc- 
tion, maintenance, and repair of said subways necessary to effect same shall 
be defrayed by the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company: And 
provided further, That any other railroad company now or hereafter author- 
ized by Congress to use said bridge shall have the right to use the tracks of 
the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company thereon upon such re- 
ciprocal trackage and such compensation as may be mutually agreed upon, 
and in case of failure to reach such an agreement the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia is hereby given authority and jurisdiction, upon peti- 
tion filed by either party, to fix_and determine the same. That Congress 
reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this provision. 


Mr. OLMSTED. 
word for the purpose—— 
Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, I rise tomake a point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Maryland. 


mmissioners of the District of Columbia, $100,000, and the said Commis- | 


railways as provided for in section 5 of “‘An act providing a permanent form | 
f government for the District of Columbia,” approved June 11, 1878: And | 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last | 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnescta. Will the gentleman from 
Maryland be kind enough to reserve his point of order? 

Mr. PEARRE. If the gentleman from Minnesota will let me 
make the point of order I will consider his request later. I donot 
want, Mr. Chairman, to make the point of order to the whole sec- 
tion, but to the proviso contained between lines 16 and 25 on 
page 23. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland makes the 
point of order against the paragraph extending from line 16 to 
line 25 on page 23. What is the nature of the point of order? 

Mr. PEARRE. It changes existing law on an appropriation 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland desire 
to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. PEARRE. I do not think it is necessary to discussit, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnes 
sire to be heard? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I would like the gentleman 
from Maryland to point out what law it contravenes. 

Mr. PEARRE. It does not contravene existing law, but it isa 
change of existing law, which is a violation of Rule XXI—— 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. What is the law? 

Mr. PEARRE (continuing). In that it changes an existing 
law. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
tleman means? 

Mr. PEARRE. It is a change of existing law, as all new legis- 
lationis. I think the gentleman quibbles about that. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, if I may be heard on this. This 
is a bridge which goes, and over which a railroad goes toward a 
section of the country in which I am interested, which, I suppose, 
may fairly explain my dissenting from the position of my col- 
league in regard toit. The portion of the paragraph referred to 
| by my colleague would ordinarily be subject to a point of order, 
not in that it contravenes or changes any law now upon the stat- 
ute book, but in that it adds a section which has not been law be- 
fore, and that has always been declared to be new legislation. 
| But, Mr. Chairman, we have had a number of decisions within 
the last few days, particularly upon the naval bill, to the effect 
that when a clause or part of a paragraph that would of itself be 
subject to.a point of order has gone in without a point of order 
being made, anything germane to that is then in order. 

Now, the provision for the bridge itself is against both clauses 
of section 2 of Rule XXI, in that itis an appropriation not au- 
thorized by existing law, and in that it changes existing law by 
making a law not now upon the statute books anywhere. I wnder- 
| stand this means a reconstruction, or rather an entire rebuilding 
| of the bridge, and that it does not necessarily follow, nor is it 

altogether likely that it will be placed over exactly the same pi 

tion of the river. Itis not, therefore, a public work or object 
| already in progress, but is a legislative proposition in the bill, 
and passed without a point of order against it. But without con- 
| sidering the early part of the paragraph as to the construction of 
the bridge, it is clear that down to line 16, page 23, we have legis- 
lation, new legislation, in without objection, without a point of 
order, containing quite minute regulations as to the terms on 
which the railroad shall go over the bridge. I want to call the 
attention of the Chair particularly from the bottom of page 22, 
line 24, down to line 16, page 23, where I say the Chair will find 
several regulations as to the terms upon which this railroad shall 
cross the bridge, all of them clearly out of order if a point of order 
had been made to the whole section. Noone will deny that the 
part of the paragraph against which the point of order has been 
made is in every respect germane to what precedes. 

I think, therefore, Mr. Chairman, it is clear that the part of the 


ita de- 


It is new legislation, the gen- 





Y- 
Mm 


gee 


OL ¢ 
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paragraph against which the point of order has been made, if not 
| in order originally has been made so by the action of the com- 
mittee, by practically unanimous consent, in letting these other 


provisions go in to which the part objected to by my colleague is 
germane. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am willing 
to rest the question on the statement made by the gentleman from 
Maryland. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand what sec- 
tion the gentleman means has already been adopted. 

Mr. MUDD. It has not been formally adopted, Mr. Chairman, 
but everything to line 16—from the first proviso on page 22 down 
to line 16 on page 23, where the portion of the paragraph to 
which the point of order now raised begins—while it has not been 
adopted by any affirmative action of the House, has been gone 
over, and the gentleman from Maryland specifically stated that 
he made no point of order as to that. Therefore, that much of 
| this paragraph is before the House, has been discussed, no point 

of order has been made against it, and anything germane to that 
| is now in order. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that as far as that is | matter of this kind appropriating a large sum of money for 
‘ 1. there has been no discussion on the me rits as to this | urgent matter without authority of law. If we are going to 
] 1, The discussion sc mply been as to the point | courage matters of this kind, we had better abolish the District 
, ., | Columbia Committee ha se gaterag 5 

[r MUDD. Nevertheless. Mr. Chairman, Mr. BURKETT. I do not know that I entirely accept t 

f asIu ‘stand, that the point of or “de proposition that this is new matter, Mr. Chairman. Here 
the 1 lit n. AsIu stand my collea; bridge that crosses a stream in the District, and it is 8 a part of 
that no poir ler was 1 against that. Th | streets and highways of this District, and tl he kee ping of them 
D it is to ume that such preceding portion the | We are app ropriating for all of that s sort of improvem: nt. 
p: yh I d to, and certainly anything ger- | not know th: it it is a new matter. I do not know that I am 
ma { come in. If the da i int of order went to the | ing to accept that proposition any more than as to any other 1 
y erent pro] uld be presented. bridg Ww e are authorized to approy riate money. 

Minn 1 Mr. ¢ man, I ¥ aT make the| Mr. McCALL. Did the gentleman say that this bridge i 
’ { i t the % tho! cti mn. za fe? 
* Mr. McCL Y of Mir a. Mr. Chairman, I think the | _Mr, BURKETT. The present bridge, it is reported to 
: t of ord ( »] | unsafe. 
" Mr. DAVIS of Mi ot T think not. It is not authorized | Mr. McCALL. So that it is dangerous for the public to 1 
by existing 1 lis ad ict new legislation. r liable to become so? 

¥ AIRMAN. Certainly it is not to 1 te. Thegentleman Mr. BURKETT. People that were before us even went 
ha right t ake the 7 t of o1 : r. | far. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Ch in, I would ask the gentleman| Mr. BENTON. Thatis what the District Commission 1er 
4 old the point of order fora moment until I can saya | Mr. BURKETT. And not only that, but a good man 
word or two. | who examined it for us, aside from that. In fact, the brid; 

Mr. DAVIS of Mi1 ta. I wish tos just a word. in serious condition. 

1 ‘HATI AN ) sentleman wish to discuss the Mr. McCALL. It is no more subject to the point of order, 
noint of ord seems to me, than it would be to appropriate for the repairin; 
r. DAVIS « ta. Mr. Chairman, I wish to emphasize | a street. 

hing that k ea fewmoments ago. <A short tim .| Mr. BURKETT. The more I think of it, Mr. Chairman, 
[ra the point of i ran i withdre w it upon the theory : less I think it is subject to the point of order. I think it 
suggestion that it + small m em Now we find here a m | order. Weare building Widens in this bill all the while, a: 
{ of nsid aha. ioe rtance, involving many ee rdreds of | viding for street and road improvements. This is right « 0 ) 
t] * dollars, and it is cepeire ntly considered by a com- | principal street, and it is for the rebuilding and fixing up of 
n ‘eally has nothing to do about District legislatic mn. bridge. 
It to methat there ought to be a stop to legis lation of th is | Mr. McCALL. It is not building a new bridg 
kind There will probably be two or three months of this Cc a Mr. BURKETT. We ll,it is practically buil Id ng a new brid 
yet before it adjourns, and if this is necessary legislation it McCLEARY of Minnesota. I submit the y suggesti nt 
seems to me that a bill for this purpose could be introdu ed 3 and | this a not for construction, but for the recenatrnstin of an ex 
hearings had } efore the proper and app ropr riate committe. i | isting work. 
think the Distri t of Columbia C ommitt e is just as much inter-| The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LAWRENCE). Thisisa paragraph 1 
ested in the welfare of the city of Wa shington as any appr opr | ing an appropriation for the reconstruction of the Ana ‘ 
tion commit of this Congress, I ¢ hall therefore insist 1 Bridge. C oupled with this appropriation are certain provis 
the point of order. The first is: 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, before the gentle man insists, | That before the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company s! 

T would ask him to withho!d it for a moment. I would stat ave any ri av? ate na new bridge it shall pay to th 5 ani 
that the condition here is a pretty serious one. | of taxes of the Dis 7 Cidietnti toe entire cost of certain paving. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I think that it ought to be begun | The senaneprorias stipulates that hereafter one-half of th: 

b fore proper -ommittee. of the maintenance and repair of said new bridge shall be born 

Mr. 1 ae hy, ourc ommittee does not run anytl ody by the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company. 
else’ Here is a bridge over here thatisin a danger- | The third proviso is— 


‘en made to us, and we 
nined, is that it is unsafe, and, sp eaking 
I f Congress, I do not want toa ume 
of having namnares as of thousands of people cross 


rery report that has bi 
xat 
a 


ver 





em 4 





at the risk of their live {t isin avery serious con- 
ion. “We ook the matter up and appropriated the money in 
this bill as the best way to do it, probably, and the quickest way 
to get at it. 
9 DAVIS of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield? 


. BURKET' 
DAVIS « 


¥y es. 


Mr. Minnesota. If this bridge is in suc th dangerous 








CC a m, has not that’fact been kn wo for some time? 
BURKETT. No; I will say that the seriousness of it has 

a i n known until quite re ly 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Tt i isa ‘matter, is it not, for legisla- 
tion? 

Mr. nih RKETT, Oh, I think that probably all of the bridge 
bills ve gone through on a1 oe priation pill, I think this is 
a cr m practice, as I remember it 


in i 
( TMST 


Mr. "ED. Is it not acc out inuation of a public work? 

Mr. B! REE’ rT. Yes; itisa public work. The gent nasks 
why it has not been considered by the other commiti [ will 
state that Iam not a member of the othe committe It came 


befor 


con 


has gi 


e our subcommittee on this approp riation bill “er we gave it 
ration and brought it in. 
DAVIS of Minnesota. I understand 1 


ven it consideration and the s sub commit 








hat the gentleman 
e has given 1t 


nm 


con 


sideration, but from the statement of the ge stile man now it seems 
to be mi itter of consi iderable i importance. 

Mr. BURKETT tis a very serious matter. 

Mr DAV IS of ‘Mines ota. Therefore it seems to me that it 
ought to come before the other committee. It is possible that 
some of the gentlemen on that committee are very much inter- 
ested the welfare of the District of Columbia. I know that I 
am for one, and would like to have this mi utter disc assed al 
have hearings uponit. Now, ee seems another com! nittee usury 


the province of the District Committe e and col nes 3 in here with a 


> | 





1 


t 


That sai 
hereaft 


railroad company and all other railroad companies the at 
; 
| t 


r cross said bridge, as herein afte r provided, shall, in additi 
es imposed mpon said rai ilroads by 


4h 


xisting law, pay to t! 
axes the sum of one-fourth of 1 cent for each and ever y passenger carr 
| said railroads on said bridge. 

The fourth provisois that steam power shall not be us 
| said bridge for traction purposes. 

* The final proviso is— 

That any other railroad company now or hereafter authorized by 
gress to u: d bridge shall have the right to use the tracks of the 
tia and Potomac River Railroad Company thereon upon such rec 
trackage and such compensation as may be mutually agreed upon. 

The Chair has read, he t] “oy sufficient of the ee to: 3] 
that they are all legislative in that they propose to en 
where none now exists; and the enacting of law where none n 
exists has always been construed to be a change of existing 1 
The Chair must hold that these provisos are new legisia‘ion 
hus obnoxious to Rule XXI. The point of order is there! 
sustained. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I should like to understan’ 
the extent of the roling of the Chair. Does the Chair rule 
the original provision is out of order, or simply that the provis 
attached thereto are out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, upon the point of order rais 

1eld that the provisos contained new legislation. The Chi: 
— go so far as to rule an appropriation for the reconstruction « 
1 bridge was not in order. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
applied to the whole section. 


1 
18 co 








> Sait An 





ot 


+ 
,; 4 


r < 
il A 


a 
2 


4 


The point of order, as I underst 


On 


| The CHAIRMAN, It seems to the Chair that as the provis: 
embrace new legislation, and as the provisos are part of the pend- 
ing section, the whole section goes out. 


FL_pDYy 


Mr. Mc CLEA Lie X * 
to offer a substitute f 


in¢ 


Minne: 


or this sec 


Then, Mr. Chairman, I desire 
I ask unanimous consent 


sot a. 
‘tion. 


| that the section be laid aside until the substitute section can be 
| perfected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 


mous consent that he may later return to this part of the bill for 
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t] se of offering a substitute for the paragraph which has Mr. Chairman, I want to say that in the city where I live, a city 
} ‘ken out. Is there objection? of about 40.000 inhabitants, I have at my res : rat 
, ,AVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, if I can reserve the | wire a telephone service which, so far 
: make a point of order upon the substitute I have no ob- | ness are concerned, is far superior to w 
this city, for $36 a year. 
HW \IRM: AN. Oh, certainly; the substitute will be sub- Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman—— 
, of order. | The CHAIRMAN. Does the gent] 
k read as follows: | the gentleman from Iowa? 
ral supplies, repairs, new batteries, and battery supplies, tele- Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly. 
10 A | 

























| purchase, wire for exten m of the » telogre pa an teleph me Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask the gentlema 
nes and instruments, purchase of poles, tools, insulat ‘ all oe nee seed - i ones 
onieand, ateunatenn:.tom vem ks, stationery, printing, It is s ated here that the rate charged to a p 2 1 ina 
é d harness, washit r, blac ksmithing, f extra labor, new om elling hous« is $i2 a vear. 
f stable and storeroom, and other necessary items, $15,000 . BARTLET Yes 
ARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amend- | Mr. L ACEY. There is a statute fixing the rate. W he 
I hich I sent to the desk. amount t fixed ns the statut 
erk re ad a s follows: | Mr. BARTLETT. Fifty dollars on a single wire, § vhere 
f line 19 on page 29 add the following: there are two on a wire, $30 where there ar nre¢ vire. and 
That no part of the - = erein appropriated shall $25 where t] ror un Di 
pa ment to any person or telephone company doing business “te T ’ < = ' ‘ i 
of Columbia for the hire of or use of any telephone or for any ees LAC ; f I unde 
‘e.except at the following rates: Fifty dollars per annum for | tion if 1s that the Gov ner 3 - 
pt BES Wire for each tel leph D th re being not | priation bill will be so limited that tl V 
y )per annum for each telephone, there being not | > .....34 a I ae aes ll ; ge 
€ 2% for each telephone, there being four or more | PeTmutt d to pay thi company more than t a € it to 
v ao ntract all be made with any pe: son or tele- | accept for tha kind of servicers 
pany in excess of the charges herein speci fied." | Mr. BARTLETT. Yes 
Mr. § ; v. SMITH. I reserve a point of order upon Mr. LACEY. And at the present they are refusing to obey 
AMUEL V I 
t] tion. the law as to pri Vv ~~ ~-veifgervegpadaaahaadi Amu tof t I 
fr. SARI ‘LETT. Ishould like to know what the gentleman's Mr. BARTLETT. 1S, SIT 
! rder is? | Mr. LACEY. And it is prop sed, so far as the Governn is 
3A MUI 1L W. MITH. First, let me ask the gentleman | concerned 
v E resent r in S$ are: Mr. BART ‘LETT. To limit the amount. 
ARTLETT. The present rates are whatever the telephone Mr. LACEY (continuing). That it would not pay the money 
c iy mages them. unless it take the amount as fixed by statute as t 
A} MUEL W. SMITH. What do they make them? Mr. BARTLETT. That is right. 
TLETT. Iunderstand that they make them tothe de- Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman |] W ut 
I ents in the District of Columbia about the sums that I have | became of the series of lawsuits that were begun whet 
‘ S.,. 3 mm lia} wager tar = ‘ 
q lin thisamendment. That is what I understand. people, I think, attacked the rates as unlawful or unreaso 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I should like to know what they | the system as ol jectionable? 
a enerally, 1e ¢ oO ashington? r. LTLETT. can only give the history of the lawsnui 
f lly, in the city of Washington? Mr. BARTLETT. I nly give the hist t 
BARTLETT. The telephone rates in the public depart- | down to 1901, as evidenced by the report of the d n 
ments of the District of Columbia, according to a letter that I | Supreme Court of the United States, which I hold in my | 
h seen this morning, addressed to the gentleman who has this | volume 186, United States Reports: but as the re of 1 
harge, are in accordance with the rate fixed by the act of ; vestigation of the local court in the District of Col r 
Jul ), 1898, directed to be made by the Supreme Court of the United States I 
That act provides (paragraph 5): | have no information. 
from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful forany per- | Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. My understanding is t 
B : telephone company doing business in the District of ¢ ‘olum bia to finally disposed of out of court. and in sor v ; 1 
r receive more than $# per annum for the use of a telephone ona tir 1 of the peonle was not improved in ry 
t @; ) for each teleph yne, there being not more than two ona noe atte. aes I aes pit oe ae ae _— 7 
' $ ea telephone, there being not more than three on a wire, and | Tece liection of the press re pe rts « "as 
$ ich telephone, there being four or more on the same wire. | Mr. BARTLETT. + not undert » to 1 } 
telephone rates to private individuals are about $78 per | preme Court decided ir "this ase, reported i 


nited service. That limited service permits you to | eighty-sixth volume, in ane e of the Chesapeake and 








sen twelve hundred local messages and no more, as I see from a | Telephone Company against Manning 

c uct w it | have, and charges 5 ce cshediitianad for every mes Congress had in 1898, on the District appropriation bill, ] 
Bare twelve hundred. Now, I have here a memorandum of | a law substantially almost in the words \ ch I 

t rges paid by the hotel where I board, the Riggs House. | thisamendment. The act of June 30, 1898, pr 

1 there $126 a year for the mere privilege of having a tele- | charges for telephone service in the District of Colm 


p ut in the hotel, and then the hotel is charged 3 cents a | not or ly with reference to the services re 








n or 4,000 messages, and after 4,000 messages that charge | ment and the departments in the District of Colm it what 
is 4 cents a message: so cook suswering the gentleman's question, | they should charge to the citizens of the Distri l 
it r atin hotels the charges are $126 perannum. In resi- | Now, I have not undertaken to remedy the evil ca 

and offices of individuals the compan y now charges $78 a | tortion: en exorbitant ¢ : ut 
y r the instrument with a limited service and extra for all | of this District, because I would be met wv ’ t 
I ver acertain number. I have had some little experience | least, that aunt isla n. If I ecould.Iw lon 
V the on [ had a contract for a telephone in an office in the House offer an amendment 
W i have herein the Bond Building, and they charge me $ Sai the thre ats of the p sale aot 0 

> service, charging me 5 cents extra for every message | est nation on the face of the earth. thi 
6 m the office exceeding three per day,as I understand it. exorbitant, and extorti 
\MUEL W. SMITH. I should like toask the gentleman, | tleman raises the point Oo r wh y 
6 any difference between the charge for telephones in offices | the Government from extortior 
a ate residen ” Mr. GAINES of Tenne . How mucl ( ( 
RTLETT. ae never had a residence in Washing- | pay the telephone compxny? 

pt at the hotel, and Ido not know. I think there are Mr. BARTLETT. That is what I 
: upon this floor Tee can give their experience as to | Chairman, it is remarkable 
: arges of this company. the Government may sfied 

[EPBURN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit | of the Government 
; an state that I paid $72 per year for a phone ina residence, | the Government is 41 
; same kind of service that 1 get at home for $24, and that | tolls an rates th TOV 

he privilege of a rebate of $12, provided I do not use the | an act which the cor t 
| ra period of three months. Butif I = use it three | tutional and void: but 
is, | have got to pay $72 less $12. I think there is an extor- | of the Government's hat it 
t bout it that is most unwarrantable and that ought in some | this District 

r other to receive the condemnation of this Congress. We Mr. GAINES of Tenne 
it not to be pillaged in the way that we are by these gentle- | pany for telephones 1 
4 Ley 


: Mr. BARTLE!? I do not t 
Mr B c 1 ' 
Mr. BARTLETT. I thoroughly agree with the gentleman from | per annum for each telephor 


lowa, as I ge nerally do in matters not political. ' there are two on a wire, $30 wher 
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$25 where there are four or more on a wire. Now,I donot know 
whether that is carried out in all the Departments of the Govern- 
ment, because I had not made the inquiry as to the other Depart- 
ments; but the District government office and the Census Office 
pay that amount. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
Government hire? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have no idea. According to the letter 
which I have seen, about $3,000 is paid for the telephones for the 
District of Columbia—that is, for the public business of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. I understand there is about $800 or more paid 
in the Census Office. Further than that I have not been able to 
make inquiry. 

Mr. SA MUEL W. SMITH. I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Georgia that I simply reserved the point of order. I am 
heartily in sympathy with the gentleman from Georgia, and I in- 
tend to withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It is not subject to the point of order. I 
was satisfied the gentleman would withdraw it. It is simply to 
have a limitation placed on the expenditure of the money. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
desires to withdraw his point of order? 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, in order that I may ask a question of the gentleman in 
charge of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to withdraw his point of order. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr.BARTLETT. The gentleman withdraws it, and it ought 
to be withdrawn, because there is no reason in the rule why it 
could be sustained, because it is drawn in accordance with the 
law as it is now, and therefore it is not a change of existing law. 
It simply carries out the existing law and limits the expenditure 
of this money under the terms of the law that is now upon the 
statute books. 

Mr. LACEY. AsI understand, this amendment will not—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to say to the committee further 
they now already charge the government of the District of Colum- 
bia the same as provided for by this amendment. It is well for 
us to see that they shall not exceed it, and that they shall charge 
no more to the other Departments, and make them obey the law, 
and for myself I would be willing to put any proper limitation 
upon this extortionate monopoly in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


How many machines does the 


word. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota has the 
floor. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield to the gentleman 


from Iowa? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. As I understand the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Georgia it will not change the proposition so far as the 
District is concerned, because the company is not overcharging 
the District; they yield to the law as to the District. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. But they are doing it under 

yrotest. 

, Mr. LACEY. But they are doing it under protest. Now, there 
is a very simple way of getting at this—two ways. One is to re- 
peal their franchise, and another is to grant a franchise to a rival 
company. This franchise is subject to be amended and repealed 
at any time by Congress. Why not bring in a bill repealing this 
franchise for that company which, for the last six or seven years, 
has not only given the worst service that has ever been given in 
any city in the United States, but is charging these extortionate 
prices in defiance of the acts of Congress? Why not bring ina 
bill repealing their charter? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in reply to my 
friend from Iowa, I would say this: That such a thing would be 
legislation, hence not within the province of the Committee on 
Appropriations. That is the function of the legislative commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. Andif I understand the purpose 
of my friend from Michigan | Mr. SamvuEL W. Smiru] in raising 
the point of order at all, it was to indicate that the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, of which he is the ranking member, has 
in contemplation some action which will bring this company to 
terms. 

As has been said, Mr. Chairman, the company accepts from the 
District the terms provided by the law which has been referred 
to, but it does so under protest. 
lines at $50, one two-party line at $40, one four-party line at $24, 
and two extension stations at $21, making an aggregate of $2,277. 

I want to add for the further information of the House that for 
the interoffice work the District has its own telephone system, 
which is not subject to this company at all. It comes in touch 


There are forty-three one-party. 





with this company only when it desires to communicate with the 
citizens outside of the offices. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentloman 
from Georgia? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Dcesnotthe gentleman think this company 
possessing as it does the right to use the streets under various act, 
of Congress, and those various acts reserving the right to revoke 
the grant at pleasure, but without compensation—does he not 
think something ought to be done either to revoke the grant to 
use the streets that Congress has granted tothem with this reser. 
vation or make the company reduce its charges and give better 
service? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, again I reply 
that that matter belongs to the legislative committee of the [js 
trict of Columbia. It is only fair to the company, howeyer. to 
say—and I am not occupying the attitude of a defender of it, be. 
cause I believe the rates ought to be lower—that the kind of seryice 
rendered is the metallic service, which was not installed at tho 
time these rates were fixed. I have examined into the matter, jut 
I understand that is the ground upon which the company claims 
that these rates fixed before the metallic service was initiated 
would not be fair and does not apply to this improved kind of 
service. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May Isay tothe gentleman that in my own 
town the metallic service has been put in, and instead of increas- 
ing the price it has remained the same. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I may say to the gentleman 
that in my own town I was one of those who started a company 
which has greatly reduced the cost of telephone service there, 
and I am in entire sympathy with him in this matter of reducing 
cost and improving service, but—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman speaks of the Dis- 
trict owning a system of its own. How did it get it and what 
kind of a system is it and is it a competing company? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 1 am advised by the Engineer 
Commissioner that it owns the lines and owns the power furnish- 
ing the electricity. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, 
other telephone system? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is the property of the Dis- 
trict; it does not do any commercial business. It belongs to the 
District for the uses of the District in connecting one oftice with 
another. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
ask the gentleman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman suggests that he 
has means of correcting this evil in some other form, yet with the 


What connection has it with this 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to 


extortion that has been going on so long, with the contem))t this 
company has shown to Congress, unless we get a speedy remedy 
will not the users of this telephone system perish in the desert 


before they reach the promised land? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in answer to 
the inquiry of my friend from Indiana, I will say that our appr 
priation has only to do with the service rendered to the District, 
and for this service no overcharge has been made. Very prop- 
erly, this question of high charges to individuals has not }een 
brought to the attention of the Committee on Appropriations. 
Such matters belong to the legislative committee of the District 
of Columbia. I understand that that committee has this question 
under consideration. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. There is a bill before the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. There is a bill before the com- 
mittee now to consider this whole question, which belongs to them 
and not tous. We appropriate merely for the telephone service 
for the District of Columbia, which, as has been said, is being paid 
for at the rates provided by law. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa offers the follow- 
ing amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, this is my handwriting, 201 
I will read it myself. I offer the following amendment: 


Add to the poeaees, the following: ‘‘Provided, That the above rates 2n¢ 
no more may be charged by the telephone companies doing business in t!\° 
District of Columbia to their patrons receiving service in private residences, 
and any violation of the above provision is hereby declared to work a [0 
—s of all rights to conduct a telephone business in the District of Colum- 
ia.” 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I suggest to the gentleman that he ad 
the word “‘ offices,’ as well as private residences? ; 

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not want to do that, because I did not 
know but that the service for offices might vary, while that tur 
residences is substantially the same, 
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Chairman, I believe there ought to be some legislation of 


t} id. This telephone company has been in defiance of the 
act Congress now for nearly six years. There is an act limit- 
ing the price that they may charge for service. They completely 
a rd it. probably because there is no penalty attached to it. 

T io provision working a forfeiture of their charter in case 


lation, and therefore they have been willing to litigate the 

, in the court and to go on with their robbery. I think 

that this will have a beneficial influence upon them if we can 
; amendment. 

CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from lowa to the amendment offered by the 

n trom Georgia. 


7 juestion was taken, and the amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment as 
au at Ae 


The question was taken, and the amendment as amended was 





agreed to. [Applause. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

lical inspectors: For twelve medical inspectors of public schools, 

four whom shall be of the colored race, at $500 each, $6,000: Provided, That 
g rs shail be appointed by the Commissioners only after competi 
' nination, and shall have had at least five years’ experience in _ 

at edicine in the District of Columbia, and shall perform the 

t le » direction of the health officer and according to rules for cord 





ated from time to time by him, which shall be subject to the approval of the 
board of education and the Commissioners. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, in lines 21 and 22 on page 
38 I move to strike out the words *‘ four of whom shall be of the 
colored race.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Lines 2] and 22 on page 38, strike out the words “four of whom shall be of 
the red race.” 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the billif it is not a fact that this provision has stood 
in the law several years, and that the board of directors or Com- 
missioners, or Whoever may be in charge of the public schools, 
have 
to fill the positions? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I will say that this provision 
for medical inspection has been in the bill only one year. But it 
is true, Mr. Chairman, that the Commissioners have failed to find 
the full number of four colored physicians this last year. 

Mr. COWHERD. Does the gentleman mean 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
gentleman will notice that there are a number of requirements, 
among others that appointees shall have been five years in practice 
within the District. What has been said does not mean that the 





Commissioners could not tind four colored physicians competent 
to tf i¢ positions, but they could not find four who had been in 
pra »in the District five years and who would accept appoint- 
ment 

Mr. COWHERD. How many medical inspectors have been 
appointed? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. All of the white inspectors. 


Mr. COWHERD. There have been eight, then. How many 


colored? 
Mr. McCLE ARY of Minnesota. Three, I think, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. COWHERD. As a matter of fact, then, there is no ne- 
cessity for twe ne inspectors. 
_ Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The law provides for twelve. 
rhe simple fact is that there is work left undone by reason of 
tae nonappointment of the other colored physician. 
Mr. COWHERD., I want tosay frankly that I very much doubt 


whether there ever was a necessity for twelve medical inspectors 


to inspect the schools of this city. I think it is more than prob- 
able that one-half of that number would have been sufficient to 
perform the necessary duty in that regard. I think, however, if 
there ae twelve necessary, and we are going to appropriate for 
twelve. let as say ‘‘ twelve medical inspectors."" Then, if they 
nD 


eed four or five or six colored men to inspect the colored schools, 
the Commissioners employ them. If they need only one, let 
the Commissioners employ that one. But it seems to me, Mr. 
airman, it can not be excused on the ground of good legisla- 
un and good conscience that we put into this bill that they 
mld have ** four of the colored race,” when we know by expe- 
rience that we can not find men in the District of Columbia that 
are qualified for the place. It looks very much to me like it might 
be a sop thrown to these people for political reasons, and I there- 
fore move to strike it out of the bill. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, It does not follow at all that 
ecause it was not possible to secure the full 
year or this current year. the first year in which the bill is operative, 
that it will not be possible to find them during the coming year. 
The difficulty, as I understand it, has been to secure men properly 


tr 
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qualified, who have had five years’ service or pra w 1 the 
District. Now, each year removes that difficulty, and it s 1s to 
me that the paragraph ought to stand just as ihere 1s a 
| large number of colored people in this Dist ! er 
80,000, and I am sure that my friend is too aman to suggest 
deliberately that this committee belittled itself by pandering in 
so important a matter to the colored race f l 
That suggestion is unworthy of th: nt L 
Mr. COWHERD. I hope the gentleman will u1 
I supposed the suggestion comes from some other sou 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. But the committee is res} 
sible for what goes into the bill It is not respons sug 
gestions, but is responsible for the bill, and the cor put 
| this into the bill because it felt it should, just as r 
| colored schools, colored teachers, and colored normal si 
The condition is here, and we have tried to face it maufully and 


been utterly unable to find four men of that race competent | 


| 


The difficulty being this: The | 


number of four last | 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment d 
by the gentleman from Missouri 

The question was taken; and on a division ma d by Mr 

| COWHERD) there were—ayes 17, noes 27, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingent expenses, including furniture, books. books of re 
and periodicals, stationery, printing, ice rchase ar 
for high schoo! cadets, and b a 
Geatelileerareere ed horse for ysuperinter t. $ 
authorized to be issued by th » War Department t 
District of Columbia anal hereafter beissued without: 
shall be insured from loss by fire. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman. beginning with 
the word ‘** Provided,” in line 5, page 40, 1 would like to reserve 
the point of order on that proviso, which continues to the end o 
that particular section, for the purpose of asking the gentlem: 
in charge of the bill what the present provision of the law is ab 
the War Department issuing arms to high school cade t 
whether that practice is limited by law to the District of Colun { 

Mr. BURKETT. No: it is not. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. No; it is not 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. If such is not the case, then I off 
an amendment and move to strike ont, in lines 6 and 7, page 40, t 
words ‘*‘ of the District of Columbia 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7, strike out the v 5 f the I tof ¢ nbia 

The CHAIRMAN. The que m is on the an ner 1 
by the gentleman from Mic “| 

Mr. McCLEARY M } I 1 
the purpose of the gentleman's a1 
limitation as to the Distri ive all b 
sc = stand upon the same f t 

Mr. SAMU EL. W. SMITH Yes 

Mr. McC LEARY of Mi ta. Very well; th: mmit 1 
no objection to that amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agr g to thea 1 
ment offered by the gentleman from Mi 

The question was taken, and the amendine was agreed ft 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, 1 move to strike out, 
on page 40, beginning with the word **inc!] ! e3.w 
follows. down to and including the word ** dollars n line 
other words, to strike out the words “* incluc ve ‘ 
for the superinten lent. $35,000." 

The CH AIR} MAN. The Clerk will report t! 

The Cle rk re 1d as follows: 

In tine 3, a aieteer aati the w , t 
cluding livery of h » for the superintendent, £35,000 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman,I think I ha Tal 
a mistake. I do not wish to strike out the w aia e 
thousand dollars.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report > 
modified. 

The Clerk read as follor ws: 

Strike out the words “ir ng livery of 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on t amet el 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota Mr. Chairma to sav but 
a few words on that proposition. It seer 
considerable discussion her ore in this be 
propriety of furnishing livery horses \ t 
District. I am informed that the suy sa 

| sufficient salary for the services r tl 
chairman of the committee can ow t S 
sary that he should have a horse and that is ir 
to furnish the same, I think the amendment | 

| Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Cl rer to 

my colleague from Minnesota I will say that he will novice that 


fairly and squarely. 
as it is. 


I think the provision ought to remain just 
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this provision is simply for the livery of the horse. As a matter 
of fact, the horse and carriage both belong to the superintendent. 
They are his private property, bought and paid for with his own 
money. The only thing provided for here is the livery of that 
horse. 

The gentleman will remember that the superintendent of 
schools has supervision of all the schools within the District of 
Columbia. The District covers about 70 square miles. The 
schools are scattered all over the District. A large part of them 
are away out in the country, where they are not accessible by 
street-car lines. It is a matter of necessity that he should have 
this horse and carriage. It is unlike the situation which exists 
with reference to schools in most cities. Itis a matter of neces- 
sity for him to go by carriage to the country. 

In many cases carriages and the horses with which to haul them 
have been purchased out of the public fund and maintained in 
the administration of the affairs of the District. This gentleman 
from the beginning has owned his own horse and has paid all the 
expenses of its maintenance except its livery. It did seem to the 
committee that in simple justice he is entitled to transportation, 
and it was only fair to allow him the livery for that horse, so use- 
ful and necessary in the discharge of his duty. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I would like to have an explanation 
as to what is the full meaning of the word ‘‘livery.’? What is 
comprehended by that word? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The keep of a horse—that is, 
the feed and the care, like the grooming, etc. It does not include 


horseshoeing; it does not include the furnishing of blankets; it | judgment of the committee that this is what we shall do as s 
I would understand the | as we can reach it wisely. 


does not include other similar expenses. 
word ‘livery’ to mean the feeding and the grooming. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Does not the salary of this superin- 

‘tendent warrant him in providing from his own pocket for the 
feeding and cleaning of his horse? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I presume that in one sense 
the answer should be ‘‘ yes,’’ but in another sense it should be 
‘‘no.’’ The salary of the superintendent of schools in Washing- 
ton is not so large as the salary of similar officers in most other 
cities of the same size. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. What is the salary? 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Four thousand dollars a year. | man in charge of the bill state how many books and of what char- 
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| 





Marcy 2, 


a 


answer to my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] I will pay 
that this kindergarten work is a new part of the school work ¢ 
the District of Columbia. I think it has been in existence {5 
only five or six years. It began with a very small appropriat ion. 
and has gradually been extended. Itis in its experimenta] stage. 
The question whether we should make specific appropriations of 
raised in the hearings, and those in authority—those who babe 
the direction of school affairs in the District—thought it woulq 
be well to go on for at least one year more under this policy, }je. 
cause it enables them to apply this sum with greater flexi})jlit, 

The subcommittee could not say exactly how many of thess 
kindergartens there should be, and those in charge of the work 
were not prepared to make a definite recommendation. Tho 
question lies between the number of schools and the salaries { 
the teachers in those schools. The school authorities have iried 
to balance these elements. They have tried to extend the system 
so far as they could without crippling the teaching force by pay- 
ing too small salaries. On the other hand, they have trie) jy 
pay as large salaries as they could without crippling the extep. 
sion of the service. The pith of the argument is this: [} was 
thought that by giving this lump sum the plan would work ont 
with greater elasticity, and that was the idea that prevailed with 
the committee. If on further investigation and with larver ex. 
perience we find it would be better to do in this case as we do 
with the other teachers under our school system, we shall cer- 
tainly adopt that method of proceeding, and I may add it is the 


ir 


on 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For text-books and school supplies for use of pupils of the first eight crades, 
who at the time are not supplied with the same, to be distributed by 
perintendent of public schools under regulations to be made by the | 
education of the District of Columbia, and for the necessary expens 

urchase, distribution, and preservation of said text-books and 

52,500: Provided, That the board of education, in its discretion, is a 
to make exchanges of such books and other educational publications 
hand as may not be desirable for use. 


Mr. OLMSTED. I move to amend by striking ont the last 
word, for the purpose of seeking information. Can the ¢ 


ne 
ntle 


a 
] 
i 

a 


In many cities of the size of this the superintendent is paid $5,000 | acter it is proposed to purchase for this great sum of $52,500? 


or $6,000. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in answe? to 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnésota. I would suggest, then, that if the | the question of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I will say that 
salary of this officer is not large enough, it should be raised; but | 


we should not increase his salary under the guise of paying the 
livery for his horse. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is a very small sum. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I hope the amendment will prevail. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I hope the amendment will 
not prevail. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to ask the gentlemen in charge of the bill a question in connec- 
tion with this matter of salaries. 
bill there is a provision that— 

In assigning salaries to teachers no discrimination shall be made between 
male and female teachers employed in the same grade of school and perform- 
ing a like class of duties; and it shall not be lawful to pay, or authorize or re- 
qure to be paid, from any of the salaries of teachers herein provided, any 
portion or percentage thereof for the purpose of adding to salaries of higher 
or lower grades. 

Now, as I understand, that provision is inserted on the theory 
that itis better to provide specifically for all these salaries and 
not have the superintendent apportion the amounts; yet I find that 
in almost the next clause there is a provision— 

For kindergarten instruction, $35,000. 

An appropriation in a lump sum which allows the superintend- 
ent to do exactly what in the previous part of the bill we have 
forbidden him to do with reference to the other grades. I under- 
stand that a smaller sum is paid to the kindergarten principals 
than to the principals of the primary schools, who have even less 
to do; that while these have been raised by this bill to a minimum 
of $500 a year, the kindergarten teachers are much below that. I 
should be glad if the gentleman from Minnesota would explain 
this discrepancy. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I do not get 
the exact point that my friend would like to have me cover in my 
explanation. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. My question is why these 
most poorly paid kindergarten teachers should be provided for in 
a lump sum of $35,000, instead of apportioning it to the different 
teachers, as is done in all the other classes? I will suggest to the 
gentleman my suspicion is that the appropriation is put in this 
form because the superintendent is ashamed to show how very 
small the sumis that is paid to some of the kindergarten teachers. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, by way of 


I notice that on page 385 of the | 
; 200,000 books. 





in this District we have what is known as the free schoo!l-book 
system; that is, the children in the first eight grades are provided 
with school books at public expense. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Can you state how many pupils there «re in 
those eight grades? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
45,000, as I remember. 

Mr. OLMSTED. This provides for thé supply of books to those 
who at the time are not supplied with the same. I assume from 
that that the most of them are already supplied. Yet this appro- 
priation would, I should say, be sufficient for the purchase 


Somewhere from 4),(() to 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Well, each child requires (ni 
a number of books. This fund is to make good the wor 
books and to supply the incoming pupils in the ordinary incre:s 
of the schools. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The supply, and exchange particularly, 0! 
school books is a matter that has given rise to a great deal of con- 
troversy and a good deal of scandal in some cities, but if the gen- 
tleman states that he has investigated this matter carefully and 
thinks this is a necessary appropriation, I shall not oppose it. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I will say, Mr. Chairman, th‘ 
we follow the estimates of those in authority having this matte: 


art 


| immediately at heart and having the best information obtaina 


in regard to it. 
FREE LECTURES TO THE PEOPLE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RIDER. Mr. Chairman, the lectures aim to Americ. 
the foreigner and to stimulate the American. Theysubstitute r- 
creation that is clean, healthful, and constructive for amusem: 
that are often crass, unwholesome, and destructive. They m 
for law and order, for knowledge and good reading. They : 
emphatically an extension of the public school. To express t" 
purpose and character in terms of mathematics, the free lect 
are to the adult as the public school is tothe child. They “brim 
culture to the uncultured;’” they are both a university for tu° 
busy and a workingman’s college. 

So long as there are ignorant masses in a community, so Ic ng 
should its public system of education provide for them; so iv 
as there are classes eager for guidance along technical lines, *” 
long should boards of education supply such instruction in a for 
available to the working people; so long as there are half-ed'- 
cated individuals craving a wider culture, solong should the pu 







































































CONGRES 


ol supply school-extension courses. Only thus can the 
a standard of life be raised and the material interests 
ap distractions be crowded out by intellectual joys, thus 

ing the evil of cities with their good. 

ad of the hunger for knowledge among the people makes the task 
education yea ‘ly more important. 
eer in the movement was the city of New York. Six- 
ago this January, upon the suggestion of Mayor Abram 
< Flewitt, the board of education received a small appropriation 

tures, and the first course of free lectures to the people was 
+tompted in connection with the public school system. The first 
of lectures to the people was from January, 1889, to April, 
There were 186 lectures, and the attendance was 22,149, 

in average attendance of 119 adults Pe r lecture. 

So encouraging was this expe ‘rimental short course, both to edu- 
eator ae ithe public, that it was c ontinued and lengthened and 
i] blished. Now the course runs each year from October 
to Mav. and its statistics are such that Hon. Ch: irles R. Skinner, the 
of al head of the State public school system, spoke of them in 
May, 1901 ‘*almost beyond belief, unless we reflect a moment 
unon the magnitude of this great city. 

In that year and the follc wing the statistics 
first half year’s course as follows: 


4 ut 


nrmly sha 


, as 


contrast with the 


| Lec 





Attend- 


tures. ance. 
Jani 1ary, 1889, to April, ce ae eal 186 22.149 
I -ourse, October, 19%), to May, 1901__......--..-- 1,963 553, 558 
Fourteenth course, October, 1901, to May, 1902 ..........-.-- 2, 243 585. 908 


take in 


| 
city, and the figures seem in- 


n February, 1902, the lecture course was extended to 
all the boroughs of the ‘* greater ”’ 
deed stupendous. 

FOR ALL BOROUGHS. 


Attend- 


ance. 


wT 

‘ Numt ver of 
a 

Course. lectures 


. 3, 172 
sce ss gk ia a asada aise ah aod le tha ae ans sana ba 4,221 1, 


928, 251 


204, 126 


Vith an average attendance for the two years of 288 adults per 


id be impossible to pass from a contemplation, however 
f, of t] lese amazing figures without a — of appreciation of 

1 who has from the first year, and almost from the first 

month, systematized this vast movement. The New York super- 

tures, He nry M. Leipziger, Ph. D., is a man of frail 
jue and delicate health, yet so intense is his wise enthusiasm 
i the spread of learning and culture among the masses that the 
lectures have developed and increased with a momentum that 
| suggest to the uninitiated a bo undless physical force be- 
| them instead of the intellectual discipline and the spiritual 

to which alone they have been subjected. 

re a more deeply has the movem«s ent gained the respect } 

in the cumnanite, and it is perhaps the only branch o 

1 system that no one has wante od to ‘‘ reform.”’ 

. remarkable tribute to the work of the system of free lectures under 
f the board of education that they form the sing re which 
escaped ¢ nsure, but received unanimous appro ul. Our public 

being steadily sul jec ted toa fire of criticism. argely undeserved; 

t the free-lecture movement for working men and working women 
1 al » O1 aly warm admiration indicates that its excellence is genuine 


hiy 


nise 
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t ¢ iSses 


eh Pte 
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ie forty-third annual report of the trustees of Cooper 
that great monument to the munificence of a whole fam 
ular scientiiic education—appeared these words about 
transfer of its free-lecture system to the board of education: 
angement was * * * made with the department of public edu- 
irrying on the work in Cooper U This work has since 
nat proportions. eee seetes s of let tures giver in every part oF the 
nany of the public schools. There is no part of our educational s 
valuable or more effective, and the succes 4ss of the board of e duca- 
aching the masses of the people through this instrumentality is a 
t of general congratulation. 


prs) 


nion. 












ter a sufficiently wide interest had been awakened by the 
‘y free-lecture courses, a successful attempt was made in New 
rx to unify some of the lectures into connected systematic set 
three and five, and so on, with a consistent educational pur- 
pose In view. The lecturer made a more or less elaborate sylla- 
s and bibliography of his proposed work, and desk libraries of 
reference books were established on his platform. 
Six lectures on English romantic poets of the early nineteenth 
century. 


af Six lectures on modern methods and instruments and the starry 
1eavens. 


Might lectures on heat as a mode of motion. 
Six lectures on English writers of the present era, 
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Six lectures on ninteenth century literature, the greater English 
novelists. 

Many evidences of serious reading in connection with the k s have 
been given, and many e olen of scientific | cS W pu ised by auditors 
t supple ment the teaching of the lecturer 

Notice able has be *n the increase in culture on the pat ‘ s e 
lectures have been continuously given 

The courses of lectures at some centers were arr la 
course. At one center fifty lectures on hi teratur ! 

At another, for the past four years on ea : l night, a 
some subject in natural science has been giver Int I f t 1 of 
education subjects relating to education were the chief t} 

Letters written by many auditor ; at the lectures indicate that they have 
been regular attendants at these courses for several year This continuity 
of interest, combined ¥ ith the systemat arrangement the lectures, ma 
it possible to make these courses of lectures a people’s university in the real 
sense, affording opportunity to the toiler to acquire after a series of year 
the elements of a broad, general education from the best teachers An! 
report, 1901 

Since the success and practicability and economy of th free 
lectures have so royally proved themselves in New York the 
public school systems of Cleveland, Boston, and Yonkers have 
adopted the same plan. Their statistics are not before me, but I 


rusal of them would r¢ ess 
toption than the experience in New 


ese cities to adopt similar methods of adult 


tove no reason to believe that a pe 
favorably to their further a 
York, which caused th 
instruction. 

In closing his report on the free 


‘tures of 1901-2 Doctor 














ziger says: 

The movemen t ed tion is just its ney lj x} 
the results of the f 1 our city dt! uny it I 1 
all parts of our I d not se uprohable that ten 5 r r 
every great city in this ion will make provision for t ‘ I * 
We are beginning to recognize e generally tl e« ’ l 
long to either sex or to any particular peri oO I ul t 
mature man or woman is better able to use educational | inity 
was in childhood 

Our imperial city is to be congratulated on being the p r t 
uine movement toward the attainment of America lucat lidea 

The number of the public schools proving too small for the de- 
mand of the people for tree lectures, many religious and educa- 
tional institutions in yearly increasing numbers put the il 
at the disposal, rent free, of the board of education's lectur 

From the libraries, and from well-known preachers of Catholic 

obvestan ant 1ev0Te qgenomminations, trou Lin SO a Ss 
Prote tant, and Hebrew denominations. from { t 
ment, and from the American Museum of National History cor 
we aoad no faint praise for the lecture system as‘‘an valu- 
able extension of the educational machinery of the city”’ a for 
“its effect of stimulating the higher and spiritual as} S 
above and beyond the material occuy ind ambiti ‘ 1 
are so engrossing to the most of the peop! 

HOW ORGANI ) 

In pursuance of the idea of making the lecture edu nal in 
the highest sense and conducive to metital ] th and rious 
reading the board of education in New York appoints a committee 
on lectures and libraries, to whom the supervisor reports, and 
upon whose advice and coopera n 





'T £4] , “l- a7 : 
The expenses of the work are 
? + 








The city authorities have shown their int t i ! . 
by constantly increased appropriati 

The form and matter of printing, as well he ! ire cour 
proper, are at the supervisor's discretion. This official 
as much sociologist as ped u t be able t nal 
munity into its various elements. 

Thus, in New York, among the largest colonies of ers 
are the Italian, the French, and the Hebrew co ( 
fore circulars must be printed in Italian, in F I uw 
and Hebrew. as well as in several other t 

Attention is called to the gay colori I n leaflet 
which is also, in concession to the superior politeness of r 
eigner, couched in terms of a 1 invitation, and not dist 
a bare announcement of a dat nd subject. The | 
‘cordially invited:’’ and the fact that the entertain ree 
is boldly proclaim d to the victims of the padrone. Thena y 
concession to the Italian love of music is shown in t i ‘ 
tion of a programme of song with a hygi lecture ¢ P 


ventive Measures v. Consumption.’’ 
Thus the characteristics of each natiorality are studied, tha 


| the individuals may more readily be reached and | 

| direction they desire. Above all, no class of peoj | 
removed from our American standard of citizenshij ! 
beaten or affronted by printed or spoken word. T1 
tures serve the people, and in turn they, tl 
a better understanding of the obligation 


In 1902-3 among the subjects given lia 
largely composed of Italians were the following: 
The United States. 
The American Citizen. 
The Constitution of America. 















Zl 6 


Life of George Washington. 


Why We Cam — erica and Why We Stay Here, 

Pi ntive M s v. Consumption. 

ri yo 

Ancient R . 

An Evening in Venice, etc. 

Ot lecture « Ss Were given in French and Hebrew, but 











ast majority were given in English. 

Pesides the circulars in a f reign tongue, attention is publicly 

( d to the lectures in other ways. 
pl re printed and placed prominently in store 
On the evening of the lecture transparencies are put over the 
] the schoolhouse or hall or on the nearest lamp- 
s uring th on give a prominent 
I list of t yjects, speakers, and local centers. 
But, chief mea each public school child are given 





These give a full 


‘bulletins ’’ for distribution at home. 
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programme of the lectures which will begin at, some one public 
school center, and each child receives the bulletin belonging to 
her school. Thus the | parents understand that the le ctures, al- 
though meant for them, are in some way connected with the 
pul school system, and they are glad to avail themselves of the 
op] ni o presented. They hear so much from the little | 
ones ulnuting the flag’? and ‘*‘ being a go od American,”’ 
that the f jealous of the school and very anxious to pene- 
tr it 1emselyes; and so, wooed and invit d in various 
ways, they find th mselves on » day in the free-lecture audience 
and hay de their first step toward Americanization, if they 
are foreigners; toward a deey ning and broadening of their in- 
tell al life, in any case. 

if the schools become the lecture center, then— 

ren th } ren who attend the school would be uplifted by 

t iron and t ‘hool would become, what it radually tend- 
ing econ cent oO tness and light for the neighborhood. 
(De r Leipziger’s speech at lecture-course dinner, 1901. 

In an article in Le sae Wee kly , Januar ry 29, 1903, just about a 
































once or 


yea o, the writer, L. A. Maynard, names his art icle, ‘‘ How to 
Kd a | the Masses The Free Lecture System in New York’s 
Public Schools “and he thu Ss ee 

No one can attend one of these evening assemblies, and see the throngs of 
er ann? cet meg grateful 1 ake whke-atinell them, without feeling 
that t kisa bie 3 i worthy of the support of all 1 » love their 

} - Li I n educat LSCHEMC | 
been f w cellent ré it w York might not be 
‘ i, 3 n cations, in every ¢ ‘ity and t own n the country. 
1 ‘ ch nd the sneed be no great diffi 
‘ Lining « petent s] iker ‘Tt 1 t to Have ic 
I , vill do th rk pro bonoare 
nt } ,a turers are paid oI ly a small 
f t is found tl a sense of ob! th is 
j por : ystem is entirely) sable in 
f vi fa little city near Ww Yor kx, 
wi lW 1s about for azo 
n i feature of the 1 
he 30! { ) 
! It app » to the { a 
f © Vv r ia ent, i ho have at heart 
L > we 
_it is well briefly to recall the sociological conditions in New 
York actually more unfavorable to the success of these lectures 
than > conditions t » be found in the District of Columbia. 

First and foremost, great numbers of families live in those nu- 
merous tall tenements known popularly and a curately described 
as ‘* double-decke rs and ‘‘rookeries.’’ The herding together re- | 
sults in a lack of privacy which provid oanetens xcitement and 
social intercourse, or at least social distraction. Then, the nar- 
row streets mak 1 tener ent block a sort of pavement club, in 
which night aft xht the same memb« a, Thirdly, 
few workshops and fewer offic s close before 6 o’clock that 
t il 3; more tired than here. Fourthly, owing to the pecul- 
i Manhattan Island, people ne essarily live far from } 

and undergo more or less fatiguing trips to their 

Fifthly, inadequ and transit facilities render the 
tedious journey home one long not only in distance, but in dura- | 
tion of time. It is there « n 7 p.m. to 7.30 p.m. before the | 
toiler reaches hon The lectures begin at 8 o’clock promptly 
and are often crowded before the doors are closed, so that the 
workman runs the risk of standing 

Moreover, cheap amusements— not all of them pernicious—are 
far more numerous in New York than in the District; and yet, 
despite these and many other distracting social elements which 
might be enumerated, so great is the proven desire for the in- 


structive recreation of these free lectures that out of a population 
of nearly three and a half millions in 1900, the attendance for the 
session of 1900-1901 represented nearly three-quarters of a million 
(715,906), or considerably over 
enumerated by the census of 1900, 





| 





~~ 


MARCH ? 





The fact that many of the auditors reappear in these stat 


may be offset by the number of those in the census physical! = 
able to attend through infirmities of age, illness, and so on. o 
that the proportion remains approximately true of over “a 
quarter of the entire population of the city. 

We see the great aggregates of figures of attendance; but in 
this vast multitude, what of the individual response to the opy ur 
tunities these lecture courses present? ; 

Dipping at random into the official reports of the free 1 0g 
for 1901-2 and 1902-3, we hear the individuals answer in the fo]- 
lowing extracts from letters received by the supervisor mM 


auditors: 

The writer of the first letter from which I shall quote was g 
listener who had attended forty lectures and who was moved to 
write as follows: 








A busy and often very tired woman, unable to spare much time or : 
for reading, gives thanks for the pleasure and comfort I have e1 { 
through ‘this means of instruction. I can not adequately express my a 
ings. 

Another writes: 

Ihave been going to school all over again. 

A married woman with three children writes, with unconsciong 
pathos and courage: 

I shall try my best to pass the examination (in first aid to tho red 


course), although I am very absent-minded and nervous, having be« 
tim of typhoid fever a year ago and of remittent fever la 
shall have at least tried my best and learne 
can not say anything in favor of the Mon 


st fall. 
d something to my 
iay lectures, as my 








tends them only, because I have three small children who can not 6 
alone. Iam glad my beloved spouse stays with them Thursday eveni: to 


he benefit of the lectures, 
Another: 


grant met 








I know a little now, and if I want to know more the lectures have pointed 
me the way. 

Another: 

The lectures are a boon tous mothers. They keep us in touch wit g 
sons and daughters at high school. 

This very remarkable one: 

Three months ago x e came from Turkey to New York; since then I attended 
regularly the lecturs hich take place at the National Museum of . 
these lectures are indee nd interesting and wholesome; I get muc ‘h ber 1 
them 7 hose thou 3 alws ys turn in my mind that mame rica 1 Gov 
does every possible thing for the benefit and advantage the } \ 
government like this is exemplary and enviable; therefore it ‘is worthy 8 
under 

Here is another: 

Iam an old bachelor and live ina furnished room. Ihavenoplacet i 

ay evenings except in the saloons, and I suppose I have saved $100 b 
ing the tures, for which lam very thankful to the board of ed 





He re is still an other: 

I work hardall day from 8 to 5.30, and to look forward to this enter nt 
nes a week is a sweetener of labor. 

A teacher writes: 

I do not think I can she 





ow my appreciation more fully than by th t 














| in spite ing tired out when Friday night comes, and notwi g 
other e ts, [simply could not stay away from one of the i 
My only regret is thatthey end so soon. 

Still another: 

Iama busy housewife, and the lectures have created for mea « nt 
mental atmosphere and have afforded almost the only amusement t $ 
come into my life. The knowledge there so fully received has broad y 
range of thought. 

This mature and eager adult writes: 

I haven't hadany education tospeak of except that which paneene to pick 
up here ar ad there. Iam 381 years old and appreciate now ver 1u ’ 
form in which I gather it. lam trying this year to overcome as mu [ 
can my colossal ignorance, and I have attended all the lectures I co 
time for in the last three months. Dt iring the last three months I } 
tended at least forty-five lectures in various places. Every one has |! 
great benefit to me, and I thank everyone who has had anything to d i 
them. 

That these lectures afford stimulation for the mentally inert, 
instructive recreation for the wearied, hope for the discontented, 

| school extension for the studious, general elementary scic: r 

| the technical laborer—in short, education for the masses—no one 


can doubt after a perusal of these letters; and that the people 
are grateful and appreciative of the new privileges grant 


1 4 
ta Lug 


| spontaneity of the e pistles amply demonstrates. 


For a true educator in a democracy no more grateful task can 
well be outlined than the inauguration of a system of adult 
struction at once so widely attractive, so intellectually stimulat 


| ing, and so enn accepted. 


Judging from the broad humanity in these letters from a - 
ple, every community must be go od ground for this preci 
cational seed to fall upon. 

That the District of Columbia would be an excellent field is 
shown by the fact that Superintendent Stuart has already ha - 
calls made upon him for lecturers, the last one being from t! 
Citizens’ Association of Good Hope, ‘where the best people, throu Zh 

their minister, have preferred this request, giving the board « 


YULS ¢ ll- 


ion | education an ’ opportunity for extending and intensifying the 
one-quarter of the population 


righteous infiuence of the school system, which it were a thou- 
sand pities to disregard. 
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SPECIAL NEED IN WASHINGTON. 
the Italians.—The District Italians live in temporary shacks, 


many of them within sight of this Capitol. What sort of citi- 
; are they going to be of a country in whose very capital they 
allowed to squat and harbor like neglected birds of the air? 

\iany of them are here without family ties, and hence are all the 


i a possible element of social disorder, unless immediately 
t have normal, wholesome, attractive recreation and instruc- 
tion. The first course advocated is a series of free lectures in 


italian on hygiene and sanitation, and on the history and laws of 
( country. 

an educational club—the City History Club of New York— 
we had this experience with a rugged little Italian boy in an in- 


dustrial school. So perfectly had we succeeded in enthusing him 
with American ideas that when we told him about the French | 
and Indian wars one day he asked quite naturally, ‘‘And what 


side were we on?’ That is the spirit to imbue our Italian neigh- 
bors with, right here and now. 
Washington can not shake off its responsibility by saying: ‘‘ The 
l ins are only a temporary factor in our population. ”’ 
} is it necessary to inculcate a feeling of social responsibility 
in this foreign colony, here this year and in Boston next year or 
Louis, or any other of our American communities, for incal- 
culable is the harm to our own boys and girls that the neglected 
stranger within our gates will work us unless his artistic and 
fiercely beauty loving instincts are recognized and so developed 
that along the lines of his social virtues he is led to the realization 
of our national ideals of an average American citizen, as a cleanly, 
quiet man of self-control, intelligently striving after self-culture. 
lo the colored population.—I need not go into details here; 
what we did not realize, that great social educator and quickener, 
Jacob A. Riis, told all who had ears to hear. The best elements 
among the colored people will welcome these lectures for them- 
selyes and for their less gifted brethren. The board of education 
} 


tha lie 
the public 


help along the solution of the colored problem by extending | phone service would apply to any appropriation for the 


school to take in the negro adult, offering free lectures | 
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All the | 


near those congested districts in which the descendants of your | 


‘ 
Lt ie 


out an unhealthful existence, which would be miserable indeed 
were it not for their inborn sunniness and patience and laissez 


lo the Chinese.—These people, industrious and law-abiding, are 
yet not 
our great land. Their restaurants are patronized as a ‘‘ fad,’’ but 
ir eager minds are left to the chance pabulum of commercial 
reiacions, 

lo the working man and woman.—Not only for recreation for 
the turbulent, not only for Americanizing the foreigner, but to 
increase the efficiency of the Washington man and woman, these 
lectures are needed. 

Washington is, happily enough, not an industrial center; there 
are few great shops and factories where the working forces can 
learn much beyond the rudiments of their trade. 
C 


pronounced than to-day. These workingmen and working wo- 
men need this public school extension work, need these free lec- 
tures to the people. 

e 

electricity would prove of great value.’’ Increased intelligence 

id enthusiasm in the workingmen resulted. 
SPECIAL FACILITIES IN WASHINGTON. 
_ With the Congressional Library reading room free to all and 


cared for intellectually as they should be in the capital of | bill 


The need for | 
ficient workingmen throughout the country was never more | 


ir example, the series of lectures on electricity in New York | 
re followed by ‘‘ Men engaged in callings where a knowledge of 


ithful colored mammies and uncles uncomplainingly work | 





the Carnegie Library fast increasing its stock of books, a marked | 


decrease in the consumption of mediocre novels and a marked rise 


in the consumption of serious works of literature and science may 
confidently be looked for. If this were the only result, the free 
lectures to the people would amply justify their existence. 

Che early closing of the Departments and most business works; 


| word, for the purpose of asking the gentleman from Minnesota 
in charge of the bill whether it is not proposed in this paragraph 
l 


the several institutions of learning within the capital’s limits | 


upon whose members or faculties the supervisor could draw; the 
vestigations in every realm of the natural sciences; the world- 
famous collections in the Smithsonian Institute and the Corcoran 
Art Gallery, with both of which institutions we should endeavor 
cooperate; a fine public school system, which already has the 
onfidence of Congress and of all the residents of the District, so 
t any extension of the public school in the free lectures to the 
eople would be readily received with docile and expectant en- 
iusiasm. These, Mr. Secretary, are the elements which loom 
large for success on the horizon line of our suggested voyage into 
new seas of endeavor, seas that are not wholly uncharted, since 
the gallant sister ships of New York, Yonkers, Cleveland, and 
others, have sailed over them successfully, bringing back each 
year large cargoes of encouragement, great log books writ full of 
lands of ignorance discovered, claimed, and named with names 
of knowledge and civilization, of culture and citizenship. 


ict 


t 
r 
t 
] 





great national departments, with their earnest and thorough in- | 


| 


| connections, manholes, telephone 





ESTIMATE FOR FIRST YEAR'S COURSE OF 120 LECTURES. 
Lectures to teachers._._-__- 9 a alee ae 
Lectures to people in the 5 high schools ascenters, 22 lectures in each 
ET nda innekitakinnnwniee 


EXPENSES. 
Halls (in high schools). -............-- : 
Heating of halls a ae ; 
Lighting of halls____....- SSS ae ewan 
Lecturers’ fees, at $10 -............ 5 eae ae 
Local inspectors, 1 for each center, generally superintendent of sch 

a a aes 
Janitors’ fees, at $1.50 a night-.-.......-.......- SST OER 
Operator for lantern, experiments, printing expenses oes 970 
10 lectures to teachers, at $25--.. eee: 





Supervisor and clerical help -.................-. 7 300) 
Ra a cos actin Mislisianainiads Se 3 O05 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For extending the telephone system to the public school buildings, includ- 
ing the cost of the necessary wire, cable, holds, cross-arms, bra lu 






instruments, t 
sary items, to be expended under the electrical dk: 


Mr. MUDD. I move tostrike 
of making an inquiry. 


r,and other! 

L nt, $0,000 
> out the last word for the purpose 
I should like to ask the 


‘partm«e 





gentleman in charge 
of the bill if he considers that this provision is in such form that 
the limitation heretofore fixed in the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Georgia as to telephone rates will apply toit? Iam not 
sure on that point myself. The amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia |[Mr. BARTLETT] was to page 29, under the 
head of ‘‘ Electrical department,’’ and is to the following effect: 

Provided, however, That no part of the money herein appropriated ll 

used for the payment to any person or telephone company in the Distr 
Columbia for the hire of or use of any telephone or for any telephone 


except at the following rates, etc 


Now, the question is, would not that be held to apply only to 
the rate for telephones under the electrical department provided 
for in the paragraph to which this amendment was offered 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota... My own judgment would be 


that the limitation placed upon the expenditure of money for tele- 
rvi 
provided in this bill, and therefore would apply to this paragraph. 
Mr. MUDD. The amendment is as follows: 
Amend by adding at the end of line 19, pag 
Which relates to telephone service, under the head of ‘‘ electrical 
department’’— 
**No part of the money herein appropriated” 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is, a] 


a} 


se 8 


~ 


propriated in this 


Mr. MUDD. But isnot this $5,000 here in addition to and out- 
side of the money appropriated in the paragraph to which that 
amendment was passed? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 


Ifthe word had been ‘‘ hereby”’ 


appropriated I think the answer to the gentleman’s questior ud 
| have been yes, but the word is ‘* herein,’’ that is, in this bill any- 

where. 

Mr. MUDD. I think it would apply simply to that paragraph. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I should say in t vil] 

Mr. MUDD. I submit the following amendment out uns 
dant caution. It is very brief. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 5, page 41, the following: 

** Provided, That the money herein appropriated shall 1} » t 
same limitations as to telephone rates as hereil re | ick 
electrical department.” 

Mr. MUDD. Thatsimply reapplies the provisions of the amend- 


ment passed already, if it be necessary. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I mov 


e to strike out the last 


that the Government shall pay the cost of the wires, cables, ar 
so forth, that ought to be paid for and ordinarily are paid for by 
the telephone company? In all the cities where I 
knowledge of the telephone system, the telephone companies them- 
selves have been very glad to furnish the wires and esta ; 
connections, and do everything of that kind, charging a rental 
for the telephone when it is established in the building. This 
seems to provide that the Government is to do all work, and 


have had any 


all the 
pay all the expenses, and pay rental in addition. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am not e 


actly clear on this, but I think upon second thought, upon re 


reading it, that this refers to an extension of the system owned 
by the District. I do not know whether the gentleman was in 
| when I explained that the District itself has a telephone system 
connected with its fire service, and so forth, an interoflice service 
which is not dependent upon the telephone company at all. Now, 


I am not absolutely sure, but I am inclined to think from the 
reading of that—— 
Mr. OLMSTED. 

pany’s exchange? 


Is that service not operated from the com- 
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Y of Minnesota. It has its own power and ex- 

And they do not charge for the use of the in- 

he District service? 

RY of Minnesota. 

rice for the District, and the purpose of this is 

school stations and the fire stations and the 

:+., that are out some distance, connecting them. 

Your understanding is the telephone 
nothing out of this appropriation? 


of Minnesota. Iso understand. 


tha 


CTROPOLITAN POLICE, 


$4,000; captainand assistant 
erk, who shall also be property clerk, 
at $720 each; 4surgeons.of the police 
ditional compensation for 20 privates 
‘tion and prevention of crime, $4,800, 
; 11 lieutenants, at $1,320 each; 35 

1, at $900 each; 265 privates, class 
perator $600 each; 24 stati 
eadquarters, $720; 13 laborers, at 
900; major and superintendent, mou 


y opera nm keepe 
$600 each; mes- 
1 cap- 
‘ vares, 
ites, mounted, i es, at $40 eac 
\olice matrons, at $600 each; in all, $763,540. 


T move to strike out the last word 


I dislike to seem to criticise the action of th 
rould like to make some inquiry with referer 
partment of the city of Washin; 

i Mr. Chairman, that the city 
beautified and enlarged in a manner that fits the capital 
ntry, and at a larger ratio of expense than in most 
hington should cost out 

mts of many other cities. 
{ have in my hand the ex 


cto of fe 
city of R 


chester. 


I see the cost per head is about $1.30. 
rulated city; we have a sufficient police force. 
d there as well as it is here. And it seems 
of the police department, as reported by the 
ity of Washington, should be about $2.30 per 
‘hairman, the expense in tl 
1 should not materially differ p 
<pense of police in any other 
st that th i 


Ld 


of the 


118 2 «fs 
iS c& 


7 ° iS a ae 
special criminal « 


ce i eS ed a Ti ieee Riaetiabal, 
ston that makes the expen sne Larger 


nan want me | 
| three veterinary inspectors. 


ERKINS. ain 
McCLEARY of Min 


Mint ta. There are two reasons, Mr. 
\olice i 


this city costs more than a 

sponding size, I 

1al Government. 

t does not increase the cri 

iink it does. 
states and hither come all 


- . 
y Smule or rrown 


forces 


iL 


| 
| 


| 


It is a rival company, in fact, | 


MARCH 2, 


not get the men. 
$60 to $75 a month. 
We must have the men. Experience has shown that we ¢: 
not get them unless we pay them at least the sums that are 
vided for in this bill. 
Mr. PERKINS. Has experience shown, in the opinion of {] 


Therefore we raised the minimum rate fr 


| gentleman, that the number of men who appear on the list ; 


actually required to keep order in the city of Washington? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I forgot 
mention another reason why we need an especially large num! 


| of policemen, and that is the greatness of the area to be cover 


| This District covers about 70 square miles. 


Out in the subm 


| here are many little communities of a few hundred people ea: 


: | scattered all over the District 
superintendent, | 


t. The intervening space is also ; 
ulated. 
These people are all entitled to police protection. The judgment 
of the Commissioners is that we keep this number down to + 
minimum of safety, and that is the judgment of the committ 


| also. 


rs, at | 


Mr. PERKINS. And that is the judgment of the commit 


| also? 


mce | Sp 


| ist.¢ 


; four clerks, tw 


but I see no reason why the police department of the city | 
of all proportion to the police de- | 


pense account of the police department | 
} word. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
HEALTH DEPARTMENT. 
3.5 


0; chief inspector and deputy health officer, $1 sm: 
and food inspectors, at $1,200 each; sanitary and food 
shall also inspect dairy products and shall be a practical ¢] 

~ sanitary and food inspector, who shall be a veterinary surg 

act as inspector of live stock and dairy farms, $1,200; inspector of ma 
products, $1,200; chief clerk and deputy health officer, $2,200; clerk, ¢ 


Yes, sir. 


th officer 
sanitary a 
. who 


Se: 


2, 2 
»of whom may act as sanitary and food inspectors, at ¢ 
each: two clerks, at. $1,000 each; clerk, $600; messenger and janitor, 
pound master, $1,500; laborers, at not exceeding $40 per month, $1,920; a 
lance d , $540; seven sanitary and food inspectors, two of whom s] 

y surgeons, to assist in the enforcement of the milk and pu 
and the regulations relating thereto, at $900 each; in all, $46,960. 


Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the | 
I know, of course, no one pays very much attenti 


¢ } 


Ter 


laws 


| anything that may be said about a District of Columbia appr 


ation bill; but it seems to me that when we provide, as we d 
this paragraph, for thirty-seven people in the health depart: 
at salaries of $46,960, it is time some little attention was | 
paid to where the money goes. 

Now, I want to call your attention to the fact that we start 
in this item with thirteen sanitary and food inspectors, and 


| after providing for various other kinds of inspectors under di 


4 > 7 
In the first place, | 


minal class. | 
It is the place | 


that | 


yrmment, 
g in the way of public 
} they often drift into wrong paths and 


mertoain 

, the White use requires quite a large assignment of 

The various Department buildings call for special pro- 

Then again, there are special occasions innumerable. 

this is the great capital city, people come here to attend 

Large conventions bring always in their train 

er of people that need special watching. These three 

icient, when taken together, to make this a place 

‘ger police force than a city of a corresponding 
jnire. 


OT etc 


re en 
CO co se 


re would re 


1 


nm" 
iu 


REINS. Can the gentleman inform us what difference 
tween the average wages of the police of this city and 
? Are they more highly paid? 

LEARY of Minnesota. No; I think not, Mr. Chair- 

is possible that there are policemen in some other cities 

eceiving smaller salaries than those paid here, but the salaries 
here are, I think, under rather than over the average. 

Mr. PERKINS. Thegentleman does not think there is any—— 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. As a matter of fact, if the 

gentleman will permit me to go further in my answer to his in- 

quiry, we provided in last year’s bill for forty policemen of a 

grade lower than the two grades provided for in this bill. We au- 

thorized the Commissioners to enlarge the foree by forty police- 
men at $60 per month, instead of $75, which is the lowest grade as 
now fixed. As a matter of fact, the Commissioners simply could 


yen 7 
blctii. AL 





ent nomenclature, we get down again to seven sanitary and 
inspectors—twenty sanitary and food inspectors alone. H 
an inspector in addition to that of marine products, and her 
I do not know how many differ 
inspectors there are in all, but there are thirty-seven people 
vided for in this department. 

I venture to say, Mr. Chairman, that in an average city of 
size less than half that number would be attending to the e 
business of this force. In the city where I live they had, w! 
last knew anything about this service, five men in the en! 
service. 

Mr. CLARK. How many horse doctors do they have he: 

Mr. COWHERD. Three. 

Mr. CLARK. How many horses have they got? 

Mr. COWHERD. I believe they are not to inspect the 
horses. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, what do they inspect? 

Mr. COWHERD. I suppose the horse doctors inspect 


i 


| horses of the city and inspect the cows that give the milk si 


the city. Am I right? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes; only they doa great 
more than the gentleman has referred to. 

Mr. CLARK. Let me ask youa question. Is not the ke 
of cows inside the city limits here prohibited by some kind of 
or regulation? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri has the f! 

Mr. COWHERD. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri | Mr 
CLARK]. 

Mr. CLARK. I beg thegentleman’s pardon. Is not that true? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, there is a 
whole lot of the District of Columbia outside of the city limits. 
The gentleman understands, of course, that the city limits o! 
Washington include only a very small part of the District of Co- 
lumbia. And these inspectors, Mr. Chairman, go over into \1T- 
ginia and Maryland and inspect the places from which the milk 
comes. 

Mr. COWHERD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have read that state- 
ment in the hearings—that these inspectors go into Virginia, 
Maryland, etc.—and Isuppose they probably docover a small por- 
tion of territory outside of the District. But from how farjdo they 
ship milk into the District of Columbia? The gentleman says 4 
large part of the District is outside the city. That is true, and 
a part is given up to dairy and gardening purposes. Wecertainly 








CONG 





ctors out all over the United States be- 


+ going to send insp* 
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they send food products into the District of Columbia, and | 
ly thing I suppose that the inspectors inspect outside of the 


an occasional dairy. 
y. Mr. Chairman, I want to re 
it mv colleague [ Mr. Ci wet 
food bill up here, called the attention of 
t that when that bec: a law we would find 
inds of insnectors go on the pay rolls the United 


nind you 
s few di uys ago, wh 


~ 


en we had 


me 


oft 


the House to | 
hundreds | 


} r some pr t or other fo r the insp ction of foods. | 
ber when we passed the pure-for <1 law here for the | 
Columbia The mat was discussed then in com- 


hether it would require more 

ld not, tha 
+ or al ] 
inspecto 


tors, and we were 
++ ’ 7 > , 

it would cause practically no 
‘y small one. But here 
and the District i 


‘vin to dothe bus 


inspec 
we 
ness,é 


tor and a de 
or fur and you f 
deputy health officer at $2.200, a clerk at 
to t 1 an ad laborers at a sum not 
the total would, which provides for something 
so | thin! x th: it two or three or four are 
pro mably not the time: in al, S46.960 fe 
ntalone. That does not include any hospital 
very small sum. The total appropri 
nt amou in all to $89,880, while in the ordi- 
m find an appropriat $100,000 or $200,000 
it 


inspec 
ins} 

? hit} ‘ 
Olli a 


sputy h 
ti 400, 
‘Se tad | 

nit 
tha Wo labore rs. 
ll 


yealth departm 


ta 
ion of 


for the entire hospital service 


i 


cares and the 


1 this matter, 
and know where 
out the seven sanitary ar 
8 of this bill: orif the « 
rest that it had better c 
the out there. It 
‘n clerks are entirely unneces 
addition to all 
the District 
to strike out the word ‘* tl 
f the word a." 
HAIRMAN . gentleman from Missouri offers 
ich the Clerk will report. 
foll WS: 


LOL 


me, unless he h: imine 


to amen thi 


re in- 
but 
id food in- 
hairman of 
me out of the 
eeln 
sary to run the 
the other clerks we have in 
of Columbia. Therefore I 
iirteen,’’ in line l insert 


iS EX: 


can mov 
to strixe out: 


nd nD bil 
to 
in hi 


sug 


to move stFice 


enti yned 
tree will 
I will 


Six or sevé 


a 


} 
it ® Uv0es 


faxe seven 


Thrent WW 


ner ices 
7, an 


an 


d as 


+. strike out th nd insert the 


1 if . zt 

yARY. of 
uri surely 

il This paragr 

prescribed by law that 

yn of the health of 

. he would be 

not attending to the 

( ‘OW re ERD. Do 


» wore 
ry f 


word “4 ate 9% 
Mr. Chairman, the 
or desire that amendment 
ted in the bill to meet con 
certain things shall be done for the 
the peopie of this District. If it wer 
of the first to rise and query why wi 
business that the law imposes upon us. 
the gentleman from Siew sota say 


Minn 


not 


sota. 
expect 


inse 


does 


mph was 


one 
su 


es 


{ y-seven men are needed in the health d«partment. as 
lin this bill? Has he investigated it sufficiently to say 
l of these men at ded? 
McCLEARY of eine ota. To answer the gentleman spe- 
Ly t will say that I do think that every one is required, « 
l Hd not have been a party to putting them in the bil! 
utter of fact, a good argument was made for the ad \dition 
en lmore, making a total of forty-four. We did not believe the 
nent fully justined the increase. and therefore we denied it. 
believe that every person provided for in this paragraph is 
{ for the protection of the health of the peo yple of this Dis 
trict 7 I trust that the committee will vote down the proposed 
cy nt 
M ANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
r. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly. 
_ Mr. MA WN. How many of these inspectors are sanitary and 
many food inspectors? The bill says so many sanitary and 
i spectors. 
McCLEARY of Minnesota. I think the question is im- 
I le to answer. The men are competent perhaps to act in 
either line and are used as the necessities require 
LANN. The gentleman does not mean to say that a man 
Who is competent to ins] 


ect sanitary matt 

lity of fo od? 
CLEARY of Minnesota. 

ANN. And that 

ild 

ting plumbing? 
McCLEARY of Minnesota. I think the expression ‘“‘ sani- 

and food inspec to rs*'is used so that the department may 
rate with gre: it r elasticity. 
*; MANN. That is what I supposed, and that is the reason I 


ers is a proper man to 
inspect the 


ir. M 


qua 
There are a few specialists. 
aman who is fit to test the quality « 


f 


wo 


aad 


ake. ot ioe. 


os | 


ict tik n ior the | 


to | 


gentleman | 


know of anything that would be of value to him in | 


asked how many were sanitary and how many food in 
How many ari » food inspectors now? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The bill savs thirteen. 

Mr. MANN. VD, RO; it does not Ly ] n Six 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It says tl i and 
food inspectors. 

M fc MANN. But how many are fo liz pe 

Mr. Mi CLEARY f imi! J { l l 
man that we can not segregate the it 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, t ntle from 7} 





sota says that I don texpect my am nent i 
means that I do not expect it beca of t] ind 
fluence that I can bring to br uinst the er of 5 
| committee, he is speaki rectly and by thecard. If he mean 
that I do not think it o it to prevail, | wa ) l 
'tleman that he is very much mistaken the gen 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] has well asked ho the 
are sanitary Inspectors and how many are food inspecto 
Chairman, as | remember it, we have just provided fo | 
'menin the District of Columbia | y e of tho men 
ought to be under the law a sinitary inspe r of the ! 
The men that inspeci tl leys and re} ipon t 
that pass upon the cor is of streets and tl s 
k id are pi iveme ( irily in t] Cl il i h 
should be ca | nior tha \ I in i sa 
is the man unt t health « t O per 
for instance, the plumbing ort it T the ¢ ) ima 
so forth. As the gentleman from ] i Mr. M | 
said, he is not fit to act as a f 1 p r; and yet he 
thirteen men, as the gent] sugg : t ty 1 1 | 
| vided in this bill, thirteen in pla id seven in ano L 
with this title of sanitary and food inspector. 
| But that is not That 2g] ! to 1 
cv.ors in addi i toi ; i 
spector to ins t aalry fj et rere 1 i l 
food inspector to Inspect, I suy se, the d ther : 
is provided that he shail be a rinary surgeo Sal 
sanitary and food inspector lmspect marin i 
are four clerks provided for,and two of thems ] 
and food ir e¢ rs itn led, and so ‘ nt U t 
| Itis not a question of thirteen sanit ind food 
even twenty, but, as I make it out, tv fi 
are provided in the bill for the inspection l produ 
submit if my amendment prevails aud the 1 men are s 
| out, leaving six sanitary and food inspectors at S| ts 
seven provided further on in addition to the spe 
gb there will still be an ample fo 
‘he CHAIRMAN. The question is on i 
is Gk ouethe 1an from Missou1 
The question v taken, and the Cha l that t 
| amendment was agreed t 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 1 nand a « 
Chairman. 
The House divided: and during the di m Mr. Bi 
Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, is t open to a t 
The CHAIRMA No: not while 1 
Mr. BURKETT. I thought the qui ! s open 
until the vote is announced. 
i TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair had announced the v i 
we are verifying the vote by a rising vot r} 
Pa eae ce ce t is agreed t 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, it is 
minutes after 5, aa I move that th mittee do now 1 
The CHAIRM AN. The « stion is on the motion of 
| tleman from Minnesota. 
Mz. COWHERD. Mr. Cl man. a parliar y ing 
| Mr. McCLEARY of Minnes Mr. Chair | be noted 
| that tel llers are - manded. I give rt t L wil ind 1 3 
on this. 
| Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman can not move to 
rise and then demand tellers afterwar 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state i 
| demands tellers —— 
| Mr. MANN. He should demand them now 
| Th CHAIRMAN. He should demand them 
| Mr. Moc LEARY of Minnesota. Can 11 gi\ 
| will demand the 1 in the morning? 
Mr. MANN. Oh,no. [ as} ran ani l 
| of the vote. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already ed 
| a8 31 ayes a ind 26 noes. If tellers are dem l 
| Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, I den tellers. 
| Mr. McCLEARY of Mint . And Mr. Chi 
| man, I move that the committee do nov 
| Mr. MANN. The committee can not ris¢ vot 1g 
taken. If the gentleman demands teil he 1 mand them 


‘now. 
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demanded tellers, 
As many as are in favor of haying tellers 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the committee do now rise. | 
The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in oré oo at this time..| 
Sixteen gentlemen rising, not a sufficient number, and tellers are 
refused. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr 
the committee do now rise. 
The athens was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the committee rose; anc the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE, Chairman of the Committee of 
he Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12833, the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, and had come to no res- 
olution thereon. 


. Chairman, I move that | 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 2909. An act granting an increase of pension to Malvine C. 
Buzzell; 

S. 3423. An act granting 
Ottey: 

S. 1627. An act granting 
Kibbe; 

5. 3130. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan P. | 
Bowman; 

S. 312. An act granting an increase of pension to John F, 
Oviatt; 

S. 268. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 
J ae 





an increase of pension to Joseph H. 


an increase of pension to Alonzo R. 


S. . An act granting an increase of pension to Richard | 
W ike 
S 8452 


». 156. 
Ford: 

~ 154. 
Crockett: 
S. 153. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet L. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh T. 
An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 


S. 89. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Markham; 
S. 148. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin H. 
Smalley; 
S. 893. An act 
Angelo; 
S. 822. An act granting an increase of pension to Marquis L. 
stevens; 
S. 819. 
Glover ss 
S. 727. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
We aa 11; 
S. 693. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
De Rocker: 
S. 681. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Lar- 
kins; 
S. 588. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilber F. 
Little; 
S. 562. 
Emmons; 
5. 3886. 
Wells; 

S. 2289. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa R. 
Chitwood: 

S. 354. An act 
wold; 

S. 2278. Ana 
Howlett; 

S. 317. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Hall et; 


granting an increase of pension to William W. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Emeline F, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Homer D. 


granting an increase of pension to Clara B. Gris- 
t granting an increase of pension to Harriet H. 


Mortimer 


S. 2239. An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore E. 
Chatfield; 

S. 1272. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel Rol- 
lins; 

S. 935. An act granting a pension to Mary 8, Clark; 

S. 2237. An act granting an increase a pension to Louise 
Chandler; 

S. 900. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 


Smith; 

S. 2216. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Reed; 

S. 2200. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C, 
Collins; 

S. 2198. An act granting a pension to Thomas Irvin; 

S. 2179. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harkinsom 


. Anact granting an increase of pension to Charles Male; | 
! 








. 2122, An act granting a pension to Ashley C. Riggs; 
. 2087. An act granting an increase of pension to George Ril 

. 2043. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J! 
Willi: ims; 

S. 1944. An act granting an increase of pension to John §. 


+A TART! 


“1 


Stanger; 


S. 1554. An act granting an increase of pension to John jp, 
Pechard; 

S. 1834. An act granting an increase of pension to John \ 
Paul; 

S. 1530. An act granting an increase of pension to Theron T. 


—— 


Ss} . An act granting a pension to Henry P. Howard: 

S. 1399 9. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A, 
Hughes; 

S. 3405. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Pentzer; 

S. 1280, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry VWil- 
forg: 

S. 1808. An act granting an increase of pension to John M, 


Morgan; 

S. 8397, An act granting an increase of pension to George 3. 
Christy 

S. 1796. An act granting an increase of pension to Mat! 
Woodworth; 

S. 3362. An act granting an increase of pension to Dan H. W 
— 


. 3873. An act granting a pension to Eliza Williams; 
S. eo . An act granting an increase of pension to Rud 
Reinhar 


S. 1642. * an act granting an increase of pension to Blanch 


| Chunn; 


3291. An act granting an increase of pension to John Olson 
Bakken, alias John Olson; 

S. 1591. An act granting an increase of pension to James H 

S. 1616. An act granting an increase of pension to Michacl 


| Donovan; 


S. 3267. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary V 
Carson; 
3085. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex 


S. 1555. An act granting an increase of pension to Owen EF. 


S. 3053. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma | 
Wright: 

S. 8415. An act granting an increase of pension to Manluff W. 
Reynolds; 


5. 3038. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Kennedy; 
S. 2969. An act granting a pension to Henry Dority; 
" 5. 2955. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hogurth 
ozier; 


S. 2966. An act granting 


a pension to William Conover; 
S. 2940. An act 


granting an increase of pension to Mar 


Liddle; 
S. 2948. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
S. 2838. An act granting a pension to Louisa Lyon; 
S. 4091. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan M. 
| Gove; 
S. 2688. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Linch; : 
S. 4141. An act granting an increase of pension to Samue! A. 
| Dickey; 
S. 2662. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Carrow; 
S. 2649. An act granting an increase of pension to William } 
Burch; 
S. 4090. An act granting an increase of pension to Charlott J. 
Folsom; 
- S. 2563, An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth M' 
anta; 


S. 4052. An act granting a pension to Alice K. Seligson; 

S. 2490. An act granting a pension to Naomi Green; 

S. 3488. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
McIntire; 

3. 3527. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerningh 
Boone; 

| §. 3645. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis Ha 

S. 3950. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwar’ 
Blaisdell; 

S. 2445. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 
ain: ' 

S. 3945. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis Lew's; 

5. 8902. An act granting a pension to George F. Smith; 

S. 2429. An act granting an increase of pension to John Dow; 

S. 3893. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. Ro:- 
germ. 
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887, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 





An act granting an increase of pension to George B. 
569. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
( iberlain; 
siz. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
~atland; 
534, An act granting an increase of pension to John S. Par- 


1 
‘ 
+. 8738. An act granting an increase of pension to Lenus S. 
I lyton; 
5. 3656. An act granting an increase of pension to William Tur- 
81. An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 
} n; and 
s0 An act granting an increase of pension to Swepston B. 


W. Stephens. 
WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ed that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
llowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

R. 11812. An act relating to applications, declaratory state- 
ments, entries, and final proofs under the homestead and other 
land laws, and to confirm the same in certain cases when made 
C te of the land district within which the land is situated. 

.R. .288. An act to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 

road Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 

: Warrior River, in Tuscaloosa County, Ala., in section 3, 
hip 21 south, range 9 west of Huntsville meridian. 
JULIETTE WESTBROOK. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution 
of the Senate: which was read: 
1, Thi 


4 


oe 


the Secretary be directed to request the Fouse of Repre- 


(H. R. 5611) granting a pension to 





entatives to return to the Senate the bill 
t Westbrook. 


The SPEAKEI! 


to the Senate. 


. Without objection, this bill will be returned 
[A pause.}| The Chair hears no objection. 
CONFERENCE REPORTS. 
GIBSON presented the following conference reports, to be 
printed in the REcorD under the rule: 
ALFRED H. 
I committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
he amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 958) granting an 
Alfred H. Rogers having met, afte 
greed to recommend and do rec 


ROGERS 
isagres 
increase 

r full and free conference have 


ymmend to their respective H: 


ension t 


uses as [0:- 


That the Senate recede. 
Henry R. Grsson, 
Roxertr W. MIERS, 
C. A. SULLOWAY, 
*Manegers on the part of the House. 
P. J. McCUMBER, 
N. B. Scort, 
T. M. PATTERSON, 
Managers on the part of the 
ALFRED T. JUDY. 


ymmittee of conference on th 


De 
Senate 


» disag » two Houses on 








the iment of the Senate to the bill (H. an increase of 
pe o Alfred I. Judy, having met, aft erence nave 
ay torecoummend and do recommend to their respective Housesas follows: 
at the Senate recede, 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
ROBERT W. MIPRS, 
C. A. SULLOWAY, 
Manage son the part of the House. 
P. J. McCUMBER, 
N. B. Scorr, 
T. M. PATTERSON, 
Managers on the part of the nate, 
GEORGE W. TRAVIS. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hou no 
the eC! ent of the Senate to the bill (H. R. #22) granting an increase 
re sion to George W. Travis, havi and f erence 

greed to recommend and dk respect Hi esas follows 
rhat the Senate recede. 
HENRY R. GrsBson, 


RoserT W. MIERS, 
A. SULLOWAY, 
Managers on the part of the House 

P. J. McCUMBER, 

N. B. Scort, 

T. M. PATTERSON, 


Ma gers on the part of the Senate. 


HENRY CHRISTY. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the ame ndment of the Senate to the 


468) granting an i 
ns to Henry Christy i 
rec , 
ws: 


having ter full an 
That the Senate recede. 


rease of 





rm 





d to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


HENRY R. Grsson, 

Rosert W. Miers, 

C. A. SULLOWAY 
Managers on the part of the House. 

P. J. McCUMBER, 

N. B. Scorr, 

T. M. PaTtTERSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


——_————+} 
| 


the amendment of 
vension to George 


have agreed to rect 


follows 
That the 


per monta. 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
The committe 
the amendment 
iz t » re rT 
ows 
i nat the sé ut 


SENATE 


Under clause 2 of Rul 
of the folowing ] 7 


referred tot 


S. 3658. 


the 


t 
C 


penate rece 


heir app 
An ac 
Territory of 


} 
on 
( “! 


BILL 


+ 


title 


s Sen 


L Ta 
i 


0) 


tion held by the city 


tee on the Territories. 


Joint resol 


S. RK. 53. 
documents to | 


the Committe 


Mr. McCLEARY of 


journ. 


The motion was 


10 minutes p. m. 


Inder clanse 
naer Ciause 


A letter from 


mitting a copy 


spolation cases reiatil 
t 


master 
A letter fr 
ter from the 


in 


if 


‘hiet 


e SO 


ait 

Ler 
) ¢ 
ot 


thea 


ing Grays Harbot. W 


’ ° . 
larbors, and o1 


REPORTS OF Ci 
Under clause 2 of ] 
ing titles were seve 
the Clerk, and re 
as follows 
Mr. LACEY n 
was referred th¢ 
entttled “*An a t 
Alaska,”’ ay ved J 
ment. ac wpe a 
report were 1 red 
Mr. BURKI! 
Commerce, to 
203) that the r 
hereby, requested to 


beef 





Ds n+ 
eon rrini 


1e@ assist 


the 


cattle in the Umit 
same with amendment I 
| said resolution and report were referred t 


wre 
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The committee of conference 
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was referred the bill of the House H. R. 5779, reported in lieu 
thereof a bill (H. R. 18356) providing for the election of a Dele- 


wat 
gai 


accompanied by a report (No. 1300); which said bill and report 


Ww 
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Mr. BRICK, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 


‘from the Territory of Alaska to the House of Representatives, 


re referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 


of the Union. 


Ww 


relating to the exemption of all private property at sea, not con- | 


Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which 
as referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 102) 


traband of war, from capture or destruction by belligerent 


pr 


ba] 
oo 


ré 


? 
in 


tl 
lif 
H 


fe 


ré 


swers, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
report (No. 1301); which said joint resolution and report were 
‘ferred to the House Calendar. 





EPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of | 


e following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
vered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
ouse, as follows: 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
‘rred the bill of the Senate (S. 3199) for the relief of A. M. Short, 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 


(No. 1291); which said bill and report were referred tothe Private 


C 


alendar. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE, from the Committee on Claims, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3619) for the relief of 
David V. Howell, reported the same without amendment, ac- 


ce 
Tr‘ 


fe 
a 
a 
re 


ympanied by a report (No. 1292); which said billand report were | 


ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
rred the bill of the House H. R. 2053, reported in lieu thereof 
resolution (H. Res. 20) for the relief of Hans Peter Guttormsen, 
‘companied by a report (No. 1293); which said resolution and 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6351) to pay J. 
B. McRae $99, for services as hospital steward, and so forth, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1294); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 


v 


re 


ate Calendar. 
Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 1753) for the relief of Pay Clerk 


Charles Blake, United States Navy, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1295); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


re 
ir 


ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report | 


Mr. TIRRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was | 


‘ferred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 45) directing 
iquiry into the claim of the Wales Island Packing Company, re- 


(No. 1296); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 


Calendar. 


re 


i} 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 1501) for the relief of James F. 
{cIndoe, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 


by a report (No. 1297); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 


the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- | 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from | 


upon referred as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1181) granting a pension to Anna L. Roop—Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


( 


A bill (H. R. 5388) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
xartrell—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


f 


ti 


ollows: 
By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 13349) for the preserva- 
ion of historic and prehistoric ruins, monuments, archeological 


objects, and other antiquities, and to prevent their counterfeit- 
ing—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 13350) conferring jurisdic- 


tion upon United States commissioners over offenses committed 
in a portion of the permanent Hot Springs Mountain Reservation, 
Arkansas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 13351) to provide for the rat- 


ing of applicants for pension under the act of June 27, 1890—to 


he Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 18352) transferring thy 


| county of Pierce, in the State of Georgia, from the eastern to th 


southwestern division of the United States district court for tho 
southern district of Georgia—to the Commitiee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 13353) for ti\, 
extension of Kalorama avenue, and for other purposes—to tho 


Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13354) providing for the recognition of th, 
men who served as locomotive engineers during the late war 


the rebellion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 18355) to amend the eo; 


py 


right laws—to the Committee on Patents. 


By Mr. BRICK, from the Committee on the Territories: A | 


(H. R. 13356) providing for the election of a Delegate from t] 
Territory of Alaska to the House of Representatives of the Unite: 
States and defining the qualifications of electors in said Terri 


| tory—to the Union Calendar. 
By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13357) to provide { 


| the establishment and appointment of an additional United Stat 
commissioner for the twenty-third registration district, Atoka 
division of the central district, Indian Territory, to be located at 


eign Commerce. 


ers and Harbors. 


valid Pensions. 


Means. 


Service. 





By Mr. HAY: A resolution (H. Res. 2: 
| dent of the Civil Service Commission toinform the House in }: 
many cases the civil-service law and the regulations made ¢! 

under have been suspended, and by whom, since the 4th day 
March, 1885, etc.—to the Committee on Reform in the Ci 





9 
J 


Coalgate, Ind. T.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 13358) authorizing the Secre- 
| tary of Agriculture to gather statistics relating to the number 
live stock in the United States, and raising revenue to defray thie 
expense thereof—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H.R. 13359) | 
nibiting the introduction into any State or Territory or the Dist: 
of Columbia, from any other State or Territory or the District 
Columbia, or from any foreign country, or shipment to any | 
eign country, any misbranded salmon prepared or intended 
use as an article of food—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 


By Mr. LANNING: A bill (H. R. 13360) authorizing the i 
of obsolete ordnance and ordnance stores for the use of educa- 
tion institutions—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PIERCE: A bill (H. R. 13361) to provide for improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River by the construction of a levee on 
the east bank thereof from the town of Ashport, in Lauderdale 
County, Tenn., to Fort Pillow, and from Ashport east to the | 
above overflow in Lauderdale County—to the Committee on liy- 


| on the Pribilof Islands of Alaska—to the Committee on Wa: 


5) directing the » 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred a 


follows: 


+ 


By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 13362) to increase certain }» 
sions in proportion to length of service—to the Committee 


By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 13363) granting an increas 
pension to B. L. Commons—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13364) granting an increase of pension 
John Cook—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13365) granting a pension to Caroline 


Haughawout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13366) for tho 
relief of Pay Inspector E. B. Rogers, United States Navy—to tho 


Committee on Claims. 


ind 


Tl- 


By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A joint resolution (H. J. Res 
124) authorizing and directing the Secretary of Commerce 
Labor to suspend at once and indefinitely the killing of fi 


L 


] 


ba 


By Mr. GIBSON: A resolution (H. Res. 238) referring certain 
claims to the Court of Claims fora finding of facts under ‘ 
terms of the Tucker Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A resolution (H. Res. 23%) an- 
thorizing and directing the Secretary of the Department of Com- 
| merce and Labor to have the Director of the Census investiga 
the subject of public-road construction in the United States 
the Committee on Agriculture, 


A. 


By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 13367) for the relief of John 


H. Beard—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 13368) to pension army 
teamsters—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 13369) granting an increase 
of pension to Joshua Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 18370) granting an increase of pension to 
8, 8S. Perry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 







































_a bill (H. R. 13371) granting an increase of pension to 
Tomes T. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Qo a bill (H. R. 13372) granting an increase of pension to 
ne W. Blandin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 13373) granting an increase 

m to William W. Dennis—to the Committee on Invalid 


ir. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 13374) granting a pension 
. Waggener—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 13375) granting a pension to Leonidas E. 
M to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
: fr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 13376) granting an in- 
pension to M. J. Von Eaton—to the Committee on In- 


nslons. 


HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 18377) 
ran increase of pension to Albert R. Straub—to the Com- 


m n Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 13378) granting an increase of 
to Fred W. Lange—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Ry Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 13379) granting 
I rease of pension to William B. Finch—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 
y a bill (H. R. 13380) granting an increase of pension to 
( Shively—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 13381) granting an increase of pension to 
‘alloway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 13382) granting an increase of pension to 
4 m Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 13383) granting an increase of pension to 
i rick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
..a bill (H. R. 138384) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias D. Carnahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 13385) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron W. Hearrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


-_ 


T 
4 
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By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 13409) granting a pension 
to Alfred Small—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13410) granting 
an increase of pension to Uriah J. Chesshir 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13411) granting a pension to Margaret J 
Thackery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


—to the Committee on 


By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 18412) authorizing the 
issuing of a duplicate check of subtreasury check No. 513102, for 


$2,682.90, drawn by Paymaster Franklin W. Hat 
Navy, upon the subtreasury at New York in 
y Fernandez—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 13413) grantins 
pension to Hezekiah Kepner—to the Commitiee on I 
5100S. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petiti 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: W. O. Price and 29 others, of 
in favor of the anticanteen law—to Ci 
3 - Tratie 
Liquor Traffic. 





Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unior 
Sidney, Nebr.; the Trinity Lutheran Church, of Sidney, Nebr.; 
the North Presbyterian Church, of St. Louis, Mo. (275 mem- 
bers); the Baptist Church of Lagrange, Ky.; the Epworth 

| League of Sidney, Nebr. (45 members); the Method Ep pal 
Sunday School of Sidney, Nebr. (110members); citizens of Ames, 
Story County, Iowa; Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
deavor of Sheldon, Iroquois County, Il. (80 members); the Meth- 
odist Church of Lagrange, Ky. (156 members); the Christian 
Endeavor Society of the First Free Baptist Church of Laconia, 
N. H.; the Presbyterian Church of Freeport, Pa., and the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Sidney, Nebr.,in favor of the Hep! - 


Mr. LANNING; A bill (H. R. 13386) granting an increase of | 


I n to Almyer Neigh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


30, a bill (H. R. 13387) granting an increase of pension to | 
( 


m Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 13388) granting a pension to 


M Ferguson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

.a bill (H. R. 13389) granting a pension to David Kimball— 
{ Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 13390) for the relief of 


Mary C. Mayers—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 13391) granting an increase of 


pension to Garret I. Post—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 13392) granting an increase of 
} n to Henry Simons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


} 


a bill (H. R. 13393) granting an increase of pension to 

Fergus P. McMillan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 18394) for the relief of the 
ry of St. Peters Protestant Episcopal Church, of Columbia, 
n.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 133% 

e relief of the estate of Mathew Brown, deceased, late of Shelby 

County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13396) for the relief of the estate of James 


T 


War Claims. 
aa 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18397) for the relief of the estate of James 
Crews, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
on War Claims. 


By Mr. PIERCE: A bill (H. R. 13398) granting a pension to 


5) for | 


nes, deceased, late of Halifax County, Va.—to the Committee | 


Jor han Terrell—to the Committee on Pensions. 
r. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13399) for | 


lief of the estate of Mary McCaa, deceased, late of Madi- 
unity, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
», a bill (H. R. 13400) for the relief of James A. Allen, of 
mm County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
», a bill (H. R. 13401) for the relief of Dr. Ira G. Wood, of 
‘ on County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr.SHIRAS: A bill (H. R. 13402) for the relief of Dr. W.S. 
ack—to the Committee on Claims. 
SV Mr. SHOBER: A bill (H. R. 3403) to remove the charge 
‘esertion against Rudolph C. Blancke and authorize his hon- 
‘ble discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 13404) granting an increase of 
*ision to Emanuel Peck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, @ bill (H. R. 13405) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet S. Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 13406) for the relief of John F. 
Lear h, administrator of estate of R. H. Carter, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, Pennsylvania Lodge, No. 511, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of bills H. R.89 and 7041—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


Also, paper to accompany bill granting pension to J. H. Steph- 
ens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany bill gr: ¢ a pension 


Ad l ¢ 
: ‘ nting a ] 
to C. A. Houghawout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of B. L. | 
mons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, 





papers to accompany bill to increase pen 1 of John 
Cook—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 13304, 
granting increase of pension to Arbana Wa to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 1 . 2 ing an in 

| crease of pension to Josiah Wood—to the Committe 1 Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of s of Cleveland, Ohio, 
against passage of the so-called * 1-Dolliver bill ”’ he 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens and business firms of Cl und, O 
against passage of an anti-injunction bill—to the Committe l 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens and business firms of Cleveland, O} 
against passage of an eight-hour law—to the Committee on Lab 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petitions of L. D. Christian and 38 others 
of Prentiss County, Miss., and Hon. J. A. E. Py] id 75 others 
of Iuka, Tishomingo County, Miss.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dol- 
liver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of John McVay and 33 others, of 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13407) for the relief of the estate of F. M. | 


Hagy, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 





3 | KE, C. Rice and 38 others, J. 
A Is ), a bill (H. R, 13408) for the relief of the legal representatives | r 
of W. M, McAuley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. | Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary 


Warwick, R.I., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany bill granting an 


increase of pension to George Van Horn—to the Cor tee on 
invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of R. H. Boggs and 20 others, of 


Allegheny, Pa.; W. H. Colvin and 20 others, of Allegheny and 
Pittsburg, Pa.; Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, l 


| f 
gheny, Pa.; First United Presbyterian Church, of Cora 

Pa.; Pennsylvania Anti-Saloon League, and Pluin ¢ k Pri 
terian Church, of New Texas, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn-Dol- 


liver bill—to the Committee on the Judici 


By Mr. DARRAGH: Resolution of the Li 1 Tu 1's 
Association of the Great Lakes, protesting ag: 1e building 
of dredges by the Government » the Cor 1 Rivers and 


Harbors. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petitions of B. Y. Cunningham and 42 others, 
A. Pullman and 37 oth and H. L. 
of the Hepburn- 


rs, 


Shaffer and 6 others, all of Elkins, W. Va., in fav 
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Marcy z 











Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, for permanent light-house 
at Outer md Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Ilinois Press Association, against passage 


ic 
a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Road 


1 
iat 


2 


; m a on the Judici 


— 

By Mr. DEEMER: Paper to accompany claim of John H. Beard— | 
to t! ( ittee¢ n Cla mis 

By DOVENER: Petition of W. L. Fitzhugh and 45 other 
voters, and Jesse G, Lawson and 44 other votes, of Bridgeport; 
L. L. Mal nd 11 other voters, and John B. Swiger and 47 other 
v I f Shinnston; E. D. Orr and 28 other voters, and G. W. | 
Fo nd 35 er voters, of Wallace; T. W. Brydston and 30 | 
voter nd Henry F. Lutz and 20 other votes, of Fairmont; Rev. 
John L. \ son and 40 other voters and anizations of Monon- 
gah, all of West Virgin for the passage of the Hepburn bill— 
to t ( I 1 the vudiclary. 

B Dik Resolution of the board of governors of the 
Co j d Stock and Petrolenm Exchanve of New York, in 
fay | H. R. 7871—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

idents of rural routes 1 and 3, of Troy, N.Y., 
re! of salary of rur¢ il carriers—to the Committee 
oO and Post-R« ads. 

ir. DONWELL: Resoluti ion of the Manufacturers’ Asso- | 
ci m of New York, in favor of bill H. R. 7056—to the Canamit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. } LELD: Petition of John A. Beagle and 42 others. of 
Robertson Coun Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to Commi on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD Resolutions of Elizabeth Spellman 
Cir if Ladies of the Grand Army of the Repub He, of Troy, N, | 
Y.. favoriz sage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
ou Invalid t LS. 

Also, res 1 of the Consolidated Stock and Petroleum Ex- 
chat av g bill H. R. 7871—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of J. A. Gould and 35 others, of 
Nampa, Idaho. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Comunittee on the Judiciary. 

Also. resolution of McPherson Post, No. 3; A. T. McReynolds 
Post, No. 19, and W. T. Sherman Post, No. 31, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Idaho, in favor of a serv ice-pension | 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of voters of Idaho Falls, lowa, in favor of the 
Hepburn-Di liver r bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FU LLER Resolution of the American Association of 


| folk, Va., 


| 511, 





New Jersey, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the « 
iary 


By Mr. HITT: Petit tion of residents of Whiteside County 


| in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee ; 


Judiciary. 

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of W. S. Haviland and 1,137 
of Harrison County, Ky., forthe passage of bill H. R. $5 74. 
relief of the farmers and tobacco yrowers of the United Sta 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Mz iryland: Petition of citizens of W 
ter County, Md.. against passage of Grosvenor bill relat 
small craft—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and | 
eries. 

Also, petition of Frank W. Smith, M. D., and 
Fairlee, Md.; A. S. Mowbray and 23 others, of Port Depos 
Richard A. Smyth and 11 others, of Wooton election d ‘ 
Maryland, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commit. 
tee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of John T. Drake Post, No. 221. 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Brooklyn, Iowa. in fav 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of the legal representatives of the 
estate of Mrs. Endora E. Knox, praying reference of claim t 


29 ot} 


| Court of Cl: ims—t » the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, ap tion of the legal repres ntatives o! Richard P. P 
deceased, praying reference of claim of the estate to the ¢ 
Claims—to th Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the legal representatives of the estate « 


A. England. praying reference of the claim to the Co 
| Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of Rev. George De M ind 


124 others, of Bath, Me., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliv: 


| to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolution of the D 
(Minn.) Board of Trade, in favor of the Quarles-Coops 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the bankers of the Second Congressior 
trict of Minnesota, in opposition to bill H. R. 1976—to the « 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Pet tion of David Humphreys, « 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the ¢ 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of Pennsylvania Lodg 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of. Philadelphia, |: 
favor of bills H. R. 89 and 7041—to the Committee on the J 
ciary. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany bill for relief 
vestry of St. Peter’s Protestant Episcopal Church, of Colt 


= 
Tr t 


Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Mr. GIBSON: Petitions of J. M. Anderson and 27 others, 
and O Bettis and 17 others, of New Market, Tenn., in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judic lary. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Resolution of the North Side Board of | 
Trade of the City of New York, in opposition to bill H. R. 70338— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. GREENE: Resolutions of Thomas E. Gardner Post, 
No. 207. Grand Army of the Republic, of Nantucket, Mass., in | 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
BiONNS. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Resolution of the W. T. Sher.nan Circle, 
No. 8, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Aurora, Ind., 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 


Per ns. 


Also, petition of Moores Hill College, Indiana, in fa zor of the 
He} warn Dollive r bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By HEMENWAY: Petition of George E. Niles and others, 
of leet: ‘Ind., against passage of par. els-post bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petitions of H. F. Rogers and 15 
others, of County Falls, Tex., and T. M. Snapson and others, of 
Troy, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. H EPBL RN: Petition of the Christian Church of Mor- 
gantow n, W. Va., in favor of the passage of bill H. R. 4072— 
to th muinittee on the Judiciary. 

Bv Mr. HERMANN: Resolutions of the Manufacturers and 
Producers’ Association of California, protesting against the pas- 
sage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. I iIL DE BRA NT: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 1472, 
rranting a pension to Levi G. Fessenden—to the Committee on 
ce alid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of General E. V 
Sumner Post, No. 74, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of New Jersey, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Commit- 


tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Second Reformed Church of New 
wick: the First Presbyterian Church of Long Branch; 
byterian Church of Barnegat; the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Freehold: St. Andrew's Methodist Episcopal Church, of Spring 
Lakes, and the Methodist Episcopal Church of Woodbridge, all in 


3runs- 


the Pres- | 


3y Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Resolution of J 
Hocker Post, No. 43, Grand Army of the Republic. of As 
Pa., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In 
valid Pensions. 

3y Mr. PORTER: Petition of the Pennsylvania Anti 
League, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POU: Petition of the Methodist Protestant Churc! 
Henderson, N. C., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Charies H. Meserve and others, of R: 
N. C., that lands in severalty be granted to the landless | 
of northern California—to the Committee on Indian Affa 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompa 
H. R. 12672, granting a pension to William Hoyt- t 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 1602, for relief of W 
Grove Cumberland Presbyterian Church—to the Comiu 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of the Consolidated St: 
Petroleum Exchange, of New York, approving bill H. R. 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Consolidated Stock < 
wel eum Exchange, of New York, in favor of bill H. R. 75 

tl . Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. SHERMAN: Resolution of Curran Circle, No. 19. ! 
of the Grand Army of the Republic. of Utica, N. Y., in fay 
a _— e-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
| By Mr. SIMS: Petition of the pastor and 98 mem)h 

gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church at McLemor 
Tenn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Comm 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Benton County, Tenn., in favor 
the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agricult 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: Petition of J. F. Tyrrell and 19 ot 
| voters of Little Sioux, Iowa, for the passage of the Hepburn bill 

to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of Rev. J. H. Wright and 41 voters of Woodbine 


7 


il 


by 
»V 
1 


‘TS OF th 

























































r the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
iciary. 

tition of W. -reston and 43 voters of Dunlap, Iowa, 
passage of he | ‘He ~pburn bill—to the Committee om the 


7 4248 ect 
peep C. 


I ir the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on | 
the i ia 
\ 2 ine petition ; of citizeus of Cass C ounty, Iowa, represe nt- 


ters, for the passage of the 

} 1 the . Judiciary 
= tition of residents of Gray, Iowa, asking the appoint- 
commissioners to investigate charges of violations of 
Yellowstone Park—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


Tepburn bill—to the Com- | 


\ir. SPALDING: Petitions of members of the Methodist | 


Rev. S. Ramsdahl and 30 other voters; Rev. J. A. H. 
n and 22 other voters, members of Robert Street Metho- 


list Cl une h: members of Plymouth Congregational Church, the | 


ptist Church, and the First Congregational Church; 

o bers of the Presbyterian Church, and business men, all of 

Fargo: John Hermon and 9 others, of Milnor; L. E. Blake and 15 

others. of Delamere, and members of the Methodist and Congre- 

g al churches of Tower City, N. Dak., for the passage of the | 
Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Petition of the Massa- 

husetts Pharmaceutical Association, 6f Boston, for the passage 


H. R. 9303, for a reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the | 


Committee on Ways and Means. 


THAYER: Resolution of the Citizens’ Trade Associa- 


Cambridge, Mass., relative to increasing powers of Inter- 


Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and | 


Foreign Commerce. 


\lso, petition of the Massachusetts State Pharmaceutical Asso- 


n, in favor of bill H. R. 9303, for a reduction of the tax on | 


al l—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of the Business Men’s Associa- 


f Sherman, N. Y., against the parcels-post bill—to the Com- | 


i the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
WADSWORTH: Petition of Woman’s Christian Tem- 
U nion of Millville, N. -Y.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolli- 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Ir. WRIGHT: Resolution of Captain Warren G. Moore 
No 389, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Penn- 
ia, in favor of a service-pension pill—to the Committee on 
id Pensions. 





SENATE. 
March 8, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp EVERETT HALE. 
lhe Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. NELSON, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
‘PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, if there be no 
— will stand approved. The Chair hears none, and it is 


THURSDAY, 


SCHOONER LUCRETIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 

on from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
january 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
ings ne the court relative to the vessel schooner Lucretia, 
iam Young, master; which, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
OWNING, its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance 


L its Toreeme, the bill (H. R. 5611) granting a pension to Juliette | 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had | 
signed the following enr: led bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Preside nt pro tempore: 

x A bill (8, 89) granting an increase of pension to James M. Mark- 

A bill (S. 148) granting an incr 
Sm: illey; 

. men (S. 153) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
urk 


A bill (S. 154) granting an increase of pension to Hugh T. 
Crockett; 


ease of pension to Benjamin H. 





I. Wiley and 100 voters of Orient Township, | 
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A bill (S. 156) granting an 
| Ford: 
A bill (S. 268) 
Johnson; 
A bill (S. 312) 
Oviatt; 
| A bill (S. 
Hallet; 
A bill (S. 354 
wold: 
| A bill (S. 386) granting 
Wells; 
A bill (S. 562) granting 
Emmons; 


A bill (S. 
Littl . 
A bill (S. 681) granting 


kins; 
A bill (S. 693) granting < 
| De Roc ke or; 
A bill (S. 727) granting 


Wetherell; 


A bill (S. 


Gl over; 

A bill (S. 822) granting ¢ 
Stevens; 

A bill (S. 893) er: 
Angelo; 

A bill (S. 900) granting : 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 935) 2 

A bill (S. 1272) 
lins 


fong: 
A bill (S. 1892) granting an incre: 
| Hughes; 
A bill (S. 1530) granting 
| Lemphere; 
A bill (S. 1554) granting an increase 
| Pickard; 
A bill (S 
| Newton; 
A bill (S. 1591) granting an incre 
A bill (S. 1616) i i 
| Donovan; 


1555) 


A bill (S. 1627) 


Kibbe: 


A bill (S. 1642) g 


Chunn; 


A bill (S. 1678) 


| Reinhart: 


A bill (S. 1796) 


Woodworth; 


A bill (S. 1803) 


Morgan; 


A bill (S. 1834) 


Paul; 


A bill (S. 1944) 


Stanger; 
A bill (S. 2043) granting an inci 
| Williams; 
A bill (S. 2087) grantin 
A bill (S. 2122) granting a ee 


A bill (S. 2179 


| Harkinson; 


A bill (S. 2198) 
A bill (S. 2200) 


| Collins: 


A bill (S. 2216) gr: 
A bill (S. 2237 


Chandler; 


A bill (S. 2239) g 


| Chatfield; 


A bill (S. 2278) g 


Howlett; 
A bill (S. 2289) g 
Chitwood; 


A bill (S. 2 
A bill (S. 2 
Waters; 

A pill (S. 2490) 


A bill (S. 2563) gr 
Banta; 


A bill (S. 2649) g 


Burch; 







to Harriet L. 


Co 


317) granting 


) granting an incr 


588) granting 


819) grantin 


rease of pen 


Daniel M. 


Ts unting a a a ion to Mary S. Cl: 
crease of pension to Samuel Rol- 


rsa Of 7 YQ} i, 
ase OF pension 


granting an i 


> > 


granting a pension to Th 
granting an increase of pension to Char] 


an increase of } 
) granting an 


g¢ a pension to N 
y an increas‘ 
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1 bill (S. 2685) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Linc] 
A bill (S. 2838) granting a pensi » Louisa Lyon: 
\ bill (S, 2040) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Liddle: 
A bill (S. 2948) granting an iner se of pension to George Hyde; 
A bill 55) granting an increase of pension toJohn Hogarth 
Li 
bill (S. 2966) granting a pension to William Conover; 
A Wd (s I a pension to Henry Dority; 
A 1 (S. anting an increase of pension to Malvine C. 
B ll: 
ill (S. 30 granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
K \ 
\ }) granting an increase of pension to Emma E. 8. 
os 
. bi )) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Li 
A bi 5. 3130) granting an increase of pension to Nathan P. 
Be Wii n 
\ bill (S. 8267) granting an increase of pension to Mary V. 
Carson: 
nll (S ing an increase of pension to John Olson 





s an increase of pension to Dan H. Wal- 





{ 
granting an increase of pension to John H. 
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| of 


| National Prohibition party, of Mitchell County: 


la 

A bill (S. 3378) granting a pension to Eliza Williams; 

A bill (S. 3397 ranting an increase of pension to George B. 
Chris 

A nll (S. 3405) granting an increase of pension to Mary I 
Per 

. bill (S. 3413) granting a pension to Henry P. Howard; 

bill (S. 3415) gy -anting an increase of pension to Manluff W. 

Reynolds; 

: ll (S. 3423) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Ottey | 
A bill (S. 3452) granting an increase of pension to Charles Male; 

A bill (S. 3470) granting an increase of pension to Richard , 
Vi KS; 


granting an increase of pension to § 


wepston B. 


A bill (S. 3481) granting am increase of pension to James E. 
H tTTisoen: 
sA bill (S. 3488) granting an increase of ptnsion to Charles E. 


A 1 (S. 3527) granting an increase of pension to Jerningham 
Boon ° 

A bill (S. 3534) granting an increase of pension to John S. Par- 
xeI 

\ bill (S. 3569) granting an increase of pension to John A. 


Chamberlain; 

A bill (5S. 3645) 
Hall: 

\ bill (S. 
ner; 

A bill (S. 8738) 
Ludingt ih; 

\ bill (S. 
Ww ‘he atland; 

A. bill (S 
Abbott; 

A bill (5 
Clark; 

A bill (S. 8893) granting an increase of pension to John L. 


vers 


granting an increase of pension to Francis 


3656) granting an increase of pension to William Tur- 


gre 


inting an increase of pension to Lenus §. 


3812) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


. 3839) granting an increase of pension to George B. 


3887) granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 


t0 

i ‘bill is. 

A bill (S. 

A bill 
Blaisdell: 

A bill (S. 4052) granting a pension to Alice K. Seligson; 

A bill (S. 4090) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte J. 
Folsom; 

A bill (S. 
ove; 

A bill (S. 
Dickey; 

A bill (H. R. to authcrize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bri idge across the 
Black Warr ior Rive ‘r, in Tuscaloosa County, Ala., in section 3, 
township 21 south, range 9 west of Huntsville me ridian; and 

A bill (H. R. 11812) relating to applications, declaratory state- 
ments, entries, and final prpofs under the homestead and other 
land laws, and to confirm the same in certain cases when made 
outside of the land district within which the land is situated, 


$902) granting a pension to George F. Smith; 
3945) granting an ine of pension to Lewis Lewis; 
8950) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


rease 


We 


4091) granting an increase of pension to Nathan M. 


oo 
md 


4141) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 


TIRRB ) 


in 


| No. 1 


| hibi 


and Wancoma; 





Marcu 





PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. ALLISON presented petitions of sundry citizens of D, 
of the congregation of the Pres sbyterian ( 
of sundry citizens of Dumont and Pilot Mound: «4 
of 


Adair; 


sundr 





zens of Elgin; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Uni 
Ma chester; of sundry citizens of Twigley, Washington. an 
fax: of Ge ne ral Geddes Circle, Ladies of the Grand Arm: 
R repahl ic, of Davenport; of sundry citizens of Alton, G1 
Fredericksburg, Albion, and Roc k Rapids s: of the congr 
Friends’ Church of Pleasant Plain: of sundry citize 

Ro x and Griswold, all in the State of Iowa, praying for 


actment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans» 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Co 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented the petition of Mrs. J. J. ] 
and 6 other members of the Women’s Clubs of Titonks 
praying that an appropriation be made to purchase a n 
forest reserve in the White Mountains of New Hampshire 

is referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations 
Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of Silver Grange, No. 170 
of Husbandry, of Hillsdale, Iowa, praying for the enact 
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Cor 
Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Int 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Silver Grange, No. 170 
Husbandry, of Hillsdale. Iowa, praying for the ena 
legislation to increase the salaries of rural free-delivery 
riers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offi 
Post-Roads. 
He also presented a petition of the congregation of th 


of 


terian Church of Hawarden, Iowa, praying for wn inves 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Remp Smoo1 


tor from the State of U 
ov Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of John T. Drake Post, 
Brooklyn; of T. J. Potter Post, No. 440, of Crest 
of lowa, Grand Army of the Republic, and of N. A, M 
cle, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of De W 
the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of a servi 


tah; which was referred to the Com 


No 


on, Ve}; 


law; which were referred to the Committee on Pension 
He also presented petitions of sundry citizens oi 
Grande, New Virginia, Seymour, Brownsdale, Fayett 


Clinton, Littleton, and West Chester; of the congregation 
Methodist Episcopal Church of West Liberty; of Silver 
02, Patrons of Husbandry, of Hillsdale; the cor 
‘the United Presbyterian Church of Greenfield; of ti 
tion central committee of Mitchell County; of tix 


tio n of 


| tion of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Ida Grove: 
| congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of De 


| congregation of the Christian Church of Eldon; 


congreyation of the Congregational Church of Eldon; of t] 
gre zation of the. Methodist Episcopal Church of Eldon, « 
of the ny 


| tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church and the onal 


tian Temperance Union of Waverly; of the congregatio: 
Congregational Church of Dubuque; of the Young Peopl 
ety of Christian Endeavor of Sioux Rapids: of the congre 
of the United Brethren Church of Des Moines, and of th: 
gation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Danville, all 
State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation 

late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of Local Union No. 271, 

Moiders’ Union, of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the ena 


| of legislation to develop the American merchant marine; \ 
| was referred to the Committee on Commerce 


He also presented petitions of the c ongregations of the Me 
dist Episcopal Church of Woodbridge, the First Baptist Chu 
of Phillipsburg, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Last Ru 
ford, the Baptist Church of Glenwood, the Presbyterian Ch 
of New Providence, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Fre 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Raritan, the First Pr 
terian Church of Long Branch, the Methodist Episcopal Chu 
of Sharptown, and the Methodist Episcopal Church of Stank 
all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment o! 
islation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicatu 
liquers; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi 
Mr. DRYDEN. I present a concurrent resolution of the leg 
lature of New Jersey, favoring an appropriation for the purp 
of deepening and widening the channel of the Passaic River from 
its mouth to the city of Paterson. I ask that the concurrent res 
olution be printed in the Recorp id referred to the Committe¢ 
on Commerce. 
There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was referred 
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as f yllows: 


t re lution requesting the Senators from this State in the Senate 

od States and the “Members of © ware ss from the vario 

iis State in the House of Rey atives of the United St: ates to 

hest endeavors to secure an appropr is stion from the Federal Gov- 

for the purpose of dee — ing and widening the channel of the 
ver from its mouth tot ity of Paterson. 


prese 


is the Passaic River has hea been a navigable stream, and from 

this Republic up to the time of the introduction of railroads 
s of the greater part of northern New Jersey were dependent 
merce of the Passaic River for their supplies and household 
l 
rreason of the increasit 













g size and draft of vessels it is now 











to navigate said ri ver, exce pt in vessels of very light draft, 

necessary to transfer r the cargo from ‘the larger vessels to the 
3s in order to reach | , thus increasing the cost of 
n by water, to the detr the commerce of the Passaic 


number of the citizens of the 


1Z€ 





sequent 
and 


injury 


New Jersey; 








mmittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the | for the relief of Albert 


is a ~ | 


ere h ‘ ented to the ' War Department of the United | 
»the R r Comn e of Conan reaey i con- 
4 T value 1d t] “eS of the iz iprove- | 
Pa at it m: Ly become a comme r¢ yal highway, and 





lone; and 
exboai d in the annual 


ts an urgent public desire that this be « 
he report of the Chief of Engine ers, ¢ 








ir Department for the fiscal year endin @ Jt ine 30, 1900, it ap- 
ich a project is approved and recommended, and that the total 






rent would not exceed $1,000,000; 
ition and central 


rove! an 


son of the consolic 






oads 





Vy ion of the rail 
ntrv into great corporations operating thousands f ae f rail 

1e management and ¢ ontrolled by a comparatively few men, it 
that the waterways of this country be ke pt open to navi gation 


ry be extends , to the end that 


srever |} 














ation of pass rsand freight ‘may not ! rely ex- 
ore, be it 

e of the State of New Jersey (the house of assembly con 

t t Senators m this State in the Senate of the Un i 

i bers of Congress from the various di is Stat 

f Representatives of the United States be, ax her ’y 

y requested to use their A st leavors in urs ging upon the Con 
United States the nec: v ng an appr on for the 
l ins and witenin e el of the River and 
vigable for vessels of medium size and « draft to the city of 


m of Boiler Maker 
1erican neyo 9 of Lal wr, of 


ese nted a petitio 
mn, No. 1, An 
t 


for the d n sevican 1 merchant 1e, 
extension of the coastwise laws of the United States to 
between the mainland and the Philip pine Islands, and 
ng for the enactment of ‘legisl: ion to< le Carry- 
naval and war stores of the United St American 

hich was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
lso presented a memorial of the sateenationsl ul a’ 
ee VY. J.,and a memorial of the Wi 


4 ~* 
iton, 2 
ing Company, of Trenton, N. J., remonstrat 


marine 


y,N Zu “praying for he enactment of legislation pro- 
levelopment of the An 


7 
j 





nfine tl 





ates to 





Cre 





| ze of the so-called “ — hour bill,’”’ and al 
n bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
LL l 
liso presented petitions of the congregation of the E 
Ra Church, of Newark; of congregation of the Meth 





il Church of Spring 


ution of the Pres- 
in Church of Stewartsville; 


ongrega 
the congregation of the 



















mn i Memorial Methodist Epise 1 Church, of Long] ch; 
gation of the Second P1 f r 
rregs the Ba ptis t aoe of ] ng 
( the conere: the Methodist Epise f 
1Squ of ‘regation of the Py 3k inch 
ng Ridge; of sregation of the Fin rch 
the congregation of the Reformed C) l ad- 
f th ngregation of the Reformed Chui fF lin 
regation of the Berean Bapti t Chure ‘ of Bridgeton 
ongregation of the First Methodist Epis ( h 
the congregation of the First Baptist f Mer- 
le; of the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal 
of Milt n, Stockholm, Canist ar, and ee Foundland 
congregati = of the St. Andre w *s Methodist Epi copal 
Lake; of the congrega tion of th sy Firs Meth * 


Cl h, of Spring 
Protestant 
Mi thodist 


( heneh of N 
Episcopal ¢ 


ewa 
shar 


vk; of the congrega 
ch of Karney; of the cons ¢ 


rot 





tion of the First Congregational Church of Newark; of the con- 
on of the Amity Palate terian C hurch, of Montclair; of 
the congregation of the Pre sbyterian Church of Springfield; 
the congregation of St. Mi itk’s Ev: oe al Lutheran Church, of 
ton: of the congregation of the Third Christian Reformed 
Church of Paterson, and of Warren R. Neff and sundry other 
citizens of Jersey City, all in the State of New Jersey, praying 
sOr Uae Om ictment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Vonmnittee on the Judiciary. 


Mr a : 
wr. BALL pres nted sundry papers to accompany t = bill (S 


4312) to correct the military record of W. H. Cleaden; which we 
refer rred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 3 


in 


164) 












= 
S. Henderer; which were referred to the 
| Committee on Claims. 
| Mr. TELLER pr sented a petition of Lefthand Grange, No. 9 
| Patrons of Hus bandry, of Colorado, praying fot nactr of 
| legislation to increase the salaries of rural free-d ry mail 
| riers; which was referred to the Comm » on I Offic ind 
| Post-Roads. 
| He also presented a memorial of the Citi ’ Alliance of Den- 
ver, Colo., remonstrating against the passage of th: called 
‘* anti- — m bill;’? which was referred to the Committes 
the Judiciary. 
He also resented ap tition of t] Nat 1] Stock A 
| ciation, of Portland, Oreg i tan appropriation br de 
roviding for an investigati f poisonous plants by the Bure 
of Plant Industry, Department of Agriculture; h was 1 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forest 
He also pre nted a memorial of the National Live Stock Ass 
ciation of Pi rtl ind, Oreg., remonstrati against the vetme 
of legislation one for the 1 l th j l 
which was referred to the Commit n Finance 
He also presented N ] 


a peti lon of the National Live Stock Associa- 














tion of Portland, Oreg., praying for the e1 ment lk : 
to enlarge the powers of the int rstate Commerce Commission; 
which,was referred to the Committee on Interstate Comme1 
_ Healso presented a petition of the National Live St 
rt i r the e1 nt of 1 ! 
live stock, and also pr 
ods I mnpelled to mark 
nmitt n the Census 
Nati 1 Live Stock A . 
ir ti f 1 ent o n 
n rat - for I \ 
which vy I rred to the Com- 
he Pro yn of G 
ndry cit ns of De r, Colo., 
partment of Colorado, ¢ | 
), praying for the enact f 
referred to the C l 
52a I Iry ( ‘¢ fo 
1, Colo., praying for the passage « the -called | ) 
l-roads bill,” which was 1 red to the ‘ . 
ire and Forestry. 
He also pres nted a pe 1 of Local Union No. 3, Amal 
nated Woodworkers’ International Union f r, ¢ 
Ptr? oO ] o Ianty n p 
Ss in that State; v ! 
liciary 
wo cit ‘ * a 1 
»<¢ + ) } + ¢ rel 
of the } I Church 
rat ft First C nal, 
nd ti M iwpis ] 
of Gi ‘vy; of the Ws s | 1 ‘I eral Uni f 
Pueblo; of the Leor Womat tian Temperar 
of D r, al ti gat t , t 1 l 
‘ { , mn : | + Sta ] , nra ‘ 
t I t 
rei I 1 to 1 \ 
€ 4} ( a le OO} 
stian Ten 
, 3} > r 5 
) ‘ , T + 
wena _ ( 
ry 77 
hea J rv. 
tition of C. J. H ‘ 1 12 
le ion to rem 
alcohol for industrial purposes; which v t 
mittee on Finance 
| He also presented petitions of Iry « West | 
Pittsburg, Indiana: and Lansdow of t 
Christian Church of Scottdal f the con the I 
nite ¢ yhurch of 8 ttdale, and of the cor ti fthe United 
Brethren Church of Scottdale, all in t P 
praying for the enactment of legislatio1 ] t t 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; w!] dt } 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented memorials of George F. I and 17 other 
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citizens of Philadelphia, of Harry P. Pearsand 8 other citizens of 
Pittsburg, of H. H. Smith and 6 other citizens of Pittsburg, and 
of Charles H. Ludington, jr.,and 3 other citizens of Philadelphia, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called ‘‘ eight-hour bill;’’ which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorials of George F. Lasher and 18 
other citizens of Philadelphia, of H. C. Dunlap and 5 other citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, of Harry P. Pears and 10 other citizens of 
Pittsburg, of H. H. Smith and 6 other citizens of Pittsburg, and 
of Charles H. Ludington, jr., and 3 other citizensof Philadelphia, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called ‘“‘ anti-injunction bill;’’ which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lawrence 
County, Pa., and the petition of W. H. Heath and sundry other 
citizens of Allegheny, Pa.. praying for the passage of the so-called 
‘* Brownlow good-roads bill;’? which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of Captain John Whitney Post, No. 
368, of Laceyville; of Jacob Maynard Post, No. 377, of Mehoop- 
any; of Captain E. J. Rice Post, No. 211, of Factoryville; of J. W. 
Reynolds Post, No. 98, of Tunkhannock; of Corporal Rufus Frear 





Post, No. 323, of Beaumont; of Local Post No. 254, of Sharon; of | 


Local Post Np. 246, of Harrisville; of George Smith Post, No. 79, 
of Conshohocken; of Major W. G. Soury Post, No. 548, of Penn- 
sylvania; of Brandywine Post, No. 54, of Coatesville; of R. Foster 
Robinson Post, No. 36, of Pennsylvania: of Local Post No. 249, of 
Foxburg; of Manitoba Post, No. 592, of Winnipeg; of Local Post 
No. 881, of Pennsylvania; of E. M. Stanton Post, No. 208, of New 
Brighton; of James L. O’Neill Post, No. 537, of Pennsylvania; of 
Watkins Post, No 68, of Towanda; of McPherson Post, No. 117, 
of Pennsylvania; of Captain E. F. Roberts Post, No. 437, of Penn- 
sylvania; of Philandes Billings Post, No. 392, of Pennsylvania: of 
Colonel John D. Bertolette Post, No. 484, of Lehighton; of J. Ed. 
Turk Post, No. 321, of Dayton; of Pennington Post, No. 283, of 
Fairmount Springs, and of Colonel D. M. Jones Post, No. 172, of 
Tyrone, all of the Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army 
of the Republic, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the en- 
actment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Greenville, 
West Chester, Washington. Northeast, Johnstown, and Cambria 
County; of the Woman’s Foreign Missionary Society of Green- 
ville; 
Wowman’s Christian Temperance Union of Greenville; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Darby; of the congre- 
gation of the United Brethren Church of Johnstown; of the Twen- 
tieth Century Club of Mifflinburg; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Unionof Bradford; of the Young People’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Bradford; of the Woman’s Literary Club of 
Bradford; of the Young Ladies’ Foreign Missionary Society of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Greenville; of the Young Ladies’ 
Missionary Society of the Presbyterian Church of Greenville; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Chester County; of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Penns 
Park; of the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of 
Greenville; of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Sharps- 
burg; of the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal and Baptist 
churches of North Bingham; of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Johnstown; of the Woman’s Home Missionary 
Society of Allegheny; of the congregation of the F Street Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, of Johnstown; of the congregation of the 
Grace Lutheran Church, of Johnstown; of thecongregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Scottdale; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Westmoreland County, and of the con- 
gregation of the Butler Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Pittsburg. all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an inves- 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Study 
Club, of Winfield, N. H., praying for the establishment of a na- 
tional forest reserve in the White Mountains; which was referred to 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Pleasant Street Baptist 
Church, of Concord, N. H., anda petition of Rockingham Grange, 
No. 183, Patrons of Husbandry, of Epping, N. H.. praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 


the Judiciary. ji 
He also presented a petition of the State board of agriculture 


of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so-called ‘‘ pure- | 


food bill: ’’ which was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 
Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Elliotts- 
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of the Ministerial Association of West Newton; of the | 
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town, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate ;},, 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which wer. yo. 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented the petition of Ge. 
O. Latimer, of Spokane, Wash., praying for the enactment of },. 
islation providing for the division of the State of Washington j)); 
judicial districts; which was referred to the Committee on , 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of A: 
Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation providing f,, 
construction and maintenance of public highways; which w» 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of W. T. Kenny Circle, No, 1° 
partment of Washington and Alaska, Ladies of the Grand Apiyy 
of the Republic, of Blaine; of Local Post, Department of W..)). 
ington and Alaska, Grand Army of the Republic, of Kent, ; 
Martha Washington Circle, No. 6, Ladies of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Anacortes, all in the State of Washington, 
ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; which w: 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the P) 
terian Church, the Methodist Church, and the United Presbyterign 
Church, all of Waitsburg, and of Grand Lodge, Independent Order 
of Good Templars, in the State of Washington, praying { 


T 
LJP- 


1 


enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transport 1 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Comimittce on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Comn 


| of Spokane, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislat 


enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of ( 
tonna, Geneva, and Northfield, allin the State of Minnesota, } 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inters 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred { 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the () 
Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of St. Paul, Minn., pra 
for the enactment of legislation to prevent nullification of 1 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on the Judician 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of Alexander Hamilton Post 
No. 182, of New York City; of Adam Wirth Post, No. 451, of ( 
lege Point; of A. J. Hooker Post, No. 415, of Morristown, an 
Farrell Post, No. 51, of Canajoharie, all of the Department of New 
York, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of New \: 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which we: 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Gilbert S. Graves Bible 
of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
vent the nullification of State liquor laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Colun 
West Hampton, Livingston County, Black River, Washing 
Manlius, Amsterdam, New Albion, Newburgh, Webster. a 
ware, and Groton; of the congregation of the Methodist Epi: il 
Church of Walworth; of the congregation of the First Pres’ 
terian Church of Waterloo; of the congregation of the Met! 
Episcopal Church of Waterloo; of the Woman’s Christian Tou 
perance Union of Manlius; of the Woman’s Christian Temperan 
Union of Junius, and of the congregation of the Methodist 1)) 
copal Church of Angelica, all in the State of New York, pr: 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate t 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the C 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Sacred Thirst So 
of St. Paul, Minn., and a petition of sundry citizens of Pre: 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulat 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; whici: wer 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Minnesota State As: 
tion of Builders’ Exchanges, remonstrating against the pass 
of the so-called ‘‘ eight-hour bill;’? which was referred to | 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Minnesota State Associa- 
tion of Builders’ Exchanges, remonstrating against the pass: 
of the so-called ‘‘ anti-injunction bill;’’ which was referred to 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented a petition of Left Hand Grane 


) | No. 2, Patrons of Husbandry, of Colorado, praying for the en: 
of intexicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on | 


ment of legislation to increase the salaries of rural letter carrim 
oe was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Po 
oads. 
He also presented a petition of Local Post, No. 2, Departine 
of Colorado and Wyoming, and a petition of Sedgwick Post, N 
12, Department of Colorado and Wyoming, in the State of Co! 
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wing for the enactment of a service-pension law; whict 
; ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

resented petitions of the congregation of the Mount 
( Baptist Church, of Denver; of the Woman's Christian 
" ince Union of George — and of the Mesa Woman’s 
Cl in Temperance Union, of Pueblo, all in the State of Colo- 
: raving for the « canton on of legislation to regulate the 
te transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
{ +> the Cor mittee on the Judi ‘dary. 
» presented a pet ition of the Shakespeare Club, of Aspen, 
Cc la petition of the Faith Uni ion W oman’s Christian Tem- 
. Union, of Denver, C ots praying for an investigation of 
+] reg made and filed against the Hon. ReEp Smoot, a Sen- 

m the State of Utah; w hewens referred to the Commit- 

{ Privileges and Elections. 

presented petiti ns La the Mesa Woman’s Chri: 
T unce Uni n, of Pueblo; the Woman's Christian Tem- 
1 Union of biecemete wn, and of the congregation of the 
Mount Olivet Baptist Church, of Denver, all in the State of Colo- 
r ing for a continuance of the present anticanteen law, 
nstructi: 2 of gymnasiums at army posts, etc.; 


ferred to the Co mmitte on Military Affairs. 
RN presented a } 





) 


we 


c 


tian 





( 
{ petition of G. A. Hobart Post, No. 
nent of Idaho, chen Army of the Republic, of Idaho, 
he anactment of a service-pe nsion law; which was 
oo Committee on Pensions. 
PA TRB. ANKS presented a petition of the W 
at f Shoe Wholesalers, praying for the enact oO 
{ e the powers of the Interstate Con imerce Cr 
v as referred to the C 
SCOTT presented a pet 
¥ 





Mr 2D 
os 


tern Associ- 
of ] legislation 
‘ommission; 
( mmittee on In torstate Commerce. 
tion of ] 


© 
ment 


>ierpoint Cc ircle, No. 11 .De- 
J nt of West Virginis lies of the Gra nd Army of the | Re 
1 of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of a service- 
1 law; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sented a petit ion of th e congregati 




















yn of the Metho- | 


a i t tant © nure h of We ston, W. "7 raying for r the enact- 
n legislation to regulate the i ate tra nsportation of 
ing liquors; which was referret he Committee on the 
J ‘ 

M UARLES presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ash- 
iF nd Plainfield, in the State of Wisconsin, praying for an in- 
vest ion of the charges made and inst Hon. REED 
a Senator from the State of Utah: which were referred to 

itte ( 1P ial nes.and Ele tions. 
ry ted petitions of sundry citizens of Fort Atkinson 
f ra ,in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the enact- 
I rislation to regulates the interstate transportation of 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
{ ary. 
) presented a petition of the Builders’ Exchange of Mem- 
] 1., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarg 
of the Interstate Con e Commission; which was 
I 1 to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
LATT of Connecticut presented pet titions of sundry citi- | 
New Haven, Cheshire, Branford, New London, Mystic, 
S rton, Goshen, Thomaston, and Terryville; of the 
¥ Christian Temperance Union of Colchester; of the Wo 
ti empe @ Union . Groton and Stonington 
ngregation of the Baptist C 1 of Groton; of the Ep- 
seague of the Me thodi st Bipieot yy pal Church of Mystic; of 
tl nan’s Christian Temperance Union of Ch re, andof the 


} 
s bail ‘ A 
st Episcopal and First Congregational 
he State of Connecticut, prayi fi 
reculate age: i { 
hinl - » 
VuICn were 





] + 


f the Methodis 
1eshi lin the 


T 
nterstate tr n perta 


erred to the 





l Tt 
norials of sundry citiz 
T the enactmer 
vi r the: nnexation to o1 rabsorption by Oklahom 
of tl dian Territory or any part thereof; which wer 
t ‘ommittee on Territories. 
Mr. FRYE presented petitions of the Woman’s Chris n 
nee r Union of Sturgis, Mich. : of the congregation £ the 


= ist Episc ‘opal Chure h of Kenesaw, Nebr.; 
wea rae of Win om, Kans., and of the cor ngregation of the Congre- 
gational Churc ~y f La Moille, Il., ¢ 

iegisiation to regulate the inters tate trans} portation of intoxicat- 
j 

c 


iquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1718) to compensate the Old Point Comfort 


Improvement Company for the demolition and removal of the | 


of the Epworth | 


raying for the enactment of | 


~ 5 
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Hygeia Hotel property from the Government resery 1 at Old 
Point, Vit ‘ginia, reported it without ar Iment, az ] ted 
@ report thereon. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Co ‘co. to w 1 
was referred the bill (S. 4142) granting to 1] V . 
Power Com pany | construct and ma 
canal,and power sti the Mississippi Ri 
Iowa, reported it “with an amendment, and a t 
ther on. 

Mr. PERKINS 10 Committee on Co: ' - 
was referred the 1568) for the 1 the J 

vast of two ligh now being built in } ¥ New 
Jersey, reported it without amendment, and if L rey 
thereon. 

Mr. I /EPEW, fr ym the Committee on Comm to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 74) ¢ itut l N port of 
delivery, and for other purposes, reported i 
and submitted a report thereon 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom ‘* 
referred the bill (S. 2113) for the relief ‘of Bern W. Mu . 
report ted it witl an amendment, and submitted I I 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the C mitte 1M ry A ) 
whom was r¢ ferred the bill (S. 1950) ren i I 
sertion from the record of James A. Bell, s l 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill vy 
indefinitely. or. & 

Mr. PLATT nnectic from the Com1 Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bi H.R ( ; 
provisions of the act of Janua 1, 1903 sage ] 
tion, in Oklahoma Tert y, and for ot pe t 
with amendments. S 

Mr. BERRY, from the C 1 on Com? to whor ag 
referred the bill (S. 4585) to hoi t] Ind 
way Company to nstru 1 railroad 1 h 
River in Vigo Cow ty, Ind., reported it. ind 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Commi > on Cl s.to whom yw 

| referred the bill (S. 952) to refer the claim lol M 
acainst the United Stat for 1 valu ( 
Court of Claims, reported it w it amendm s 
a report thereon. 
MAP OF THE UNITE 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I wisht ll T made 
y terday from the (¢ on Pri , 
to by the Ser r from Colorado |M I : 
joint resolution (S. R. 55) t Li 
. a « z vil i 
| < for its presel 5 r I l l - 
J onable to t S ator 1k ! ) 

There no : 

Whole, prov ed t nsi re 

The PRESIDENT pro t i 

Mr. PATTERSON. The p I hi 
printing ihe pla rei lad Itisa1 
Geodetic Surve Itisat t« 2 ! ) 
have yet had ed, and I | ( 
lk into it and, if possible t us 
man 
So far as the pendi gy s ] 
ought to b pass 

The nt x 1 1 was reported 
nent, orders engr for at 1 
time, an 1 pas i 

I I 
fr. TELLER ramr a @ 4r4o 
oO T n to] B. Fret which ¥ 1 
and 1 rred to the Committee on Pens 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4743) f r 
Andrew J. Gill, deceased; which was read t t 
with the accompanying papers L to ( 

Claims 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4744) for the 1 ( 
Allen; which was read twice by its tit] 
panying paper, referred to the Committe 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 47 2 I ) 
of Dp msion to Elizabeth Dixon; which ¥ 5 
| and referred to the Committee on Per 

He also intr luced a bill (S. 4746 in n 
sion to Sylvester Gridley Parker; which was read twi j 
title, and referred to the Committee on Ps ? 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 4747) to rem¢ ‘] - 

sertion from the military record of John H. I nm i 
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was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 4748) for the relief of Isaac 
P. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4749) granting a pension to 
Martha J. Patterson: which was read twice by its title, and re- 

erred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduc 
sion to Asher Helm: which was 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 4751) granting a pension 
to Michael Fitzpatrick; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 4 


752 


) granting a pension to 


Emma lL. Daniels; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


He alsointroduced a bill (S. 4758) granting an increase of pension | 


to Thomas J. Spencer; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4754) for the relief of 
Charles A. Thomas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


He also introduced the following bills; which were severally | 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- | 


sions. 
A bill (S. ¢ 
A bill 
Umsted; 
A bill (S. 4757) 


ane 


all 


iv” ‘anting a 


n increase of pension to David Keller; 


(S. 4756) granting an 


Manion (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (8. 4759) granting a pension to 
John M. Ma which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


nlove; 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4760) granting an increase of pen- | 


sion to Ezekiel Riggs; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4761) for the relief of the 
estate of Marcus Walker, deceased; which was read twice by its 

le, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 4762) granting a pension to 
Vincent L. McGuire; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 4763) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Big Bethel African Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Atlanta, Ga.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 


Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4764) granting a pension to | 


Cyrus L. Mobley; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. PLATT of Cormecticut (for Mr. HAWLEY) introduced a | 


bill (S. 4765) granting an increase of pension to Adrian Terry; 
which was read twice by its title, and. with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4766) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick Clark; which was read twice by its title, 
aud, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following amendments, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed: 

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for the 
improvement and protection of the harbor and river front of the 
District of Columbia. the enforcement of laws and regulations, 
construction and maintenance of wharves and buildings, and for 
other necessary items and services, from $3,000 to $5,000; 

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for the 
Washington Home for Incurables from $2,000 to $4,000; and 

An amendment proposing to increase the salary of the assistant 
surveyor of the District of Columbia from $1,800 to $2,500. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment providing that the sum 
of $40,000 appropriated in the fortifications appropriation bill, 
approved March 3, 1903, to increase the price of the metal work 
of the Emery gun carriage, shall be due and paid to E. H. Emery 
on the passage of the fortifications appropriation bill, to enable 
him to proceed promptly in the work of building his 12-inch dis- 


appeering gun carriage, etc., intended to be proposed by him to | 


the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Comittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


d a bill (S. 4750) granting a pen- | 
read twice by its title, and re- 


increase of pension to Joseph | 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Gehr: | 


A bill (S. 4758) granting an increase of pension to Kate A. | 


MARCH 3, 


| He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the a». 
propriation for the Washington Home for Incurables from §2 ()\) 
to $4,000, intended to be proposed by hire to the District of Co} 

| bia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committ«; 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT submitted an amendment proposing to appropr’ 
$100,000 to aid in the reconstruction and completion of the byj 
|ing of the National Homeopathic Hospital, intended to be 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; wi} 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
| ordered to be printed. 


CANAL BETWEEN ST. JONES AND LITTLE RIVERS, DELAW AR! 


Mr. ALLEE submitted the following concurrent reso] 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed { 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representati 
curring), That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, directed t 
an examination and survey to be made from the St. Jones River, at | 
| Del., to a point on Little River, and thence to Delaware Bay, for the pu 
| of determining the advisability and cost of constructing a canal betw: 
said rivers, and the deepening and widening of Little River, so as to } 
a channel suitable for the needs of commerce from Dover, Del., to De! 
Bay. 


INSPECTION OF MEAT, ETC. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; whi 
| considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia repo 
| Senate what inspection is made of meat, poultry, game, fish, and oy 
ported into the District of Columbia in cold storage or refrigerator : 
ing details of when, where, and the manner of such inspection. 


PROPOSED ALASKAN LEGISLATION, 


Mr. HALE and Mr. BEVERIDGE addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair recognizes th: 
ator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Indiana has a statem 
make. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, by unanimous cons 

| day was to be given to Alaskan legislation, not to interfer 
appropriation bills. I understand that the Senator from 
desires to call up the naval appropriation bill. That, the 
displaces the Alaskan legislation for this day. 

I therefore ask unanimous consent, on account of the 
tive necessity for these Alaskan bills, which will not be o! 
to, that immediately on the conclusion of the bill which t! 
ator from Maine will now present the Senate may proceed i 
consideration of Alaskan legislation, not to interfere with a 
priation bills 

Mr. KEAN. Or the unfinished business. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. As part of my request, to continu 
disposed of, not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The junior Senator from 
sachusetts |[Mr. LopGe], in whose charge is the unfinished | 
ness, is not present in the Chamber. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to suggest to the Senator from h 
ana, in the absence of the Senator from Massachusetts, tha 
Senator would want nothing done which would displace h 
which is the unfinished business. The Senator can later, 
he has conferred with the Senator from Massachusetts, mak 
request. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to make a suggestion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I will withdraw my reques! 
unanimous consent for the present, and will renew it after | } 
| conferred with the Senator from Massachusetts, according t 

suggestion of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. STEWART. It might be well also to confer with th 
ator from Nevada. The consideration of the milk bill was p 
much terminated yesterday, and I want to get a vote onit at 
time. Ido not want to have that bill excluded by a unaniim 
consent agreement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ishall be very much pleased to confer wi 
the Senator from Nevada. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed 
the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committe 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 12220) ma 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year enui! 
June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, which had been repor' 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Iask unanimous consent that the formal read 
of the bill be dispensed with, and that the committee amendme 
be acted upon as they are reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine ash 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dis 
| pensed with, that it be read for amendment, and that the com- 


it) 
ink 
nh 
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amendments shall first receive consideration. Is there | The table already given shows the appropriations from year to 
“ion? The Chair hears none. The Secretary will read the | year. 
Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator give us a synopsis of that 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not observe that there is | table? We shall hardly get an opportunity of seeing it before the 
-oport from the Committee on Naval Affairs upon this bill, as | bill is disposed of. 





th ‘sin another branch, where, I am told, it isthe rule or custom | _Mr. HALE. _It is simply a statement of what the appropria- 
t in a report the general provisions of the bill. | tion each year is that makes up the total of $760,000,000. 
[ ask the Senator from Maine whether it would beentirelycon-| Mr, TELLER. It is a printed statement? 
venient for him at this stage to give the Senate an idea what the| Mr. HALE. Yes; it is a printed statement. 
131] contains and what is proposed to be done with the amounts Mr. TELLER. Very good. I thought it would be something 
:~olyed in the direct appropriation, as well as the obligations to | else. 
he incurred if the provisions of the bill become law. | Mr. HALE. No; itis simply alist of the appropriations from 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the report of the committee to| year to year. The aggregate is $760,896,567.73. 
w) the Senator refers is very brief. It states the amount of | Now, as showing the growth of the Navy-—— 
estimates for the next fiscal year covered by this bill at $100,-| Mr. GORMAN. Right there, will it interrupt the Senator if 
;000 in all. The House sent to the Senate a bill appropriating | he will give further figures? The appropriations are given at 
2 674.000, The Senate committee has notinterfered much with | $760,000,000, but will the Senator state how much will be due 
the bill as.passed by the House and has added to the House items | upon the vessels already ordered and now being constructed—— 
of $96,674,000 only $327,000. So the bill as reported to the Senate Mr. HALE. Rear-Admiral Bowles in his last report as the 
carries $97,001,738.94, the estimates having been cut down about | Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repairs says that the 
os. 100, total estimated cost of completing these vessels, exclusive of ar- 


4 


As tothe general question suggested by the Senator from Mary- | mor and armament, is $76,488,055. This does not include the 


land |Mr. GorMAN], I have prepared some figures, and I think it | Jdaho and Mississippi, the 13,000-ton ships, which will add $11,- 


as the Senator has asked, that I state the reasons for the | 478,000. To this must be added the future appropriations for 






hill and the purposes to which the money is to be applied and | armor and armament for these ships, for which I have not got the 
that I should lay the tables before the Senate. My general prac- | exact figures, but the total must be not far from $13t 
tice, as Senators know, has been to make no speeches upon appro-| Now, as showing the growth of the Navy in ano 
pr n bills, but only to answer questions. | have a list of petty officers, seamen, landsmen, boys 
I think it is well, Mr. President, while we are reporting a bill | Navy at the time when we began the work of buildi 
covering a very large increase, the largest increase ever allowed | Navy, and for each year up to the present time 
in any one year excepting last year, that the country and the Sen- | the Navy consisted of 8,250 men, petty officers 
at uld realize what our situation is as to the Navy, so that | and all. Wehave gone on increasing so that, inclu 
all may know just where we stand as to our naval establishment. | ber provided for in this bill, the new American N: 





in which the Senate and the country have a great pride and agreat | 8.250 when we began, now consists of 34,000 men. 
= d <= 5 é 




















nterest. | ble here showing the increase each year: 
I do not think it has been appreciated that while we are going 
. Tumber of netiy officers. seamen. 1 Jemen. hove. ets f 
on witha large programme, and donot propose this year to change | Yumvler of petty of March ¢ 1988 to and. ia . 
: + 7 of March 3, 1885, to and incl ng a 
it, a great deal has been done heretofore for the Navy. rr & 1885 (ath © ae - 
: . ° ° * Act <« 13, 1885 (45th Cong 8 
: here a list of the appropriations which have been made | ‘4¢¢ of 6 1886 (49 ) 
expended up to the present time, including the appropriations | Act of 3, 1887 (49th Cong., 2d ses EE a 
for this year, which, of course, have not been expended. I begin in | ao Soe ag 1888 (50th Cong., Ist sess.) ---. —* Dean 
{ > 2 1 : s : 7, : ‘ + Act OL D1LarenaD Z, Loss (oi 4 oy 
i883, for that is the beginning of the present United States Navy. | Act of June 30, 1890 (51st Cong., Ist sess.) 2222222722227. “* g)950 
Act of March 2, 1891 (bist Cong., 2d sees.) .......2..2~ . 2.222 neon eee ence 8, 250 
rmounts of naval appropriation acts for each year from act of March 3, | Act of July 19, 1892 (52d Cong., 1 ) - 8,200 
} ppropriat ; Y ; 
1883, to and including act of 1904. |} Act of March &, 1893 (52d Cons 9, 000 
| ae ied 2a Gs 
<iebediadaae $14, 819, 976. 80 | 1894_.......-.-...-.--.... $22,104, 061. 38 | see ee 7 | cane Ge >a 
ne 24 92 +} 25, 327. 1296.72 | Act of March 2 SMO (i ome od aie - =, UN 
screceeennoenss tT OS Bo 2 Be ais aa | Act of June 10, 1896 (64th Cong., Ist sees.) .. ~ 10,000 
1806... ee Dee ea al 30,562, 660.95 | Act of a 8, 1897 ( Sth Cong., 1] - 
’ : oe » | Act of May 4, 1598 (55th Cong., 2d 13, 7 
So ae Se een neeea eee eet a cent tae ae | Act of Mar h 3, 1899 (Soth ¢ ong 20), 000 
ween ceeeee cons My Tt teeeterercesee Botan asn eo | Act of June 7, 1900 (56th Cong ) a), GUO 
I ecte-nhengerreatons 48,099, 960.58 | Act of June 7, 1900 56th Cong. Ist sess.) -...........----. 8 
iakieit Se POU inn accnseccncescccass: Geer | 0S OF SARTO @ Seve SS ~ Ong., <a weeen ness - SAD IS 
ceca able 1902... see eeeeeeeeeee 78,101, 791.00 | Act of July 1, 1902 (Sith Cong., Ist se -- -- =, OUD 
5 Sra ee ey ON UE as 81,876, 791.43 | Act of ‘ch 3, 1903 (Sith Cong., 2d sess -- - -- 51, UUU 
| ORR Bee eee OO | T9068: .. cece dans 100, 000, 600.00 | Act of 58th Cong., 2d sess.) -- o2--eee- . ------ OF, JUV 
! 
m4 . en - ° = : | Ave ¢ ahles showins “hat weare doing and have done fo 
[he subject of the new Navy came up in the Administration of | , I have also tables showing what we are doing and have done for 


President Arthur. While some preliminary steps were taken by | the Navy, covering the entire pay of officers and men, beginning 
Secretary Hunt, who was then a member of the Cabinet and | im i8S4-S9 and ending with the present session. The amount at 
Secretary of the Navy, he remained in office but a short time, and | that time was $5,940,750. In the pending bill it is $19,824.09, 
his successor, Secretary Chandler, afterwards and for many years | #224_I put this table in, being in line with my treatment of the 
an associate of ours in this Chamber, took up the work in earnest, | subject: 

ind in 1883 we began appropriating for the new Navy, after full | Entire pay for officers and men for each year from act of March $, 1885 




















» and 
hearings and examinations by the Committee on Naval Affairs of | including act of 1904. 
officers in the Navy, the Secretary, and wherever any information | Act of March 3, 1885 (48th Cong., 2d sess.) __....-.--.-.-.- _.. $6,940, 780 
could be obtained. Act of July 26, 1886 (49th Cong., Ist sess.).-...-..--- -- 7,000,000 
We began in a modest way, and provided that year for the new | Af Sen tenaber 7, San enih tikees tet cea seeeceneaae, Sia ae 
ships the Atlanta, the Boston, and the Chicago, cruisers, and the | Act of March 2, 1889 (50th Cong., 2d sess ee seuacccnne 1,200,000 
Dolphin, a general boat for the uses of the Navy. Itamounted to | Act of June 30, 1590 (Ist Cong., Ist sess eenerenccenccesncsencesse 7,250, 000 
only 13,000 tons in round numbers, much less in all for that year | {°C} °s yee 19 1802, (> Antena Zh hay lara “"" 930 O00 
than a modern battle ship. | Act of March 3, 1898 (52d Cong., 2d sess.).......--.-------2--.20-.s200 1 0 
At that time, Mr. President, we not only had no establishments | Act of July 26, 1894 (53d Cong., 2d sess ween tere teereeneee eee eeeee 7.415, 000 
r armor or for plate, but we could not build the machinery, | 4¢f of March 2, 1805 (asd Cong., dd sess.) ------~------ “= 8100 STR 
castings, and other things essential to the building of a naval | Act of March 3, 1897 (55th Cong., Ist sess.)......-...----.--.-.2es200e 8,285,385 
cruiser, saying nothing of a battle ship or protected cruiser or an | Act of May 4, 1808 (55th Cong., 2d sess. nnn nnn n eee e nee eeeee ne eeee 9, 125, $60 
armored cruiser, but an ordinary cruiser. | Act < _— 6, 1800 (SSth Cong., 3d sess eo nseee-- - - 13,00, 171 
"7 = |} Act of June Oth Con ] 
re the modern Navy began, and I do not go beyond that. | Act of March’3, 1901 (56th Cong, 2d « { 
From that time we have appropriated from year to year for the in- | Act of July 1, 1902 (3;th Cong., Ist sess.) -...--... -- 
crease of the naval establishment, continuing first in building aoe oe Salta tem aie ~ « glbeeapenepieemeememme aeesnsoeen SO) laa ang 
ruisers, gunboats, and second-class battle shipsuntil 1900. Iwill|~ = 
: not read the list, but the appropriations were larger, perhaps,than | The additions to the Navy during the last year ¥ ty y- 
é “enators are aware. Beginning with 1883, when we appropriated | nine in all, including battle ships, turreted monitors, torpedo 
Fe Only $1 +,000,000, as the table given shows, we have gone on increas- | boats, torpedo-boat destroyers, and submarine boats. 
3 ing the Navy, so that, including this bill and the deficiencies of this | The year 1894 marked another era in the building. WwW 
ei year, we have already appropriated for the Navy $760,896,567.75. | Navy. It was in that year that the first battle ship » the 
; Mr. CLAY. Since when? | Navy, having been appropriated for in 1890, when Congress pro- 
ee Mr. HALE. Since 1883, for the new Navy, the present Navy. | vided for the three great battle ships, the Oregon, the Massachu- 
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eetts, ani the Indiana, of about 10,000 tons each. three ships | 


ll believe were in many respects the best ships ever 
They carry 
ins as the enormous ships which cover 
and are, in my judgment, better ships 
naval purposes than th But that 

+, upon the recom- 
reasing the Nav 7, 
gramme for building of any nation in 
iingland—three immense battle ships 
irs of 13,000 tons each. 
ling battle ships, armored cruisers, and pro- 
h are sinaller cruist rs, gunboats, torpedo 


Y 


\merican Navy for actual war purposes. 
berof 1 rge gt 
3 displacement 
e others. 
‘uss, because we have gone on since 


hoard 


4S, 1n 


destroyers, and submarine boats, as the fol- | 


VESSELS IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY. 


vice, including those under repair. 


» 2 


IQPHIOMOC TST: 


1o 


t 


RT 


orpedc 

; Dbimarine tf 
Wooden tor 
Iron cruising 
Wooden cr 

W ooden sailing 


Tugs. 


| Inent. 
| sioned and goes to sea and all the additions are made, as is : 

| the case, before officers and men are put on board, the cost | 
| Government of one of these enormous battle ships will be 

| if any, under $8,000,000. 


Vessels unfit for sea service. 
s-turret monitors 
ulsing vessels, steam 


ailing vessels 


Iron sing! 
Wooden 
Wooden 


Grand total 


But. as showing what we are doing now as compared with what 
we did, not before 1884 when we began the Navy, but in 1894 


ing what the 
compared with the appropriations entire from 1884 to 1894 when 
we began the battle ships. . 
Che folowing shows the tonnage and final cost of all the 
ships provided for in last year’s bill and this year’s bill: 


¢ ) 
table 


Vessels provided for in the act of March 8, 1903. 


al | Cestof | 
hulland ; Cost of 
ma- armor. 
chinery. 


arma- Total cost. 


| Tons. 

| 18,000 , 110,000 
16,000 . 165, 000 
16,000 , 179, 000 
18. 000 2. 909, 500 
8. 000 , 09, 500 


$1, 800,000 | $1,520, 857 
1,800,000 | 1,520,857 | 
1, 800,000 | 1,520, | 
1, 6&9, 500 1, 040), 000 | 
1, 689,500 | 1,050,000 


R57 | , 499, 857 
8, 730,000 
6, 738, 000 


| 74,000 | 83, 804, 571 


1, 800 | 
1, 800 


, ae 
Cumber | 


Intr WEE co« 


i 


ee i I a haa See | 84,634,571 | 


| 


fam not | 


so that last year | 


Since 1894 | 


; ; | the 13.000-ton ships 
when we received the first battle ships, I have a comparison show- | 7 

annr “is . 18 . ast EE < hi 7Aar ara : | : — 
appropriations for last year and this year are as | the armor on that $8,000,000 battle ship? 





$7, 430, 857 | 


, 485, 857 | 


Vessels provided for in the act of 1904. 


] — 


Cost of | 
arma- | 
ment. | 


Trial | Cost of 
dis- hull and 

place- ma- 

ment.| chinery. 


Cost of 
armor. 





Tons. | | 
16,000 | $4,400,000 | $1,800,000 


Battle ship. 
$1,520, 857 
Armored cruisers. | 


14, 500 4, 490, 000 


One 1 
14,500 | 4,400,000 | 1 


880, 028 | 
One 


175,000 
l 880, 088 


75, QUO 


One 1, 800, 000 


1,800,000 


@ 25, 000 
a25, 000 
@ 25,000 | 


875,000 
B75. 000 
8375, 000 


3, 750 
8, 750 


12,000 
| 12,000 
| 24,000 | 


Total two years -./157, 
| | 


a Equipment outfit. or 

Mr. PROCTOR. May I ask a question? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ishould like to ask whether this cost in 


| the armament? 


Mr. HALE. Iam giving the total cost. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ready for service? 

Mr. HALE. Ready for service. I am glad the Senat 
asked me that question, because I did not content myse! 
getting what is carried in the bills for the hull and ma 


| but I have the figures for the entire finishing of the ves 


ready for service. The battle ships of the size which w 
been building lately have each cost about $7,500.000. 
Mr. ALLISON. Give the aggregate for the two years. 
Mr. HALE. The aggregate for the two years is $64,365,5 
Mr. BACON. DoI understand the Senator to say that eac! 


| these largest battle ships would cost $7,500,000? 


Mr. HALE. Yes; but as showing the constantly increasing 


| cost of these enormous ships the estimated cost of the corr 
| ing battle ships in the present bill is $7,720,857 


Mr. BACON. Each? 

Mr. HALE. That is the total cost of this one battle shi 
There are small items of cost, but that includes armor and 
I have no doubt that when the ship is fitted and « 


Mr. MALLORY. ittle 


Does that apply also to the 13,000-ton | 


| ships, two of which we are now building? 


Mr. HALE. The Senator was not here when I stated it. 
Mr. MALLORY. What is their cost? 
Mr. HALE. In the table I read I gave the cost of each 
It is $5,739,000 each. 
Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please state what is the : 
Mr. HALE, 
actitude. 
Mr. BACON. 
him. 
Mr. HALE. I have the figures showing the cost of both 
and armament for each of these great ships, which is $°5.: 
I have given the totals. The cost, as I have given, for the: 
years is $64,365,504. The entire cost of the ships of the new \ 


I can not, perhaps, answer the question witli 


I thought the Senator had the figures be! 


| which came into the Navy up to the year 1894 was $59.602.5 


All the vessels that came into the Navy under the new 


| gramme from 1884 to 1894—ten years—cost $59.602,350.5. 


against $64,365,504 which we appropriated in the last year’s 
and this bill. 

| give the figures becanse Senators ought to know and ong! to 
realize that we have not been remiss heretofore. Senators 
said to me during this session, *‘ It isa shame that we are 
building up the Navy. The sentiment of the country is for 
and it has not been realized or understood what Congress has co 


| for our new Navy, or how great and powerful it is to-day or Ww 
870,000 | , 
B70, 000 | 


it will be when the ships now being built are finished. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— , 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from M 


| yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
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Mr. HALE. Certainly. Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
‘tr FAIRBANKS. What is the character of the vessels which Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from Maineif he 
rocess of construction? | has any objection to asking that, in addition to its going into the 
HALE. If the Senator will allow me, Iam coming to that | RecorD, that table shall be printed as a Senate document? 
hall state each ship which is under construction. That | Mr. HALE. That is in the line of my suggestion. 
oa a little later in the order I have arranged. | Mr. GALLINGER. I have examined it very cai 
\fr. FAIRBANKS. That is what I wish to ascertain. would be a document that doubtless would be called for: a 
\tr HALE. As the Senator has asked a very pertinent ques- | would be very convenient to be able to furnish it in that form 
_] will now give the table showing the kinds of ships now Mr. HALE. Iam glad the Senator, who is a prominent mem- 


r construction and the degree of completion of each. ber of the Naval Committee, agrees that it is a very valuable 
table. 
Vessels under construction, United States Navy. Mr. GALLINGER. It is indeed 








— Mr. HALE. This writer has a summary of all vessels already 
Degree of comple- | built and now in the Navy, going completely into the subj 
































Ss "hare hnildi —— He gives in the table the name of each vessel. : 
N Speed. Where building. eee TY} 3 <a AGE 4 bs ay r 
, Jan.1, |. The tonnage of all these different classes at present in the Navy 
1904. is 531,886 tons. In addition to that is the statement of vessels 
building and authorized, to which I have referred, and of which I 
I | will give the tables in detail, and those amount to 349,431 tons, 
Knots. | .| Percent. | with an aggregate of our Navy, when the present building is com- 
18 | Union Iron Works .......- | 84.5 leted f S81 317 t - with “ eters : : ‘an “ a c uilding is ae 
19 | Newport News Co........ 52.5 | Dleted, of S51,01/ tons, with t ue immense horse power of 1,248,386, 
19 | Moran Brothers Co -...... 35 and requiring a force of sailors, seamen, and petty officers of 
rar 19 | Bath Iron Works.......... 42.5 | 45.881 men when the present programme is ca ‘ried | ut As to 
: “he eo as vg q | £Y,0 i L : SPCILt Esau I cil i ul. 4i5 | 
16 | New 19 | gy Ship and En 49.43 | the vessels now building and authorized —— 
ol / peice, Pan Rap aeas 50.61 Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 
18 | Navy-yard, New York, 2.7 | Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
aN. 2. 7 \ Tarp syle it ie 7 ote + sa eAN? ES As 
i ee 18 | Newport News Co ....-..- 345 Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is important in this connection 
a 18 | Fore River Ship and En- 2.76 | to state that this table shows that in the matter of tonnage the 
| __gine Co. | United States to-day stands third among the nations of world 
g Sete ted State: day stands third among the nations of the world 
is ps oo 2.6 | I think that is correct. 
bib canaeet 18 | Newport News Co.......- 12 Mr. HALE. Itis undoubtedly. -I shall have some further fig- 
‘aaa | ures to present on the question of tonnage. 
rere | Mr. CLAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator does he mean to 
ylvania.... 22 | William Cramp & Sons ..- 63.2 64.9 | say that we stand third in tonnage now, compared with the other 
West Virginia -.- 22 ere ape a------- a 3 - | powers of the world, or that we shall stand third when the shiy 
California ....... 22 Jnion Iron Works ...-.-...- 3 5 ail 7 ‘ . ie’ . 
Colorado......... 22 | William Cramp & Sons... 67.4 6S provided for are constructed: 
Maryland........ 22 | Newport News Co .-..-.-- 63.1 65.4 Mr. HALE. We stand third at present. 
Dakota ... 22 | Union Iron Works -....--- 44.5 47 Mr. CLAY. England first, France second, and is not Germany 
nessee ....... 22 | William Cramp & Sons... 12.9 15.1 | now ahead of us in tonnage? . 
ngton ..... 22 | New York Shipbuilding Co 9.7 12 wag ae 31 a : ae : 
Mr. HALE. No; not including the small ships in our Navy— 
ted cruisers those under 1,000 tons. 
} 7 \ Tc \g Ae PATA . Sw PAG 7 1,7 
ae i 98 98 Mr. GALLIN( ‘ER. Not ac cording to the figures in these tables, 
15 | Des Moines -..... 16}| Fore River Ship and En- 96 97 I will say to the Senator from Georgia. 
16} rene Ri 7, "9 Mr. CLAY. I thought that Germany was ahead of us. not 
Chattanooga .... Be 72 72 aking in Ponaidarati shina wa hava in nr f 
Gatveien ie 41 Wx. 8. Tries © .......... 69 ro.5 | taking into consideration the ships we have in pro ess of con- 
Tacoma........0- 163] Union Iron Works ---.-.-- 96.5 99 struction; but taking into consideration the ships now under proc- 
St. Louis oa Heafie & EAT << amove no none =e a2 | ess of construction, then we would be ahead of Germany. 
22 | Union Iron Works ........ 38.5 | . 7 7 ave t: ¢ whic " cur whore tha Gonatar 
oo 2 | Newport News Co ........ 55.2 | 56.9 | Mr. HALE. I have tables which will show where the Senato1 
| gets his idea of Germany being ahead of us, which I shall come 
Gunboats. | to presently. 

} 3 i - T ‘ Tih ° ach sill cov he ceneral onin 
ee ee 39 | Gas Ragincand Power Co. 1 | o 4o|~. Mr. GALLINGER, That has been, I will say, the general opin- 
Paducah... WN eR en AS ae ee ce 13 | 16 | ion; indeed, it was the opinion I myself had until, from a careful 

peers | analysis of this table, I found, if this gentleman is correct, that 
ee | we stand ahead of Germany; that we stand third to-day. 

| Cumberland... | Sails. | Navy-yard, Boston.......- 7 12 | Mr. CLAY. I got my information from the report of the House 

MPGUIE cccxeckad | Sails. | Navy-yard, Mare Island.. 0 5 | committee. 

ning brig. | Mr. PROCTOR. May Iask a question? 

: y Mr. HALE. Certainly; I have no set speech that questions 
| Boxer .iccceeee | Sails. | Navy-yard, Portsmouth -. 8 6 | willinterrupt. Iam only giving the figures, and shall be glad if 

pedo bouts | Senators will ask me questions. 

: : |_ Mr. PROCTOR. On the question of the relative force of our 
19 Coat <zonee 80 | Berlen eeeworte. . 8S | 8 Navy compared with that of other nations I should like to ask if 
A Goldsborough ... 80 | Wolff & Zwicker ......---- ' a9 oy | Ga . - re hs ; me « eee oo > 4} eerie ent 

Biarely ....... -li@etutnekiu. 09 | 9 | the Senat . can tell what it was at the b: ginning of the Spanish 
Nicholson........ 96 | Lewis Nixon ......-....... 99 CO 99 | War, in 1898, and whether we were not then counted in naval 
Bi ee | ee Wr ss case ~ ences amawl 98 | 98 | power sixth or seventh amongst the governments of the world 
PINGOY..--.00.00- 26 | Columbian Iron Works...| = 100 | 100 | Mr. HALE. Quite likely 
| Mr. HALE. Quit ely. 
Steel tugs. | | Mr. PROCTOR, I think one of the reports I saw stated that 
gip ket w\N 1. Boat on on we were seventh. 
© | Fentucket ....... 2 | Navy-yard, Boston......-.- ¢ ( | Mr f * s¢ the Senator's nardon b that nostionlan 
9 | Sotoyomo........| 12] Navy-yard,MarelIsland...| 9% | 9% _Mr. HALE. I beg the Senator's pardon, but J ua 
; year has gone, and what Iam dealing with now is t present 
. — | status of the building programme we haye already authorized. 
Now, as valuable a table as I have been able to find—and I shall Mr. PROCTOR. I was trying to show our rapid advan 
to have 1t put with other tables into the form of a public docu-| Mr. HALE. It has been exceedingly rapid. There was 1 
nt—Senators who have seen the table have suggested this. It | when we were behind every other nation, when we onl; 
is in the Philadelphia Inquirer of Sunday, February 28, by Mr. | priated $14,000,000 a year for the naval establishment—for 


. Lyle Weaver, who has, for that paper, searched the records of | Officers, men, and everything else—and the whole naval world 

© Navy Department in a more thorough way, I am free to say, | Was ahead of us. We then began the work of the building up 

than I haye been able to do or than anybody else, so far as I have | of the new Navy, and what Iam trying to show is what we have 
seen, has been able todo. Ihave examined this table by the light | already done, including the authorization of this year. 

of all the figures which I have gained from the reports from the Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask the Senator to state, in 

Department itself, and it is much more exhaustive than anything passing, that in the effectiveness, in the improvements of our 

‘ that I have been able otherwise. to procure, ; ~ | war ships, and in their appurtenances and appliances and ma- 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President chinery we are second in the naviesof the world. We have prof- 

.The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine | ited, in other words, by the mistakes made by European ¢ 

yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? | tries in building up their navies. : 
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Mr. HALE. Ve have this great advantage, Mr. President. let they are included in the total, but it is inconsequential as a 
to the suggestion of the Senator from California, | ter of fact 
say, 1884, we stood by and saw other nations | Mr. HALE. They make no figure. 
nts in different kinds of new ships. They spent| Mr. GALLINGER, No, 
millions of dollars npon ships that have since been | Mr. HALE. Now, treating of what we may call the sea st: 
; obsolete. a mar “aan kinds of ships are being con- of the larger ships, that is he sre give n for Gre at Britain, for I 
e their present navies; but in reckoning the en- | for Russia, for Germany, for the United States , for Italy. 
e of the foreign navies they have reckoned what both | Japan. The table gives thenumber of battle ships, coast-de 
California and the Senator from New Hamp- | ironclads, armored cruisers, protected cruisers of the first 
lof these old and practically obsolete ships | second class, and cruisers and scouts over 1,000 tons. That 
rare counted in their tonnage, while our ton- | course, includes all armored ships and all battle ships whe 
ps that have been built and are fit for some | built. It gives for Great Britain a tonnage of 1,516,040; | 
| 576,108; Russia, 416,158; Germany, 387,274; the United 
‘Task the Senator a question? 294,405; Italy, 258,888; Japan, 243,586; Austria, 93,913, TT 
‘ertainly the tonnage of ships that are now commissioned. 
Dmring the Spanish-American war a large num- Mr. ALGER. They are built. 
inferior boats, yon might call them—were pur-| Mr. HALE. Yes: they are now in commission. 
y wonld be of no use in time of war. Mr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator how is it } 
Twenty-three of them. | with only the tonnage he has stated, for the United Stat 
I want to know whether they are included in | the th > d naval power in the world? 
Mr. HALE, Will the Senator let me complete my 
‘hey are not included in the list of ships of sea| Mr. CLAY. Certainly; with pleasure. 
d fit for war service, to which Tam coming. Theydo| Mr. HALE. I have also shown—and that is included in 
ount to much either in tonnage or armament or anything | table—what the strength of this country alone and of each 
but they bale » against just the same kind of ships that | try will be when the present building programme is car 
nd in foreign navies, and that adds to their total, They | Senators may say that that is not all carried out yet; 
1e same kind. | have got to wait. Of course, we have to wait. You 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will suspend one | buildashipinaday. Great Britain can not and Germany: 
nt while the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished | But, as —— what we have done: ni ure doing, I have a 
ness. It will be stated. | table which shows that when the building going on - co 
he SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade | of these large rships, the tonnage of Great Britain will | 
en ports of the United States and ports or places in 1 the Phil- | of France, 755,757; of the United States, 616,275; Russia. 5 
Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philippine | Germany, 505,619, or more than 100,000 tons less than w 
elago, and for other purposes. | Italy, 329.000; Japan, °53,000; Austria, 149,000—all includ 
HALE. lask that the unfinished business be temporarily | present building programme when it is carried out. I put 
aside | President, these most important tables: 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks OrFicE OF NAVAL INTELLIGE? 
the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside, that the | awn aia onal 2 iain ao . 
ate may proceed with the cousideration of the appropriation | 4» es Commutves om Naval Aduirs United St ates S: Saou ie seupo 
li Ist there objection? The Chair hears none. 


. a | request of February 4, 1904. Contents: Ships in vommission of vari 
Mr. HALE But [have not been content mnyself, Mr. President, powers; sea strength (printed table) of the principal naval powe 


) rest there: and ! have tables, which I will put » RECOR  odet : 1 DEATON SCHRO! 
t = ; and : vb 8, wi rf I as the REcorD, | Captain, United States Navy, Chief Intelligenc: 
howing the sea strength of the principal naval powers up to the 
present year ant t including small ships less than 1,000 tons 
procems year's id ae Se b oe 1G _. TESSELS IN COMMISSION FOR ACTIVE SERVICE AND ATTACHED TO Ci 
{do not say that Mm 4 8) stem either of arfare or of peaceful SQUADRONS. 
condnct of a naval establishment gunboats and light-draft gun- [Norg.—Not included: Cruising training vessels, gunboats of les 
bonts are not very valuable vessels. They are not only valuable | tons, river boats, special-service vessels of all classes, cruising 
. a 2 s . | , 2 ? 
in time of peace and are used more than the larger ships, but in mission, but attached to shore stations. } 
time of war they are excellent as scouts. But I do not reckon 


: oe , . | Number. 
them in the tables which I am going to give now. I am dealing Class of vessel. Fie a re 
with the larger vessels, which may, perhaps, be termed ‘sea England.) France. | Germany. 
strength.’”’ 


++ y 
SvLavC] 


vesse] 


Mr. LODGE. Task the Senator if the table is the same as that | Battle ships, first class 35 16 | 
| 
found in the report on the House bill? ee — az = 
. . : . : POL CPUISSIS .. ccanccens ‘ ‘ 
Mr. HALE. I think there may be some little change, but it is | Protected cruisers | 74 9 
practically the same thing. Unprotected cruisers 5 2 
Mr. LODGE. That table shows the sea stré ngth, Gunboats .......-.---------- | i 
Mr. HALE. Iwas going to explain what it shows. 


Mr 


. LODGE. Do the Senator's tables show the character of | 7Vesse Is i in n the B alticand Black seas are >not in commission during tl 
ships that are at present building? | ter season. 
Mr. HALE Yes r Tie demarcation between vessels in and out of commission is les: 
Seo eee a ae ee el a ‘ . ~ drawn in foreign services than in the United States, and it is often d 
Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, in refer- | to determine from the fact of a foreign vessel being or not being im co 
ence to the interrogatory on the part of the Senator from Mich- | sion whether or not she is in condition for war service. The accomy: 
igan [Mr. ALGeR], I wish to say that the total tonnage to-d; ay is | table (printed) of the sea strengths of the principal naval powers giv: 


< a exhibit of the numbers of vessels either in commission or in conditio 
531,886, and the converted yac hts have a tonnage of 10,880. So quickly commissioned for war service. 


SEA STRENGTH OF THE PRINCIPAL NAVAL POWERS. 


Number and displacement of war ships, built and building, of 1,000 or more tons displacement. 


Great Britain. France. | Russia. 
Type. on} eee Heeb lac tacit, TAM ba 
Built. | Tons. : Tons. ns Tons. |"; ons. | Built. 


Germany 
ah ‘Built | Tons. |Build- , 





| 
ee 
| 
3attle ships, first classa en 669, 000 9 |142, 600 20 |223, 621 17 ar bon, 129 M4 152,581 
Other battle shi and coast-defense 


ironclads Beas 49,900 }_.....-| 20 94, 615 | 12 | 66,679 
Armored cruisers Shee 262, 800 14 166, 000° 15 /113, 767 c 8 } 71, 261 
Protected cruisers, first class ( ‘above 


6.000 tons)...... 7 a se 4 | 31,513 

Prote ‘ted cruisers, second class (3,000 | 
» 6.000 tons ore ees ete oe ’ ) 19 | 79, 752 | 9, 445 9 | 46,949 
er cruisers and scouts (al 


(above 
18 | 32,840 11 | 18,093 |. -| Bl | 69,427 | 


B | 28,144 








96 (576,108 4 179, 649 | 69 416, 158 4 2. 274 | 3 bss, 87 4 





Combined total.....-- 110, ), of 735,757 ’ tons. 73, of 558, 432 ‘tons. | 86, of 505,619 tons 


— tn 
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Number and displacement of war — s, built and building, of 1,000 or more tons displacement—Continued 














































United States. | “‘Ttaly. | Japan Austria 
See init ed 





Type. 



























































ld-| mp 153} Build- toed} 3 l-| - 
}But.| To Tons. = Tons. | But ilt. | | ‘Tons ‘ng. | ™ Tons. | Built.) Tons : iid Tons. | Built.} Tons E : | Tons. 
| in "| | ing. z. | 
shecneanmtaanesa io nosh = a sia cep = 
ars he ee = 6] | 34.300 | | | 
Rat ps, first class@...........----.0. 11 |125,129 | 511 |166,700 14 liza, 276 63, 125 6 | 84,300 |......-|-......-]...... anal 8 | 31,800 
( tle ships and coast-defense | | mi } | 
Big eae ee oe asec 19} £7,988 |_-....-]_-...... UG oni 8 | 18,004 |.......|...... 11 | 62,480 2 | 16,720 
. OI ee 2) 17,415 8 (111,800 5 | 81,891 1| 7,264 8 | 73,550 a } 2 | 11,520 | 1} 7,400 
i | cruisers, first class (above 
( Wh ss ices reece nica cieil 2 | 14,750 FT Fa EE Batis ale meeninndsan Jd ens ne Aad ae bandana atenabdnbals enews . = 
p sers, second class (3,000 | | i | j | | 
; kk ee ctr! 15 | 56,398 4 | 12,400 5 | 17,490 |......- D ssicaeiil 10 | 41,226 8 | 10,095 eh | Sen See 
rs and scouts (above 1,000 | | j 
EL Se ee 23 | 32,773 2; 2,170 ll | 23, 987 | sahekenlwonbacall 7 | 31,506 |...... teks 6 | 11,785 i 
L- ale Recast : 
sd lian hdpiaubtoscicinniate te | 65 204, 405 .. 28 (a2 870 | 88 |258,838| 6 | 70,419) 44 243,586} 38| 10,005| 21 | 93,913| 6 | 55, 920 
: ' . ~aceieee O( ae eee am a eel el , eek oan - 
Falak tae 2 93, of 616,275 tons. | 44, of 329,257 tons. 47, of 253,681 tons. 27, of 149,833 to 
hips, fir rst class, are of een) 10,000 tons or more displacement, and are not more than 20 years old. (Thef ve 
land are given a modern armament.) 
‘t yet awarded for twe ) additional authorized. 
Gunbo vats and other vessels of less than 1,000 tons are not given in the table, nor are transports, dispatcl ls t r 
solete cruisers. Vessels not begun are not included in the table. 
Number of torpedo vessels and submarines, built and building. 
Great Britain. | France. | Russia. Germany. United States Italy. Japan. Austria 
Type. | Build- Bu ila. Fits oak oe B : 1d. ! Build 2Hild at Riild a 
ia i suile + ba 3) suil | rile — 1ild $ suil > Build- 
Built. ing. Built. ing. | Bui It. Built ng Built ing. Built ing Built ing Built ing 
} : Ff | ; , r — om os | et: in a - 
it destroyers.......- 125 21 25 | 13 | 49 | 9 | 32 12 ik ll | 2 19 . 7 
suepapeieasiens me ieee 200| 380] 165] b Te emicse | 30 4) 142] 8 67 is} 61 ; 
eee festonncaer 9 10 | 30 | 10 | 1 | 8 l 2 | = l 
eeeesk’ | SA 31) 315 | 53 | 215 | 14 125 15 54 4 154 12 86 13 69 
WM rate inian 255 388 22 140 58 168 104 
Relative rder of ? t with 
At present. As would be th vel Is 
Mption. | Tonnage. Nation. Ton 
cael tekihentccS bile hb 4a sactncanhenccacieipaanaanannatl a i, 1, 867, 250 
cia a Aen alii al csc dealnn cnasinenictin diatoms clalseidsadalasie ala | 576, I a ang inaeeninicniaiinae a 759, 757 
SSS SSS SSSSS SSSSSSSSSOESOSSSSOSS OSS OOOE SESS SOESSEES SESE | ii e 58 U j ca eo ‘ yj 
a a | 387, 874 8, 432 
a I a a hala 204, 405 E 619 
atalnaliicapicltie WO icin ctu caren nb aula nadia ebm eames 258, 838 7 
ack Sah daipinstsini mienneetanrasitinnesnpamanepaisieal 243, 586 1 
ee ae a ah a a en ee eae 93, 913 3 
_ - — —_ - 
Mr. President, I will say here—— powers. Inclnded in the list of England are 14 battle ships and 
Mr. STEWART. Is that for this year under this bill? 2 armored cruisers, ranging from 6.000 tons, with a total tonnage 
[ALE. Thatincludes this year’s expenditures, but notthis of 76,900 tons, that were ordered before we began to touch our 
ilding programme. Navy, that is, before 1884. While they are in the figures, they 
CLAY. That does not include the $29,000,000 for new ships, | do not, I say, like ours, represent actual offgpsive strength. 
( t it simply includes ships that are now in process of con-| In her total of 755,757 to ms, France has 106,000 tons of these ships 
101 that were built before 1884, or twenty years ae not one of 
\LE. These items do not include the present bill. them can be used for offensive purposes. D tine this 106.000 
CI WAY. That is what I thought. tons makes her about 33,482 t ms ahead of us 7 is deduction of 
[AJ .E. It is figured up to last December, as I have stated. | old and comparatively obsol te shins fre m |] } ven 
e thing is noticeable, in which the situation is very ] ] 1all give, brings us up with our naval 
I l. The whole Japanese navy, already built and building, md with her next to Great Britain, 
{7 vessels; in all, 253,681 tons. ships, built before 1884, 130,000 tons. 
PRO TOR. Built and building? what you might call obsolete ships and 
HALE. But Japan is at home. Im any possible contro- ers. Russia has 40 y ¢tons 
t may arise her base is only a few hundred miles from any 
t military operations. The largest figures that Japan can | XUMBEN OF DAT LAID DOWN PRIOR TO olt IN 1: or, ” 
I VERS I D DOWN PRIOR TO i IN 1 ° 
. are small compared with those of every other country that a ia 
A ited, except Austria; but she has this immense advantage Battie ships (12): ieee re 
‘ near at home in her fighting. Benbow x 
_Mr. OVE an AN. I will ask the Senator what position rela- Ans ”) 
+i Dee seein ° ° 76 | 
oe teen hall obtain when the present bill is passed? Rod . 
HALE. That will not change it very greatly, except that H 
x + wil say this: Germany is not keeping up a large new pro- - 
me. Her programme is not nearly as large as ours. France’s it : 
‘amme is not as large as ours, excepting in some smaller Der 
iS, The o nly power that is ke eping up an increase as large foo 
as we ar ya a 
aa n lool e in these large ship s is Great Britain. TT Se eawemnenincreenevone-—snen svete . 
0 looking over these figures of the showing of total tonnage, 
‘rom a compilation secured at the Department, ‘of the navies of the Total weneeeeeceee ne 0 
wi nd, I find that to make up this great tonnage of large vessels | 4 red cruisers (2): 
4 ea other countries there is included a great many vessels that Imperiouse........-.-- a .. 8,400 
Were built before we began t) build our new N avy. Many of these Warspite-...--.----..- -- ---- -- 8,400 
vessels are old; they are set aside; they are found in naval a ae Bere, ae | 16 





ons and navy-yards, but they help the figures of these large 
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France. 


Battle ships (1 
Hoche 


Amiral Baudin 
Formidable 
Amiral Dupe 
Courbet . 
Devasta 

Rev do bt: 


‘hland 
nig Wilhel 


SOU 35... 


10.181 | 
10,181 | 
10,181 | 


9, 665 | 


Dmitri Donskoi 5, £93 
Viadimir Monomach -.--- 5, 754 
Gerzog Edinburgski 4. 604 
General Admiral 4, 604 


Kniaz Pojarski .- ‘ : 5, 000 | 


25, 855 


Will the Senator permit me to ask him a | 


Mr. MALL( RY. 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). 
the Senator from Maine yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. We have some ships which are pretty old, 
but 
Boston, t 
before 


Does 


he Chic ago, and that class of vessels. 
1884, and yet those vessels are now—— 
Mr. HALE. No, they were not built before 1884 
Mr. MALLORY. 
Mr. HALE. 


even later. 


They were finished about 1884. 
They did not get into the Navy before 


Mr. MALLORY. Well, 1885 or 1886. 

Mr. HALE. Iam only taking now the ships not of that kind; 
Tam only taking now the ships of other powers that were 
before that time. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
make is this: We have repaired those vessels. 
been completely transformed and the 
entirely overhauled; 
vessels to-day 
paratively old. 

Mr. HALE. They are in our Navy; 

Mr. MALLORY. 
sel was built bef 

Mr. HALE. 


1886, or 


The Chicago has 
Atlanta has been recently 
I do not know about the Boston; 
are in first-class condition, though they are 
they are in good condition. 
Can you determine from the fac : that a ves- 
ore a that she is necess arily out of date? 
Well, I do. 


obsolete ships are accounted for. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
Senator has termed ‘' 
repaired ours. 

Mr. HALE. In addition to that, Mr. President, I have made 
another table, which shows the tonnage that goes to make up 
these figures s of these other great powers between 1884 and 1894, 
when we began to introduce the battle ships. 
already given are older than any battle ships, older than any 
cruisers or any gunboats, or anything we have got. 

Again, 
tween 1884 and 1890. This table shows that Great Britain has an 
additional 115,600 tons of battle ships that were built before we 
began to introduce battle ships, and 39,000 tons of armored cruis- 
ers, making in all 16% 
of large ships that Great Britain has, as compared with ours, all 
of which have been built and taken into the Navy since 1894, 
Pri ance adds to that 81,533 tons. So that in effective large new 

ships we will be, when this programme is completed, away beyond | 
either Germany or Russia or Japan, alongside of France, and up | 


But I am coming to that. 
Possibly the ships of the countries which the 
obsolete ”’ 
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NUMBER OF 


Arm 


which are in good condition—for instance, the Atlanta, the | 
They were built | 


built | 


Even conceding that, the point I want to | 
Sb 


When we come to the number of | 
ships that Great Stele has got in commission, I see where these | _ ~ 
| using now. 


may have been repaired, as we have | 
, I | has begun to use the best modern armor. 


Those that I have | 


I have got an adi litional table of large vessels built be- | 


,000, which is to be taken from these figures | 
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much nearer to Great Britain than anybody would realize if ; 


| did not know what these figures show. 


BATTLE SHIPS AND ARMORED CRUISERS OF CERTAIN « 
POWERS LAID DOWN FROM 188 TO 1890, BOTH INCLUSIVE, 
Great Britain. 
Battle ships (9): 
Sans Pare sil 


Empress of India 
it 


Hood... 
Nile 


Lore d —o (7): 


rer rates D. ccpeskswnsadeeseuten min vivisehh wl ia a lat aah Wa lattice & n'a A 
EG poevicas <ccanaqenackund Menkaneniad sins hediie kasthe dekds sissies 
Orlando 

Undaunted 

Aurora 

Immortalite 


Total 


France. 
Batile ahigt DYGOMNGE « Winccccvccscesucwscees pink k awe Nnminew maaan a 


Armored cruisers (4): 
Chanzy 
Amiiral Charner 
Latouche Treville 
Dupuy de Lome 


A: sists inh scilaa vs vaptna Lele aetna ek dean Ritnntathaedotuse bane wasgnee 


Germany. 
Battle ships, none. 
Armored cruisers, none. 
Russia. 
Battle ships (5): 
Cares SO OUORINOUE ccadcds csonnnebnes abeusveeciibeseecas 
Navarin 
Dvienadsat Apostolof 
Imperator Nicolai I 
Imperator Alexander II 


TE Ss cndiStnnsancauiecces ddan kepuneddabubasdely i nootstabekestons « 


Armored cruisers (3): 
Admiral Nakhimof 
Rurik 
Pamyat Az 


Total 


Mr. LODGE. That is assuming that they do not chang 
present programmes. 
fr. HALE. Well, there is no sign that they will, as 


stated. 


Mr. LODGE. I mean is it perfectly fair to take ¢) 
granted? Of course, they may change. 

Mr. HALE. Well, if they do so, we can. I mean the 
gramme that is now laid out and provided for by law. 

Great Britain undoubtedly, as 1 see from what has tak: 
in the House of Commons, has a large, but not a detail 
gramme this year. Great Britain evidently does not kn 


but those | how she will want to build ships for the next year. 


com- | 


Mr. LODGE. MayTI ask the Senator in regard to tho 
sels he was speaking of as built before 1884? Is it not true 
every armored ship built and ordered at that time that tlie : 
was iron plate? I do not remember the technical name, but ' 


| were plates that were superseded by steel plates. 


Mr. HALE. Entirely. 
Mr. LODGE. It is armor that no country would thi: 


Mr. HALE. There may have been some composite armor 
it is only within a very few years, Mr. President, that any 


Mr. LODGE. They were compound iron plates. 

Mr. HALE. Cx ymposite iron plates. 

Mr. President, I put in here a memorandum from the B 
of Naval Intelligence: 

Memorandum, 
FEBRUARY | 

By 1908 the following ships should not be counted in the main lin 
fense, but should be disposed as indicated below: 

B: uitle ships: Indiana, Massachusetts, Oregon, Texas; coast- defense sq a 

Monitors: Miantonomoh, Amphitrite, Terror, Puritan; harbor defens 


So it seems they are already talking in the Navy Department 
putting the Oregon, the Massachusetts, and the Indiana onto 
retired class for coast defense. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope they will keep the Oregon off of i 

Mr. HALE. They ought to. I think the Oregon is one of the 
best ships that ever was ‘built. 

Mr. LODGE, It is a good ship to-day, 
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‘Wr. HALE. It is a good ship to-day. 
\ic, STEWART. I should like to see another like it built. 
HALE. But it does not fill the fancy of a naval officer. 
c ; not the room on her for staterooms and for comforts and | 
. niences and for all the intricate machinery that a 16,000- 
t ip has. But she has the same number of 12-inch guns and 
i , number of turrets and the same efficient force, so far as 
at guns go. Sheis smaller, more easily handled, and when 
to the Ly vet om, as any battle ship will from the impact of 
lo, like the jab of a prize fighter’s fist, inste ad of seven or 
: llion dollars a ing to the bott om, it isonly $ $5,000,000, for 
y um a shi ip of th iat kind can be buil lt to-day. 

. have to reckon with this as ch owing why it is that we 
inually as kked by the naval officers and the naval boards for 
the largest programme. They w ae the biggest ships that ever 

built. They do ni t vant any other nation to beat them. 
| not to day, Mr. Presid ient, on the waters of the globe a 
‘ 6,000 tons displacement, and yet we are building these of 
] ars, and all other battle ships are turned down by the naval 
\LLISON. Are there any building now? 
tr. HALE. There area few building, but very few in addi- 
vhat we are building. ° ngland has talked about building 
a ven larger than that, | jut I think it has been abandoned, 
‘ st of the building is of the 11,000 and 12,000 ton class and 
a ere, with the same armament of big guns. 
; EWART. I wish we had ten or fit oes ce the Oregon. 
BACON. Will the Senator from Maine pardon me fora 
0 Us 

PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
y the Senator from Georgia? 

[ALE. inl 

BACON in connection with what the Senator from 
J ju n saying. 
bis oped and rec: ons ed by all that changed con- 
| make a ship which would otherwise be g« vod compara- 
t rthles: It becomes obsol a For instance the matter 
y the Senator from Massachusetts as to tiie changed 
of the armor. It makes valueless a _ armored with 
i hich twenty years ago was considered good. 
ticular point to which I wish to direct the attention 
( r fro: n M: 1ine ig this: As I understand, the armor 
v ; now placed upon ships is designed as protection against 
from other - ships In other words, the armor is not 
( ( tion, at least against torpedoes or other submarine 
( ve machinery. 
levelopment of this class of submarine offensive 
v torpedoes and submarine boats, etc., c nfinue s ina very 
] e, so that in the possible near future it may ‘b » regarded 
st da rous ol iss of offensive weapons Lips 
' be true even as to the ships now bein 
a great rev Tati m in that particular—th y 
rth] ome obsol te, even thou b y 
| it] y to resi t projecti leote ym other ships? 
ALE. Senator want—— 
ACON. Iwas trying to direct a question to the Senator, 
I ww his attention was diverted. 
M iE. I will look straight atthe Senator's good face and 
\ k at no other. 

‘ACON. The point to which I desire to ask the attention 
( ator, and it is rather in furtherance of the suggestion 
n is to the superiority of the $5,000, hip rather 

58,000 ) ship, is this: Will not the dev nt of sub- 
: weapons . naval arch hitecture, if it continues in the ratio 
ll h it has recently inc ased, make it D ssible that in t! 
iture, that bel ing relied on as the principal weap. nof offense, 
t reat ships, whi iil e they may be perfec t in their capa ity for 
r ance to projectil 3 from other ships, will themselves become 
almost obsolete, by reason of their inability to defend themselves 
= torpedoes and other submarine vessels and we: ipons of 
that kind? 
ALE. Now, that is a matter which we have considered 
rallied tn i I think the fair way to look at it is th: ut the pres- 
ent war in the East may develop a condition which will show that 
So large a —— m of the expenditures for naval ships should 
not be concentrated upon battle ships. But nobody will know 
What to ie -Great Britain, which is watching — € agle eye 
everything that is taking place there, because her great possessions 
are the re, does not know what to do—until the smoke clears up. 


Nob ily knows now whether a battle ship that costs between seven 
and eight million dollars, or a torpedo boat that costs $300,000, 
will be the more effective battle engine in the years to c: me. 
Therefore, as the House bill has put on only one battle ship, 
where last year we put on five, and has two armored cruisers, 
Which to my mind will be found more valuable than the big bat- | 
tle ships, and then certain small cruisers for speed to accompany 
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the fleet, we did not think it desirable t 


> still more change our 
prog — until—I use my same me taphi r. the smoke lifts from 
the war which is going on in the East, and we see whether such 
a sevciabian in naval architecture and — ships has been 
wrought in one season as was caused by nt of the little 


Monitor, when she ste am« d into the } 
Potomac and saved Washington and s 
anybody ever had had of the efficiency of 

We are pr it an imme 
may be sual to be valueless in one sez ‘ 
vestigation one tl whi he . had not known 
startling thing. We are building all: yar | attle 


ay 
su 


y 

ao ow 
y Y cae 
[ Lins <¢ nse ex} 





yund in my in- 
It 


ps with rev« 


ing re 


o 


ing turrets. We put in them the big guns, the 12 and 13 inch 
guns. You have got down to 12-inch guns i r 
down to the 10. W e put them all in revol 

A few years ago the naval board, thinki 


f 


1¢ 


1in turret. : 


innovation, provid 
put on top of the m 


ra second story 





and t] 
sarge and the Kent oe Ys with th se tur : 
their report. The naval board r ted that t 
ships of the future. Tl sy argued it all out 
We gave them the money to provide for 
went to Germany and received a great ov: 





and men had avery gratifying timé. But the German n aval fi- 
cers remarked: ‘‘ If the United St ates is going to build t kind 
of a ship in the future, and put its money into t ips we 
will not trouble ourselves much about them, becau y are not 


prac icable.’’ 


























The next year the Board turned around and said they did not 
want any more of those ships, and we took their w and we 
provided these immense ships with one-story revolving turrets 
for the big guns. My study has ninteresting. Le ng ove 
this book of the modern battle ships, which is accepted by the 

| different naval establishments of the world as to a degree official, 
although not gotten up by department, I did not discover, to 
my sur] rise, any British ti d battle ships. 1 could not find 
any such turrets for large guns. I said, ‘‘It can not be we are 
going on buil ling revolving-turreted battle ships, and England, 
which is the great naval power in the v ! 11 I is 
not building them;’’ and I sent to the Department and asked if 
that were true, and I got this 

All British first-class t ps 1n 10 i t nch 
gun barbet 

They will ne rret. 

Mr. PATTE ut? 

Mr. HALE. tisa nder—— 

Mr. PATT irt 

Mr. HALE. ead of a ti t. It is a plat- 
form outside 2 i] d, and ( 3 
they are h Td k n 
~ Then I followed this thing up to see it t we 
a Ol r on i , nog Ss y re- 

| volving rr a » Ez is not | of 
t] m. Th »:s son is Tf tL «tne y ¢ j Ly 
they are subject to an ordinary accident; that ] 
r ims from any caus g of S ( l 
hits it—the ship is good for x; the big ) 
1. They say that if an ex] n were to ta ° 
ret—and an ly who has r been in them A 
hat—the r vi i 1 e. So it is t ; 

; r of Great 1, W hi Q - 

i V a] l iw a 4 
turret f re gun We i l, 

Mr. TEI Mr. P 

The J OFFI t 3 the r Maine 
yield to the Senator m ( rado? 

Mr. HALE. Cert l 

Mr. TELLER. Is ; will } i t 

Lim h i 5 in a 
uve had ar ex] 
ntal ex } | Ss 
. ive had They ar le. W 1 

The tor from Il s asks me w! we 1 d 
this bill. We have adhered to the old ily 
one battle ship in the bill 

Mr. TELLER. There is only ; in 
this bill? 

Mr. HALE. Only one. 

Mr.CULLOM,. Are we all wing the turrets to1 

Mr. HALE. I think it is proper that attentior lled 
to this matter. It is not the retary; it is the boa il 
| officers who decide these matters. Of c they 
it may be we are allright. Butif we area it 1 
isall wrong. And if Great Britain is all 1 we are all g. 
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ot had enough discussion of the naval programme here- 


Mr. TELLER. How about Germany? 

Mr. HALE. I have looked also into the other powers. 
many builds a few, France a few, but generally the ships that are 
building, those by Great Britain entirely, are barbette ships, 
although some of the other nations are building turreted ships. 
But Great Britain is building none of them. 

Mr. CARMACK, Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly, 

Mr. CARMACK. I understand that all our battle ships now 
are turreted. 

Mr. HALE. Every battle ship has its big guns put into cylin- 

r revolving turrets. 

Mr. CARMACK. How about the cruisers? 

Mr. HALE. Thecruisers do not have the big guns, 
tion does not arise with the cruisers. 

Mr. CLAY. With the Senator’s permission. I am frank to con- 
fess that I do not understand this matter. The Senator. I am 
sure, can explain it. 
and gun power of the United States ships, by Mr. Weaver. His 
statement is simply this: Thg total tonnage of the ships now in 
the United States is 531,886 tons. The 81 vessels now building 
have an aggregate tonnage of 349,481 tons. This makes a grand 
total of all ships in commission, when these in process of con- 


Senator from Maine 


The ques- 


4 


tates the second naval power of the world. 

Now, from the Navy Department comes the information, which 
the Senator has just read, that when the ships now under process 
of construction are completed the United States will have a ton- 
nage of 616,275, making a difference of over 200,000 tons and mak- 
ing us the third naval power of the world. 

Mr. HALE. I have explained that. I am sorry the Senator 
was not here or that I was dull in explaining it. 


W hat I have taken as the actual basis are the figures they have | 


given for ships over a thousand tons—whatis called ‘‘sea strength.”’ 
Mr. LODGE. The fighting force. 
Mr. HALE. The fighting force. 
only in our Navy, but in other navies, of smaller vessels which 
are valuable vessels, but are not of what is called the ‘*‘ fighting 
force.”’? Therefore I have not considered it a fair comparison to 
ale the figures that are given there, which are correct, as they in- 
clude everything—— 
Mr. CLAY. 
RECORD embraces all the ships. 
Mr. HALE. 
as a public document. 
‘Mr. CLAY. 
ply enbraces those of a certain size? 
Mr. HALE. They will give you just what is in that report. 
Their attention has been called to this matter, and a reply has 
been given. 


ss 


This includes Mr. Weaver's tables. 


wer 


At the * 
have in the table all cover the fighting power, what is called the 


oe 


Sen p ) 


pose there are in our Navy, which are below a thousand tons. 
Mrs: ALLISON. 
Mr. HALE. It runs through the entire table, and also runs 
through the tables of other powers. 
Mr. ALLISON. Of all the ships of all the countries? 
Mr. HALE. All ships of all countries. 
Mr. PROCTOR. 
a moment? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. P1 


ested in what 


A 


ii 


ident, I have been very much inter- 
the Senator from 


mounter 


Mr. HALE. it applies to the Army just as to the Navy. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is a parallelcase inthe Army. I have 
argued here against using the disappearing carriage to the great 
extent we have, in which respect ours 3 
the policy of any other country. The same is true in regard to 

urrets. The reason is very much stronger in the case of the 
Army because the barbette gun, being on an elevation, a fort, is 

‘ry much more protected than it would be on board ship. 

have spent many millions for mounting guns in forts; some of 


them at an elevation of two or three hundred feet, on disappear- | 


bs 


ing carriages, which a single shot might disable, and in my opin- | 


ion it would be very likely to. Even a shot throwing gravel or 
the débris of the concrete from the fortification would put the 
gun out of service. Iam very glad to hear this discussion. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator before he sits down 
whether there has not been a report made on that subject since 
the last discussion? 


| about that. 
Ger- 


He has put on record the enormous tonnage | 





| bill. 


| mation. 


The addition is made up not | 


And the report from the Navy Department sim- | 


We have asked them to give us what is called the | 
fighting power,’’ and these late figures which I | 


sea power,’’ and do not include the fifty or sixty vessels, as I sup- | 
The same rule runs through the entire table? | 


| ship that she was contending with. 
| with in the way of a battle ship. 


Vill the Senator from Maine yield to me for | 





Maine said about guns being | 


len barbette instead of in revolving turrets, and I entirely | 
agree with his expression of doubt. 


| the bill provide for ships without turrets? 


is entirely different from | 


We | 


MARCH 5, 


Mr. PROCTOR. Iam not aware of any. We have gone . 
I think the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINs] can tell 


Mr. PERKINS. I refer the Senator to the report of the Chief 


| Ordnance, Board of Ordnance and Fortification, commencing 
| page 67, where the report of the board that was appointed on 

| amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont toinvestig: 
| the practicability and desirability of using the disappearing . 


riage as against the barbette is given fully. When the fortifj 
tions bill is up we will discuss that proposition. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from ( 
fornia if this report indorses a change of the system? 

Mr. PERKINS. No; the board 

Mr. PROCTOR. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. PERKINS. They are in favor of disappearing carria; 

Mr. PROCTOR. I wish merely to call the attention of the+ 
ate to the fact that we are in that matter differing from the p 
of every other nation, the same as we are in the use of the re 
ing turret. I think we are making a mistake, surely in the 
of the Army. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mai) 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

I should like to say that I think the Se: 


Mr. TELLER. 
from Vermont is mistaken. The disappearing carriage is 


| in some countries besides the United States. 
uction are completed, of 881.317 tons, and makes the United 


Mr. LODGE. Of course it is. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Only to a very limited extent, and our ( 
pearing carriage is not used anywhere. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say further that the disa; 
ing carriage is an American invention. 

Mr. PROCTOR. So is the turret. 

Mr. HALE. Let these army experts fight it out on the a: 
I am dealing with the Navy. 

Mr. FORAKER. I should like to inquire if there has be: 
trouble with the turret of any battle ship? I ask only for int 


s 


Mr. HALE. The fortunate fact is that we have not gotte 
war yet. They have not been tried yet. Nobody knows. 
British officers and authorities go on the assumption that 5 


you get into conflict the unforeseen things will happen, th 


| reted ship is subject toa much larger percentage of accid 
| We, fortunately, never have tried it in battle. 
| and I do not claim—— 

The table that the Senator has inserted in the | 


Ido not k 


Mr. FORAKER. The theory is that the turrets are more | 


| to accident? 
All of the ships will show in the table to be printed | 


Mr. HALE. One can see that where the— 

Mr. FORAKER. As a matter of fact, there has not been 

Mr. HALE. None in war. 

Mr. FORAKER. They were used in the Spanish-Ame: 
war at Santiago. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. The Indiana and the Oregon were tur 
ships. 

Mr. HALE. Theships that showed in that fight, the tw: 
that did most of the fighting, were the Oregon and the Bix 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. The Oregon is a turreted ship, but there w: 
She had nothing to con! 


Mr. LODGE. 
Mr. HALE. 
Mr. LODGE. 
Mr. HALE. 


Was not the Jowa a turreted ship? 
All our battle ships are turreted. 
The Jowa certainly engaged in it. 
Yes; but the most prominent were the Or 


|} and the Brooklyn. 


Mr. LODGE. The Massachusetts was not there. 

Mr. HALE. The Massachusetts was not there: the Texas v 

Mr. FORAKER. I am asking only for information. M 
ask the Senator from Maine how does the question arise now? Do 


We have left that to the Department. 
Oh! 


Mr. HALE. No. 
Mr. FORAKER. 
Mr. HALE. I first tried to enlighten myself and then to 
lighten the Senate and the country as to what the condition 
and how we are going on as compared to other great naval pow 
Mr. FORAKER. It isnot only interesting, but very import 
_Mr. HALE. I think it is important as a matter of administ: 
tion. 

Mr. CARMACK. Wiil the Senator permit me just a moment 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. I understand the drift of the Senator's 1 
marks and those of the Senator from Vermont to mean that there 
is avery serious doubt as to whether the vast sums of money 
which we have been expending for military and naval purposes 
have been intelligently expended. 


Mr. HALE. I should not go so far as that. There has been 
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intelligence. Whether there has also been wisdom—intelli- gramme which the Senator has just announced as the programme 
e and wisdom are not the same f the Navy Board, the annual a] PP ropriations would be. and what 
Ir. CARMACK. Wisdom, I meant. weal be relatively the number of sailors. 
ir. HALE. Whether everything has been done in the wisest; Mr. HALE. I have given whet the annual naval appropriation 
isa question. I do not mean to censure the naval officers. | would ultimately be, $200,000,000 per year. The number of men 
not think any navy in the world has a finer complement of | will be from 80.000 to 90.000. 
il officers than we have for intelligence, for courage, of Mr. SPOONER. As against what? 











se, for pattiotism, and for every quality that goes to make up Mr. HALE. Asag inst 34,000 now. 
ulness in time of war or to make great sailors, great officers, Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator in the course of his } 
a is. But the naval officer is a naval officer pure and | servations to state wh hat the number of men will be when th 


le. “The one thing that bounds his horizon is the United ships now under construction are completed. 
‘ Navy. Itisthe sea. If heis, as nearly all the officers are, Mr. HALE. It will be 43,000. It would be just about double 


yates of Annapolis, it is the scene of every incident in his | that under the larger programme, if we carry it out. Now, we 
eventful life from boyhood until he retires. Tohim the building are not seeking even any restriction or shrinkage this year. be- 
Navy is the one essential thing over and above all other | cause the conditions are peculiar. We do not know what this 
things first | ae rs of horns between two great powers—and they are 


en he is confronted with the question whether we will ap- | both great powers—will demonstrate upon the question of the 
riate money for a navy or for the dwindling merchant ma- | naval sataiiabenend 




















he is for the Navy. That is his profession; that is his busi- The committee did n nk it wise, all t mor l have 
And the naval boards, I think, have run too much in the | said, because the House reported only one batt! { 8 
direction of building the most enormous ships, with their programme. I will say, in answer to the Senator 
.d last year to keep the size of the ships down, and instead | from Iowa, that if we simply keep a navy of the size which ours 
( lding three 16,000-ton ships, at almost $8,000,000 apiece, I will be when the ships provided for in this bill and those now un- 
would have built five like the Oregon and the Massachusetts; and | der construction are completed, then we need not have an appro- 
it was declared that I had lost all sense of patriotism, that I was | priation much, if any, larger than itis now. Ihave made these 
an impediment and an encumberer of the ground, and had no | calculations as correctly as I 
business to advance any such proposition against the naval pro- Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, I know how difficult it is 
me. to make accur: ite estimates, but I should lik » have the Senatou 
[ have not changed my mind. I think instead of three great | state, so far as he can, what the annual appropriation will neces- 
16.009-ton battle ships, five like the Oregon, the Massachusetts,and | sarily be when the present conustrnuction and authorization is com- 
the Indiana, with the same number of guns that the others have. plet di and the ships are in commission 
hut not the room, not so many small guns, although they have a Mr. HALE. That would depend upon wl rw yon and 
g many of them, but not the room and not in appearance the | add every year a lot of new shi; f stop, then I¢ tell; but 
\ fully potential engine of war as the big ships, would have | if we ke a lin r while this p is being cat then 
been better. But the naval officers believe in the biggest ships. | the : appropriations will increase a ietime. Ido not kn ut 
In some respects they are like the farmer who wants to raise the | we will do; but if we stop and do not do anything more i 
pumpkin. They do not want to be beaten by their neigh- | present or the near future than what is n ry to keep good our 
They do not want England or Germany to excel us in the | twenty-five battle ships and correspondin ! can 
size of ships. get along and get along well. 
to the relative merits of the larger ships and torpedo boats, The appropriations for the ships in this } do not in 
ire construction, ex-Secretary Chandler has given avery | until the next year, becan hey do not get to k this year at 
\ e interview on the Subjec t, which I will incorporate in | more than to be ready to build theships. TT] ond year is1 
the Senate document which is to include the tables used in my than the first. The carrying out of the ] mme of vessels 
r ks. already organized runs through a period of from three to five 
v. the present year’s app nee including this bill and | years. Butif we only make good and add only one battle ship a 
the defici ncy -there will always be about the same amount of ; year and some scouts and cruisers, and an ai red cruis t L 
deficiency—will equal in round figures $100,000,000. we can keep the appropriations down to about 1 t they v. 
naval programme of the naval boards and naval officers is Mr. ALLISON. IT understand that thi 3 $31 000 
. as against twenty-four battle ships which we Ser re built and | for the construction of ships already bei: ructed and 
] ling, and with this bill twenty-five, and ten armored cruisers, authorized. 
we shall goon and build until we have forty-eight battle ships and Mr. HALE. Yes. 
t rmored cruisers—forty-eight battle ships, in round num- Mr. ALLISON. Thati r constructi 
bers, at $8,000,000 apiece, twenty-three of which will be hereafter Mr. HALE. Yes: for work on ships alr authorized. 
ant ized. and twenty-four armored cruisers at six millions each, Mr. ALLISON. So that if 1 top tl ( 
If we adopt that programme (and it is said we have no | hereafter, allowing the programme to rema 
I ss to ask questions, but we must give everything that is bills, then the annual appropriation, as Iu nd 
i 1), we will have a naval appropriation bill next year of will not be increased. 
sil 0,000 or $120,000,000; and when you get the forty-eight Mr. HALE. It will not materially, I think 
battle ships and twenty-four armored cruisers no appropriation Mr. ALLISON. But sup} we also, eac] r 
of loss than $200,000,000 a year will run the Navy. Navy for the purpose of keeping it in ] 
Mr. ALLISON rose. and tear and new ! 
Mr. HALE. And long before that you will have to build to | there not | s { ea 
t the place of obsolete ships to keep up the complement of | nua ri 1 
eight battleships. Great Britain has only thirty-four battle Mr. HALE. Ti a 
in Commission to-d: lV, ~— yet the naval boards and naval | actly. Whenwe get thr rh w the a] 
oth tell us that \ we want forty-eight battle ships. They are in | tocarry out the building prog1 Le, tl 
earnest; they are honest about it ‘thems their standpoint, and think appropriation bill much, so that the eum , 
untry can not do better than devote its money to this pur- | be less, and then we will have roo r 
] shall k the Navy up to the j ni 
think that while the committee this year has not thought it | ent building prograt is riedout. J { 
Wise to interfere with this programme, it is well worth the while | can make figi exactly. 1 shonld thi r 
‘ the Senate to consider in the future to what all this will in- | tions, if we do not go on with the lat 
evitably lead. I am not in favor of stopping the building of ships. | and run it up to forty-eight ww 
{ain not in favor of impairing the usefulness of the Navy. Ithink | $100.000,000 a year. 
V ight to have the second or third navy in the world. I think Mr. President, I did intend 1 
hen anyone says we ought to go on and have a navy as big as | Senators will bear me out that I 
Great Britain that we are dealing with conditions that are entirely | been placed in my charge I have 1 take i king 
Uterent from those of Great Britain, and that the contemplated | speeches. I have on] 
ree 1s too large; that it is more than the revenues will sustain. Mr. PROCTOR. Wear ting a great deal of very valuable 
Does the Senator from Iowa arise to a question? and interesting information, : { should t» ask the $ r 
Mr. ALLISON. I was waiting; [ did not know but that the | from Maine a question on the matter of ex} has s} 
ven tor would reach the comparison that I think he ought to make | the programme of the Naval Boardas retiri stil] 
t this stage. I should be glad to know what will be the appro- | them on the retired list, so to ik—the O ud ind 
pr lations necessary for the maintenance of the Navy as it will be | Massachusetts. I should like to ask the Sor hat 1] ; 
a when all the present ships are put in commission which are under | or what, in the opinion of the Naval Board, ld 1 the 


; construc sie dthose authorized heretofore and in this bill. Then | average life of a ship; that is t say, in about how many years 
SLO a ow, co ATISO 1 Pha 1der the pro- | wouid the ques ion come up whether it was worth w hile to repair 
I should be glad to know, in comparison, what, under the vould tl juest I t t h wl I 
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thi p, put in all the modern improvements, or relegate her to 
the scrap heap or to defense purposes? 

Mr. HALE. I donot know. One of the communications I had | 
from the Dey rtment, which I have already quoted, singled out 
the Oregon, Ma: ssuchusetts, and Indiana as not being in the first 
li if offensive warfare and as being relegated to coast defe nse. 
They are none , of them yet 10 years old. They were launched, 


1896. “That is the only answer I can g 


1895 or ve. 








M ERKINS. Mr. President, I will state 

Mr. PROCTOR. The point I wish to bring out is whether, 
witl his large number of battle ships—f« rty- -eight— supposing 
their life for offensive purposes is an average of ten years , whether 
the « nse of renewal would not be very great? 

Mr. HALE. If they would last only ten years we should have 
to build four battle ships every year to keep it good. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. I think I can answer the question of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont in a certain way. On page 546 of the House 
hearings Admiral Dewey says: 

iy ) ships, you kn yw, cost too mu -h money to be cru if aboutin 
uncl ers. These ships ought to last one hundr red yes rs 

It is the largest-siz« a battle ship which Admiral Dewey advo- 
C; is the principal ship for use in our Navy. 

ir. HALE. The German authorities say twenty years. 


Mr. PERKINS. fr. President, I was about 























to the Senator from Vermont that a rule prevails in the merchant 
marine by which they ' write off 5 per cent of the valuation every 
year. If the vessel is kept in ordinary repair, that makes the life 
of an iron or steel vessel about twe nty ye: ars. I think that our 
battle = are _— for thirty years, because they are kept in 
excellent condition, corrosion is not permitted to take place, and 
they have an meal screw, both in the engineering and deck de- 
partment, to ke ep them in good order. I think, therefore, we can 
safely say that the life of a battle ship is thirty years. 

But const antly we are making improvements. As has been 
stated by the Senator from Ma our ships to-day are far more | 
efie ve than many of th ose which bi long to the gre: ut navies of 
the v ond, because we have profited by their mistakes. Wehave 
improved upon th: ir improvements, and to-day our officers can 
handle our ships more exp a usly, our guns and our parapets 
and our turrets are all, notwithstz nding the criticism, bet 
equipped to-day, and tl ey hay ve given evidence of it wherever they 
hay en in r conte t, although tl le great conte st has yet to 
co 3 the Senator from Maine says, and it is experime ntal ina 
gi neasure. 

[ think that instead of censuring or adversely criticising our 
of s of the Navy and the boards they are entitled to great 
( t for what the y ha ive act ompli hed. as citizens of this 

Republic, those of us who have ha 1.ce in the mari- 
t service of the country, look at our vessels afloat with adimi- 
ration, and we will comp: ire ee most fav ri ably to our advan- 
tage against the ships of any other nationali ity 
Ir. HALE. Mr. President, I & tract nothing from the merit 
of aval off When 3 a come to war he will take care of 
t und tor of the American Navy as no other sailor and 
officer will. They are entitled to our thanks for the labor that 
thev have be ved, but I ae thought it desirable, not in any 
Ww nduly ig fault, to bring out actual conditions now and 
in the future 

We have sibility, Mr. President, in the Senate and 
in House. We have to raise the money and we have to ap- 
propriate it. Wel right to know how it is going, whether 
it ithe best w: nd w r we will be called upon for 
la propriations with dwi ‘ revenues reé latively. 

Whether Il am charged with] ot patri iotism because I choose 
in a fair and open way to somewhat criticise, Iam 1 sos to be de- 
terred from it by the fact that I may be myself criticised. I am 
in favor of a great, efficient, powerful navy, and there are cer- 
tain nditions that oblige us to have a larger navy than we 
would have otherwise. We have got the Philippines on our 


A 
ls, 7,000 miles away, and they are our vulne ral le point. We 
now twenty-four naval ships keeping the peace out there. 
some distinguished ofiicer I saw quoted the other day, who said 
if the Navy were not there we could not hold the Philippines th ree 
months. We have got to have ships there; we have got tohavea 
navy commensurate for that purpose; and it is different from 
what it would be if we were at home, as the Japanese are, and did 
our fighting here. If we ever get into war, the first thing we will 
have to do will be to spend hundreds of millions of dollars in pro- 

tecting the Philippines. 

Therefore I am in favor of keeping up a large navy. But 
England has only thirty-four battle ships in commission, and with | 
fifty times the colonial possessions we have, over all the globe 


to say in answer | 


| 





everywhere, and taking into account the necessity of so large g 
naval force always in the oriental waters, still I believe that we 

o not need to keep up such an enormous ——— as We ¢ 
ved out last year or as we are doing this year 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to ask the Se nator from 
Maine this question: Did he understand from the gentleman to 
whom he referred why it was that if our Navy were not mai 
tained in the Philippines we would not hold that country th: 
months? 

Mr. HALE. No. 
it in some newspaper. 
likely it will be dex 


Car- 


I only referred to that incidentally. I; 
I do not quote it as authority, and qn 
ied, although there is great force in the state- 


LW 


| ment—— 








| 


; or 


| nial possession. 


anne the Chiness« 


Mr. CARMACK. Ido not understand that remark. 
hear the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. HALE. I simply referred to some newspaper item that [| 
saw, that a distinguished military officer, whether in the Army 
Navy, had said that without our Navy there we could 
hold the E *hilippines for three months. Now, I donot know who 
it Ww _ , and that is not of the slightest consequence. 

. CLAY. I desire to ask the Senator if it is not true that 
Admir 1 Dewey, in his testimony before the House committee, tes- 
tified that without our Navy we could not support the army in the 
Philippines three months? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know whether he went in that testimony 
so far as that, but he did say pretty nearly that, applying it toa 
conditionof war. Of course, everybody understands that we need 

and must have, while we hold the Philippines, a large fleet there 
for any emergency. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to get the opinion of the Senator on 
one point. He is chairman of the committee, and doubtless | 
= n it very considerable thought. I ask it for informat 
which I am sure the Senator will be glad to give. What i 
opinion of the Senator as to the magnitude of the fleet whic! 
has just alluded to, which the retention of the Philippine Isla: 
will make necessary? Iam speaking about the part of it that will 
be necessary for the retention of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. HALE. Now, that Ido not know, because I have no ex- 
pert knowledge as to the adaptation of the naval force to a co 
I sent to the Department this morning and asked 
them what is the size of our fleet in and about the Philippines 
id Japanese seas, and the answeris: ‘‘ Twenty- 


I did n 


awede 


1AyY 
al 


four ships in Eastern waters.”’ 
Mr. BACON. Withont any special information as to their size 
or character? 


Mr. HALE. No, thatis not given; but that can be easily obtained. 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from M: 
another question before he sits down. When we have this 1 
number of ships, whether on the present plan under our a] 
priations or under a more enlarged plan, will not the ships in 
we ne of peace be largely laid up in fresh water somewhere 
vill they be conn ired, practically all of them, to be in commissi 
bes HALE. Iam glad the Senator asked that question. It is 
one consideration that sli ipped my mind when I was talking. 
have, owned by the Government, and only needing to be pro} 
dredged and walled, the best place for a fresh-water naval lake in 
which to lay up ships that the world has ever seen, and that i: 
League Island. When we took that property, we luckily took a 
very large extent—five or six hundred acres. It is not lik 
other old yards in New York, Norfolk, and Boston, consistin: 
a comparatively small tract, but it is a great tract. I went t 
he other day with the Secretary and some of the Pennsylva 
dele on, the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PeNr 
But the hearings t 


ratic 


and there is the best place in the world. 
were taken on the bill for this year showed, as the naval offi 
said, that they did not want ships put in there; they thought t 
ought to be kept out, and ought to be around in different P 1 
the world; that they ought to be protecting our commer: 

If I were the Secretary of the Navy, I will say to the Si: 
I should certainly put, just as soon as that place is made avail 
a considerable portion of the battle ships in there, and they would 
be where in a few weeks or months they could be put into fight- 
ing condition if war blackened on our horizon. But nm oon ing 0 
that kind is conter my lated at present. How much the Secr ta ry 
of the Navy will do in overruling the desire to keep all these j 
out I do not know. Of course he can do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator stated, I believe, that there are 
254 ships now, in the aggregate. Are any of them now laid = 

Mr. HALE. Some of the little yachts, which do not fig 
much. 

. Mr. ALLISON. But as a.general rule they are all in commis- 
sion? 

Mr. HALE. There are some that are being temporarily laid 
— and perhaps some under repair, and all that; but none of 


them is in such place as League Island; there are none of the 
modern ships there, 
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Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
The Senator has given us some very interesting informa- 
n as to the relative strength of our Navy compared with the 
ivies of other large powers. I confess that the question which 
[am about to propound to the Senator is one which gives mea 
reat deal of trouble, and which I am not able satisfactorily to 
answer for myself, or at least I can not answer it satisfactorily 
{ » myself. 

Is it the Senator’s idea that the Navy of the United States 
hould be enlarged with reference to the needs for the protection 
f our harbors and for the protection of commerce in proportion 

to the size thereof, or that the size of that Navy should be regu- 
ted according to the size of the navies of other nations on the 
rth? What is the view of the Senator with reference to that? 
In order that we may have some opportunity to estimate for the 
ture, are we simply to provide a navy to protect our coast effi- 
ntly in time of war for our defense, and such additional navy 
may be necessary for representatives in different parts of the 
rld for the protection of commercial interests, etc.? Shall that 
the basis of limitation, or, on the other hand, shall we go on and 
rulate our conduct in the enlargement of our Navy in propor- 
nas other nations may see fit to enlarge theirs? What is the 

w of the Senator with reference to the particular controlling 

rest which shall be our guide in the future? 

Mr. HALE. Well, Mr. President, that is an entirely pertinent 

estion. Ido not know how I would answer it. I certainly do 

t think that we need to be put into any such attitude as Great 
Britain takes boldly and avowedly, and that is that she will, no 
inatter how much it costs, have a navy bigger than any other two 

wers. Great Britain does not deny that; it was brought out 
the debate the other day on the naval budget. Great Britain 
made that an essential postulate of her whole doctrine about a 
havy. 

Now,I do not think that we need that, because our situation is 

tirely different. Ifwehad not any foreign possessions and were 
t home, as the Japanese are, we have all the Navy now that we 

uld need for any purpose. But we have got these possessions. 

ll be glad for one to get rid of them, if we can; but as long 

swe have them we must have a navy commensurate with pro- 
tecting them if trouble arises. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator, then, as I understand it, gives it as 
his opinion that the enlargement of the Navy beyond its present 

portions is made necessary only by the fact that our jurisdic- 
nhas been enlarged by what is popularly known as our ‘‘ new 
ossessions,”’ 

Mr. HALE. I think that is the greatfactor. When you come 

the last additions to the Navy and make it a very large one, 

t undoubtedly is the largest factor. 

Mr. BACON. Now, if the Senator will pardon me, I want to 
ask him another question. Of course it is recognized, when we 

ak about a navy that is sufficient for the protection of our com- 
merce, we do not in that contemplate that we shall at each place 
have a naval force which will be sufficient to meet any naval force 
which might be brought against it. That is not what we have in 

iew. It simply means that we shall have in different sections 
the ships which will be necessary to support the authority of the 
Navy in the protection of its citizens in case of an emergency. 

Mr. HALE. We are very differently situated from England 
in that regard. We have not very much foreign shipping. 

Mr. BACON. 1am glad the Senator states that as his opinion. 
That is a pertinent consideration in the question I am about to 
ask, which is this: Taking that as the particular function and 
office of our ships in foreign waters, and then considering the 
needs we have for a navy for the defense of our harbors and 
coasts, is it or is it not the opinion of the Senator that, those two 
things considered, the present size of the Navy is ample for the 
needs of the Government? 

Mr. HALE. Iwill say we have not, unluckily, much merchant 
marine engaged in foreign trade; and it is growing smaller at 
that. Great Britain’s foreign trade is enormous, increasing all 
the time all over the globe. We have not that consideration. 

We have these possessions, which we have got to protect, and 
we have this new enterprise, for which everybody has guaranteed 
us as sponsor—the great isthmian canal. We must have a mili- 
tary force sufficient for that purpose. I say a military force—it 
is all military, Army and Navy. We have got to have a navy 
that is ample, if any trouble arises there, to protect that canal, and 
we will always have. Great Britain has had great pride in her 
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4 Mediterranean fleet, and. as the years goes by, our main fleet will | 


be in southern waters. That is one of the things which adds to 
the necessity of a great deal larger navy than we had ten years 
ago, when we neither had the Philippines, nor Guam, nor Porto 


E Rico, nor Hawaii, nor the isthmian canal on our hands. But 
Without all of those possessions, we need a comparatively small 
navy. 

b 
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Mr. BACON. The isthmian canal is, of course,nearer to us 
and will not be a matter which will require so large an incvease 
of the Navy as is required by those far-distant possessions. Am 
I correct in that suggestion? 

Mr. HALE. No; I think,on the other hand, if any trouble 
arose, if we had any war with any great European power, we 
would require a larger fleet of fighting vessels down there than 
we would in the Philippines. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; but I am speaking now of the fact that 
they are near tous and that the same ships we have at home are 
available. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; we do not need many ships for mere home 
protection. Our home-port cities are largely protected by fortifi- 
cations, and with the modern gunsand fortifications which h: 
been built and are now building it is supposed that no hostile 


fleet will ever be able to destroy our cities; and with the line of 
harbor-defense vessels we have got we are pretty wettequipped 


in that regard. 


Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me for asking one 


other question, I was very much struck with the statement of 
the Senator as to the desirability of the ship of the pattern of the 
Oregon rather than the ship of 16,000 tons burden. I understand, 
from the statement of the Senator, that he regards t smaller 
type as fully as eificient as a fighting machine as 1 large 
ship. If I am correct in my understanding, this bill car 
provision for the construction of 16,000-ton ships, 

Mr. HALE. For one. 

Mr. BACON. For one. That involves a difference of some 


$3,000,000 in cost, if I understand correctly the opinion of the 


Senator, without being any more efficient as a fighting vessel. 
Now. of course, the Senator has a good reason for it, I know, and 
I simply desire to ascertain what that reason is. Why i with 
the views the Senator has in that matter, that he retain 


vision for the 16,000-ton ship rather than substitute a provisio 
for a ship of the pattern of the Oregon? 
Mr. HALE. I offered that last muld not succeed: and 


as the programme has been cut down from five battle ships to 


year ande 


one and we inserted ‘*‘ not more than 16,000 tons,’’ I am willing to 
leave it to the Secretary of the Navy to determine that 


1 


Mr. BACON. It is not required that this vessel 
tons, but that is the limitation. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that it shall not be more than that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on that point just a wor 
While as a member of the Naval Committee I have been inter- 
ested in the position which the chairman of the committee | 
taken in reference to this matter as to the relative value of large 
ships and the smaller types, such as the Oregon, yet it is but fa 
to state that on that point there is a very marked differen 
opinion. I think perhaps the naval opinion the work 
over, as well as in our own Department, would b 
large type. I think the chairman of the committee 


shall be 16,000 


weight of 


that. Rave been necessarily very strongly impr« with th 
position the chairman of the commiit has taken, that tl 
smaller type might become a more effective fighting f ‘ than 


these enormous battle ships; and yet, as I have stated, it is due 
REC | 


that it should go in the REcorRD that there is a marked d rence 
of opinion on that point among those who are ordinarily recog- 
nized as authorities on questions of that kind. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from New Hampshir 
mit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. As a member of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, can the Senator tell us whether we have in the Navy 
day any ships of the size of that 13,000-ton battle ship we are now 
building under the last appropriation act? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think so. 

Mr. MALLORY. Have we to-day in commission any batt] 
ship of the type of 13,000 tons? 

Mr. HALE. I donot think we have in commission any 1] 
ship larger than 13,000 tons. 

Mr. MALLORY. Ido not think any of them will reach qui 
that. I think their tonnage is 12.500 tons. 

Mr. HALE. The Kearsarge, the Kentucky, and the Towa a 
smaller. 

Mr. MALLORY. And those vessels are nearly 2,000 tons larger 
than the Oregon. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; they are larger than the Oregon. 

Mr. MALLORY. The vessel provided for in this bill i 000 
tons larger than they are. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Three thousand tons larger than any ves- 


sel we now have. 
Mr. HALE. Yes: about 3,000 tons. 
Mr. President, that is all I have to say. 
Mr. PATTERSON, Ishould like toask th 
a question, 


Senator from Maine 
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Mr. HALE. Very well. I ask the permission of the Senate to 
incorporate with my remarks the tables I have given. I also ask 
that when 1 have the tables properly arranged they may be printed 
as a Senate document for the benefit of Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. And in the Recorp? 

Mr. HALE. 
speech. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the tables presented by him be printed 
asa Senate document. The Chair hears no objection, and that 
order is made. The Chair hears no objection to the request that 
they be printed as a part of his speech. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I have listened with great inter- 
est to the very valuable speech which has been made by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs, the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Hate]. It hasconveyed information which is necessary for 
our proper consideration of this bill and which is important tothe 
country. The Senator is the greatest authority we have upon 
naval matters, outside of the experts and professionals, and any 
remarks he may make in regard to the Navy, its location, or the 
purposes for which it is to be used will be taken by the country 
very seriously. He made one observation the effect of which, 

rithout explanation, seems to me will be greater than was in- 


«t 


ator said,as I understood him, that we had twenty-four 

rm waters, and that they were all necessary, accord- 

rt, for the preservation under our flag of the Phil- 

and that this authority had stated that the Gov- 

‘nment of the United States could not hold the islands for three 
nths unless it had a fleet of that size there. 

Mr. HALE. No, I simply said that I had telegraphed to the 

epartment to know what was the extent of the fleet in those 

raters; and that is all I got from the Department. 

nent gives no reasons. 


ir that a dis 


U ¢ 


Then I quoted what I had seen in a news- 


hold the Philippine Islands for three months without our Navy 
there; but I did not claim or assert that the Department had taken 
that ground. 

Another Senator said that Admiral Dewey testified pretty much 
to that effect before the House Committee on Naval Affairs. I 
did not intend to say—and nothing that I said would bear the 
construction—that the Department stated to me that such a fleet 
was necessary in the Orient for that purpose. I only stated that 
the fleet is there. 

Mr. DEPEW. I understood that the Senator from Maine did 
not state that the Department had so said; but I did understand 
him to say that a distinguished officer had made that remark, and 
I did not understand the Senator to disapprove of the statement. 
That being the case, it occurred to me that the statement, under 
such circumstances, virtually had the approval of the Senator 
from Maine; and if so, it was a very important one, and should 
be met at once either by a reply from the War and Navy Depart- 

or here. 

have now twenty-four ships in eastern waters, but “‘ east- 
ters’? are not the Philippines alone. They comprise the 
coast of the Orient. It means that the presence of our fleet 
tern waters is necessary owing to the difficulties which may 
» because of the war between Japan and Russia. It means 
it we are alive to the duties imposed upon us and mean to 
how our interest in reference to the partition of China, and that 
do not mean that any such event shall take place without a 

us protest on our part. 
nent were true, then the War Department or the 
‘ident has made a great mistake in reducing the army in the 
ippines. We began in the Philippines with an army of 70,000 
have reduced it to 15,000, because of the statement 
1. made by Governor Taft and the Commission and 
my officers of the United States in the Philippines that the 
mditions in the islands are so peaceful that we can maintain 

‘or law, and enforce it and maintain the authority 

ates with these 15,000 men, which can be reduced to 
1e native constabulary. That there are twenty-four 
astern waters, even if difficulties did not exist which 

v prevail there, would not be surprising when our Navy has be- 

nieas largeasitis. So long as itis in commission and is afloat it 
1ust bé somewhere. There is a fleet in the Mediterranean, a 
in the Altantic, a fleet in the Caribbean Sea, a fleet in the 
‘of Mexico, anda fleet in the Pacific Ocean, and at the present 
{ should think it eminently wise that the greater part of 
fleet is concentrated at a place where it is necessary to pro- 
ect the interests of the United States, and that is in eastern 
waters; but I do not at all assent, nor doI believe, that any con- 
ditions exist in the Philippines by which we would lose them in 
three months if we did not have twenty-four of our best ships 
there for the purpose of maintaining our authority. 
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| that would be sufficient to keep up communication between this 
| country and the Philippine Islands as,against any fleet which 


The Depart- | 


tinguished military officer had said we could not | 
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Mr. BACON. I should like, with his permission, to ask tho» 
Senator from New York a question for information. He says hg 
does not recognize the fact that, in case of war, we would lo 
the Philippine Islands in three months. Possibly that is not th 
exact way toputit. But does the Senator conceive that it would 
be possible for us to hold the Philippine Islands without a flees 


might seek to interrupt it? 

Mr. DEPEW. I will say to the Senator that, in case of war. 
we would need our fleet there to meet any fleet which was of equ 
strength belonging to other nations; but, as I understand—— 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please repeat his statement, as. 
owing to the conversation around me, I was unable to hear it. 

Mr. DEPEW. I say that, in case of war, we will probaly 
want a larger fleet there than the twenty-four ships. We woul 


| then need a fleet as large as that which could be brought there by 


the nation with which we were at war. But the point I was ad 
dressing myself to was as to a misunderstanding which I thou 
existed, that, without war, the internal conditions of those isla 
were such that it would require a fleet to maintain our auth 
and the internal commerce between the different islands of 
archipelago. That condition, however, does not exist. 

Mr. BACON. I did not sounderstand. Isupposed the inquiry 


| was directed as to what was necessary in order to protect the 


islands against a foreign power. 

Mr. DEPEW. No; there was no mention or suggestion, I will 
say to the Senator from Georgia, of a condition of war in 
colloquy that was going on between the Senator from Maine and 
myself. 

Mr. BACON. Then I misunderstood the Senator. I und 
stood him to mean—and I was impressed by the fact that h: 
mean it—that in case cf war we could hold the Philippine Isla: 
with twenty-four ships. I think the Senator correctly stated 
proposition when he said that in case of war we would requir 
a fleet for the purpose of keeping up communication between t! 
United States and the Philippine Islands which would be suffic 
to cope with any fleet that an adverse power might send agai 
it. 1 think that is a correct proposition. I did not know th 
the Senator referred simply to the internal conditions. 

Mr. DEPEW. I would say, Mr. President, that in case of war 
the Philippine Islands would be the most valuable possession ‘lie 
United States has to defend, and the most valuable possession we 
have for the purpose of attack. The great powers of Europe, if 
they were in trouble with us, would not want to attack us | 
cause of our internal commerce, nor because of our relations with 
the islands in the Caribbean Sea, or the Gulf of Mexico, or 8 
America, or with Canada. Their assault upon us would be for 
the purpose of driving us out of the competing trade in thie 
Orient for the purpose of preventing us from competing with 
them in that market, which is the only one now open to compe- 
tition to the great producing and manufacturing nations of the 
world. In case war occurred the first effort would be to take 
away from us the Philippines, in order that we might not have 
coaling stations and might not have the ability with which to 
maintain and to protect whatever commerce we have for tle 
present and might have for the future in the Far East. 

The Philippine Islands are providentially and commercially and 
in every way a most valuable possession for the growing co1 
merce and expanding trade of the United States. They are t! 
place which all the European nations regard as the port from which 
the United States is to be able to reach and protect trade with t! 
Orient, because it is nearer than they can be. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iwant to suggest to the Senator from New 
York that he apparently disagrees with another distinguished 
citizen of New York, the late Secretary of War. The theory of 
the Senator from New York seems to be that the Philippines are 
a permanent possession, providentially given to us as a means o! 
extending and making permanent our commerce with eastern 
countries. The late Secretary of War, in what appears to be an 
authentic interview published in the New York World, which 
doubtless the Senator from New York has read, gave the country 
distinctly to understand that the Philippine Islands were being 
held temporarily only, until such time as they would be fitted for 
self-government, when the United States would extend to them 
the same rights and privileges that were extended to the people 
of Cuba to form and maintain a government of their own, and to 
live in practical independence. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I have the greatest respect for 
my lifelong friend and now constituent, the late Secretary of 
War, and have the profoundest respect for his opinions on all 
questions; but if he has given as his judgment that the United 
States would at some time surrender and give up the Philippine 
Islands to an independent ‘nation, in the line with Cuba, I do not 
believe that that condition will ever come about. 
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I will go one step further. If it does come about, it will be | HaLr] said something a while ago about the Panama ’ 
booause the United States has educated those people up toa point | Ing it necessary to increase the Nay [ do not exactly 
lf-covernment where the judgment of the majority here is | with the Senator about that. for two reasons: In tl ' 
they are capable of m*intaining that government against the | under the Hay-Pauncefote treaty w em to | nis e} t 
5 pre ssure Which would be brought avainst islands, | to blockade the canal in case of war. TI " 
stuated as they are, by all the great powers of Europe to guin | canal built, the speed and facility with which \ ‘ ( 
ion of them: and if we did give Beceem up. Mr. President, | transferred from one coast to the other w rath ive 
ih circumstances, it occurs to me that we would be com- | contrary effect. it seems to me. It would hay effect "1 
: ito assnme obligations in ake greater than we do while ng each battle ship and each coast a defen r the her ena 
‘ e colonies of the United States. | to make every battle s} Ip m ich more ef tive: so that 1 \ j 
le they are colonies of the United States no foreign nation | be less necessary to have a large navy after we ce rect 
» to touch them, or going to assail them, or going to under- | Panama Canal th it was befor So t] i? se il 
» take them from us; but when they become independent, | the Navy that is projected is solely and entirely due to our pos 
:we guarantee by our Army and Navy to maintain their | session of the Philippines. ( 
: ndence, in three months there would be a foreign fieet Now, Mr. Presid nt. % h all dne respect. I t) k there is a 
nd their coast and a foreign army on their shores. If we do} great deal of wild imagination in what the Sen r from Ne 
em up it will only be when we are situated as we are with | York | Mr. Depew] said about r great rrow rade in th 
Cn where we have a naval station on one side and a naval sta- | Orient, and the necessity of holding the Ph nine Islands for that 
tion on the other. and she is so surrounded that no foreign nation | purpose. I think my distinenished friend from Wisconsin [M 
ppr ach her under any circumstances, SPOONER] absolutely shattered that ; men : speech ma 
'TERSON. The only thing I desireto bring ontisthat, | here several years ago, when the treaty with was pending.< 
at least in the opinion of the distinguished Senator from New | and I should like to hear him and the S m N 
1 propositions for the ultimate independence of the Phil- | debate that question between them. I do not k the S 
iy e Islands are figments of the imagination so far as the part from Wisconsin left any ground for any ] able contention 
v1 h wb ch he is connects dis concerned, that question. 
EPEW. I want to say to the Senator from Colorado that Mr. SPOONER. Has the Senator the utterances t 
the opinions which I have expressed are my own. refers? 
. PATTERSON. | Certainly. | Mr. CARMACK. I quoted them 3 lay. I ha 
D EPEW. And the party is not responsible for them, nor | them t 
is Administration. Mr SPOONEI R. I was not here then, but I w look 
BACON. Mr. President, I desire to make a short reply to | Recorp. 
what the Senator from New York {Mr. Depew] has said with Mr. CARMACK. ThevareintheR RD of *] mine. and 
I nce to the probability of war, and the Philippine Islands in | I should like to have the Senator read them 
such a contingency being the theater of war. I quite agree with | Mr. SPOONER. I remember them 
Senator that if we should have a war with a foreign power Mr.CARMACK. And especially to have the Senator from > 
the Philippine Islands would be the theater of that war, but not | York read them. “ rill dispose of him wi ut any 
for the reason mentioned by the honorable Senator—not because | argument from me. {Laughter 
t Philippine Islands are so great a prize that in the event of | As a matter of fact, Mr. President, the Philippines, with tl 
war there would be an eager effort to secure them by the power | immense coast line, would he peculiarly subsect 
with which we might be at war—not for that reason; but it | lieve to defend the Philippine Islands in ca 
1 be the theater of war becanse every country at war natur- | would require a navy as large as or larger ft ‘ ld tere red 
ally ks to strike its enemy at its weakest point. Forthatreason | to defend the coast of the United Stat It would 
the Philippine Islands would be the theater of war, just as we in | also to fortify all the varions islands of that archipelago 
our Spa — war did not send our Army to Spain. oa if the | we shonld have to spend many million dollars every ye 
i d of Cuba bad not been involved in the controversy, the is- | dreds of millions of dollars every year, even in time of 
land of Cuba would not have been the theater of war ucw en | paring fora possible condition of war with a view to this im 
Spain and the United States, because we would naturally seek to | trade in the Orient of which the Senator from New York s 
strike her in her weakest point, which was in a country 3,000 | so f es A single war, Mr. President, and the increased ex 
miles away from Spain's base of supplies. | penditures in time of peace, made necessary by our lding 
use of war, if our enemies sought to make the Philippine | Philippines, will be greater than the profits of all the trade w 
Islands the theater of war, we would have to transport not only | will ever get in the Orient. 
supplies, but all of our armies across the broad Pacific Ocean; we In addition to the statement read by the Senator from Georgia 
would have to have every transport convoyed by a fleet of war | [Mr. Bacon] from Admiral Dewey, I call att t tate n 
ships sufficient to meet the . combined fleet of the enemy: we would | made by Admiral Sampson. I quoted it here once before in 
have to have there an army sufficient to meet whatever army | Senate. It is published in Mr. Reed’s book of Modern Eloqus 
might be bronght there by a European power, and we would have | It is a speech delivered by Admiral Sampson, in which 1 | 
to supply that army by provisions sent from this country, and | our possession of the Philippines would increa by 100 
the ships carrying the provisions would also have to be convoyed | the danger of a foreign war. So that the da rof ou 
by 1-of-war sufficient to eet the combined fleet of the enemy. | into a foreign war is greatly increased by onr holding ft) 
[ will not ‘daboretes that, Mr. President—ave have talked about | pines, and ot or defensive strength is immensely weak 1 
that a good deal here—bnt I want to read, in connection with my | possession o » Philippine Islands. Weare in great 
former inquiry, to the Senator from New York what Admiral | getting into a war sod we wonld be a great deal wea 
Dev said on the very point which the Senator said was in con- | got into the war by reason of ho'ding the Phil ; 
troversy between himself and the Senator from Maine. I had} The Senator from Georgia called attention a while a t 
I seen this document. It is headed, ‘‘Statement of Admiral | fact thatwe defeated Spain in herisland possessions. I t 
Dewey on Philippine [Islands station and naval programme,” deliv- | Senator from Georgia would agree h me that would 
ered by him before the Committee on Naval Affairs of the Honse | taken ten times as long and would have required ten tim 
presentatives on the 4th of February of this year. I call | expenditure of blood and treasure to defeat Spain in the S 
the attention of the Senator from New York to the statement of | Peninsula that it did to defeat her in Cuba and the Phil 
Admiral Dewey. I read from the second page of the document. | Islands, 
{r. Cousins asked the Admiral this question: | Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly; more than that. 
Admiral, you think the city of Manila could not be defended against battle Mr. CAR MACK. If any other nation in the world could 
ships ; and hold a single island in the Philippine Archipelagoaga 
imiral DEWEY. No, sir. I asked General Young the other day, when we | United States. it would be a d eat for the Unit State 
* seen the joint board, “ In case weshould havea war—which God forbid! would require us to bring our fleet and our men and soldi 
Sow long could the Army stay in the Philippines after the Navy left He . {unl = 6 vu : , ‘ . 
say Ww weeks; possibly two months.” They could get nothing in the is transport them 7,000 miles to meet the enemy there, v 
en We must keep our Navy there, I think, and the Navy must havea | js not a nation of Europe that could land a sir t 
a | the soil of the United States. 
Of course, by that Admiral Dewey meant that the Navy was ab- Mr. DEPEW. Will the Senator from Te illow me to 
6010 ely necessary to keep the American Army provisioned in the | ask him a question? 
is! n is, and that without a navy to keep it provisioned ae Army Mr. CARMACK. Certain! 
could not stay there six weeks, becanse it would starve for the! Mr. DEPEW. How would f t the ps 


lack of provisions; and that would be the case whether it was an | there? 
internal war or a foreign war Mr. CARMACK. They could get them there a great deal 
& Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. | more easily than they could get ; 
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onsin said in that great speech to which I have just re- 
i—and lam going to let him continue the debate with the 
tor frow New York—the most distant point would be the 
of first attack. There would be the great point of weak- 

The Senator from New York and the Senator from Wis- 
consin can now have it out. 

Mr. DEPEW. The Senator from Tennessee bases an argu- 
ment as to the difficulties of defending the Philippine Islands 
upon conditions which do not exist. His argument would be all 
right if Great Britain, Russia, Germany, or France, which are 
the only nations that could be expected to take any part in a 
controversy of that sort, had contiguous territory. But those 
nations would have to mobilize their armies. They would have 
to carry them through the Suez Canal in order to get them there. 
They would have as much trouble to take troops there for offense 
as we would have to take troops there for defense. In tlie mean- 
time we have a navy upon the sea which would take care of those 
vast transports which would be necessary to convoy an army that 
would be efficient for any purpose in the Philippine Islands; and 
our Navy would make it utterly impossible for such an army to 
be carried to the Philippine Islands for offensive purposes. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator is assuming, of course, that we 
have as great a navy as these other nations. 

Mr. DEPEW. Iam assuming that we shall have such a navy 
is contemplated in this programme, which will make us the 
second naval power in the world. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ishould like to know what the Senator from 
Wisconsin has to say in reply to that. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, before the debate is turned over 
to the Senator from Wisconsin, which I anticipate with very 
much interest and pleasure, I wish to say something in reply to 
Senator from New York about the difficulty that European 
nations will have in case of war with the United States to trans- 
port their troops and supplies and munitions of war to the Phil- 
ippine Islands. It is a mistake on the part of the Senator from 
New York that they would have as far to traverse the seas between 
their bases and the Philippines. 

‘rom the Straits of Gibraltar to Singapore is an unbroken chain 
of British fortresses. 
base for the collection of supplies and for the massing of troops, 
and they would have no 7,000 miles to traverse between Singa- 
pore, which is one of her possessions, or from Colombo, which is 
a thousand or fifteen hundred miles farther, or even from any 
point in India or from Aden, in Arabia, or from the island of 
Perim, in the lowér part of the Red Sea, which is another fortress 
of Great Britain, or from the island of Cyprus, or from Suez or 
Port Said or Malta, up to Gibraltar, which all together make a 
continuous chain of fortresses. It is called ‘‘the King’s High- 
Wway.”’ 

It isan easy matter, two or three days’ sail only, from Singa- 
pore to the Philippine Islands, and not nearly that far. This is 
to Manila. It.is scarcely more than a days’ sail from Singapore, 
one of the British possessions, to a part of the Philippine Islands. 

What is true of Great Britain is also true in a less degree of 
other European nations. Several of them have colonies and de- 
pendencies in Asia which serve for military bases, and even from 
Kurope they can transport their troops and supplies through the 
Red Sea and other southern seas more expeditiously and safely 
than we can transport a great army and its supplies across the 

Pacific. 

Mr. DEPEW. 
question. 

Mr. BACON. 

Mr. DEPEW. 
traveling? 

Mr. BACON. It is not necessary to go there to know that. 
Those are matters of common knowledge. 

Mr. DEPEW. The question I would ask him is this: Of 
course we know the tremendous land forces in numbers and 
equipment of Russia, Germany, France, and Austria, but how 
many troops has Great Britain available for foreign invasion? 
My impression is that that is her weak point, and that she does 
not possess any number of troops fora foreign invasion which 
would make her likely to attack for the purpose of conquest any 
country except a country like—— 

Mr. BACON. I think the British army is undoubtedly larger 
than ours, very much larger, to say nothing of the Indian army. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Neyaua? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly, 

Mr. STEWART. Do you think Great Britain would attack us 
anywhere in the world while we have Canada here? 

Mr. BACON. That is another matter altogether. 
invade Canada, and we might take Canada 

Mr. STEWART. Would not that be an equivalent? 


point 


LICSS. 


as 1S 


Lie 


I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia a 


With pleasure. 
The Senator has been all over that country 


Does the Senator from Georgia 


We might 


Aside from her fleet, every one of them isa | 
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Mr. BACON. At the same time it would not be defending the 
Philippine Islands. 

Mr. STEWART. Let us take Canada and let her take it), 

| Philippines. 

Mr. BACON. I am willing to let her take the Philippine 
Islands and we get nothing in return. I think it is a very grea; 
burden upon us, with no compensation. f 

Mr. STEWART. I think the fact that we could take Canad, 

| is the best fortification we have against Great Britain taking th. 
Philippines. Ss 

Mr. BACON. I would be glad to make an exchange on very 
much more favorable terms to Great Britain than those. But wae 
are speaking of the question, in case of foreign war, of the influ- 
ence upon the war of the possession of the Philippine Islands, 
Our contention is that it would be the theater of war, 7,000 miles 
away, with which we must keep up communication, that it would 
be our weak point, and necessarily add very much—— 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me for a moment? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator was picturing the great dane 
we were in from Great Britain; that she has a line of forts 
along the way. That is all true. 

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator that I will change it, 
= instead of Great Britain I will take the little country 

apan. 

Mr. STEWART. I think you had better dodge that questi 
Talk about oneat atime. The Senator made his speech on Gi 
Britain. While Canada lies by our side the Philippine Isla: 
are sufficiently protected without a navy. They are sufficiently 
protected with one boat as against Great Britain. There is no 
doubt about that. She is not going to get into any fuss with u 
as long as we are capable of taking Canada. It is all right so | 
as Great Britain is concerned. As to any others going there and 
driving us away, I do not apprehend any danger from that sow 
They do not want the archipelago. They will not fight for it. 

Mr. BACON. They do not want the Philippines. Non 
them wantthem. They are glad for us to have them. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; Ido not think there is any dange: 
their being taken away from us. 

Mr. BACON. Nobody regards them as worth having. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I entirely agree with the Sen 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] that there is no reason that this coun 
should have a navy as large as that of Great Britain, and w] 
he stated that what he wished us to have was the second navy 
the world he went as far, I think, as any sensible man, no matter 
how enthusiastic for the Navy,fesires to go. But the second 
navy of the world in power and tdnnage we ought most certain! 
to possess. Mr. President, I wish }o say a few words on the sul- 
ject of the expense of such, and it \s for this purpose that I ha 
risen to speak, 

The Senator from Maine pictured the large expense which ‘| 
Navy now involves, and said it would. probably involve a 
tinued and increasing expenditure. There can be no doul 
that fact, Mr. President. The Navy is a large expense. | 
not going to cost any less in the future. It probably will : 
more. In my belief there isno money so well expended as | 
which we spend upon the Navy of the United States. 

It was well said in the House not long ago that the Monroe d 
trine ‘‘is as big as the United States Navy, and no bigger.”’ 
might also be said with equal irath that the Navy represents t): 
peace of the United States. Whether we own the Philippi 
Islands or not, the Navy of the United States is not yet suffici 
to guarantee and put above question the peace of this count 
There is nothing that would involve this country in war so quic! 
as the abandonment of the upbuilding of the Navy or ceasing | 
maintain it at the highest point of efficiency and power. 

No position could be worse than that of a nation which, 1i\ 
ours, is rich and aggressive if it is left unarmed and undefended. 
So long as we have a powerful navy the Monroe doctrine \ 
stand and no one will venture to attack us. The decline of tl 
Navy would mean war. The increase of the Navy means pea 
and power. The Navy, in aword, is the protection of the country. 
If we were to abandon the Philippine Islands to-morrow, we 
should still be obliged to have a naval station in Asiatic wa‘ers 
and maintain there, as we have always maintained, an Asiatic 
fleet. We should always need chiefly and before everything eise 
anavy amply sufficient to protect our coasts, to uphold the Monroe 
doctrine, to guard the canal, to maintain our supremacy on the 
North American continent. 

We do not need a navy so large as that of Great Britain. Eng- 
land requires a navy more than equal to the combined navies 0! 
any two countries, and if it were not for the navy of England, 
England’s possessions would be torn from her and she would be 
ruined. She realizes that her defense and her strength rest on her 
navy, and for us it is just as important that we should have a 
navy so powerful that nobody will be tempted to attack us. 
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4+ this moment we stand fifth in the tonnage of fighting ships. 

I e pt resent programme is carried out and there is no increase 
on prograinmes, we shall soon stand third. But there 

to be no relaxation in the programme upon which we have 

d. Ido not mean to say that it is necessary to go as far 


al board v« ery pt ssi bly desires, 


as 


but a steady building of 


ivy is essential, in my opinion, to the safety and the peace 
United States. 
sms have been made to-day upon the attitude of our na aval 


Dy. Ta 





Mr. President, a naval officer who does not believe that 
vy is the one esse ntial th ing and that all his efforts should 
ted toward upbu ulding and development is not an offi- 
m we would desire to have. They, of course, if they have 
professional pride. are | i to the building and effi- 
yf the Navy and nothing . They mi 1y ask what seems 
travagant. but let us never forget that in time of stress 


rs and sailors of our have never failed, Their 


wavy 


d is one of victory always and everywhere. 
ynot pre tend to — npon the question of guns ithin re- 
ng turrets or in barbette. Stil ss 


1 less do I ceoleult to pa 
the question of disappearing gn 


in carriages. Weall have 

most confidence in the judgment of the Senator from Ver- 
|Mr. Procror]|, and yet I think, as laymen, we must be 
ed by the report of our military officers and not by his 
In the Navy, in the same way, we must depend ulti- 

on professional judgment. Has that professional judg- 
iled or misled us in the past? The reply of history is an 
negative. I think it is certainly a matter of great im 

as the Senator from Maine pointed out, that England 


ted the revolving 


j turret and confines her armame 
rbette. But it do 


s not follow that 
hicl 


nt to 
becanse we adhere to 
invented when we { 


ne tn 


lving turret, Ww 1we ut the Monitor 
we are necessarily making a mistake. Our officers are 
le; they may be wrong; it may not be the best system: but 
\ little hasty to conclude that because other nations have not 
aco] | it therefore it must be a mistake. 

Everyone who is familiar with the history of the war of 1812 is 
AV at in that war we had a type of frigate and a type of 
al ent entirely new to the world, and we won in eleven frigate 

out of thirtee n. In that same war we introduced the 
| f firing on the descending wave. Up to that time the 


i - been to fire on ome e nega does The system wa 
entirely new when we introduced it, and yet that was one reason 
‘we sh ' so much better oe 1 our opponents did. Werevolu- 


tionized in that war the method of firir e in the old frig: ites when 
engaged in action. Anyone who will turn to the book of Sir 
Howard Douglass. who was the great authority on saan actions, 
on gunnery, and all questions connected with the navy, will find 





all his examples as to single frigate actions are drawn from 
t ar of 1812, and that he adimits in that book, which for many, 
many years was the standard book of the English navy, that the 
American practice, then introduced, of firing on the descending 
wave was the true practice and that we had revolutionized naval 
g ry to that extent. 

{ merely cite this to show that it does not follow that because 
we are the only nation which adheres entirely to the system of 
r ng turrets we are thi refore in error. it may or it may 
! so. It is a serious matter that England is so confident that 
t stem is a mistake that she has no ships with revolving tur- 
I ut we. in the long run, must depend upon the opinion of 
il officers who study carefully all that is done by foreign 

President, the question has been raise d here as to torpedo 
and it has been suggested that in a very sh« wrt time we} ay 
eed battle ships because they will be superseded by torpedo 
ind therefore battle ships should not be built. Torpedo 
ind submarine boats can never supe rsede the seagoing fight- 
i because they can not keep tothe sea. We mustalways 
st of all have the fighting seagoing fleet As to the value 
lo boats, we have seen in = t few years the pendulum 
£ from one extreme the other. In our war with Spain 
was expected from ’ sect but in that war the tor- 
i » bout was a failure, or rather accomplished nothing. 
‘vessels blockading outside the port of Santiago were in a 
I on t open toa torpedo » attack. They were not attacked, 
e was, therefore, no evidence in that war that a torpedo 
is particularly nseful. Thereupon many persous drew the 
numediate and hasty conclusion that we did not need torpedo boats 
ata id the result may be seen in the fact that we are far be- 
d all other nations in that single branch of the Navy. 

Now, there has been a night attack by the Japanese—a very 

snecessful one—in which a ynedo boats were used npon the Rus- 


~ n fleet at Port Arthur. Ay parently they attacked by surprise. 
issian fleet, instead ¢ of having searchlights, which would 
ave made the whole bay as light as day, as we Siaminnted the 
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entrance to Santiago Harbor during the blockade, app tly did 
not have their searchlights out at all A ftleetof Japaness lo 
boats came in in the darkness. Some of them ct 11 * 
ting home. It is not apparent, moreover, that one of t s 
sian ships lying there at anchor had out a torpedo net t 
apparent that their gunnery was sufficiently good to | r- 
pedo boats when they sa vy them 
In our war there was a torpedo-boat attack upon the St. Pa?, 
which was being used as an auxilia ruis r : s . 
pedo >a at Terror came out of San Juan and pur 1 he Vhen 
she got within 3 miles—a long distance , ner of t] 
Paul, with the 5-inch gun, the only heavy gun id, s 
her and sent her to the shore in a sinking condition. If 
had been a complete illumination at Port Arthur, if Russian gun- 
nery had been as good as we believe our gut to ? 
good reason, it is very ybable that the Japa é r} k 
would have had quite a different resu 
Mr. President, neither the extrems n that t lo 1 3 
were forever discredited by the rest wal 
which seems to be forming that t ire t kind « l 
now needed, in view of the battle at Port hur, is 
There is no doubt that torpedo boats and subma 
their most important uses, but they do no ve the 
They can not constitute a navy; they are only one neces 
of it. Weought to have more torpedo boats. I 
about that. It is a branch of our defense in ¥ "i , 
weak. But it is ry le to subs eftortnes y 9 
fleet torpedo tS al ? doa 
A wo now, Mr. President. a eY r of [ 
have already said that the expense of the Navy 
solute expenditure is very large. I hay 
judgment, it is likely to continue to increase 
wh ‘e it ought to be ke But it has been said | 
debates that we were not followi the 7 t 
that we ought to return to their policy and not waste th 
mous amounts of money on the military bra t G 
ment. 
There was an important statement made as to f} 
present expenditure as compared wit! ! 
in the report of the Secretary of the Nav 
go into the matter with greater fu ss in o1 to s . 
general policy of the United States had been. 17 
way of testing the expenditure on any branch 
service, and that is to compare that par I 
all the other expenditures of the Governm«: | 
should spend on the Navy what was spent a ! 1 ye 
would be absurd. There is no more relation tween t 
lete expenditure and the expenditure to-day t 
the little popylation of 5,000,000 and the po 
with the vast extensions of territory that we ] 
only way to arri t any proper decision ' 
naval expenditure and w xc ‘ 
the needs of the country is to take th p rtior s 
other expenditures of the Gi nme 
cide what the general policy of tl United States 
‘I 1 entage of naval exp 
of th ( ernme! last \ ir wa > 
d nial periods, I find that in 1800 ‘ 
whatever the fathers may have ne, tl 
about what the ger: athers did In {S810 S 
$3.4; In 1850, 2 n 184 ) t ) 
1870, 13.2 of the tota Gover: 
During t » las I d ro. w + 
enormous naval ex} lit t 
centage has greatly ‘lined 
risen absolut ery much; | t 
the other ex} tu vd 1 ! t 
age ol 1 al « | itu ! I 
In 1880 it was 8 per S 
per « t: in 1902, 15.3 y i ) 
as I have stated. | t ‘ I 
of the Secretat of t] ) ill I t 
I ask to insert it at th d Ly - 
The average annual percenta 
to 1903 inclusive, has n 22.3 r ce ‘ 
naval expenditures tor |} Was 
average ap} rot 
000,000, instead of $8 
In other words, aft ull ft ; 
Navy of late years, ' re st 5 
penditure of this Go nin on t N - 
tory as compared S 
In time of war, as 
the naval expenditures do not inct l 
time of the Spanish war tl was an the 
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Navy, but relatively the naval expenditures were very much 
naller than the average of our history. The percentage from 
previous years fell off. The great relative as well as absolute in- 
crease Was in the military expenditures. In other words, the 
naval expenditures are distributed over the years of peace. The 
expenditure for the Army rises by leaps and bounds to enormous 
amounts in time of war. A naval vessel must always be prepared 
for war. The Navy must always be on a war footing. There is 
no possibility of sending a vessel to sea in any other condition. 
fence the peace expenditures for the Navy seem large and the 
Avar expenditures, comparatively speaking, seem small. 
{ think I have shown that our naval expenditures, instead of 
being excessive, are to-day less—much less—than they were in 
the first decade of the century, orin any decade down to the period 
of the war. After the war the Navy fell into a condition of utter 
neglect. It was a discredit that it should have done so—a dis- 
credit to the Government, a discredit to the American people. It 
was neglected. No money was spent upon it. It fell toa point 
where it had to be built up from the very beginning. Since 1883 
we have been building it up. We have now got a navy which is 
fifth in tonnage of the fighting force in the world. Ifthe present 
programmes are continued, in a few years it will be third. Iagree 
vith the Senator from Maine that it ought to be second; that it 
maintained at the highest efficiency: that we ought to 
ve the best ships I for one do not grudge the expenditure of 
upon the American Navy; I rejoice in all we spend upon 
hind the American Navy lies the peace 


io + } s 
ougnat To be 


APPENDIX. 
1e following is a comparison of the net ordinary expenditures 
of the Government with the expenditures for the Navy. 


dians, pensions, and miscellaneous, constituting what may be 


of the United | 


The net | 
ordinary expenditures include expenditures for war, Navy, In- | 
e t 2 


| 1850-1859 


termed current expenses, and not including payments for interest, 


pre mi ums, or principal of public debt, or expenditures for postal 
service. 


COMPARISON AT THE CLOSE OF DECENNIAL PERIODS. 


Net expendi F 


Percents 
tures 


r Navy 


60, Ob6, 755 

164, 421, 507 
169, 000, O68 
981. 6 7 ¢ 


me eH DO TS OS 


CIRO w OM 
tim So 


953, O78 

0, DOG, 78 

, 803, 128 
| 


BEGINNING 1850. 


pad aed bed 


ARISON BY YEARS AND TEN-YEAR PERIODS 


if 990 
44,054,718 | 


40, 389, 055 


}, 904, 725 
i S80, 581 
, 918, 842 
, 067, 790 
790, 096 
3, B27, 095 
, 074, 835 
2, 651, 685 
, 053, 265 
, 690, S28 


3, 359, 852 


SUtIrcost 


Hm DO US DO 


, O00. 758 


9 
owl, dws 


os 


, 780, 230 


, 497, 626 
5, %53, 310 
14, 959, 95 
7,365, 301 
5, 125, 127 
204,831,210 | 


mn ote whew 


med ed feed fee feed fed fred fe ee 


a General average. 


i 1890-1899 
1900-1903 
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COMPARISON BY YEARS AND TEN-YEAR PERIODS BEGINNING 1850—cont'd 





Net expendi- 
tures. 


$169, 090, 062 
177, 142, 898 
186, 904, 233 
206, 248, 006 
180,547, 866 
2U8, 840, 679 
191, 902, 993 
220, 190, 603 
214.988, 951 


For Navy. 


$13,536, 985 
15, 686, 672 
15, 032, 046 

5, 283, 437 
92, 601 
6,021, 080 
13, 907, 888 
15, 141,127 
16, 926, 438 


Percentage, 


240, 995, 131 21, 378,809 


2, 005, 801, 422 
8 , 206 
26,113, 896 
29,174, 139 
30, 136, 084 
31, 701, 294 


, 196 
» tae 
34, 561,546 
58, 823, 104 


9&5 


565, 177 


352, 404, 782 | 


3, 537,958, 918 

5d8, 55,953,078 | 
60,506,978 | 
67, 808, 128 
82,618, O34 | 


266, 881, 218 | 


447, 


1, 844, 803, 303 


COMPARISON BY TEN-YEAR PERIODS. 


, 472, 604 
359, 070 
495, 824 
801, 422 
3, 537,958, 918 
1, 844, 803, 308 | 


$116, 359, 852 
458, 221, 727 
204,831,210 
160, 207, 0838 
852, 404, 782 
266, 881,218 


1, 558, 905, 872 | 


1860-1869. 
1870-1879. .... 


Total 13, 871, 891, 141 


a General average. 


Average percentage of naval expenditures from 1800 to 1903, in- 
clusive 


ercentage of naval expenditures for 1903 


| J 
| If last year the average appropriation had been made, it would 





| beneficiary died. 


| pine shipping bill with amendments. 
| Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


have been - 

JULIETTE WESTBROOK, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the | 
(H. R. 5611) granting a pension to Juliette Westbrook, return 
by the House in compliance with the request of the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. While the bill was pending in the Senate 
The bill has passed both Houses. The ger 
man in the House who had charge of it desired us to bring al) 


| its recall in order that it might be disposed of in the Senate. 
| therefore ask unanimous consent that the vote by which it 


passed here be reconsidered and that the bill be indefinitely » 
poned. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no objection. ‘ 


>| vote by which the bill was passed will be reconsidered, and 


will be indefinitely postponed. 
SHIPPING BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND THE PHILIPPINES 


Mr. LODGE. Iask unanimous consent that there be a rep 


| of the Philippine shipping bill with amendments. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massach 
setts asks unanimous consent that there bea reprint of the Phi 
Is there objection? ‘I 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPRCPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I desire to present a conference report, in order 


| that it may get to the House to-night. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sents a conference report. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The Senator from Maine p1 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hous 


| the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations 
| for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year entiing June 


1905, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: te 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 


| 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 43, and 44. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 19, 22, 28, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, &2, 33, 34, 36, 
37, 38, 39, 40, 41, and 42, and agree to the same. a 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 








imbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Ctr t the m atter inserted by said amendment, and on page 15 of the bill, 
bet ines 16 and 17, insert as a paragraph the following: 
ourenco Marquez, Africa.” 
,nd the Senate agree to the same. 
hot the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


c imbered 35, 2 


and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In 
1e sum proposed insert ‘*$496,500;°’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


EUGENE HALE, 

S. M. CuLLOM, 

H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


ROBERT R. Hirr, 

ROBERT ADAMS, Jr., 

HuGcna A. DINSMORE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. B ACON. Will theSenator from Maine kindly state oa 
there are any amendments of any 
only the numbers read, and of course know nothing about the 


Mr. HALE. 


Mr. BACON. 


M r HALE. 


importanceinvolved? Wehea 


No; there are none. 
They are mere matters of detail, small matters? | 


All small. 


The report was agreed to. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


2 e Senate, 


as in Committee 


of the Whole, resumed the consid- 


iu of the bill (H. R. 12220) making appropriations for the naval 
seryice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other 


Mr. MONEY addressed the Senate. See Appendix. ] 
r. HALE. Mr. President, there are several Senators who 


1ave said to me that they desire to discuss the bill generally, but 


fer to do so to-morrow. 


If we c 


“an go on now with the re rading | 


e the bill and dispose of the committee amendments, after that 


hat Se nat rs who desire to speak may have an opportunity to be 


ieard. 


ha 
pr 
has been done I will ask that the bill go over until to-morrow, so 
t 
] 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 


bill. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 
' = first amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was 


er the subhead ‘‘ Pay of the N 


29 


vavy,’’ on page 2, line 6, after 


the ‘word ' * constructors,’ ” to insert: 





and that after the passage 


And civil engineers, assistant civil engineers, and professors of mathe- 
i f this act the pay and allowances of « civ 
ineers and professors of mathe atics shall be the same as are or 











y 


hereafter be provided for naval constructors, and for assistant civil e ngines ers 
the same as for assistant naval constructors. 


And in line 18, after the word ‘‘ men,”’ to insert: 

And as many warrant machinists as the President may from time to time 
deem necessary to appoint, not to exceed twenty in any one year. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Pay andallowances prescribed by law of officerson sea duty: officers on shore 
and other duty; officers on waiting orders; officers on the retired list; clerks 


t yramandants 


f yards and stations; 
ations; gencral storekeepers; 


clerks to paymasters at yards and 
? 


receiving ships and other vessels; commiu- 


tation of quarters for officers on shore not occupying public quarters, in- 

ling boatswains, gunners, carpenters, sailmakers, warrant machinists, 
pharmacists, and mates, and also naval constructors and assistant naval 
constructors and civil engineers, assistant civil engineers, and “ fessors of 





them: 
of civil « 








} 


ies; and that after the passage of this act the pay ant 
igineers and professors of mathematics shall be the’same as are or 
er be provided for naval constructors, and for assistant civil en- 


illowances 


xineers the same as for assistant naval constructors; pay of enlisted men on 
the retired list; extra pay to men reenlisting under honorable discharge: 
nterest on deposits by men; pay of petty otic ers, scamen, landsm: nm, and 


apprentices, including men in the engineers’ force, and men det 


with Naval Militia, and for the Fish 
warrant machinists as the President may from time to time deem necessary 


i 
rm 
T} 
page 26, 


Mr. HALE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
‘an amendment, which will be stated. 
On page 26, after line 19, it is proposed to 


The SECRETARY. 











§9.098.65. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Also on page 26 the total should be changed to 


Mr. HALE. 


riter, $1,017.25; 
vriter, at $2.80 per diem, $876.40; 


int, not to exceed 20 in any one 
he reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 19, on 


led for duty 
iission, 31,4500 men ‘and as many 





Com? 





year. 


I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 


lude these figures. 
The SrcreTaRy. On page 26, 


The Senator from Maine of- 


yard, Charleston, S. C.: One clerk, civil engineer's office, $1,400; 
one draftsman in charge, $1,600; 











line 25, it is proposed to strike 
ut the words ‘“‘one hundred and forty-eight thousand seven hun- 


red and ninety dollars and ninety-two cents ’’ and to insert in lien 


thereof ‘* one hundred and fifty-seven thousand eight hundred and 


eighty-four dollars and fifty-seven cents.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


XXXVITI——172 


one stenographer a nd 

one mail messenger, at $2 per diem, in 

1ding = undays, $730; one messe nger and janitor. at $1.76 pe r diem, including 
days, $642.40; one rodman and inspector, at $3.20 per diem, $1,001.60; one 


ter of tugs, $1,200; one messenger to commandant, at $2 per diem, $626; in 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 29, line 14, after the 
word ** dollars,’’ to insert ** for the erection of barracks, $200,000,” 
and in line 18, before the word “‘ dollars,.”’ to strike out‘ five hun- 
dred and twelve thousand nine hundred and seventy”’ and insert 
‘‘ seven hundred and twelve thousand nine hundred and sevyenty;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Navy-yard, League Island, Pa.: To continue retaining wall about reserve 
basin, $80,000; grading and paving, to continue, $25,000; sewer sy ten- 
sions, $3,500; electric plant, extensions, $100,000; railroad system, extensions, 








$5.00; dredging and filling in Delaware water front, to conti * $30, 

water system, extension, $8,000; underground conduit system, $3,(hh): fire- 
protection system, extensions, $10,000; sea wall extension, $50,000; one oflicers’ 
quarters, $3,000; extension of reserve basin, to continue dredging, $75,000; 
locomotive crane track, extension, $30,000; storehouse for naval pplies, to 


complete, $80,470; for the erection of barracks, $200,000; in ail, navy-yard 
Lex Vet ue Island, $712,970. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 15, to insert the head- 
ing. ‘* Navy-yard, Charleston, 8. C.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 2 on 
page 31. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, strike out all after the word 
‘“*dollars,’’ in line 24, down to the end of line 2 on page 31, and 
insert: 

Quay wall, $50,000; dredging, $20.000; locomotive and power house, $5,000; 
ra lroad scales, ¥3,000 sewers, $20,000; telephone system, $2,000; entran 








and polic e station, $28,000; grading and draiua 000; storehouse and 
storekeeper’s offices, to extend, $56,000; latrines, railroad system, ex 
tension, $12,000; rai itroad equipment, $5,000; tools I nery for yard and 


docks workshop, $8,000; one cfficers’ quarters, SOO in all, navy-yard, 
Charleston, S. C., $880.40. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Naval Af fairs Was, on page 31, line 19. after the 
word *‘ dollars.’’ to insert *‘ for the erec tion of barracks. $200,000; *? 
and in line 22, before the word *‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘* nine hun- 
dred and fifty-nine thousand ’’ and insert **‘ one million one hun- 
dred and fifty-nine thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Navy-vard, Norfolk, Va.: P¥rchase of land, $490.00); * * improvement 
to 40-ton locomotive crane, $1,000; for the erection of barracks, $200,000; in a 
navy-yard, Norfolk, Va., $1,159,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35 


), line 11, after the word 
‘** dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ for improving and enlarging naval prison 
$10,000;°’ and in line 13, before the word housand, ke 
out *‘ seven hundred and twenty-five *’ and insert ** seven hundred 


and thirty-five;’’ so as to make the clause 1 

Naval station. Cavite, P. I: Floating steel dry dock, to continue, $725,000; 
for improving and enlarging naval prison, § MUU; ull, $735 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 7 on 
age 37. 

Mr. HALE. WhatIsend to the desk is a substitute for the 
part that has just been r 











The SiCRETARY. On page 36 it is proposed to strike ill 
after line 18, down to and including line 7 on page 87, and to in 
sert in lieu thereof the following: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized, in his discretion, t 
8 hi ate the several power plants in any { f : 

itions, in each navy-yard and station, for the generat ind 
of light. heat, and ao ‘r, for all the purp ‘ I ‘ 
en ull such individua no existe! ( 
e1 aus may be tort fe conti ¢ 

D as may. the of t Se + 


such bureau or 
m advisable, 





ds, the necessity for the most efficient and economical work 
vith repairs to the fleet, and the avoidance of divided respo : 
tion thereto; and all appro; ns inand t I 
houses and power plants f i ut r rea 





and made available, under t ecret 
herein provided for; and to further ca 
» is hereby appropriated the sum of 
he amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next am 
= Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 37. lins 

ase the total appropriation for public works from $6 
63 2.071. 
Mr. HALE, _ The total should be changed so as to 1 l 
$7.856 000.71.’ 











The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
‘he amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 21, after the word 

construction,’’ to insert ‘‘ and furnishing;’’ so as 
clause read: 

Br uildings and mene al Academy: 7 ang 
furnish ing of build nee, r other essary i e Nava) 
A rade: my. , Md 2 BS At thorized by the acts of Congr ap] ed 





The Siieniibion nt wa s agre d to. 





2738 


Th e next ament ae vas, on page 38, after line 22, to insert: 


ra , Great Lakes: The purchase of land — ‘th » estab- 
f aD ee trainin g station on the shore of Lake Michiga 
43° SY, $250,000. 
Seri YRAKER. I have just come into the Chamber. Dol} 
and that the Secretary is reading at the foot of page 38? 
ie ‘PRES! DENT pro tempore. At the foot of page 38. 
- HALE. There isan amendment at the bottom of the page 
ich an amendment will be offered. 
- go over until to-morrow. 
r. FORAKER. May I ask what 


nt? 


is the amendment to the 

1ame 

HALE. Ido 

FORAKE vs I am very much interested in it. 

quite a desire on the part of many people 

this naval oataalaiee school or station located at Put in Bay, 

» by the language of the amendment that the Secretary 

Navy would have no discretion. Is it intrusted to the Sec- 

re eti ‘y of the Navy? Under this provision it could not be located 
there. 

Mr. HALE. It could not 


not know 


,undoubtedly. All of that will come 
up in the morning, however, and the Senator can offer any amend- 
ment he pleases. U1 ndoubtedly some Senator will move to strike 
it out of the bill entirely. Ido not wish to have it disposed of in 
this thin Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. The reason I break in now and want to have 
some understanding about it is that Iam engaged in committee 
in the investigation of the Smoot case and may not be here. We 
are very much occupied by that case, and I would be very glad to 
know what is the amendment to the amendment which will be 
offered? 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
lighten both the Senator from Ohio and myself on that subject. 

Mr. QUARLES. Iam entirely willing to disclose the amend- 
ment which I propose to offer to the amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. I shall be glad to have it read. 
Under the circumstances I hope the Senator from Maine 

“a r. He eae Let it be printed in the Rrecorp, 

. HALE. es; let it be read and printed. 

. FOR: KE! t Yes. 
QU A RLES. I offer it as an amendment to the co 
P RE ‘SIDE NT pro tempore 
wishe 3 to have r 
proper time. 
7 RETARY. On page 39, in line 2, after the word ‘“‘ dol- 
ymimittee amendme nts, it is proposed to insert the fol- 


The Senator 


ad an amendment, which he 


from Wisconsin 
will propose at the 


9 


“~s 


ized and empowered to appoint a board 
rs, 1 »f whom shal! be a resident 
Mi whose duty it shall be to select the 

h naval training school on the Great Lakes, and 

te, to ascertain and report its probable cost and the 
which will be necessary for improving the same, in- 
» protection and construction of necessary harbor facili- 
to make a detailed report of their findings and proceedings to the 
t, to be trai ismitted by the President to Congress for its final action: 
ray the ‘ sof said board, the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof 
mediately available, is hereby a 

ury not otherwise appropriated. 


Sain 


ture 


to bea in 
Trea 


a it is 


It 


! offered as a substitute for the clause? 
ve ( QU AR R LE: 


_F { OR. AKER. It would be a substitute for what 


QU ARLES. 
— re. 
‘ORAK ER. 
*? but I se 


I do not so understand it. 


Oh! 
e that the word ‘‘ dollars’’ ends the committee 


. QUARLES. It is in the second line on page 39. 

Mr. FORAKE IR. 
I can not be satisfied with it, because it requires the station to be 
located on the shore of Lake Michigan. 

Ir. SPOONER. But the act which this amendment was in- 
tended to carry out referred solely to Lake Michigan. 
tor wants one on Lake Erie, that is another thing. 

Mr. FORAKER. That may be; but we want this naval train- 
ing station located at Put in Bay, if we can secure it. 

Mr. SPOONER. This particular one? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; this particular one. 
which we expect will be established in the near future, and we 
want it. At any rate, we do not want its location confined to 
Lake Michigan. Ido ‘not know whether or not we would have 
any chance to get it there, but we ought to have at least a chance 
to present that site, which is a very good one. 
the Navy Department told me it was the best one they had found 


It isin addition to | having the amendment so framed as to give usa ch anc 


| heard i 
T noticed that it came in after the word | 


I will say right now that if it comes in there | 


If the Sena- | 


It is the only one | 


The officials of | 
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n, south of 


| 
| 


I shall ask that the | 


MarcnH 


anywhere, measured by the requirements of such a station, ; 
certainly we ought not to be excluded from consideration. 

Mr. HALE. Senators will have an opportunity, as the ma}! 
is to go over, ‘to offer in the morning amendments to suit th: 
own loc: alities. 

Mr. FORAKER. It seems to me it might very well be a 
that this board should have power within its discretion to } 
the station anywhere on the lakes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to call the attention of the ¢ 
from Ohio to the fact that a board has been appointed : 


r 
lr 


| investigated this matter, and has made certain recommen 


There has | 
in my Staite to | 


| reading 


Put in Bay, I understand, has received entire and ade 
sideration, and there are objections to the location whic] 
fluence the Senator himself, I think, when he comes to «: 
it. to abandon his idea. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment is going over. Nothing 
done to-night. Iwish Senators would let me goon and fir 
of the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will bear with me a m 
further—I understand his impatience, and I do not wish 
him unduly—because of what the Senator from Mlinois 
seems to me it is not asking any too much that we may be alle 
to present the claims of Put in Bay. 

The Senator from Illinois says those claims have been pr 
and have been considered and have been rejected in com) 

vith others. All we ask is that we shall not be excluded 


| board are to be appointed, they ought to be free to cor 


| locations that may be offered. 


| not know anything about any of the others. 


Perhaps the Senator from Wisconsin can en- | 


It may be that we may | 
I know something about Put in Bay. 
It may be th: 


chance whatever. 
others are far preferable. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I see no reason for the adoption of om 
ment proposed to be offered by the Senator from Wisconsi 


| my judgment, it would be a very great mistake on the par 


amendment. 
nittee | 


Senate to adopt the amendment, as I shall endeavor to sh 
the Senators from Wisconsin persist in their efforts to 
adopted as a part of the amendment that is now proposed 
Naval Committee. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Wisconsin does not pro] 
He simply asks that it be printed and go ov: 
to-morrow. 

Mr. FORAKER. 


I know, but it will be printed as an ain 
ment which he 


proposes to offer to the bill at the proper ti: 


| lam taking as much time about it as I do simply becan 
| afraid 1can not be here when the amendment is present 
| action. 


Ohio that in Senate Document No. 4 


Mr. PENROSE. I should like . state to the Senato1 
5 he will find the full 
of the naval board with a consideration of the claims of | 
Bay. lamin hearty accord with the amendment of thi 
Naval Committee and opposed to the amendment of the | 
from Wisconsin. 

If every Senator from a State bordering on the Great 1 
coming here with his claims, I shall have to be heard in bh 


| the city of Erie; but I am willing to yield the claims of t! 


| cality in view of the teers | verdict of the na‘ 
ppropriated | 


follows the clause; it comes at the end of | _y ; 
| amendment before it is antagonized by the committe 
is in the 





al 
appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, who gave thi 
careful consideration, and whose findings, in Senate D 
No. 45, ought to be acceptable to every Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. We ought to be permitted to snp 
e, I thn 
Mr. FORAKER. I wish to say to the Senator from Pe1 
vania, in answer to his remarks, that the reason why I insi 


that if the amendment offered by the Senator ! 
consin should be adopted thereis to bea new board a 
That board is to take everything into consideration. am 
to be allowed to act de novo. 1 will not delay longer, beca 
recognize the desire of the Senator from Maine to proceed \ 
the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Lit 


he amendment will be ] 


| over for the present. 


Mr. HALE. Let the reading of the bill be proceeded * 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. Thenext a 
ment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 39, lin 
to increase the total appropriation for public works, Bur’ 
Navigation, from $41,125 to $291,125, 

Mr. HALE. That is the total. It will go over with the ot 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 12, to ins 

Naval magazine, New England: For the purchase of land foras 

naval magazine on or near the New England coast, no rth of Capo € 1, 
toward tl 1@ erection thereon of the necessary buildings, of in ng 


grounds, of gr: adit ng and filling in, of building roads and walks, oi 
provement of the water front, of the necessary wharves and crant 
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.cks and rolling stock for local service, of fire and water service, and 
uipment of the establishment, $70,000, or as much thereof as may be 
ry; and the Secretary of the Navy may employ, and pay out of the 
riation hereby authorized, such additional expert aids, surveyors, ar- 
ts, superintendents of construction, or draftsmen as may be necessary 
preparation of the plans and specifications and prosecution of the 
thorized, to an amount not to exceed $15,000: Provided, That the total 
the establishment, complete in all respects, shall not exceed the sum 
00: And provided further, That should the Secretary of the Navy be 
e to purchase the land for the site from the owners thereof at a fair 
sonable valuation, he is hereby authorized and directed to institute 
dings for the condemnation of such part or parts thereof as may be 
iry: And provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
rized and directed to discontinue the magazine now in the city of 
. not later than the time when the new magazine for the New England 
t is ready to be occupied. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
rhe next amendment was, on page 42, line 8, to increase the 
total appropriation for public works, Bureau of Ordnance, from 
{8.900 to $318,900. 
The amendment was agreed to. — 
The reading of the bill was continued to page 45, line 2. 
Mr. HALE. On page 45, after line 2, I move to insert: 
Naval hospital, Canacao, Philippine Islands: Naval hospital at Canacao, 
Philippine Islands, to complete, $70,000. 
‘he amendment was agreed to. 
he next amendment was under the subhead ‘‘Supplies and 
accounts,’ page 45, line 22, after the word ‘ dollars,’ to insert 
the following proviso: 
vovided, That pay department stores may be sold to civilian employees 
at naval stations beyond the continental limits of the United States and 
\laska, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 24, page 51. 
Mr. HALE. I move, on page 51, after line 24, to insert: 
To place the frigate Constitution, as near as may be, in the same condition 
gards hull and rigging as she was when in actual service, for use as 
tice, training, or receiving ship, $400,000. 
‘he amendment was agreed to. 
‘he reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 


r 


I 
T 








r 


¥ 

I 
[ ~ 

was under the subhead ‘‘ Naval Academy,’’ on page 58, line 2 


after the word ‘‘Academy,”’ to strike out the following: = 


One professor as head of department of physics, $3,000. 

One professer as head of department of modern languages, to be appointed 
with the rank and pay of a professor of mathematics of the rank of com- 
nander, and to be carried as an extra number in the list of professors of 
mathematics in the Navy. 

One professor of matheneticn one of chemistry, and one of English, at 


! 
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The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 24, to insert: 


That, subject to the restrictions imposed by existing law, boatswains, gun- 
ners, and warrant machinists shall be eligible for appointment to the grade 
of ensign after two years’ service as warrant officers, and boatswains, gun 
ners, carpenters, and sailmakers shall be eligible for appointment as chief 
boatswains, chief gunners, chief carpenters, and chief sailmakers after six 
years from date of warrant. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Marine Corps,” 
on page 63, line 22, after the word ‘‘ orders,’’ to strike out ** in- 
cluding additional compensation for enlisted men of the Marine 
Corps regularly detailed as gun pointers, $8,000, $1,373,628 °° and 
insert ‘‘ including additional compensation for enlisted men of the 
Marine Corps regularly detailed as gun pointers, messmen, sig- 
nalmen, or holding good-conduct medals, pins or bars, $15,000; 
$1,380,628; *’? so as to make the clause read: 

Pay of noncommissioned officers, musicians, and privates, as prescribed by 
law, and the number of enlisted men shall be exclusive of those undergoing 
imprisonment with sentence of dishonorable discharge from the service 
at expiration of such confinement, and for the expenses of clerks of the 
United States Marine Corps traveling under orders, including additional 
compensation for enlisted men of the Marine Corps regularly detailed as gun 
pointers. messmen, signalmen, or holding good-conduct medals, pins, or bars, 
$15,000; $1,380,628. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, line 23, to increase the 





| appropriation for the salary of one clerk in the assistant quarter- 


master’s office, Philadelphia, Pa., from $1,400 to $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 1, page 66, in the 
clause for ‘** pay of civil force.”’ 

Mr. HALE. On page 66, line 1, I move tostrike out ‘‘$28,711.28” 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ $28,911.28.’ It is an increase in the 


| total made necessary by the last amendment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 71, after line 8, to insert: 

That officers of the Marine Corps with creditable records who served dur- 
ing the civil war shall, when retired, be retired in like manner and under the 
same conditions as provided for officers of the Navy who served during the 
civil war. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘“‘ Increase of the 
Navy,’’ on page 73, line 13, after the word ‘ each,’’ to strike out 
‘*But the appropriations provided for said colliers shall not be 


| used unless one of said colliers be built in a navy-yard of the 


$2,500 each; four professors, namely, one of English, one of French and Span- | 
ish, one of French, and one of drawing, at $2,200 each; one assistant professor 


of Spanish, at $1,800; ten instructors, at $1,500 each. 
And to insert: 
One professor as head of the department of physics, $3,000. 


| same to be designated by the Secretary of the Navy;”’ 


United States’’ and insert ‘‘ Said colliers shall be built in navy- 
yards, one on the Pacific and the other on the Atlantic coast, the 


so as to 


| make the clause read: 


That the President be authorized, by and with the advice and consent of 


the Senate, to appoint a professor of mathematics of the rank of commander, 
to rank after Aaron Nichols Skinner and to be an extra number in the list of 


professors of mathematics in the Navy. 

One professor of mathematics, one of chemistry, one of English, one of 
rench, and one of Spanish, at $2,500 each. 
ur professors, namely, one of English, one of French, one of drawing, 
and one of Spanish, at $2,200 each. 

rhree instructors, at $2,000 each. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask the Senator from Maine why this radi- 
cal change is made in the organization of the academy? I ob- 
serve that it is a very radical change. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; but not so rapid asthe increase down there, 
where we used to have 340 students, and in another year we shall 
have 900. It becomes essentially necessary. It is a very con- 
servative programme, and it is absolutely necessary by reason of 
the increase of the academy. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is an actual decrease, for instance, in 
the instructors. There is a reduction from ten to three. 

Mr. HALE, I haveanamendment fromthe Department which 
cures that. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. I will send the amendment to the amendment to 
the desk. It is to come in after line 6 on page 59. 

The SECRETARY. On page 59, after line 6, insert: 

Four instructors, at $1,800 each; ten instructors, at $1,500 each 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 19, page 60. 

Mr. HALE. The total should be changed. On page 60, line 
18, after the word “‘all,’’ I move to strike out ‘ $78,922.52’ and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ $95,322.52.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ The reading of the bill was continued to line 24, page 62, in the 
items for the Naval Academy. 

Mr. HALE. I move to change the total. On page 62, line 22, 
I move to strike out ‘‘ $311,708.46’ and to insert in lieu thereof 
** $828,108.46.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 








Two colliers, to be capable of accompanying the battle fleet; to carry 5,000 
tons of cargo coal, loaded, and to have a trial speed of not less than 16 knots 
to cost not exceeding $1,250,000 each. Said colliers shall be built in navy- 
yards, one on the Pacific and the other on the Atlantic coast, the same to be 
designated by the Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. HALE. Let that amendment go over until to-morrow at 
the request of other Senators. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be passed 


| over. 


The reading of the bill was continued to page 75, line 15. 

Mr. HALE. Inline 15, on page 75, before the word ‘‘ subma- 
rine,’’ I move to insert ‘* torpedo or.”’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 75, line 15, before the word ‘ sub- 
marine,’’ it is propesed to insert *‘ torpedo or;’’ so as to read: 

The Secretary of the Navy, who may purchase or contract for subsurfa 
or submarine torpedo boats in a manner that will best advance the inter 
of the United States in torpedo or submarine warfare 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, 
on page 75, line 16, after the word ‘‘ further,’ to strike out: 

That before any subsurface or submarine torpedo boat is purchased or 
contracted for it shall be accepted by the Navy Department as fulfi 
reasonable requirements for submarine warfare and shall have been fully 
tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy. 


And insert: 





That before any subsurface or submarine torpedo b 
| chased or accepted by the Navy Department they s! ) i 
| to the satisfaction of the Secretar Navy and sha 






requirements for submarine wari o That the b 
tracted for under this act shall be constructed i rdance with tl ns 
and specifications of the contractor. 


So as to make the proviso read: 


And provided further, That before any subsurface or submarine torpedo 
boat or boats are purchased or accepted by the Navy Department they shall 
have been fully tested to the satisfaction of the S ta f the Navy and 
shall fulfill all reasonable require ts for su a I } i 
also, That the boats contracted f this act sh ted : 
cordance with the plans and spe ns of the contractor. To carry out 





the purpose aforesaid the sum of 000 is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; and to make up said sam 


se 
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of $859,000 the sum of $500,000 carried, or such parts thereof as may remain 
unexpended, and authorized in the naval appropriation act approved March 
3, 1903, is hereby reappropriated. 

Mr. HALE. Inline 24, on page 75, after the word “ for,” at the 
end of the line, Imove to amend the amendment by inserting the 
words ** torpedo or;”’ so as to read, “for torpedo or submarine 
warfare. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I shall ask that the bill be taken 
up to-morrow morning after the routine morning business. I 
now move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator withhold 

otion for a moment to enable the Chair to lay before the 
a message from the President of the United States? 
*. HALE. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 


FORT HALL INDIAN RESERVATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
ving message from the President of the United States; which 
as read: 
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tion of the Senate of the, Ist instant (the | 


n ing), 1 return herewith Senate bill No. 2323, 
elating to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation.” 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Mr. DUBOIS submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolv 


action of 
»tempore of the 


by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 


nds on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation be rescinded, and that inthe 


} 
reenrollment of the billthe word “ thirty-five,” in line 16 0f the enrolled bill, 
be strick 
correctly describe the range, inaccurately stated in the bill. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. I now renew my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and at (at 5 o’clock and 15 


March 4, 1904, at 12 o’clock m. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 3, 1904. 
CHAIRMAN OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 


Rear-Admiral John G. Walker, United States Navy, retired, of | 


the Speaker of the House of Representatives and of the President | 
Senate in signing the enrolled bill (S. 2323) relating to | 


1 out and the word “thirty-four” be substituted therefor, so as to | 


MARCH 38, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


THURSDAY, March 3, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and appro 
PIPE LINES THROUGH INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. CURTIS submitted the following conference report 
statement for printing in the REcorD under the rule: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hou 
the amendments of the House to the bill 8. 3317, *“Anact authorizing t} 
retary of the Interior to grant right of way for pipe lines through I; 
lands,” having met, after full and free conference eovanresd to recon 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments 
House numbered 2 and 3; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the Senate recede from its disagreem 
the amendment of the House numbered 1, and agree to the same w 
amendment, as follows: In line 8, after the word “located,” insert: * 
all other allottees through whose lands said lateral pipe lines may pass; 
the House agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the Senate recede from its disagre: 
to the amendment of the House numbered 4, and agree te the same w 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendmen‘ the fol! 
‘*Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior, at the expirat 
said twenty years, may extend the right to maintain any pipe line consi: 
under this act for another period not to exceed twenty years from { 
piration of the first right, upon such terms and conditions as he may 
proper;”’ and the House agree to the same. 

CHARLES CURTIS, 
JNO. H. STEPHENS, 
W. E. Brown, 
Managers on the part of the H 
Wo. M. STEWARrt, 
O. H. PLatrt, 
Managers on the part of the S 


Statement of the managers on the partof the House of the committee 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houseson certain amend 
of the House to the bill S. 3317, being ‘An act authorizing the Seci: y 
the Interior to grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands 
The House conferees submit the following written statement in ex) 


| tion of the accompanying conference report: 


The first amendment of the House provided that only the consent 


| allottee, on whose land oiland gas wells were located, should be obtai 


The Senate receded from its disagreement to this amendment, wit! 
amendment providing that the consent of all other allottees, through w 


| lands said lateral pipe lines might pass from the location of the well 





the District of Columbia, to be chairman of the Isthmian Canal | \ 
See ; | itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Un 
| (Mr. LAWRENCE in the chair) and resumed the consideration of t! 


Comunission. 
MEMBERS OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 


Maj. Gen. George W. Davis, United States Army, retired, of 
the District of Columbia, to be a member of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission. 


William Barclay Parsons, of New York, to be a member of the c L 
| drugs and of foods, including candy and milk, $100. 


Isthmian Canal Commission. 


William H. Burr, of New York, to be a member of the Isthmian | 


Canal Commission. 

Benjamin M. Harrod, of Louisiana, to be a member of the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission. 

Carl Ewald Grunsky, of California, to be a member of the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission. 

Frank J. Hecker, of Michigan, to be a member of the Isthmian 
Cannal Commission. 


INDIAN AGENTS. 


Lieut. Col. James F. Randlett, United States Army, retired, of 
California, to be agent for the Indians of the Kiowa Agency, in 
Oklahoma. 

J. Blair Shoenfelt, of Wyoming, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Union Agency in the Indian Territory. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Frank M. Foote, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public moneys 


at Evanston, Wyo. 
POSTMASTER. 


NEW YORK. 
Charles T. Jackson to be postmaster at Goshen, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York. 





| 
| 


main pipe line, should also be obained. ; 
Amendment No. 2 limited the period for which a right of way micht 
granted to twenty years. The Senate receded from its disageement ‘ 


: E Seay eet enyes + d i ay: a. | amendment with an amendment which authorizes the Secretary of t 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, | 


terior at the expiration of said twenty years to extend the right to mai: 
any pipe line constructed under this act for another period not to excee 
twenty years from the expiration of the first right upon such terms and 
ditions as he may deem proper. 
The managers on the part of the House recommend that the report 

adopted. 

CHARLES CURTIS, 

W. E. Brown, 

JNO. H. STEPHENS, 

Managers on the part of the H 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motion of Mr. McCueary of Minnesota, the House resolv: 


bill (H. R. 12838) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fis: 
year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read the following 


For special services in connection with the detection of the adulterat 


Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I ask the chairn 
of the District Committee to state what special services are t: 


| performed under this clause of the bill and by whom. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, these servi 
are rendered by what might be called ‘‘ detectives.’’ In order ‘ 


| get specimens of the foods, candies, etc., that are actually bei 


sold it is necessary to have persons make purchases without ‘t 
being understood that they are doing soin the public interest. !f 
the ordinary detectives were to undertake that work, they bei 
known as detectives might not be able to ascertain the real fa 
and the ends of justice might be defeated. Under this small : 
propriation private individuals make what purport to be ordin: 
purchases. This appropriation of $100 is to furnish the means ' 
make the purchases and to pay the persons making them wh 
ever small fee may be necessary. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hereafter the District of Columbia shall not be required in judicial pr 
ceedings to pay fees to the clerk of the supreme court of the District 
Columbia, and the said District of Columbia and its Commissioners shall be 
entitled to institute and prosecute judicial proceedings in said court with 
the payment of fees. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I makea point of order 
against this paragraph, as being new legislation and a change of 
existing law. 








by megiyest ys 


Sie 








CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota desire 
heard on the point of order? 
r. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in one sense 
‘hic is new legislation, but I hope the gentleman from Indiana 
will reserve "7 is point of order instead of making it now, so that a 
word explanatic ym may be made. 
fr. MIERS of Indiana. I reserve it. 
McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, undoubtedly 
12T raph 3 is subject 


ras of 


this para to a point of order if the gentleman in- 

1p , but I trust ‘he will notinsist upon it, for this reason: 
‘1 ace at of the District and the clerk of the court of appeals 
p i District are subject to this same kind of a provision, and 


this provision was always in the laws applying to the District un- 
‘ent Revised Code struck out that provision, which is 
é ly another illustration of the number of things that the Code 
did which ought not to have been done.. The gentleman whom 
vision affects is 
tu lly received in his office far exceed that sum. Of 
( e. it is always easy for him to employ enough people to use 
up all the fees beyond the $3,500. It is felt by the Committee on 
priations that the District of Columbia ought not to be re- 
ed to pay these fees, because these fees are not at all neces- 
to make up the legitimate fees of the office, and the officer 
‘essary assistants would be well paid without them. 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insis 
the coint al order? 
lt ee of Indiana. I do. 

‘HAIRMAN. The paragraph against which this point is 
yposes clearly to enact new legislation—a change of ex- 
law—and is subject to the inhibition of Rule XXI. The 
Chair sustains the point of order. 

ir. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 


til the re 


ton 


raised pre 


ting 


I ask unanimous consent to 


return to the paragraph last read for the purpose of offering a 
committee amendment. 

rhere was no objection; and the proposed amendment of Mr. 
McCieary of Minnesota was read, as follows: 


+and 15, on page 52, strike out the words “the act approved Janu- 
1899,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “existing law.” 

he amendment was agreed to. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


Justices of the peace: For ten justices of the peace, at $2,000 each, and the 
further sum of $250 each for rent, stationery, and other expenses; in all, 
§: 


I 
T h 
it 


yD 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the chairman 
of the committee a question about these justices of the peace. 
Do they receive fees in addition to these salaries? 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They do not, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. CLARK. What becomes of the fees that are charged? 


. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
Treasury. 

Mr. PUJO. I should like to ask 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. PUJO. Are justices of the peace in the District of Colum- 
bia required to be lawyers? Are they qualified lawyers or not? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The law requires that they 
shall have been admitted to the bar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

INTEREST AND SINKING FUND. 


They are covered into the 


a question of the chairman of 


For interest and sinking fund on the funded debt, $975,408. 
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I rise for the purpose of answering the remarks made here 


some days ago in the debate on another section of this bill. 

Last Monday morning the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Scott] 
- le the following statement, which I will read from 
t ORD: 


Mr. So OTT. The reply of the gentleman from Kentucky to the last ques- 


the 


tio h Tasked him was a good illustration of what I think the lawyers 
cal -onfession by avoidance.” 
Mr. GILBERT, That isa good plea in any court. 
r. Scorr. It happens to be fresh in my memory, however, and I have 
asked t ‘his time in order to give some information to Sn on the other 


side of the House who will no doubt be interested in i 


And we were, Mr. Chairman, interested in what he was about 


is the first Administration— 
Continned Mr, Scort— 
of Mr. Cleveland a negro from Kansas was brought to Washington, taken to 


allowed fees not to exceed $3,500, but the | 
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I wish to call the attention of the House one moment to the difference in 
the character of these two m en. Concerning Booker Washington, 
that can be said of him is th at he is a gt od man. But I think it might also be 
said that if he had a white skin it would be considered an honor by « 


the least 











tleman to know him; that he is a gen itlems an and a scholar. So muc! 

scholar that he has been given an honorary degree of master « f ar 

vard University; so much of a gentleman that he was invited by the 

dent of Harvard University to sit at his table to lunch with Gen. N 

Miles, who received the same honorary degree from tl ar ‘ 

the same time; so much of a gentleman that he has beer i} 
so much of ascho t f 


Queen Vic toria at Windsor Castle: 
ege fac ulty of one of the southern colleges recent 
foremost Sree Agoosty in, for which utter ance he w : ‘all 
by his associates; but, Lam glad tos ay, that it was declared by the 
ties of the college that they held free speec] 
Mr. GruBert. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlemar 
Mr. Scort. I have only five minutes, and I 
to the character of Booker Washington not bx 











me, but because I want to call attention 

Mr. Mappox. I want to say to the gen tlem an from Kansas that the d 
ration was that he was second to Rot J ; 

Mr. Scott I can not quote the lan rIdo not remember 
it. Probably the gentleman is correct. I sta int I should 
suppose it would be considered quite a complim« LS Si ito 
Robert E. Lee. 








The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas rpired 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Mr. (¢ l ask unanimous conse1 t th 
man be given five minutes mo 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fri m I af nui a t f 
gentleman from Kansas be extended five minutes. Af 
a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

ir. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I will yield the gen an five 1 

time. 

Mr. CLAUDE Kircuin. Mr. Cha ld like t 
man, in justic e to that college, tha 1e fa y did rebu f 

| making that utterance, but did say that he hada righ t 

liberty of free speech. 

Mr. Scorr. They rebuked him for making I 


the W Ai ite House, introduced to the President, and by him invited to remain | 
and sit at the table at luncheon, an invitation which I need not say was 
promptly acce -“pted. 

Mr. CocHRAN. Will the gentleman state who it was that introduced the 
negro, and upon whose authority the gentleman is making this statement? 

Mr Scort. I make the statement on my own authority. 

r. COCHRAN. Were you present? 

Mr. Scorr. I was not present, but one of my colleagues will corroborate 

me as to the fact. 


Mr. CocHRAN. Who was this negro? 


Mr. Scorr. It was C. H. J. Tay lor, afterwards appointed register of deeds | 


for this District by President Cleveland. (Laughter on the Republican side. ]} 










attempt to say that the utterance ws 
they were forced to do so by the publi 







Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. The gentlems “ 
plained and said he did not meanit. [Laught e an sid 
Mr. Scort. Cnérwere le! sences >ahagalhaam dl sagen in and his friends t 
sid to d cide between themselves 
Mr. ‘LAUDE KiTcuin. He said he did 1 n t t ] 
te ao an the Sx wath ever proc nd ¢ pt Lee, but t greatest 1 
r. Scorr. All that aside, it will be admitted by every Member on t} 
of this House that if Booker Washington had a white skin, any 
would receive him on terms of « yuali ty 
Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Why does not the gentleman receive hin . 
black skin? 
Mr. ScorT. We do receive him in every proper way 
Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Does the gentleman mean to say that he r 


him as his equal? 


Mr. Scotr. Not as mysocial equal—— _ 
Mr. CLAUDE KiTcHINn. The black skin is the cause of it, is 
Mr. Scorr. The black skin, and the prejud and all 





that as fully as the gentleman does. 


I am not sianding here 
man will allow me— 


Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. We are alike, then. The gentleman ha 
prejudice that we have—on account of the skin. There is no differ 
tween us on that. 

Mr. Scott. Iam not standing here to make a plea for s lequalit 
all know thatis impossible. I do not stand for that any more than Th: 









Roosevelt did when he invited Booker T. Washi: 

al ty more than President Eliot did whe n ho invite 
; luncheon, any more than Grov: rc leveland di 
Taylor to his luncheon. I have allu le sd to th: 
which everybody in the count ry recognize 


te } 
to hi 
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ist between the man whom the Republic: ssident « as 

aan ived at his ts vbl le and th 6 man whom the De I 
United States received at his table. Who — Cc , 
black negro, as black as y% mu ever saw. Ho had } l 
nothing more, in the city of Kansas City, Kans. He} t a 
ment to his credit; he had no education to s k of » | thing 
mend i him to any m wanee sideration, partic vy nothirg toc I : 
to the consideration of any Democrat, except the presumy } 
ried some negro votes in his vest pocket and could deliver them to the D 
cratic party. 

For that reason, and for that reason only—for the n tha 1 
pré mised that if he were given this positi ere. in ' Zz 
turn the negro vote in Kansas from t! party to the I 
party—he was brought here to Washi1 1 by » De ut 

‘ , taken to the Vhite House, introduced to t Pr nt, sea 
ta and afterward he price by receiving I tn 
ter of deeds of this 

Mr. CLAUDE KiTcnH tn. Does the gentle upp * Grover C i 
asking that negro to dine with him and dini y with | l } 
man approve of that? 

Mr. Scott. I do not approve of it 8 I kr t L 
man. I would not invite him to my house if W 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Because he isa D t 

Mr. Scotr. That is not the r ] I 
out character, without edi u rT 
him to the consideration of a ger 

a CLAUDE KITCHIN. Who i t negro t Px 
ger nan said his colleague was pres h wi 

Mr. Score. I did not say that. said my ras 
of the fact 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Did not a Republican from Ka 
to the President? 

Mr. Scorr. Oh, no; by no mear I have ihe 
by a Democrat. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I ha al xd to t 

resident Ro velt, who 3 no aj 
the glaring i ~ w t ) 
a man of admitted | ira nd i 
and noble work, ¥ ig i 
without stand 2 p 

eration t he f 
[Appl i 

At three separate and t places in this Recorp, Mr. Chair- 

man, the gentleman Mr ’ 
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Cleveland during his first term invited this negro, whom he calls 
a very black negro, to dine with him, and states emphatically that 
the negro did so. 

It often happens, Mr. Chairman, that a man in trouble hopes 
to get out by trying to pull others in, and that seems to have 
been the predicament of the gentleman from Kansas when he de- 
liberately stated to this House ‘‘on his own authority,’’ on his 
own responsibility, that Mr. Cleveland had invited a negro by the 
name of C. H. J. Taylor to dine with him, and that the negro ac- 
cepted the invitation and did dine with him. 

As soon as the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD reached me on the next 
morning after this debate, containing the gentleman’s assertions, 
I wrote to Mr. Cleveland and asked him if it were true that he had 
thus dined Taylor, and told him if it were not true I wanted to 
deny it on the floor of this House. I cut out the part of the REc- 
ORD in which Mr. Scotr’s statement appeared and sent it to the 
distinguished ex-President. This morning I received from him 
the following letter, written and signed in his own hand: 
PRINCETON, March 2, 1904. 
Hon. E. Y. Wess, House of Representatives. 

DEAR Sir: It is a matter of small concern to me that a Mr. ScortT has seen 
fit to use my name ina display of his evil propensities on the floor of ,the 
House of Representatives. 

{Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 


In answer to your inquiry, however, I have to say of his statement that 
the colored man, C. H. J. Taylor, took lunch with me at the White House 
that it is a deliberate fabrication out of the whole cloth. 


[ Applause on the Democratic side. } 


As far as Mr. Taylor is concerned, I understand, prior to his appointment 
as register of deeds at Washington, that he had served as an assistant in the 
office of the city attorney at Kansas City. 


Mr. COWHERD. Kansas City, Kans. 
Mr. WEBB. Yes, not Missouri. [Reading:] 


His nomination as register was confirmed by the Senate, and he served in 
that place with intelligence and efficiency. He hassince died. Some people 
restrain themselves from abusing the dead. 

My inquiries concerning Mr. Taylor before his appointment, my observa- 
tion of him during his incumbency, and the little I have known of him since 
satisfy me that his character is very unjustly attacked in the diatribe of Mr. 
Scorn. 

One charge is made against Mr. Taylor by Mr. Scott which he doubl 
clinches with truth when he declares, *‘He wasa black negro.” 
however, to doubt his familiarity with his subject when he adds, ‘tas black 
2s you ever saw.” 

Yours, very truly, GROVER CLEVELAND. 


This is Mr. Cleveland’s statement, and I presume it will be ac- 


cepted as conclusive by the gentleman from Kansas and by every | 


American citizen. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
Mr. Chairman, it does seem that the statement of the gentle- 


man from Kansas [Mr. Scott] is a fabrication, not only so far as | 


the dining is concerned, but even as to the color of the negro him- 
self. I understand from the gentleman from Missouri that he 
was a ginger-cake negro, and that the ‘‘ black as you ever saw’”’ 
statement is a fabrication out of the whole cloth also, as the dis- 
tinguished ex-President writes. 

It is said, Mr. Chairman, that a falsehood travels around the 
earth while truth is pulling on its boots. If that is true, I wish 
the truth stated in the letter of Mr. Cleveland be put in the same 
channels, as far as possible, that the falsehood has traveled, in 
order that it may possibly overtake that falsehood in the minds 
of some men and eradicate and destroy it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WEBB. Iask fortwo minutes more, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
continue his remarks for two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Cleveland was a friend of the 
negro, but not a ‘‘ fool friend,’ and that term has a well-defined 
meaning among people who understand the negro race. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Never by a word or act, so far 
as I know, did he encourage the dream of social equality in the 
breast of the black man. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
He was a friend of the colored race in America, but he was a 
friend of the Southern white man as well. He always sympa- 
thized with the Southern white man in his race troubles, his race 
problems, and his race burdens; and that, sir, I regret to say, is 
more than Mr. Roosevelt seems ever to have done. I am obliged 
to the committee for this opportunity of correcting the falsehood. 
{Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, there never sat in the White 
House a man whose word, speaking about anything of which he 

rofessed to have personal knowledge, I would not at once accept. 

therefore accept the statement made by ex-President Cleveland 
that I was in error when I stated here on the floor the other day 
that he had entertained at luncheon in the White House a negro 
from Kansas; and I tender my apology to the ex-President of the 
United States. 

I feel as if it were due myself, however, to say to this House 


I am led, | 
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that until this letter was read I have never heard the fact or the 
allegation to which I alluded denied. 

Mr. THAYER. Did you ever hear it made publicly before? 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam just going to state what I have heard. 

Mr. THAYER. There was no occasion to deny it, when it } 
never been made. 

Mr.SCOTT. I remember distinctly that when Mr. Taylor cama 
back from Washington, preceded by the announcement that | 
had been appointed to the office of recorder of deeds in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia by President Cleveland, his friends met him at 
the Union Depot, Kansas City, with a carriage to which were 
attached four white horses. A committee was with the carriace. 
and he was escorted to a public hall, where a reception was ten- 
dered him, and according to the newspaper reports of the event, 
he there boasted that—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. I would like to ask the gentleman a questi«: 

Mr. SCOTT. Let me finish this sentence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. SCOTT. At the reception he boasted, as reported in the 
papers, that, notwithstanding the professions of good will to the 
negro always heretofore made by the Republicans, it remained 

| for a Democratic President to entertain at his table in the Whi 
House for the first time a negro. That matter was published 
very broadly and so generally throughout the State of Kansas that 
| it was impressed upon my memory, and I never, as I have said, 
| heard it denied before. 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. What evidence have you that he ever 
made that boast? 
Mr. SCOTT. No evidence but newspaper reports. 
Mr. THAYER. Have you got any clippings of newspapers’ 
Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman permit me? 
The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen desiring to interrupt must ad- 
dress the Chair. 
Mr.SWANSON. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman yield to the gentleman 


a 


4a 


| from Virginia? 


Mr. SCOTT. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman be kind enough to get 
a single paper containing that and produceit here? I suppose they 
| keep files of the papers in Kansas, where that statement was pub- 

lished, and the gentleman can get a copy of such paper and pre- 
sent it to the House. 

Mr. SCOTT. Well, that is a matter of twenty years ago. Ido 
| not know whether I could obtain one or not, but I am going there 
shortly and I shall certainly investigate the matter. 

Mr. MADDOX. Eighteen hundred and eighty-two. 

Mr. SWANSON. If anewspaper statement exists, and if the 
gentleman wants to be fair and just and accurate, he has ever 
opportunity to examine the records, and if it is true, as asserted, 
I would like him to bring to this House one paper from Kansas 
that made that statement. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have not had any opportunity thus far. The 
gentleman from Virginia will admit that I have had no op) 
tunity in the last two minutes to search the records. Iam simply 
giving my recollection about this matter. I have made what [ 
consider an ample apology to Mr. Cleveland for any misrej)re- 
sentation I may have inadvertently made. And I have done t 
because I want this House to understand that it is never my 
— to make a statement here that I do not believe to be 
trath. 

: Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman permit me to interruyt 
im? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

Mr. SCOTT. Ido. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I want tosay that I donot believe the gen- 
tleman from Kansas would willfully misrepresent anything. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is kind of you. 

Mr. HARDWICK. But does not the gentleman agree that 
would be improper and a lack of dignity for the President of t)« 
United States or an ex-President to rush into print and deny every 
newspaper statement that might be put out, and does he not ad- 
mit in reference to this he had not even made up a prima facie 
case? 

Mr. SCOTT. Why, I was not criticising the former President 
of the United States for having heretofore made no denial. ! w: 
giving him full credit for the denial he now makes. But I wis! 
to say at the same time that the friends of Mr. Cleveland should 
be very much gratified over this incident, because it has been tho 
occasion of bringing to that gentleman for the first time in four 
years some applause from the Democratic side of this Chamber. 
{Laughter and applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, this whole in- 
cident is a telling blow at the abstract theory of the general equal- 
ity of the.featherless biped. It discovers or uncovers the under- 
lying hypocrisy of the contention that all men ought to be polit- 
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or socially equal, regardless of their color, race, traits, and | the United States, so that the act could bear an official stamp be- 


ces. 
sCOTT. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In one moment I will. The 
‘ ay some gentlemen upon this side charged home as a dis- 
mark you, that a President of the United States had lunched 
, negro, and there came from the other side of the House a 
» against an ex-President as a disgrace that he had done ex- 
e same thing, showing that in every man’s real heart the 
( tion is deep seated that race traits and tendencies are 
e y as ineradicable as the colored man’s skin and the kink of 
air. fApplause.] I yield to the gentleman now. 
ir. SCOTT. The question I desired to ask was whether the 
leman will not state who had been asserting social equality 
making a fight along that line? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why, Mr. Chairman, I have 
inderstood the political theory of your household of political faith 
for the last twenty years as asserting against the white people 


South, at any rate, the doctrine that men, regardless of color, race, | 
ts, tendencies, characteristics, capabilities, or what not, ought 
ti strictly equal politically; and everybody with common sense 
sthat, political equality having once perfect recognition and 
1 tice, social equality must in a measure follow. But that is 


not all: the head of your party set an example of social equality 
in the only manner in which it can be set by inviting a black man 
to a table. Now, understand me 

Mr. SCOTT. One more question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One moment until I finish that 
for fear somebody may misunderstand me. Mr. Roosevelt as an 
individual has the right or the liberty, at any rate, that any other 
citizen of America has, to eat with whomsoever he pleases—black, 
red. yellow, white, or what not; educated, ignorant, or what not. 
Ihave nothing to do with it. Nobody else has anything to do 
with it. But when you make it an official question, when your 
President does that as President of the United States which he 
might without right of complaint have done as an individual, it 
was done for one purpose, and for one purpose only, and that was 
to ‘carry the light of example’’ to ‘‘the benighted South.” that 
does not believe in social equality between the negro and the 
white man. 

[f it was not done for that, then it was done for no purpose at 
all. It was, in that event, an unconscious exhibition of the mag- 
nificent arrogance that teaches men, now and then, the ‘‘ duty 
and the mission ** to shed *‘ the light of example ’’ upon “the be- 
nighted’’ white population of the South, that never, in their 
opinion, mounted to the highest rank of civilization and seized 
hold, in its full measure, of the everlasting truth of the “‘equality 
between featherless bipeds.”’ 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. WILLLAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 








holds as his social equal everybody in this country who is his 
pr litical equal, reverting to the statement made a while ago? 
| 
the gentleman this, that when I invite a man to my table I mean 
by that that he is my social equal or he would never be there. 
Mr. SCOTT. That is a very cunning evasion of the question, 
Mr. Chairman. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; I do not evade the ques- | 


tion at all. I beg your pardon, [ replied to it that socially I did 
not think that every man who is my political equal or armed 
with the statutory privilege of casting a vote was socially my 
equal; but let me follow that for just one moment. Now, this is 
& tuatter of common sense. When men go around as candidates 
‘or office, cultivating votes, thereby they necessarily put them- 
selves upon a plane of equality while they are cultivating the 
votes. Now, it is true,and perfectly true, that while I might in- 
vite the gentleman from Kansas to my table because he is socially 
my equal in every respect, there might be another man politically 
the statutory equal of both of us whom I would notinvite. When 


negroes rule politically, or hold the balance of power politically, 


this follows, as we found in carpetbag days, that the white man 
who eats with negroes, sleeps with negroes, or marries a negro 


Woman gets all the negro votes; the man who does neither gets | 


none, if the other sort of man is a candidate. 

but the question of the gentleman from Kansas is an evasion of 
the question that we are discussing, becanse this is not a question 
where because of political equality I have assumed that the Pres- 
ident of the United States had recognized social equality. It isa 
case where all the world knows he recognized and emphasized 
socia] equality in and of itself. Noram I quarreling with him as 
Mr. Roosevelt, as an individual, nor have I quarreled with him at 
all. He has a perfect right to invite to his private table whom he 
chooses, but as far as I know he waited until he was President of 





fore he ever did it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word, in order that I may answer the questions 
of the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understood the gentleman from Mississippi to 


say that when we insist upon the political equality of certain per- 
sons the necessary corollary of that is social equality, and when I 


asked him if he regarded as his social equal everybody whom 
admitted to be his political equal, he answered that he did n 
I would like to have him reconcile those statements, which se 
contradictory. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They do not seem contradict- 
ory to me, and [ have done my best to reconcile them as far as I 
could. Now, I want to ask the gentleman a question. Why was 
tt, if the gentleman believes in the “ featherless-biped-equality ”’ 
theory—I do not know whether he does or not—but if he does be- 
lieve In it, why was it that he charged ex-President Cleveland, as 
a fault, with the fact that he was supposed to have lunched with 
a colored man? 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman,I did not charge the allegation 
which I made to Mr. Cleveland as a fault. I pointed to it simply 
as an illustration of the inconsistency, as it seemed to me, of the 
Democratic party, which was going into hysterics because one 
man invited a certain individual of the colored race to his table 
while making no criticism of another man who had done the same 
thing. I made no imputation of fault against ex-President Cleve- 
land. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. All right; I am glad to hear 
that, because I thought the gentleman had a sharp stick and was 
after my very dear and much-adored old friend Grover Cleve- 
land. [Laughter.] It looked to me so at that time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this question is rather amusing than se- 
rious, in some respects. It has disclosed what [I wanted to call 
attention to, and that is that under this entire featherless-biped- 
equality theory there is very much hypocrisy nd one of 
curious things about it is this: You go up to the White House, 
or go to a Department here, and ask them please not to appoin 
a man as postmaster down South because he is a ** colored 
and they will *‘swell up” and tell you that they can 
a discrimination ‘*on account of race, color. or previon n 
of servitude!” And yet the present incumbent of the White 
House would not appoint a Chinaman as postmaster upon th: 
Pacific slope if that Chinaman were as able and well capa! 
attending to the duties of the office as Li Hung Chang himself: 
and there are hundreds of them—natural-born citizens of the 
United States. And why? Simply because he was a Chinaman. 
Simply because the white people of the Pacitic si do not want 
a Chinaman to be postmaster on the Pavitic slope; because the 


Ail 


| appointment would be offensive to the white pr *» He might 
Mr. SCOTT. I should like to inquire whether the gentleman | I 


be a Chinaman infinitely better equipped and smarter than I am; 
he might be infinitely better equipped and smarter than the 


| occupant of the chair, and a smarter man than the President 


‘ir. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly not; but I can tell | 


himself; and yet he would not appoint him; he never would think 


| of doing it. 





|. When New England was settled long years ago, no New Eng 

| lander ever recognized the political or socia)] equality of the Indian 

| race, although the red man is very far superior to the black man 
in some respects. 

Now, this is not a question of instinct or prejudice. Itis nota 

| question of instinct, because little children do not realize it. It 

| is not a question of prejudice, because, until you have thrown two 

| races. the white race and another race, into juxtaposition with one 

| another in sufficient quantities of each race feeling is not 

| evident. But wherever you throw the white race in juxtaposi- 

| tion with the Chinaman, with the red man. with the black man 

| in sufficient numbers, so that he has occasion to tnvestigate t) 

| race question at all, then this feeling arises. How, th Loe 
come about if it is neither a prejudice—that is.a preyudgmer 

| nor an instinct born in you? It comes about as reason, or a con 

| clusion after experience. It comes about because race traits and 

| contingencies, moral aptitnde, merit. and demerit are found 

| historic experience and legislative experiment e just as 
eradicable as the color of the skin. God made both, and you can 
not do away with either by legislation. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side. ] 


| 
| 


| 


The Clerk read as follows: 


EMERGENCY FUND 


To be expended only in case of emers 5 th as t, pestile , public 
insanitary conditions, calamity by flood or fiz ul ‘ acter, and in 
all cases of emergency nototherwise sufficientiy provided for, $8.00: Provided, 
That in the purchase of all articles provided for in this act more than the 
market price shal] be paid for any such articles, and for an such 


articles above the market price shal] be r¢ ted 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
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word. One would assume from the lengthy discourse of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Scorr] that there was no controversy 
among Republicans at all as to the propriety of intercourse in 
social life on terms of equality between the black man and the 
white man. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota rose. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Oh, I expect a point of order will be made 
now. This is about the time to expect it. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, Irise toa point 
of order. This discussion is not germane to the bill. It would 
seem that this matter has been discussed enough this morning. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Iask unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. DALZELL. I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It must be clearly understood by Members 
that after the reading of the bill by paragraph begins all debate 
must be pertinent to the preceding paragraph. 

Mr. COCHRAN. But how can the gentleman arrive at the con- 
clusion that my remarks would not be pertinent. I have not 
stated what I was going to speak about. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman states that he proposes 
to confine his remarks to the subject embraced by the paragraph, 
he may proceed. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that I fully be- 
lieved when I took the floor that a point of order would be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the reading of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CHARITIES AND CORRECTIONS. 

Board of charities: For secretary, $3,000; clerk, $1,000; stenographer, 
messenger, $600; four inspectors, at $720 each; traveling expenses, $400; 
drivers, at $600 each; in all, y11,120. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman,I would inquire of the chair- 
man of the committee in charge of the billif this is an increase 
over the amount appropriated a year ago? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, there has been 
so much confusion that I do not understand to what paragraph 
the gentleman refers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the pending para- 
graph is the paragraph on page 54, beginning with line 15 and end- 
ing with line 21. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I will state that in the para- 
graph referred to there is one additional inspector provided for 
at $720 a year. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, we might have anticipated 
that something additional was provided for. 

Now, will the gentleman tell me why this additional inspector 
is needed? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman has asked a 
question that has real point to it, and I am glad to answer it. 

These inspectors are for this purpose: This capital city becomes 
the rendezvous of many people from the several States who are in 
trouble. Sometimes they come here hoping that their Congress- 
man will be able to help them. Some of them fall sick. Some, 
brooding over their troubles, becomeinsane. And so they get into 
the hospitals or into the almshouses or into the insane asylums. 
Their support is, of course, not a proper charge on this District. 
We have for several years been endeavoring to limit these im- 
proper charges upon this District. In order to do it we need 
some competent and trustworthy men to go around and make the 
necessary investigations. 

Again, a great many people, bona fide residents of this city, apply 
for help from the public funds who ought not tohaveit. It may 
be a harm to them to receive it. It may not be a proper charge 
upon the District. When help is applied for from public funds, 
it should not be given out without investigation. Hence it is 
found necessary to have inspectors to do this work. In order to 
give full investigation along this line an additional inspector is 
required. Hence the increase inquired about. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Germane to this discussion is the question as 
to the manner in which these places are continually made more 
numerous and more lucrative. Is it true that the Government of 
the United States in its several Departments and in the District 
government is conducted upon business principles? Go to one of 
these Departments and ask the Secretary or the under Secretary 
why it is that so numerous a clerical force is there employed, and 
not one will fail to tell you, if he makes answer at all, ‘‘ We would 
like to get rid of many of these people, who are notoriously in- 
competent. We would like to weed out this force and make it 
more effective for the public service; but we are powerless to doit. 
If we should omit one of these men from the pay roll, down would 
come a Congressman or a Senator from the State from which the 
man came, and he would demand his immediate reinstatement, 
and down would come an order from above to reinstate him.’’ 


I object. 


40; 
our 


MARCH 3, 


It is notorious that when we make appropriations for the mai». 
tenance of the different Departments and of the District of ( 
lumbia we know we are providing salaries for sinecures. {}), 
henchmen and dependents of great statesmen, who regard ¢),, 
securement of employment for these dependents as getting som - 
thing for their districts. 

There is not a Department in this Government where the 0/}- 
cials in charge would not gladly weed out the undesirable «)\ 
superfluous employees but for the fact that Congressmen aj 
Senators are continually place hunting, and then we are ¢ )). 
pelled to raid the Treasury to pay the salaries of these favori' .. 

I believe this vice prevails in the District of Columbia ¢) , 
larger extent than anywhere else. I acquit the gentleman i) 
charge of this bill from responsibility. The wretched syste: 
chargeable not upon the individual but upon the pernicious sys. 
tem followed by the Government’s representatives collectiy:|y. 
The people’s representatives should not insist upon padding ¢)) 
pay rolls, for by so doing they do not spend public money to {he 
end that the public service may be made better but with the cer 
tainty that it will be made infinitely worse. [Applause on 
Democratic side. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CHARITIES AND CORRECTIONS. 

Board of charities: For secretary, $3,000; clerk, $1,000; stenographer, ¢s4): 
messenger, $600; four inspectors, at $720 each; traveling expenses, $4); four 
drivers, at $600 each; in all, $11,120. 

_ COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

I want to say here something that I have long wanted to say in 
regard to the charitable appropriations carried in the District o 
Columbia appropriation bill. 

I took occasion once several years ago to make a suggestion 
along this line. I did not think then that anything would come 
of it. I have a little more hope now, because the board of cliari- 
ties and corrections, as I find bya report submitted this year, haye 
taken the same position. 

We appropriate in this bill nearly $1,000,000 for different chari- 
table associations in the District of Columbia. Iam afraid to 
say just what per cent, but a very large per cent of that appro- 
priation, in my opinion, is not for the indigent poor, but for the 
energetic office seeker. 

Iam not criticising the Committee on Appropriations nor the 
subcommittee in charge of this bill. I know too well how difii- 
cult it is to get any kind of reform in measures of this character, 
where a thing has gone on for years, and especially where it 
comes before a body like this not elected by the particular people 
whose money is spent, and in the community that spends it, and 
not responsible to the public opinion of the community where 
these institutions are located; but, Mr. Chairman, there is pro- 
vided for in this bill charity after charity for which we appropri- 
ate from one thousand to fifty thousand dollars. Now, these 
appropriations have arisen in this way: Some good people 1 
they are always good people who originate these charitable insti- 
tutions—the good ladies of some church, for example, get to- 
som and say, ‘‘ Here is a particular work that needs to 

one.”’ 

They raise a few thousand dollars in the church or among their 
friends for the purpose of charity, and they start the work, and 
that work grows, as charitable work always does, and they say, 
‘**It has got to be a burden, and we will go and get help from Con- 
gress.’ The very moment Congress begins to appropriate that 
moment individual effort ceases, or at least grows less, and yew 
after year private contributions fall off and the public appropria- 
tions grow, until in a few years you have an institution owned |)y 
private parties, managed by private parties, the Government hiav- 
ing no control over it, and yet the Government of the Unit: 
States and the District of Columbia appropriating practically (| 
entire sum that is spent for it. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, in this bill we have institutions here—! 
notice one for which we appropriate here $9,000. The total sum 
raised outside is $1,000, and with a total fund of $10,000, $4,000 
of it is spent for salaries. Wecall thata charitable appropri- 
ation. We have here institution after institution for which we 
make appropriations of $3,000 or $4,000, and the good people be- 
hind it, the trustees who are managing it, raise $1,000 or $2,))) 
more; and in nearly every instance from 20 to 50 per cent o! 1! 
goes for salaries. 

Now, as I say, the great difficulty in charitable work is the con- 
tinued desire on the part of the individual tostart anew charity — 
a good purpose behind it always, started from the best impulses: 
but the result is the duplication and reduplication of this char- 
itable society and that charitable institution and the continue 
increase of the proportionate part of your charitable money go!n 
to pay the salaries of matrons and clerks of each one of these 
institutions, 
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Why. one of the Commissioners here, in the hearings before 
ommittee, has suggested in regard to these appropriations: 


e were to undertake to change that, soas to give the Commissioners the 
| of this public money, we would arouse the greatest opposition. 


' would like, Mr. Chairman, if this sentence only could be heard. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has just expired. 
r, COWHERD. Iask unanimous consent to have five minutes 


\ir. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I hope that will be granted. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that his time may be extended five minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. COWHERD. If the House will listen to this sentence, I 
will be content to talk to the REcorp for the rest. Here is what 
he Commissioner himself said in relation to the proposition as to 
whether we could do away with this distribution of this fund to 
all these different charities in small amounts. 
ays 
If we did it, we would arouse the greatest apenttion, for the reason that 
« iction would legislate out of office severa 


the public money. 


Mr. Chairman, it is bad enough to provide for clerks unneeded 


in any of the Departments of the Government and take the peo- | 


ple’s money to pay for it; but itis doubly and damnably bad that 
we do it under the guise of acharitableappropriation. [General 
applause. | 
H 
charities. And while approving their conclusions I want to criti- 
cise those two bodies before I pass from it. 

My friend from Missouri has just offered some criticism of this 
Board of Charities and Children’s Guardians. Now, I find here 


we are carrying for administration purposes of these two boards | 
practically over $20,000 and approaching nearly $25,000 in this 

These boards are made up from the best people of the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia—give their work without pay; but I have | 
always found it to be true when you have a ‘‘ high-toned”’ board | 
that works without pay that they usually require a doubleamount | 


bill. 


of clerical work with pay in order to carry on the business. It 
looks to me as though these boards were following the well-estab- 
lished custom in that particular. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call especial attention to a few 
of these items of appropriation—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will permit me to inter- 
rupt him, I think he is right; but let mesuggest to the gentleman 
that the Committee on the District of Columbia, on which he has 
ihe honor to serve, created these ‘‘ high-toned ’’ boards he speaks 
of, and that the Committee on Appropriations had nothing to do 
with the creation of these boards. 


Mr.COWHERD. The gentleman is entirely right. They were 


created there; and I shall not attempt to shield the Committee on | 


the District of Columbia. That committee may be in part re- 
sponsible for the condition of which I complain. As I have 


already said, I am not criticising the Committee on Appropria- | 
tions, though they are even more responsible for the continuation | 
I remember when the bill was before the | 
Committee on the District of Columbia for the creation of this | 


of those conditions. 


Board of Children’s Guardians. 
{remember that it was distinctly stated at the time, because 
we made some inquiry, not ae understanding the work, that 


the institutions that have intrusted to them these indigent and 
delinquent children, with the power to examine into them and 
see that the children were properly treated, and, as I remember, 


we provided in that bill for a salary list of only twenty-four | 


hundred dollars. Am I not right? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think the gentleman is right, and the 
gentleman is right in the other statement, that every time you 
create a board of that kind it means that clerical help is to be 
supplied to a greater extent than if you appointed one man to 
take charge of this, as you could have done in your bill. 

_Mr. COWHERD. But, Mr. Chairman, that board has not the 
right to create a single solitary office. The gentleman was right 
when he said it was the business of the District Committee to 


create officers, and that committee limited the expense to $2,400, | 
but the committee of which the distinguished gentleman from | 


—_ is the chairman has brought in a bill carrying $10,000 in 
salaries. 
_Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
Sires to be right. 
Mr. COWHERD. Certainly. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. This $2,400 is for agents only, 


—-— is precisely the sum carried in the bill now for that pur- 


Iam sure the gentleman de- 
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The Commissioner | 


secretaries and disbursing | 
in these various institutions, all of whom are deriving salaries out of | 


I had no idea of proposing any suggestion to this | 
ouse other than is carried in the suggestion of the board of | 





Mr. COWHERD. Here is for administration—— 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. You can not administer with 
agents alone. The gentleman knows that. 

Mr. COWHERD. My understanding when that board was 
created was that the only salaried officials were to be the two 
agents. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman per- 
mit me? Does the gentleman suggest that the business of this 
board can be carried on without any officers except merely the 
two agents? 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I will answer that I do not 
know, but I believe it can be carried on for much less than $10,000. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a statement? 
In the State of Minnesota we have for years had a board of cor- 
rections and charities. It has charge of all the jails, all the char- 
itable institutions, and all the paupers and pauperism in the State, 
and the business has been effectively and diligently conducted by 
one general agent and two clerks and two traveling assistants for 
the entire State, and the entire expense of that is $6,500. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We haveasimilar boardin Indiana. But 
when the gentleman speaks about his State and my State and the 
other States, we all know that the business here can not be con- 
ducted for the same amount of money as there. Gentlemen can 
not live here as cheaply as they can in Minneapolis. A man goes 
to one of the hotels and he pays three times as much for the same 
quarters he could get in one of the hotels in the different States. 

Mr. MADDOX. They would not charge that much to an agent; 
that is only to you and myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
further? 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to yield- 
ing to any gentleman if I may be allowed as much time as has 
been consumed for the conclusion of my remarks. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not agree with the gentleman from 
Indiana that we must pay somebody in the District of Columbia 
for this class of work more than we pay them in the States. I 
think if this matter were carefully looked into, it can be done as 
economically in the District aselsewhere. I was not criticising 
the committee so much, although I confess it seems to me they 
are subject to some criticism in not cutting down the salary lists 
of these charitable associations, but the point I am criticising is 
the entire system of the Government of the United States going 
into partnership with all these private charities in the District of 
Columbia, not only to the great detriment of the Treasury of the 
United States and of the District, but to the absolute detriment 
of the administration of the charitable fund itself. 

The moment you start in to assist some children’s home or 
some foundling hospital or something else carried on by private 


| means, that moment you take away all the incentive on the part 


of private individuals to carry on the charitable work and you 
throw the whole thing on the Treasury of the United States. 
The Government ought to provide its asylum as the States do. 
This District ought to have its own almshouse ties do, 
and ought to have its own hospitals—— 

Mr. LIND. There is an appropriation 

Mr. COWHERD. I know there is. As I was saying, as the 
cities and States have such eleemosynary institutions, so should 
the District have them, and then it might help some one individual 
charity that takes care of emergency cases, of the stranger that 
is thrown on the street, or the poor man out of employn 


i 


as other C1 


| who must be carried through a few cold days of winter or 
this was to be a board of charitable ladies and gentlemen of the | 
District of Columbia, who were asking only the power of visiting | 


sudden sickness in the family, and such emergency ca 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mi iri 
has expired. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, the most of my time was 
taken up by other gentlemen, and I am going to ask the House to 


indulge me once more with five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missot isks unani- 
mous consent that he may proceed for five minntes. Is thers 
jection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. COWHERD. Bunt, as I was saying, aside from the appr 


priations of that kind, the Government of the United States 
to keep its hands off the private charities, and when the g 

| people get up a ‘‘day nursery”’ or a ‘‘children’s home” or an 
‘‘old people’s home,”’ let the good people support it, and yon will 
find that the charitable people of this community will do like the 
charitable people of your community and of mine—they will take 
care of the institutions of that kind without Government aid, and 
take care of them better than you will with Government aid and 
without Government control. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, we have appropriated here within the last 
three years $750,000 to aid private charities in building hospitals 
and additions to them. I say ‘*‘ private’’ because the grounds are 

| not owned by the Government. The buildings that we build are 


not owned by us. We absolutely can not dictate the admission 
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ts to these hospitals nor how they shall be treated after 
in there. We have, of course, the right to examine them 
ict Commissioners, and some they have examined and 
ladversely upon. But we have not the right to go in and 
control and regulate the management of some of these great hos- 
pitals for which we appropriate $50,000 per year. 

Now, let me call your attention to the extravagances of this 
system of having half a dozen or a dozen men, excellent people of 
the District, but people interested in other matters, acting as trus- 
tees for these institutions. Here is a Reform School for Boys, and 
it carries in all an appropriation of nearly $35,000. Do you know 
how many boys they have there? As I remember it, they have 
about 250 or 260 boys 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is right. 

Mr. COWHERD. A large percentage are colored boys, but 
ua have 40 employees on a salary in that Reform School tak- 
care of 250 boys. Do you suppose for a moment if that was 
either under private control, where they had to raise the funds 
out of their pockets, or under Government control, where thera 


they get 
by the 
report 


xy 


y‘ 


Wc 
ails 


wonld be an official responsible for it, you would have such a | list in that school? Does not the growth of that list rest entirely 


| with the Appropriations Committee? 
Here is a reform school for girls which carries an appropria- 


salary list for that many boys? 


tion 


an 


yf £17,900. They have got in that school, as I remember it, 


seventy girls. Two hundred and fifty dollars per 
year for every one of them 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Whatschoolis the gentleman referring to? 
Mr. COWHERD. The Reform School for Girls. I think there 
out seventy girls, two or three of them white and the rest 
‘olored girls, who have been committed, I suppose, for some 
criminal You have got fourteen employees to 
I admit that schools have got to have teach- 
but children are sent there to be taught how to 
rk and earn their own living. In the Reform School for Boys 
hey appropriate here dining-room servants. What are they 
doing with the boys who ought to be taught that sort of a thing, 
so that when they come out they can go to work for you or for me? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I would like to ask the gentleman if he 
‘rs to the reform school where they are committed for crime? 
fr. COWHERD. Yes. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman from Missouri does not 
undertake to say that a school of that kind can be controlled with 
the same number of employees as a school of good boys? 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly not. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You have got to have guards and all the 
surroundings of a prison. 

r. COWHERD. Oh, no; the modern reform school is not sur- 
rounded with guards like a prison; exactly the contrary system is 
the modern system. 

ir. HEMENWAY. One moment; they do not put them in 
ce.ls, and that requires more employees to take care of them for 
that reason. 
fr. COWHERD. 1 admit that, but I ask the gentleman if he 

not believe that forty employees there is excessive? 

r. HEMENWAY. I believe thatin all the departments of the 
Government, almost. we have more employees than are necessary. 
But what are you going to do when they come down here and say 
they can not conduct the institution in a suitable manner unless 
they have them? You have to take somebody’s word for it, and 
the gentleman's committee reported the bill that created this 
home. 

Mr. COWHERD. And probably very properly reported it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman’s committee suggested 
that a board should be put in charge of it, and that board comes 
down here and says, ‘‘ We can not conduct the institution with- 
out this number of employees.’* Will the gentleman from Mis- 
souri say that his judgment and mine, when we can not go out 
there and investigate it, is better than the judgment of the men 
who are in charge? 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I would say that the judg- 
ment of any man who said that forty salaried employees were 
needed to take care of a school having 250 boys in it was bad and 
not to be relied on by the gentleman's committee or any other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 

ired. 

, Mr. COWHERD. Permit me, Mr. Chairman, to say in conclu- 
sion again that I am not criticising the committee so much as I 
am criticising the system. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may be permitted to continue. 

Mr. COWHERD. Oh, no: I thank the gentleman from Indiana, 
but I do not want to use any more time. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad, 
indeed, that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] has 
discussed this question, because any question which he discusses 
he illuminates. And he has spoken in his usual good spirit. 


average oi 


1inor offense. 
ake care of them. 


rs, of course, 


re 


d 


} 


MARCH 3, 


The gentleman began and concluded with the statement that in 
what he had to say it was not his purpose to criticise the Appro- 
priations Committee. What he said was largely a confession of 
work undone by his own committee, because the legislation ro. 
lating to these things belongs not to us, but to the committee of 
which the gentleman is a distinguished member. 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. COWHERD. Is it not a fact that this reform school for 
boys, for which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway 
says the District Committee provided, has been in operation here 
in the District of Columbia for many generations, and in fact 
is an old, old school, that has grown up and has not been legis. 
lated up? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The reform school for girls has not. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The reform school for boys 
is an old institution, but the reform school for girls is one recently 
created by the gentleman's committee. , 

Mr. COWHERD. Did that committee provide for any salary 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I think that the gentleman is 
in error as to the number of the employees and teachers in ¢) 
Boys’ Reform School. But why did not the gentleman’s commit- 


| tee specify how many employees there should be in the Girls’ Re- 


| until somebody had been sent to the school. 


form School, for whose establishment it provided? 

Mr. COWHERD. Because it is a matter that can not be speci- 
fied. Creating the school, there was not needed a single employee 
The only thing that 
was necessary was a board of management until the school itself 
had built up, but as it has built up and the salary list grows, it 
rests with the Appropriations Committee to say how many. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Has the gentleman any know]- 
edge of anyone employed there who should not be employed? 

Mr. COWHERD. Why, Mr. Chairman. how could the gentle- 
man have any knowledge of that fact? When I find so many em- 
ployees taking care of so few pupils I have sufficient general infor- 
a to draw an inference that there are too many employees 
there. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Let me recur to what the 
gentleman himself was a party to. He created a board to have 
charge of this institution. Row. if he were a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, where would he look for information? 
Would he undertake to visit all of these institutions and spend 
his vacations in the city of Washington personally examining 
these things. or where would he look for information? 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I will say very frankly—I 
said before that I did not want to criticise the gentleman’s com- 
mittee—but if that committee relies in toto upon recommenda- 
tions of these boards of management of these charitable institu- 
tions, or the Commissioners of the District either, and makes 
appropriations entirely upon their recommendation without fur- 
ther investigation, then that committee is subject to criticism 
and I would criticise it. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Well, Mr. Chairman, the gen- 
tleman has stated a purely hypothetical case, because he knows 
that the committee does not do any such thing. But it must get 
its first information from them. It then uses its judgment as to 
whether the recommendations are well founded. 

But that is not what I started out tosay. The gentleman |has 
touched a great question when he brings up the question of em- 
ploying public money for the support of institutions that are 
largely private in character, and the gentleman is emphatically 
right in all that he has said in that connection. The committee 
is gradually becoming stronger in that opinion. We have been 
studying this question for more than two years. We have en- 
countered difficulties which the gentleman will readily understan(; 
difficulties which arise out of the fact that these institutions are, 
many of them, of long standing. 

They are reputable and ame and they have their friends in 
Congress in both Houses. We must be sure we are right before 
we can go ahead. At present we are simply marking time. We 
have that subject under consideration, and b: fore much more 
time has passed we will reach a conclusion. My judgment is 
that it will be along the line that the gentleman has indicated, 
and for indicating it so well the committee is grateful to him. 
It will look to him for valiant and valuable support when the 
time for action comes. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I have not any speech prepared 
on this subject. I want to say a few things, however, in defense 
of the subcommittee of which I am a member. 

There is a large measure of sound truth in the criticism of my 
colleague from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] on this budget, but | 
want to correct just here a wrong impression of his. He takes this 
Committee of the Whole into his confidence and gives it the benefit 
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. recommendation of the board of charities for the gradual 
sion of some of these boards. He does the board of charities 
ch honor. They have not any desire whatever to decrease 
the mba of offices or the amount of the appropriations; they 
+ to abolish a few of these little concerns, so they may take 
e of all of them and have the control of them themselves 
er institutions now in theircharge. That isthecold-blooded 
about the board of charities. They are a very eminent set 
ventlemen, serving without individual pay; but I have never 
ieard. since I have been on this subcommittee, of a member of 
hoard of charities suggesting that the salaries be reduced. 

On the contrary, ea ach of the budgets presented to us has sugges- 

tions for the increase of salaries by this board. 

Now. a word in our own defense. My colleague is mistaken 
n he thinks we do everything that the board of charities or 
the Board of Commissioners suggests. If he will look at 
recommendations to us and then look at this bill he will find 

it, large as it is, it is $2,000,000 less than the recommendations 

of the Board of Commissioners. It would have been more than 

e (00,000 less except for the necessities of the situation. 

‘As has been stated by my colleague on the committee, the gen- 

tleoman from Minnesota, more than a million dollars of this large 

budget that we presented to the House comes from the necessity 
of nishing the filtration plant and the sewage-disposal system. 

If somebody on this committee does not make : some statement in 

defense of the committee we are chargeable with the animadver- 

sions that may come from any gentleman on the floor. 
Take for instance the board of charities created by act of Con- 

I do not know, perhaps my colleagues on the committee 

from Nebraska or from Minnesota did not know, the full necessity 

for this be ie of charity; but we took the word of the District of 

Colambia legislative committee. Itwascreated. They come be- 

fore the Distt ‘ict Appropriation Committee with their recom- 

mendations. They make statements presumably correct as they 
understand the facts, and as far as we are convinced we follow 
their suggestions. We examine and cross-examine them, some- 
es to the point of being disagreeable. After they are gone we 
<ercise our best judgment and keep the appropriations down as 
low as we think we dare do without being criticised for parsi- 
mony. 
[ am sure in my own mind, though I have not the clear proof 
it, that we are paying out several hundred thousand dollars in 
laries in the District of Columbia that we might avoid. But I 
not know of any way to get at the facts except by the appoint- 
ment of a commission by and under an act of Congress that will 
put men upon oath—make them inform us what the actual necessi- 
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| tions aggregating $869,000 for charities and « ga ctions in the Dis 
trict of Columbia. 
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the appropriation that carries here $9,000 out of the $10,000 that 
they receive, with 2 salary list of $3,900. Are we to blame for 
that? We never suggested to your committee any appropriation. 

Here is the Newsboys and Children’s Aid Society. Whyshould 
not that society have articles of incorporation as an eleemosynary 
institution, a private charitable institution in the District of Co- 
lumbia? Are we to blame if they go to your committee and get 
an appropriation and spend it for salaries rather than for chari- 


i 


ties? And so on all down the list. The Committee on the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia simply provides the machinery. It does not 
| provide the appropriations, and as to these private institutions it 


does not know and has no way of knowing how many of them, 
or whether any of them, will be recognized by the Committee on 
Appropriations afterward in the way of public funds. 

Now, as tothe Board of Children’s Guardians and the Board of 
Charities, I have explained, and they are very well understood. 
They were provided, and the machinery by which they operat: 
was provided, and we limit as far as we can in our c 
number of employees that they shall have; but in a large por 
of these charities and in a large portion of the money carried in 
this bill the Committee on the District of Columbia never had a 
word to say as to when or where there should be any appropriation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I want in the outstart 
claim any purpose of criticising either the Committee on Appro- 
priations or the Committee on the Distric t of Columbia, but I do 
want to call attention to this very remarkable fact, that betw n 
the general headings ‘‘ Charities and corrections’’ and ‘‘ Militia 
of Columbia,’’ following the subheads of this first 
general head *‘ } 


mmittee th 
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Charities and correct ions,’ there are appropria- 


Two hundred thousand dollars of that, I am 
frank to admit, consists of appropriations for wut lic buildings, in 
connection, however, with these charities. I think it is safe to 
say that that character and amount of appropriation, however, ac- 
companies every bill of this description, 







so that it is safe to say 








ty 
that this is about an average appropriation, $869,000 for charities 
and corrections in a city of alittlemore than 250,000 peopl at 
| is more than equal to $3 . head for charitable purposes for all of 


| the citizens of the District 


ties are—get persons and papers, and then let Congress begin at | 


the bottom and go up again. 

Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. COWHERD rose. 

ue HEPBURN. If the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cow- 
HERD] prefers to go on now 

-COWHERD. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPRBuRN] 

‘nl permit, I would like a moment just now to answer the re- 
marks that have been made in regard to the District Committee 

id to statements of my own 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ail right. 

Mr. COWHERD. I endeavored particularly to state that I 
was not criticising the committee that brought in this bill for 
these items, because the system has grown up in the course of 

rs and they seem in the main to be following precedents. 

Mr, RENTON. Iso understood; I thought I stated that tomy 


Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman from Indiana by his ques- 





Columbia appropriation bill was relying upon these boards of 
agers and trustees, and so if anything I said was in the way 
ritic ism upon them I was entitied to criticise them if they 
ly upon those estimates. 
-stimates of these boards of trustees, none of whom are public 
oicials, and rely upon them entirely in making appropriations. 
The ae says he does not do so. 
cif ferent and better information, they either ought to strike out 
the s surples es employees or they ought to sustain them 
Now, the gentleman criticises the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. He says they start this business and the Committee 
a \ppropriations simply has to provide the appropriations. Is 
‘at committee subject to such criticism? 
, et us see what are the facts: Here is the National Association 
for ‘th e Relief of Destitute Colored Women and Children. They 
come here to the Committee on the District of Columbia and ask 
for - authority to incorporate. Would you refuse it? They are 
not asking for any appropriation, but simply ask the right that 
all other “charitable organizations have; they simply ask an in- 
corporation as an eleemosynary institution. We give them the 
zht to incorporate, with a board of visitors to manage the in- 
stitution, Then they go to your committee, and you give them | 


( rr" 


ion very plainly suggested that the subcommittee on the District | 


I do not believe they should take | 


of Columbia. 


I do not know whether there are too many officers or not, but 


I do know that to my mind there is an extraordinary number. 
Whether we could dispense with any of them is a question that 
I am not now prepared to solve. I do know, however, that as 





compared with expenses of similar eee in some of the 
States—in one, at least—this sum seems to be rmous. In th 
State of Iowa, for example, for purposes of th lis character the 
appropriations are about 50 cents per head. The appropriation 
to carry on allof the great institutions—three penitenti s, four 
hospitals for the insane, and all of the eleemosynary institutions 
of the State of lowa—amount to little more than $1,000,000 for a 
population of two and a half million people. Iam not sure that 
2 just comparisom can be made, but it does ay t] 





some method ought to be taken of ascertaining 
than the committee in the very nature of thing 
the necessity for these appropriations. 





It is a truth, I think, that all gentlemen will recognize, that the 
| chief source of their information, that upon which they must rely 
under our system, is tainted with interest. While these boards 


Then, if they have any | 


serve, perhaps, without pay, every memb« 
terest in the institution he is h: ‘Iping to fondle. All of the offi- 
cers charged with the conduct of t 


. os 
hese establis} im oo an 


interest in securing the largest approp ii ition. W hy, you see it 
in the Book of Estimates. Ww hat member » Com anit on 
Appropriations is willing to be gu uided by the estimates m: ade | by 
the nine Secretaries? N« oe one of you. After you oie er d 
your estimates and such detail a information as they se fit ) 
give you, you call them before you, you interrogate then nd 
then you refuse to be guided by their estimates; and in al most 
every instance the gentleman who has charge of a bill suggests to 


the House with some measure of proper pride, ‘‘ We have cut 
down the estimate so many thousand dollars or so many million 
dollars.’ 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield t } 

gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is true in this instance. 

Mr. HEPBURN. [Ihave no doubt about it. I am not criticis- 
| ing thecommittee. [ have not a particle of doubt that they have 
| done the very best they could under the circumstances. I am 
| criticising the system under which we operate in making appro- 

priations of this kind. I do not believe that there is scrutiny 


enough. I am not here to say that itis the duty of the committes 
to give more of scrutiny to the subject than they do D give. Their 
time is necessarily li imited. They havea great val lety of duties 
There are no men more hard worked in this body 
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bers of the Committee on Appropriations. I am not criticising 
them, but I am trying to say something that will find a lodgment 

in the mind of some man who knows how to suggest the proper 

remedy. There ought to bea remedy. Three dollars per capita 
to be spent in charities, so called, or in institutions of correction 
in this city is, in my judgment, an enormous sum. It would be 
equal to seven and a half million dollars in the State of Iowa, 
more than three times the total expenditures of that State, nearly 
three times the total appropriation of the State for carrying on 


the government of Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Does the gentleman want 
more time? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, a tax of $40 per capita is im- 

osed by this bill for the government of the District of Columbia. 
f do not believe there is a Congressional district in the United 
States that does not expect its Congressman to go a long way in 
appropriating money from the public funds for the purpose of 
beautifying the American capital. I believe it is the consensus 
of public opinion throughout the country that we ought to have 
the finest capital city in the world; and whenever an appropria- 
tion is brought before this body, reasonable in amount, looking 
to that purpose, it will not only have my support, but I believe it 
will have the support of an overwhelming majority of this body. 

I do not believe the people of this country expect the appropri- 
ations carried in this bill every year shall stand out conspicuously 
as evidences that a very wretched system of municipal govern- 
ment has been allowed to grow and grow without any effort to 

rune it; or, worse, that the utter recklessness of place hunters 
ca fastened on the public in the administration of the Govern- 
ment in all its departments an army of sinecures. 

I live in a State of near 4,000,000 people. Itisarich State, with 
a penitentiary, a reform school for girls, a reform school for boys, | 
a university that ranks well with the best institutions in the world, | 
a school of mines, five normal schools, three hospitals for the in- | 
sane, asylums and schools for the blind and the deaf and dumb, 
with every possible provision in the way of eleemosynary estab- | 
lishments for the cure of the unfortunates, and yet the appropri- 
ations carried in this bill for one year’s expense in the District of 
Columbia is two and one-half times as much as the gross expense | 
of the State of Missouri for the administration of the State gov- 
ernment in all its departments. 

It is true some part of these appropriations made by this are for | 
public buildings. It is also true that at every session of the legis- 
lature of Missouri we make appropriations for public buildings. 
The public institutions I speak of have been built without going | 
into debt for the money with which the State built them. To | 
institute another comparison: While I have no figures by me, I 
will venture the assertion that you can not find on the face of the | 
earth a city where the expenses of municipal administration are | 
in any way to be compared with the expenses of this city. 

Now, somebody is responsible for this. If the American Con- 
gress is to admit that such proceedings afford an exhibition of its 
capacity for municipal government let the country so understand | 
the matter. Weare sitting here to-day as a board of aldermen 
pure and simple. As individuals we have no private interests at | 
stake; therefore no selfish motive actuates us. We are in a posi- 
tion to enact laws for the government of the city of Washington | 
untrammeled by considerations which probably embarrass city 
governments generally. Wecertainly should be able tosafeguard | 
the public against a waste of public money and establish a system | 
which will give the taxpayers something for the dollars they 
expend. 

The gentleman from Minnesota tells us the committee has done | 
its best; that it has endeavored to go to the bottom of all ques- 
tions involved; and yet the result is a bill where out of $9,000 ap- 
propriated for a private eleemosynary institution $3,500 of the 
appropriation is devoted to payment of the salaries of those in 
charge of the expenditure of the money. Think of it! Out of | 
gross receipts of only $9,000 or $10,000 for charity all told, nearly 
$4,000—40 per cent of it—is devoted to paying the men who expend 
it! 
tion. 

I recollect that during the Spanish-American war a report was | 
put in circulation to the effect that an attempt had been made | 
to dynamite some of the public buildings. The result was the | 
appointment of a large number of extra policemen. This was 
regarded as a temporary increase in the police force. Have they 
been relieved yet? The Spanish war is over. Everyone con- 
nected with the government of the city of Washington tells us 
that the city can not possibly get on without them—that they are 
absolutely indispensable. Everybody knows that an unexpected 
emergency caused the increase in the police force. The emer- | 

ency soon disappeared, but the policemen called into service by 
t are still on the pay roll. 








Now, I believe that here we find the key to the whole situa- | 





indefensible misappropriation of public funds. 
compels the employment of men and the retention of off 
at manifestly outrageous salaries, and until we make up o; 
minds to destroy this system the Congress will remain pow 

to correct the evil. There is only one way to correct it. 
propriation Committee alone can do it. 
priation ample for carrying on the business of these various ; 
lic bodies and no more, and under the compulsion of the wa 
funds compel the abandonment of this extravagant and ri 
lous system of municipal control. 


been said is a valuable contribution to the subject we have | 
considering. its 
thanks to the gentlemen who have given us the benefit of this 
thought. 


| professor in the Catholic University. 





Mr. Chairman, when, how, and where are we going to com. 


mence pruning these rank growths? Are we to go on obeving 
the superintendents, secretaries, assistants, and typewriters, w), 
we are told, would bitterly resent any effort to dispossess the; 
of the places? 
employees have powerful friends at court, who stand in the y 
of reform, and who, were we to undertake a house cleaning, w 

surround the heads of the department, each demanding to |x 
why his appointee was let out, why was my constituent dischar; 


- @ 


) 


Is it not true that these typewriters, clerks. » 


ae 


B24 ow 


The result of this pernicious system is seen in this bill, wit! 
It is this t 


ae be & 


aw 


“a 
Th 


We should make ap) = 


Applause. } 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. r. Chairman, much that has 


The committee welcomes it and expre: 


Several references have been made, however, to the expe: f 


State governments as compared with those of the District of Co 
lumbia. 
will recollect that this entity we are appropriating for is un 
in that in its necessary expenditures it is both a State and a 
It has most of the expenses of a State and all the expenses of{ 
city. 


Of course gentlemen, when they stop to think of ¢! 


\ne 


Now, I do not propose to go over the whole subject. I will 


simply say that the Committee on Appropriations, the su 

mittee having charge of this bill, cut down the estimates » 
were submitted to them something like $3,000,000. 
do that cutting down prudently and sensibly, not just clo 
eyes and slashing. 
such a thing as that. 
ing the public money without doing harm we used that op) 


We ti 





We realized that we might do harm in 
But where we saw an opportunity for 


tunity. 

In the case of the board of charities of the District, about 
which so much has been said, we cut down the appropriation half 
a million dollars from the estimates which were made. Here are 
the figures: The estimates of the board amounted to $1,265,788 


The appropriations recommended in this bill amount to $785 
It seems to me that is cutting pretty close in proportion to th: 
whole amount estimated. In order to determine what ought to 
be reached in that reduction, we spent three days with the : 
tlemen in charge of these charities, they endeavoring square! 
tell us and we endeavoring squarely to ascertain the real s 
tion. 

Let me remind the committee of the fact that some years ago 
the attention of the House was directed tothe fact that the: 
ties of the District were costing a great deal of money— 


| an unusual and apparently unnecessarily large sum of m 


It was believed that charities had been brought into exist 
and the burdens of them assumed by the Government wit! 
wisdom. 

In order to correct that condition this House, under the | 
ship of the committee of which my friend from Missouri |\! 
COWHERD] is a distinguished member, the Committee on th 
trict of Columbia provided for what is known as the “ Boa 
Charities.’’ This board was to take into consideration this w! 
question of the charities of the District. 

Let us see who constitute the personnel of that board. I find 
the list here in the report: George W. Cook, a professor in 
ard University, a colored gentleman, but a very distingu 
man and very able and very honorable gentleman, as we ju 
him to be from our impressions as he came before our comnuit 
Then we find Charles P. Neill, a student of social economy ani 4 
Then we find Simon W 
a prominent business man of the city. Then we find John | 
Edson, president of the Washington Loan and Trust Company, 
and S. W. Woodward, the head of the firm of Woodward & L 
throp. It would be very hard, if not impossible to secure a b 
of higher character or greater professional and business abil 

These gentlemen have devoted a great deal of time and a gr 
deal of intelligent thought to the duties that lay before them, 
which they receive no remuneration except that of a good 
science. . 

These gentlemen have for the last two years made recommen’ 
tions to us along the line of the speech of my friend from M 
souri (Mr. CowHeErp] and my other friend from Missouri | Mr. 
Cocurax], whom I regard as a friend, notwithstanding the littl 
spat we had a little earlier this morning. Mr. Chairman, those 





men whose names I have given to you are among the most | 
| public-spirited citizens of this community. They have 
is I say, weeks of time, every hour of which had a money 

to them, in this public service. They impressed us with 
neerity and their desire to put these charities upon a proper 
It is due to these gentlemen that we say we did not deem 
ripe to follow out in full the recommendations which 


t} made. Their recommendations look toward the gradual 
ition of all appropriations for these institutions that are 
private in character and which are now supported in large part at 
7 ‘xpense. 
. is general proposition the committee feels strongly disposed; 
] is House is not committed to it. We have several times 
! xperiments. Last year we recommended some reductions, 
but House promptly restored the usual amounts. We do not 
want to cut off any of them with harsh precipitancy, because that 
1 | be like rooting up the tree. But we want to give the vari- 


ou titutions fair warning and fair opportunity to get out gradu- 
ally from Government aid and acquire the help of individuals. 
If we should ent out their appropriations wantonly we might de- 
stroy good work, and no one wants that done. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. To what extent do your public institutions do the 
same kind of work that is done by the private eleemosynary insti- 

snow? Pretty generally? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The charities of the District 
are largely of the kind I have described, private institutions that 
have grown up and gradually got more and more of public help. 

Mr. LIND. To what extent have you inaugurated public in- 
tutions to do the same kind of work? 


" Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Toa very small extent. 
Mr. LIND. I notice that the bill carries an appropriation of 
$100,000 for an almshouse. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is wholly public. 

Mr. LIND. Is that new? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is to enlarge the present 
almshouse. 

Mr. LIND. Could not that almshouse do a great deal of the 
work here that is committed to private care? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The almshouse is now in very 
limited quarters in close conjunction to the jail. With this ap- 
propriation which the gentleman refers to we propose to con- 
struct a new almshouse in a healthful place in the country, down 
near Alexandria, within the District, bought for the purpose a 
short time ago. 

We are simply marking time on this problem until we ourselves 
can get full information on the matter, to the end that we may 
not do wrong in our effort todoright. We hope tomove forward 
within the next few years along the general lines suggested by 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

And, Mr, Chairman, we hope that when we do move forward 
we shall have the support of this House, even if we touch upon 
something that some Member believes ought not to be touched at 
the time. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I want to submit one observation | 
in answer to what the gentleman has said. He suggested that | 
the management of State institutions afforded no guide in the 
matter of appropriations for the District of Columbia. I can not | 
conceive that to be possible. I can not understand why the ad- | 

\inistration of bureaus of like character, like the insurance com- 
ioner’s, should cost any more here than in the State of Minne- 
ta. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. McCLeary] said a | 
few moments ago that this isin part a State administration and | 
in part a municipal administration. Granting that, let me call | 
the gentleman’s attention to this fact: The entire cost of the State 
administration of the State of Minnesota {with its nearly 2,000,000 | 








people, the State university with a student body of 4,000, and a 
great ane of normal schools, is, in round numbers, only 
$7,000,000. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question? 
Mr. LIND. Certainly. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Does that $7,000,000 include 
the local institutions—the schools in the various communities? 
Mr. LIND. It includes all the State schools, normal schools, 
nd schools for defectives, and in addition we are building a 
magnificent State capitol. I may give another illustration of 
city government—the city of Minneapolis,in which I reside, 
which is very nearly as large as the city of Washington 
_Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Oh, Mr. Chairman, not even 
the pride of a Minneapolitan can make that true. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. LIND. Well,if the gentleman takes exception, I will sug- 
sest facts that will put my comparison beyond criticism. I say 
very nearly as large, and we have not been accused of economy 
of late. In fact,it has been the common complaint of our citi- 
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zens that our administration has been extravagant, and we have 
spent in round numbers only $3,800,000. 
Now, take the city of St. Paul, and my colleague will concede 





that Minneapolis and St. Paul together are vastly ; do 
an immensely larger business than the city of W: it 
they have greater interests every way,and the municipa I 8 
of the city of St. Paul is less than $2,700,000. 

Mr. BURKETT. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. LIND. If the gentleman will wait until ] Ind ) 


that the expense of the administration of the city of Washington 
is greater than that of the entire State of Minnesota with its capi- 
tal city added. The gentleman asked me whether the statement 
I made a moment ago included the ex] h- 
out the State. The entire amount collected in the State of Min- 
nesota for all purposes—schools and municipal government and 
expenditures of all kinds—is only $18,000,000. 

This is in excess of the average in the States. For is- 
tration of all of the affairs of the great State of Minnesota—State, 
municipal, educational, and township—we expend less than $18,- 
000,000, and here we are appropriating almost $11,000,000 for the 
city of Washington. Now, I say that under t 
it does not—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, right here will the g 
man yield a moment? 

Mr. LIND. Yes. 





awrries 7 e } +o 
expense oi the s 


“helen gi ph ovebeer 
h ircums 


Mr. HEMENWAY. He does not want to be unfair. In his 

figures he does not include the amount of money expended by the 
| local townships for charities, does he? 

Mr. LIND. Ido. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In the counties for charities? 

Mr. LIND. Ido. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman say that S18. 000 
is the total amount of taxes collected for township, county, St 


and city purposes in the State of Minnesota? 

Mr. LIND. In the State of Minnesota; yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. Inthe municipal estimate the gentleman do 
not include the cost of paving? 

Mr. LIND. I do. 

Mr. BURKETT. That is done by a separate estimate charged 

gainst the property, is it not? 

Mr. LIND. Yes; itisinameasure, But let me sayin that con- 
nection- 

Mr. BURKETT. They do not build their sidewalks there out 
of city funds? 

Mr. LIND. They do not here; they do not pretend to; but let 
me call the attention of the gentleman to what your committee 
has done. You appropriate some $12,000 for the administration 
of a sidewalk fund of $160,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for five 
minutes more. It does not take an expert to know that it is 
ridiculous onits face to appropriate $12,000 for the administration 
of a fund of $160,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 





Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman may be extended for five minutes. 


I 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman may 
five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LIND. Now, when you appropriate $2,500 for a superin- 
tendent of street sweepers and give him, say, eighteen or twe1 


be extended 





assistants—that may be more than the bill shows, bi 
number—and salariesrunning from twelve to fifteen hundred dol- 
lars, I think I am justified in saying that the committee is some- 
what extravagant, and that would appear so toa man who has 
only had experience in Minneapolis, or St. Paul, or Chi 
any other city, I venture to say. 

How can you justify paying the principal of a school, a college 


1< 


I pal of a sch 
graduate, only $1,500—and that is in harmony with the salaries 
of teachers all over the country—and then appropriate in the 
same bill and pay the superintendent of street sweepers $2,500? 
How can you justify paying the teacher who teaches your children 
and my children only $720 and pay an assistant superintendent 

| of street sweepers $1,500? I would like to have these anomalies 
reconciled. I say under these circumstances that the 1 bers 
of the committee ought to be willing to | r a littl t 
and possibly a little criticism on this bill. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen 
of the committee are not only willing but an to ] i the 
criticism that is directed toward the public g l f 3 
this criticism ministers to the public good the committee will lis- 
ten to it and heed it and try to act upon it the next timeit handles 
a bill. That is the disposition of the committee, and g men 
generally ought not to misunderstand it 


Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, let me call attention to one other 
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thing. Here you have an excise board. What do excise officers park system in Minneapolis? How many cities have parks t},,; 


do in this city? Exactly what they do in Minneapolis or St. Paul | 
or Chicago—look after the liquor licenses. We have in Minne- 
apolis one officer who gets, I think, $1,500a year. Here you have 
a chief clerk at $2,000, one clerk at $1,200, one clerk at $1,000, and 
a messenger at $600—in all, $4,800. Just think of that, for look- 
ing after the liquor licenses in thiscity! Itisabsurd. Then take 
your office for collecting the personal-property tax here. Wehave 
appropriated for a collector $4,000, a deputy collector $1,800, and 
so on—I will not read it all—a total of $19,400, twice the amount 
that the administration of the State treasury costs the State of 
Minnesota. 

Mr. DUNWELL. May I ask the gentleman one question? 

Mr. LIND. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNWELL. Does not the gentleman consider that it 
would be fairer to line up the expenses of a great city like Wash- 
ington with the expenses of some other great city, rather than 
the governmental expenses of a State? 

Mr. LIND. I did that. 

Mr. DUNWELL. The gentleman will allow me to inform him 
that the city of New York raises every year for the purposes of its 
government $100,000,000, while the government of the great State 
of New York does not cost one-fifth of that sum. 

Mr. LIND. New York City isinaclass by itself; I concede that. 
I am not here to discuss New York; but I venture to say to mem- 
bers of this committee that if you take the budget of any city in 
the country of the size of Washington, or approximately its size, 
you will find that that other city does not appropriate half the 
money that this city is spending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Linp] has expired. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I should like to ask my col- 
league just one more question, and then I will yield to him my 
time for an answer. Does my friend undertake to say that the 
cost of collecting the State taxes in the State of Minnesota bears 
any comparison to the expense of such collection in this city? 

Mr. LIND. Ido mean to say that I have a right to compare 
the expenses in the city of Minneapolis with the expenses in 
Washington City, and to say that in the city of Minneapolis we 
do not spend one-quarter of the amount that is spent here in the 
same way. In Minneapolis the collections are made by the treas- 
urer and his deputies without any other expense to the city, and 
the cost there is not one-fourth of what it is here. 

You have no treasurer here in the sense that we have in Min- 
neapolis. I realize that perfectly. But take the city comptrol- 
ler’s office of any city in our State—an office which I judge is 
substantially the same as your auditor’s office here—and you will 
find that the administration of your auditor’s office here costs six 
times as much as the administration of the corresponding office in 
Minneapolis. It seems to me that such a condition of things is 
absolutely indefensible. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move toaniend by strik- 
ing out the last word. The gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
Linp] has been comparing the expenditures for the District of 
Columbia with the expenditures for the State of Minnesota—a 
very unfair comparison. The gentleman must understand that 
in one institution over here which is provided for in this bill there 
are over 100 people that come from different States of the Union. 

Mr. LIND. I understand perfectly well—and I do not want 
my language to be otherwise construed—that it does cost more in 
Washington for many of these items of expenditure; and we are 
all willing that the appropriation shall be liberal, but neverthe- 
less there ought to be a limit even to liberality and generosity. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes; but the gentleman comes now with 
this explanation, when his speech was along the other line—mak- 
ing comparison of expenditures here with expenditures of the 
State of Minnesota. And, as I started out to say, he forgets in one 
institution over here there are more than 100 people who come from 
different States of the Union and who are taken care of upon this 
bill. All along through this bill you will find not only expenses 
of the District of Columbia taken care of, but expenses of people 
that come from the different States who are here, and provision 
for their care is made in this bill. 

The gentleman said a while ago in his explanation that he real- 
izes that it costs more here than in some other places to provide 
for these different items of expenditure. The gentleman comes 
here upon a salary of $5,000. I donot suppose he speculates upon 
it. Yet if he could have $5,000 in the city of Minneapolis as a 
member of the State legislature of Minnesota, it would be a mag- 
nificent salary, and he could save out of it considerable money. 

Take the whole public service for the District of Columbia and 
it is necessarily more expensive than that of any other city in the 
United States. Why? This is the capital city of the United 
States. We maintain more parks here all over this city than 
there are in other cities of the Union. For these numerous parks 
here watchmen must be provided. Do you find this extensive 


compare with the parks of Washington? 

The parks in other cities are but as a drop in the bucket coy 
pared with those of Washington. 

Mr. LIND. We have 40 miles of parks in the city of Minne. 
apolis. 

"he. HEMENWAY. All these parks here in the city of Was). 
ington must be provided for. All along the line there are mar\.j 
differences between this city and most other cities. The con j- 
tions in a State are wholly different, and it is unfair for any gy. 
tleman on this floor to compare the expenses for the District 5¢ 
Columbia with the expenditures for a State, because, as everyone 
must realize, it must be much more expensive to care for this 
capital city of the United States, which is being made the mist 
beautiful city of the world, than to pay the expenses of maint 
ing some other city of the Union. 

Now, as to these charities. 

The Committee on Appropriations does not legislate. It reports 
appropriations in compliance with law; and if we place upon this 
bill a single item that is not authorized by law, any Member of 
the House may take the provision out of the bill by a point of or- 
der. Wedo not make the law. It was made by Congress at tlie 
suggestion of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Now, as to the charities, we all agree that it seems as thouch 
there was too much money paid out here for charities. We have 
been trying to solve the problem. The Committee on the District 
of Columbia have been trying to solve the problem, and some two 
or three years ago they worked out this legislation for a board of 
charities. Upon that board they placed these distinguished gon- 
tlemen, George W. Cook, Charles C. Neill. Simon Wolf, John Joy 
Edson, S. W. Woodward, conceded, I believe, to be some of the 
most distinguished citizens not only of the District of Columbia, 
but of the United States, and said to them: ‘‘ Gentlemen, here is 
a serious problem. You are paying too much of your money out 
for charities. Here is the District of Columbia paying one half 
of this money and the Government of the United States paying 
the other half by way of a tax upon our great public buildings 
here. Figure this out and see if you can not save some money for 
the people.”’ 

This board of charities have gone to work. They are men of 
high character. They say they are working it out, but yet the 
gentleman from Missouri | Mr. COwHERD], who helped inaugurate 
this legislation, comes in and says that the board are not working 
it out to his satisfaction. They are not working it out to my sat- 
isfaction. But naturally we come back—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous consent for five minutes 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We come back, naturally, and ask the 
question, ‘‘ What are we going to do about it?’”? The Committ 
on the District of Columbia has performed. Congress has per- 
formed. This board has been created. They say they are doin 
the best they can. It is easy to criticise. Some one gets up and 
criticises and says they are not doing it. Gentlemen, suggest a 
remedy! Your committee will legislate. Your committee has 
the power to bring to Congress some bill to remedy this defect 
Come along with it. We wantit. The subcommittee in charge 
of this bill for three or four days worked with this board of cliari- 
ties—— 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. COWHERD. I think the gentleman is mistaken in saying 
that I do not approve the report of the board of charities on the 
question of the Government ceasing to go into partnership wii! 
these charities. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. But the gentleman says we are spending 
large sums of money to carry into effect their work. The boar! 
of charities recommended the expenditure of every dollar carrie: 
in this bill and more. The Committee on Appropriations cu' 
down their recommendation. 

Mr. COWHERD. That isa question of the pay roll: but on 
the question of their recommendation as to the way that the 
charitable appropriations should be expended I want to say that 
I do not agree with them; and I want to ask the gentleman if it 
is not a fact that the board of charities recommended striking ou! 
these appropriations for a lot of these small charities with which 
you are in partnership, and you refused to accept their recom- 
mendations, but appropriated for them. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman, for instance, move 
upon the floor to strike from this bill the appropriation of a thou- 
sand dollars for the Newsboys’ and Children’s Aid Society? And 
does he believe for a minute that if the Committee on Appro- 
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had stricken from this bill this item some Member | stances. I agree with the gentleman from Missouri and the 
‘vould not have got up on this floor to move to put it back so | chairman of the subcommittee that it is a proper subject for 
| 














quickly that you could not have had time to think about it? And | reform. 
n ; every Member would have been scrambling to his feet to Mr. HEMENWAY. And the gentleman compares the expendi- 
V ) put it back. Take any one of these items, and let the | tures here with those of his own Stat te. and by t very compari- 
( ittee on Appropriations strike it out, as they have tried to | son indicates that extravagant appropriations ar ie. Now,l 
d e past, and see how quickly the Members of this House | want to ask him this question. 
would get to their feet to vote to put each item back inagain.| Mr. LIND. Well. 
W I see sitting all around me Members who, if you touch any| Mr. HEMENWAY. The board of « cha ities, composed of these 
one of these little items here, will rally their friends around them | dis stinguish ed gentlemen whose names I have given, recommend 
and put them back into this bill so quickly you would hardly | tothe Committeeon Appropri iationst iat we appropriate $1,265,000, 
know what had happened, if the Committee on Appropriations | in round fig sures, forc harities. The Cor :mittee on ppropriations 
undertook to strike them out. only appropriates $785,000 for charities, or nearly $500,000 less 
ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— than their recommendation. Now, these gentlemen say, ** You 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to | cut will resu it in somebody suffering.”’ N w, will the gentleman 
league? suggest that we cut the appropriation? 
[(r. HEMENWAY. Yes. Mr. LIND. Notatall. The gentleman entirely misapprehended 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I think instead of | my remarks. These things I would not cut; but it was on the ad 
r ling reform it is the duty of the gentleman to promote it. ministrative features, where you have too many « rs drawing 
M HEMEN WAY. The gentleman will please put his ques- | extravagant salaries; it is that portion that I would ¢g 
{ fhe has one. I have only five minutes, and I can notyield| Mr. HEMENWAY. Which one of the salar 
for a speech. | Mr. LIND. I have not studied d them os etail. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The House has courteously ex- Mr. HEMENWAY. Thatisit. Mr. irman. 
tended the gentleman’s time and I will get my owntime. How Mr. LIND. I will mention some. 
does the gentleman explain the fact that it costs for the support Mr. BEMEN W AY. When we get back to the details of t! 
of an inmate of an eleemosynary institution in the city of Wash- | qu ~ gg mm they never answer 
i , one-half more than it costs in the State of Indiana? And LIND. [I will answer. 
that is - e system that the gentleman is defending. Mr. HEMENWA Y. They make enya ns with the expendi- 
Mr {EMENWAY. How can the gentleman explain that it | tures i the charities of their rege and expenditures for 
costs twice as much for him to board in a hotel in Washington as | ties of the District of Cola n bia, — whi get back he 
j l 1d to board in a hotel in Fort Wayne? | merits of the question, and say, ** Will vout ae » the responsibility 
ROBI NSON of Indiana. There isa difference entirely in | of saiaee the appropriation and cutti he the appropriation as you 
tha at. think it should be?’’ they say ‘‘ No.’’ Yet the criticism comes by 
Mr. I ENWAY. There is absolutely no difference in the | way of comparison. 
prin ple e. 1 did not yield to the gentleman to make a speec - Mr. LIND. Now, I want to ask the gentleman a q if 
How does he explain that he pays at his hotel more than twice as | he will yield to me. 
much for his living as he would at Fort Wayne, Ind? Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. 
= ROBINSON of Indiana. That would have no application. Mr. LIND. Here you appropriate $1,600 for suj ! 
. HEMENWAY. It necessarily costs more here, and the electric work. Heis probably a college man, a1 
Committee on Appropriations can not regulate the cost; and | attainment. Do you thin] k that is too mu 
it is therefore for this board to regulate the cost. And the dis- Mr. HE MEN WAY. I think not. 
tinguished gentlemen I have mentioned as being in charge of this Mr. LIND. Do you think it is enongh? 
I i of charities do that. Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not know whether it is or not. I 
: rhe Committee on Appropriations cut down their recommen- | shou!d think it is. 
dations until they insist that it would not be possible to properly oo oe D. I should think it is. 
take care of the charities of the District of Columbia. They come IEMENWAY. _ isi it not a good set 
back and say, ‘‘ You are putting the knife in here so deep that peo- YT IND. Yes. Now, how can you justify an app i 
pie are going to sufferin this District: that people are going to go of aie amount of salary to the assistant superintendent of street 
without coal or without food when they wantit, because the Com- | sweepers? 
mittee on Appr opriations is cutting down our estimates.” Yet Mr. HE MENWAY. Well, the gent! 
we have the criticism, and what does it amount to? The gentle- sweeping business as if it were honey 
n ho criticise do not get up and move to reduce these appro- Mr. LIND. No. 
priations. They do not want totake the responsibility that some Mr. HEMENWAY. Thecity of Washingt 
one who deserves charity shall not get it. the cleanest streets 
Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? Mr. LIND. A gentleman here sug 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Iam glad to doso. ** honey.” 
Mr. LIND. For one oo not on the committee it is not prac- Mr. HE IMENWAY. Well, he hangs onto it 
ticable to move amend ment But, for instance, take this pro- | on buckwheat cakes. 
V Lon page 7 lines he 3. 4, 5,6, and 7, where you appropriate Mr. M CLEARY | f Minnesota. Will 
‘ for the sealer of wei: ights and measures. me? The salary to which the gent! 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. was fixed | in a Democratic Admin 
r. LIND. itis ridiculous on its face. repeated it 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman know what his duties Mr. LIND. Does that justify it? 
a Mr. HEMENWAY. I donot say it is just 
Mr. LIND. Yes. In reply to the criticism the gentleman has mad 
Mr HEMENWAY. The gentleman has not investigated to is made purely to go tothe public, I 
learn what the sealer of weights and measures does, or ee can vnet not only run for years, but the dutir 
iat. street sweeping is not such an insigni 
Mr. LIND. Iknow what they do elsewhere. Mr. LIND. No; this is the assistan 
Mr. HEMENWAY. But the gentleman does not know what Mr. HEMENWAY. H t] 
they do here. Now, let me ask the gentleman a question. men. Heis aman who must hay ea 
Mr. LIND. Yes. men perform their work and perform it 
CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- | stree — good order. Now, you 
] for less than $1.500 a year. 
HEMENWAY. Task for five minutes more. Mr. LIND. You give him $2.50 
»CHAIRMAN,. The gentleman from Indiana asks that his Mr. HEMENWAY. No; thati 
time —_ be extended for five minutes. Is there objection. Mr. LIND. Yes 
i-\iter @ pause.| ‘The Chair hears none. | Mr. HEMENWAY. Does tl 
’  HEMEN WAY. The gentleman from Indiana and the gen- | man who is competent to super 
tleman from Minnesota and other persons have criticised the | cove a a large sect f tert 
2 a) 4 priations for charities? $1,500 a) 
| t. LIND. T have not. | “'iue. LIND. ‘No; but very few 
: Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman has compared the appro- | Mr. HEMENWAY. Ist! r 
priation here with the statement of what is done in his own Stat e. | is being too well paid? 
# Mr. LIND. Now, Mr. Chairman, I criticised no portion of this Mr. L IND. La or is not get e tor 
i appropriation for the schools nor charities, under the circum-! tune; it is th rintend 
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Mr. HEMENWAY. What is the gentleman’s criticism, then, 
if labor is not too well paid? Does the gentleman say that the 
superintendent does not have to labor; a man who has to move 
2round from one crowd of street sweepers to another, does he not 
have to labor? 

Mr. LIN:>. Yes; but any laborer would be glad to exchange 
jobs 80 him every day in the year, and the laborer is paid $1.50 
per day. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes; but, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, 
I want to say that Iam tired of these gentlemen dealing in gen- 
eralities, saying that as compared with the States our charities 
here are paid too much, yet when you get down to break sticks 
with them and ask them whether or not they are willing to take 
the responsibility of making a deeper cut than the Committee 
on Appropriations made they say ‘* No.’’ Then meet the ques- 
tion fairly. Ifthe Committee on Appropriations does not cut this 
item enough when they cut off $500,000, be kind enough to say so, 
and do not by comparison undertake to state that this committee 
has been extravagant in its appropriations. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes, if I may havea minute or two later, 
I will yield. 

Mr. COWHERD. Does the gentleman believe that his defense 
here—dpes the gentleman wish to put the defense for his commit- 
tee upon the ground that some Member not familiar with the 
items of the bill ought to offer here on the hasty reading of it a 
substitute, and that if he does not do that therefore he does not 
do his duty? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I am not offering a defense; I am asking 
gentlemen when they attack to say why they attack. 

Mr. COWHERD. Does the gentleman not know that no man 
except the members on the committee who sat at the hearings and 
heard the evidence is prepared to offer a substitute to these items 
and say just what clerks should be taken off and what should be 
left on? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Isuggest that any man who does not un- 
derstand the question he is discussing ought not to attempt to 
criticise. 

Mr. COWHERD. But the gentleman admits the justice of the 
criticism. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I donot admit the justice of the criticism. 

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman in charge of the bill ad- 
mitted it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I simply say here that gentlemen who 
have been trying to criticise these appropriations for charities 
have not the courage to stand up and say that the Committee on 
Appropriations did not cut deep enough—and possibly too deep— 
when they cut these estimates. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in his capacity 


obstructing reform in the interest of the Treasury, which, he 


stated in a former speech, was threatened with a deficit of forty- | 


two millions; but he complains of criticism not specifying, and 
seeks to charge on the Members of this House not on the Appro- 
priations Committee the duty incumbent upon the Appropriations 
Committee of saving us the very fear that he has already referred 
to in the matter of a deficiency. Now, if the gentleman wants a 
specific illustration, I will give it to him, and it is with reference 
to the cost of maintaining the insane at the insane asylum of the 
District and of the United States, where it cost $220 per capita— 
which will be a surprise to Members on this floor to know—when 
in their own States and in my State it costs less than $150 per 
capita, and in the estimate in my State is included improvements 
of a minor nature. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Let me ask the gentleman if the cost 
which he mentions of $220 per capita has not been materially fe- 
duced by Republican administration? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman will inject poli- 
tics into this nonpartisan question of reform and economy, show- 
ing the animus that inspires him in criticising us for insisting, in 
line with his original suggestion that we should have the probe 
put into the District of Columbia, where he knows the greatest 
evils prevail. Has he not read the public press? Will he stand 
up in defense of institutions by private parties coming to the pub- 
lic Treasury for their support, as they have done this morning, 
and say he is oblivious to the recommendation that these should 
be cut down? And yet he essays that réle as chairman of appro- 
priations, charged with economy in the administration of the 
Government. This bill to-day provides for the support of the 
department in the District of Columbia that has in one of its 
offices a $500 imported rug upon which they wipe their feet when 
they enter. { 

The gentleman stands up for this system which charges $22 


| has been discussed by economists in the magazines. 
| the unfit drift to the cities. 
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per capita for care of the insane when he ‘knows that the State 
charges less that $150 for the same support, and he justifies it on 
the ground that the exorbitant hotel keepers regard Members of 
Congress as legitimate prey, and he fails to state that we are in 
the city of Washington but six months in the year and must pay 
double the price for hotel accommodations. The gentleman fro 
Indiana says that the Republicans of the State of Indiana haye 
done something, and that the criticism of the Appropriations Com. 
mittee is unjust because some Member not connected with that 
committee should do this or that to correct these evils and ge- 
cure reforms. In face of this declaration of the chairman of th)o 
Appropriations Committee, who stands, like Dame Partingtoy. 
with a mop to keep back the ocean, do you expect the Democratic 
party to be here, with the chairman of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee representing the extravagance and evils, to present meas- 
ures to the Republican side of the House? Are we not justified 
in relying upon the statement that you are threatened with a 
deficit of $42,000,000? Are we justified in asking the Appro- 
priations Committee of the House to perform this duty? No 
more fertile field has ever been presented in any portion of our 
country than is here offered—this splendid field for reform which 
is presented by the District of Columbia—and the gentleman him- 
self knows it. Therefore our presentation of these matters, as we 
go along, in opposition to the gentleman and his colleagues, who 
wince under presentation of extravagance, will not be criticised 
by the country when we come to find the amount of the appropri- 
ations at the end of the session. [Applause. } 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, when the chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee attempted to reply to the criticisms 
leveled at this bill, he carefully shunned details. The gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. Linp] called his attention to the ap- 
propriation of $6,000 for the sealer of weights and measures. 
Did the chairman of the committee discuss it candidly? No. H 
turned upon the gentleman from Minnesota and inquired: ** Can 
you tell me what this officer does in the District of Columbia?’ 
He did not take us into his confidence and tell us what showing 
was made before the Appropriations Committee to warrant ilis 
outrageous appropriation. Washington is nota great commercial 
city. It isa capital city. In point of commerce it is not nearly 
as important as cities of a hundred or a hundred and fifty thon- 
sand inhabitants elsewhere? What doesthe sealer of weights and 
measures do in other cities? He verifies the accuracy of thie 
weights and measures used in commerce. Does he do anything 
else here? If the chairman of the Committee on Appropriativis 
knows that some extraordinary duty devolves upon him, the sealer 
of weights and measures in the capital city, it would afford 
much pleasure for him to rise and state what that dutyis. When 
my colleague from Missouri directed attention to the employment 
of 40 officials at comfortable salaries for taking care of 250 boys 
in the Reform School, the gentleman from Minnesota disregarded 


| the question raised and scolded critics who complain of such «p- 
as watchdog of the Treasury would not be found in this Congress | 


propriations. 

It is not true that in all respects the expenses of the municipal 
government in Washington differs in its responsibilities and ne 
sities from municipal governments elsewhere. For instance. th 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. McCLEARy] says that there are 
a hundred men in public institutions here who came from t! 
States of the Union. Why,if heis informed on this subje:' 
and I doubt not that he is—he knows that this complaint is uni 
versal. All other cities suffer the same misfortune. The subj 
Inevitab 
In proportion to the importance ©! 
the commercial city this drift is large or small. The resul! 
that in cities like St. Louis and Chicago, and even Kansas Cit: 
St. Joseph, St. Paul, and Minneapolis, in the West, this drift «! 
the criminals and degenerates is very large and is constantly in 
creasing. Recently I saw in a newspaper a statement to the e! 
fect that in the city of St. Louis over 70 per cent of the persons 


| confined in the different eleemosynary and charitable institutior 


of that city came from neighboring counties and States. 

I know that in my own city they drift in upon us from Iowa, 3 
neighboring State, from Kansas, and from Nebraska, and from 
the adjacent counties of my own State. Why, if this great cits 
escapes with only 100 nonresident inmates of its charitable an: 
eleemosynary institutions, it is very fortunate, for I will ventur 
the assertion that a similar showing can not be made by any oth«r 
city on the continent. Furthermore, in proportion to the conges 
tion of the population, in proportion to the hard conditions o! 
human life, in proportion to the insanitary conditions of the peo 
ple’s houses, you will find disease, deterioratiog, and a failure o! 
self-support prevalent among the weaker classes. 

Other cities suffer far more than Washington from these con- 
ditions. 

Mr. Chairman, it may be said that this is mere cheese paring: 
that only a few item#in this bill are open to thesecriticisms. These 
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items are manifestly open to criticism. Their absurdity is dis- 
closed by a mere glance at the bill. What, then, shall we say as 
to those items not self-explanatory and concerning which infor- 
mation is not forthcoming? Eight hundred thousand dollars for 
charity in a city like this, every paragraph punctuated with an ex- 
travagant salary list, isnot a fair appropriation. Ifsolargeasum 
were needed for charitable purposes, there is not a Member on this 
floor who would withhold one dollar or one cent essential to the 
discharge of all the duties of humanity imposed upon us by mod- 
ern notions of municipal duty. Wewould vote more than that if 
vere necessary; but when in every page and every line of it there 
nanifest extravagance and misappropriation of the money of the 
axpayers, it will take something more than the generalization of 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to justify its 
* The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I think few of the Members of 
this House are familiar with these organizations in the city of 
Washington, organizations for the care of the unfortunate people 
of this city. We have here a cosmopolitan population. Men 
come here from all over the United States. Ihave examined this 
part of the bill pretty carefully, and the only fault that I have to 
tind with the committee is that their appropriations are below 
what they ought to be. Now, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Rosinson] a few moments ago opposed some of the appropria- 






ions. I want to say to him that what he knows about the insti- 
utions of this city which must care for the unfortunate he could 
put in a pamphlet of two pages, and what he does not know about 
t would take a book of 400 pages to tell. There are the blind, 
and there are the paralytic, and there are all classes of unfortu- 
nates. Now, what has Congress done to provide for these people 
in the District? There is not an institution as large as a dog 
house or @ henhouse in which to take care ofthem. Thatis true. 


4 


If the Congress of the United States would appropriate money to | 


put up an asylum for the blind or an asylum for the people who 


are unfortunate in many other ways, then we could care for them: 


but there is absolutely not an institution ten feet square wherein | 


we may provide for these unfortunate people. 

Now, what is the result?’ You have got to put them in Catho- 
lic institutions, and institutions run by Presbyterians, and by 
Methodists, and by Lutherans, and by various denominations. 
There should be no objection made on this ground. I have made 
careful examinations in this matter, and I say we have 50,000 


people in the city of Washington coming from all the States who | 


are here and have got to be cared for by these institutions. Now, 
the proposition is here that the Secretary of War shall be the 

ustodian of this fund. He makes the contracts with these dif- 
ferent institutions to care for these unfortunates. 


Mr. LIND. Did I understand the gentleman to say that there 


are 50,000 people in this city receiving charity? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; that is below the amount.. They come 
from your State; they come from my State 
Mr. LIND. I think not from my State. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, they do; they come from every State in 
the Union. There are here more than50,000 of those people, who 
must be cared for by these private denominaticnal institutions. 

Mr. Chairman, in the Fifty-fifth Congress we had a fight here 
about voting money to sectarian institutions. I took the position 
on this floor that until Congress provided institutions for the care 
of these unfortunates we had no right to refuse to make these ap- 
propriations. Take the Providence Hospital—a Catholic institu- 
tion—a magnificent hospital. In that institution there is what is 
called an alcoholic ward. Over 3,000 men from this city are sent 
to that institution to be cared for, and their lives saved from de- 
struction by excesses in drink. You have the Presbyterian Hos- 
pital; you have the Methodist Hospital; you have all these insti- 
tutions, 





Now, there is no justification for anybody attacking these ap- | 


propriations. I say they are insufficient. If we want to care for 


these people outside of sectarian institutions, then let the Congress | 


of the United States make appropriations for an institution for the 


blind, an institution for paralytics, an institution for infants | 


thrown out upon the world without any fault of theirown. We 
must make appropriations for the care of these people in public 
institutions, and until we do that there is nothing else to be done 


except to make contributions to private institutions for the care | 


of these unfortunates. 

_ Mr. Chairman, I undertake to make this declaration—that there 
is not a city in the United States or a State that cares for its un- 
tortunates as the city of Washington is doing in these private 
institutions. ‘The expense for the care of these unfortunate people 
is 35 per cent less than expenses for similar purposes in the States 
ofthe Union. I ask the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 
| Mr. Roprnson], who is opposed to these appropriations, and I say 
they are not large enough. I know that the Committee on the 
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| these people, as compared with the cost in the various States. 
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District of Columbia have cut down this bill to the last bottom 
dollar; and what the gentleman knows about the institutions of 
this city and the care of the poor and unfortunate in these inst!- 
tutions could be put, as I have heretofore said, in a pamphlet of 
two pages, while what he does not know on this subject would 
fill a volume as big as Webster’s Unabridged Dictionary. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I think the gentleman is mistaken 
about the per capita cost in the District of Columbia of caring for 

Mr. MAHON. No,sir. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I only desire respectfully to call 
the attention of the gentleman to that point. 

Mr. MAHON. Has the gentleman made any investi 
this subject? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have. 

Mr. MAHON. Let the gentleman take the State of Pennsyl- 
vania or the State of New York or the State of Indiana or the 
State of Illinois, and other States, and he will find that the per- 
centage there for taking care of these unfortunates is 34 per cent 
higher than in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman mean the 
percentage for the whole of them? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Take the gentleman's State. 
What is the expense there for taking care, we will say, of the 
insane? 

Mr. MAHON. It is 40 percent in my Stati 
20 per cent. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The expense per capita for the 
care of insane persons in this District is $220 

Mr. MAHON. Theasylum for the insane here isan institution 
owned by the Government of the United States. In this District 
we have to care for infants born out of wedlock; we hay 
for the poor woman who becomes paralyzed or blind, or the unfor- 
| tunate man who becomes a victim to alcoholic excesses. Fifty 
thousand of these people are thrown upon this cit; 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman 
vania has expired. 
| Mr. MAHON. Iask an extension of my time for two minutes. 

There was no objection. 


oretion on 
Bee. s ii 


, and in this District 





Mr. MAHON. Now, what are you going to do with these peo- 
| ple? Thus far this Congress has put them under the care of pri- 
| vate institutions. You have your Providence Hospital, your 


Presbyterian Hospital, your Home for Children, your Home for 
Old Women, your Home for Old Men, embracing many people 
who do not belong to this District, but who come here and t 

| unfortunate circumstances are thrown upon public charity. 

Now, I say again (and I am able to back up the statement with 
figures in my possession) that the cost of caring for these unfom 
tunate people in this District, through these private institutions, 
is 30 per cent lower here than for similar support in any State of 
the Union, and this bill, instead of being regarded as excessive in 
its appropriation, should make appropriation 80 per cent higher 
than those that are reported. I takeit for granted that no Mem- 
ber of Congress would want these poor unfortunate people, who 
thus become objects of charity, to die absolutely from disease or 
destitution. They should be cared for with the same benevolent 
spirit that is shown for the unfortunate in any of the States of 
the Union. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, the committee having this 
matter in charge has very kindly seemed to court suggestions, 
even though they border on criticism of number and amounts 
of the appropriations which are proposed in the bill in carrying 
out a policy of administration in this city which is maintained 

i 
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upon an extravagant basis. Now, I wish to call the attention of 
the House and the administration of this city to one point. Th 
gentleman haying this bill in charge [Mr. McCLeary of Minne- 
sota] and the chairman of the great Appropriations Committ 
[Mr. HeEMENWaAY] have seen fit to-day and upon a former occa- 
sion to speak in high terms of the cleanliness of this city. I join 
issue with them on that proposition. I undertake to say that 
taking into consideration the conditions, natural and : 
| here in this city, Washington is the dirtiest city t! 
| foot in, and the dirt and filth contribute to disease 
| any city that I know. As authority for that statement I 
| the physicians of this city. 
The most of your great avenues and streets are paved with 
asphalt. In some places you have cobbles or granite blocks, but 
| most of the pavement is asphalt, making the streets as level and 
3 





| smooth as a billiard table, and hard and impenetrable. WNvuthing 
can get into cracks and crevices, joints or apertures. All the 


filth and increment is left and exposed right on the very top 
2 . L 
| where it can be taken off as readily as it could be taken from 


any smooth, solid that is required to be done is for 


' the superintendent of the sweeping of the streets, or others hav- 
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ing the matter in charge, to see to it that the filth is thoroughly 
ind wholly removed—simply a matter of sweeping clean on a 
siooth surface. You would expect to find a clean street under 

se conditions; but what condition do we find? A half-swept, 
bedanbed, and besmeared street or avenne. This winter we have 
had an evidemic here of what is commonly known as “ grip,” 
affecting a far greater proportion of the people of Washington 


e} 
tne 


than are affected in any other city in the whole country, accord- | 


ing to the population, so [ am told. 


It has been attributed, in large 
measure, to the lmparities 


of the atmosphere, filled with poison- 
ons gerins and bacteria caused by the filth accumulating upon 
the streets in a dried, pulverized condition, and then beiag scat- 
tered abroad in the form of fine dust, getting into our nostrils 
and ears and months, inoculating the system with millions of 
poisonons germs and cansing sickness. If we had advanced in 
the science, skill, and facilities in cleaning streets bere in Wash- 
ington as they bave in many other places, we would not have the 
deplorable condition of the streets which we now have. Up in 
my city of Worcester, with 125,060 inhabitants, we have a car 
kler, which can do the work of twenty horse sprinkling 
‘arts, and itis in use whenever the streets are dry and dusty, sum- 
mer or winter. I was surprised when I came here and saw noth- 
ing of the kind, bnut«that the old-fashioned water carts were used 
when any sprinkling was done, 
My attention was also called tothe fact that there was but very 
little sprinkling of the streets anyway here, either in summer or 
filth falls, after a little of the thickest of iton 
scraped off, the rest, which is asually about one-half, is left 
to be ground and pniverized when it gets dry, so that it is almost 
as fine as flour, and then im that dry condition the wind takes it 
and scatters it throdghb theair to a distanceof 50 or 100 feet from 
the surface of the ground, polluting and poisoning and breeding 
bacteria in its course. In mycity of Worcester thiscar sprinkler 
does # yereat deal toward keeping the surface of the pavement 
moistened, but not sloppy. Pennsylvania avenue is one of the 
finest avennes in the world, and one of the easiest to be kept re- 
spectably clean, and if a car sprinkler was run over it at different 
Hines of the day. the dust and filth would be kept down, and then 
when night came the streets should be swept, not by one of these 
little white-winged fellows, but with a regular steam sweeper, or a 
aweeper to which horsepower is attached, that could cleanse the 
streets between |2 o'clock at night and 6 o’clock in the morning, 
so that for a little time at least in the forenoon of each day we 
tight have clean streets. Then in theafternoon the hand sweep- 
i-g could take place, if this sweeping was thoroughly done in- 
<t-ad of half done. We see these men who go about with their 
hobbyhorses in the form of hand sweepers. 
only the top surface of some of the filth apon the streets, not get- 


sprint 


W hatever 


ig it all, and spread the remainder over a large surface, where | 


it is left to dry 

‘The man passes on with his little cart and scraper, taking some 
of the serapings, and the rest is left to be pulverized by the teams 
that go ever it. Ln a little while it is as fine as flour and is scat- 


red about im the air. I have no doubt every Member of the 


Honse poticed 


atrnosphere, which and which 


contains bacteria 
everything with Its poisonous germs, 
ent of the sweeping of the streets in this city would get out and 
see what is being done in other cities and introduce here some of 


the tmproverments that we find tm the smaller cities of the conn- 


impregnates 


we conid make the streets of this city far more cleanly than | 
they are. and, what is of more vital importance, contribute largely | 
If you pass from here to the 


health conditions here 

Treasury Department this afternoon and look along on either side 

of the street you will find ample evidence of the truth of state- 

ments | make, yon will find little bunches of poisonons substances 

waiting for the sun to dry them and germinate the bacteria and 

for the wind to blow them about before they are gathered up. 
{Here the hammer fell. } 


to improved 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Henry of Connecticut 


having taken the chair as Speaker pre tempore, @ message from | 


the Senate, DV Mr 


PARKINSON, its reading clerk, annonnced that 


titles: 


H. R. 2204. An act granting an inerease of pension to Addison | 


B. Stone; 
H. R. 807. An act granting an increase of pension to William F. 
Benetiel: 


H. R. 4466. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 


R. Burton: 

H. R. 1317. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. McIntire; 

H. R. 2995. An act granting a pension to Mary Korth; 


They take off | 


| Elmore; 
: | 
when he first came here how much more fre- 
gnently he had to brash his clothes and wash out his ears and | 
nose than he did at home, becanse of this pulverized dust in the | 


I say that if the superintend- | 
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H. R. 3769. An act granting an increase of pension to Clinton 
M. Casey; 

H. R. 4391. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicholag 
Schwemler; 
ant R. 6951. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

. Corr; 

H. R. 7436. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Smith; 

H. R. 10192. An act granting a pension to Martha Mullins: 

H. R. 10991. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
C. McFarland; 

H. R. 1563. An act granting an increase of pension to Ory 
Warriner; ? 

H. R. 4674. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Thompson; 
- H. R. 3836. An act granting an increase of pension to Is 

razier; 

H. R, 6602. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Hackett; 

H. R. 1566. 
Pierce; 

H. R. 8284, 
G. Woods; 

H. R. 2470. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
S. Packard; 

H. R. 4151. An act granting an increase of pension to John W, 
Foland; 

H. R, 4198. 
Lake; 

H. R. 4892. 
Webster; 

H. R. 9125. 
S. King; 

H. R. 1287. 
Dopp; 

H. R. 4702. 
Collins; 

H. R. 9710. 
Frazier; 
, H. R. 10682. An act granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Arnold; 


H. R. 1485. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Ferguson; 

H. R. 877. An act granting a pension to Ann M. Driggars; 

H. R. 880. An act granting a pension to Caroline S. Winn: 

H. R. 4630. An act granting an increase of pension to Tha:dev 


aa 


An act granting an increase of pension to Ellis T. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
An act granting an increase of pension to Abbie 5, 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn T. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 


. R. 4750. 
H. R. 4540. 
H. R. 5045. 


An act granting a pension to William J. Jacks: 
An act granting a pension to Amanda Skinuer; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Albert S. 


H. R. 5149. 
Erwin; 

H. R. 2930. 
M. Greene; 

H. R. 719. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn H. 
Willey; 

H. R. 10968. An act granting a pension to Marceline P. Hamilton; 

H. R. 4192. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
A. Slocum; 
. H. R. 720. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank L. 
Fray; 
. H. R. 910. An act granting an increase of pension to Freeman 

ork; 

H. R. 1314, An act granting a pension to Denison L. Brown; 

H. R. 4642. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Wheeler; 

H. R. 4872. An aet granting an increase of peusivn to Albert 
W. Bradbury; 

H. R. 5750. An act granting an increase of vension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lafayette 


| Cassidy; 


H. R. 4589. An act granting a pension to Henry H. Barrett: 
H. R. 8984. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn |. 


| Rundberg; 
the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following | 


H. R. 9778. An act granting an increase of pension to Loriston 
| W. Adkins; 
H. R. 4679, An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
M. Pierce: 
H. R. 2769. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Armstrong: , 
| H. R. 2573. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
| G. Cronkite; 
| H.R. 4624, An act granting a pension to Isabella Phelps; _ 
2 H. R, 4449. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
rown; 
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H. R. 7368. An act granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood;|_ H. R. 2692. An act granting an increase of pension to Elwood 
H. R. 3370. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | Finley; ; 
Adams; H. R. 8203. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
H. R. 4179. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha | Hemphill; : 
Cc, Kuhn; H. R. 9791. An act granting a pension to Abram Claypool: 
H, R. 4180. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. R. 9999. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Thomas; ; L Edgar; ; ; 
H. R. 783. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicholas H. R. 9695. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank M. 
Reinhart; ; : Spears; ‘ ; 
H. R. 2001. An act granting an increase of pension to Nora J. H. R. 5603. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Glali C. McCormick; 


H. R. 6879. An act granting a pension to Reuben A. Finnell; H. R. 5879. An act granting an increase of pension to Benneit 
H. R. 4719. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph F. | Putnam; 


H. R. 6038. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


5 eee 4 H. R. 11345. An act granting a pension to Joseph H. Hnuie: 
R. 1005. An act granting an increase of pension to MarabE.! H.R. 8733. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


H, R. 5006. An act granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer; George; 

H. R. 4119. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. R. 6708. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Mercer; Remick; 

H. R. 4826. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilfred H. R. 7680. An act granting an increase of pension to De Witt 
C. McCardell; C. Folsom; 

H. R. 859. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew H. R. 8379. An act granting an increase of pension to Ira B. 
Jorr: j ’ Wambaugh; 

H. R. 3909. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. R. 8718. An act granting an increase of pension to Caswell 
Hayden; P. Ford; 

H. R. 789. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Lach- H. R. 8998. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
man: L. Beach; 

H. R. 8910. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles| H.R. 8811. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Hoffman; : ; | Dougherty: 

H. R. 3402. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel | H.R. 10741. An act granting a pension to Mary Tate: 
Nagle, j 

H. 


Powell; | FX. McGraw; 
H. R. 4964. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles; H. R. 6455. An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
E. Mink; | W. Cochran; 
H. R. 5342. Anact granting a pension to Jane E. Sutfin; H. R. 7096. An act granting an increase of pension to Eva A. 
H. R. 9060. An act granting an increase of pension to John | Burgess; 
Connors; | H. R. 8966. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
H. R. 7063. An act granting a pension to Ellen F. Lynch; | Fink; 
H. R. 906. An act granting a pension to Nettie A. Buell; | H.R. 7559. An act granting a pension to Caroline Hurley: 
H. R. 4910. An act granting an increase of pension to Pruden-; H. R. 8124. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
tia L. D. Nugent; Hatfield; 
H. R. 10700. An act granting a pension to Ella D. Madden; | H.R. 7444. An act granting an increase of pension to Wash- 
H. R. 2116. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard | ington J. Dutcher; 
C. Ivory; | H.R. 9376. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
H. R. 941. An act granting an increase of pension to William | Renthler; 
D. Taylor; | H.R. 10268. An act granting an increase of pension to Marga- 
H. R. 10794. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses | ret E. Keller; 
Hurlbut; | H.R. 11348. Anact granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
H. R. 5030. An act granting an increase of pension to William | S. Priest: 
H. Mount; | H.R. 9587. An act granting an increase of pension to Bartlett 
H. R. 4605. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 8. Haggard; 
Herlinger; | H.R. 9753. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
H. R. 8922. An act granting a pension to Martha E. Nolen. | Loomis; 
H. R. 8924. An act granting a pension to Georgia A. White- H. R. 7737. An act granting an increase of pension to Howard 
head; McGuire; 
H. R. 1623. An act granting a pension to John H. Reed: H. R. 9273. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 


H. R. 5479. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 
H. Anderson; | H.R. 9037. An act granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke; 
H. R. 2192. An act granting an increase of pension to William | H. R. 10850. An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
O. Smith; | L. Power; 
a R. 7410. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos D. | H. R. 10706. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
oge; | J. West; 
‘ H. R. 9035. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. R. 10694. An act granting an increase of pension to Alderson 
3ranen;: T. Keen; 
H. R. 6618. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. H. R. 10748. An act granting an increase of pension to Kati 
Coffin; Ridgeway; 

H. R. 5610. An act granting a pension to Annie Dorfner; H. R. 11413. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
H. R. 5999. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann | F. Morton; : 
Jennett Whitney; H. R. 11319. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
H. R. 10194. An act granting an increase of pension to Marion | Arnold; 


Sackett; 


Long: H. R. 7311. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel 
H. R. 7248. An act granting a pension to Robert H. Cooke; Large; 

“an R. 11076. An act granting an increase of pension to Elvira H. R. 10068. An act granting an increase of pension to James G. 

Miller; Soims; 


_H. R. 10640. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace|_ H. R. 9421. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. Wood: , ; P. Marshall; 
H. R. 9064. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin| H.R. 5155. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 


NS ee 


Tidd; Tompkins; 

H. R. 7719. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram H. R. 8771. Anact granting an increase of pension to Walter F. 
B. Cozine; Horner; 

H. R. 7882. An act granting a pension to Ellen A. Harmon; H. R. 10046. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


H. R. 7659. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma | J. Campton; 

M. Elliott; H. R. 8970. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. R. 7814. An act granting an increase of pension to James G. | B. Hart; 

Andrews: H. R. 11194. An act granting an increase of pension to Frar 
H. R. 7083. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert P. | S. Nickerson; 

Jackson; H. R. 1316. An act granting an increase of peasion to George 
H. R. 9739. An act granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worster; W. Day; 


k 


) 
A 
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a en An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
, a act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
H. R. 11113. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas 
call: R. 5568. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 

TLR. 5749. An act granting a pension to James B. Combs; 

_H. RB, 6977, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
“i. R. 10378. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
- R. 9903. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
a i R 11820. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


H. R. 9024. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


uaird : 

H. R. 9426. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
S$. Campbell; 

H. R. 7992. Anact granting an increase of pension to Isidore F. 
Chamberlain; 

H. R. 8231. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Gangwisch; 

H. R. 9835. An act granting a pension to Maggie Fitzpatrick; 

H. R, 7999. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
W. Williamson; 

H. R. 5580. An act granting a pension to Celia C. Owen; 

H. R. 6999. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Jones; 

H. R. 10180. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
E. McDowell; 

H. R. 5582. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Vassar; 

H. R. 8178. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Waters; 

H. R. 8648. An act granting a pension to Shadrach D. Bardin; 

H. R. 7236. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
R. McCullough; 

H. R. 9988. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Ellis; 

H. R. 8849. An act granting a pension to James 8. Lauder- 
dale; 

H. R.5849. An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
R. Brown; 

H. R. 6816. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick | 
Ratzel; 

H. R. 6817, An act granting a pension to Rosa Glass; | 

H. R. 6335. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
A. Barnes; ; 

H. R. 6814, An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
W. Miller; 

H. R. 9127. An act granting a pension to Moses Schuman; | 

H. R. 11556. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Tappen; 

H. R. 10648. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes | 
Shearer; 

H. R. 7712. An act granting a pension to Emma Crosier; | 

Hi. R. 7805. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 
N. Hall; 

H. R. 7418. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter | 
Minkler; 

H. R. 8185. An act granting a pension to Herman Lemmerman; 

H. R. 8343. An act granting a pension to Annie P. Erving; 

H. R. 8991. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Mattison; : pte 

H. R. 8992. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 
C. Davis; 

H. R. 8079. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
La Forest; 

H. R. 8868. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
O’ Malley; 

H. BR. 9610. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Halling; 

H. R. 9921. An act granting a pension to Virginia Boyd; 

H. R. 9683, An act granting a pension to Henry Austin; — 

Hi. R. 5868. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Simmons; . 

H. R. 10904. An act granting an increase of pension to Edson 
H. Crawford; and - : 

H. R. 8885. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Jackson. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
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11287) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular serv. 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to th« 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa. 
tives to the bill (S. 8317) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

8. 569. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse B. Nurse: 

S. 556. An act granting an increase of peasion to William Sta\): 

S. 454. An act granting an increase of pension to Rinaldo \. 
Griswold; 

S. 450. An act granting an increase of pension to George 1. 
Sutherland; 

8S. 447. An act granting an increase of pension to David H, 
George; 

—e An act granting and increase of pension to Phebe A, 
ord; 

S. 336. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Lechleidner; ; 

S. 305. An act granting an increase of pension to John R, 
Evans; 

S. 236. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew Jack 
son Power; 

S. 140. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel B, 
Bailey; 

S. 106. An act granting an increase of pension to Carrie Wages: 

8. 2857. An act granting an increase of pension to Onne H, 
Ropka; 

s. 2690. 
Garry; 

S. 2661. 
Klingler; 

S. 2655. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac Zellers; 

S. 2348. An act granting an increase of pension to Hamilton §, 
Gillespie; 

S. 2320. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 
Legrow; 

Pe sae An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 
of; 

S. 2029. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter P, 
Dobozy;: 

S. 1959. An act granting a pension to Mary Remington; 

S. 1899. An act granting an increase of pension to Thom 
Warren; 

S. 1764, An act granting an increase of pension to John Shehan; 

S. 1667. An act granting a pension to Stalnaker Marteney: 
one 1661. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 

iley; 

S. 1486. An act granting an increase of pension to Thoma 
Wentworth; 
ae 1423. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel I’. 
aLUurry; 

_ 1394, An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis \I. 
ebster; 

S. 1388. An act granting an increase of pension to Orson UL. 
Sawtelle; 

S. 885. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Gillham; 

S. 883. An act granting a pension to Ephraim L. Herriott; 

S. 827. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias S. G 
§001; 


S. 783. An act granting an increase of pension to Willix 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 


S. 4455. 
Busby; 

S. 4454. 

S. 4371. 

S. 4349. 
Seaton; 

S. 4329. 
Nesmith; 

S. 4317. 
Augur; 

S. 4285. An act granting an increase of pension to John 1! 
Shands; 

S. 4284. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebec:s 
Hankins; 

S. 4254. An act granting an increase of pension to William U 
Collingwood; 

S. 4246. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis Grover 
man; 

8. 4237. An act granting a pension to Hannah Small Wiggin: 


in —_ An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas DP. 
elo; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Anse! . 

An act granting an increase of pension to John Seile: 
An act granting a pension to Alison Clifton; 

An act granting an increase of pension to Laura Ann 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah | 





CONGRESSIONAL 





RECORD—HOUSE 2797 








79. An act granting an increase of pension to Sterling L. 
8, An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
: 1: 

An act granting an increase of pension to Luther S. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse Bright; 
= An act er: inting an increase of pension to Sylvania S. 


An act granting a pension to Florence E. Foster; 
396. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard F. 


79. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Q. 
78. An act granting an increase of pension to George Cof- 


0. An act granting a pension to James Henry Martineau; 
}, An act granting an increase of pension to George T. 


7. An act granting an increase of pension to Norman B. 
3 3825. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna H. 
: ‘0. An act granting an increase of pension to Virginia B. 
4, An act granting an increase of pension to John C. Fel- 
Ss 71. An act granting an increase of pension to Virginia C. 


7. Anact granting an increase of pension to Eli Headley; 
S. 3690. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 


S, 3654, An act granting a pension to Hannah Hall; 
‘3651. An act granting an increase of pension to Mildred S. 


O 

S. 35738. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin E. 
Myers; 

S. 3544, An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
PI illiy 3: 

S. 3535. An act granting an increase of pension to John Walton; 

S. 3523. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Bi 


S. 3519. An act granting a pension to Ruby A. Stirdivant; 
‘. 83500. An act granting an increase of pension to Orrin L. 


5. 3499. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Lookingbill; 
191, An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 


S. 3417. An act granting a pension to Garrett V. Chamberlin; 
S. 3457, An act granting an increase of pension to Marcellus M. 


S. 3394. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Crawford; 
’. 83377. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 


Tyre : 

S. 3201. An act granting an increase of pension to James I. 
Shafer; 

5. 3149. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
Browning; 

5. 971, An act granting a pension to Amelia Walsh; 

S. 2960, An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Horning; 


S. 2902, An act granting an increase of pension to William J. 


8. 0946, An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua Day; 
5. 2938. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 


Be 8. ae act granting an increase of pension to Julius 
500 sta 


S. 2894. An act granting a pension to Clara J. Garretson; 
S. 2872. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Sche1 rmerhorn; and 
, ». 2871. An act granting an increase of pension to Justin M. 
per. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
ywing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 


Representatives was requested: 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 50. 


olved, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
cat in examinat ion and survey to be made from the St. Jones Rir er, at 
Dover, Del., toa point on Little River, and thence to Delaware Bay, for the 
purpose of determining the advisability and cost of constructing a canal be- 
tween the said rivers and the dee yening and widening of Little River, so as 


to provide a channel suitable for the needs of commerce from Dover, Del., to 
Delaware Bay. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 


amendments bills of the following titles in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 8925. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Weaver; 

H. R. 1851. An act granting an increase of pension to David T, 
Towles; 

H. R. 2947. An act granting an increase 
F. Thompson; and 

H. R. 3011. An act granting an increase of pension to Phillip 
Duttenhaver. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
CHILD-CARING INSTITUTIONS. 


Board of Children’s Guardians: Por the Board of Children’s Guardians, 
created under the act approved July 26, 1892, namely: For administrative ex- 


of pension to William 








penses, including salaries of agents, not t cceed $2,400, expenses in placing 
and visiting children, and all office and sundry expenses, $10,000. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the 
gentleman of the subcommittee for a littleinformation. I notice 


in line 19, for administrative expenses, sundries, etc., $10,000; in 
line 23, for maintenance, etc., $12,000; for the board and care of 
children committed, etc .,and the total appropriated for this board 
is $62,000. Can the gentleman state how many children are cared 
for in these institutions? I have no information upon that sub- 
ject, and I should like to know. No doubt they are great institu- 
tions and probably the meney is well expended, but I should like 
just a little more information on the subject. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. According to the report of the 
board having charge of these matters— 


On the Ist of December, 1903, the board had 1,042 permanen wards. Of 
these, 369 were white and 673 were colored; 697 were boys and 345 girls; 200 
were in institutions, for whom board was paid; 116 “ private homes, for 
whom board was paid; 670 in free homes, cx ting n thing exce vt th Xp 
| of supervision, which, according to the latest reportof the Bi oard of Guardians, 
was $11.21 per annum per capita. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sxec. 3. That until and including June ®, 1905, the Secretary of the Treas 
ury is authorized and directed to advance, on the requisition of the Commis 
sioners of the District of Columbia, made in the manner OW | prescrib 
law, ont of any moneys in the Treasury of the Uni St ates r not ot 
| appropriated, such sums as may be necessary from t 

















ilo 

| general expenses of said District, as authorized by sim- 
| burse the Treas ury, for the portion of said advances ‘2 rict 
| of Columbia out of the taxes and revenues collect the 
governm ent thereof: Provided, That all advances m index ‘ vnd 

| under th 10 act ts of February 11, 1901; June 1, 1902, and ‘Mare oh 3, i ‘im- 
| bursed to the Treasury of the United States on or be f Tre ) ball 
| be reimbursed to said Treasury out of the rev enues of th strict of Colum 
| bia from time to time, within five years, beginning July L. 19 5,  toget her with 
interest thereon at the rate of 2 per cent per aunum ui ntil so reimbursed 

| Provided further, That the Auditor for the State ant d ot! he r Departments and 
| the auditor of the District of Columbia shall each annually report the amount 
| of such advances, stating the account for each fiscal year sé P arately, an nd also 
| the reimbursements made under thi — mn, together with the balance re 
mainin g,if any, due to the United Stat And provided further, Th t noth- 


ing con tained herein shall be SO COI treed: as to require the United 
bear any part of the cost of street extensions, and all ai ivances |} 
hereafter made for this purpose by the Secretary of the Treasury shall be 
repaid in full from the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move tostrike out the last word, fc r the 
purpose of asking a question of the gentleman in charge of the 
bill. I should like to ask, Mr. Chairman, what is the amount of 
the advances that have been made by the United States to the 
| District of Columbia? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Itis about $1,600,000 at this 


date. 
Mr. PERKINS. How much will be made in this bill? 


States to 
ato*ora or 








Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. About $400,000, in round 
numbers. 

Mr. PERKINS. Not more than that? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I think not. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he 
sees any reasonable ground to expect that these advances will 
ever be repaid? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I do,Mr.Chairman. For in- 
stance, take the bill we are now considering. Many of the expendi- 
tures in this bill are for permanent improvements which will be 


completed in the very near future. For instance, we spend $1, 0,- 
000 in round numbers this year in completing the water-filtration 
plant. That will be out of the bil 1 the next year entirely. We ¢ x- 
pend other large sums for approximate completion of the sewage- 
disposal system, of which I spoke yesterday. Ifnot next year, the 


year following we will have that general system completed, and 
the large appropriation for it will be out of the bill. With such 
items out, there will be a remainder every year from the regular 
income of the District out of which we can pay all the interest 
and make some payment on the principal. 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, does the gentleman think that the ex- 
penses of the District will be less? Will they not increase in the 
future as they have in the past? 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We have not increased cur- 
rent expenses very much this year, Mr. Chairman, nor last year. 
Last year, in answer also in part to what has been said on the other 
side, I think we put in only two increases of salaries and practically 
no increases of employment aside from the schools and police force. 
This year we putin some additions for the schools and for fire pro- 
tection. So after the regular payment of the expenses of the Dis- 
trict there will be left. we believe, a reasonable sum to apply on 
the principal of the debt. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why is it impossible to increase the revenues 
of the District? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We have just got through last 
year making an effort to increase them, and we have materially 
increased them. Weadded a tax on personal property which had 
theretofore not been made, and increased the rate of taxation upon 
real estate. We framed a bill last year on what seemed to be 
the judgment of the committee and of the House and of Congress 
as to what ought to be done in the premises, and it does not seem 
as though we should open the matter again now. We should 
leave this new plan of taxation in undisturbed operation for a while 
at least. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
ment, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 72, after line 8, insert: 

‘“*No part of any money appropriated by this act shall be available a 


ing expenses of horses and carriages or drivers thereof for the persona 
of any officer provided for by this act.” 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
ment—— 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 
point of order, so as to hear the explanation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have no objection to the gen- 
tleman presenting his point of order at this time. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, this amend- 
ment is probably not subject to a point of order, but I would be 
glad to have the gentleman explain his amendment and its neces- 
sity, in view of the fact that we have already covered this same 
ground in the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The amendment which I have 
sent to the Clerk’s desk, and which has been read, is the language 

laced on the legislative, executive. and judicial appropriation 
pill that passed the House, restricting the use of carriages by 
Government officials. The bill in that form went to the Senate, 
and I find, as shown by the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, on page 2459, 
that the Senator having the bill in charge said: 

There has grown up a practice whereby almost every head of a bureau or 
Assistant Secretary or Assistant Postmaster-General seems to have been able 


to get a carriage at Government expense. There has been a good deal of 
talk about it, and almost a scandal, and the committee thought it was desir- 


Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 


Mr. Chairman, that amend- 


able to limit it to certain officials, so that there should be no further question | 


as to whois entitled toacarriage at Government expense. We have none 
ourselves at Government expense,anda good many other people ought not to 
have them, I think. 

The language of that bill also included, in addition to what the 
amendment now proposes to include, that the heads of Depart- 
ments and the Secretary to the President should be allowed this 
privilege, suiting itself to the purposes of that bill. Mr. Chair- 
man, the purpose of this amendment is to make it safe. The 
Senate, however, in their amendment adopted an amendment to 
the House amendment saying that in the legislative, executive, 
and judicial bill and in all other acts by Congress no carriages 
shall be permitted to the various officers. 

Now, if the g*ntleman has in mind the superintendent of 
schools and the superintendent of waterworks, as to those two 
I have no objection if he desires to amend by including their right 
to this privilege. But the act passed by the Senate cuts them all 
out, excluding those I have mentioned, in all bills. I think there 
should be a restriction on this right to the use of carriages. And 
in the interest of orderly legislation I want this bill to say so, as 
the matter isin the interest of reform and meets a crying evil. 
Now I will yield to the gentl>man. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, as I under- 
stand the gentleman, he says that in a bill which has already 
passed this House and is pending between the two Houses, the 
provision appears which he has just sent forward to be added to 
this bill. Am I correct? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
gentleman may not have heard me in making my statement—it 
includes the Senate amendment, that in no other acts of Congress 
shall this privilege be allowed. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Now, Mr. Chairman, taking 
the statement of the gentleman just as he makes it, I would like 
to ask him what good purpose is to be served by adding to this 
bill the paragraph which the gentleman himself says is in another 
bill which will be enacted into law before this bill has passed, 
a bill which has already passed the House and is now pending be- 
tween the two Houses, being perfected, and which will become a 


But it also includes this—and the | 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


law sooner than this bill? What good purpose will be served }), 

putting on this bill the identical paragraph which will become 
law before this bill does? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. This House has not passed upoy, 

The Senate has passed upon that question, ani | 

l 

] 

1 


that question. 
desire to support the proposition of the Senate and make this 
the interest of orderly legislation, so that this bill may cont 
that provision which the Senate amendment carries upon it. « 
that the Senate has acted; this House has not. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Does the gentleman ¢ 
that this House will agree to its own provision as amended, i; 
amendment is a good one? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. You can not tell when it ; 
into conference how this House will act upon any propositi: 
fore it, unless you resort to the difficult task of voting down 
conference report. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. And therefore the gent), 
would send with this bill similar language to conference? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would send it to this particen!ar 
conference, and I would have the House pass upon this salutary 
provision that met with the unanimous support of the Senate. 
It is a provision which the gentleman will not deny is a salutary 
one. AndI hope that he will accept the proposition, because it js 
in the line of the House legislation on that subject in the levis!g- 
tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. It is in this in- 
terest and in the same language as the Senate passed unanim 
upon that subject. And now let the conference committ:« on 
that bill be supported with this provision now passed. What ob- 

| jection is there to it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expire. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ri: 
myown right. I invite the gentleman’s attention and that . 
committee to page 12 of this bill, where will be found, in lin, 
and 16, these words: ; 

Provided, That horses and vehicles appropriated for in this act shall be 
used only for official purposes. 

I repeat the language, since the gentleman from Indiana ( 
not seem to have heard it— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Yes,sir; I did hear the language 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota (reading): 

That horses and vehicles appropriated for in this act shall be used o: 
official purposes. 

Mr. Chairman, there is nothing new in the amendment intro- 
duced by the gentleman, as we had already put into this bill a} 
graph having every good effect to be accomplished by the amen 
ment proposed. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman’s provision. just 

| read, says they may use carriages for official purposes, and 
| amendment seeks to escape the very language in which the gon- 


| tleman affirmatively recognizes the use. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Why, Mr. Chairman, tle ven- 
tleman assuredly will not say—just let me read this again. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It says that they may em)loy 
these carriages for official use. 

’ Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Does the gentleman object to 
that? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I say they shall not use carriages 
at all, except if the gentleman desires the superintendent of 
schools and the superintendent of waterworks to use them. If 
that is necessary, he can move that the amendment be amended 
for that purpose. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman would not «l- 
low the chief of the fire department, for example, a horse and 
carriage to be used in the discharge of his official duties. Is that 
what the gentleman means? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If thatis trne now, the Senats lus 
already deprived you of it, if the language of its amendment pre- 
vails. I would permit necessary use, and so propose to the gen- 
tlemen the amendment to the amendment. If the provision in 
this act would hold the construction claimed, it would be objec- 
tionable to that use. The Senate has already cut you out. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Indiana is willing that his proposed amendment shall |e 
amended, showing that he recognizes that in its present form 
is not only faulty, but mischievous. 

In this bill we have already, as I have shown, taken the oppor 
tunity of forestalling any use of horses and carriages except {0r 
official purposes. That has been accomplished in the paragrs)))! 
which I have already read. We are not going to agree that suc) 
officers as the chief of the fire department shall be denied a hors 
and carriage for his official use; but our provision denies horses 
and carriages ‘‘ except for official use,” thus accomplishing every 
good purpose sought. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman deny that 
carriages have been used for official purposes unwisely, unjustly, 
and without warrant of law? 








1904. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Let me read the language of 
the provision again: 
cat the horses and vehicles appropriated for in this act shall be used 
for official purposes. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Which is the same purpose that 
they have been pretending to use them for—official purposes— 
er this system of abuse. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Howcan the gentleman make 
y stronger than that makes it? It.is a waste of time to con- 


~ 


sider this amendment, for it is already in the bill. 
Ihe CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 


question was considered; and the amendment was rejected. 
e Clerk proceeded and read the last section of the bill, as 


Sec. 4. That all laws and parts of laws to the extent that they are incon- 
5 t with this act are repealed. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
This bill is about to be reported to the House for final 
ideration and enactment. In my judgment the most difficult 
lem that faces us is municipal control. A great many other 
nes demand attention, but no one problem seems to present 
‘culties so insoluble as that of city government. The expenses 
ther cities have been mentioned here, and it has been said 
at they afford no criterion by which to judge of the sufficiency 
r the insufficiency of the provisions for the expenses of this capi- 
al. One statement concerning them may be safely made. Ex- 
travagance, wastefulness, and dishonesty is the rule and economy 
and honesty the exception in the government of our cities. One 


“ 


toto en 


eentleman said he thought the appropriations carried in this bill | 


ought to be 80 per cent larger. I can well conceive of a bill car- 
rying 80 per cent larger appropriations which would meet my 
cordial indorsement. Werea bill offered here to-day providing 


priations 80 per cent larger than this bill provides and the 


object of the appropriation was to beautify and adorn this great | 


( 
capital it would receive my support and the indorsement of the 
people of Missouri. 

But if it provided for a sealer of weights and measures at a 
salary of $6,000 a year, and came from a committee whose only 
answer toacriticism of that provision was to inquire whether the 
gentleman making it knew the precise duties of that official, I 
hink there is no sane voter in the United States who would not 
say that it was time to inquire where the money goes that is voted 
f the pockets of the taxpayers of the whole country to ex- 
pend here in Washington. 

Mr. Chairman, we are the accredited representatives of the 
people of the several States. Most of us were sent here because 
the people of our districts thought that, to the extent of our abil- 
we would faithfully perform the duties of lawmakers. 
‘ that devolves upon us to-day is to contribute to the solution 





et 


out 






of this insoluble problem of municipal control our best offering. 
Would you inyite the city councils of the great cities to inspect | 


. 3 cen 


this billas a guide? Would they find in it an example by follow- 


ing which they may sift out wrongful appropriations? The evil | 


I 
€ 
tem 
1 


at the ballot box. It is difficult to place in charge of municipal 


governments those best able to administer the affairs of a great | 


city. 
But here no such difficulty exists. To safeguard Washington 
t 


against evils unescapable in other cities, you abolished the right | 


of self. 


4m 


overnment in the District of Columbia, and Congress 


undertakes to perform duties elsewhere performed by aldermen | 


chosen at popular elections. This bill goes to the country as the 
highest exemplification of our capacity, sitting asa board of alder- 
men, for to-day we are charged with the duties of a city council. 
This bill goes to the country—explained by the subcommittee 
charged with its preparation, and defended by the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations—as the best offering of the 
most inefficient city council that cursesan American municipality. 
Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
the CHATRMAN, TheChair will state that the reading of the 
bill is concluded. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I now ask to 
urn to page 22, as was agreed when we were on that page, to 
‘er the following amendment, which I will send to the desk and 
ask to have read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 22, after line 15, insert: 


‘For therepair oftthe Anacostia Bridge under direction of the Commission- 


ers of the District of Columbia, $100,000, and the said Commissioners are au- 
thorized to enter into a contract or contracts for therepair of said bridge, to 
be completed within twoyearsfrom July 1, 1904, ata cost not to exceed $250,000, 


e paid from time to time as appropriations therefor may be made by law: 
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The | 


‘ity government most injurious to the public is the spoils sys- | 
It is a fact that with a large and frequently transient pop- | 
lation itis very difficult to obtain in cities the very best results | 








Provided, however, That before any part of this sum shal 
costia and Potomac River Railroad Company shal! pay to the 
of the District of Columbia the entire cost of the pavement 

exterior rails of the tracks and for a distance of 2 feet from’ 























rails of said tracks on each side thereof and the enti . 
ing said pavement, and said collector shall dsposit one-h the 
United States Treasury to the credit of the District of Columbia and one-half 
to the credit of the United States, nor shall said appropriation be a ible 
until said railroad company shall agree to assums one-half the cost of main- 
tenance and repair of said new bridge to be collected in the seme man as 
the cost of laying pavements between the rails and tracks of street railways 
as provided for in section 5 of ‘An act providing a psrmanent rm of 
ernment for the District of Columbia,’ approved June Il, 1878: P, l 
further, That this appropriation shall not be available until the Anacost 
Potomac River Railroad Company shall agree that any other railr 
pany now or hereafter authorized by ss to use said bridge shall } 
the right to use the tracks of the Anacostia and Potomac River R 
Company thereon upon such reciprocal trackage and such compens: 

may be mutually agreed upon, and in case of fi ‘oe to reach such an agre 
ment that the suprems court of the District umbia, shall upon petit 

} filed by either party, fix and determine the same.” 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the 
| point of order to the substitute offered on the ground that it is 


not authorized by existing law. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman, if he 
| desires to be heard. 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the chairman of the subcommitteein charge of the bill a que 
if he will permit me. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 





st1on, 


Certainly, Mr. Chairman. 


| Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The bill as originally presented to 
|} the committee and as read yesterday was apparently for the pur- 
pose, at least this section was, of constructing anew bridge. I 
| willask now if that is still the intention, to construet a new brid: 


and at the same place? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
yesterday was *‘to reconstruct ’’ 
| there now. The purpose 
| reconstruct’’ that bridge. 


The language of the provision 
the bridge. There is a bridge 
e 1 i i: . . to ée 
of the provision was stated to be to 


| Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
| anew bridge? 

| Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is a matter for the C 
| missioners to settle when they finally investi matter, 
| How much of the existing bridge can be used |] LOW 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I notice that the : 
changed the language now to ‘‘ repair’’ the brid 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Is that done simply to avoid 
point of order? 
| Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We think this w 
done, and we know that we can “‘ repair’’ a bridge. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Then the gentleman will sa 
| this is not to construct a new bridge? s 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. nth 
that it is just what it purports to be—to reconstru rid ha 
is now there. How much of the existing structure can be used 
| ‘* the gentleman ’’ does does not pretend to know. He 

does not believe that anybody knows. 17 
vestigation when they come to arrange for the 
struction. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, T still is 
point of order. I should hate to call this a subterfu 
| if the present amendment truthfully 
for, still there are other provisions of the 
i subject to the point of order. I desire to read a p 
| XXT, section 2: 
No ¢ 
be in 


Did that amount to constructing 


ym- 


ate the 





not know; 


~ & 






states 







tion shall be reported in any general aepprom bill, or 





Menament t re 





3 are already in progr: 


I do not believe that it will be contended, Mr. Chairman, that 
this is a work that is already in progress. Therefore I contend 
that even the fore part of this substitute comes squarely within 
| the operation of Rule XXI, to say nothing about the | 
| the new legislation incorporated in the substitute. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Lawrence). The Chai 





| rule. The Chair will cite a ruling made in th 1 tc) 
| Fifty-seventh Congress to the effect that ‘‘ the admissil y ni 
| amendment should be judged from the provisions of i , 


| rather than from the purposes which circumstances may 
gest.” This amendment states that the appropriation made 
| thereby is for the repairing of a bridge. The Chair will therefore 








| aa 2 ° . ; . . 

| rule that it is an appropriation for a work now in progress; that 

i itis an expenditure previously authorized by law. The amend- 

| ment provides that the appropriation shall be withheld unless 
c 


ertain conditions are complied with. 
tinct limitations upon this appropriation. The Ch 
rulethe pointof order. Thequestion is on the amen 
| by the gentleman from Minnesota. 
| The question having been put on agreein 


All the provisos are dis- 
air will over- 
iment offered 


r++] yy 
4 vOvLneC am 


ndment, 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota called for a division. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 76, noes 8. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. M°CLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the committe: now rise and report the bill as amended to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 


sumed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE, Chairman of the Committee of | 


the Whole, reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration House bill 
12833, the District of Columbia appropriation bill. and had di- 
rected him to report the same back with sundry amendments and 


passed. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the amendments? [A pause.] In the absence of any demand 
ments in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McCLeary of Minnesota, a moticn to recon- 


sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. | 


CONFERENCE REPORTS ON PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the several con- 
erence reports, which will be found in print on pages 2850 and 285 
f port h will be f 1in print ges 2850 and 2851 
of the Recorp. They are conference reports on private pension 

bills. 


The SPEAKER. That is a matter of the highest privilege. 


The House proceeded to consider, respectively, the reports of | 


committees of conference on bills of the following titles, the re- 
ports having been already published on pages 2850 and 2851 of 
the REcorD: 

H. R. 958. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. 
Rogers; 

H. R. 
Judy; 

H. R. 6022 
W. Travis; 

H. R. 468. 
Christy; 

H. R. 3903 
C. Sherman; 

H. R. 892. 
Hunt; and 

H. R. 5176. 
Dutch. 

The conference reports as read were respectively adopted, on 
motion of Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move to reconsider the several votes by which 


orr 


3776. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred I. 
. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 


these conference reports have been agreed to, and also move that | 


the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill, and 
pending that motion I ask unanimous consent that the order of 


business for to-morrow be postponed until Tuesday next, so that | 
when we have begun the consideration of this appropriation bill | 


we may continue it from day to day until it is concluded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHEr- 
MAN] asks unanimous consent that the order of business under 
the rules for to-morrow be transferred until Tuesday next. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I would like to understand 
whether the regular order for to-morrow will be the considera- 
tion of bills from the Committee on War Claims? 

The SPEAKER. No: bills from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Committee on War Claims has no objec- 
tion to this change in the order of business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The War Claims Committee does not object, 
and at any rate business from the Committee on Claims has 
preference to-morrow. I consulted the chairman of the Claims 
Committee before making this request, and he has assented to it. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I will not object. I simply 
wished to understand the matter. 

I understood that to-morrow was war-claims day. I now un- 
derstand that it has been displaced by claims. , 

Mr. SHERMAN. To-morrow is private-bill day, with a pref- 
erence for claims, not war claims. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. And I further understand 
that claims will be taken up on Tuesday. ‘ 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. You will lose no time. 
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| Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. And that no time will he 
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| 
Is there a separate vote demanded upon any | 
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lost. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, if this request is granted, will tho 
Private Calendar be in the same situation on Tuesday that it 
otherwise would occupy to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. 

Mr. GRAFF. With reference to all bills on the Private Cy). 
endar? 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I should like to ma! 


| th f j | some agreement with reference to general debate, if possible. 
with the recommendation that the bill with the amendments be | 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would inquire of the gentlem, 
if points of order have been reserved on the bill? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes; they were reserved long ago. [as] 


‘ ; | unanimous consent that general debate on the bill be limited ;, 
for a separate vote the question will be taken upon the amend- | 


four hours. Is that agreeable? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
as we could consent to. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Iask unanimous consent that general deha 
be limited to five hours. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate be limited to five hours. 
there objection? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Two hours and a half on a side? 

The SPEAKER. Two hours and a half on a side. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould have included in the request that 
the minority time be controlled by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. STEPHENS] and the majority time by the chairman of the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


I think five hours will be as litt! 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HITT. LIaskthe gentleman from New York to yield to me 
for a moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do, with pleasure. 

Mr. HITT. I desire to call up a conference report that has just 
| come over from the Senate, on the diplomatic and consular ap- 
| propriation bill, and I ask that the conference report itself be 
omitted and that, instead of reading it, the statement be rea: 
| Mr. SHERMAN. Has it been printed in the REcorpD? 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to ask if the conferenc: 
| port has been printed in the REcoRD? 

The SPEAKER. Has the conference report been printed? 

Mr. HITT. It has not. It just came in. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then it must take its u 
course and be printed, under the rule. 
| TheSPEAKER. It will be printed in the Recorp, under the 

rule. 


The conference report and statement are as follows: 


| | The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 3 

1905, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom 

and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 43, and 44. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments « 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 19, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 82, 38, 3! 

37, 38, 39, 40, 41, and 42, and agree to the same.’ 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same wit 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said amend: 

_ on page 15 of the bill, between lines 16 and 17, insert asa paragraph t 
ollowlnug: 

**Lourenco Marquez, Africa.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its disagreement 
| to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same wit!) an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “four hundred 
and ninety-six thousand five hundred dollars;* and the Senate agree to | 
same, 
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ROBERT R. Hirt, 

Rost. ADAMS, Jr., 

Hueu A. DINSMORE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

EUGENE HALE, 

8S. M. Cuniom, 

H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Statement of the managers on the part of the House to accompan 
as report upon the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
wi). 

The managers on the part of the House of Representatives make the fol- 
lowing statement of the result of the conference with the managers on tlic 
part of the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon th: 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations for 
the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30), 1905: 

Theamount muereneites by the bill as it passed the House was $1,995,800.6" 
The increases added by the Senate amounted to $77,200, so that the bill as it 
passed thé Senate appropriated $2,073, 100.69. , 

The Senate receded from its amendments providing $30,000 for legation 
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buildings at Seoul, Korea; $2,000 for the cost of cablegrams, etc., for consular 
<, and $36,000 to provide for thirty clerks at the prinsipal consulates. 
House receded from its disagreement to the provision for $1,000 addi- 
‘ salary for the minister to Roumania, Servia, and Greece; $5,000 addi- 
¢ for the chargés d'affaires ad interim; for the secretaries of legation at 
ark and Portugal, at $1,800 each; for an increase of $1,000 to the consul 
irengo Marquez, Africa; to the creation of consulates at Chungking 
| Hangchow, China, at $3,000 each; toincreases of $500 each in the consul’s 
; > at Odessa, Russia; Budapest, Austria-Hungary; Ciudad Porfirio Diaz, 
Mi, ,.. and Rouen, France; to the provision fixing a salary of $1,500 instead 
‘ about the same amount) at the consulates at Moncton, New Bruns- 
Port au Prince, Haiti, and Turks Isl. nd, West India. 
rhe elerk-hire allowance at_ Monterey, Mexico, was increased $600. The 
t f the consular posts at Lourenco Marquez, Tientsin, Chefoo, Fuchau, 
fankow were made “ consuls,” instead of ** consuls-general,” as provided 
e Senate amendments. 
net decrease in conference from the bill as it passed the Senate is 
53.000, making the amount of the bill as now reported $2,020,100.69. 
Y R. R. Hirt, 
R. ADAMS, Jr., 
Managers on the part of the House. 


DIPLOMATIC, 1905, 
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round numbers, 270,000, of which the New York Indians and the 
Indians of the Territory number some 70,000 or 80,000: so that 
there are, in round figures, 200,000 Indians in the United States 
exclusive of Alaska. During the past year there was enrolled in 
the various Indian schools, reservation and nonreservation—I am 
using entirely round figures—25,000 Indian children of both sexes, 
and an average attendance of some two or three thousand less 
than the enrollment in Government schools. The progress made 
in the schools, as appears by the report of the superintendent of 
schools, and of the head of the educational division of the depart- 
ment, and of the Commissioner, is gratifying. 

I think I hardly need to elaborate before this Committee of the 
Whole the different kinds of schools and what is attempted to be 
accomplished thereby. I think it is pretty well known here. I 
think that is all I need to say in reference to schools. 

I desire to call the attention of the committee tothe report, 
which is No. 1022, in which this year, for the first time, we have 
set out in full the various treaty stipulations wader which all the 
treaty provisions are made in the bill. I think the members of 





| the committee and of the House will find that, not only in con- 


sidering the bill at the present time but in future years, a ready 
pamphlet of reference. 

There are a number of provisions in the bill, Mr. Chairman, 
which you will readily see are entirely out of order, obnoxious to 
the rule, and I shall not contend if any gentleman sees fit tomake 
the point of order against them after hearing the explanations as 


| we reach those provisions of the need and the requirement for 


a ruts’ Cl SED Web hns Sah bk 6 6 sl ae Sec ccs Jusesd dscdcwwedebobnadee $1, 995, 800. 69 
Tncrense Dy SeTtate «acess noccse wcewes uwcnes cencccnses nosomisaceseces 77,300.00 
AVE I ih tata ase ds Saecitechncd dedsan aes 2,073, 100. 69 
Decrease in conference, namely: _ 
Legation buildings at Seoul, Korea. .....................-..... 80, 600. 00 
Cost of cablegrams, etc., consular reports .............-....-. 2,000.00 
Consuls-general (transferred to consuls schedule) --.......... 16,000.00 
Clerks (30) at principal consulates..............-...-..-......- 36, 000. 00 
Toth] GOCIONES wa dsce sdccda cs ddnie occden coccensestecansewetonses 84, 000. 00 
Increase in conference, namely: 
Consuls restored (made consuls-general by Senate).......... 16, 000.09 
Clon GR CR itis Serkan einai dnnisanccesscsseniiencane 15, 000. 00 


"Tote E TIO va 66sec cdsenicedced neces: ecccstdeensnsunesqandenn 


Teak Cece st Ce ao dete dimes cccncnctbcadectaceichaneasen 53,000. 00 





Amount as agreed to in conference ..................--.....-.---- 2.020, 100. 69 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion. 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the House resolved itself into the 


31,000. 00 | 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the | 


consideration of the bill (H. R. 12684) making appropriations for 


the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department | 


and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. BouTE.t in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the first reading of the bill. 


them. If any gentleman raises a point of order at the time, they 
must go out. 

There is no provision in the bill of a legislative nature that has 
not had the approval of the Committee on Indian Affairs as well 
as the approval of the Department. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs has given to the bill this year exhaustive consideration 
and examination. We have consumed all the time in at least a 
dozen or fifteen meetings in going over with great care each par- 
ticular item of the bill; and they have been wonderfully unani- 
mous in the conclusion reached in reference to all these items, 
whether they carry appropriations or are purely legislative pro- 
visions. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that is all J care to say at the present 
time. When we reach the reading of the bill it will give me, or 
give other members of the committee better versed in reference 


| to certain provisions of it, pleasure to answer any inquiry that is 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- | 


mous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is 


there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy but a very 
brief portion of the time of the committee in stating the amounts 
appropriated by this bill and for what purposes and referring 
very briefly to the legislative matters contained in the bill. 


In total there was estimated this year in the original estimates | 


nearly a million dollars less than was carried in last year’s appro- 
priation bill. The bill as now presented to the House carries 
some $200,000 more than the amount found in the Book of Esti- 
mates; but save one or two items there is no appropriation in the 
bill that is not recommended by the Department or by the Bureau, 
either in the Book of Estimates or in some subsequent communi- 
cation. 

The total carried by the bill is $7.610,000. The total carried by 
the Book of Estimates was $7,400,000 and some odd. The amount 
appropriated last year was $8,500,000. 

The general policy of the Government in reference to the In- 
dians has not materially changed in the last three or four years. 
It has been extended, particularly in reference to doing away with 
rations and using the treaty moneys, especially for the Sioux, 
that it is provided we shall expend for them, in paying the Indians 
for their labor. In other words, they have enforced labor rather 
than feed them in idleness. That policy began some years ago, 
and pursued year by year has brought about a very much better 
condition of civilization and morality among the Indian tribes 
than had heretofore existed. 


extracts from reports of various agencies upon this general sub- 
ject of employing Indian labor, which I will not detain this com- 
mittee to read, but will insert in the Recorp. To my mind it is 
entertaining, and it is exceedingly gratifying to those who are 
interested in the uplifting and civilization of the Indian tribes. 

The appropriation for schools is somewhat larger than it was 
last year, and somewhat larger than originally estimated for in 
the Book of Estimates. 

I think it is known that the entire Indian population now is, in 


made by any gentleman on the floor, giving them the fullest pos- 
sible information that is to be obtained with reference to the items. 


APPENDIX. 
LABOR IN LIEU OF RATIONS, 

Prior to 1902 rations were issued to all the Indians of a tribe without regard 
to their worldly condition, the well off as well as the poor. In that year, after 
consultation with the President, the order was given to drop all of the self- 
supporting from the ration roll. 

After further consideration of the subject it was decided not to issue rations 
to any of the able-bodied at all, but to give them a chance to earn their own 
living; and an order to that effect was also given 

The steps that led up to that are described in the following pages 

PRECEPT AND PRACTICE. 


Cutting off rations.—In previous reports some space was given to the dis- 


cussion ot the Indian's progress and the difficulties to be overcome on his 





| way to civilization. It was pointed out that among the obstacles to his s« 


support the first and perhaps the principal one was the then prevailing ration 


| system, which was justly condemned as encouraging idleness with its attend- 


ant vices and as foreign in its results to the very purpose for which it was 
designed. At the same time, while an evil, it was admitted to be a necessary 
evil, to be endured only while the Indian was learning the art of se ipport, 
or at least put in a way where, by the exercise of ordinary industry, he 
could support himself. ‘The continuance, however, of the practice of the in- 
discriminate issue of rations to all alike, without regard to their worldly 
condition. was earnestly opposed, and it was laid down as a torrect rule of 
action that only the old and helpless should be supported, while the able- 
bodied, if not already self-supporting, should be given the opportunity to 
work and should then be required to take care of themselves. 

Faith without works is dead. Realizing this, the Office set to work toshow 
by its acts the sincerity of its belief. 

And here it is proper to say that this change in the manner of dealing with 





the Indians wasnota hasty conception on the partof the Office. Indeed, it was 
not newatall. It has been the hopeand desire of enlightened men for mar 
years. But inasmuch as it has been the subject of some harsh criticism and 


severe condemnation, and as the Indian Office has been freely charged with 
ignorance and blunders, it is simply fair that the motives which governed it 
and the principles which actuated it should be known and understood in 
order that the public may form an intelligent judgment on the matters ir 








_ | volved. F ‘pose itis necessary to go over some familiar groun an 
[ have prepared here a statement, somewhat voluminous, taken | volved. For this purposo it is necessary to go over some familiar § land 


from the reports of Commissioners of former years and taking | 


give ita somewhat extended notice. 
The present movement began some two years ago, and arose out of a com- 
munication from chiefs and headmen of the Sioux Indians of the Rosebud 





Agency. About October, 1900, they addressed a letter to the President rep- 
resenting that they were the headmen of the Sioux Indians of Rosebud Agency 
and represented the tribe; that under the * Black Hills treaty” of 15/6 they 
were to be given certain rations; that these rations had been cut down from 
time to time until they were getting much less than the amount stated in 
that agreement; that they were hungry most of the time, especially the old 





and crippled, and that before the winter was over they wi 
much; that in former years they could make some money by 
as their annuity goods had been taken away, a large part of r freighting 
had failen off; that in years past they got the hides from the cattle killed 
for issue, which were a great help in procuring things to eat; that they would 
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obtain more benefit from the hides if issued to them direct than if they were 
sold and the money — to them once a year; that they needed the hides to 
make moccasins and covering for their beds, etc.; that as they got little 
freighting and no beef hides, and were unable to raise much on their land, 
they had to depend on the rations issued by the Great Father; that while they 
wanted to obey his orders, yet they could not sit down and see their people 
starve; that they had talked many times with their agent, who was power- 
less to doanything without theauthority of hissuperiors, and thatthey would 
like to have some assurance that something would be done for their relief. 
They therefore asked the President to answer them through their agent and 
tell them if he could help their ple. 2 

Recognizing that the tone of that letter was probabl tomatic of the 
feeling then pervading the Sioux people generally, and that the conditions 
at Rosebud were similar to those existing at the other Sioux agencies, and, 
further, that the action taken with regard to the Sioux would have an im- 
portant bearing upon other tribes similarly situated, the office, with a view 
of contributing to the better understanding of the matters referred to, sub- 
mitted to the Department, along with the Indians’ letter to go to the Presi- 
dent, a communication treating of the Sioux Nation asa whole. That com- 
muuication, after reciting the substance of the Indians’ letter, took up the 
consideratjon of the Black Hills treaty, the true intent and meaning of which 
has be@n the subject of so much contention, and quoted the articles of that 
agreement relating to the matters under discussion, as follows: 

“Arp. 4. The Government of the United States and the said Indians, being 
mutually desirous that the latter shall be located in a country where they 
may eventually become self-supporting and acquire the arts of civilized life, 
it is therefore agreed that the said Indians select a delegation of five or 
more chiefs and principal men from each band, who shall, without delay, visit 
the Indian Territory, under the guidance and protection of suitable persons, to 
be appointed for that purpose by the Department of the Interior, with a view 
ta aelocting therein a permanent home for the said Indians. 

“Tf such delegation shall make a selection which shall be aoe to 
themselves, the people whom they represent, and to the United States, then 
the said Indians agree that they will remove to thecountry so selected within 
one year from this date, 

“And the said Indians do further agree that In all things to submit them- 
selves tosuch beneficent plans as the Government may provide for them in 
the selection of a country suitable for a permanent home, where they may 
live like white men. 

“Art. 5. In consideration of the foregoing cession of territory and rights, 
and upon full compliance with each and every obligation assumed by the 
said Indians, the United States does agree to provide all necessary aid to as- 
sist the said Indians in the work of civilization; to furnish them schools and 
instruction in mechanical and agricultural arts, as provided for by the 
treaty of 1868. 

“Also to provide the said Indians with subsistence consisting of a ration 
for each individual of a pound and a half of beef (or in lieu thereof, one-half 

sound of bacon), one-half pound of flour, and one-half pound of corn; and 

ir every one hundred rations 4 pounds of coffee, 8 pounds of sugar, and 3 

sunds of beans, or in lieu of said articles the equivalent thereof, in the 
iscretion of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

‘Such rations, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be continued 
until the Indians are able to support themselves. 

“* Rations shall, in all cases, be issued to the head of each separate family: 
and whenever schools shall have been provided by the Government for said 
Indians, no rations shall be issued for children between the ages of 6 and 14 
years (the sick and infirm excepted) unless such children shall regularly 
attend school. E . 

** Whenever the said Indians shall be located upon lands which are suitable 
for cultivation, rations shall be issued only to the persons and families of 
those persons who labor (the aged, sick, and infirm excepted); and as an in- 
centive to industrious habits the Commissioner of Indian Affairs may provide 
that such mens be furnished in payment for their labor such other neces- 
sary articles as are requisite for civilized life. RS 

“The Government will aid said Indians as far as possible in finding a mar- 
ket for their surplus productions and in finding employment, and will pur- 
chase such surplus, as faras may be required for supplying food to those In- 
dians, parties to this agreement, who are unahie to sustain themselves; and 
will alsoemploy Indians, so far as practicable, in the performance of Govern- 
ment work upon their reservations,” : ; 

It was then shown that the rations provided for the Sioux at the time were 
sufficient, unless the Indians were improvident, toprevent want. Theletter 
then went on to say that the Sioux rations, as well as the rations for all other 
tribes, had been gradually reduced; that this was in accordance with the 
policy of this office and the spirit of the Sioux agreement of 1877, and that 
the true intent and —e- that agreement was forcibly expressed by a 
former Commissioner of jan Affairs nearly ten years before. In writing 
to the Secretary of the Interior at that timein relation to the subsistence 
supplies issued to the Sioux, Commissioner Morgan quoted articles 4 and Sof 
the agreement as they have already been given here, and then said: 

“This agreement is still in force, and questions now raised are ques- 
tions as to how far the Government has kept its obli Ss. 

“It is worthy of special note that the end aimed at in the agreement was 
the civilization of the Indians, They were tosettle down permanently; their 
children were to be educated; they were to live like white men, and the ra- 
tions issued to them, or so much as —_— be necessary, were to be continued 
until ‘the Indians areable to support themselves.’ It isclearly evident that 
the Government never intended that the Indians should look to it for contin- 
uous ee that no promises of this kind were ever made,aid that the In- 
dians the: ves did not expect it, and apparently did not desire it. The 
object of the rations was not that the Indians might be fed by the Govern- 
ment, but simply that they might be assisted and ——_ want during the 
period of their probation while they were learning art of self-support. 

“No one will question the wisdom of this policy. No intelligent man will 
doubt that the welfare of the Indian demands that just as soon as possible he 
shall be rendered self-supporting, and that any help in the way of food or 
other supplies furnished him by the Government in excess of his absolute 
needs so a3 to remove from him the spur and stimulus to labor is not a kind- 
ness, but an injury. ee 

“The only serious question which can be raised in this connection is, how 
long a time are these rations to be continued and under what circumstances 
the Govermment reduce or discontinue them. : 

“It should be noted that the agreement expressly stipulates that— 

‘“** Whenever the said Indians shall be located upon lands which are suit- 
able for cultivation, rations shall be issued only to the persons and families 
of those persons who labor (the aged, sick, and infirm excepted); and as an 
incentive to industrious habits the Commissioner of Indian Affairs may pro- 
vide that such persons bo ——_ in — for their labor such other 
necessary articles as are requisite for civilized life.’ 

“It certainly will be omapena as a truism that the Government had a 

ht to demand of the Indians that they put forth for self-support whatever 

orts might reasonably be demanded of them, considering their nature and 
surroundin It will also be admitted that, considering the end in view, it 
would be a humane act on the part of the Government to decrease the ra- 
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tions, even though such decrease should being Comporgcy hardship, provided 
such hardship should serve as a stimulus to labor and self-help. course 
no one would urge that the Indians should be starved. In fact, all that ca, 
be demanded, either in fulfillment of testy obligation or as an act of justia 
or humanity, is this, that the Indians shall put forth all proper exertion ;, 
the way of gaining a livelihood by their own labor, as other men are for-- 
to do, and that in connection with such effort on their part food supp|ics 
shall bo issued a s such —— : a emnoennas te amounts nam. 
in the agreement) and for such le oO oas a sincere regard for tha 
highest welfare of the Indians shall dictate.” a © 

‘The remainder of the letter was devoted to showing that the Sioux Indians 
aside from rations, had received annually during the thirty years preyions ; 
suit of clothing or material to make it; that they had also received a jar... 
number of beneficial articles, such as Soren implements, fence wir 
building material, etc., for which $5,480,200 had been appropriated durin. 
the thirty years the treaty was alive; that they received the proceeds of ;),. 
sale of hides derived from beef cattle; that they = more benefit from them 
this way than the other; that they were receiving 5 per cent annunl!y on 
$3,000,000 in the Treasury, one-half in education and one-half in cash: } 
they had received since 1590, 20,000 cows and 900 bulls; that at the time o! 
writing they essed over 88,000 head of cattle; that they were able to 
that year probably 5.850 head to the Government to be issued back. In ; 
ing it a interesting to observe that within the last thirty-three years 
there has been appropriated for the benefit of the Sioux nearly $60,000,000 for 
the perposes named. 

This was forwarded to the President by the Secretary of the Inter! 
in a letter dated November 26, 1900, which is referred to and partially quo: 
in bis last annual report, the conclusion of which was that the time had coms 
for Indians either to support themselves or at least to furnish a part of thoiy 
own support; and this conclusion was heartily approved by the Presiden: 

It then being winter, it was not considered judicious to make any imc 
diate change in the prevailing policy, and so the issue of rations was contin- 
ued as usual the remainder of that fiscal year. Before the next fiscal j 
opened, however, steps were taken to carry out the views expressed 1 
June 20, 1901, a letter was addressed to the Sioux agents, which, as it is {) 
first enunciation of the future policy to be pursued, is given in full: 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
“OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
“Washington, June 20, | 

“Sir: As the next fiscal year is approaching, when new arrangement 
go into effect for the support and civilization of your Indians, it is a prope: 
time to address you on the subject of the issuance of rations to the Indiar 
on the Sioux reservations. 

“As you are doubtless aware, this subject has had the earnest attentior 
those who are actively engaged in the Indian Service as well as those \ 
though not connected with it in an official capacity, sympathize in the work, 
and the almost universal opinion is that the indiscriminate issue of rations i, 
a hindrance rather than a help to the Indians. 

“The fact is recognized that a majority of your Indians, perhaps a largo 
majority, are unable to support themselves, even if they would, except only 

vartially, and therefore must be subsisted wholly or in part as contemplated 

y the agreement of 1877. On the other hand, it is a well-known fact that a 
large number of persons classed as Indians have profited by the assistan: 
they have received from the Governmentand are now not only beyond want 
but, in many instances, are prosperous and often affluent. How many 
these there are is not known to this office, butitiscertain that, having reached 
the stage of self-support, they are no longer entitled to the ration prescribed 
by the agreement referred to. 

“In order that there may be no misunderstanding as to the meaning of 
this, the earnest attention of your Indians is invited to a correspondence that 
took place last fall. In October, 1900, the office received a letter signed by 
Sioux Indians of the Rosebud Agency, addressed to the President, relative 
their condition, their pr ts, and their needs. They referred to the Black 
Hills agreement of 1877, the reduction that had been made in the ration pr: 
scribed thereby, the loss of income by reduced freighting, their inability to 
raise much upon their land, and asked the President to answer them throu 
their agent and tell them if he could help their ae 

“This letter was forwarded to the honorable Secretary of the Interior 
witha brief report asto the number of the Sioux, the benefits and nmaniny 
of the so-called Black Hills treaty, the rations provided for the cum 
year, the disposition of hides, the income from their trust fund, the num! 
of cattle they were able to sell the Government to be issued back again, « 
other particulars wena te their welfare. 

“The Secretary of the Interior transmitted the Indians’ letter to the P 
dent on the 26th of November last, together with the report of this | 
and after referring briefly to the several items of that report, referring to 
the Rosebud Indians in particular, became more oa and said: 

“ ‘Article 5 of the treaty of 1876, known as the Black Hills treaty with tho 
Great Sioux Nation (of which the Rosebud Indians are a part), which 
ratified by the act of Congress roved February 23, 1877 (19 Stat., 254), pr 
vides for assistance for the said Indians in the work of civilization; to furni 
them schools and instruction in m and agricultural pursuits; als 
certain prescribed ration, which ration, “orso much thereof as may be ne °s- 
sary, shall be continued until the Indians are able to support themselves.” 

‘““*From the representations made by the writers of the communication 
referred to it does not seem that they or the other Indians of the Rosebuil 
Agency are any nearer the goal of self-support than they were twenty -! 

ears ago, when the treaty was made. rdiless of the provisions im t! 
oni looking to the reduction in the ration as they become able partly, i! 
not wholiy, to sustain themselves, which the 1 and 
notwithstanding the factsstated by the Com ioner that individual Indians 

band own nearly 20,000 hi of cattle, and that more than 1,500 heal 
were purchased from them last year, at a cost to the Government of m 
than $50,000, which cattle were afterwards issued to and eaten up by the ban, 
they still claim full benefits under the treaty named.’ : 

“Heconcluded his letter by saying—and this is commended to the serious 
consideration of your Indians: 

_‘*From the facts stated it does seem that the time has come when 1! 
dividual Indians who are so well —— to at least furnish a part of th 
own support assome of these Indians seem to be should be required to t 
upon themselves a portion of the burden of their own care. The Gover 
ment has pian ass well fulfilled its obligations to them, and as t!'° 
er of 1876 is mutual in its provisions, Irespectfully recommend that su 
indi as are known to be able to do so be required to furnish their ow 
support, or at least to contribute toward it, so that the Government may | 
relieved of their care, and the am of the treaty of 1876, in that respect, ca'- 
ried into effect by them as well as by the Government, and that answer ‘0 
this effect be communicated to them thro their agent, as requested.’ 

“It is understood that this matter received the earnest attention of tho 
= - that he gave the Secretary's letter just quoted his unqu. 

ed approval. 


en. the face of this the indiscriminate issue of rations to all alike must 
ip. 


appear to be able to do. a 
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y and erase therefrom all those who are be! rng | self-supporting. Your 
ity will be to regulate the ration issued to the necessities of the re- 
ts. As now practiced, it is understood that rations are issued to all 
that is, they are distributed equally among the Indians of your reser- 
» without regard to their worldly possessions. This should not be con- 
ilonger. Many families are, perhaps, partially self-supporting, but in 
nt degrees. In such cases therations should be issued according to the 
- needs. 
in determining who shall receive rations one important consideration 
+ not be overlooked. Rations must not be issued to those who have no 
tion toattempt to support themselves. The law and regulations to 
ect are old, but in many cases seem to have been honored more in the 
) than in the observance. Nevertheless, they are good, and should be 
.d so far as conditions will allow. 
 Oftice is unable to lay down any particular rule for the guidance of 
s in arriving at correct conclusions in these matters. Indeed, an arbi- 
‘ rule would not work satisfactorily. In some cases it will not be a diffi- 
c task to determine who is self-supporting, in others it undoubtedly will. 
\oither will it be easy at all times to determine just to what extent a family 
.n individual should be assisted. In all cases it will be a matter of judg- 
t in which that of the agent will or should largely predominate. 
he duty herein prescribed is an onerous one, and affecting as it does so 
a y the present and future welfare of those under your charge, you will 
recognize the propriety of bringing to its discharge the most impartial, con- 






therefore becomes your first duty to go over the ration rolls of your 


1iouscare. 
acking. 
“It is possible that some of those who are able to support themselves may 
voluntarily withdraw from the ration roll, and thus contribute to the cause 
hy theirexample. To the knowledge of this Office there have been instances 
of this, and doubtless if the object to be obtained were properly presented 
there would be others. ? : 

“It is admitted that perhaps progress will be slow, but the time to begin 
it is here, and the object of this letter is to bring the Indians to a realizing 
sense of the attitude of the Government. 

At the proper time it is ne sed to send you, as was done last year, a 
statement of the quantities of subsistence purchased for your Indians for the 
next fiscal year. They are believed to be ample for the needs of all who 
should receive rations if the spirit of this letter is observed. 

“There is another class of Indians to whom the issue of rations would seem 
to be unealled for. I refer to those drawing a salary from the Government. 
The number of these is large, many of them holding desirable positions, with 
very liberal salaries. A hasty examination of the salary list of the Sioux 
agencies shows that over 150 of the agency employees alone are Indians re- 
ceiving salaries from $840 — annum down to $120, very few, however, of the 
latter. The majority of these earn as much as, if not more, year in and year 
out, than the average laborer of the country. There is no question in the 
mind of this Office that the issue of rations to these should en 

“There are also a large number employed in the schools with salaries from 
$300 down, besides quarters and other conveniences. The impression pre- 
vails here that many of these, if not all, draw rations. If so, the Office can 
ece no reason for the continuance of the practice. 

“ These two classes, therefore, should be eliminated from the ration roll. 

“The Indian police are excepted from this ruling, as their salaries are very 
small and their duties are peculiar. There may be other exceptions to the 
rule. If so, the Office will consider them on their merits. 

“Itis the desire of this Office to have this new departure go into effect as 
soon after the beginning of the new fiscal year as possible. 

“This letter has been addressed to the agents in charge of the Sioux of dif- 
ferent tribes, except Santee.” 

Later on, in September, 1901, a similar letter was sent to all other ration 
agencies on the ground that what was good for the Sioux was good for all, so 
that by the fall of 1901 all of the ration agencies were on the same basis with 
respect to the self-supporting. 

While this was a step in the right direction, it did not remove the great 
evil to be overcome, which was the supportof Indiansinidleness. The extent 
and demoralizing effects of this evil were generally recognized and univer- 
sally condemned, except, perhaps, by a mistaken philanthropy, which, ignor- 
ing the natural law that man must earn his living by the sweat of his brow, | 
would exempt the Indian from labor and carry him upward on flowery beds 
ofease. Much had been said about this evil, and sporadic attempts had been 
made to check it, but with little avail. For years the Indians had been fed 
and clothed and allowed to spend their time in the devil’s workshop. 

It was felt that it was time forachange. Heretoforethe dealing had been 
with the tribe; it would now be with the individual. He would no longer be 
looked upon simply as one of a dependent community to_be dealt with asa 
whole, but would e considered independently and treated as one capable of 
developing those qualities which would lift him above the level of a pauper 
and fit him to become a useful member of society. His manhood would be 
appealed to. Anattempt would be made to teach him self-reliance and self- 
respect. He would be induced to acquire habits of industry and to forsake 
the ways of idleness. Necessity, and necessity alone, would do this. He 
must want before he would work; he must come to the bitter realization that 
idleness and hunger go hand in hand, and understand that he must put his 
hand to the plow if he would live. His rations would therefore be stopped 
and he would be offered work instead, work that he could do; not aimless 
work, but work with an object; not made to dig a_ hole one day and fill it up 
the next simply for the sakeof doing so, that would deprive labor of the vay 
essence of its work—a definite purpose. Hewould be put at something whic 
would give him not onlya present living, but which he could see would bring 

m benefit inthefuture. He would be paid fairly and promptly for his work, 
nd then left to provide for himself. 

Accordingly in the early part of January of the present year agents were 
vised that rations would no longer be issued to the able-bodied, but that 
he money thus saved would be used to pay them in cash for labor in build- 
ng roads, dams, or reservoirs for storage of water, or any other work that 
uld give them profitable occupation for the present and lead to their self- 
yportinthe future. Men were to be paid $1.25 a day of eighthours,and men 
vith teams $2.50. Notonly were the agents to employ the Indians to the full- 
t extent themselves, but they were to use all of their influence in finding 
mployment for them in the surrounding country, and it was suggested to 
‘in that they should devote the greater part of their time to the civiliza- 
on of their Indians, leaving the minor details of administration to subor- 
ites, and that an Indian agency should be a bureau foremploymentof In- 
uans rather than a center for the gratuitous distribution of supplies. 

As this has been the subject of considerable animadversion and been stig- 
natized as a plan for the encouragement of contract labor, it is proper that 

mé particular notice should be taken of these strictures, and the false 
harges refuted. As to the assertion that the plan is to hire out adult male 
sndians as contract laborers, nothing can be further from the truth. In all 
he correspondence there is notevena hintofsuchathing. It wassimply sug- 
gested to agents that they should circulate the information in the surround- | 
ing country that laborers could be obtained at their agencies, if such were | 
the fact. If they could not give the Indians work themselves, they were to | 
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find it for them if they could. And that was their plain duty. If reference 
is made to the Black Hills treaty, already quoted, it will be seen that the 
Government obligates itself to aid the Sioux Indians in finding employment. 

The agents, therefore, in publishing the fact that there were Indians will- 
ing to work, were simply carrying out both the letter and spirit of that agree- 
ment. Inailof thisthere was not the slightest suggestionof hiring the Indian 
out undercontract. Thatimplies coercion. There was notathoughtof such 
a thing. He was to be given an opportunity to work; that wasall. If the 
Government did not have it, it was to find it for him. He could work or not, 
as he chose. He was as much a free agent with respect to this asanyone else, 
only if he were given the opportunity to work and refused he was not to 
expect to be supported by the Government. 

The new policy was received with much discontent in some quarters and 
passive, if not open, opposition inothers. There wereafew mutterings and a 

ood deal of talk about vested rights, some sympathetic expressions over the 

ard luck of poor Lo, and here and there a prophecy of an “uprising.’’ In- 
terested parties endeavored to create a sentiment against it, while self-con- 
stituted conservators of the Indian either cast aspersions upon its authors or 
damned it with faint praise. 

In spite of these and other adverse influences the office persevered with its 
policy and is now in a position to form an intelligent idea of itseffect. Every- 
where the results have been favorable even beyond expectation. Misgiving 
in some quarters has given place to confidence, and while, perhaps, the ex- 
perimental stage has not been passed, there is every reason to believe that 
the final success of the plan, if carried out judiciously, is assured. 

As a first result over 12,000 have been dropped from the ration roll, being 
wholly self-supporting. Asa second result a large number of Indians have 
been put to work, or work has been foundforthem. As to the effect of this 
let others speak. 

One agent writes: 

“The Indians areeager for work, even some of the older ones, classed by 
the physiciansas physically unable to work, insistingonhavingwork. * * * 
These Indians are working as faithfully and intelligently as con!d beex- 
pected of people who have never had occasion to work for their support, and 
there can no question as to the wisdom of the new policy andits good ef- 
fect on these people.” 

Another says: 

“The results so far are very gratifying. * * * As soonas the fact that 
work could be secured was known by the tribe, applications came faster than 
they could be employed. One man, over 50 years of age, when drawing his 
pay for a few days’ work, acknowledged it was the first money he ever earned, 
and seemed pleased that it was possible to secure money without waiting for 
annuity or lease payments. * * * There isno question but that the time 
was ripe for the adoption of the present policy.” 

Another: 

“TI think this new policy has had a very desirable and stimulating effect 
= these Indians to look for employment, while a great many of them are 
always ready to work when they can see that they are to be compensated for 
=e oe seem now to be more anxious for work than ever before.” 

nother: 

“We have succeeded beyond our most sanguine expectations. Over 300 
have been secured employment outside of the Government work. They are 
employed on the railroad, by ranchmen, in cutting wood, shearing sheep, 
and other minor occupations. They are paid by the railroad $1.50 per day; 
by ranchmen $30 per month and board; for chopping wood, $1 per cord; 
shearing sheep, 7 cents per head, and other labor in proportion. * * The 
result of all this is that the Indians have lived betterthanever before. * * * 
No one has suffered by the reduction of rations, but,on the other hand, there 
has been less discontentand complaintthan Ihaveever beforeknown. * 








« 7 
In conclusion, I beg to recommend that the present policy of handling the 
Indians at this agency be continued.” 

And still another: 

“T could have secured employment for practically all the able-bodied In- 
dians in this agency if they would have accepted it. * * * Someof these 
pretended friends of the Indians, instead of encouraging them to a pt this 
work, even at small wages, have been assiduously trying to discourage them 
from going. * * * Concerning those who did go to work of the reserva- 
tion, I would say that they gave perfect satisfaction to their ex ) 
have informed me that they would rather have them than whit« orers. 





* * * The generaleffect onthe Indians of 
has been a very good one. 
points.” 

An inspector says: 

‘A bove all else I believe the best lesson an able-bodied Indian can have i 
to convince him that he must work or starve. If he complains that there i 
no work to do, the Government should be prepared for him with labor o1 
roads, irrigating ditches, coal fields, lumber camps, etc. For such work ] 
him be paid a moderate sum incash. To pay in rations or to pay more than 
the Indian earns are both errors which experience has proven should not be 
repeated. But if the Indian says he is hungry, let him bs shown the ‘ Goy- 
ernment wood pile’ and be compelled to work his way through it.” 

A superintendent of thirty years’ experience writes: 

“Your letters * * * point toward the fact that the Indian Office expects 
in the near future to discontinue the gratuitous issue of rations. Any time 
during the last twenty years I would have hailed this step as a boon to these 


the work d I vation 
It has been very satisfactory from all stand- 
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Indians. * * * The policy of the Government in issuing so much to them 
gratuitously has dwarfed their energies, cultivated their dependence, and 
encouraged their extravagance. 

“After over thirty years of issuing gratuitous rations, after distributing 


‘5 
many carloads of farming implements, wire for fencing, and wagons and 
harness, after receiving two cash annuity payments, * * * these Indians 
to-day farm less than they have at any time for the last fifteen years, an 
less willing to doa day’s work for the money thanat any time for many yea 
There are very few who are not in debt. There is more drunkenness t 
at any time since knew them. The gratuitous issues, along with their 
annuities and the lease money derived from leasing their allotmen 
renting their houses built for them by the Government, made their resourc« 
so large that they were not compelled to work for a living, and as they wer 
; 7 y 
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not obliged to work they did not do so for recreation, ar 


1¢ y were idk 
they naturally fell into the habit of gambling and drir 






ay 

* * * Theartily indorse the policy proposed by the Ini ii rf ‘ 
them an es to earn their own living and in furnishing them plenty 
of work to do.” 

These extracts could be multiplied, but those given are sufficient to show 
the trend of sentiment of those having an experimental knowledge of the 
situation. 

But it may besaid that these arein theserviceand their report red 
from interested motives. Let us therefore see how it | lers. 





Here is a graphic article taken from the New York S 
“SIOUX HAVE LEARNED TO WORK. 
“ROSEBUD INDIAN AGENCY, S. DAK., June 28. 
“On July 1 the order of the Interior Department requirin ux to go 
to work becomes effective on this reservation. But the Sioux, he who forty 
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1 terror in the Northwest with tomahawk and rifle, has 
r In this fact is found the most important step toward 
history of the Sioux. Not only has the Department suc- 





the Sioux has been given up. 
‘With it will go the blanket, the feathers, the long hair. Thespectacle of 

he Indian in blouse and overalls plowing and harvesting side by side with 

be white in blouse and overalis—which might have seemed a dream a quar- 

r of a century ago—may be witnessed to-day by any visitor at the Rosebud 

ervation. 

‘When Commissioner Jones announced that the Indian must give up his 

8, f ust go out into the fields and toil, predictions of trouble 

ss, for the Sioux grunted disapproval. 

ke treaty,’ said the grizzled chieftains. ‘He make 

sat and clothe us, and now paleface won't doit. The 

h id it, and now paleface make us work.’ 

: ed tribes men were right and they resented this apparent bad 

a Sioux nation was the most powerful in the Northwest. It cost 
a ubdue itand the Government was glad to make a lib- 

reaty provided that the Indians should confine them- 

ti limits and in return should besupplied with food 

ocx for thirty years. 

76 gold was found in the Black Hills. 















There was _a white invasion. 






The es wanted the cession of the hills from the Indians. The Sioux 
wanted $7,000,000. The commissioners laughed at the demand, and the In- 
dians ] the council furious. Red Cloud interceded, and the Indians agreed 
to gi the hills if the Government would agree to keep them in food and 
clot * foran indefinite period after the thirty years stipulated in the 1868 
treaty until they should become self-supporting. 

‘*The 1808 treaty cost the Government many millions. When it expired, 
in 1898, the Interior Department was not disposed to prolong the paternal sys- 


and determined to put the redskins at work. 
s Sioux remembered the treaty and grumbled, and agents sent word 
ngton that the order could never be enforced. Then th® Sioux ran 
out of money. Provisions were running low under the curtailéd orders. 
Agricultural tools had been sent from the Department that the Indians might 
gotoworkonJulyl. It became noised about the reservation that all who 
would work would be paid at the rate of $1.25 a day. The Indians thought 
long over their pipes. 
“To labor,’ grumbled White Crow, ‘is demeaning.’ 

: “lo work,’ added Red Feather, ‘may also mean things to eat and stuff to 
drink.’ 

***Tet’s 
oncluded } 





0 a ask the white bossto give us workthen, and give us money,’ 
sig Moon. 

“The three Indians went to the agent with their request. The agent had 
told the Department that he didn’t think it of any usa, and the hoes and 
rakes and plows and picks and shovels would be likely to rustaway. Tobe 
asked voluntarily for work by the Indians, therefore, made the official 
speechless with astonishment. 

* Recovering, he offered to show them how. The three Indians trotted 
along behind him. He was puzzled how to initiate them, but he set upa 
grading plow and showed theredskins howitwas used. Thedirt soon began 
to fly, and the new road that had been surveyed solong that it had become a 
joke was being made. 

* Other Indians came to look on. They said nothing, but when at night 
Big Moon, Red Feather, and White Crow told them they had each made $1.25 
that day, they, too, went to the agency and wanted work. 

“The squaws were in a state of bewilderment. When theysaw the young 
Indians approaching with picks and shovels they imagined that their hard 
lot as tillers of the field, hewers of wood, and drawers of water was to be made 
harder by these cumbersome tools. When the Indians went on out into the 
fields and began working the squaws came out and looked on in astonish- 
ment. They glanced at one anotherand tapped their headssignificantly. It 
s00n became evident that the Sioux had been changed. He had entered a 
new era. Hereafter he will no longer be a ward; to all intents and purposes 
he will become a citizen. 

“But not all the young Indians are so progressive. There are many who 
want to escape work. They found that those in ill health would be excused, 

hey flocked to the agency physician, inventing and vividly acting the 
shing ailments. But the es has not been fooled, and few 
tained certificates of ill health. 

“The Indians are chiefly engaged in building roads and fences, bridges and 
reservoirs, while some are improving their allotted lands. While, in Indian 
minds, work is associated with the semislavery of the squaw, the redskin has 
also come to realize the value of the dollar. 6 same avarice that appealed 
to the Sioux attracted the Pine Ridge Indians. They heard of the Siouxand 
the big dollars and swooped down on the agency clamoring for work. They 
were told it was only for the Sioux, and they went away grumbling. The 
paradox of an Indian discontented because he can not work may yet make 
trouble for the Pine Ridge agent. 

**Congress appropriated $22,000 for an effort tomake the Rosebud Reserva- 
tion self-supporting, Success inthe venture is now foreseen, and the addi- 

ional $10,000 promised will beexpected. The Sioux will wake upsome morn- 
ing and find himself self-supporting. With thischange will disappear the last 
yous ge = barbaric raiment, and the Indian will have become as civilized as 
e may be.” 

Some of this may be imaginary; there are some inaccuracies, and doubt- 
less the characters are fictitious, but asa whole it presents a true picture of 
the situation and is suggestive of the change that is goingon. The ration 
system and the reservation system are doomed. Let them go. Take away 
the incentive to idleness and obliterate the boundary between ancient preju- 
dice and modern progress. Break down the barriers, open the way for civ- 
ilization, build the roads that it may march in and settle around the Indian 


c 






homes. When that is done the dream of the celebrated peace commission 
of 1868 will come true. Mechanicsand artisans will enter, trade will spring 
up, and the nucleus of a civilized community will be formed. 


While the prospect is hopeful, it will not do to be too sanguine and relax 
effort. A beginning only has been made. Much is yet to be done. It will 
os = by patient, laborious work that the end view can be accom- 

lished. 
- The foregoing was written late in 1902. Since then other reports have 
come in showing how the new policy is working. 

The agent at the Colorado River Agency, Ariz., wrote in June, 1903: 

“Discontinuance of rations.—My chief effort during the past twenty 
months, with reference to issuing rations, has been to eliminate from the ra- 
tion roll all, or nearly all, the strong, able-bodied men, and. to assist. them in 
obtaining work, and I am pleased to say that this system has worked well, 
although vigorously opposed were these same big, lusty, lazy fellows. Two 

ears ago 375 Indians were drawingrations. One yearago but 200 weredraw 
ng rations at this agency, while-at this time and for several months past the 
average has been but 8), and these, being old and infirm, and from other 
causes being unable to work, draw but small rations of flour, beef, and salt. 
ce results and progress made in this direction have been highly satisfac- 
rn 


1 making the fiercest Indian tribe self-dependent, but a sacred tradi- | 
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In October, 1903, the Crow agent, Montana, wrote: 

“July 1, 1902, we cut from the ration rolls 1,000 Indians, and at the becin 
ning of this fiscal year we intend to take one-half as many more from i)})« 
rolls. Our Indians are well informed as tothe intention of taking from then, 
the Government support as fast as possible, and they take to it kindly ang 
are putting forth their best.efforts to make a living.’ 

6 Fort Belknap agent, Montana, wrote, in September, 1903: 

“Rations.—Subsistence has been cut off to ths very lowest point. vy) 
at the ontset it entailed a good deal of grumbling and made many a ‘“ 
head,” and, for a short time, many an em > the people, with < 
mendable spirit, took up the new order of thingsand began to cast arow, 
for meansof subsistence. Some found it working on the irrigation syst; 
others on the outside of the reservation, and others in the cultivation of ; 
soil. However, during the winter aid will have to be given to quite a numbx; 
who are earning their own living at the present time.” 

The Fort Peck agent, Montana, said, in August, 1903: 

“New Indian policy.—The new Indian policy as inaugurated over a yoar 
ago has been very successful on this reservation. On May 1, 1901, over} 
the Indians were stricken from the ration roll and a number have be 
dropped since that time. No able-bodied Indian receives any support f: 
the agency so long as work can be obtained for him, either on or of the r 
vation. If? an able-bodied Indian comes to us asking for bread, we give hi: 
a shovel; if he won’t use the shovel, we give him the guardhouss, and \ 
have had very few cases where work was — and the Indian wou 
refuse to do it to support himself. A very large number of the Indians ¢ 
not bother the agency at all for work; they seek it from outside sources, ; 
work for themselves. Quite a number of them have engaged in contracti: 
in the surrounding country, —_ such work as plowing PE the acre, 
making ditches by the yard, etc. Of course,in the dead of winter little wo: 
can be obtained, either on or off the reservation, and at times it beco: 
necessary to feed some of the able-bodied. At least 95 per cent of the mone) 
earned by the Indians is spent for food. and clothing,” : 

In August, 1903, the Jicarilla agent (New Mexico) wrote this: 

““When I assumed charge of this agency every member of the tribe was 
allowed to participate in the rations distributed. gency employees (Ind 
who were receiving salaries of $60 per month wereallowed the same shar 
those unable to work. This practice was discontinued, and the nur 
allowed rations gradually decreased, until at present the ration roll carr; 
309 persons. 

“That the issuing of rations to the whole tribe is neither necessary ; 

rudent isevidenced by the fact that aconservative estimate of money ear: 

y the tribe will show $15,000 during the past year. This money was derive; 
from the following sources: Paid by the Government for work on resery 
ditches, and roads, $10,000; earned by labor on neighboring ranches, $°, 
proceeds of sales of baskets, beadwork, etc., $3,000. 

“If the present policy of paying for labor in lieu of issuing rations is cor 
tinued fora few years, I feel assured that theJicarilla Apachescan be placed 
in such a position that they will no longer be dependent on the bounty of t 
Government. The money ——o= as now, in the building of storage 
reservoirs, will enable the tribe to have an assured meansof support throuch 
the tilling of the soil.”” 

From Standing Rock Agency, N. Dak., Angust, 190% 

“Roads and roadmaking.—A bout $20,000 has been expended during the past 
year in the employment of Indians, in lieu of rations, in the construction of 
roads, reservoirs, and general improvements to the reservation. The ben 
ficial effects of this plan are very evident even to the casual observer. Tho 

tendency toward a feeling of greater self-reliance and independence among 
the Indians is very marked. It is my intention so far as practicable to afford 
means of self-support from this source to all able-bodied Indians of the 
agency. A large number of the older Indians will, of course, have to be more 
or less supported by ration issues, but this number is steadily Towing less, 
and the number of those capable by educationand opportunity of self-support 
is steadily increasing. Itis very gratifying to note the increasing number of 
voluntary applicants for this work.” 

From Cheyenne and Arapaho Agency, Okla., September, 1903: 

‘“*Condition.—It affords me no little pleasure to state that there is a}so- 
lutely no doubt but what these Indians: are, as a whole, in better condition 
than at any time sinco [have known them. Throughont the year they have 
shown a contented and comparatively happy state, and many who have 
heretofore been placed in the category of loafersare trying to do something 
for themselves and families. Seeing the benefits to be derived from such 
action on their part, there is no doubt but whata continuance may be ex- 
pected and gradually the desired results obtained. Asaconsequence of these 
improved habits, old customs and obnoxious tribal practices are rapidly 
passing away, and the Cheyenne and Arapaho Indian is becoming entire|y 
——- to take his place as a citizen and to hold his own against even ile 
most unscrupulous white neighbor.” 

The superintendent in charge of the Seger colony of Cheyenne and Ars- 
gabe, in — who has lived among them for thirty years, writes in 

a 5 

‘In regard to the industries carried on by the Indians in this agency I can 
not speak too highly of the plan of employing Indians to labor in lieu of 
issuing rations to them. It givesthe able-bodied an opportunity to work for 
their own maintenance under competent instruction, and in a way that the 
result of their labors will contribute-to the immediate improvement of t!o 
public a and Government property. It leads them to perform a (1i- 


versity of industries which gives them needed experience and opportunity 
to acquire skill in the work they are en: It can be seen that the 


wages: they receive, and which contribute to their immediate necessity, is 
not the only benefit derived by them. They like and appreciate the change 
from receiving rations gratuitously to Se ae working for them, 
and they say themselves that they are healthier since they began to work 
for their support. They now have to look ahead a little while, at least to 
rovide for their families. Under the ration system they only had to wait 
or ration day tocome around. It will be seen by this report that the In- 
diansof this agency asa whole have added to their support to no small extent 
by the crops rai on their farms.” 
From the Cheyenne River Agent (South Dakota), August, 1903: 
‘‘Rations.—The contraction of the ration policy and expansion of the labor 
policy is doing more for the civilization of these people in a practical wey 
than an _— with this object in view that has ever mn ina ted among 
them. It has brought them to the realization that their labor is worth some 
thing, and that only a few days’ labor will buy more supplies, of greater 
variety, than the rations heretofore furnished them by the Government. It 
is surprising and commendabie, indeed, to see the avidity with which they 
look for and take hold of the work, and reflects a passing remark made by « 


recent visitor at this agency, while watching a gang of Indians doing so11¢ 
grade work on a road, * Why, I don’t see but what do just as well as tle 
same number of white men would do at the same work.’ 


“While the present policy gives them an idea of the valne of their labaw it 
also teaches them the value of the money earned with their own labor, and 
can not help but imbue them with a feeling of independence and self-reliance, 
when they can go, after receiving their money thus earned, and spend it 
where and as they please. The contrast between this way of dealing with 
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ndian and thus 


a means of earning his own subsistence as 
nared with the ol 


‘ormer years, in taking his ration sack to the 


noutias 

way of 
ise on ration days, month after month and year after year, and there 
the rasiens allowed him, marks a new era in the history of the civili- 
f the Indian.” 
, Crow Creek Agency, 8. Dak., August, 1903: 

:tions.—-Rations are being issued only to those who are over 50 years of 


i those who are not able-bodied. Out of 1,006 Indians enrolled at this 


-y there are 540self-supporting; that is to say, they are supporting them- 
e-lves under the labor policy inaugurated by the Department fast year, and 
which isa step in the right direction for the future welfare of these people.” 


m Pine Ridge Agency, S. Dak., August, 1908: 

Inder the new working system and during the fiscal year 1993 about 
$55,000 was disbursed for labor performed by our able-bodied Indians in lieu 
‘ ssues of rations. The work was done in making and repairing roads, 

ng dams for reservoir sites, irrigation ditches, fences, corrals,ete. The 
k was done under the immediate supervision of Mr. Willsie, a competent 
engineer, and in a good substantial manner. Thirty-eight dams for reser- 
vo.r sites were constructed at different points on the reservation. In the 
construction of these dams some 150,000 cubic yards of earth were removed. 
Twenty-five good, substantial bridges were built on the various streams 
throughout the reservation. Corrals at agency and substations were re- 
paired, and 20 miles of wire fence was constructed tocompleteour north line 
fence and connect same with Rosebud north line fence. he greater part of 
- work laid out for this summer will be in constructing irrigation ditches. 
Water will be diverted from all streams, some small and some large, where 
there is water sufficient to irrigate with, even though it may in some cases 
be ona smallecale. The dams that are being put in on the streams to divert 
the water are built to last. We had our mechanics build a pile driver, and 


it is now being used in driving piles for all the dams. 


About 400 Indians are working, and as ample funds are available, work | 


| be furnished them the balance of the summer. 

thorized for purchase 4 ss beef, flour, hay, and other supplies for this 

ency for the fiscal year 1903, a saving of about $30,000 was made. 

“ The new system is meeting with a fair degree of success on this reserva- 

n. The younger element of Indians are taking kindly to work, and it is 
eable that they are taking better care of their money earned this year 


au 


e 


themselves and their families. 
three timesa day. Under the ration system, if they were economic, and 
day. 
From the Resebud agency, 8. Dak., August, 1903: 

“ With the exception of the winter months, the able-bodied Indians have 
been at work during the fiscal year building and repairing fences, making 
and repairing roads, building dams and reservoirs, and other work of a per- 
manent nature in the improvement of the reservation, all of which work the 


ePreotecre 


Government has provided, and for which it pays the Indian in cash $1.25 per | 
Some of the In- | 


day, or $2.50a day with team, in lieu of all issues of rations. 
dians find employment off the reserve, but by far the greater number accept 
the work and pay here provided for them, and have done quite well, not only 
in 
families. 

“ Ttcan not be expected that these Indians can yetsuccessfully compete with 
white labor, but in course of time they will be able to, and many of them 
must 
employment for them any great number of years to come, although I believe 
it would be well to continue the work along present lines for an indefinite 
tar 1e.”” 

From Yankton Agency, 8S. Dak., August, 1908: 

“There is no longer any doubt as to the wisdom of cutting off rations. 
About 20 per cent of the tribe is now borne on the ration roll. 
during the last year and a half are living as comfortably as before, and have 
the knowledge that they are existing by their own efforts.” 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Mr. Chairman, would the gentle- 
man think it an inopportune time for me to ask him about the 
policy which may be considered or outlined by the committee or 
embodied in this bill with reference to the abolition of or the con- 
tinnation of the Dawes Commission in the Indian Territory? 

Mr. SHERMAN, The bill in terms limits the life of the Dawes 
Commission to the end of the next fiscal year.. In other words, it 
provides specifically that the work of this Commission shall be 
completed and the Commission cease to exist on the ist of July, 
1905, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has the gentleman or the com- 
mittee any information that that work can be accomplished by the 
Commission in that time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has, if Congress does not impose upon that 
In my judgment the work of that 
Commission would have been completed before now, and it was 
prognosticated here two or three years ago that it would have been 
completed ere this. If Congress had not imposed additional 
duties and work on the Commission, the work would have been 
completed. But I believe, spurred on with this declaration that 
the Commission mnst cease to exist on July 1, 1905, that all the 
work that is now imposed upon the Commission can becompleted 
prior to that date. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I do not want to impose upon the 
gentleman’s judgment, but there is a bill that has been recently 
introduced here which seems to have the sanction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and is it not his judgment that that would 
indefinite life? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill that the gentleman refers to is a bill 
introduced by my colleague (Mr. Curtis], who for some years 
has been chairman of the subcommittee having in charge tho 
matters especially relating to the Indian Territory, and that gen- 
tleman [Mr. Curtis] advises me that this does not impose duties 
tpon the Dawes Commission which would necessitate the con- 
tinuance of their existence longer than the date I have mentioned. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has the gentleman in the appro- 








From amount of funds | 


man’s bill? 
Mr. SHERMAN. There is no question in my mind abont 
| 


n they did last. The larger part of their earnings are spent for provisions | 
Their earnings, however, enable them to | 


ng with rations given them, it would afford them not more than one meal | 


the amount of work performed, but also in subsisting themselves and | 


doso, for it may be that the Government will not continue to provide | 


Those cut off | 


impose great duties upon the Dawes Commission and lead to its | 
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priation here gone to the end that the policy of the Government 
shall be a discontinuation of that Commission? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That certainly is our declaration just as dis- 
tinct as it is possible to make it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And you think Congress will be 
able to accomplish that result with the language of the gentle- 


ac- 
complishing it with the language. The language is, ‘‘ And said 
Commission shall conclude its work and terminate on or before 
the ist day of July, 1905, and said Commission shall cease to exist 
on July 1, 1905.”’ 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If the gentleman will permit me, 
I consider that the Dawes Commission is in its operation a self- 
perpetuating body, and that in delay they have accomplished more 
evil than they have accomplished good, and is it that a desire to 
accomplish good to the country and Indian Territory has been 
submerged in the desire to serve themselves? Now, they started 
out in 1892 with the matter of the enrollment and have constantly 


*>7 
I 


taken 70,000 practically uncontested cases and minutely and elab- 
orately heard evidence and gotten up their written decisions where 
they should have considered the 10,000 contested cases, and in 
that way they added to their life tenure almost, and I hope the 
gentleman and his committee will see a termination of that con- 
dition, so that we may find that the people of the Indian Territory 
are not suffering any more in the deplorable conditions aggra- 
vated and accentuated by reason of the entangling system of the 
| Dawes Commission. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman has declared what his belief 

He has not asked me what mine is. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would like very much to have it. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I disagree with the gentleman in a large part 
of his sweeping criticism of the Dawes Commission. I think that 
Commission has done wonderful work. It has brought about the 
betterment of conditions down there to an extent that ten years 
ago noone would have believed was possible. Possibly they have 
taken more time than another commission would have taken. In 
my judgment, as I stated a moment or two ago, they would have 
completed their work long ere this had not Congress in its wisdom 
constantly added other duties; and I believe now that the termi- 
nation of this work is in sight, and I shall be surprised if we find 
it necessary next year to ask that this Commission be continued 
beyond July 1. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman tell us about 
how much of theannual appropriation is for the machinery of this 
Commission? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The appropriations, all told,are something 
under a million and a half dollars. My colleague tellsme $1,400.- 
000, all told, from the creation of the Commission down to the 
present time. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What would the gentleman say 
toward cutting down the appropriations, so that we would have 
only one commissioner instead of the entire body of the Com- 
mission? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That suggestion was quite fully discussed by 
the committee. We had two members of the Commission befo 
us, and it seemed at this stage of the work unwise to make this 
change. We have been crossing a river. We have reached al- 
most to the far bank, where we are taking hold of the grass or 
stubble and pulling our boat to the shore, and therefore it seemed 
unwarranted at this time to change our policy. If the Comm 
sion were cut from four to one, it would be necessary to emplo 
certain high-salaried clerks at least to perform the duties t 
other members of the Commission now perform, so that in mons 
there would not be a total saving. It would only bea ] 
saving atmost. I think it would be bad policy,in my judgm 
at present to change the Commission. 

Mr. PERKINS. Whatare the duties of this Commission? 
the gentleman state them briefly? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The duties are defined in the varions acts 
which have been passed. To cover it in one or two sentences, 
they were originally to enter into an agreement with the five 
tribes known as the “* Five Civilized Tribes.’ and then to carry 
out all the provisions—that is, the severa! acreements, making up 
the rolls of citizenship, allotting land, setting aside town sites, 
and all that sort of thing. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for five minutes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give to the gentleman from | 
utes. 


is. 


7 
: 
A 
ie 


Wil 


wes, ve mT 
Web LAS © Alli 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not feel willing to allow the 
attack on the Dawes Commission to go by unchallenged. ihe 
Dawes Commission has been a very useful organi 


to be finally 


So far as I am concerned, I do not think it ought 


discharged until the new State comes into the | n, by which 
some additional local government can be established over that 
‘region. The Dawes Commission has served as a controlling body 
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between the white people on the one hand and the Indians on the 
other. They have served the purpose of molding the heterogene- 
ous and complex conditions into a more simple form in that 
Territory. 

We found ourselves in the preparation of the Curtis law, for 
instance, confronted with Indian customs, Indian laws enacted 
by Indian legislatures, Indian treaties, complex situations be- 
tween the different tribes transferred from the different parts of 
the country in that Territory. The Dawes Commission having 
the confidence of the Indians and having been headed by a man | 
that they looked upon all their lives as their tried and true friend, | 
Senator Dawes, yielded their judgment to the views of that Com- 
mission. It has been aconciliatory organization and has enabled 
the Government to enforce and carry into operation the wise 
measures involved in the Curtis Act. ; 

It is hardly possible to listen with patience to the assault that 
has been made on these gentlemen. The Commission has wisely 
managed the affairs of the Territory. There is a Territory with- 
out any organized government at all, without any general system 
such as is known to the other Territories, and this Commission 
has taken the place of the Government, in some sense at least, 
and has enabled the Federal Government to bridge over the diffi- 
culties with which it found itself confronted. 

This Dawes Commission has done a good service. When the 
history of that Territory is written the names of these commis- 
sioners, and the eminent gentleman whose name is associated with 
the Commission, will receive the honor they deserve. If my 
friend from the Committee on Territories [Mr. Roprtnson] is able 
to aid in bringing ina bill that will transfer that Territory to a 
condition of statehood in the new State, provide legislative con- 
trol there to take the place of this arbitration control, or the board 
of conciliation, as you might call it, the Dawes Commission, he 
will do well, and if they will frame a bill putting the Indian Ter- 
ritory into a new State of Oklahoma, they will do well to recog- 
nize the good work that the Dawes Commission has performed in 
the last ten years in getting that country ready for statehood. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not care to speak further, but I did not 
want these criticisms to go by uncontradicted, without some pro- 
test on the part of the Committee on Indian Affairs, who cer- 
tainly know that the distinguished men have done a wise and 
useful work in the years that have passed. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FINLEY. I have heard it stated—I do not know with how 
much truth—with reference to the Dawes Commission, that the 
members of that Commission, or some of them, were interested 
in land speculations and corporations making investments in the 
Indian Territory. I would like to ask the gentleman if he has 
any knowledge of that? 

Mr. LACEY. That matter has been investigated by Mr. Bona- 
parte, and the report will be published probably soon giving de- 
tails. My understanding is that some of the Dawes Commission 
have owned stock in banks there. 

Mr. FINLEY. And land companies? 

Mr. LACEY. No; not in land companies, but in trust com- 
panies, investment companies, and banks. 

The wana The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. FINLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman if he thinks that 
it is prudent, and for the best interests of the Indian Territory, 
for the members of the Dawes Commission to be interested in in- 
vestment companies and trust companies? 

Mr. LACEY. I think it is wise fora man to shun even the ap- 
pearance of evil; but my understanding is that investigation has 

shown no wrongdoing on the part of any member of the Dawes 
Commission. My own judgment is that if the time of the life of 
the Dawes Commission expires under the bill before the Territory 
is admitted into the Union, that time ought to be extended by 
further legislation. I do not know whether the balance of the 
committee will agree with me, but I do believe that this Commis- 
sion ought not to go out until the State comes in, and the State 
ought to come in in time to take up the work where the Dawes 
Commission leaves it off. 

Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. THAYER. I know the gentleman from Iowa is as con- 
versant as any man in the House with the status of the Indian, 
and is as good a friend as the Indian has in the House. I would 
like to ask the gentleman whether he thinks the people of that 
Territory—Indians, full bloods and half bloods—having had no 
government except tribal government, are now fitted for the dig- 
nity and duties of statehood as we recognize them here in the rest 
of the Union? 


Mr. LACEY. That involves entirely another question. 





Mr. THAYER. I notice that the gentleman said “ until ¢}, y 
were admitted.”’ 

Mr. LACEY. If they are not qualified, the necessity of continy. 
ing the existence of the Commission to which they can look as ay 
intermediary between it and Congress, between them and the ex 
utive department, is all the more necessary. The Indian Territory 
is not made up of Indians, but a very large proportion is whité. 

Mr. THAYER. Is it not true that the Indian lands constitit, 
a great majority of the whole Territory—some sixty-eight seyoy, 
tieths—and that the population of whites are in the towns and yi]- 
lages, possibly in cities, huddled together? 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, that will be solved by the com- 
pletion of the allotments, by leases, and by sales to the whites, 
It is true that the white people have settled there in cities of toy 
or twelve thousand inhabitants, some of which, I am satisfied, in 
five years from now will have only three or four thousand in}),)- 
itants, because the men in the cities will scatter into the country 
and occupy the farms; and the Indians are proposing to leass 
their lands to these people. 

There has never yet been an Indian reservation of valua}le 
land that the white population has not beaten like a surf alonzg its 
shore, ready to go in and occupy the land as soon as it could be 
opened up, and the Indian Territory is not being approached in 
that particular way, but in the towns. The people are settled in 
the towns and are waiting to get possession of the farms of the 
country as soon as they can arrange with the Indian allottees 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, are there not treaties now ex- 
isting between the United States and the Indian Territory which 
exempt from taxation a good share of their property for a num- 
ber of years? 

Mr. LACEY. That is undoubtedly one of the problems that 
will confront the new State when it comes in. It burdens ¢| 
Territory now, as does the question of public schools, as the land 
is untaxed and untaxable, and it is that very complex situation 
that the Dawes Commission has been working on for al! tl: 


years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
again expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad if the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] would proceed now. I will ask 
the Chair how much of my time has been consumed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-two minutes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the bill now un‘er 
consideration carries an appropriation of over $6,000,000. Thisap- 
propriation has been greatly decreased by the policy of allotting 
lands in Indian reservations to individual Indians, thus brea 
up their tribal relations and making them self-supporting. 
policy should be pursued until all Indian reservations are | 
up and all of their lands allotted. 

All Indians should be put on their individual responsibility and 
compelled to live by their own labor and exertions. It is «n in- 
justice to the white race to be taxed to support the red mun in 
idleness. Aside from this injustice to the white man, it would 
be better in every way that the red man should be taught that he 
must comply with the biblical injunction and live by the sweat 
of his face. 

The average Indian will remain a vagabond and pauper jus' 
long as the Government will support him while idling away 
time on reservations. 

I think Congress should give statehood to all of the Territ 
and thus comply honestly with the platform pledges of th: 
great political parties. Congress should also at once allot ‘ 
Indians their lands, break up their tribal relations, and ma! 
Indians self-supporting citizens of the United States. The 
diction of the United States over the Indians and of their proj 
should then cease, and the State in which they live sould | 
charge of them. 

The State legislature where the Indians reside knows much | 


Se 
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ter how to legislate and care for the Indians within its borders 
than Congress can possibly do. I believe, moreover, in locz! s 
government and that each State should control the people in its 
borders. 


Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield tot 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. THAYER. _ I would like to ask the gentleman if both | 
litical parties in their national platforms did not pledge tl: 
selves to give separate statehood to each of these three Territories 
and not join Oklahoma and the Indian Territory? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will answer the gentleman by 
stating that there was, as I remember, nothing said whatever 
about the Indian Territory; and, looking at that question from 
a nonpartisan standpoint, it would be better for the Indians an’ 
the white people of the Indian Territory, as well as the peop!e 
of Oklahoma, that they should have but one State. As to New 


- 








wexieo and Arizona, those two Territories are separated by the 
| » Mountains, which mountains form a natural barrier be- 
these two Territories. They are two very large Territories; 
ris twice as large as the Indian Territory and Oklahoma 
ned. 
eis a natural barrier between them, as I have stated—the 
y Mountain Range, which separates those two Territories. 
Thay have two systems of civilization there. The one on the Pa- 
e oast. Arizona, has the Anglo-Saxon civilization, but in New 
i , you find largely a Mexican element, which belongs to the 
x in or Spanish civilization. These two Territories have a 
ent nucleus around which the settlements have been formed; 


t have separate and distinct railroad and business centers; 
they have separate capitals; and it is not right, it is not just, it 
ig the policy of either party in this Government, or should 
not be if we take the party platforms to mean what they say, to 


t .these two Territories into one State, and I hope that no 
snch measure as that will receive the favorable attention of this 
eg 7ress. 

ere are many Indian reservations known to contain valuable 


mineral deposits. I would open these lands for mining purposes 
0G the United States mining laws and pay the money to the 
Ir ns arising from its sale to miners. The Indians will never 
wW their mines; and if the mines were opened and worked by 
white men, employment would be furnished the Indians at their 
homes, and they would become civilized and industrious by being 


brought into contact with the white miners and furnished with 
¥ yy them. They could then be induced to cut off their long 
‘ir, give ap their tepees and wickedness, build comfortable 
mes, throw aside their blanket covering and eagle feathers, and 

pt the white man's clothing, manners, and customs, 
We often hear the complaint made by persons living in the 
East. who know nothing of Indians, their habits, or character 
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except what they have learned by reading Cooper’s novels, that | 
the people of the United States have always robbed and mis- 
tr | its Indian wards. This libel on the white American people 
ha 


been so often repeated that it is genera!ly supposed to be true. 
fhe truth is that from the year 1789 to 1903, inclusive. we have 
paid the Indians for their support and education the enormous 
sum of $402.217,528. Our expenditure on account of Indians in 
the fiscal year ending June 36, 1903, was $12,935,168. There are 
abont 270,000 Indians in the United States. These figures show 
that in that year we have paid them about $47 per capita. Does 
this look like robbery? 
white man that is being robbed to support the red man in idle- 
The white citizens have been taxed and paid during that 


Ness 


| now holds. 


I must confess that it does, but it is the | 


year for the support of the Government, including Indians, $707,- | 


x 


t.or a tax of abont $10 per capita, no part of which has been 
paid by the Indians, but on the other hand they have received $47 
per capita ont of that fund, hence I fail to see any just ground 
of complaint for our treatment of our Indian wards. 
now to call the attention of this House and the country to the 
<less expenditure of public money in the Indian Territory by 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Dawes Commission. This 
Commission has been in existence about ten years, and, including 


ther 


present appropriation, has spent in round oumbers the enor- 


mous sum of about $1,500,000, amounting to $20 per capita to each 


Indian enrolled. 
\ccording to the last report of the Commissioner on Indian Af- 
fairs, on page 91, the Department has approved the enrollment of 
, Indians, including the negro citizens of this Territory. 


72,517 
According to the recent statement of its chairman, Mr. Bixby, 


the Choctaws and Chickasaws and one-fourth of the Cherokees 


ve heen allotted lands, and it has cost this Government up to 
s date at least the sum of $40 to enroll and allot land to one 
ndlan, 

On page 93 of the last report of the Commissioner on Indian Af- 
ee we find that 4.175 applications for Indian citizenship (as 
s of families) have been made to the Dawes Commission; that 
mmission has only transmitted 3,272 of these applications to 
the interior Departrnent for its action, leaving 903 Indian families 
isking for enrollment whose names have not been forwarded to 
he Inte ‘rior Department for the Secretary’s approval. Some of 
hese have been held up for three years. I inquired into the rea- 
son for this delay on the part of the Dawes Commission and find 
that the Secretary of the Interior is largely to blame. 

The same page of the Commissioner's report above alluded to 
ows that the applications of !.301 of these Indian families are 
w pending in the Interior Department and have not been acted 
pon. Three hundred and ninety-four of 
tary Hitchcock and 907 before the ¢ Commissione r of Indian Affairs, 
but I am reliably inforined that the Secretary has ordered the 
Commissioner to hold them without action. An analysis of this 


- 


{ 


t 


ah 


official report shows that 4,175 of these Indian farnilies have filed | 
applications for citizenship, and 2,204 of these have been held up ! 


before the House Committee on Indian Affairs only one-third of 


I desire | 
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by the order of Secretary Hitchcock. 


the Dawes Commission, on January 28, 1904, on pages 6 and 7 of 
his printed hearings before our Indian Committee, stated that his 


Mr. Bixby, chairman of 








Commission wanted $259,000, in round numbers, to carry on the 
work of his Commission for another year, which amount the 
committee allowed, and it is part of the bill now under considera- 
tion by this House. 

I asked Mr. Bixby this question: 

Mr. STEPHENS. In 1900 (the Fifty-sixth Congress, I believe) you sta that 
with $350,000 you could get through [me ani ng g with the work of the Dawes 
Commission] in eighteen months? 

Mr. Bixsy. Yes; I believe so 

Mr. Stepaens. | advocated giving you this amount? 

Mr. Brxey. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Since that time four years have elapsed and still we are 
sy (meaning annual) appropriations 

Mr. Bixsy. Yes. 

Mr. Srepaens. Is it nota fact that the Secretary of the Interior, bya good 
many rulings, has prevented your work from being effective? For instance, 
tn the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, are they {meaning the Interior . 

rtment] holding ap hundreds of claims that you {[meanin, e Da 

commission} have approved and passed upon? Are not those ‘aims [mea 
ing now) held up by the Secretary of the tt iteri 
he CRatRMAN. I think it hardly fair t sak “Mr Bixby, who isa subordi 
nate of the Secretary of thednterior. to criticise his acti 

Mr. STepHeENns (addressing Mr. Bixby). And is it not a a t that yon hada 
telegram recently requesting you not to send {meaning the Secreta ; 
Interior) any more of those applications up that were favorable to the 
zens? 

Mr. BIxBy. It seems to me perhaps you might excu from at 
questions of this kind. The telegram I alluded to is as f WS 

WASHINGTON, D. C., Di 
To Dawes ComMIssION, Muskogee, Ind. T.: 

Suspend action on letter November 1s, I. T. D. 7131, etc., relative to per 
sons admitted to citizenship Choctaw or Chickasaw nations by nati 
thorities. Letter follows. 

Tros. RYAN, Acting Secret 

It clearly appears from these facts that Mr. Bixby desires to 
shield Secretary Hitchcock, who, in my judgment. is responsible 
for these great delays and enormous expenditure of mont 


: 
these delays and waste of public funds are brought 


utter disregard of the acts of- Congress, his vacill 


is LCLUALILe 
contradictory rulings, and incapacity to fill the public office 





I have recently received a letter from a very intelligent and re- 
spected citizen of Muskogee. Ind. T., which fully and accurate! 


states the effect of the Secretary's rulings 








and actions. it 1s as 
| follows: 
MUSKOGES, IND. T., February 
Hon. JoHN H. STEPHENS, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dea Stk: From the questions you propounded to Hon. Tams B ha 
man of the Dawes Commission, when he appeared be ’ . ine Tao 
tee on Indian Affairs, and from the resolution tntrodace o 
of Representatives, it seems that you are the first ( rre ndersta 
conditions in the Indian Territory 

The delays tp the Dawes Commission work are almost e stot 
Secretary of the Interior or the Intertor Departine . e Deeps ‘ 
by delaying the work >of the mmission, virtually throws mim ission 
appropriation away ‘The Department is withouta rule of decmion aud wit 
out any settled policy in Territory affairs. Its decissons and wit ‘ 
erence to this ‘ountry ere as changeable as t . 
work in the Territo ry isa boteb The Departmen r 


| Commission then decided several ! 


these are before Secre- | 





mental system for the Territory. handle the wo 


it bi as proven itself absolutely inc« 


is not 


mp 


able to 
tent 


In this connection I desire to call your attention to the foll 
rhe Curtis bill contains this prev sic 
“No person shal! be enrolled » bas not heretofore re a i 


good faith settled in the nation 

The Dawes Commission 
of this provision was necessary | 
Commission was forwarded to the 


passed 








Pe ST : 

} all the decisions were approved by the Departm er par 
im? the Departr nent, in t massing on the Yeary ¥ ahtt 
reversed its former dectsion and made it necessary the Cr S » do 

| all its work in this class of cases over agair 

In 199 the Dawes Commission, construing provisions ‘ k ag 
ment, beld that noo land test ild be : i 
after ninety days from the ratification of said ayreeme S 
the Commission was submitted to the Departm se of va 
Wadsworth, No. 347, and the Department 
ter of December 12, 1901, Ind. T Decisions, p. Sten, 19 
sion of the De partment the Commission allow “d itestIs e ed 

( ‘ided the same, and 1 any r the a3es tak jenar 
on ap mead and decided by the lepart t . i ! 
were chan ged to conform to the Veparti ft 
years, the Department discovered the provist r enta 
that no land contest could be ed in the Creek s ! avs 
from the ratification of the Creek agreement e << 
hoiding Major t Thompson, No a) Letter of Octsa} : 
Decisions, p 6.52, 1908) On Oet er 24 a « “ rer 
overed it had rendered conflic g Op ons and w t > = 
take no further action tm Creek itests unti 
Letter of October 24, 1%13, Ind. T. De s 
Commission ts stil] waiting for inst » 
lamoring for trial 

Ir the Cres k « ‘ Tus} I Ise | ‘Mi inv I + 
dered a decision denying he Lildr I I t I y t t 
another decision enrolling her ' M * ast de 
sion tl io Eoemente nent has noti i the Commiss ‘ matter up and 
returt Sie tamesae t at it can | msidere rther J 6, 1 rhis 
was nine months ago, and the applicants wa ra 

In the Choctaw and Chickasaw enrollment work the at sfo-t ! 

| taw and Chickasaw nations requested the Sec " t 
classes of cases at that time. The Secretar) it st i the 
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Commission prepared parts of the Choctaw and Chickasaw rolls, which were 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and the Commission proceeded to 
make allotments on said roll. On January 23 the Secretary ordered the 
Commission to hold up the class of persons he had heretofore refused to hold 
up. Over 600 of this class are on the approved rolls and have received allot- 
ments. You can readily see how this disorganizes and blocks the Commis- 
sion’s work. The Choctaw and Chickasaw land offices accomplish nothing, 
owing to conflicting orders, and the money spent in maintaining the same is 
practically wasted. 

In the sale of Creek Jand the Secretary of the Interior promulgated rules 
and regulations governing the same. In about one month the rules were 
abolished. In another month a new set of rules and regulations were pro- 
mulgated, and in two months were abolished. On July 10, 1903, the third set 
of rules and regulations on this subject were given to the public. Except for 
a few changes and amendments they still stand. Under the present rules 
and regulations it is practically impossible for an actual settler to buy land. 
It takes too long; too much red tape, and too much expense. Tholandissold 
to speculatorsand nottoactualsettlers. The Dawes Commission has nothing 
to do with the sale of land. 

Everything done by the Dawes Commission is subject to departmental ap- 
proval. I am unable to see how the Commission can accomplish anything 
with the present Secretary of the Interior overit. Assoon as the Commis- 
sion has made some headway on certain work, the Secretary changeshis rul- 
ings, and the work has to be done over again. Under the administration of 
Secretary Bliss the approval of the Secretary was considered, toa large ex- 
tent,a matter of form, as the commissioners were high-salaried men, and 
presumed to be competent. I believe the end of the work is further away 
to-day than when Secretary Bliss retired from the Cabinet. It seems very 
hard and unjust to we people wholive in thiscduntry that the Government's 
money should be thrown away asit has been. It is time to abolish the Com- 
mission, or take it from under the control of the Secretary. 

The cases cited in this letter are notisolated cases, but the rule. I can fur- 

ish you with many others. 
J. H. HInu. 


‘Very truly, 

Mr. Chairman, to further show how Indians desiring to secure 
their allotments in the Indian Territory are now being treated by 
Mr. Hitchcock, I will submit three letters from Indian citizens for 
your consideration. Doctor Fortson is the editor of a paper. I 
have known him for many years, and know him to bea truthful, 
honest,and upright man. Theother gentlemen are excellent men 
in every respect. These letters are as follows: 

Kiowa, Inp. T., February 22, 1904. 
Hon. J. H. STEPHENS, United States Congress. 

DEAR SIR AND OLD ACQUAINTANCE, if youare the Stephens of Stephens & 
Matlock, of Montague County, town of Montague, Tex.: Sir, I received a no- 
tice from the Dawes Commission stating that they wereadvised to notify me 
that there would be no more allotments made to me until further notice from 
the Secretary. 

Now, when I received this notice, I had already filed upon all the land al- 
lowed me; the last filed on was at Tishomingo. I filed on my homestead at 
Atoka. My homestead is near Kiowa, Choctaw Nation. 1 wish to know 
whether the Choctaw lawyers can legally go back on their decision. Mine is 
nota courtclaim. Iwas passed upon he Dawes Commission, and their de- 
cision was ratified by the Secretary of Interior and placed on the roll, and 
filed on all the land I wasentitledto. * * * . 

Hoping that you will condescend to take notice of this and head off the 





grafters who are determined to litigate the lands of Indianola, by which | 


means they make millions at our expense. , 
Respectfully submitted for your consideration. 
. J.R. Fortson, M. D. 
Mr. Askew writes me as follows: 
Manrrerra, IND. T., February 26, 1904. 
Hon. JoHn H. STEPHENS, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Sir: Yours of the 22d instant.to hand, and in reply will say that I 
was more than glad to have a letter from you and to know that you were de- 
termined to investigate matters in this country, and I will gladly give you all 
of the information that I possibly can. an : ‘ 

Iam in receipt of a letter from the Dawes Commission, which I will hand 
you.herewith for your information, a duplicate copy, which reads as follows: 

“Receipt is hereby acknowledged of your letter February 15, asking if you 
will receive a certificate for your homestead allotment after the expiration 
of nine months from the date of selection. 

“In reply to your letter, you are advised that it appears from our records 
that at the Chickasaw land office of the Commission, on May 19, 1904, you 
selected as your homestead the east half of the southeast quarter of section 
6, township 7 south, range 4 east, Chickasaw Nation, containing 80 acres. 

‘You are informed, however, that on January 28, 1904, the Commission was 
instructed by the Secretary of the Interior to take no further steps looking 
to the enrollment or allotment of persons who were admitted to citizenship 
in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations by acts of the Choctaw council or the 
Chickasaw legislature or by the United States Indian agent on appeal from 
adverse decisions of the Choctaw council. : 

“It appearing from our records that you were admitted to citizenship in 
the Choctaw Nation by the United States Indian agent, February 5, 1895, un- 
der the instructions of the Secretary of Interior,above referred to, the Com- 
mission is estopped from taking any further action relative to your allotment 
or to the issuance of allotment certificate in your name at this time. 

* Respectfully, 


lé 


“'T. B. NEEDLES, 
“Commissioner in Charge.” 

I trust from the above letter you can see just what is going on down here, 
and you will be able to do away with such doings. 

If you should want the original letter from the Commission, I will gladly 
forward it to you. 

There are several people here who have been refused to file by the Com- 
mission on account of the Secretary's orders. 

Trusting you can see the condition of this country and people, 

lam, yours, truly, 
SHELTON S. ASKEW. 

Box 136, MARIETTA, IND. T. 

McGee, Inv. T., February 15, 1904. 
Bon. Joun Strepnens, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR AND FRIEND: We write youin regard to the present status of 
affairs now existing in this country respecting the recent action of the hon- 
orable Secretary of the Interior, in which he has by his ruling stopped the 
filing of hundreds of Chickasaws and Choctaws, who are recognized and have 
valuable improvements, and is doing great injustice to them. 
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Marcu 3, 


In the first place, what is the object in the honorable Secretary in so doin.» 
It seems to us if he has a right to do this he has a right to be retroactive a1, 
take from those who have already filed their holdings. This ruling is jj... 
plexing and doing our people great injury. Knowing your kindly feelin. + 
the people of the Indian Territory, we fully believe that you will recov, :.. 
our people’s interest in this measure. es 

ow, Mr. STEPHENS, if any Congressional action is to be had for our ro) 

we ask you only to remember us on lines of justice and right. You yp... 
stand the situation far better than we do. We understand that you | ave 
always championed our cause, and write you only to “ your understanding 
of this matter. When do you think this order will be raised so as to allo. 
filing to proceed, or do you think legislation will have to be had to get rel,» 

Please excuse this lengthy letter and let us hear from you. ae 

Hoping to hear from you soon we are, 

Very truly, your friends, 


Ff 
Ay 


JOSEPH A. Epwanrps 
WuHirt W. Hypen. 
Mr. Chairman, these men are highly respected and reputahjs 
citizens of the Chickasaw Nation, and their statements are entit]oq 
to full faith and credit, and the injustice done them should be a+ 
once corrected by Congress. 

On May 21, 1903, an opinion was rendered in the Wiley Adams 
case by the Interior Department, which holds that the act of 
Congress of June 10, 1896, conferred on the Dawes Commission 
no right or power to strike from the rolls persons placed thereon 
by the action and the consent of the tribe. This ruling is openly, 
wilfully, and clearly violated in the Fortson and Askew and 
hundreds of other similar cases. The Wiley Adams opinion is as 
follows, viz: 


( 
a 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, May 21, 1903. 
The COMMISSION TO THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES, 
Muscogee, Ind. T. 
GENTLEMEN: I have considered the proceedings of your Commission por 
the application of Wiley Adams for enrollment as a citizen of the Choctaw 
Nation. The factsas found by your Commission are that Adams appeared 
before the Commission in the year 1899, under the act of June 10, 1896 (29 Stats. , 
821); that he is a white man, and about 1877 married a Creek, the widow of a 
Chickasaw citizen, and by a special act of the Choctaw council, approved 
November 6, 1884, admitted to citizenship of the Choctaw Nation, and has 
ever since been recognized as a citizen of that nation, and permitted to vote 
at their elections. His application was denied by the Commission, and no 
appeal was taken to the courts. 
e was borne upon the Choctaw census roll of 1896 as an intermarried citi- 
The act of June 10, 1896 (29 Stats., 321, 339), provided: 
* * “That in determining all such applications such commission shal! 
respect all laws of the several nations and tribes, not inconsistent with 
the laws of the United States, and all treaties with either of said nation 
tribes, and shall give due force and effect to the rolls, usages, and customs of 
each of said nationsor tribes: And provided further, That the rolls of citizer 
ship of the several tribes as now existing are hereby confirmed, and an 
son who shall claim to be entitled to be added to said rolls as a citiz 
| either of said tribes and whose rights thereto have either been denied t 
| acted upon, or any citizen who may within three months from and after the 
passage of this act desire such citizenship, may apply to the legally consti- 
tuted court or committee designated by the several tribes for such citizen- 
| ship, and such court or committee shall determine such an application within 
; thirty days from the date thereof.” 
Your Commission was of opinion that: 
_ “Under this act the rolls of citizenship of the several tribes, as then oxist- 
| ing, were conformed, and the Commission under said act had the power only 
| toadmit to citizenship and to add tosaid rolls the names of those ). 
| who applied to them for citizenship, and no authority existed giving t 
Commission, at that time, power to eliminate from the tribal rolls tho 
of anyone thereon.” jf 
* * * His (the applicant’s) name appeared upon Choctaw census r 
| 1896, page 380, No. 14255, which is the latest roll in the possession of this | 


zen. 
* 









mission. The act of Congress of June 2%, 1898 (30 Stats., 495) provides: 

_ “Said Commission is authorized and directed to make correct ro!!s 
citizens of blood of all the other tribes (except Cherokees), eliminating from 
the tribal rolls such names as may have been placed thereon by frau: 
without authority of law, enrolling such only as may have lawful right 
thereto, and their descendants born since such rolls were made, wit such 
intermarried white persons as may be entitled to Choctaw and Chickasaw 
citizenship under the treaties and the laws of said tribes.” 

Not until this act became a law did the Commission have any authority to 
deal with the applicant’s name, and under this act the only power the ‘ 
mission has is to strike his name from therolls, provided it is made to 2! 
that it wes placed there by fraud or without authority of law. Nochargeot 
fraud is suggested in the record, and it is conceded that the national cou 
of the Choctaw Nation in 1884 had the authority to admit this applicant t 
citizenship in said nation. 

It is therefore the opinion of the Commission that its actjon wpon the pct 
tion of the applicant for citizenship under the act of Congress of June 1"), 150, 
| was without authority of law and of no force and effect upon the status of 
| this applicant as a citizen of the Choctaw Nation, and also that Wiley Adains 
is a citizen of the Choctaw tribe of Indians in the Territory, and that Lis 
application therefore should be granted, and it is so ordered. 3 

A special action of the nation’s council is no less a law of the tribe than is 
a generalone. It has been one of the well-known usages and customs of (1° 
several Indian tribes to adopt persons of other races. Naturalization by ov 
nation of persons of other races or nations is so general as to bealmost 4 u 
versal practice. The act of June 10, 1896, supra, conferred upon the Comu.s- 
sion no power to strike from the rolls persons borne thereon by the act and 
with the full consent of the tribe. The action of your Commission is thero- 
fore approved. 

Very respectfully, Tnos. RYAN, Acting Secretary. 


Mr. Chairman, this opinion in the Wiley Adams case con 
clusively shows that the Choctaw and Chic w councils had 
the right under existing laws to enroll their citizens; and whe» 
so enrolled by their respective tribes they were entitled to have 
their names approved by the Dawes Commission and the Secr: 
tary of the Interior. But the Secretary has openly and willfully 
violated this ruling and repudiated the law, even after enro!- 
ment and allotment had been made, as in the Fortson and Askew 
cases. 
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se outrages on our helpless Indian wards are due to the Secre- 
‘ utter disregard of the rights of others, and to the further 
¢ he seems to be a tool in the hands of Mansfield, McMur- 
ray & Cornish, who desire to earn as the attorneys of these In- 
dians a great contingent fee by preventing the enrollment of 
} reds of Indians, and thus leaving more money and lands to 
vided among the remaining members of these tribes. It is 
nen secret that this firm of lawyers have a contract with 
these nations for a contingent fee of 10 per cent of the value of 
each Indian’s property that they prevent from being enrolled. 
‘ir. Mansfield, one of these attorneys, in an oral argument be- 
fore Judge Campbell, assistant attorney-general of the Interior 
rtment, in January, 1904, stated that each estate in question 
i; worth from $6,000 to $8,000. He was contesting a question 
1 h involves the rights of about 4.000 Indians to their share 
the tribal property. Taking $7,000 as an average value, we 
have as a total value $28,000,000. If these attorneys have a 
contract with the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations whereby they 
are to get 10 per cent of the value of each estate that they save to 
said nations by getting an individual off of the tribal rolls—and 
; contract, I am informed, they admit, and everyone, includ- 
ing the Dawes Commission, is said to be aware of—then I submit 
that this fee would be, if they cut from the rolls 4,000 names, the 


+ Tr 
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enormous sum of $2,800,000. 
lany of the Indians whom these attorneys propose to disin- | 





§ ;,and many of their names have been approved by the Dawes 
Commission. Someof them have had their land allotted to them, 
and deeds made conveying the lands tothem. The Secretary of 
the Interior now is arbitrarily endeavoring, in violation of a plain 

of Congress, to prevent these deeds from being recorded by 
the recorders of the district where the land is situated. 

[ present for your consideration a letter from Commissioner 
Jones, dated October 5, 1903, which fully exposes the purpose 
of these attorneys to disinherit and pauperize hundreds of poor 
people who are now on the Indian citizenship rolls and have lived 
in that Territory all of their lives and have their homes and all 
of their property there. Commissioner Jones decides against 
these attorneys, and on November 18, 1903, Thomas Ryan, Act- 
retary of the Interior, affirmed the opinion of Commissioner 


Cla 


ange to relate,on January 28, 1904, Secretary Hitchcock, for 


herit are now on the tribal rolls, placed there by the Indians them- | 


e unknown reasons, or, rather, for no reason, reversed these | 


opinions and decided in favor of the contention of Mansfield, 
‘icMurray & Cornish. This letter exposes the schemes of these 
vyers and is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, October 5, 1903. 

Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
n: Tam in receipt of your communication dated August 25, 1903, for- 

ng for consideration and report a communication from Messrs. Mans- 


MeMur ray, and Cornish, dated Angust 15, 1903, asking that the Dawes 















( m be directed to withhold action on enrollments and ailotments to 
s of citizens of the Chectaw and Chickasaw nations whose rights 
y Ldjudicated before the citizenship courts. 

th said letter of Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish there is transmitted 








y nother letter from them dated July 8, 194, and addressed to the 
( mission to the Five Civilized Tribes, in which they call the attention of 
the Com ion to the fact that various persons have applied to it for enroll- 
ens of the Choctaw Nation and been listed as such who rely, as 
their citizenship, upon acts of admission to citizenship by the gen- 
lof the Choctaw Nation, or by the decision of the United States 
it overruling adverse action by the council. 
field, McMurray & Cornish then call the attention of the Commis- 
cases now pending before the Choctaw and Chickasaw citizenship 
erein the court will decide the rights of persons whose status, an- 
und family relationship are identical with those persons who rely 
ts of council and decisions of the United States Indian agent, as above 











is the contention of Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish that if said citi- 
p court decides that such persons are entitled to admission as citizens 
| nations, then those persons occupying the same statusand having the 
neestry, and who have heretofore been admitted by act of council or 


by a decision of the United States Indian agent, should also remain admitted | 


i enrolled as citizens of said nation, but that in the event said citizenship 
t should decide that such persons are not entitled to be enrolled as citi- 


zens of said nations that such persons as have heretofore been admitted by 
act of council or by the decision of the Indian agent,and whose status and 


ancestry are the same as those persons whom said citizenship court find are 

t entitled to admission, the names of such persons should be stricken from 

rolls of citizenship of said nations. 
\ list of such persons as rely upon acts of the general council of the Choc- 
v Nation and the decision of the United States Indian agent upon appeal 
1 said council is submitted by said Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish, and 
claimed by them that persons with the identical status, ancestry, and 
family relationship as those so admitted by the counciland the United States 
Indian agent are now having their cases passed upon by the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw citizenship court. 

Manstield, McMurray & Cornish then advise the Commission that the pur- 
pose of their communication is to ask that no further action be taken with 
reterence to the enrollment of or allotment to persons relying upon said acts 
of the « ouncil or said decisions of the Indian agent, and that final action in 

ich cases be postponed until the final determination by the Choctaw and 
hickasaw citizenship court of the cases involving the status of persons re- 
ly ing upon the identical ancestry and family relationship. 

The Commission, replying to said letter on August 6, 1903, states that it has 
he'setofore enrolled as citizens of the Choctaw Nation a number of persons 
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| relative to a communication of the 
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whose rights are dependent upon actsof the Choctaw council and decisions of 
the United States Indian agent; that the names of such persons have been 





placed upon a schedule of citizens of said nation prepared for forwarding 















the Secretary of the Interior, and that their allotment bas been approved, 
and that they are now, under the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
July 1, 1902, as provided by section il thereof, entitled to selection of allot 
ments. 

The said letter from the Commission is signed by T. B. N is- 
sioner in charge, and appears to have been written by him, for h ut 
**in these cases I do not feel warranted in the abser ’ the other 1 rg 
of the Commission in issuing any order to the Choctaw and Ch i 
offices, prohibiting the allotments of land to any person whose enro t has 
thus been approved by the Secretary of the Interior.” Hefurther states that 
in those cases where the Commission has not yet rendered a de« ym and 
where the rights of persons are dependent upon the acts of the Choctaw 1 
tional council and the decisions of the United States Indian agents, be has 





instructed the Choctaw-Chickasaw enrollment division to take no further 






















action with respect to the enrollment of such persons as citizens of the Choc 
taw Nation until otherwise advised 
The letter from Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish, dated August 15, 1903, 
and transmitted by the Department for consideration and report, ms to 
be the outgrowth of this correspondence between these attorne) i the 
Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, and the pur] of the said r 
appears to be, as stated by them, that the Department direct the Commission 
to the Five Civilized Tribes to withhold further action either in the matter 
of enrollment or allotment to persons falling within the class referred to in 
their letter of July 8, 1908, tothe Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, and 
that no further action relative to them be taken until the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw citizenship court passes upon and fina! ijudicates the richts of 
persons who are applicants before it, having an identical status with the per- 
sons falling within the class referred to 
The office is unable to see wherein this request of the attorneys for the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw nations can, under the law, be complied with. 1 
| citizenship court, of which it speaks, is created by section 33 of the suppk 
| mental Choctaw and Chickasaw agreement, approved July 1, 1%2. The 


purpose of the establishment of the said court is set out in section 31 of 


supplemental agreement, as follows: 




























‘It being claimed and insisted by the Choctaw and Chickass tions that 
the United States courts in the Indian Territory, actin; ai f 
Congress approved June 10, 1896, having admitted persons to citi hip or 
to enrollment as such citizens in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, respec 
tively, without notice of the proceedings in such court being given ach 
of said nations; and it being insisted by said nations that in such pre lings 
notice to each of said nations was indispensable, and it being clair i 
sisted by said nations that the proceedings in the United States cou ue 
Indian Territory under the act of June 10, 1896, should have been confit to 
a review of the action of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes ! 

he papers and evidence submitted to such Commis 1,and should not hav« 
extended to a trial de novo of the question of citizenship; and it being desi 
able to finally determine these questions, etc.” 

Section 32 of said supplemental agreement defines tl slate jurisdic- 
tion of said courts, but I do not find in said supplem ‘ment where 
this citizenship court has any jurisdiction whateve uch cases as t , 
referred to by the attorneys for said nations, for from that part of section: ih 
above quoted it clearly appears that said citizenship court isnow constituted 
for the sole purpose of determining whether or not the irregularit 
plained of, to wit, the failure to give notice to the nations of such proceed 
ings as were had, and the failure to review the action of the Commi m to 





the Five Civilized Tribes upon the papers and evidence submitted to the C 






mission, instead of having a trial de novo are suff ntto annul « acat 
the judgments of the United States court acting under the act of ¢ r} 
approved June 10, 1896, and if such judgments are annulled by said iZeT 





ship court, then it is given authority upon the proper application to con t 
such further proceedings therein as ought to have been had int court in 
which the same was taken on appeal from the Commission to the Five Civil 
ized Tribes, and as if no judgment or decision had been rendered therein 
rhe oftice can not see wherein the action of this citizenship court can in 
any way affect the rights of those persons who have been admitted to citi 


zenship in the Choctaw Nation by an act of the Choctaw 


souncil, or who have 
been admitted by the United States Indian agent upon appeal from the ac 
tion of the national council. At the time that these parties were soadmitted 





by the national council and the decision of the United States Indian agent, 
both the council and the agent had jurisdiction, and there is not 
supplemental agreement giving said citizenship court any jurisdiction to 
retry or rehear such cases. 

The office does not consider that the attorneys for said nations are correct 
in contending that if the citizenship court denies the right of citiz | 
some applicant whose ancestry and family relationship 1s i 
person who has heretofore been admitted by the national 
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person so admitted by the national council should also be deni tht of 
citizenship. The office knows of no authority for canceling the acts of these 
nations, nor for denying citizenship to those invested with it by the actof 
the national council. The nations themselves are certainly powerless at this 
time to repudiate their acts of the council and deny citizenship to those upon 
whom it has lawfully bestowed the same. 

The reasons assigned for the creation of said citizenship court are (1 . 
cause the nations did not have notice when the cases of the applicants for 
citizenship therein were originally had, and (2) for the reason that on appeal 
from the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes additional evid 
taken by the appellate court and a new hearing had. Neither of these rea- 
sons is applicable to the case submitted by the attorneys f« d 1 
since the nations not only had notice of their application for citizenshiy 
acted thereon through their national council. 

The office does not consider that the status of these persons referr to] 
said attorneys can now be disturbed, nothwitstanding that sai ize 
court may determine that persons of the same ancestr same r 
ship are not entitled to citizenship in said nations. and i p ; 
ommended that the Commission to the Five Civilized T: b l lto 
continue to enroll the names of and allot land to such persons as have } 
admitted by an act of the national coun yr the decision of the Indian ager 
on appeal therefrom without regard to such decisions as may be hereafter 
rendered by said citizenship court. 

Very respectfully, W. A. JONES, ( 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
A ; . 


Washington, N 


COMMISSION TO THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES, 
M ree, Ind 


GENTLEMEN: October 5, 1908, the Con 


Zs 

1issioner of Indian Affairs reported 
Department by the attorneys - the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw nations August tting a their 
letter to you of July &, 1903, in reference to persons enrolled as citizens of the 
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Choctaw Nation who were admitted to citizenship by acts of the council of 
the pation or by decision of the United States Indian agent overruling ad- 
verse action by the nation’s council. 
The attorneys state that there are pending before the Choctaw and Chick- 
itizenship court cases wherein the court will decide the rights of per- 
w hose status, ancestry, and family relationship are identical with persons 
on acts of the council and decisions of the Indian agent referred 
lustrate: By act of the general council of the Choctaw Nation ap- 
vember 5, 1888, W. F. Foster and many other persons were admitted 
w citizenship. The contention of these people was, and the proof 
show, that they were descendants of one James Foster, who was a 
-taw Indian in the old Choctaw Nation east of the Mississippi River, who 
lived and died in the State of Mississippi and who was enrolled by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and received benefits under the treaty of 1830. 
‘*In the case of James A. McLellan et al. v. The Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Nations, now pending before the Choctaw and Chickasaw citizenship court, 










































the applicants also claim descent from this James Foster, and rely for the 
adjudication of their rights upon his status as a Choctaw Indian.” 

{t is contended thatif the citizenship court determines, in the matter of 
the application in thecaseof James A. McLellan et al., that James Foster was 
not a Choctaw Indian by blood and such a Choctaw Indian by blood as under 


the treaties and laws would enable his descendants to be admitted to citizen- 
ship, then the claimants, relying upon the acts of council, are likewise not 
entitled and shou!d not be enrolled. 

Seven cases are mentioned in which the acts of the council of the Choc- 
aw Nation or the decisions of the United States Indian agent are relied upon 
by the applicants for their citizenship, where such identical status, ancestry, 
and tam ily relationship exists that will be judiciously passed upon by the 
clilzensnip court. 

It was naleod of your Commission that no further action be taken with 
reference to the enrollment of or allotments to persons relying upon the 
sources set out, and that final action in such cases be postpgned until the de- 
termination by said court of the cases involving the status of persons rely- 
ing upon “the identical ancestry and family relationship.” 

It was stated by said attorneys that if the action of the citizenship court 
should be adverse to the claimants in the cases mentioned before it, it would 
be asked that the enrollment of the persons relying upon the acts of council 
and decisions of the United States Indien ® ent be denied and that in support 
of this request there would be filed certified copies of the proceedings had and 
decisions rendered by the court, together with the views of the attorneys as 
to the power and duty of your Commission and the Department. 

In reply to this communication, in letter of Commissioner Needles of Au- 
gust 6, 1903, it was stated that the Commission had enrolled as citizens of the 
Choctaw Nation a number of persons whose rights are dependent upon acts 
of the Choctaw council and decisions of the United States Indian agent; that 
the enrollment of such persons had been approved by the Department, and 
that they are now, under the provisions of the act of July 1, 1902 (82 Stat., 641), 
entitled to selection of allotments. 

The Commissioner also informed said attorneys that he did not feel war- 
ranted, in the absence of the other members of the Commission, in issuing 
any order prohibiting the allotment of land to any person whose enrollment 
has thus been approved; that, however, where the Commission has not ren- 
dered a decision, and where the rights of the persons are dependent a 
the acts of the Choctaw council and the decisions of the United States Indian 
agent referred to, he bad given instructions to the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
enrollment division to take no further action relative to the enrollment of 
such persons until otherwise advised, and that at the next regular meeting 
of the Commission he would bring this matter to its attention. 

if any ~ action has been had in the matter the Department has not 
been advised. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs enters at considerable length into this 
question, and states that he can not see wherein the request of said attorneys 
can be complied with. Referring to the portion of the act of July 1, 192, 
r ng said citizenship court, he states that he does not find thatsuch court 
; tion whatever over such cases as those referred to by the at- 
rneys tor the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, where parties had been ad- 
mitted by act of council or by decision of the United States Indian agent. 

As to that the Department does not understand that the attorneys for the 
nations make any such contention. It agrees, however, with the statement 
of the Commissioner that the action of the citizenship court can not in any 
way affect the rights of those persons who haye been duly admitted to citi- 

enship in the Choctaw Nation. It also agrees with his statement that there 
appears no authority for “canceling” the acts of the Choctaw Nation, nor 
for denying citizenship to those invested with it by the act of the national 
council. He concludes, therefore, that the status of these persons referred 
to said attorneys can not be disturbed, notwithstanding that the citizen- 
ship court may determine that persons of the same ancestry and same rela- 
tionship are not entitled to citizenship in said nation. 

While the act of June 28, 1898 (30 Stats., 495), directs your Commission to 
make correct rolls of the citizens by blood of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
nations, and to eliminate from the tribal rolis such names as may have been 
placed thereon without authority of law, there is no provision made for any 
investigation in regard to the rights of persons admitted by the legislative 
bodies of either nation. In fact the act of May 31, 1900 (31 Stat., 221), recog- 
nizes the right to enrollment of persons admitted to citizenship, when it di- 
rects your Commission not to receive, consider, or make any record of any 
application of any person for enroliment as a member of any tribe in Indian 
Yerritory who has not been a recognized member thereof and duly and law- 
fully enrolled or admitted as such. 

You are accordingly directed, as recommended by the Commissioner, to 
enroll the names of and allot lands to such persons as have been duly admit- 
ted to citizenship in the Choctaw Nation, without regard to such decision as 
may hereafter be rendered by the citizenship court. 

Advise the attorneys hereof. A copy of the Commissioner's letter is in- 
closed. 

Respectfully, 
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THos. RYAN, Acting Secretary. 


Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Interior has reversed these 
rulings, and thereby many hundreds of Indian citizens will be 
robbed by his infamous order issued on the 28th day of January, 
1904. to the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, which order 
commands them not to enroll or allot lands to any persons who 
base their rights to membership in the Choctaw or Chickasaw 
nations npon an act of the Choctaw or Chickasaw council or the 
Dawes Commission or the United States court. This order is the 
most unwarranted assault upon the members of these nations 
ever perpetrated, and came at a time when mosi all of such citi- 
zens had already filed upon their lands. 

Following the instructions, the Commission commenced on the 
same day to check off all members of the two nations who had 
been admitted by either council or were descendants of persons 


who had been admitted; also those who had been admitted } y 
the Commission and those admitted by the courts. 

This order affects at least one-half of the total number of ¢) 
citizens of both nations, and among the old-time citizens affect 
are, I am informed, such families as Capt. James S. Standley a: 
family, including the editor of the Indian Citizen, who has foug 
so hard against all other citizens. This family came to the Te; 
tory in 1872 and by an act of the Choctaw council of 1874 y 
admitted. Captain Standley served as national agent and 
tional delegate of the Choctaws for many years, and was cl] 
man of the Choctaw and Chickasaw delegates or commission 
who made the famous Atoka treaty. No question was ever 
tertained against his rights, and the fire that his daughter y 
fanning in her columns in the Citizen were never suspected | 
her to be the death of her own birthrights. Captain Standley 
well known in Washington City and has many close perso 
friends there. It was not generally known that his rights w 
based upon an act of the Choctaw council, as the act had be 
passed so many yearsago. His family consists of four danght 
and B.S. Smiser, the present town-site commissioner for the Ch 
taw Nation, is the husband of the Captain’s oldest daughter. As 
the law regulating the qualification of the town-site commissio: 
requires that he shall be a member of the Choctaw Nation, th 
question is now being agitated for his removal from office. 

All the freedmen of the Choctaw Nation were adopted by 
act of the Choctaw council in 1888, and the order as written w 
affect every one of them. 

As early as the year 1847 the Choctaw national council pa 
an act conferring rights upon the newcomers, and as most o! 
present generation of citizens either came here since then or ar 
descendants of such it is almost impossible to know just what per- 
sons are to be thus arbitrarily robbed of all they have. 

This infamous order was procured from the Secretary by (| 
attorneys who have been employed by the two nations to repr 
sent them in certain matters. They found that the Commission 
to the Five Civilized Tribes were about to wind up the citizenshi; 
business and the affairs of the Choctaw Nation, and thus shorten 
their lease on the national treasury of each nation, and in order 
to avoid the seeming end they have labored hard with the Secre 
tary to ‘‘ tie them up.” 

The action of the Secretary is not only unwarranted, but cithe 
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shows that he knows but little of affairs here or wants to keep 

this country under his iron heel of oppression, and at the same 

time have a political pie counter, where deserving politicians may 
be dumped. 

There is being an effort put forth to keep the news of this order 

from the citizens, and all manner of excuses will be made about 


it, but the fact remains that there is in the office of the ( 
mission in Muscogee the order and the names of such pe 3 
‘**checked off.’’ It is generally known that one of the atto: 5 
for these tribes is a noted Washington lobbyist, and he expe 

slip a scheme through Congress, perhaps as a Senate amend 

to the Indian appropriation bill, setting aside the citizenship 3 
made by the Indians themselves in theircouncils. The Me: : 
of Congress will be told that the law, if passed, will aff 

few persons and that those few secured their admission from the 
councils by fraud, and the matter will be made to look 
plausible; but when Congress passes the law it will then be 
to disfranchise Indians by the wholesale. 

The scheme is to have all these citizenship cases held up u 
legislation can be secured requiring all such persons to subiit 
their claims to the Choctaw and Chickasaw court, which 
was created in a deal between the United States and the Ch: 
and Chickasaw nations, in what is known as the ‘‘ Supplement 
agreement,”’ for thé purpose of “‘ knocking out” all persons who 
had been admitted by the United States courts. 

In that event the burden of proof will be upon these people, 2: 
as that court holds that the citizens musi prove facts that took 
place in 1830, it is readily seen that but very few persons ci2 
make the proof. 

It is stated, on what seems to be good authority, that these at- 
torneys have by some means secured a contract whereby they «re 
to receive the sum of $250,000 and a conditional fee of $500 per 
head for all persons they can deprive of their rights as Indian ci'- 
izens. Considerable alarm is felt along that line because of the 
fact that on the 3d of last March these attorneys secured a clause 
to be inserted in the Indian appropriation bill providing that this 
citizenship court should allowthem a fee to be fixed by the court. 
The law creating that court was so carefully guarded by the 
friends of these attorneys that an appeal was not allowed, and 
that was absolutely necessary, for the very questions to be sub- 
mitted to that court had already been decided by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and in favor of the citizens. An ap- 
peal from this citizenship court means reversal. The citizens) ip 
court by one stroke attempted to deprive every person formerly 
admitted by the United States courts of their rights, and if the 
judgment of that court stands the test then these citizens are 
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+» and out and have lost their last dollar, as all their property 
‘ated upon their f TMs in the Choctaw or Chickasaw nations. 
we are asked, ‘‘ Who is a bona fide citizen of these nations?’”’ 
an only answer that a man is acitizen because he has so been 
ed by these nations. 
5 theory advanced by the attorne eys trying to deprive these 
le o of their rights is that the councils had no authority to ad- 
rsons without the concurrence of the other nation, as they 
a property right in the lands was involved, and both nations 
interested in thelands. The contention isa new one, or, 
r, has so little in it that the nations and the United States 
a have always recognized the rights of these nations 
ide, each for itself, who were citizens. And that was so | 
understood and recognized that the two nations, in the 
a treaty of 1898 and the supplementary treaty of 1902, agreed 
‘11 such citizens should be enrolled and have allotted to them 
The nations themselves are not asking any such legisla- 
i the effort of the attorneys in this matter are not backed 
 peorle The people have voted by an overwhelming ma- 
or the ratification of these treaties. These Indians have | 
ste d against this legislation, as shown by House Document 
15, ;, this Congress. 
the last treaty it was provided that all should be enrolled, 
pt those whose cases were being contested either in original | 
edings or appellate p roceedings, and none of the class stabbed 
this order were being contested. As before stated, many of | 
people have already been approved by the Sec retary of the 
rior, - and have filed upon their lands, and certificates of allot- 
ts have been issued to them. It is stated by the best legal 
1t in the nations = those who have been approve d by the | 
ary can not now be affected, as the law provides that the 
ary’s approval shall be final. 
The important question with these people is: Will Congress be | 






ped into passing a law that will rob them of their rights and | 
erty? I say rob them of their rights and property, because 

1 th prone rty these people have is what they have on the lands 

1 these nations, and if now forced to again prove their rights, 
they can not do it because the witnesses are dead, and many of | 
them almost forgotten. These people know that Congress would | 
not rob them knowingly, but fear that the usual schemes will be | 
resorted to, a strong lobby employed, and all kinds of misrepre- 
sentations made to the various Members of Congress. So many | 
of our Congressmen have so much to look after that they have no 
! 


time to inform themselves on Indian Territory affairs; they take | 
the word of a friend or some person who ought to know, and un- 
spectingly vote for a measure that when understood shows to | 
be a deep-laid scheme. 
There is no necessity for the legislation, for it has already been 
ld that if persons were admitted by the councils tk 1rough fraud, 
e Commission could strike their names off. 
‘there ever was a time when Congress should watch schemes | 
nie spoiling a helpless people and forever brand them it is now. 
Mi Mi ms of dollars would be lost and thousands of persons of In- | 
dian blood made paupers and driven from the homes where they 
were born and have grown to be gray-headed. The man Ww ho 
s the passage of such a bill by Congress should at once be | 
given a searching investigation and his connection therewith 
fully developed. “His should be a st ormy reception, and the 
lash of outraged resentment should be applied so vigorously that 
he will forever hide his face in shame. There are many more 
ti 


easons Why this scheme should be thwarted and such a bill de- | 
ated. Congressshould not lend a helping hand to those seeking 
to perpet trate a wrong on our helpless Indian wards. This bill | 

against which I so vigorously protest is House bill No. 12764,and 

was introduced February 22, 1904, and is now pending before the 
Indian Committee of this House, where it should forever sleep. | 
Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Interior, not satisfied by | 
inulling and setting aside his own rulings and holding up in- 
finitely the Dawes Commission and setting aside its work and 
canceling the rolls of citizenship made by the Indians, has gone 
in his recent rulings (at the request of attorneys Mansfield & Co.) 
‘step further, and is endeavoring to cancel the deeds to lands 
a " under his own directions to the Indians who have alrea ly 


had their lands allotted to them by the Dawes Commission. He | 
has gone so far as toset asidean act of Congress providing for the 
registration of deeds in that Territory and ordered the recorder 
of deeds not to record the deeds made to the Indians for their 
lands. The following letter from the president of a bank in the 
Territory explains the matter fully: 

CHOCTAW NATIONAL BANK OF CADDO, 


‘ Caddo, Ind. T., February 20, 1904. 
Hon, Jonny H. Steprens, M. C., 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sir: We, of the Indian Territory, having no representative in Con- 
gress, are obl iged occasionally to impose upon Representatives from our 
native States about matters in which we have an interest, and I desire to call | 
your attention to an order issued out of the office of the Attorney-General 
and directed to the clerks of the central and southern judicial districts of 
the Indian Territory, who are ex-officio recorders, a copy of which follows. 


| to be approved by the honorable Secretary « of the Interior. Howe 


| they are not. 
Secretary of the Interior has gone be yond his 7 gitimate duty 


| to you a day or two ago—that is to say, ths 


NOVEMBI 1903 
Mr. C. M. CAMPBELL, 
Clerk District Court, Ardmore, Ind. T. 
Srr: I send you herewith a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, dated the 4th instant, requesting that clerks of 1 enti 
judicial districts of the Indian Territory be instructed to refuse 
deeds to allotments in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations ex 





violation of the law. : 
Ialso inclose for your information a c 














1+ . 
Department on Sept mber 30, 1903, to the c < t trict 19 
western district of the Indian Territory, advising him to ref rd 
deeds to allotments in the Creek Nation requiring al proval b £ y 
of the Interior unless so approved. 

Although the legislation upon the subject of alienation of allotments 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations differ Cree) r 
considered in my let tter above mentione uld t t 
follow the same advice in regard to r« , the ex 
of which is prob ibited by sections 12, 13 of Jt ) 
(32 Stat., 772). 

Respec tfully, ATTORNEY-GENERAI 

The copies referre d toi n theo rde1 r go to show that the order was issued at 
the suggestion of the Secretary of the Interi: 

You will understand of ¢ ourse that f 1 in the Cho 

| and Chickasaw nations, when th r ire not r 





order the recorder i 










advised not tore ord deeds "@2 t nofw 


| hibited by secti 3 13, 15, and 16 of t he act 1, 1908 (228 , 
The effect of this order is to put uy on th rs t respon of 
determining whether or not the ai ven co 1 3 prol | 
any of the sections referred to, and th Se ( avoidt 


bility by declining to record any deed wha ‘r. Tho effect of this ord 
wi Ul be t to er reatly hamper and hinder legitimate business in this « 
already suffering under rm ul sand re i 

Ofc oe se the oj vine on 
mus would bring re 
aibenting Was « alled to » the 
in the deputy clerks some a ction nw : 

The recording of a void deed adds noth: g toits val 
us that this order should be » withdrawn and tl 














| whatever instruments are offered th ir whether t 

| how or not so me of ther a will uD g pr ns of lay 

so, and here will be this orde 1 the way of pur having lr 
corded. 

We are troubled with lots of things down here in tl untry, but will 
try to tre uble u with as lit le of 1t as p \ h i : 
you tl 1ink you< om beaks p us in thi s matter. 

re led to address y: uu for the » have heretof f 
3 and n l tak ‘ 





Affairs. 
Very respectfully, H. M. DUNLAP. 


Mr. Chairman, it clearly appears from this lette 
cording of deeds in the Indian Territory has been 
this unjust ruling of the Secretary has not been annulled. 

Mr. BURKE. ror 1 my friend permit a question at this point: 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKE. Aa the a in the Indian Territory u I 
the direction of the Secretary of ce! Interior? Does he have juri 
diction to say what will 7 recor and what shall not be? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. i will ‘sti ite to the > gentleman that 
They are under the Department of Justice; but the 


and asked the Department of Justic e to have these recorders to 
stop the recording of deeds. Theletter just read states the fact 
and shows that the Secretary is not only running his own office, 
but is endeavoring to run the Department of Justice as a side 
show, I presume. 





Mr. Chairman, I now desire to call the attention o House 
tothe status of what is known as the *‘ court-made citiz of t 
Indian Territory. A legislative and judicial outr: has been 
perpetrated on about 2,500 citizens of this Territory, who hold 


judgments of the United States courts decreeing veh ir rights to 


citizenship. A court, knownas the “4 citize ens hip yurt,’’ 3 ] 
| created in that Territory, on a mere technica lity of law 
| inherited all of these citizens. I have inti ead ‘ed a bill in th 

Congress providing for an appeal from this court to the Su 


t i} 

Court of the United States, in order to test the validity of 
sweeping and unjust decision. 

Mr. Chairman, I will read a letter from a reputable firm 
lawyers in that Territory, showing the necessity fi 
of my bill. 

SoutH McALESTER, IND. T., Februa 

Hon. JOHN H. Stepnens, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sir: Since writing you I b ave received a copy of yor 
understood it, it embodies the suggestion tha at 














each case on both the law and the facts 
bodied in one case, all of the court « 
zenship court appearing in said case, : l 
and allowing to the nations a cross appeal in: 
recovered a judgment in his favo r bef 
zenship court. 

This would entail but little work on the Unit 
especially so if the facts were found by the C 
dependent tribun al. If the appeal ‘shi 
to some tribunal other than the Supr« 

care should be taken toselect such tribun: 
the court claimants, and which wou!d not be gin 
that all these applic ants are , Be TJ jurers and thie 
nations; and 1 want to say, | r 2 I goany 
engaged in the practice of law fe ral 
judgment, justte e has miscarrie - it f li tigs ution in the 
same number of cass 3 fully as ofte p cases. 

These court claimants in the maj rity of cases are among the best citizens 
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n years, and, in my humble 





iLniZONnsi 





RESSIONAL RE 


OnNTa 


» establish the fact « 
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the court in every case where 


lé zCO} spat Le One sing le case 
- of cases t : been d ‘ 
sl denied, at n all these 
on 6 suffic ient, and in nea 
e suflicient. 


# morning in which © applice ras A.F. | 


d tl ut he had |} mint . 7 : since 
nd th at his father made appli i te the C hoctaw 
th at » they were told by the OC aw authorities 
ei v hey were Int ar 

z Chat applicant has since at all times 
es anc i eve sryone else as an Indi an, has bee an 

as offered the office of county court clerk, has purchased 
at the Indian sheriffs’ sal es, and has paid more than 600 per- 
d the evidence of five or six witne sses was introduced 


mn his Indian blood, and not a witness was introduced 
} 


authoriti 


3, at 
it questi 
fur ‘ther showed that applicant was one of the most substantial 

Territ ory, 2 strict member of the church, a me 

good st anding. He hada judgment in his favo 

3 ¢ ‘ommissior i and the United States court, and yet the Ci 

isaw citizenship court held that the evidence was insuffi 
was an Indian. 

ler the above circumstance 

arried and rai 

I ifortal ale he 


, 


Dawe octaw and 


s he had spent the best part of his life here, 
sed h is family here and had provide od himsel? with 
yme here for his old and declining years; everything he 
here, and it is a L swe ptaway by onestroke of the pen "(This is just one 
ind Ido not believe that more than 1 per cent of .the applicants by 
0 i. if that, will be successful in t his court. | - in the abov e case the execu- 
n of the applicant upon ti 16 . Ba lows had depended upon the question 
t TAS ¢ octaw In , no jur 
ated fora ‘moment t ) pr omptly render a verdic t of guilty. 
ow to criticise a cé in ee one must lose, and in many in- 
xxperience as a lawyer no doubt 
e the court just because we have lost—and I do not w 
as criticisin g the court or that I am sore because it has de 
Iam simp iy 
"ery lawyer wh o has had experience in this class of litiga- 
, I like the co urt. It has invariabls y treated me with great 
cercised great liberality toward all partie sin the introduc 
it has been patient in its hearings and all that, but still 
ge the absolute importance of the right of appeal being 


ie vide me e. 
ioes not c han 
urt has even gone so far as to refuso the appellant the rig ht to coma 

tan d dismiss his appeal, something that I have never before heard 

t where there was acrossappeal. There is too m = i volved, 

tude of f this litigation istoo great, the setting aside of the solen 

f courts of ¢ ompetent jurisdiction is fraught with too much impor- 

! o be treated | ehtly and to be » closed against these applic -ants without 
ing : to _ em the 7 right eal, th ight to have thi ir cases heard and 

’ ine 1 in th eir country. 7 * 


iould be passed by thi 
fF one case fre 
to the Sux 


uA Mah 


3 Cong 


ress pro- 
this citize 


iship court 
reme Court of the United 


L a 
‘ed State 


s, by act of June 10, 1896, 
; ) the Five Civili a Tribes of Indians 
ain conditi ,a roll for the C hickasaw and 
and this act of Congress, following all former 
ume nature, did not provide for any notice to be given 
id tribes of any application for enrollment; and this 
ommission to have due regard for 
3, and customs of all the tribes. 
uw Nation, by virtue of an act of its legis] 
nber 10, 1874, and the Choctaw legislature, 1 
jeer 19, 1876, provided each a local and separate 
) pass on questions of citizenship in each tribe and 
o for notice to any tribe of the filing of any appli- 
enship. 


ake, upon cert 
4 > WT ; "Oo 
‘taw Nations: 


of thes 


ons 


re quit ed the C 


lature ap- 


tue of its constitution adopted in 
marriage, adoption, 
en the o it { 


ndians had 


1. 
by 

such 
under the 


‘h rolls as 
pplicant for 


ich it was re jt 
tion be served upon the tribe in which 
A very large number of applications was made 


ith, under wh 
pplica a 
geht. 
id law and according to st 
i o-. 


oe 
cn ries 
as citizens, but ma 


" iny more rejected. 
y the act of June 10, 
h the suc 
the United a s courts 
cause should there 
al. Many appeals were taken to such courts and many of 
licants admitted to citizenship and others rejected; and 
: judgmentsremained in force about four years, under which 
‘essful applicants acted relying upon such judgments. 
W here eas the Congress of the U nited_ States, by sections 3 
and 33 of an act approved July 1, 1902, “provided for a citize 


decision of 


th Commission might ap- 


| to one of for the Indian Territory, 


Lhe ap 
tnes 


suct 


pli 


29 
+ UN, 


nship 


court before which a test suit should be brought by said nations | 
the question as to whether or not notice to both | 


in order to test 


| being claimed that the main object of the proceeding w 


natter was not | 


not a syllable of evidence was introduced to the contrary,and | 


ber of the | 
yof both the | 


ient to show | 


| 
has taught you that we are too | 
ant to bo | 


stating facts, as will be borne out and | 


| court is in conflic 


the | 


ee 
i er ed 


| C our 
yy an ac t | 


| from ‘the judgment of t 


and other- | ra 
3; Govern- | 


| the Chickasaw and’ Choctaw nations, but 


| taw 


1ired that no- | 
citizen- | 


,many of whom | ! 


1895, that either party 


be decided and which decision should | 
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Tr POP Aric? snaa w% , 

i wasa ean ier the actof 

to the right to enrollment, and wh T° ‘or not 
de novo before 


f June 

Dt the tria i] 

the ‘United States courts as there: 

ed such judgments a nullity, r ‘gardless of the 
‘ ti m in which citizenshi p was sought by the apy 
)peal red in tho “original cause, had itself taken new 

mony ths rein and tried its cases de novo without obj tic 


Vas tO } 
vent fraud or wrong against the Indians. 
The two aetiiaind 3, acting under the act of July 1, 1902, did} 

a test suit before the Cc citizenship court at South McAlester, ind. 
styled, ‘‘The Choctaw and Chickasaw nations or tribes of 
dians, plaintiffs, v. J. T. Riddle and others, defendanis;”’ 
the court rendered an opinion in said causes in which it hold 

all of said judgments were a nullity because of the failure t 

notice to both tribes of the application for citizenship befor 

said Commission under the act of June 10, 1896, and because 

on appeal to the said United States courts of the Indian Ten 
he said causes were tried de novo. 

Much of the testimony taken before the Dawes Commission 1 
the original apy ications has been destroyed, most of it was t 
by ex parte affid: ivits, many of the records and papers have | 
destroyed, a large number of witnesses have died or rem 
from the country,and in many cases practically no testimony 
taken until after appeal of the cause, and itis nowclaimed tha 
result of this decision is of very great detriment and hardship u 


| some four or five thousand applicauts for citizenship, and in n 
y in the 8 “seman 5 ace of its duty | 


instances, if not all, is absolutely destructive of their rights. T 
applicants desire to bring this test suit before the Supreme C 
of the United States on appeal, that the two questions therei 
volved may be finally and permanently determined before ac 
whose special duty it is to construe the Constitution and th 
of Congress, it beimg claimed that the decision of the citizen 
t with the decision of the said Supreme Cour 
the United States on the same general question. 

_it is also claimed that while tec hnic sally tt 26 two tribes 2 may 


only an applic ation to fix a status a aot fer property, and 


if notice to any tribe was necessary at all that it was sufficie: 


- | notify the tribe in which citizenship was claimed, that being 


rule heretofore adopted by each of said nations, who oper 
under different laws, different constitutions, and with sep: 
and who have not in any wise at any time c: 
that one nation or tribe had any right to question an i 
cation for citizenship in the other. 

Mr. Chairman, to more fully illustrate the unfortunate c 
tion of these court-made Indian citizens, I will read two 1 
received by me from reputableattorneys of that Territory, wi 
letters show the true status of these unf fortunate people; 
hope to arouse such an interest in their behalf that this Cong 
will pass a bill granting them the right to appeal one test ca: 


| the Supreme Court of the United States. 


PURCELL, IND. T., January 6, 1: 
Hon. Joun H. Sternens, M. C., ponent D.C. 
My Dear Srr: I wish you would kindly send me by return 


7 « 


mali & 


| copies of the bill that I am a avised you introduced in Congress provid 


an appeal from th e Ch ickasaw and Choctaw citizenship court to the Su} 
rt of the United States. 
Iam greatly interested in this question, both as a practicing attorne 
as one W sho wants t to see fair play and justice done. I feel that hnogreat 


rage could be perpetrated upon the hundreds of deserving citizens 


Chickasaw and Choctaw nations than to deny them of therightof an a} 

the so-called citizenshipcourt. Therightof an a} 

it occurs to me, isa constitutional one, and to say that thousands of ; 

should be de »nied this right in cases such as the one under consider 

wherein millions of dollars’ worth of property is involved, is simply 
reous. 

“Mar ry of thess ) appl licants 


or © itizenship have for many years pri 
of the act « 


June 10, 1896, made application to the Indian coun 
ecause of their lack of mean 
‘pay the price demanded” were never enrolled by the t i 
This fact is a notorious one, not only in the Chickasaw 
nations, but- extends far beyond their limits. 

To say that this court should in seventeen days’ time vacate and set 2 
the judg rment of the Fe deral courtsin the Territory rendered duri ng a} 
of aimost seven years’ time, withont even the r ight of an appeal to a } 
tribunal, is something unheard of in American jurisprudence 

I most sincerely tr ‘ust that you may be able to give this bill your en 
support and attention. No more just measure affecting a _ ticular cla 
eople « , it seems to me, come up for your c onsideration 

Thanking ‘you for your numerous past favors, Iam, 
Very respectfully, J. 


ability to ‘ 
thorities. 


ould 


CoMANcHE, IND. T., Janu 


| 
ary lV, i 


Hon. Jonny H. STerHeEens, 


Washington, D.C, 
My Dean : Ine tticed that you had introduced a bill in Congr 

viding for mb app al of one case as a test from the judgment of th 
ship court to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

ess my approval of your sense of right and justice. Nev 
in the history of our country, Iam sure, has there beon a parallel with 
—_ method of disposing of the vast interests of the peoplewho holdihe! 
1omes and their all under judgments of the United States court. It wa 
most remarkable piece of legislation when Congress provided for three : 
whoshould have the power toset aside the judgments of judges of the Unit 
States court and disyx se Of the lands and homes of some 4,000 people, of val 
reaching into the millions, and beable to do this absolutely withoutany right 





suit, ST ‘EL 
bserve the law v by re fusing to allot the timber lands to the In- 


er 


tis 
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lor remedy whatever tocorrect their judgments if erroneous. Plac- 
r hands these interests, with the absol ute power of disposal subject 
ce of the v ast sums of money which the opponents of these people 
rd to provide, I can’t think that the Members of Congress voting g tor 
it could have comprehended just what they were doing. 
y could know the feeling of distrust with which the public in this 
cenerally view this citizenship court, Iam sure they would not re- 
relieve ti ms itizens hip cou rt of the bad odor that now hangs over it 
ing their ju@gments to be reviewed by that tribunal in whom the 
can per ple eee sonfidence, the Supreme Court of the United States. 
ally should this be true when you remember that all these cases hare 
ed in the United States court, first by a master in chancery, and 
vy the judge o f the court, and these « ourts have pronounced a judg, z- 
verse to the judgments heretofore made by the citizenship court 
* yet in my conversation with people in the Tervitory heasd 4 ao 
. word of confidence in the judgments of the citizen: ship court t. On the 
ind, the fe ling seems to be unanimous that the court is not a court, 
g f th e attorne ys representing the Chickasaw and Choctaw na- 
[ can’t think that Co ngress ca an have any other desire than that jus- 
be don .and I know that noreasonable objection can be made to 
ng the m atter on a test case to the Supreme Court, and to oppose 
representatives of the Indian nations is to confess the truth of the 
f th e public as to thecitizenshipcourt. Personally I know nothing 
mbers of the court and would not in aby way cast any reflection o n 
sty; but I say that it ib only justice to them as well as the people 
eyond any charge by allowing their judgmentsto be reviewed. 
nay succeed in p aouling the bill, 
ver, yours, very truly, 
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m H. B. LOCKETT. 
Chairman, the Soerenary of the Interior and the ao 
sion have deliberately violated an act of Congress and a 
n treaty by refusing to allot timber lands to Choctaw ae 
Mr. Bixby, when before the Indian Committee recently, 

ed the following questions: 


s. I believe, under an agreement between the Choctaw and 





rregated were u 
yr and Chickasaw 


‘sof the tribes a right tos 
ens. Upon which they = ad their homes? 
BI ‘, Whether they had their homes there or not. 
vw, Mr. Chairman, I can not account for the reason why an 
tive officer refuses absolutely to permit a plain act 
to be carried into effect. 
\ittee, admitted this to be a fact. 
ITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
[TEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. 
FITZ 

l 


inera 


lands? 








apret ment unquestionably give 
anda nnon which nir imber was 
‘lect lands upon which pine timber was 








GERALD. Witha a great man — the gentleman 

I agree; but if I understand correctly ‘the explanation 
this action before ae c a e, it was that there was 
mpt being made at present to obtain poss ssion of very 
ible timber lands th rough allo otme nts that might be made. I 


to ask the calitomenin if it was not a fact that it appeared that | 
r the purpose of subserving the interes ts of the Indians | 


those timber lands were withheld — allotment? 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
3 entertaining 


an evil design always have some excuse to 





early evident to my mind that the Secretary has violated 
w by refusing to allot land to these Indians, and he must 
meé excuse; and the gentleman from New York is correct 
iting that he said the fear that some white men would come 
l take these Indians’ timber land away from them was the rea- 
. Any lawyer knows that the timber growing upon land is 
+ of the realty. The law clearly stated that th e homesteads of 
» Indians are inalienable; then how would be possible for 
> man to come along and buy or take the timber away from 
It is not reasonable. 
FITZGERALD. Is it not a fact that there are certain 
e men in the Indian Territory practically obtaining possession 
lian allotments in spite of the restriction of inalienation by 
f leases and subleases? 
r. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman is correct, and I 
irther state that the report of Mr. ee the secretary of 
Indian Rights Association (which report 
CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD), shows that several members of 
Dawes Commission belonged tosomeof these trust companies, 
some of the clerks and other governmental officials have alsc 
ged to the companies, and the very object and purpose for 
1 these trust companies were organized was to get hold of 
valuable Indian lands and lease and deal in them for the 
pose of specvlating on them. 
r. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I understood the 
itleman to say that under the law the Indians could be al ll — 
land; that it was made the imperative duty of the Dawes 
unission upon application to allot then 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It was. 
Mr. R¢ JBINSON of Indiana. And they have persistently and 
berate ly refused to observe that law and allot the land? 
} -HENS of Texas. Yes; and they are now refusing to 
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ans, to which they are entitled by 


ess. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And it is to be clothed in the Cur- 
bill, section 6, with the power to sell the timber upon this land, 


treaty and by the act of Con- 


ee“ 


uns and the Con gress, they had the rigt ht to selec t timber | 


of Con- } 
Mr. Bixby explicitly, when before | 


I will say, Mr. Chairman, that | 


you will find in a 
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and asI am informed the scale or estin sb 
that is now in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior. 
ing them at about one-tenth their value will be the basis upon 
which the Secretary approves the sale of these lands at a rea - 
able value. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I am satisfied, Mr. Chairman. that 
the gentleman is correct in his statement, and t l 


“2.2..2 , r ‘ 


attorney at Chickasha, Ind. T., explain t 
The lett ers are as follows: 
CHICKASHA, Inp. T., 1 ber 22, 1903. 
Hon. JoHN H. STEPHENS, Washington, D. C. 
Dear §S1r: Your favor of recent date in regard to the interest of s 
Choctaw Indians as set forth in my former letter received and noted 


ters yon @ prominent 
true situation. 






























rather think you misconstrur d the mea ng of my former letter. as 
| you received the ide 2a that it was the fa ve « ain Cl t by 
the Secretary which was the basis of my c: I atter to w } 
on ended to call your: attention was the with: rtain lands 5 
by the Commission as timber lands, from and the refusal of t 
| Commission to permit it allotte 1d by the Choctaws, when under the treaty it 
| was intended to be allotte dj ist the same as any other land, and tha er 
nothing i in the treaty to indicate that this cl racter of land should be wi 
held from allotment fo r any reason 
My information is that it is withheld from allotment for the purpose of 
| trying to secure legislation by Cong: giving the Secretary aut! 
| power to sell said land by sealed bids his, it seems to voul 
| greater opportunity for fraud and f lators upor perty 
Indians than c id be ob tained t ) any er t ins i t 
| 2 Indians should be permitted to take their allotn of 
| lands of the two tribes anywhere they desired, esp 
|isn t spec ially reserved under the treaty f you } 
supplemental agreement with the Ch and Cl Lws your 
| that there is nothing to indicate that this character of la ild 
| held from allotment for any purpose 
I thought perhaps a re s might be introduced in Congress ling 
| Bpon the Seeretary to show cause why this land was v eld from 
} ment, and it saben eatin 16 sume to be opened for allotme 
[ 1 too much w this 1 F tif 
> I will appreciate it 
F. E.R 
CHICKASHA, I E e 


Hon. Joun H. STEPHENS, Washington 
My Dear Str: I received the examination and statement 


fore yourcommittee. I note he stat . 
1e legislation 1 regard to the tim! er proposition they will 
tit under the existing laws : 
Iam reliably informed by some of the best Indian citizens who 
the timber belt that the Indians are not desirous of . t 
tion on the subject, but are insisting upon selecting their a ne 
the treaty as it n Ww exi 3ts and as has been ratified by them: that t 
been living in that conten of the country for years, they ar 
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and relatives, and to be refused tos r allotm as 
| want them will cause them to bes fr t I 
and will not ut all suit them 
| [think Mr. Bixby is hat the I i 
| to be robbed of tl rt 
| Ganger of their being r 
| robbedof the of t a 
of the best f g le t > 
year, and that he think 
d », that w l 
i : ¢ xt 
m 4 ot 
in re i { I LxiDg 3% 
mer 
i ng this line w simt tend f . 
disturbances : I the ¢ 
many of the Indians who live in that belt that they ' i 
} } » +) . o } + 
cu f t} should t 
, 1 I 
; 
I 
¥ t Ww i 
i i a t 
F. E. Rr 
Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman from Texas per 
to make a suggestion? It is notaquestion. Is not t { 
tion of affairs, that it is thought unwise for the I 
sion to allot those timber lands? Dawes Com? 
Secretary are not refusing to obey the mandat z 
they are performing other duties t I t 
perform and are delaying for the time bei 
statute so far as timber land is concerned, 
bringing the matter to the attention of ! 
gress in its wisdom sees fit to change this statut¢ 
then they will goright along in l 
- s< . — rot a 
gress and perform their du 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But, Mr. C) 
true that the Dawes Comm I 
that they can nota t this ia I 
r.. mara ‘ ° 
il Sri x ‘i x ! i 
el ge I cit v Mr. Bix ¢ 
Mr. STEPHENS re L , 
| fact is that this Commission has recent ] lam 
clerks because they claimed they hay >» rm in t 


| Indian Territory. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. But thatis another class of work. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is not the entire work of the Indian 
Territory under the control of the Dawes Commission? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

-Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then, why should they discharge 
their clerks and claim that they can not reach this timber-land 
matter and allot it to the Indians? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are various divisions of work. The 
gentleman here and myself, in Congress, have one line of work to 
perform, and the gentleman from Minnesota has another. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
Commission from receiving the applications of the Indians and 
sending men to allot lands to them? I will explain to the gentle- 
man from New York the reason is given plainly by letters and 
telegrams from the Department showing that they propose to hold 
up these allotments for the purpose of securing from Congress 
legislation to carry out other designs. They do not assign the 
reason of their failure to comply with the law to be that they do 
not have the time to do it, but the other reason that they propose 
the delay in order to secure legislation that will segregate many 
thousands of acres of valuable pine timber land and have them 
sold in unlimited quantities to lumber companies—in other words, 
to the lumber trust. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They assigned, if the gentleman will permit 
another brief interruption, as a reason before our committee no 
desire to hold up Congress and hold up the work or hold up any- 
body, but they stated that, in their judgment, it was wise to make 
this change that was suggested, and so they postponed that di- 
vision of the work until they could bring the subject to the at- 
tention of Congress, and if Congress then thought wise not to 
make any change, then they would go along and complete the 
work as originally contemplated. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The question is this: Does the 
gentleman contend for a moment that an executive officer has a 
right to refuse to perform a duty expecting that Congress will 
change the line of that duty as marked out by law for him to fol- 
low? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I contend that an executive officer who is 
given not only authority, but to whom is intrusted a certain 
amount of work, can use his judgment in performing such por- 
tion as he desires first, and if, in his judgment, he thinks it is un- 
wise to perform some portion of it, he may temporarily delay that 
and go on with other work until he calls the attention of the 
legislative body to it to take action and make change if that body 
deems it wise so to do; and that is this case. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the statement of 
Mr. Bixby, alluded to by the gentleman from New York, is 
printed, and I will put it in the RecorD with my remarks, and 
that will explain his object and also that of the Secretary of the 
Interior. The statement made by Mr. Bixby was in answer to 
questions asked by me, as follows: 

Mr. STEPHENS. I believe under an original agreement between the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw and the Congress that they had a right to select timber 
lands; that the only lands segregated were mineral lands? 


Mr. Brxsy. The Choctaw and Chickasaw agreements unquestionably give 
the members of the tribes a right to select land upon which pine timber was 


growing. 
©" Mr. STEPHENS. Upon which they had their homes? 

Mr. BIXBY. Whether they had their homes there or not. 

Mr. STEPHENS. And is it not a fact that recently the Secretary of the In- 
beri yr has prevented those people from taking those lands, without any law 
whatever? 

Mr. Brxsy. It isa fact that upon the recommendation of the Commission 
those lands are not being allotted at the present time. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The law requires that they havea right to select timber 
land? 

Mr. BrxBy. I think it did. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then, why does the Commission disregard the act of Con- 

ress? 

. Mr. Brxsy. Iam glad you ask me that, because perhaps I should explain 
this situation. Just before the opening of the land offices ip the Chickasaw 
and Choctaw nations I received letters from Governor McCurtinadvising me 
that certain syndicates or land-improvement companies were about to re- 
ceive possession of the pine timber in the Choctaw Nation at a consideration 
entirely inadequate, and that as a matter of fact the Indians were about to 
be robbed of their pine. 

I presented the letters to the Commission the next day, and the Commis- 
sion instructed me to make an examination of the situation immediately and 
to report back to the Commission what I found. Iimmediately went down 
to the Choctaw Nation, looked the ground over, and made inquiries and in- 
vestigations, and made up my mind that Governor McCurtin did not over- 
state the situation. I so reported to the Commission, and recommended 
three propositions, any one of which, if adopted, would dispose of the matter. 
The proposition adopted was that these lands should be withheld from allot- 
ment until the Secretary of the Interior could be advised of the situation, 
and with the thought also in mind that perhaps Congress might also be ad- 
vised. That recommendation was approved. We did advise the Secretary 
that we had withheld these lands temporarily from allotment, not in a spirit 
of attempting or of thinking we ought to oppose a law of Congress—— 

Mr. STEPHENS. But that prevented the Indians from taking their allot- 
ments? ‘ 

Mr. BrxBy. Yes; but not especially to their injury. 

Mr. SrepuHeEns. It has indefinitely postponed the allotment? 

Mr. Brxsy. Not necessarily. 


I would like tou know, Mr. Chairman, how much time I have 
used? 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has used forty-two minutaa. 


Is there anything to prevent this | 
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| Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, on the 2d day 

| March, 1901, Congress passed an act providing for the sale 

| town lots in the towns of Lawton, Hobart, and Anadarko. 
Oklahoma. Under this act, at a public sale in that year, t] 

| lots brought about $750,000 cash. This money was placed in ; 

| hands of Secretary Hitchcock, where it has since remained, d\ 

| the fact that the towns to which it belongs have used every m: 

| in their power to secure this money. 

The following letter, dated nearly two years ago, is only one 0; 

| many such efforts, and I will add that Mr. Hitchcock utterly iv- 
nored this courteous request: 

LAWTON, OxLA , May 20, 1 

To the Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 

Washington, D. C. 

Sir: The county commissioners of Comanche County, Okla., request { 
authority to incur an indebtedness of $5,000. 

Said indebtedness to be paid from the funds derived from the sale of { 
lots in Lawton, Okla.,in the month of August, 1901, in accordance with + 
provisions of the act of March 3, 1901. (31 Stat., 1093-1094.) 

Said indebtedness to be incurred for the purpose of providing additi 
jail facilities for the county. 

Following the request and estimate, the county commissioners state t 
the temporary jail building is wholly inadequate for the accommodatio: 
its inmates at this time; that it hasa capacity sufficient toaccommodat: y 
eapome prisoners, and that there are at this time twenty-six inmates in sai 
jail. 

This is an extensive county, one of the largest in the Territory, and next t 
the Indian Territory, where large bands of criminals congregate and com 
depredations in our county. 

At the last session of the grand jury, in three days twenty-nine indict. 
ments were returned, eight of which were for murder, and all the remainder 
except two, were for serious felonies. 

More than fifty cases where prisoners were out on bond in felony ca 
were not considered. 

_ Itis the opinion of the board of county commissioners that when the grand 
jury can sit for a sufficient length of time to consider these matters, + 
many indictments will be returned for various offenses committed against 
the laws of our Territory, and that unless the honorable Secretary of 1 
Interior will grant relief at once criminals will have to be turned loose fr 
our jail upon the people of our county. 

Respectfully, 
[SEAL.] 


Attest: 


Sam STRAUSS, 
Chairman Board of County Commissioners. 


W.G. GorMAN, County Cler} 
Mr. Chairman, the law relating to the sale of these town lots 
within what was formerly the Kiowa and Comanche Indian res»r- 
vations in Oklahoma provides that— 


The lands so set apart and Semenated shall, in advance of the opening, } 
surveyed, subdivided, and platted, under the direction of the Secretary 
the Interior, into appropriate lots, ‘blocks, streets, alleys, and sites for parks 
or public buildings, soasto make a town site thereof: Provided, That no such 
pomen shall purchase more than one business and one residence lot. Town 

ots shall be offered and sold at public auction to the highest bidder, uncer 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, at sales to be had at the ope: 
ing and subsequent thereto. 

The receipts from the sale of these lots in the respective county seats sl 
after deducting the expenses incident to the surveying, subdividing, platting, 
and selling of the same, be disposed of under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior in the following manner: A court-house shall be erected tli 
with at such county seat,at a cost not exceeding $10,000, and tho residue shill 
be applied to the construction of bridges, roads, and such other public 
provements as the Secretary of the Interior shall deem appropriate, inc! 
ing the payment of expenses actually necessary to the maintenance of t 
county government, until the time for collecting county taxes in the calendar 
year next succeeding the time of the opening. No indebtedness of any c! 
acter shall be contracted or incurred by any of said counties prior to the tin 
for collecting county taxes in the calendar year next succeeding the open! 


excepting where the same shall have been authorized by the Secretary «/ 
the Interior. 


June 30, 1902, the law was amended to increase the appropria- 


tion for court-houses, and gave to the Secretary of the Interior 
authority— 


to cause to be expended, a to his control and supervision, and upon tic 


recommendation of the legally constituted authorities of each of said tow! 
for the construction of waterworks, schoolhouses, and such other municij 
improvements as may be advisable and advantageous to the inhabitant 
said towns, the following additional sums, to wit: For the town of Lawton, 
$150,000; for the town of Anadarko, $60,000, and for the town of Hobart, $50,(' 

The Secretary of the Interior designated as county-seat tow: 
sites Lawton, Anadarko, and Hobart, and all the lots were soli). 
the sales aggregating $736,033. (See Annual Report Secretary « 
the Interior, 1901, p. 63.) The moneys were deposited with the 
assistant treasurer of the United States at St. Lonis, Mo., to tl 
credit of the Secretary of the Interior on account of town site 
It appears from the daily statement of assets and liabilities of t! 
assistant treasurer dated August 31, 1903, that there remains « 
this sum now on deposit $623,156.43. 

The claim of the Government to the lands of Indian tribes e 
tends to the ultimate title and to the exclusive power of acquiri! 
possession. (Johnson v. McIntosh, 8 Wheat., 543.) The fee w: 
inthe United States, subject only to occupancy. (United Stat: 
v. Cook, 19 Wall., 592.) The right of occupancy was relinquish: 
by the Indians and the Government entered into possession of th 
lands. The moneys derived from the sale of public lands are pu!) 
lic moneys, to becovered into the Treasury of the United States a 
other public revenues, and can be appropriated to such uses a 
Congress may by law designate. 

Mr. Chairman, public moneys, whether in the Treasury of the 
United States, deposited with an assistant treasurer, in the hands 











fficer of the Government, or in any other place, retain the 
ter of public funds; the title remains in the United States; 
cease to be public moneys only when paid out in liquidation 
val demand and to alawful claimant. (4 Comp. Dec., 210.) 
ection 22 of the act of May 2, 1890, which act created a tem- 
ry government for the Territory of Oklahoma (26 Stat., 92), it 

t | rovided: 
n case of any lands in said Torritory of Oklahoma which may be 
| and filed upon as a homestead, under the provisions of law applica- 
said Territory, by @ person who is entitled to perfect his title thereto 
ch laws, are required for town-site purposes, it shall be lawful for 
n toapply to the Secretary of the Interior to purchase the lands 
¢ iced in said homestead, or any part thereof, for town-site purposes 
I | file with the application a plat for such proposed town site, and if 
shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior he shall issue a 
uch person for land embraced in said town site upon the payment 
m of $10 per acre for all the lands embraced in said town site, except 
is to be donated and maintained for public purposes, as provided 
in thissection. And the sums so received by the Secretary of the Interior 
‘ » paid over to the proper authorities of the municipalities when or- 

1, to be used by them for school purposes only. 


Comptroller Matthews, replying to a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior relating to the disposition of moneys received by 
the Secretary of the Interior under this provision, on July 13, 1892, 


have the honor to say that, in my opinion, Congress did not intend that | 


t neys derived from the sale of town sites in Oklahoma, under the act 
referred to, should be disposed of in such a manner that no account thereof 


ld be kept at the Treasury. The act sets apart the moneys received from 
the sales of the respective town sites for school purposes, and provides that 
the Secretary of the Interior shall pay over the same to the proper author- 

s of the municipalities when organized. This is in legal effect an appro- 

n of the proceeds of sales of such town sites for the purpose indicated. 
3 therefore no reason why the proceeds of the sales of such town sites 


6! d not be deposited in the Treasury as other public revenues, to the 
credit of miscellaneous receipts “‘on account of sales of town sites in Okla- 
h« Territory, under section 22, act of May 2, 1890," and under the author- 






said act the Secretary of the Treasury will issue appropriation war- 
rants for the amounts so deposited, setting them apart and making them 
subject to the requisition of the Secretary of the Interior for the purposes 
ndicated in the act. 

A detailed account of the deposits made on account of sales of each particu- 
lar town site should be kept in order that payments may be made by settle- 
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| 
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* * * In order to perfect the records in the Auditor’: 
gest that the Auditor obtain from the Interior D: 











papers are not sufficient for that purpose) inf l a e transa 
and that the same be filed with the accounts of the Indianagent for the« 
ter ending June 30, 1902, and a notation be made on the official stateme 
the account referring to the papers filed therewit I will rve a 
record of the transaction in the very place where oue would natura < 
for it hereafter. 
Mr. Chairman, the large sum of money arising from th 
these Oklahoma town lots has never been placed in the T: 
of the United States, as is shown by the letter of the Acting Treas 
urer. It is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SI ETARY 
Washing , arch 2, J 
Hon. JOHN H. STEPHENS, 
House of Representatives. 
Str: Referring to your communication of the 29%h ultimo,in relation t 
@ bill passed during the Fifty-sixth Congress providing f al 
lots in the towns of Lawton, Hobart, and Anadarko, Ok 
information as to the amount of money in t rea i i 
said towns, I have the honor to state that the town lots referred to were sold 
by the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of the act of Mar 
1901 (31 Stat., p. 1094), and the proceeds thereof disbur l 
No proceeds of the sales have ever been covered intot 
United States 
Respectfully, R. B. ARM 


Mr. Chairman, it is clear to my mind that in this matter 
have another illustration of the manner in which Mr. Hitch 





the counties and towns to whom this money belongs. ere h 
been several destructive fires in these towns which destri 
hundreds of thousands of dollars’ worth of property. Mr. Hit 


| cock should be compelled to refund to those people the mor 


ments in favor of the respective municipalities when organized, as suggested 


in your letter. 

[ would say that I have ascertained that the moneys received 
from town-site sales, under section 22 of the act of May 2, 1890, 
above cited, have been covered into the Treasury and paid out on 
warrants, in accordance with the decision of the Comptroller, and 
it is clear that the funds received from the sale of town lots un- 
der the act of March 3, 1901, is in every respect the same as under 
the act of May 2, 1880, and Congress in both cases appropriated 
the proceeds so received for specific purposes. 

Section 234, Revised Statutes, provides that— 

laims and demands whatever by the United States or against them 


and all accounts whatever in which the United States are concerned, either 
as debtors or creditors, shall be settled and adjusted in the Treasury Depart- 
ment 


Section 3622, Revised Statutes, provides that— 

Every officer or agent of the United States who receives public money 
which he is not authorized to retain as salary, pay, or emolument shall ren- 
der his accounts monthly. 

Section 7 of the act of July 31, 1894 (28 Stat., 206), provides 
that— 

s Auditor for the Interior Department shall receive and examine all ac- 
counts * * * relatingto * * * public lands. 

Mr. Chairman, the Comptroller of the Treasury in a decision (to 
the Secretary of the Treasury) dated December 13, 1900, held— 

When the Commissioner of Indian Affairs assumed the duty of collecting 
funds properly collectible by Indian agents he also assumed the duty of ac- 
c ting for said funds in the manner prescribed by law and regulations 

if it were conceded that the receipts of Indian moneys, proceeds of labor, 
need not be accounted for, it would be an easy step to the concession that the 
disbursement of such funds need not be accounted for 

The only safe, proper, and legal view of the question seems to 
be that set forth in your letter to the Secretary of the Interior, 
dated July 10, 1900, as follows: 

eems to be clearly the duty of an officer of the United States who re- 
celves moneys which belong to the United States, either in his own right or 
&s trustee, to render such full and explicit account as will admit of a proper 
and exact audit. 
Mr. Chairman, under this rule it seems incumbent upon the 
mmissioner of Indian Affairs to keep an accurate record of all 
inds received by him from miscellaneous sources, whether from 
ning leases, grazing leases, or otherwise, and whether the funds 
of the class known as ** Indian moneys, proceeds of labor,’’ or 

‘rwise, and to render such full and explicit account thereof as 
ill admit of a proper and exact audit by the Auditor for the 
Interior Department, and it is so held. 

_ Again,on December 3, 1902, in what is known as the ‘‘ Menom- 
inee logs case,’’ the Comptroller said: 

I think the Auditor was justified in raising the point that the method pur- 
ied leaves a defect in the records which may come up to plague future in- 
tigators. Governmental business is not the work of a day, of even the 
etime of any person. It isa continuing business, and —_= ance as well as 
experience dictates such a persistency in records as will leave to future offi- 


cers a record that will enable them to ascertain what their predecessors have 
Goue and the reasons for their actions, 
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lost by these fires. for the reason that had some of this mo 
been put into waterworks this property would not have been di 
stroyed. Some time ago I introduced in this Congress a resolu- 
tion calling on Mr. Hitchcock to account for this strange viola 
tion of law. A few days ago he ordered work to begin on th 
waterworks. 

Iam glad to know that the Secretary has in this instance r 
nized that the Congress of the United States can at least inqu 
into his arbitrary actions and call him to account for bis ref 
to obey the law that he has sworn to obey as an officer of t 
Government. 


Mr. Chairman, the best thing in the message of President R 
velt is as follows: 
No man is above the law and no man is t w it; nor do 


permission when we require him to obey it. Obedience to the 
manded as a right, not asked as a favor 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to know why the President, if he means 
: 


what he says, does not cast out of his Cabinet Secretary 
cock, who in the many instances I have cited has o erly ( 
the law and refused to obey it. By removing this member of 
Cabinet the President would do more to earn the gratitude of 1 
lions of western people than he has ever done by any offi 
and I speak not as a partisan, but as an humble citiz 
great Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, the President of the United States at the begin 
ning of this Congress in his message points out t { 


almost every Department of this Governm 
































fraud and corruption. He says that— 

The special investigation of the subject of naturalization under tI 
tion of the Attorney-General and the conseq i 
condition of affairs calling for the in ent ( y 
geries and perjuries of shameless haract have 
trated, not onl i the de nse cel te is I 
try; and it isestablished beyond donbt that ver 
Se Dene Sinhes ave no tie whed t 
enjoying the benefits of the same tl 

Again, he ; in the same message: 

I now recon iS a Matte the I 
extension of t! poses of thi pr 
under the direction of the Att . i 
forcement of the laws of the United Stat a 
civil and criminal laws relating to public land 
crimes and offenses and th ject at 
have shown a deplorable state of affairs in t t 
cern. By various frauds and by forgeries and | 
of the public domain, embracing lands of diff 
througb various sections of the country, hav« 

It is hardly necessary to urge the importa 
est acquisitions, stolen from the people, an 
the eiiendare I speak in ar rT art « 
crimes by which the sacred right : 

‘inestimable herit ) ted wa 

through frauds, f i per es, a 

laws relating to the proper conduct 

the due administrat 

riously violated, and indict 

prosect is ar l f ar 

thus indica l i t u 

promptly and with 

of law, and to tl 

and cc mpetent le ral ut I t € . it i ich W 
be necessary at many diff i } f th vy, et 

But, Mr. Chairman, the most startling declaration made by th 
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President in this message is the following, every word of which 
16 true: 

While there may have been as much official corruption in former years, 
there has been more developed and brought to light in the immediate past 
than in the preceding century of our country’s history. 

It might be well for us to inquire into the cause of this recent 
official corruption which surpasses that of the preceding century 
of our country’s history. Can it not be found in the fact that one 
political party has practically been in power for more than forty 
years, and that the conditions surrounding this party make it 
impossible for it to throw out of office such men as Secretary 
Hitchcock and numerous others that I might mention, who are 
responsible for or have participated in this wholesale plunder of 
the people? 

Mr. Chairman, I have cited the President’s recent statement, 
showing that there is now more corruption in this Government 
than ever before, and I will cite another very eminent Republi- 
can authority giving the remedy for this corruption. The last 
clause of the Republican party’s platform in 1856 gave this remedy, 
Viz: 

The recent startling developments of frand and corruption at the Federal 
metropolis show that an entire change of administration is imperatively de- 
manded. 

Mr. Chairman, I earnestly hope that the Democratic party will 
adopt the whole of that section as part of its platform in the com- 
ing national campaign and make it the battle cry and paramount 
issue therein, in the hope that the gallows erected by Haman (the 
Republican party) in 1856 for the Democracy will be the gallows 
on which this Haman will be hanged by the American people in 
1904. 

The following is section 6 of the Republican platform of 1856, 
to which I have alluded and from which I have quoted: 

That the people justly view with alarm the reckless extravagance which 
pervades every department of the Federal Government; that a return to 
rigid economy and accountability is indispensable to arrest the systematic 
ylunder of the public Treasury by favored partisans, while the recent start- 
ing developments of frauds and corruptions at the Federal metropolis show 
that an entire change of administration is imperatively demanded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Texas does not want to 
use any more time to-night? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. No. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I will yield to the gentleman from 
South Dakota some time if he desires it. 

Mr. MARTIN. Ido not like to ask the House to remain any 
longer to-night. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BouTELL, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12684, the In- 
dian appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate concurrent 
resolution was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 50. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an examination and 
survey to be made from the St. Jones River, at Dover, Del., to a point on 
Little River and thence to Delaware Bay for the purpose of determining the 
advisability and cost of constructing a canal between the said rivers and 
the deepening and widening of Little River, so as to provide a channel suit- 
able for the needs of commerce from Dover, Del., to Delaware Bay. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 18290. An act making an appropriation for clearing the 
Potomac River of ice. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 3780. An act authorizing the Yankton. Norfolk and Southern 
Railway Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the 
city of Yankton, S. Dak.; and 

S, 121. An act granting additional lands adjacent to the site of 
the University of Montana to the State of Montana for uses of 
said university. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 8850. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Joyce: 

H. R. 6089. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
L. Nagle; 

H. R. 865. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
Chase; 


Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
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H. R. 11021. An act granting an increase of pension to Josep) 
Weems; 

H. R. 2019. An act granting a pension to Mallie Gwynn; 

H. R. 6352. An act granting a pension to Mary Huff; 

H. R. 8227. An act granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk; 

H. R. 4045. An act granting a pension to Minnie Gusler; 

. > = 19. An act establishing a United States court at Mariet: 
nd. T.; 

H. R. 10145. An act to provide for appeals, writs of error, ani 
other appellate proceedings from the circuit and district courts of 
Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texas; and 

H. R. 9308. An act permitting the building of a dam across ¢! 
Mississippi River between the counties of Wright and Sherbur: 
in the State of Minnesota. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
HARDWICK for ten days on account of important business, 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
‘he motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock) the 
House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive comniu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mahlon Hamilton, administrator de bonis non of estate of Joli 
Hamilton, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerc: 
and Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for repairs 
Government property at Ellis Island—to the Committee on Appr 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. HINSHAW, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11585) to amend section 43 
of the Revised Statutes, reported the same with amendmen’. ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1320); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3204) permitting the iowa, 
Chickasha and Fort Smith Railway Company to sell and convey 
its railroad and other property in the Indian Territory to the 

Eastern Oklahoma Railway Company, and the Eastern Oklahoma 
| Railway Company to lease all its railroad and other proper‘y in 
the Indian Territory to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rail- 
| way Company, and thereafter to sell its railroad and other prop- 
erty to said the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a rept 
(No. 1824); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 1 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein name: 
as follows: 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committeeon Waysand Means, to whic! 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 9872, reported in licu 
| thereof a bill (H. R. 13416) providing for the licensing of custoi- 
house brokers, and for other purposes, accompanied by a repo’ 
(No. 1333); which said bill and report were referred to the Hoi 
Calendar. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, fo 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11348) to : 
apart certain lands in the State of South Dakota as a public par 
to be known as the Battle Mountain Sanitarium Park, report 
| the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1°:)! 

which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of t! 
| Whole House on the state of the Union. 
| 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AN) 
RESOLUTIONS. 


| Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of t! 
| following titles were severally reported from committees, deli\ 
| ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Who! 
House, as follows: 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, t 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2863) granting an 
increase of pension to David C. Coleman, reported the same with- 











1904. 


ont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1302); which said 
| report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
ilso, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


] f the House (H. R. 8462) granting an increase of pension to 
J ; Walts, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1303); which said bill and report were re- 


i to the Private Calendar. 
fr, HOUSTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
is referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4330) granting a pen- 
si ) Catherine Tully, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by areport (No. 1304); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 


ng a pension to Margaret Jones, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 13805); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12495) granting an increase of pension 
to Sarah N. Maddox, reported the same with amendment, accom- 

nied by a report (No. 1306); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11616) granting a pension 
to August Bockerman, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1307); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2914) 
granting an increase of pension to Charity M. Farmer, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1308); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7482) granting an increase 
of pension to Jennie Pettit Morrison, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1309); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


bill of the House (H. R. 11597) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanthus P. Joyner, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1310); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONGW ORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9599) granting a pension 
to Grace P. Paddock, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1311); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


bill of the House (H. R. 11402) granting an increase of pension to 
Agnes B. Hesler, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 


nied by a report (No. 1312): which said bill and report were re- | 


ferred to the Private Calendar. 


. ; ‘ . | 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the House (H. R. 12504) granting an increase of pension to 
Juliett Field, reported the same without amendment. accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1313): which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11612) granting an increase 
of pension to G. H. Abney, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1314); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9834) granting an increase | 


of pension to Elizabeth McL. Haughey, reported the same with 
unendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1315); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania,from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6923) 
granting a pension to Olive Bassett, reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1316); which said bill | 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

_Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 878) 
granting a pension to Robert S. Rose, reported the same with 
imendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1317); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania,from the Committee on Pen- 

ions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12491) 
granting a pension to Peter Scott, reported the same with amend 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1318); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5533) granting an increase 
of pension to Hugh L. Freeman, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1319); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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ir. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was | 
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Mr. TIRRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8113) for the relief of Agnes 
W. Hills and Sarah J. Hills, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1321); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 1352) for the relief of Lindley C. 
Kent and Joseph Jenkins as the sureties of Frank A. Webb, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1322); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, 


_ ’ ee og gt | to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3950) for the 
sions, to Which was referred the bill of the House o De 6) | 


relief of W. R. Akers, of Alliance, Nebr., reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1323); which said 


| bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Claims, to 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9758) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of George McGhehey for services rendered as 
mail contractor, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1325); which said bill and report were 
| referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1127) for relief of Wil- 
| liam J. Hines, reported the same without amendment,accompanied 
| by a report (No. 1326); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL.,. from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
| which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 64) to correct the 
| military record of William B. Thompson, reported the same with- 
| out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1332); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 








ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 


; ! | the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3976) for the relief of 
John Thomas Owen, reported the same adversely, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1327); which said bill and report were ordered laid 
on the table. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6084) for the relief of Emanuel Peck, re- 
| ported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1328); 
| which said bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 
| He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2997) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Bernhard Stueber, reported the same 
| adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1329); which said bill 
and report were ordered laid on the table. 
Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2828) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of H.C. Hayn 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1330 
which said bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 

| He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2827) to remove the charge of desertio 
from the military record of James L. Northeutt, reported the same 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1331); which said bill 
and report were ordered laid on the table. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12108 
relief of Mary Douglas Griffiths, and the same was refe 
the Committee on War Claims. 


rred to 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
follows: 


By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 13414) to provide for the 


temporary government of the territory or zone of land to be 
pied and controlled by the United States for the construction 
an interoceanic canal and other works necessary and convenient 


‘ther 
Com- 


for the operation and protection of said enterprise. and for « 
purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreig 
merce. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 13415) to place the page force of 
the House of Representatives on the annual pay roll—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means: 
bill (H. R. 13416) providing for the licensing of 

| brokers, and for other purposes—to the House Calendar. 


A 
ym-hotse 


‘nist 
cu 4 








































































CONGRESSIONAL 


By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 13417) for a public building at 
the city of Bainbridge, Ga., and appropriating money therefor— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 
elective franchise, defi ning « ffenses against the same, and pre- 
scribing panishw nts therefor—to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, ~— Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 13467) to promote the safety of 
travelers on railroads by compelling common carri iers engage d in | 
interstate commerce to strengthen the construction of day or pas- | 
senger coaches, mail cars, nies smoking, and combination cars 
and touris sleepers, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Interstate and f Penola Commerce. 

By Mr. “WACHTER: A resolution (H. Res. 240) authorizing 
the chairman of the Committze on Enrolled Bills to appoint an 
assistant clerk for the remainder of the session—to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 


nt 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause t of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. B. 13419) granting an 
increase of pension to George Weeks—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill 
of Samuel Chapman, of Pickens County, S. C.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. 


tee on Pensions. 

, a bill (H. R. 13422) granting a pension to Jesse C. Thomas— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 18423) granting an increase of 


— to Christian P. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
-ensions. 


| 
By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 13424) granting an increase of 


pension to John E. Ault—to the Committee on Inva:id Pensions. 
By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 13425) granting a pension 
to William H. Small—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13426) granting 
ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13427) granting a pension to George W. Mc- 
Collen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1 


Affairs. 


By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 13429) granting a pen- 


13418) in relation to the | 


H. R. 13420) for the relief of the estate | 


j CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 13421) granting an increase | 
of pension to Micajah Hili, alias Michael C. Hill—to the Commit- | 


a pension to Caroline Har- | 


3428) to correct the military record of John | 
Fenstermacher, of Whitehall, Pa.—to the Committee on Military | 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 3. 


By Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 13446) granting a pension to : 
A. Wardell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 13447) granting an in: 
of pension to Nancy A. Rickman—to the Committee on Ir 
| Pensions, 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 13448) granting an increase of pens 

Susan D. Lovell—to the Committee on Pensions. 
3y Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13449) f 
relief of Mrs. Rebecca Love—to the Committee on War Cla 
3y Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13450) for the relief of R 
L. Moore—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 13451) granting anincre 
pension to Frank Wenzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pe: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13452) granting an increase of pensi 
Eli Bunti ng—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13453) granting an increase of pensi 
Ezekial Steele—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13454 
the relief of James W. Kenney and the Union Brewing ( 
' pany—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 13455) granting an ine 
of pension to Henry L. Robinson—to the Committee on In 
| Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13456) for the relief of Richard E. Cros 
| the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 13457) granting a per 
to Catharine Essig—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13458) granting a pension to Hannah | 
Robison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13459) granting a pension to Sarah So) 
| to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 13460) for the relief of Reuben 
| Deaver—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13461) granting 
an increase of pension to William Curtis—to the Committ: 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 13462) for the relief 
of Annie White—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13463) for the relief of certain occupants or 
claimants or owners of property at Nogales, Ariz.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 13464) to amend 
the naval record of William H. Harlin—to the Committee 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13465) granting a pension to Jacob Weiss— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 13466) for th 
relief of William G. Keats—to the Committee on War Claims. 


e on 





sion to Martha A. Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18430) granting a 
dall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13481) granting a pension to John Scanlon— 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13433) granting 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill 
erty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13485) granting a pension to Archibald 
Groom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13436) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 18437) granting a pension to 
William P. Crawforé¢ i—to the C ommittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLE SPIE : A bill (H.R. 13 
of 


pension to John W. Comer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810NS8. 


By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 13439) granting | 


an increase of pension to Cornelius B. Alliger—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 13440) granting an increase of 
pension to R. R. Dill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18441) granting a pension to George W. 
Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 13442) to reimburse Clyde 
P. Halfhill, late a member of Company H, Fiftieth Regiment 
lowa Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. 


crease of pension to Charles W. Burger—to the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 13444) granting an increase 
of pension to Eugene H. Harding—to the Committee on Invalid | 
— sior 1s. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 13445) for the relief of E. J. 
Seeds—to the Committee on Claims. 


pension to Selestine Ran- | 


13432) granting a pension to John Nixon— | 
a pension to Jacob T. Child— | 
(H. R. 13434) granting a pension to R. A. Dough- | 


438) granting an increase | 


HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 13443) granting an in- | 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Shipowners’ Association of 
the Pacific Coast, against bill extending time for applying « 
ing navigation laws to the Philippine Islands—to the Commi 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, resolution of the National League of Commission M 
chants of the United States, defining the powers of the Interstat 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 

Foreign Commerce. 
| Also, petition of residents of Woodland, Ml., against repeal 
the anticanteen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Elias Block & Sons, of Cincinnati, Ohio, agai! 
passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on t! 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. Drayer and 41 others, of Momence, III. 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on | 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Papers to accompany bill H. 2 
10170, granting increase of pension to Wilhelm Dickoff—to th 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 13016, ' 
establish a court of record at Grove, Ind. T.—to the Commi 
| on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: Five petitions, representing 181 | 
zens and two Christian societies of Kansas, in favor of the I 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of Typographical Union No 

| of Newburg, N. Y., relative toan eight-hour law, etc.—to the Co Oo 

mittee on Labor. 

| Also, petition of Washington Camp, Patriotic Sons of Ameri 

| of Newburg, N. Y., relative toa bill to regulate immigration 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petition of the Baptist Church of N 


| ank, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Con 
| mittee on the J udiciary. ; 












on 


B ON: Resolutions of Commodore Perry Post, No. 

1 Post, No. 141, and Cleveland City Post, No. 403, 

rmv of the Ret ublic, Cleveland, Ohio, in favor of asery- 
, bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


»otition of Ohio Universalist Convention, in favor of the 
»-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| leta, Il. 7 


{ 


| 


BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of London Grove | 


( . No ae Patrons of Husbandry, of Avondale, Pa., in favor 
ppropriations for agric ultural ex <periment stations— 
‘ommittes on Agric ulture. 
fr. CAMPBELL: Nine petitions of residents of various 
utes in Kansas, relative to increase of salary for rural 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
etitions of T. F. Jones and 59 others, of Walnut, Kans., 
- T. BE. Nichols and others, of Labette County, Kans., in 
= Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
* COOPER of Wisconsin: Resolution of the National 


} \ Yr 


League of Commission Merchants, in favor of legislation defining 
power of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Commit- 


te » Judiciary. 

By tr COUSINS: Petitions of J. P. Burdslee and 5 others, of 
Tama. Iowa; A. L. Cotton and 14 others, of Taylor Township, 
Towa: BE. L. Price and 39 others, of Tama, Iowa, and Rey. G. H. 
Crocker and 24 others, of Marshall County, Iowa, in favor of the 

hurn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petitions of R. B. Hatch and 40 others, of 
Peterboro, N. H.,and Lisbon (N.H.) Methodist Episcopal Church 
4 | others, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
nittee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. DANIELS: Resolutions of Grand Army posts in Cali- 
. and Nevada, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petitions of Rev. Powell M. Cain and 
27 others, of Ray County, Moe.; James Kelly and 124 others, of 
Davies County, Mo., and Rev. R. K. Kelly and 47 others, of 
Grant City, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Two petitions of J. A. Gorton and others, of 
Arcadia, Wis., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of the Woman’s Chris- 

. Temperance Union of Enosburg Falls, Vt., in favor of the 


passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. FULLER: Petition of Charles Sabin and 55 others, of 
Rockford, IU, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Petition of the legal representa- 
tives of the estate of Thomas W. Chilton, of Tennessee, praying 
for reference of claim: to the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

B y Mr. GOEBEL: Petitions of the People’s Distilling Company 

d the Turner-Looker Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, against 
t > pi na ge of the Hepburn- Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
Ul diciary. 
y Mr. GRANGER: Petitions of Roger Williams BaptistChurch, 
( Pr wvidence, R.1., and W. E. Dennett and 43 others, of Burriill- 
le, R. L, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
n i tee on the Judiciary. 
y Mr.GROSVENOR: Petition of members of Ohio University 
wculty, of Athens, Ohio, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judici iary. 


Also , Tesolution of Keys Post, No. 574, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Ohio, in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


So, petition of citizens of the Eleventh Congressional district 

' veal against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

7 Mr HAY: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 2130, for the 


r of the estate of Branon Thatcher, deceased—to the Commit- 
t n War Claims. 


y Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the United Pres- | 


ter - Church of Thompsonville, Conn., in favor of the Hep- 
olliver bill—to the Committee on the Judici lary. 
Mr ee PBURN: Petition of John Williamson and 23 others, 
, lowa, for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the 
mitte eon the Judiciary 


Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of Griffin Circle, Ladies of the | 


nd Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, in favor 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petitions of Rev. M. C. Smith, the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
ince Union, and 18 others, of Valparaiso, Nebr., and William 
“telle and 11 others, of Aurora, I11., 

a bill—to the Committe eon the Judiciary. 
y Mr. HITT: Petition of Rev. C. W. Marlow and others, of Co- 


in favor of the Hepburn- | 





in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Comn ) 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of the First P . 
terian Church of New Brunswick, N. J.. in f r of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on th 

Also, resolution of the legislature oi > Jersey, in fa of 
improving the Passaic River—to the Committee on Rivers and 

| Harbors. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Petition of citizens of Toronto, Ind., in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of J. W. Usher and others, of Ken- 
tucky, in favor of bill H. R. 3574, for the os lief of farmers and 
tobacco growers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Resolutions of the Gloucester Board of 
Trade, recommending that the Navy De -partm ent set aside a vessel 
for the purpose of destroying derelicts along our coast—to ; the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 

Also, resolution of the Gloucester (Mass.) B ard ¢ f Trade and 


SS Sn 





the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, recommending an arbi- 
tration treaty between the United States and Great Britain—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKAID: Petition of E. W. Northup. M. D.,and other 
citizens of Nebraska, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: Petition of Rev. J. W. Long and 8 othe 
Rockford, N. C.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petitions of W. U. Ratcliff and 109 others, of 
New Sharon, Iowa, and James Bridge and 58 others, of Oskaloosa, 
Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South of White County, Ark., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of Rev. F. R. Le wis 


rs, of 
to the 


and ot her 


ministers of Kennebunk, Me., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judici: iry. 
By Mr. McCARTHY: Petitions of John T. McLe: in an d 4 othe 


of Clarks, Nebr.; Rev. J. B. Leedon and others, and D. M. Si ile : 
and 36 others, of Silver Creek, Nebr., and J. S. McLaughlin and 
others, of Emerson, Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McNARY: Petition of the Massachusetts State Pharma- 
ceutical Association, in favor of bill H. R. 9303, for a reduction 
of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on wae s and Means 


Je 


By Mr. MARSHALL: Petitions of T. A. Thompson and 12 
others, of Hope, N. Dak.; P. J. Henness and 20 others, of Niagara, 
N. Dak.; the Fargo Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 
8 others, of Fargo, N. Dak., and Rev. O. N. Oleson, and 6 others, 
of Elliott, N. Dak., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
3y Mr. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Burns, Kans 


,in favor 


of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany House bill granting 
increase of pension to Mrs. Susan D. Caan the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Nancy A. Rickman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of Robert i. 
Taylor, praying reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petitions of the Methodist Pro it Church 


and Christian Endeavor Society, the Woman's C brist ian Temper 
ance Union, and Rev. Atvill Conner and 8 othe 
Md., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the ¢ 
the Judiciary. 


ES tad 
‘rs, of Buckeyetown, 


‘ommittee on 


By Mr. RLXEY: Papers to acc mm pany bill for relief of Robert 
L. Moore—to the Committees on Claims. 

By Mr. RUCKER: Petitions of the Ministerial Association and 
8 others, of Monroe City, Mo., and Re 1v. Henry Eubank and 49 


others, of Triplett, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of H. C. Gilbert Post, No. 160, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Missouri, 


+ 


n favor of a Servl 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid P en er S 

By Mr. RYAN: Papers to accompany bill H. 19, to increase 
pension of August Strick—to the Committee on valid Pe 

sions. 

By Mr.SCOTT: Resolution of James Shie ld s P st, No. 57, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Wellington, Kans.. in favor ¢ f a serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Inval id P sions. 

Also, resolution of the Kansas River Luprovement Association, 
relative to the improvement of the Kansas River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: Petition of the Bausch Picture Frame and 
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Molding Company and others, in favor of reduction of taxation 
on grain alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHIRAS: Petitions of the Sixth United Presbyterian 
Church, the Union Methodist Church, and John W. Gazaway and 
19 others, of Allegheny, Pa.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Pstition of Rev. F. M. McConnell and 50 
others, of Brownwood, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petition of Charles L. White 
and 14 others, of Cherry Valley, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver biill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of William G. Kopp, of Defiance, 
Ohio, recommending an increase of salary of rural carriers to 
$350 per year—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. 
ot! 3, O1 
to 

By Mr. 


3: 


STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of W. D. Jolly and 23 
' Panhandle, Tex.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 


the Cor 


minittee on the Judiciary. 


bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Norwegian-Danish Methodist Episcopal 
Church 
tion of State liquor laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A] I n of members of Park Congregational Church, of 
Panl, Minn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


9. petiti 


c+ 


wb. 


Also, petition of Zion’s German Evangelical Church, of St. | 
1, Minn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- | 


Pa 
mitt 
4] 


2 on the Judiciary. 


sociation, of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of a bill to prevent nullifi- 
cation of State liquor laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the First Baptist Church of St. Paul, Minn., 
relative to a bill to prevent nullification of State liquor laws—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Duluth Builders’ Exchange, against the 
anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 11828, granting a pension 
to Mary C. Whitten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of the Retail Grocers’ Association of Minnesota, in | 


favor of the Tawney bill (H. R. No. 6)—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Duluth Board of Trade, in favor of the 
Quark 
Commerce. 

Also, pe 
America, 
the 
and Fisheries. aa . 

Also, resolution of the Minnesota State Association of Builders’ 


ae 
Philipp 


Exchanges, against an eight-hour law—to the Committee on | 


Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Minnesota State Association of Builders’ 
Exchanges, against the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of C. S. Clark and 36 others, of | 
Rochester, N. H.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the | 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 314, 
in favor of bill H. R. No. 6—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also ution of Charles Marten Post, No. 486, Grand Army 
lic, Department of Michigan, in favor of a service- 
-to the Committees on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Fred W. Luft and 10 others, of LaSalle, Mich., 
and C. C. Hitchcock and 8 others, of Flat Rock, Mich., in favor 
of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, memorial of Willis H. Birtram, of Addison; petition of 
Charles Strewing and 23 others, of Flat Rock; memorials of Wil- 
liam B. Fuller, of Addison; James B. Saunders, of Ann Arbor; 
Martin Brockway, of Petersburg, and Franklin Craig, of Pal- 
myra, all in Michigan, in favor of bills H. R. 5760 and 9313—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church and Temper- 
ance Union, of Detroit, Mich., and O. J. Blackford and 34 others, 
of Detroit, Mich., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of W. W. Frank and 34 others, 
of Pomfret, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to accompany bill grant- 
ing a pension to W. L. Lawrence; papers to accompany bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Uriah J. Chesshir, and papers to 


STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of the Free Metho- | 
dist Church of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver | 


of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of a bill to prevent nullifica- | 


), petition of the German Emanuel Church Evangelical As- | 


s-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 


tition of the Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders of | 
lative to a bill to extend laws for coastwise trade to | 


Maron 4, 


— 


accompany bill granting a pension to Margaret J. Thackery 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resolution of the Consolid 
Stock and Petroleum Exchange, of New York, in favor of 
H. R. 7871—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of Rev. M. L. Smith and 
residents of West Virginia, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. E. Cochran and 5 others, of Salama, W. v 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on ; 
Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, March 4, 1904. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp EvEReEtT Hatr. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pr 


ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unan 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will sta: 
| proved. 
DISTRICT EXCISE BOARD. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate 
| munication from the Commissioners of the District of Col 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of the operations 
excise board of the District of Columbia for the license year 
October 31, 1903; which was referred to the Committee « 
| District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a c 
munication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, pt 
| to law, a report concerning the disposition of useless papers 
files of that Department; which was referred to the Select | 
| mittee on Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive | 
| ments, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS UNDER ACT OF 1893. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate : 
| munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in re 
| to a resolution of the 2d instant, certain statements, wi 
| gramme attached, showing in each case proceedings un 
actof February 20, 1898, known as the “* Tarsney Act,”’ rela‘ 
the completion, construction, and bids for public building 
country, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was r 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and « 
to be printed. 
COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Martin adi 
| on the part of the Senate of the Columbia Hospital for \\ 
| and Lying-in Asylum, under the requirements of the act ap} 
| June 10, 1872. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
| McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the Honus 
passed a bill (H. R. 12833) making appropriations to provid 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia { 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes; in \ 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed t 
reports of the committee of conference on the disagreeing » 
of ow Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the fo! 
| ing bills: 

A bill (H. BR. 468) granting an increase of pension to I 
| Christy; 
aa bill (H. R. 892) granting an increase of pension to Abra: 
unt; 
A bill (H. R. 958) granting an increase of pension to Alf: 
Rogers; 
P bill (H. R. 8776) granting an increase of pension to Alfr: 
udy; 
A bill (H. R. 3903) granting an increase of pension Georg 
Sherman; 
aa - (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of pension to Al 
teh; 

A bill (H. R. 6022) granting an increase of pension to G: 
W. Travis; and 

A bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations for the diplor 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the Hi: 

| had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there; 
signed by the President pro tempore: 
A bill (S. 121) granting additional lands adjacent to the sit: 


the University of Montana to the State of Montana for uses 
said university; 
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| lic Knight . Ge orge, of Pit tst burg, and 
n Verein of Pittsbu State of I -ennsylvania, 
¢ against the enactment o islation t — te the 





ransportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
1e Committee on the Judiciary. 
presented petitions of the c: mgrtegation of the Baptist 
Episce ypal churches of North Bingham, and of the 
it ion of the Methodist Episcopal C church of W ayneC ouniy, 
te of Pennsylvania; of the congregations of the Wesley 
and Methodist E piscopal churches and the Woman’ 
lem apace e Uni on of Willis, Kans., and of the c ongre- 
he First Methodist Epis copal Church of Geneva, N. _ 
r th > enactment ot legisl: ition to regulate the interstate 
tation of intoxica ting liquors; which were referred to the 
ee on = Judiciary. 
2] /S presented a petition of the Woman’s Christia 
6 Union of Bay Cit y, Micl h., praying for the enactment 
n providing for the cl osing on Si unday of the Lewis 


aaa Expe S1LION; W hich was ¢ rdered to lie on the 








presented petitions of sundry citizens of Grand Rapids, 
man's Missionary Society of Grand Rapids, and of the 
Christian Temperance Union of Grand Rapids, all in 
of Michigan, praying for an investigation of the charges 
1 filed against “ n. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State 


























1; which were referred to the Committee on Pivileges and 
) presented a petition of Ed ven Colwell Post, No. 23, De- 
tof Michigan, Gr rand ‘m the Republic, of Bloom- 
Mich., and a petition Tenry C. Rowe Circle, No. 8, 
f the Grand Army of Republic, of Benton Harbor, 

praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
rred the a e 0 nsions. 

resented ¢ tition of the ce mngregations 3 of the First 
eyterina, | Methodist Episcopal, Baptist, and Evan 

eran churches 0 f Marshall, Mich., and a s petit m f 

rregations of the } fethodist Ep iscopal, Free B sapt ist, and 

nal churches of Grand Ledge, Mi ch., praying for the 

] egulate the interstate traz sportation 

ing liquors; which were referred to ths e Committ :on 
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I tition of Os awatomie Lodge, No. 82 
Boilermakers and Iron-ship Builders, of Osawato- 
a petition n of Pittsburg Lodge, No. 221, Boil 
and Iro n-ship Bui a of Pittsburg, Kans 
ment of legislation to de velop the Ame 
hich were referred to the Com1 nittee on Commerce. 
r ted petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
é Bel elpre , Kans., praying for an investi: lien of the 
and filed against Hon. Rerep Smoot, a Senator from 
Jtah; which were referred to the Comm 
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ris County, and of Grand Lo dge, Independent Oxder ¢ f 
mplars, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the enact- 
legislation to regulate the raved sre, transportation of 
in which were referred to the Committee on 
ia 





» (for Mr. Burton) present ted a petition of Warma 
No. 202, International Association of Machinists, of Fort 
Kans., praying that an appropriation be made to increase 





iVCase 


y of the N aval Gun Factory, at Washington, D. 
t1Ca w as referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
_ tie also (fo r Mr. Burton) presented a petition of the Kansas 
nof Comm ercial Interests of Topek: 1, Kans. , praying r 
passage of the so-called ‘‘ Brownlow good-roads bill; which 
as s referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
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Montana, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DIETRICH presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lex- 
ington, Cody, Middleburg, Lincoln, St. Edward, Naponee, Brown- 
ville, Hansen, and Weeping Water, all in the State of Nebraska, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred tothe 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Concord, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to in- 
crease the salaries of rural free-delivery mail carriers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the National Pure Food Congress, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called 
**pure-food bill;”” which was referred to the Committee on Man- 


ufactures. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Philolectian Society, of 
Anoka, Minn., praying for the establishment of a national forest 
reserve in the White Mountains of New Hampshire; which was 
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pro- 
tection of Game. 

McCUMBER. I present a memorial of the legislative and ex- 
ecutive committee of the National Association of State Dairy and 
Food Products, and from the representatives of the manufacturers 
and distributers of food products in the United States, relative to 
the passage of a pure-food bill. The memorial is short, it will 
take less than a column, and I move that the body of the memo- 
rial be printed in the Recorp and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures, and ordered to be printed in the 
REcoRD, as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States: 


Your memorialists, J. W. Bailey, A. H. Jones, J. B. Noble, R. M. Allen, 
representing the National Association of State Dairy and Food Departments 
of the United States, and Edmund W. Taylor, Graeme Stewart, Len M. 
Frailey, T. B. Wagner, andS. Mueller, representing the manufacturers and 
distributors of food products in the United States, respectfully state that 
they constitute a committee on legislation appointed at a conference held in 
the city of Washington November 18, 1903, and that they firmly believe they 
voice the best public sentiment of the country in favoring the passage at the 
earliest possible date of Senate bill No. 198, entitled “A bill for preventing 
the adulteration, ae and imitation of foods, beverages, candies, 
drugs, and condiments in the District of Columbia and the Territories, and 
for coountns interstate traffic therein, and for other purposes,” amended, 
as follows: 

That all of the section on page 6, line 9, be stricken out after the word 
“so,” as being unnecessarily proscriptive; so that the section will read as fol- 

. lows: ‘If it be labeled or branded with intent so as to deceive or mislead the 
purchaser, or purport to be a foreign product when not so.” 

Your memorialists would respectfully represent that the majority of the 
70,000 food industries of the United States do an interstate-commerce busi- 
ness, and that Congress is vested by the Constitution of the United States 
with the sole authority to control all matters relating to interstate com- 
merce; and they believe that this proposed national law is justified by the 
most urgent necessity and is sanctioned by that right which the States 
have ceded to the National Government to provide for the regulation of such 
affairs among the States and citizens as have grown beyond State control 
and which from their character and magnitude are matters affecting the 
rights not only of citizens in States where they arise, but the rights of the 
citizens of other States as well. 

We need this law to effectively control the evils of food adulteration, to 
stop the adulteration and misbranding of food productsat the point of origin, 
before the adulterated or mibonntel article of food becomes scattered into 
thousands of stores, hundreds of miles away from the point wherethe article 
was adulterated or misbranded. 

We need thislaw to harmonize the discordant provisions of our State laws 
and, like a capsheaf, perfect American food legislation. 

We need this law to encourage and eectect honest business and to guaran- 
tee honest markets for honest products. 

We need this law to encourage and protect the purity and quality of the 
food products of American fruit gardens and farms. 

We need this law to protect the health, the purses, and the tastes of the 
consumers in all purchases of foodproducts, oad eo deem it of the greatest 
importance to this nation that we safeguard the purity and quality of the 
foods which we bring into our homes. 

We believe that its operations, and its operations only, can eliminate adul- 
terations before the food product is setafloat into the intricacies of interstate 
commerce. 

We believe that the ge of this law will jeopardize no State right; it 
wili only control the sale of food products where they are subjects of inter- 
state commerce; and we believe that this law will only be enforced where 
manufacturers and distributers are engaged in interstate commerce and 
where the result of analysis and examinations give the most certain and 
scientific evidence that its provisions have been violated. 

The National Association of State Dairy and Food Departments has lon 
labored to bring about such legislation by Congress as would govern an 
regulate the interstate traffic of foodstuffs and ape | enable the workings 
of the pure-food commissioners of the various States of the Union to be con- 
ducted upon uniform lines, 

The manufacturers and distributers of food products in the United States 
are also urging the enactment by Congress of some national law which will 
give them uniform regulations, uniform policies,and uniform labels for all 
the goods which they send out from their factories into the different States. 

We believe that the bill which we now recommend embraces all the essen- 
tial points desired by all interested parties in securing the pecoannd legisla- 
tion, while nonessential details are omitted, and it is a bill upon which all 
friends of pure-food legislation can agree and for which they can work. 

We further urge upon your attention that the measure the enactment of 
which is sought is desirable from the standpoint of public health, vitality, 
and from the point of view of our national honor and public morality; that 

ure food tends toward and contributes to the health and thereby to the 
iappiness of the nation; that laws insuring it affects beneficially great in- 
dustries and millions of wage-earners, and that wise legislation framed and 
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enforced for that purpose can not fail to have th 
cial effect upon the entire nation. © most salutary and be: 


We therefore trust that in presenting this petition we shall have given + 
oa honorable body urgent and satisfactory reasons for the Passage of ; d 
lil. 415 


Witness our hands this 19th day of November, 1903. 

On behalf of the food commissioners. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of the congregation of 
the First Congregational Church of Fargo, N. Dak., prayin; ta 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transport. 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Comm ;+. 
tee on the Judiciary. ne 

Mr. SIMMONS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Win. 
ston and Winston-Salem, and of the congregations of the Bay: j-+ 
Presbyterian, and Methodist Episcopal churches of Winstoy «13 
in the State of North Carolina, praying for the enactment of }... 
islation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxica: 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judic 

Mr.CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Prop! 
town, Dakota, and Deer Creek, in the State of Illinois, pra 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate t: 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the ( 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Colonel Albert D. Shaw Circle, 
10, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Chicago, |}, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Read. 
ing and Meadville; of the Friends’ First-Day School of Millville: 
of the Sunday School Convention of Laceyville, and of the Wyo. 
ming Sunday School Association, of Skinners Eddy, all i: 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GORMAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of B»!ti 
more, Catonsville, New Windsor, and Westminster; of the | 
worth League of Arlington, and of the congregation of the Emory 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Baltimore, all in the State o/ 
Maryland, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Electivns. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Jefferson, 
Cherry Hill, Buckeystown, and Rising Sun; of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Buckeystown; of the \Vo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Buckeystown; of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Protestant Church of Buckeystown; 

f the congregation of the German Reformed Church of Buck- 
eystown, and of Damascus Lodge, No. 199, Independent Order of 
Good Templars, of Damascus, all in the State of Maryland, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ASSESSMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present some tables prepared by tlie 
assessor of the District under the direction of the Commission rs 
of the District of Columbia, showing the property exempt from 
taxation in this District. I move that the tables be printed asa 
document and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The motion was agreed to, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10670) making ap- 
propriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, to report it with amend- 
ments, and I submit a report thereon. I give notice that I shall 
ask the Senate to take up the bill for consideratior at the earlicst 
moment possible—I hope to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3431) to amend the act of February §, |*'’’. 
entitled ‘‘An act to prevent the carrying of obscene literature and 
articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one State or 
Territory into another State or Territory,’’ s0 as to prevent te 
importation and exportation of the same, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2362) for the relief of the 
heirs of Melvin B. Smith, asked to be discharged from the furt)T 
consideration of the same and that it be referred to the Comm'- 
tee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Military Affairs, ‘© 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4405) to correct the military 
record of Carl W. Albrecht, reported it without amendment, an‘ 
submitted a report thereon. : 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, ‘0 


as 
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whom was referred the bill (S. 1284) to restore to the active list 
of Navy the name of Talleyrand Desaix Myers, reported it 
wii) an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

GORMAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bi whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself 
on {8th ultimo, proposing to appropriate $10,000 for continu- 
n erading of Pennsylvania avenne east from Branch avenue 
+ ‘he Distriet line, reported it without amendment, submiiited a 
; thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 

ppropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 
HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 

ir. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
f | Senate resolution No. 112, submitted by the Senator from 

ada [Mr. Stewart] on the 28th ultimo, to report a substitute 
therefor, and I ask for its present consideration. Let the substi- 
tute be read. 
~The Secretary read the substitute, as follows: 
ved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and the same is hereby, 
ed toemploy a stenographer from time to time, as may be necessary, 
to report the hearings which may be had by the committee or its subcom- 
n n the bills coming before said committee; to sit during the sessions 
of enate; to haveits hearings printed, and that any expense incurred 
sl » paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the resolution just read? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 

reed to. 

ir. KEAN. I move that the original resolution, Senate reso- 
Jution 112, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 

r, ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4767) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Snidemiller; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 4768) authorizing the President to 
appoint Charles H. Pendleton a lieutenant-commander on the re- 
tired list, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commitiee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washingtonintroduced a bill (S. 4769) validat- 
ing certain conveyances of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany and the Northern Pacific Railway Company; which was read 
twice byits title, and referred to the Committees on the Judiciary. 
. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 4770) for the extension of 
lorama avenue, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
y its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 4771) to classify mail matter, 
and forother purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, 
Oflices and Post-Roads. 


» Helen G. Evans; which was read twice by its title, and 
I ‘od to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4773) granting a pension to Juliette 
inez; Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
C ittes on Pensions. 
KEAN introduced a bill (S. 4774) granting an increase of 
m to George Shelton; which was read twice by its title, and 
red to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4775); granting a pension to Ga- | 


\ L. Hodgkiss; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

dir. MCCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 4776) granting an in- 

ase of pension to Jesse Maurer; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

uso introduced a bill (S. 4777) granting an increase of pen- 

sion to Thomas McCormick; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

.. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4778) for the relief of Pay In- 
pector E. B. Rogers, United States Navy; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

it. COLLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8, 4779) granting a pension to John W. Hall; 
A bill (S, 4780) granting an increase of pension to Webster N. 
Smith (with an accompanying paper); and 


A bill (8, 4781) granting an increase of pension to John Judge | 


with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PLATT of a York introduced a bill (8S. 4782) for the 
conveyance of public lands belonging to the United States in the 
State of New York; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 4783) for the relief of the 

eirs of James E. S. Hollyday, deceased; which was read twice 


| 


} 


by its title, and, with an accompanying paper, referred 
Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4784) for the relief of Nicholas H. 
Clemson and Rachel Clemson, executors of John B. Clemson, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 4785) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Ward; 

A bill (S. 4786) granting an increase of pension to A. W. Ban- 
ister; 

A bill (S. 4787) granting 
Burkitt; 

A bill (8. 4788) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Bush; 

A bill (S. 4789) 
ford; 

A bill (S. 4790) granting an increase of pension to W. H. Dunn; 

A bill (S. 4791) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J, 
Famous; 

A bill (S. 4792) granting an increase of pension to C. W. Gibs: 

A bill (S. 4793) granting an increase of pension to John T. G1 

A bill (S. 4794) granting an increase of pension to John F. H 
rison; 

A bill (S. 4795) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F, 
Hartley; 

A bill (S. 4796) granting an increase of pension to Mahlon B, 
Hicks; 

A bill (S. 4797) granting an increase of pension to William Hood; 

A bill (S. 4798) granting a pension to Joshua Jones; 

A bill (S. 4799) granting an increase of pension to T. E. Kelley; 

A bill (S. 4800) granting a pension to Alexander McCormick; 
and 

A bill (S. 4801) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Ross. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 4802) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Stewart; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


to the 


an increase of pension to George C. 


o 


ranting an increase of pension to Rose Brad- 





on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4803) granting a pension to Susanne P. Thorne; 

A bill (S. 4804) granting an increase of pension Calob D. Burnly; 
and 

A bill (S. 4805) granting a pension to Margaret F. Hallig. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4806) to remit the sentenc 
of general court-martial against Milton Osthein, late tiv 





< 
+ 
+ & pee ®D 


| Company H, Twelfth United States Infantry, and grant him 


referred to the Committeo on Posi- | 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 4807) granting an increase of pen- 
. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4772) granting a pen- | 


| accompahying papers, referred to the Committee on Pe 


honorable discharge; which was read twice by its title, and r 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


sion to Dennis Buckley McCready, alias Dennis McCready, alias 
Thomas Buckley; which was read twice by its title, and, t] 





aa 
Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4808) granting an increase 
of pension to John Worley; which was read twice byits title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
Mr. GORMAN introduced the following bills; which w 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committ i 


Claims: 

A bill (S. 4809) for the relief of the heirs of Henry N. Harri 
deceased (with the accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4810) for the relief of the estate of Cyrus Martin, de 
ceased (with the accompanying paper). 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 4811) granti: 





> 


| Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4812) for the extension o itten- 
| house street, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Colum! 
| Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 4813) anthorizin 
Secretary of War to transfer to the Columbia Military Academy 
certain property in Maury County, Tenn.; which was read twice 
| by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4814) granting an increase of 
| pension to Marcia H. Edgerly; which was read twice b; 
| and referred to the Committee om Pensions. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. On February 25 I introduced a bill (S. 4586) 
| granting an increase of pension to Angeline P. Root, which was 
| referred to the Committes on Pensions. I move that the com- 
| mittee be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
| and that it be postponed indefinitely. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will 
indefinitely. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. 


OT, yt 
I now intr 


luce a new bill, which I ask 
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be read twice and referred to the Committee on Pensions, in the 
place of the one just postponed indefinitely. 


P. Root was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 56) relative to 
the semicentennial anniversary of the completion and utilization 
of the ship canal around the falls of the St. Marys River, at the 
outlet of Lake Superior, in the State of Michigan; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ANKENY submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $2,400 to pay the heirs of Darius B. Randall, deceased, for 
certain improvements situated on the Nez Percé Indian Reserva- 
tion, relinquished by the said deceased to the United States for the 
use of the Nez Percé tribe of Indians, intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALGER submitted an amendment authorizing rural mail 
carriers to do an express-package business, provided the packages 
and articles are not allowed by law to be accepted for mailing, 
and authorizing them to make and perform contracts with pub- 
lishers of newspapers and periodicals and news agents to distrib- 
ute newspapers and periodicals which are admitted to the mails 
at second-class rates of postage and upon which one rate of post- 
age has been paid, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
post-office appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, 


and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on | the REcoRD, if there be no objection 
aC ; ; 


Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $3,000 for grading and improving Flint and other streets 


in the American University Park, intended to be proposed by him | 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred | 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be | 


printed. 
Mr. QUARLES submitted an amendment authorizing the Sec- 


retary of the Interior to issue patents in fee to Frank A. A. Rob- | 


ertson, Edmond Cheney Robertson, and Ella F. Robertson, mem- 


bers of the Yankton tribe of Indians, for lands heretofore allotted | 


to them in the State of South Dakota, intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $1,000 for the payment of a reward to John J. Cain, Charles 
Stripp, and James F. Vallely for the arrest of Harry Russell, upon 
the presentation to the Postmaster-General of proper proof of such 
arrest, intended to be proposed by him to the post-office appro- 


priation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the ac- | 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 


Post-Roads. 
Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $1,000 to pay C. H. Kitson, or his legal representatives, for 


money advanced to the Menominee tribe of Indians, of Wiscon- | 
sin, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation | 


bill; which was referred to the Committce on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. DOLLIVER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- | 
priate $9,713 to purchase two lots adjoining the Magruder school | 
building on the east, to provide a playground for the children of | 


the Magruder and Sumner schools, intended to be proposed by 


him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was re- | 
— to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered | 


to be printed. 


BERTHA BIERWORTH SCHIER. 


On motion of Mr. PENROSE, it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
the papers in the case of Bertha Bierworth Schier accompanying Senate bill 
2919, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, copies of the same to be left in 
the files as provided by clause 2 of Rule XXX. 
REPORT ON SHIPPING BILLS. 


Mr. CARMACK submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate 
a report of the recent hearings had before him with respect to S. 2259 and 
S. 2263. 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE EMPLOYEES. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Iask for the immediate consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 2665) to provide for the allowance and pay- 
ment to the employees of the Government Printing Office of the 
same leave of absence as is allowed to the clerks and employees 
of the Executive Departments of the Government. The bill was 
placed on the Calendar when reported, and I present a letter from 
the Public Printer which meets the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reported from 
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| after the enacting clause and insert. 
The bill (S. 4815) granting an increase of pension to Angeline | 


MARCH 


4 
+) 


| the Committee on Printing with an amendment, to strike out 91] 

The substitute will be read 
The Secretary read the proposed substitute, as follows: , 
That from and after the date of the passage of this act the thirty days’ 


annual leave of absence with pay in = one year to employees of the Giyv- 
ernment Printing Office, authorized by the existing law, shall be exclusive 


| Sundays and legal holidays: Provided, That the existing lawsrelating to | 


a 


granting of annual leave with pay to clerks and employees in the Execy 
Departments shall apply to clerks and employees of the Government Prin} 
ing Office who are paid annual or monthly salaries or compensation. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection tothe present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. How does the bill come before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the request of the Senator 
from New York. 
Mr. PLATT of New York. It was put over for certain in‘ 

mation, which I have obtained. 
Rv HALE. If it does not give rise to any debate, I will not 
object. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Printing, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Senator from New 
York send up a letter which he desires to have printed in the 
RECORD? 

Mr.PLATT of NewYork. Yes; aletterfrom the Public Printer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be printed in 


The letter referred to is as follows: 





| leave of all employees to thirty working days in eac 
| ing of the amendment was copied from the proviso in section 4 of the |: a- 


; are the clerks and emp 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., February 23, 1 
Hon. T. C. PLATT, 
Chairman Committee on Printing, United States Senate. 


Str: Replying to your letter of the 18th instant, wherein you ask fron 
a full statement of the situation in respect to the amendment to Senat 
2665 suggested by me, I have the honor to state: 

First. The employees in the office are now _ for twenty-six working 
days’ leave of absence for each fiscal year, which must be taken after t . 

viration of the fiscal year in which it is earned, under the law as construed 
y the Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Second. The amendment to the bill suggested by me extends the an 
fiscal year.. The word 
tive act of February 24, 1899 (30 Stat., 890), and that form was suggested for 
the reason that the proviso has been held by the Comptroller of the Trea 
to accomplish in the Executive Departments the end which this bill sec! 
effect in the Government Printing Office. 

Third. The proviso to the amendment was suggested as a means for sim- 
plifying the work of keeping the leave accounts of the employees in the 
engaged on supervisory and clerical work, and who are paid annual sa 
or yearly or monthly compensation. All other employees are paid at « 
or hourly rates. The advantage gained will be that the separate “pay 1 
now used in making payment of money for leave to the former class of 
ployees will be done — with, and they will be paid in the same man: 

oyees in the Executive Departments. There aro 
about 175 employees who will be affected by the proviso. 
Respectfully, 


ry 


F. W. PALMER, Public Print: 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the am 


| ment was concurred in. 





| 7 
| situation is as the Senator describes, he will get the benefit of it. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, r 
the third time, and passed. 


PROPOSED ALASKAN LEGISLATION. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me: 
Mr. HALE. Yes. I shall ask that the appropriation bill | 
| proceeded with. In the meantime the Senator from Indiana has 
| some suggestion to make about the order of business. I yield fr 
| that purpose to him. 
| Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I desire to ask unanimous 
' consent that on next Wednesday, after the conclusion of the mo: 
ing business, the Senate shall take up proposed Alaskan legis!:- 
| tion and consider it. 
| Mr. HALE. Subject to appropriation bills. 
| Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, with reference to the Alaskan bills, 
| I put the date on Wednesday next, thinking that the Senator s 
| naval appropriation bill, which is now up, will be disposed of, a1! 
that the army appropriation bill will be up to-morrow, and thi! 
on the day named none of those bills will be up. These Alaskan 
| bills will all together occupy perhaps no more than two hours. 
| They really must be disposed of. They are on concerns of imm- 
| diate importance. I deferred the time of the request for the 
| unanimous consent until Wednesday because I had taken into con- 
sideration the appropriation bills. I hope the Senator will not 1p- 
sist on that exception. i 
Mr. HALE. That is invariably done. The rules also provi: 
for it: I have never known any instance tothe contrary. If the 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very good. 
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Mr. HALE. I have no objection to the Senator’s request, mod-} Mr. GORMAN. I object to the general rule we have fallen 
ified in that way. into of fixing by unanimous consent a time in the future for the 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not desire to object to the | consideration of bills. I have no objection so far as I know tothe 
Senator’s request; I am anxious that the Alaskan bills shall be | bills referred to by the Senator, and I have no doubt if it is nec- 
1; but I do not wish to have the unfinished business dis- | essary to have them considered after we finish the naval appro- 
jaced. I understand there is to be very little more debate on it, | priation bill to-day they can be taken up to-day by motion. 
and L hope it will be disposed of and out of the way before that Mr. BEVERIDGE. No, if the Senator will permit me, the 


time; but Ido not wish to agree to a continuing order. If the re- | Senator from Massachusetts has up as the unfinished business a 
quest isto take up the Alaskan bills on Wednesday—— bill concerning shipping between this country and the Philippine 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. After the morning business. Islands. I took that into consideration. That is the unfinished 


Mr. LODGE. And if at 2 o’clock they are not disposed of, | business, and therefore we can not take up the bills to-day. 
that the unfinished business shall be temporarily laid aside, I Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I object to the request of the 
have no objection, but I do not wish to displace that bill with a | Senator from Indiana. 


continuing order. ; The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President,in placing next Wednesday | objects. 

is the date of the unanimous consent I took into consideration HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

also the Senator’s bill, which is now the unfinished business, as- , : 

suming, of course, that by that time it would be disposed of. The bill (H. R. 12833) making appropriations to provide for the 


Mr. LODGE. Of course I hope it will be disposed of, but Ican | ©Xpenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
not make that assumption. Iam not objecting to the Senator | fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, was read 


having the day. twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. All right. tions. 
Mr. LODGE. I merely wish to provide that the unfinished NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


2 . ine TA bee Gierlaced bey the aaa - ee Mr. HALE. I ask that the naval appropriation bill be laid be- 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is satisfactory. Ses . . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no need of that if he Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 

the unanimous consent is granted simply that the Alaskan bills | CT@tion of the bill (H. R. 12220) making appropriations for the 

shall be taken up for consideration after the routine business, be- naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for 
cause at 2 o’clock the unfinished business will be laid before the | °theT purposes. 


te a : : Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
™ Mr, LODGE [Go a The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to include in the unanimous-con- The SECRETARY. On page 60, line 9, after the word ‘‘ bandmas- 


sent agreement, then, some words which will give us that day ter,” strike out ‘‘at one thousand two hundred” and insert in 
“Mr. LODGE. I will agree that the unfinished business "of | lieu thereof ‘‘ who shall have the rank and pay of an ensign of the 
which I have charge shall be temporarily laid aside at 2 o’clock, | Navy, at one thousand four hundred. 


so that the Senator may have the whole day. The amendment was agreed to. ai : 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Thatand any other measure which on that |, Mr. HALE. There are threo amendments simply correcting 

day may be pending. totals. I move, on page 60, line 18, after the word “‘ all,” to change 
Mr. LODGE. Of course I can only make an agreement in re- — io —_ t follows: — a 

gard to the bill I have in charge. © SMONAMSNS WAS A_TESE LO. 


' Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I shall ask that the unanimous-con- t a een Mo eee lines 22 and 23, I move to cha age the 

sent agreement shall include the Senator’s bill or any other bill oTh 0 FCS a $ icine 

which at that time may be unfinished business, save and except | 44 » HALE. O ae 86. 1i a oe cea aaetie tien 

only appropriation bills, which at 2 o’clock shall be temporarily : * ans .‘ 19) ane igh gore ¢ and 8,1 move to change the 

laid aside, so that the entire day of next Wednesday, after the ae to reat ce tinatess eee om 

morning business, may be devoted to Alaskan legislation, Ithink| ,'° ee ge oe to. - seen oA 

the day will be amply sufficient. c a LL. a S get move to strike out all after the word 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana SURES,” Sh ERO 5S, GS maers: 

asks unanimous consent that the Alaskan bills 





To enable the Secretary of the Navy to continue and complete his exami- 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have no special objection to | nation concerning the fresh water supply at the Portsmouth Nay y-Yard, di- 
the consideration of the Alaskan bill—— rected by the act of July 1, 1902, $3,000, or so much thereof as may be needed; 
Me REY in all, $150,000. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. There are two or three of them. $ 
Mr. GORMAN. There are two or more bills. I suggest to Sen- The amendment was agreed to. 


ators on the other side, who have power always to consider any | 
bill by motion in the Senate, that the custom has been growing 
almost daily of fixing, by unanimous consent, the consideration 
of a bill a week hence and interfering with the general run of the o 
business of the Senate. I do not apply it particularly to the Sen- | after the word ‘dollars,’ the words ‘* quay walls, to continue, 
ator from Indiana, but it is growing to be an abuse, and for the | $50,000.”’ 
moment I shall object. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will permit me, I think I Mr. HALE. On page 27 I move to amend the amendment just 
can explain this request as to that day satisfactorily to him. adopted concerning the fresh water supply at Portsmouth Navy- 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well, if there is any special reason. Yard by striking out the total ‘‘ $150,000” and inserting ‘*$200,000.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I think I can explain it to the Sena- | This is made necessary by the amendment just agreed to, insert- 
tor’s satisfaction, ing ‘* quay walls.”’ 

There was a unanimous-consent agreement that the Alaskan The amendment was agreed to. 

slation should be considered on last Thursday, not to inter- Mr. HALE. On page 37,in the total for “public works,” I 
‘ere with appropriation bills; but on Thursday the Senator from | move to amend by making it read “‘ $7,909,071,”’ this being neces- 
Maine moved to take up the naval appropriation bill. I should | sary by reason of the appropriation of $50,000 just agreed to. 
t The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. I move tochangethe total on page 37, lines 16, 17 
| ana 18, to read as follows: ‘* $7,859,071.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend, on page 27, line 15, by insertin 








] 


then have asked unanimous consent that the Alaskan legislation 

‘considered next, when the appropriation bill was out of the| The PRESIDENT protempore. There were two amendments 
way, but the bill which the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. | passed over yesterday. On page 38 an amendment was passed over. 
LopGE] has in charge is the unfinished business. So that stood; Mr. HALE. Let that amendment be read. I think there was 
in the way. an amendment offered to it. 








Therefore, considering the condition of the appropriation bills The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
pending and now reported, and when they would probably be | [Mr. QuaRLEs] offered an amendment to the amendment. 
considered, and the bill which is now the unfinished business, I Mr. HALE. Let the clause in the bill be read and then the 
fixed the nearest possible date I could within the limits of fair | amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. That will 
probability. That is the reason why I selected that day. | show exactly what is before the Senate. 

_The reason why I ask unanimous consent for this legislation at | The SecreTary. On page 38, after liné 22, the committee 
all is that they are bills which undoubtedly will not be objected | amendment is to insert the following: 
to. They are things which concern practical matters there, such | ties ala i ita ON i A le 
as municipal corporations, schools, and the building of roads. I | ,;.N®v8! taining station, Grea tion on the chore of Lake Macht te estab. 


| lishment of a naval training station on the shore of Lake Michigan, south of 


hope this explanation is satisfactory to the Senator from Maryland. ! latitude 43° a0’, $250,000. 
XXXVIII—175 : 
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The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuaRLEs] proposes to amend 
the amendment by adding: 

e President is hereby authorized and empowered to appaint a board 

ng of t less than three members, none of whom shall be a resident 

Siate adjoining Lake Michigan, whose duty it shall be to select the 

tilable site for such naval training school on the Great Lakes, and 

ted such site, to ascertain and report its probable cost and the 

I ble expenditure which will be necessary for improving the same, in- 

cludiz vk re protectior construction of necessary harbor facilities; 

and to make a detailed report of their findings and proceedings to the Presi- 

dent, to be transmitted by Pr ent to Congress foritsfinal action. And 

to defray the expenses of said board the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as 

I e necess2ry, to be immed y available, is hereby appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury uot otherwise appropriat d. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
f thy 


n Oo! 


I should like to have the atten- 
ti » Senator from Maine who has the billin charge. Itis 
very di ilt just by the reading of amendments and amendments 
to amendments to get at the real point which is involved in either. 
I wish the Senator from Maine would state the purpose of the 
original amendment or the amendment proposed by the commit- 
tee and how the amendment to the amendment changes that pur- 
pose, 80 that we may understand the question. 

Mr. HALE. The original action of Congress upon this subject- 
matter grew out of the necessity for providing more men for the 
Navy. It has been found to be impossible to get any considerable 
number of recruits for the Navy from the merchant marine. Out 
of something like 40,000 seamen in that marine very few ever go 
into the Navy. 

The Navy has been much perplexed in times past, but has at 
last fallen upon the practical scheme of enlisting landsmen and 
training them upon land and sea for the naval service, and when 
they are enlisted under present conditions upon naval ships they 
soon become good sailors. Of course the sailor of to-day does not 
have to do what he did in the day of wooden frigates and ships of 
the line and masted ships. 

Upon that basis in the last Congress. possibly in the one before, 
Congress provided that a naval training station to cover such 
wants as | have indicated should be lecated somewhere upon the 
Great Lakes, and & commission was appointed, consisting of 
naval officers, who inspected different sites and made a report, 
not selecting the particular site, one reason being that if a par- 
ticular site was selected before it was purchased the price wonld 
inevitably go up, as is always the cage when owners of land have 
the Government on the hip and can make their own terms. 

The commission reported several sites on Lake Michigan, and 
provided that the training station, wherever selected, should be 
below a certain parallel of latitude. They did not select any one 
site, but reported in order several sites, and the appropriation 
which the committee has put upon the bill is to give them money 
to carry it out. If the appropriation passes, the Department then 
will select undoubtedly one of the sites which has been named by 

he board. 

The conflict which has arisen comes from local feeling with ref- 
erence to the sites, each locality believing, and naturally, that its 
own site is the best. 

The operation of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin would be that a new commission, entirely impartial 
and with no local bias, constituted of persons not living in the 
regions or States where the sites are situated, shall finally deter- 
mine this matter. 

That, I think I may say, is a brief statement of the condition. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. A naval training station is what 
we understand by the term ‘‘ training school?”’ 

Mr. HALE. We have one now in the waters of Narragansett 
Bay and another in California waters. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is a training school? 

Mr. HALE. It is a training school, and they call it a naval 
training station. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
listed and taught? 

Mr. HALE. It is not like the old naval apprentice school, but 
it is the enlisting of landsmen from large cities almost entirely. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Or farms, 

Mr. HALE. Wherever it may be, but they come largely from 
large cities. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 

Mr. HALE. 
that. They are taken on, they are given instruction, practice 
npon the water and drill upon the land, and so far as their minds 
and bodies are concerned they are made accustomed to the needs 
that arise upon war ships. Then they are taken and regularly 
enlisted into the Navy for the time of service all seamen and lands- 
men are required to serve there. This is an additional training 
station 

Mr. GALLINGER. In this connection I want toask the chair- 
man of the committee a question for information. I notice that 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin {Mr. 
QUARLES] provides that this commission shall be composed of 


Where boys are entered and en- 


It is not apprentices? 


No, it is not; it has not anything at all to do with | 





officers who are not residents of the immediate vicinity. I w: i 
ask the Senator if the old commission was composed of off 
who could be criticised in that respect? I know nothing ab; 
Does the Senator know? 

Mr. CULLOM, I think Rear-Admiral Taylor was chairman of 
that commission. I do not remember who were the other 1 
bers of the commission, 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can state to my colleague that the me: 
of the old board were Rear-Admiral Henry C. Taylor—— 

Mr. HALE. Chief of the Bureau of Navigation. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir; and the other two members \ 
Chief Engineer Rousseau and Lieutenant-Commander Wins!oy 
men of the highest character. 

Mr. HALE. They constituted the naval board. 

Mr. HOPKINS. They constituted the naval board to sel. 
site for the naval station. 

I desire also, Mr. President, to say, in answer to the qu 
suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gaur 
that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wis: 
[Mr. QUARLES] is not, in terms, to select a board of naval off 
They may be politicians, or they may be landsmen, or they may 
be members of the Army or of the Navy. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest to the Senator that it would seem 
to be proper that the mover of the amendment should be permitied 
to say something about it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
I am not at all attempting to limit the Senator. He can } all 
the afternoon, if he wants it. I am simply stating what the lap- 
guage of the amendment purports. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I asked my question in entire good faith 
for information. I certainly did not then exactly understand the 
matter, but I do now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Quariscs}, 

Mr. ALGER. May we have the amendment again read, Mr. 
President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment of Mr. Quartrs. 

Mr. ALGER. I wish to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. There are other lakes besides Lake Michigan. The 
Lake Erie and Lake Huron, the people along whose shores will 
be competitors for this naval training school. I should like to 
add after the words “‘ Lake Michigan”’ the words “‘ Lake Huron 
and Lake Erie.”’ 

Mr. NELSON. And ‘“‘ Lake Superior,’”’ Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Michigan |Mr. ALGER] would not be in 
now, as it is an amendment to an amendment, in the third deg 
The Chair would state that the amendment would be in orcer if 
the pending amendment were agreed to. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I suppose, from a parliamentary stand; 
if this amendment should be voted down, then other amendments 
would be in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I submit, before we talk a! 
voting anything down or voting anything up, that we should 
an opportunity of laying this matter before the Senate; an 
after the determination of the main question. Senators sha 
sire to «nlarge the scope of selection, I shall not object | 


o 


The amendment will be again 


" 
are 


- * 


| because I am entirely willing that the Wisconsin site shall be : 


jected to any competition that may be brought, and I have no de- 
sire whatever now to narrow the investigation. 

The reason why the amendment was offered in its present s):1) 
is that the committee amendment proceeds upon the basis of 
tentative finding of this board. This board said, that the p! 
place for this naval training school was near the south end 
Lake Michigan, below latitude 43° 30’, running slightly nort) 
Milwaukee. 

So this amendment proceeds upon that basis. Without as 
ing to change that, I merely added the amendment, in whi 
am interested and my State is interested, to have a new |! 
appointed by the President for the purpose of getting a fair : 
impartial selection of a site on the merits, which, I think, | 
convince the Senate we have not yet had. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

_Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did the old board select any parti 
site? 

Mr. QUARLES. No; I will come to that in a moment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. QUARLES. I wish to say, Mr. President, at the ontse 
that I am wholly in sympathy with the proposition contained 
the committee amendment. I believe it is wise that these you! 
men should receive some preliminary training before they 2! 
put upon battle ships in actual seaservice, I have no purpose 0! 





— 


vening that proposition; but I appeal to the Senate th 


to have in all fairness—speaking now in the interests of | elements that they mention concur in favor of a sit 


te which I have the honor in part to represent upon this 
nother board, with such a determination as Congress has 
ed its wish to have, and as the existing board has not been 
| to give us. A 
i would remind the Senate that the first legislative step looking 
+, the creation of this naval training school was in June, 1902. 
Let me just read that and see what this board was required to do 
+ the mandate of Congress. I read from House Document No. 
6. Fifty-eighth Congress, first session, which is devoted to this 
subject: 
Toval training station, Great Lakes: The Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
dir i to appoint a board composed of naval officers, whose duty it shall 
pe to select on the Great Lakes a suitable site for an additional naval train- 
ing station, and having selected such site, if upon private lands— 

Note the language. Here is the mandate of Congress— 
to estimate its value and ascertain, as nearly as practicable, the cost for 
shich it ean be purchased or acquired, and of their proceedings and actions 
> make full ona detailed report to the Secretary, who shall transmit such 
»ort. with his recommendations thereon, to Congress for its action; and to 
iefray the expenses of said board the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as 

uy necessary, to be ee available, is hereby appropriated out 
iny moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The Senator will notice that Congress directed this board to do 
two things: First, to select a site and make a final determination 
of that question, and, secondly, to report to Congress the price at 
which this property can be purchased. Mr. President, the exist- 
ing board has done neither of those two things. My first propo- 
sition is that we ask for a new board now to determine those 
ms which the first board was commanded to decide and 
which, for reasons which I will later explain, it has failed and 
neglected to do. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PErxrs in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from 
Indiana? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iaskthe Senator from Wisconsin whether 
his amendment is intended to accomplish what was accomplished 
by the original action of Congress? 

Mr. QUARLES. Precisely. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. And nothing more? 

Mr. QUARLES. That, and nothing more. If this board had 
made a report following the language of the act of Congress, and 
had reported to Congress the information which Congress desired 
in order to enable it intelligently to review the action of that 
board, I should not have been here with this amendment. 

Mr. President, I need hardly say that in determining whether 
a given piece of land should be purchased, whether the proposi- 
ion is made to an individual, a corporation, or to Congress, the 
ice is one of the most important factors in the problem, and 
yught to be in the possession of Congress before it is asked to 
ass upon the question of purchase. That is self-evident. 

Mr. President, this board made a report in the first instance, 
the report being embodied in Senate Document No. 45, Fifty- 
seventh Congress, second session, which is available to any Sena- 
t 
( 


7 
177 
questi 


or here. They made a tentative—a preliminary—report on De- 
‘ember 18, 1902. 

_ I can state the substance of it without reading it. Insubstance, 
instead of deciding upon any site, they indicate a zone within 
which the site should be selected, and that zone is a line drawn 
at 43° 30’, which is slightly north of the city of Milwaukee, right 
across Lake Michigan, and the zone which is approved by that 
board is south of that line, taking in both shores of Lake Michi- 
gan. Mr. Secretary Moody sent that tentative report here. 

“8. The board has therefore the honor to submit with this report its rec- 
ommendation that the site of the naval training station on the Great Lakes 
be fixed on the shores of Lake Michigan below latitude 43° 30’, and to further 
recommend that an appropriation of $250,000 be made by Congress for the 
purchase of land and the development of the station, the exact locality to be 
determined by the board of naval officers provided by the act of July 1, 192; 

nd, furthermore, that the Secretary of the Navy be authorized to conclude 
the purchase of the site selected by the said board as soon as practicable after 
(ho appropriation becomes available. 

This board, in substance, says to Congress, ‘‘ We have not se- 
‘ted any site, but we advise that you appropriate the money to 
irchase this site;”” and the Secretary of the Navy says that as 
on as this board shall conclude to recommend a specific site he 
‘| then forward that report to Congress. . 
Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
510 yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. QUARLES. Yes, sir. , 

_ Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator tell me why the board lim- 
‘ted the northern limits of this zone to 43° 30’? 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, the board discuss the whole 
ubject in this Senate Document No. 45. They discuss it in a 
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at we | center of population, the facilities for transportati 





1, an d ot r 
ll hat pal 
| ticular region. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow me? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Illinois? 
Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Is it not a fact that another reason was on 
account of our treaty relations with England affecting all the 
other lakes excepting Lake Michigan, which is an inland lake 


both shores of which are controlled by the American Government? 

Mr. QUARLES. That was one of the propositions that was 
considered by the board. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is it not true that in a subsequent 
report, in Document No. 45, the board made its first choice at 
Lake Bluff, 32 miles north of Chicago? 

Mr. QUARLES. Iam coming to that in just a moment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. QUARLES. In November, 1903, something like eighteen 
months after this board was appointed, they made another report, 
which is found in House Document No. 6, Fifty-eighth Congress, 
first session, and I wish to call attention briefly to that report. I 
shall take up some of the items of the report later on; but on 
page 10 of that document the board tabulate the results of their 
investigations, and report as follows: 

The combined summary of the above comparison as regards the four 
qualifications is as follows: 

First choice, Lake Bluff. 

Lake Bluff is situated 32 miles north of Chicago and 
miles south of the city of Waukegan. 

The second choice is Racine, which is in Wisconsin, 20 miles 
south of Milwaukee and about 57 miles north of Chicago. The 
third choice is Muskegon, Mich.; the fourth choice is Milwaukee, 
Wis., and the fifth choice is Michigan City. 

I want to call attention to what the board say in regard to the 
matter of cost, which they were commanded by this act of Con- 
gress to report. On page 10 they say: 

The board has not yet carried on negotiation with the owners of the above 
tracts to definitely state the price which it would have to pay, nor has it ob- 
tained any options. One important matter to be determined on regarding 
the sites between Chicago and Milwaukee would be whether the Sheridan 
driveway would of necessity pass through the Government reservation. 

So, Mr. President, the Senate will observe that the board, in- 
stead of selecting a site, have selected five sites, indicating their 
preference in the order named, but not definitely selecting any site. 

Mr. BURROWS. May I interrupt the Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. May I call the attention of the Senator 
page 9 of this report, where the board states that— 

With regard to the cost of land the following average prices were named 
by the board for property in the five localities that are under consideration: 


about 4 5 


to 





a he ee $700 

ae le i ce cienchatcanapenntis ainda wmisbad wanimataianiédmaciah 250 

Pa Ie ath ne dc a askin sudeins cabal ocihinenes eiehaiadniaine 900 
Which stands first in the opinion of the board. 

De ied is ck ceil seenlatcelas iain gain kcal ai cid-aoavs cha nieain choevesnlien ridtatlots laces tone 125 


Ne a telitis irdids dice sichspatn aerial Sa a Sh delle ns actinic ice indice dim 100 
Mr. QUARLES. Iam thankful to the Senator for the inter- 


ruption, because I should have called that to the attention of the 
Senate at this point. 

With regard to the cost of land, they say the “‘ following aver- 
age prices were named.’’ They expressly say that they have 
taken no step to open up any negotiations with these owners to 
ascertain what the actual price is, but they are proceeding upon 
rumor. Evidently somebody has told them that the prices in 
those several localities will average about what has been read by 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. The Senate will 
notice right there that the Racine site is put in at $250 an acre, 
while the Lake Bluff site is put in at $900 an acre. 

To show that this was not intended to be a final but a purely 
tentative report I call attention to the first page of document 
No. 6, where Mr. Secretary Moody, in transmitting this report, 
says: 

I have the honor now to transmit a copy of the final rep 
in which Lake Bluff, which is 82 miles north of Chicag: 
the most suitable site for a naval training station. 


Now, note this: 


rt 


. sre 
~or 


of tha } 


mimenuded as 


In view of the large price at which land at that point is held by the owners, 
the board suggests four other sites as suitable, which, in the order cf their 
desirability, are as follows: Racine, Muskegon, Milwaukee, and Michigan 


City. 

Now, Mr. President, who is going to make the 
site? It has not been selected yet, because 
not been considered. 


selection of this 
the factor of price has 
This report is entirely limited to the ques- 


highly scientific way and arrive at that conclusion, because the | tion of desirability, the element of price being left out of view. 
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Congress has said to this board: ‘* You shall determine that ques- 
tion; you shall consider the matter of cost, and report to us finally 
which selection you make.’’ Instead of that the board has re- 
ported five sites, giving what they understand to be the approxi- 
mate value of the land and leaving the question of selection 
entirely open. 

You will notice that they leave another question open. They 
say that somebody ought to determine whether the Sheridan 
drive is to pass near this property. Who is to decide that ques- 
tion? 

They say that Congress ought to appropriate $250,000 for these 
200 acres, but the matter is entirely left open. Somebody must 
make a final decision, and, therefore, it is, Mr. President, that we 
are asking that an impartial board may be named by the President 
of the United States, none of whose members live adjacent to 
this territory, who shall go there, and do what Congress asked the 
other board to do, and what, for some reason or other, they have 
been reluctant to do. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. ° 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know anything about the membership 
of the board. Of whom was it composed? 

Mr. QUARLES. Admiral Taylor, and a Mr. Rousseau, who is 
a naval officer, were first appointed, and at a later period they 
brought in Mr. Winslow, so that the board finally consisted of 
three naval ofticers, Admiral Taylor being nominally at the head. 

Mr. LODGE. DoI understand the Senator to say that the mem- 
bers of the board were not impartial? 

Mr. QUARLES. Not at all. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator said he wanted a board that had no 
prejudice, which might imply that the other board had some preju- 
dice in the matter. 

Mr. QUARLES. I do not understand that they had. Iam 
simply guarding against any possible chance of prejudice in a 
new tribunal. 

Mr. LODGE. 
officers? 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the question? 

Mr. LODGE. I asked why these officers were less impartial 
than other officers? 

Mr. SPOONER. 

artial. 
. Mr. LODGE. I do not know anything about: that. 
asked the Senator why they should be less impartial? 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not able to see wherein they have been 
at all partial, except they bave indicated, as their judgments led 
them to do, what they thonght was the best site in the interests 
of the country. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I am treating of this as a busi- 
ness proposition now. This is business, pure and simple. There 
is no sentiment in it. When that board was instructed to select 
and report a site, that was their business; and when Congress re- 
quired them to report the cost of that site, it was their business 
to make that report; and this board has done neither thing. Iam 
not now dealing with the motives that actuated this board. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiseon- 
gin yield to the Senator from Dlinois? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I respectfully insist that they have reported 
both as to the site and as to the value. If that site and the price 
charged there is not acceptable to Congress, they have suggested 
that there are other sites, which, while they do not stand in the 
estimation of this board as favorably as the site they have desig- 
nated, would be sites that could be used, and the board have also 
given the prices for them. They have gono beyond, in other 
words, what they were required to do, but they have filled to the 
letter the requirements of the act of Congress. 

Mr. QUARLES. I should like to ask my distinguished friend 


Were these officers less. impartial than other 


We have heard that they have not been im- 


I simply 


from Illinois who is now to determine which site shall be taken? | 


Mr. HOPKINS. The Secretary of the Navy has said in his re- 
port here: 

I have the honor now to transmit a cong of the final report of the board, 
in which Lake Bluff, which is 32 miles north of Chicago, is recommended as 
the most suitable site for a naval training station. 

The Secretary of the Navy, who appointed this board, had no 
trouble in determining that the report was clear and definite. 

Mr. QUARLES. Will the Senator read the next sentence? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will read the whole report if the Senator 
desires. 

Mr. QUARLES. Ihave no such desire. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The next sentence is: 

In view of the large price at which land at that point is held by the owners, 
the board suggesta fsur ether sites as suitable, which, in the order of their 
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Sees, are as follows: Racine, Muskegon, Milwaukee, and Michie.» 
y- i 


Just as I have stated, they have selected their site and hays 
reported the price; but if that site and the price charged by +), 
owners of that property are not acceptable to Congress, then. »« | 
say, they have gone beyond what they were required to do in tho 
report and have designated other sites and the prices charge {,; 
the land there. 

Mr. QUARLES. Yes; they have gone far beyond what : 
were instructed by Congress to do, for, if I appreciate the 
pose of Congress in passing the original act, it was to prev; 
Congressional] fight, a squabble over this question. It w 
select a board that should consider not only availability, but 
and make a final determination; but as it is now, under this ¢ 
tive ee it is thrown again into Congress, like an ap; 
discord. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not in the estimation of the Secretary of 
Navy. TheSecretary of the Navy, whoappointed this board 
stated clearly and distinctly that Lake Bluff, 32 miles n 
Chicago, located in the State of Dlinois, is the site most suita 
for this naval training station. 

The Senator will note that in the original authority the | 


| were not authorized to purchase. They were simply to d 


the Secretary of the Navy has said they have done here; and : 


| is no chance for Congressional difference, as suggested by | 
| Senator from Wisconsim, unless it. is forced by Senators li 


other States than that wherein is the place designated | 
board and indicated by the Secretary of the Navy in his re; 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator permit me—— 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I simply rose to call attention to the fa 
according to the original provision under which the b 
naval officers acted the result of the action which they \ 
rected to take was to be reported to Congress for its act 
understood at the time we enacted that provision that it 1 
that Congress would have supervisory power with resp: 
they might do. It was their business to ascertain and ¢ 
facts and give us the benefit of their judgment, and that 
they made return of it we could accept their recommenda’ 
we could adopt something else if we saw fit. It does not < 
that fact that they mention four or five sites. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ithink the Senator from Ohioisentirely 
They have followed their instructions, and the Secretar) 
Navy has reported to Congress as was intended by the « 
resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from VW 
sin yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is only for a moment, as to the po" 
this board to select asite. They have outlined the genera 
tory and mentioned several poiuts which would be availalle, 
I think the report shows that. they have not selected a site. 

Mr. QUARLES. I will come to that in a moment. 

Mr. BURROWS. Justaword. In Document No. 6, on} 
paragraph 2, they say: 

The selection of a sitein this general area remains to be accomplis! 

And in the other report 

Mr. HOPKINS. From what page is the Senator readin’ 

Mr. BURROWS. Page2of Document No. 6; and in Docu 
No. 45, they say—— 

Mr. QUARLES. What i 
Mr. BURROWS. Page 1, at the bottom of the page. 

The board deemed that its duty required it, first, to determine the < 
area within which it is desirable to establish a usaval training stato 
the Great Lakes, and, baving done that, second, to select the best site 
such area. Up to the present time the board has reported te me on!) 
the first question, and still has under consideration the second questi 

To wit, the selection of a site. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will be kind enough to yie’ 
me, as I am compelled to go to a conference, I wish tomake 2: 
gestion in reference to this item in the bill. 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. It says: 

The purchase of land and the establishment of a naval training station 
the shore of Lake Michigan, south of latitude 43° 30’, $250,000. 

Nothing is said about any site. That is the point to wh 
wish to call attention. 

Mr. QUARLES. That is right. 

Mr. CULLOM. But it would be considered as leaving the mo* 
ter to the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy as to which 


| those sites named on Lake Michigan should be accepted by 1 


Mr. QUARLES. In other words—— 
Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me one word fur 


a 
Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 
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JLLOM. - om seems yng be no great materiality in 
ion of this question now as between points south of 


DGE. I suppose I ought to know from the statement 
7 


tude, but I do not. Does it cut out any of the sites | 


UARLES. It shuts out a large number of sites, 


r +m 


\DGE. I mean any of the five named here. 
ARLES. In the report? No. 
5SDGE. Racine, Musk egon, Milwaukee, Michigan City, 
ke e Bluff are all within the amendment? 


JTARLES. 
ODGE. 


places? 
| 


.LES. 


Yes, sir; they are all within the amendment. 
So the ar aualean it does not locate it at any one 


\ 


That is right. 


GE. But leaves it to the Secr tary to determine where 
7 “aa? 
) eas 
ARLES. It leaves it to the board. 
DGE. Does it leave it to the board? 
UARLES. As it stands now, the selection as between | 
sites will probably be made by the Secretary of the Navy. 


Yes. 

I do not see any other 
1 that determines it. 
DGE. Is he not a proper person to determine it? 
\UARLES. That is another question. Congress has left 

Ar ‘d. If he was the proper person to make the selection, 

ld have referred it to him. But instead of that—— 

UL 1 )M. I understand that the purpose of this amend- 

lf is to get a new board which will take in all the lakes, 
HOPKIN S. No; if my colleague will allow me 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
1 to the junior Senator from Tlinois? 

JARLES, Yes; I yield to all. 


HOPKINS. I was about to suggest to my coll 


way. There is no pro- 


1] 


on 
gu 


eague, with 
m of the Senator from Wisconsin, that the amend- 
‘ered by the Senator from Wisconsin does not take in the 
13, as was intended and as was proposed in the original 
it to Lake 
all that S been done by this board and to appoint a 
it by the Secretary of the Navy, but by the Presi- 
t limiting it then to naval officers or those conversant 
| affairs, but that the investige 
fichigan. It excludes Ohio. 
I Mr. Pre 
RESIDING OF 
ield to the Senat 


Mr SUARLES. 


sident— 
‘FICER. s the Sen 
or from Tlinois? 

With great Am a 
I wish to make « 
interrupt the Senator from 
ve the Chamber 


TY 
LIO€ 





ator from Wis- 
ure. 
remark. I dislike very 


sconsin, but, as I stated, 
r, and I will take the liberty 


WW} 
vy is 





\UARLES. I yield with great pleasure. 









ULLOM. I think mycolleagueis right. Iwas thinking 
mendment proposed by the Senator from Michigan and 
r the impression that it was before the Senate. But I 
is not aww 


at t 93 not do 


which will 


ver, the fact is th } pro vision of the bill dk 
x except to keep th el ns south of 43° 30’, 
the four or five places named in the rey 
UARLES That is righ 


+ 
PV Tt. 





SULLOM. It does not anita at all which of those 
i r five shall be selected. 
UARLES. No. 
LOR AKER. But it prohibits Congress and everybody els 
sidering the supe ri - Put in Bay 7 
; CULLOM. Isuppo 1ed Senator will refer 
in B y shortly. 
FORAKER, I have been trying to. 
QUARLES. Mr. President, n yw if Ican gath sr up the tan- 


1A 


‘ >i 
ds T 


on, I would say that the senic 
{linoi is is right and he has hit the nail exactly on the he ad. 
ud of Prete ator ion of asite by this board, we have favor 
mention of five sites whose desi bility isi indicated by the or- 
—— 1,and I suppose if nothing further was done the final 
of that site would be made by the Secretary of the Navy 
I “a calling the attention of the Senate to the fac ttha atit 
, a8 embodied in a law, that that final selec tion should be 
byaboard. If ithad been desired that the Secretary of the 
y should make the selection, Congress would have so in di- 
l. We did not so indicate, and I am, 
the course that Congress has itse If marked out as a pre per 
lof determining the question of selection. 
‘o I pass fr m that p xin t, Mr. President, I wish the Senate 
in mind during this discussion some figures. The board | 
200 acres of land. If they go to Lake Bluff, I11., ! 


of the discussi 


r Senator 








want 





Michigan, and then proposes to | 
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200 acres of land will cost $180,000. If they go to Racine, 200 acres 
of land will cost $50, 000. So by the selection of the R te 
there would be a saving on that basis of $130,000 

Now, Mr. -re sident, “L wish again to call the n he 
Senate to Document No. 6, on pages 2 } ird 
has framed the loc os conditions which th is I iry 
to be observed in the selection of t t nd you hat 
the sixteenth requirem ent, on page 3, is— 

The site should not be in a manufacturing trict 

Now, I submit that there is no condition here that in 
portant than that. A mannof: aiucien district is a bad m- 

| ment = a sch ol of any kind. I snbmit that the selection of the 
Lake Bluff site would be a viol: ation of the sixteenth condition 
which this board its self prescril to control its action 

im resume that the Senate may n ot be familiar with the sitna- 
tion, and therefore I will venture to say that Lake Bluff is ith 

some one and pat or two miles from 0 th ¢ } rO. site 

lies between Lake Bluff and North Chicago, about ar ind a 
half from North Chi ago. Now, Senators, North Cl » is 
purely a manuf: unin a strict. ‘There are creat g 
and f factories of many kinds, and North Chicago is to (¢ 1zZO 
what the outlying districts of Pittsburg are to it As 3 
have been crowded out of the great city of Chicago for: 1 
or another, they have gone to this place, wh t ; 
of North chases. 

Five years ago I had occasion to b me } ty familiar h 
that sitnation becanse at the city: f Wan r [ n 


tion shall be limited to | 


of mak- | 


LU Was | 


therefore, simply pur- | § 


to try a lawsuit involving the question of title and valne of i 


































in North Chicago, and for two or three weeks we took t 
mony of cain in which was developed the whole fnture 1 
destiny of North Chicago as they bear upon the value of lar So 
I am tolerably familiar with the situation there a was five 
years ago; and I am f auattar enough by casual insnection as we 
pass on the cars from time to time to have noted a wond lin 
c rease in the m™m: mufa ‘turing resources of North Cy} r 
the last five years. It is imba d with the ene f that great 
city, and is devoted solely to the matter of ma re. It is 
conmmbeniy | reaching out, at al land down ther‘ 1a few rs 
ago was worth only from $75 to $100 an acre is ¥ 1 to m 
fifteen hundred to two thousand dollars an acre because - 
cessability to the great manufacturing enterprises centered the 
The manufacturing district is reaching down toward t t 
north of Lake Bluff, and I believe that in less than five 3 it 
will ent irely env lop it and hold it in its greasy, smoky « } 
and make it as unfavorable a position for a sch yell 
be imagined. 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the . 
onan yee 80's he Senator from ¢ ) 
Mr. QUAR re 
Mr JORAK: } ut at t t] g 
fa iar with that 
ne to th . 
+ 7 [ a ¢ y Six nyt , 
} ~~ £ 
.Q R I ] t 
me, in due ord 
Mr. FORAKER. Very well. 
Mr. QUARLI Ss. can not k 2 take t i 
be n ther the : 
a } 
tow Dre . 
. as : 
+ m \ rent $y. om the 2 tween l £ ‘ ~ ; + ‘ . 
n r with the great growth of Chicago, 
tories sesame low al conditions in Chicago, c: bh } t 
about the future envi n t 
Another thing, Mr. ] dé y it that ¢ ’ 
there comm ) ar t 
h £900 £ r 7 7 
because ( n 
mannufacturin *t, 
That is wha controlléd the 1 
port, as they nndoubted! t . 
to procure t! prop 
Iam surprised 1} a 
+ "94 . l . 
29 t 1 be ; 
borhood. 
Now, as corr rating t l 4 
| of Document No. 6 what tix 
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n page 4 a limit which they say ought not to be exceeded in 
‘e in the purchase, and they are careful to fix it at a thousand 
llars an acre, an intimation to these people who own the Lake 
uff site that if they see fit to put a hundred dollars an acre more 
n the board have made their course easy. They fix a thousand 
llars an acre, and then they say: 

While this means the elimination of several sites tha 
attraction, and which are held to be worth much more than $1,000, the greater 
part of their value is in general derived from a lities for manufac- 

irposes, Which is another reason for excluding them; for aside from 
or | cant consequ s due to smoke and pollution of water 
imity to manufactories, it has been the experience of the 
ent reservations should be established where they will not 
k the growth of manufacturing interests of the com- 
as soon as commercial needs become of sufficient ur- 
e reservation to some less desirable situation wiil be 
xD on the grounds of public expediency. 
>is better stated thanI could state it, and it 

tion exactly. 

Now, on page 6, the board reject the South Milwaukee site be- 
case t} 


MUY 


ite) 


possess more or less 
e) 


r 
} 
tl 
red and © A 


ts the situa- 


to South Milwaukee. ButI wish to say to the Senate that the 
actories that are clustered at Sonth Milwaukee are of very small 
alue and extent as compared with the factories that are now 
ound in North Chicago,and much less than they will be in the 
ear future. 

Mr. President, I have here a letter which presents another 
phase of this question, which the board evidently did not consider, 
and that is that the Lake Bluff site will require lake shore pro- 
tection. That may seem of slight importance to some gentleman 
who is not familiar with the ravages of a great lake, but no mar 
who has lived upon one of those great lakes is in any doubt as to 
the importance of the suggestion. We have for many years in 
the region where I live, been compelled to combat the forces of 
nature as they are arrayed in a great lake. We have seen those 

waves tear to pieces breakwaters that were bolted together by 
great heavy bolts of iron, and I may say that a suitable water 
protection against Lake Michigan will cost from twenty to twenty- 
five dollars per linear foot. So you may add to the expenditure 
necessary, if this site is selected, about a hundred thousand dol- 
lars for necessary lake shore protection. 

I will take the liberty of reading from a letter addressed to me 
by a very intelligent gentleman, whorecently made a personal in- 
spection of the shore along Lake Bluff. He says: 

Ata very recent date the lake has been cutting into the bankin this vicin- 
ity and washing it away, 500 or 600 feet. Immediately south of the mouth of 
this creek they have put ina lake shore protection. Between it and a point 
immediately north of the creek there has been an accumulation of sand to 
the width of from 50 to 125 feet, possibly. Immediately south of the lake shore 
protection the bank is being washed away at the present time. The south 
bank of this creek, I should judge, was from 50 to 75 feet high. The north 
bank is not so precipitous. If a harbor were to be dredged here, having a 


mouth 150 to 200 feet in width, the bank would be from 10 to 20 feet above lake 
level where they would have to dredge it out for a harbor. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator state whois the author of 
that letter? 

Mr. QUARLES. Yes; it is written by a gentleman in Racine, 
Mr. R. M. Boyd, a very trustworthy, reliable gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is he a civil engineer? 

Mr. QUARLES. He is not a civil engineer, but he is a very 
intelligent gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What is his business, please? 

Mr. QUARLES. He is engaged now chiefly in real estate. 

I wish to call attention to another proposition. ‘You will notice, 
on page 3, that the tenth requirement which this board lays 
down is: 

There should be a bathing beach. 

Mr. FORAKER. I rise to ask the Senator whether he has 
passed now from the subject of a harbor? 

Mr. QUARLES. No; I have not reached it. 

Mr. FORAKER. The letter referred to the harbor. 

Mr. QUARLES. I know it did. 

I wish to call attention to another proposition, and that is the 
bathing beach. At the city of Waukegan, which is about 4 miles 
north of this site, there are located upon the shore some great 
factories, and among the others a sugar refinery and glucose fac- 
tory, a very extensive one. 

I may say for the information of the Senate that in Lake Mich- 
igan the current is from the north to the south and the prevail- 
ing heavy winds are from the northeast. This great glucose fac- 
tory, in the preparation of its material, discharges into the lakea 
large amount of refuse matter, that is, waste matter from the 
corn they treat. In that preparation they use some acids, which 
also pass with the waste into the lake. Iam informed that the 
refuse material is carried by the current and the wind down to 
Lake Bluff, and that at times the odor in that vicinity is only 
equaled by a tanyard or a sauerkraut factory. , 

Still south of the glucose factory there is the American Steel and 
Wire establishment, a mammoth establishment, that also uses in 
the preparation of its products some acid which contaminates and 
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| can Steeland Wire Company at W: 
| polluted the water to a great extent, and that he did not see— 


say it is in a manufacturing district—that is, adjacent | 


Maron 4, 


pollutes the water, and I am informed from credible sources +) 


it renders the water at this place in Lake Michigan unfit for »- 
and unfit for bathing. 


I have here a letter written by a gentleman who investics 
that question. He says: 
I obtained a statement from the mayor of Lake Forest— 


Lake Forest is still farther south than this site— 


that the glucose works at Waukegan discharged into the lake quanti! 
vegetable matter removed from the corn by the use of acids in the m 
ture of sugar, and that this discharge of these works into the lake ; 
the water tosuch an extent that the atmosphere was becoming very off 
as far south as Lake Forest. That large quantities of this refuse « 
along the shore of the lake and in hot weather became extremely ot! 
besides the fact of polluting the water, and that the large worksof the 
aukegan also used large quantities of 
the manufacture of their product, which was also allowed to be di 
into the lake, and the acid and rust from the steel and wire that 


v th 


That is the mayor— 


how it was possible for the Government to utilize the site proposed fr 
one objection, if there are no others. 

Another very prominent gentleman by the name of Miller, who 
dent in one of the large banks in Chicago, said that he hoped tos 
location of the naval station between Lake Forest and Waukegan 


| express purpose of having the Government abate this nuisance, 


thought most of doing so as the Government was all-powerful, While 
individuals were unable to remedy the evil. 


Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator will allow me, I should | 


| have him state who is the writer of that letter. 


| 


Mr. QUARLES. Mr. W. A. Walker, city attorney of R 
a lawyer there in good standing, and a very estimable gent 

Mr. HOPKINS. Has the Senator any further informa‘ 
to the Chicago banker by the name of Miller? 

Mr. QUARLES. No, sir; I read the letter just as it was 
me. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator does not know of what b: 
is president? 

Mr. QUARLES. Ido not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Or his full name? 

Mr. QUARLES. I do not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Isimply asked the question to enable n 
communicate with Mr. Walker, of Chicago. My informa 
will state to the Senator, is entirely different from his, an 
is the reason why I asked the question. 

Mr. QUARLES. Now, there is another proposition. 
the eighth proposition that this board lays down. 

Extensive grading should not be required to secure level ground fv 
and recreation purposes. 

Mr. President, before I pass from that point I wish to say ¢! 
at the Racine site, which the board has named as second in « 
there is absolutely no factory anywhere nearit. Itisaresident 
quarter. Thereis a great peninsula of land making outinto | 
Michigan a long distance, which, without any extensive cu 
could be converted into an island, nature having done the |: 
portion of it already, so that it will be entirely free from a 
the objections made to the site which I have been considerine. 

I now want to pass to the point that there should be no neces 
of grading. I have here some photographs of the Lake Blu‘ 


That ; 


| [exhibiting], which I should be glad to have any Senator 


sult, if Senators have any doubt of the situation there in this r 
gard [handing photographs to Mr. Foraker]. I am very : 
to have you look at them, and I especially call attention to 
4, as indicating the erosion of the bank by the lake. 

Mr. FORAKER (examining). Where is the harbor? 

Mr. QUARLES. There is not any harbor there. I called : 
tention tothat. If Senators will examine those photographs. 


| will see that all this land is cut up with ravines, some of the: 
| to 50 feet deep, with steep banks, so that while for some pur) 


as a park or for residential purposes, that would not be objec 
able, for the purposes of a school I submit that it ’s in violatio: 
of the very condition that the board has presented. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask my honored friend from 
hans ewer if these photographs were also taken by a Racine po- 

ographer? 

Mr. QUARLES. I donot know. If they were, it would not 
impeach them. The sun paints for a Racine photographer «ju 
as faithfully as for a Chicago artist. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator from Wisconsin is a good enous.) 
lawyer to know that a picture depends entirely upon the point of 
view at which it is taken, and that you can make a molehill see 
like a mountain, or level a mountain almost to a plain from tle 
point of view at which the photograph is taken. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Illinois present a pho- 
tograph by a Chicago photographer? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Itis not necessary. I rely on the reports. ! 
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‘ t bringing any intrinsic evidence here or attempting to 
ice the minds of Senators by going outside of the reports 
. have been made by three honorable men, who are entirely 
rested, and are looking solely to the interests of the Gov- 
nt, regardless of special location. 

UARLES. Now, Mr. President, one word in regard to 
r facilities, in answer to the suggestion of my distinguished 
from Ohio [Mr. Foraker]. Inoneof the ravines disclosed 
» pictures there runs a little stream which is said, by in- 
3 who write to me, to be 2 inches deep and 3 feet wide, a 
tream trickling down that ravine. The banks on either 
side are precipitous and high, and if you were to attempt to make 
a r there the Senator will see at a glance that it would re- 
n enormous expense to excavate those great banks and let 
er in from the lake. It would really be an entirely arti- 

fcial harbor, calling for an enormous expense. 
v, in regard to the Racine site in that respect, as I said be- 


FORAKER. Before the Senator passes, can he give us any 
te, or has he heard any intelligent estimate, as to the cost 
rbor such as would be necessary? 

QUARLES. It would require a civil engineer to go there, 
rse, and figure the number of cubic yards of material that 

y i have to be taken ont. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not know but that some one had done 
t] [ have been told within the last twenty-four hours that it 
would cost more than a million dollars to make a harbor that 
would at all answer the necessities of a naval training station such 
it is proposed we shall have at Lake Bluff. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I think that statement has been 

de from no authoritative source, 
Mr. FORAKER. It was not made by an engineer, but by a 
1an who has more information than I on some points of 

t} ibject, at least. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Some gentleman who wanted some other site. 
Mr. FORAKER. A gentleman interested in another site, it is 
but I think he is a gentleman who would tell me the truth 
the matter; and since I have looked at the photographs I 
ired to believe what he said. I donot think any Senator 
ll examine the photographs will come to a different con- 


eo 


HOPKINS. I do not want the Senator to be governed en- 
those photographs, because, as I said to the Senator 
in, everybody understands how the natural topog- 
of a country can be distorted by a photograph. 
QUARLES. Well, there is one thing that will not be dis- 
| by the photograph, and that is that bluff which is shown 
ograph No. 4, showing that the loose material is all disin- 
ng and falling into the lake from the process of erosion. 
un not be any question about that; it shows for itself. 
v, Mr. President, in regard to the site at Racine, as I had 
ion to say amoment since, there is this great tongue of land, | 
at peninsula reaching out into Lake Michigan, which 
| 


v¥ 2oUU4 





3 in the bay adjoining a complete protection from all of 
th and northeast storms, and my good friend the Senator 
llinois well understands that all our dangerous storms 

‘rom that direction on Lake Michigan. It is a place that 
has provided where the sailing ships have been in the habit 
ty years of running up under the shelter of that great clay 

nd riding out any storm that might come. It is the best 

g ground for anchorage that there is on the Great Lakes. 
‘ttom is clay, hard clay, and the facilities for making a 

r there for small boats are described by the board itself as 

; of a very high order, 

th of this great promontory or peninsula that runs out into 

ke there is a slough running back a thousand feet. It is 

y above the level of the lake. It is 150 feet wide where it 

3s into the lake, and all that would be required to make a 

arbor there would simply be to dredge out that alluvial soil. 

1ave your cutting all done, and if it was desired to continue 
cutting a little farther they could isolate that great peninsula 
itirely and make an island of if. In one part of the report this 
ard — - the great desirability of isolation in the situation 

r this school, 

Now, Mr. President, I fear I am taking too much time, but I 

ish to analyze this report. I submit this proposition to the Sen- 

‘e: A careful inspection of this report will determine exacily 

vrhat the Senator from Connecticut said on the floor a few min- 
tes This board has not decided in favor of Lake Bluff. It 
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ves ago. 
1s true that in their final summing up they say they have. But, 
ir. President, they are exactly in the condition in which a court 
‘nds itself when it has passed a judgment that is not sustained 
Y the findings. The conclusion reached by the board is over- 
turned by the findings of fact that are laid down by the board 
‘themselves, and I will ask the attention of the Senate to it. This | 
1s done in a somewhat ingenious way, and I do not intend to speak | 
Oensively when I use that adjective. 


— 
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But on page 10 this board has summarized and tabulated these 
various sites with reference to four points of availability: First, 
population, which means accessibility to the school; second, phys 
ical characteristics; third, harbor facilities; fourth, cost of land, 
The arrangement of the sites in this table would warrant the 
conclusionofthe board. Buttheerrorinheresin the tabulation. I 
prefer to take the several facts which have been found by the board 
and see if we can not make out another table, and it will bea 
very different table from the one which the board have arranged. 

On page 6 of this docament I find these several sites treated 
separately; and that is what I what I want to get at, the exact 
fact. Here is the Racine site: 

No.5, North Point, Site A.—Three miles north of Racine and 20 miles south 
of Milwaukee. 

I hope the Senate will listen to this language: 

Possesses very excellent— 

Very excellent— 
physical characteristics. 

Why, Mr. President, that is a degree of commendation that is 
not conferred upon any other site in the list. 

Very excellent physical characteristics and harbor accommodations, 

Now, there are those two points, physical characteristics and 
harbor accomodations, very excellent— 
and isfavorably situated as regards population. 

Now, you take the Lake Blgf site and see what they say about 
that. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
pend one moment. 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (8. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade 
between ports of the United States and ports or places in the 
Philippine Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philippine 
Archipelago, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Let that be laid aside temporarily. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill, The Chair hears no objection, and 
that order is made, 

Mr. QUARLES. Now, Mr. President, I was going to read to 
the Senate what they say about Lake Bluff, on page 7: 








The Senator will please sus- 


Thirty-twomiles northof Chicago. Hasexcellent physical characteristics. 
They state the Racine site has very excellent characteristics, 


This one has excellent characteristics. 

And well situated as regards population— 

Saying nothing about harbor facilities. 

Then I want to call attention to what they say on page 9. On 
page 9 they say: 

As regards {sol 

So there is another respect in which Racine is ahead of Lake 
Bluff, the possible isolation of which I spoke a few moments 
since. 

Now, farther down on page 9, they say: 

For small-boat protectio § 
to the natural protectior 
sessing a ravine whi 
into a thoroughly pr 


ation, Muskegon and Racine rank first. 





‘ine Is very favorably situated with reference 
i under the lee of N 


babes. 

That is how they deal with these respective sites. 

Mr. HOPKINS, Will the Senator read the next sentence right 
following that? 

Mr. QUARLES. Why, with great pleasure. 

Lake Bluff is similarly situated with regard to possessing a ravine that 
can be dredged out for small boats. 

But at what cost? They are very careful not to enter on that 
field further than to make the naked statement that there is a 
ravine. Those photographs disclose that it might be dredged ont; 
but in the case of Racine they go further and say that with slight 
expense if might be made a commodious and safe inland harbor. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator fr 
consin yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Idid not observe whether the Senator read 
what was said in that paragraph with reference to the harbor at 
Michigan City. 

Mr. QUARLES. 





m Wis- 


I did not. 


desires. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator will notice that the board 
says: 

The harb ir at Mic} n City would offer convenient protection 

Mr. QUARLES. That is right; and they rank that harbor 
above Lake Biuif in their report, as they should. 

Now, Mr. President, having taken up the principal facts as this 
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board find them, I want now to turn to the tabulation that this 
board assumed to make, and the conclusions they have assumed 
to draw from those facts. That is found on page 10: 

First choice as to population, Lake Bluff. 

Second choice, Racine. 

As to physical characteristics, Lake Bluff first, Racine second, 
although, by the facts that they found, they gave Racine far higher 
commendation than they gave Lake Bluff; but they arbitrarily 
put Lake Bluff in here as being more advantageous than Racine. 
When it comes to harbor facilities, Muskegon stands first, Racine 
second, and Lake Bluff third. In cost of land, Muskegon first, 
Michigan City second, Racine third, Milwaukee fourth, and Lake 
Bluff fifth. 

Now, Mr. President, that table is absolutely erroneous on their 
own finding and is impeached by their own showing. There is 
only one respect under the findings of this board wherein the 
Lake Bluff site is entitled to stand in the first class, and that is 
what they call ‘‘ population.’? On the facts, the verdict should 
have gone in favor of Racine. 

I wish to speak right in this connection of the matter of popu- 
lation, and I want to say that the technical, learned discussion 
that this board indulges in over the matter of population is a 
mere bit of special pleading that fails to illumine the subject. 

The strip of territory we are considering starts with Chicago 
on the south, a city of 2,000,000 people, and it ends at Milwaukee 
on the north, a city of 325,000 people. Twenty miles south of 
Milwaukee is Racine, with 35,000 people; 10 miles below that, 
Kenosha, with 15,000 people; 15 miles below that, Waukegan, 
with ten or twelve thousand people, and so on. 

Now, through that region runs the Northwestern system of 
railway, and no other. The genius that can devise a theory by 
which a given point in that continuous railroad line can be desig- 
nated as more accessible than any other point in that same line, is 
certainly something surprising. 

These two sites, Lake Bluff and Racine, are only 27 miles apart. 
Right in this densely settled region amd right on the same railway 
and at either one of those points a school of this kind would be in 
touch with 4,000,000 people. 

Now, that board lost sight of a very important fact when they 
were treating of population or accessibility of population to the 
school. Whatis it? At Lake Bluff there is only the one system 
of railway, the Northwestern Railway. At Racine there are two 
great systems, the Northwestern and the St. Paul systems, the 
latter having 6,000 miles of line that gridirons the whole North- 
— So there are two great trunk lines available there instead 
or one. 

Not only that, sir, but at Racine there are two lines of steam- 
boats that run out of that harbor every day in the year. The ice 
is broken, the harbor is kept open; so that there is access by those 
steamboat lines all the time. And yet this board assumes to put 
its finger down on that one little smoky spot down there called 
Lake ee and say that it has a material advantage in point of 
accessibility. 

I say it is absurd, Mr. President. Any point along that line is 


equally situated, so far as accessibility is concerned, with Lake | 


Bluff, and Racine is very much more accessible. At Racine they 
have a natural harbor made by a river that runs up many miles, 
which is docked, a harbor that has 21 feet of water, with all 
modern facilities, while 44 miles from Lake Bluff there is an arti- 
ficial harbor made at Waukegon, where they have no stream 
whatever. They simply run out into the open lake—a system of 
breakwater—and call that a harbor. And still this board has 
found that Lake Bluff ought to be preferred in point of accessi- 
bility to the site that we have offered them in Racine. 

Mr. President, it might seem to an unprejudiced Senator that 
this was a very remarkable report for this board to have made, 
considering all the facts and circumstances of the case; but our 
people in Wisconsin are impressed that, as there is a reason for 
everything, there is a reason for this. Lake Bluff happens to be 
within the Congressional district of Mr. Foss, who is an able 
Representative in Congress. He holds a very honorable and 
high position at the head of the great Committee on Naval Affairs 
in the House. I want to say that he not only holds that place, 
but he fills it with eminent ability. Heis a gentleman against 
whom I would not say one word and of whom I wouid speak only 
words of commendation. I can understand that it would be the 
most natural thing that this board of naval officers, or the Navy 
Department, might feel inclined to defer to his wishes in regard 
to the selection of a site. 

But, Mr. President, it onght not to enter as a potent factor into 
this selection. My good friend, Mr. Foss, accompanied this board 
when they went up to examine these sites. He wasin the special 
train. I donot think he went over to examine the Racine site; 
but he had sufficient interest in it, so that he was there presiding, 
if you please, with his superior influence, holding the purse strings 
of the Navy, as he does, while that board was proceeding to make 


these examinations; and the people whom I have the honor ;; 


part to represent here are convinced that this selection has | ; 
made not wholly upon the merits of the case, but that it won)4 
not have been located at Lake Bluff if it had not been within +). 
Congressional district of my distinguished friend, the chairy 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House. 

Right in that connection I think this suspicion is fortified. \;- 
President, by some correspondence that I hold in my hand. (oy, 
the 4th day of August this board came to the city of Racine nq 
went within a mile and a half of this beautiful site, looked a. 
this bay, and got, of course, a general idea of the lay of the « 
try; but yet they were pressed for time and did not go and n 
a personal examination such as was desired by the people who 
were advocating this site. 

No member of that board came back until the 31st day of Oct, 
ber, when the two junior members of the board came, Admira] 
Taylor not honoring the occasion with his presence. They { 
made a mere perfunctory examination. p 

The lights had been lighted in the farmhouses before they ar- 
rived, and they did make a cursory examination; but I want to 
call attention to the fact that on the 29th day of October—I want 
the Senate to keep the date in mind—this examination of the lt - 
cine site by the two junior members having been made on | 
3ist of October, on the 29th of October an order was given by t! 
Navy Department to the Geological Survey to prepare a toyo- 
graphical map of this Lake Bluff site. Why? What was needed 
with a topographical map of the Lake Bluff site if the question of 
selection had not been settled? The correspondence shows that 
the direction given to the topographer of the Geological Survey 
was as follows: : 


in 


SS 


OCTOBER 31, 1:02 
Mr. D. L. REABURN, Topographer. 


DEAR Sir: You will proceed to Waukegan, Ill., and make a topogr 
survey of a tract of land of about 260 acres, the location of which is ; 
between the red lines on the blueprint herewith. 

The scale for the field work will be 400 feet to the inch, with a contour i 
terval of 5 feet, and the 10, 20, and 30 foot contours below the level of t! 
face of Lake Michigan will be located. The cleared and wooded port 
the tract are to be defined, as well as all other topographic and cultu: 
tures. The elevation of the surface of Lake Michigan will be accepted 
feet above mean sea level, and on this datum will be based the land co 
A permanent bench mark will be established near the lake for future refer. 
ence. 

They were locating permanent marks there. 


From this bench mark sufficient elevations will be determined with t 
spirit level to control the general work, which will be done with pla 
and stadia. The survey will be controlled by an astronomic detern 
of azimuth, in connection with which the magnetic declination will also be 


determined. 

Now, notice: 

The object of the survey is to determine the adaptability of the property 
fora naval training station, and it is understood that the resulting 1 
form a basis for the consideration of various improvements— 

They were not going to make improvements there before tlie 
site was selected— 


including the dredging of the main stream or ravine which debouch:s int 
Lake Michigan from the tract of land. 

The agent for the property is Mr. John Gould, room &49, Marquett 
ing, Chicago, Ill., and it is advisable for you to consult with him befor 
mencing the survey. 

The expense of the survey, including your salary, will be paid by th 
Department, but vouchers will be taken as usual in the work of thx 
ical Survey and forwarded to this office for approval before transmi 
the Navy Department. 

I have here the remainder of the correspondence which resi1lie4 
in that letter, but I shall not take time to read it. I may, how- 
ever, ask to insert it as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. President, I do not feel justified in detaining the Senate 
longer with these details, for I fear I have already wearied your 
patience. I have only tosay that what we want, and all we want, 
is a fair, impartial determination of two questions: First, th 
lection by a suitable board, to be appointed by the President, of a 
site—my amendment says the most available site—together with 
definite information as to its cost and the cost of harbor improve- 
ments. We do not think that we are asking for anything unres- 
sonable. If Lake Bluff is the better site, it can certainly stand 
another test of competition, and if Racine is not the best site, we 
have certainly no desire to press it upon the attention of Cong!:ss 
or upon this board. : 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I think the Senate is inde!) 
to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES] to an unusual : 
gree for a discussion of this question in the elaborate and detai! (1 
manner in which he has presented it. It has been to me,ev't 
since this report was made, inexplicable how the board whic? 
acted in this matter could have reached the conclusion the board 
did reach, but it has-never occurred to me—and I will not accc)' 
that suggestion now—that that board has been at fault in any 
sense, except only in its judgment. I have the highest respe:' 
for Rear-Admiral Taylor, the most unlimited confidence in hs 
ability as a naval officer and in his integrity asaman. With tho 
other officers who are associated with him I do not happen to be 
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nainted. and Ican not, therefore, speak ofthem. But itis never- 
ss, as I have said, inexplicable to me how they could have 
reached the conclusion they did reach. So much for that. 


| want now to call the attention of the Senate, although the | gation, which has led it to the conclusion given hereinat 


Conator from Wisconsin has done that in a very thorough way, 
’ . instructions under which the board acted and to the rules 


| to the departure from those instructions and those rules by 
the board for some reason or other, which it is not necessary for 
yne to explain and which I am unable, as I have indicated, to ex- 
1 The first direction was given by Congress in the provision 
which it enacted. That provision was incorporated in the act of 
lune 30, 1903, which has already been quoted, but I want to quote 
itagain. Itis as follows: 
val training station, Great Lakes: The Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
directed to appoint a board, composed of naval officers, whose duty it shall 
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lect on the Great Lakes a suitable site for an additional naval train- | 


ation, and having selected such site, if upon private lands, to estimate | 
ilue and ascertain, as nearly as practicable, the cost for which it can be | 
nurechased or acquired, and of their proceedings and actions to make full and | 


nmendations thereon, to Congress for its action; and to defray the ex- 

nenses of said board the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 

§ to be immediately available, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

In other words, Mr. President, this board, when appointed by 
the Secretary of the Navy, was to do, as the Senator from Wis- 
consin has pointed out, two things; but their action in that re- 
spect was not to be final, but was subject torevision by Congress. 
‘They were to take action, however; they were to make investiga- 


Liled report to the Secretary, who shall transmit such report, with his | 


tion; they were to ascertain all the facts; they were to determine | 


in their own minds upon a site for this naval station, and they 
were to make report of that to Congress, together with the cost 
of the same and all other data necessary to enable Congress to in- 
telligently act. Then it would be for Congress to say whether or 
not we approved the action of that board so appointed and so 


achinae 
a blige. 


l aes : : ; | broad precept in mind. 
| down by the board for its own government in taking action, | oad precept in mind 
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The fourth instruction is as follows: 
(d) And also by such other considerations as may suggest themselves to 
the board as being pertinent to this duty. 
Vith this broad precept in mind the board has been pursuing the investi- 
er. 
Now, Mr. President, let us see whether or not they had that 
The language of the statute is that 





a 
board shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Navy f he 
purpose of locating a suitable site on the Great Lakes. There is 
nothing said about any part of the country being taken especially 
into consideration, and the language of the directions given to 


that board when appointed by the Secretary of the Navy is that 
they shall consider the question of a suitable site on the Great 
Lakes. Thereis nothing said about the West, the East, the North, 
or the South, and yet, with these broad precepts in mind, as the 
board said, they proceeded straightway to forget apparently that 
the whole country was embraced within the provision the law 
and the instructions of the Secretary of the Navy, and to com- 
mence to talk to us about the States of the Middle West, as though 
they alone were taken into the account as manifestly they : 
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were taken into consideration except only in the most perfunctory 
manner. Other States may possibly have been thought of to the 


extent of finding some way to exclude them. 
With these precepts in mind, however, we will see what they 
did. They say: 






























The board considers that no site will be suitable, as defined by ¢ ress, 
unless it is in the general area established by the first of the above s 
Ah, I must commence back a litile. 
The whole region of the Great Lakes possesses creat natural advantages. 
re has been most profuse in her gifts, and it requires study and Ge!iber- 
msideration to determi ion that best satisfies the g con- 
ditions. There are, howe + cer n broad pri ples resulting f ) 
above precept which, if applied successiveiy to the w hok gion, wili lead to 
the discovery of a length of shore line of greater or less extent (possi! 
eral hundred miles) which possesses as a whole preen tadvantages that 
will accrue to any particular site that may | ‘lected thereir 
| 7. The selection of a suitable for a naval training station, therefore, 
consists of two distinct steps or operations: 
First. The determination of the location of this area of maximum desira- 


Now, in a certain sense and to a certain extent they have un- | 
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dertaken to follow those directions of the law. But, before I 
point out to what extent they have followed those directions of 
the law and to what extent they have departed from them, I want 
ll the attention of the Senate to the instructions given to this 
board by the Secretary of the Navy when he pointed out and di- 
rected them to discharge this duty. He was governed by the 
statute which I have read. When he had selected his board, he 
ued to them a letter of instructions, the substance of which let- 
ter is quoted at page 3 of the report of the board, which we have 
before us as Senate Document No. 45, second session Fifty- 
seventh Congress, in this language: 
5. The Department's orders, based on the act of Congress, required the 
board to determine a proper location for the station with regard to the fol- 
lowing conditions— 


toca 


Now, these are the conditions, if the Senate please, that were | 


prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy when he appointed that 
board and indicated to them the duties they were to discharge 
and the conditions by which they were to be governed in the dis- 
charge of them: 

1) Ease of access to the point from thickly settled portions of the United 
States, in order that young men desiring to enlist shall not have a great dis- 
tance to travel from their homes. 

There is not anything of that kind inthe law. That originated 
with the Secretary of the Navy. But that instruction was, I 
think, within the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. Ido 
not complain of it; Iam only calling attention to the fact that it 
is the Secretary speaking in this instance, not the law, when he 
specifies what is meant by ‘‘ ease of access’’ and why “ease of 
access’’ should be considered. 

The first condition prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy is, 
therefore, that they shall consider ease of access, for the reason 
that he desires that young men wishing to enlist shall not have a 
great distance to travel in reaching that place from their homes. 

Second, or ‘‘b” as they have it here— 


nea 
Ait 


_ (b) Ease of access and trausportation from the point selected to the Atlan- 
tic coast, in order that the recruits when ready for sea service can be trans- 


ported without great expense to vessels on the Atlantic seaboard. 
(c) Convenience of harbor accommodations near the point selected. 


I pass over, for the present at least, the second condition of the 
Secretary and call attention to the third—the convenience of har- 
bor accommodations. 


| the Navy to locate it at such place as would 


That is the third condition, one that the Secretary of the Navy | 


expressly commanded them, in his letter of directions, to take into 
consideration, and which, if the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
QUARLES] has been heard to any purpose, it appears they abso- 
lutely disregarded, for according to my information, and according 
to the exhibition made by these photographs, there is no harbor 


facility at all at Lake Bluff, the place selected, and there is not one | 


word that I have seen in either of the reports made by this board 
in approval of harbor facilities at Lake Bluff, required by the 
third instruction given by the Secretary. 


| 


bility, and 
Second. The selection of the best site within such area. 


Now comes what I read a moment ago: 














The board considers that no site will be suitable, as defined by C 
unless it isin the general area established by the first of the aboy 
first and most important matter i refore to define the limits of 
of maximum desirability by t ation of the following gen i 





ciples, in the order of their relatiy mportance: 
Then they lay down the rules that are to 


termining in what general locality this site shall 
are as follows: 


o 
L"( 


yvern them in de- 
be located. They 


First. The location with respect to nearness to t1 nter of population of 
the States of the Micdle West that are : LAKES 

Second. The location with respect t stance fr tlantic seaboard. 

Third, The location with respect to the strategy of the Great Lakes, « 


And so on. 


The first complaint I make, Mr. President, is that they have 





prescribed a rule which was not authorized by the statute and 
was not authorized by the instructions of the Secretary of 
Navy—that they should take into consideration. in determining 


maximui of desirability or the t rritory witain which it sho 1 


be located, the States of the Middle West instead of taking into 





consideration ail the States that border on these lakes. 
Proceeding in that way they laid down, which was not required 
by the Secretary, quite a number of conditions that hays n re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Wisconsin |Mr. G@UARLES}. I do 
not want to go over them in detail, but I want to point out t 
the first thing they did in taking the first step was to make Chi- 
cago a center of population, and then they proceeded to establish 


a zone, and the first zone suggested was one that 
territory within a hundred miles of Chicago. 

Then they established a second zone, which in 
ritory within 200 miles of Chicago, and then y looked 
census reports to ascertain what population was included, respec- 
tively. within these zones. 


included all the 


*Inded all thet 


Then they established a second center of population at Toledo, 
Ohio, and they drew a like zone, including all the territory within 
100 miles of Toledo, and then a second like zone, including all 


the territory within 200 miles 


of Toledo, their theory being tl 
they were carrying out t 


he first instruction of the 
rive easy access to 

for the young men who are to attend this naval training st 
in visiting it from their homes. In all this they treated popu 
tion as the first consideration. 

They came to the conclusion that only a zone at the outside 200 
miles from the center of the point taken should be red, 
Thereupon they proceeded to ascertain which w 
zone by consulting the census to see in which 


Secretarv o 


revdry 


a- 


consiat 
is the preferable 


there was the 


ZOLeE 


| greater population. 


I am speaking now simply of the two zones to which I have re- 
ferred—to the 200-mile zones of Chicago and Toledo. They find, 
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and so state in the map attached to their report, that the popula- 
tion in the Chicago zone was 8,651,216, while the total population 
included in the Toledo zone was 8,326,075, a difference of about 
800,000 in favor of Chicago. 
Mr. President, I do not need to stand here and contend that if 
a slight difference of population is to cut any figure, and if a zone 
is to be established by this board of arbitrary character, having 
‘erence to the ease of access, there is no reason why it should 
top at 200 miles instead of 210 or 225 miles. The Toledo zone 
vould be practically equally easy of access if the zone had been 
In other words, the size of the zone is purely arbi- 


‘all attention now to the fact that Lake Erie was entirely 
liminated by this resort to zones, on the theory that the popula- 
tion was greater in the zone established about Chicago, and that 
was true by reason of the fact that the zone was limited to 200 
miles instead of 210, or perhaps 205 miles, which would have 
changed it entirely. 

If Senators will look at the map attached to the report, which 
is on their desks, I believe, they will see that the 200-mile zone 
about Toledo includes a population, asI have already pointed out, 
only about 300,000 less than that included in the 200-mile zone 
about Chicago. But they will also see that the 200-mile zone 
drawn about Toledo stops practically just at the corporation lim- 
its of the city of Pittsburg. If they had extended it so as to 
make it a zone of 205 or 210 miles they would have included Pitts- 
burg, and then there would have been a far greater population in 

he Toledo zone than there was in the Chicago zone. I do not 
mow of fany reason for excluding Pittsburg, except to keep 
he population of the Toledo zone below that of the Chicago 
At any rate, that is a mere arbitrary regulation of this board, 
prescribed by this board for themselves, as though they were try- 
ing, by the prescribing of a zone, to eliminate from any further 
consideration all the different sites that had beep called to their 
attention situated on Lake Erie. 

It is in that way, Mr. President, that it got rid entirely of the 
consideration of Putin Bay. This is one of the first rules they 
laid down, thus confining their consideration of sites to the 
Chicago zone. The Secretary of the Navy did not mention zones. 
He did not tell them to draw a zone; the Congress did not tell 
anybody to draw a zone. The Congress said: ‘“‘Ascertain a suit- 
able site, having this, that, and the other consideration in mind,”’ 
but said nothing about population, except only as that might be 

nferred from the provision that there should be a consideration 

feasy access. That is all the Secretary of the Navy said. It 

vas this board that established a zone just big enough for Chi- 

o, to give it the advantage of population, and stopping it at 

‘isely the size that they did not dare to go beyond without 
ing the Chicago zone inferior to that of the Toledo zone. 

You will see by your map that if that had been a zone of 210 
miles it would have included Pittsburg, and the whole of that ad- 

litional 10 miles would have been through populons territory: 

) populous that the Toledo zone would have had the advaniage 
in the first of these considerations. 

The second consideration that the Secretary of the Navy di- 
rected that they should take into account was access to the At- 
lantic coast from this naval training station. What will be the 
cost of transporting these young men from the naval station to 
the Atlantic coast when they are ready for service? On that 
point the board finds in favor of Toledo. They could not very 
well take Toledo off the map or change its relative position, so 
that while in the matter of population, by a resort to zones, they 
gave the advantage to Chicago, they could not change the rela- 
tive positions of the two cities, and they find that it would make 
quite a considerable difference in cost—some twelve or fifteen 
thousand dollars a year, I think—in favor of the Government if 
the naval training station were located in the Toledo zone, as 
against the Chicago zone. The cost of transporting these young 
students to the Atlantic coast would be that much less. 

The next thing, Mr. President, to which the Secretary of the 
Navy called their attention, was harbor facilities. What is meant 
by that? There is not a word of praise in either one of these re- 
ports, which I have been able to find, from these three naval 
officers about the harbor facilities at Lake Bluff. At Putin Bay, 
which is included within the Toledo zone, and for which I speak 
to the extent of securing a consideration by some fair and impar- 
tial tribunal, there is one of the finest harbors to be found any- 
where on the Lakes. Fifteen feet out from the shore the water 
is 35 feet deep. Itis only required to besome 15 or 18 by the rules 
and regulations which the board prescribes for its own govern- 
ment. There does not haveto be any dredging there atall. The 
harbor is there, and it is not only ample to float all the navy we 
will ever have on the Lakes, but it needs no improvement, no 
dredging, no extension, no work upon it of any character whatso- 
err, 
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Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me for a 
moment? 

Mr. FORAKER. With pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. If he will turn to page 9 of Document No. 45 
he will note that the inaccessibility to a harbor on Lake Erie 
because of the ice—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Because of the ice? 

Mr. SPOONER. Because of the ice. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was coming to that in a moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has much to do with the exclusion of that 
area. 

Mr. FORAKER. And sothey go farther north into Lake Mich- 
igan to get rid of the ice! 

Mr. SPOONER. Where there is no harbor at all to be ob- 
structed by ice. 

Mr. FORAKER. There is no trouble abont ice in any harbors 
around Lake Bluff, because, as the Senaior suggests, they have 
no harbor. 

Here [exhibiting] isa picture of it. I heard only yesterday that 
there was no harbor at Lake Bluff. I thought that of itself wag 
a sort of bluff, but I am informed now that that information was 
reliable. Here we have, as was said by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, who put these photographs in evidence, the painting of th: 
sun, which is as accurate in this caseas in any other. It gives u 
an unquestioned representation of what there is there. I se 
plenty of hills; I ses plenty of ravines; I see plenty of forests, ar. 
I see some breakwaters. Two or three of these photographs 
missing. You would probably also see plenty of ice if we bh» 
them all before us. 

But I do not see any harbor, and it is admitted, I think, that 
there is no harbor at Lake Bluff; and the reason why they sa 
they selected Lake Bluff, although it has no harbor, is that 1 
harbor is necessary, because these men are to be trained on the 
land. We don’t want web-footed soldiers, but we do want we! 
footed sailors. Weare getting ready here, as we understand it, 
to train such sailors as sailed with Dewey and such as have ev: 
on the sea, in bearing our flag to victory, won for that branch of 
the service of the country imperishablerenown. Ishould like f 
all Senators to see this picture of the kind of harbor or the abse 
of harbor that there is there. There is none. 

Now, what follows from that? I asked my informant if they 
would not need some kind of a harbor. The board perha; 
thought they would not, but the Secretary of the Navy thought 
they would, and the Secretary of the Navy said, in the third para- 
graph of his letter of instructions, ‘*‘ You will consider, after yor 
pass the question of access, the question of harbor faciliti 
Did they follow that instruction? Why did they not. follow it? 
I do not know why they did not follow it, but I do know, as I 
said in the beginning, that it is inexplicable to me that they < 
not, for it is no answer to say that these students at the traini 
school are to be trained chiefiy on the land. They are to go 
the water from time to time at least, while they are there, an: 
eventually to the water altogether. I do not need to argue t! 
in connection with a training school for naval students we w 
need boats and harbor facilities, and the students will have to 
upon the water in connection with that training. ‘To say that 
harbor facilities are necessary is to say that the Secretary of t 
Navy had an incorrect impression of what was needed when |! 
gave this letter of instructions; at least thatmuch. In truth, 
can not well conceive of a naval training school except in conn 
tion with the water. 

Now, I asked another question, and I told the Senate what it 
was. Ialso asked the question of the Senator from Wisconsin 
when ho had the floor. I asked my informant if he knew what 
it would cost to make a harbor of adequate facilities at Lake Blu‘, 
and he said he did not know, that he was not an engineer, but he 
had been informed that the cost would be considerably more than 
$1,000,000. It did not occur to me that it might be more than 
that when he was telling me that there was no harborat all there. 
But since I_ have seen these photographs I do not believe you can 
make a harbor there for $5,000,000. Iam not an engineer, and 
my estimate is not worth anything, but as a layman, guessing at 
it, I venture the prediction that if you take Lake Bluff you will 
not havea harbor of adequate facilities there at a cost of less than 
$5,000,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator ought not to forget that in this 
whole business progress has been made by the process of elimina- 
tion, and the report clearly shows that harbors are necessary 
every where except at Lake Bluff, but because Lake Bluff is nearer 
Chicago than any of the other places, harbor facilities are en- 
tirely unnecessary. 

Mr.FORAKER. Thatseems to have been a sufficient explana- 
tion for the board, but I have not heard of anybody else being 
satisfied with it. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to say that Lake Bluff has as 
good harbor facilities as Racine. 
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Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Many times. 

Mr. FORAKER. How does it compare with Put in Bay? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will discuss that later, but Putin Bay has 

n put out of the question by the report made eighteen months 

5 

Mr. FORAKER. Ah, Mr. President, Put in Bay was put out 

the question because they drew a zone, having reference to 

ulation, which stopped at the outskirts of Pittsburg, and thus 

‘luded what would have put Putin Bay in the front. I sup- 

there are many in Pittsburg who would like to go to the 
1 school, and that that city will contribute students as liber- 
as Chicago, in proportion to her population. I have no doubt 

t. Then why arbitrarily exclude that city? 
I call attention to that because manifestly the zone thus estab- 
d was an unfair zone. I do not attribute it to anything but 
: of judgment and a desire to get away from the consideration 
l the sites on Lake Erie and confine consideration to Lake 
higan. Certainly from every other point of view that we 
discussed, Put in Bay is as good a place as, and a better 
e than, many of the others, and certainly a great deal better 
1 Lake Bluff, Put in Bay has no more ice than Lake Bluif 
Put in Bay has a harbor, and Lake Bluff has none. Putin 
y has a harbor that does not need any dredging, that does not 
.d any improving, any extending, any expanding, with 35 feet 
water 15 feet out from the shore line. It isa place of great 
historic interest and a healthy location. There are no mountains 
to dig away, no leveling,no grading. The natural conditions are 
not excelled by any place that has been suggested, and there is no 
comparison between the natural conditions at Put in Bay, so far 
as the topography of the surface is concerned, and the condition 

we find at Lake Bluff. 

Now, the board considered other things. They considered rain- 
fall. That is practically the same in the two places. They con- 

lered temperature. That is practically the same at the two 
places, only in so far as there is a difference it isin favor of Put in 
Bay. So it was on everything else. The only thing as to which 
Lake Bluff has any advantage over Put in Bay is that it is nearer 
to Chicago and it is on Lake Michigan, and they wanted to locate 

on Lake Michigan, according to their-report, because of stra- 
tegic reasons. 

Now, Mr. President, what are the strategic reasons which in- 
duced this board to pass by such places as Racine and Put in Bay, 
leaving them entirely out of the situation—Racine tentatively, 
Put in Bay cut off absolutely—the whole of Lake Erie excluded? 
W hat is the reason why they did that? 

They thought Lake Michigan, inasmuch as it was surrounded 


Have you ever been at Racine? 


on all sides by American territory, was a safer place for these | 
naval students; that is, the station would be safer from attack in 


case we get into war with some foreign nation. 
mean with Canada. 
in the first place, I do not believe we will ever get into war 
with Canada or England, and if we did I do not believe the sta- 
tion would be in any danger, no matter where it might be along 
the lake shores. 
Mr. ALGER. 


I suppose they 


It would be near the scene of war. 


Mr. FORAKER. And if it were near the scene of war, as the | 


c Y 


Senator from Michigan suggests, that is exactly where we would 

vantit tobe. SolIsay there is nothing that appeals tome, however 
much it may appeal to others, in the suggestion that Lake Mich- 
igan should be preferred because of strategic reasons. 


But there is another consideration here which ought not to be | 


overlooked. This board tells us with great particularity of the 
shifting sands of Lake Michigan; how the winds blow and the 
harbors fill up, and how there are bars of sand here and there and 
everywhere almost, near the shore. That is an important con- 
sideration. There is no difficulty of that kind at Racine, as I 
understand, and there is no difficulty of that kind at Put in Bay. 
jut, Mr. President, I do not care to pursue this matter further. 

I have said enough already, if I have spoken to any purpose, to 
show that this board’s report should not be accepted by the Con- 
gress of the United States. Weought notto appropriate $250,000 
to establish a station in accordance with their recommendation, 
- I sate it to be, that we shall locate this station at Lake 

uit. 

Iam, therefore, in favor of a new authority which shall de- 
termine this matter, or a new board who may determine it. The 


Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES] in that behalf presents an | 


amendment. Itis an amendment which, as it now stands, I can 
not support, but I understand the Senator is willing to enlarge it 
so lcan support it. What I call attention to is that his proposed 
amendment follows after the committee amendment. The com- 


mittee amendment restricts the location of this site to the shore | 


of Lake Michigan. 
Mr. SPOONER. I suppose the Senator from Ohio would like 
to put in Put in Bay. 
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Mr. FORAKER. 
it left out. 


I would rather have it put in than to have 


But I do not expect the Senate to agree with me in 





naming Put in Bay at thistime. Butif I get a chance to present 
the merits of Put in Bay to some authority that will give me a 
fair hearing, I will give Racine a hard tussel for it at least. I 
think Lake Bluff will be ont of it assoon as we put it out here; 
but I may be mistaken about that. Iam speaking only 

information I gather from the report and from what has been 


said here by others. 

I want the committee amendment so changed, therefore, as to 
provide that the naval training stati l 
Great Lakes, just as the law provided. 


| dle West,’’ or middle anything else, about it, and then, 1 


amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin following in t 
in which itis now, I shall support it. But if wecan1 
the adoption of that amendment, I am agai the 


amendment and want it to go out of the bill altogether, for ] 








have heard enough and I have seen enough, as a result « 
vestigations of what this board did, to cause me to ] 
in their judgment. 
I could not vote away $250,000 to be expended upon 
| that has been made to us. I could not do it, | 
| have violated or at least disregarded the instru 5 
tary of the Navy given to them to govern them, and 
disregarded the rules and conditions prescribed 
such an extent and so without any satisfactory explana 
therefor that I have no confidence or would not have t [ 
doing right in voting for this appropriation. F hes 
I say, I will support the amendment of the S r fy vi 
| Sin, changed as I understand he is willi change it 
| that can not be done, I want the whole thing to go a t 
leave the bill without any amendment of any kind 
| Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I desire to submit a few ol 
| servations in support of the report made by 1 ( id 
| in support of the suggestions which have been made by . 
retary ofthe Navy. There are two questions pending 
| Senate. The first is the amendment proposed by the Na 
| mittee, and the second is the am dmen | y the 
| from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLEs] to theamendment. I desires 
| cifically to call attention to the fact that the Senator from W 
consin desires in this amendment of his not only to do away wi 
the report made by this board appointed by the Secretary of tl 
Navy, but to have all this work gone over again by a new board, 
and instead of limiting the board to naval men, who are fainili: 
with this matter and who can exercise great intelligence upon th 
| subject, it simply authorizes the President to appoint a board con- 
| sisting of not less than three men, none of whom shall be res 
dents, etc. 
As I observed earlier in the debate, this language lea ts 


that politicians may be appointed or military men, men fror 


| civil life, and of course the President would have a right to ap- 
| point a naval board. Secondly, I desire to challenge the attention 
| of the Senators to the fact that instead of foliowing the language 


of the original resolution, which directed th ‘retary of the 

Navy to appoint a board composed of naval officers, whose duty 

| it was to select on the Great Lakes a suitable site for an addi- 
tional naval training station, etc., this provides that in addition 

| to that they shall report the probable expen: which will be 
necessary for improving the same, including lake shore protec 

| and the construction of necessary harbor improvements. 

After listening to the argument which has been made here to- 
day by the junior Senator from Wisconsin it is quite obvious that 
this resolution was so framed as to exclude Illinois entirely and 
practically to leave the site of Racine the only site that could be 
taken. 

It is not my purpose to note all of the objections that were 
made by the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] and by 
the honorable Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLEs]. It is im- 
portant for us to understand the object and purpose of this p 
posed legislation. The time was, as all Senators understand, 
when our sailors were taken from the Atlantic coast. Men wl 
lived along the Atlantic coast and were familiar with the sea 
were the men who were selected for this duty in the Navy, bu 
inder the conditions of modern naval warfare it was found that 
the men who are brought from the interior make as good sailors 
| and are better in some ways than the old-time 
selected from the seacoast. 

It has also been found important in the development of our 
| Navy to establish naval training stations in different sections of 
our country, and many years ago Congress provided that one 
should be located at Newport, R. I., and later that another should 
be located on the Pacific coast, on an island in San Francisco Bay. 
The naval station in San Francisco Bay is provided for largely by 
| young men living in the section west of the Rocky Mountains, 

and the one at Newport largely by young men living in the New 
i England and Eastern States. It has been found important that a 


me 
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uld be established along the Great Lakes, 
reat Mississippi Valley, conta 
5.000.000 peo yple. 
val training station is not a school, as th 
yee understands from the statem ents 
tis for weeny discipline largely. Th 
ed and taken there, and they are kept at ars 3 
x months before they are sent to one or the other 
; It is imp portant that a station of this 
hed, < nod it is importé ant that it should be 
center of population in the Middle Wes 
tilliens of money for the development of 
entered public life nearly twenty years ago 
ms for the Navy have risen year by year 
t bill, which is now being con- 
y ed million dollars. Weare appro- 
¢ for ships that co: ail the way from four and a half to 
rnine million doll It takes a large force of sailors to 
of that kind. 
f the German Government has always been when- 
rized the construction of an additional war vessel 
ide for the sailors who should man that vessel when 
put into commission. We have not ae that, 
sult has been that we have been unable proper! 
alr ady have. I am credibly 
ly familiar with the situation that to’man the ves- 
alre ady authorized we need nearly 10,000 addi- 
We shall be unable to get them unless we can lo- 
n f the kind proposed here in the Middle West, 
reach the sons of farmers and mechanics living in 
‘hic “ago and upon the farms of Iilinois, lowa, 
jouri. That is the reason why it is important 
i bel cated on Lake Michigan rather than located 


ining a pt 


5,000,000 until the prese nt 


7 


arries nearly : 
Cail 5 ne id 


to man 


1902, 

dera enn of Put in Bay. The board 

tary of the Navy on the 5th day of 

compose ed of the ve ry best men in the Navy 

ighest character, of the greatest intelligence, 

s{ appro red patriotism. They are men whom the 

’ va believed were the best that could be selected 

men who understood and appreciated the needs 

nd men who would not be influenced by local 

dice, su ch as seems to have influenced, I am sorry to 

ations that have been presented here to- da y by 

ators from Wisconsin and Ohio e men 

ly separ: ated ae all political consi: Rates and 
1an the highest good of the Navy. 


The “Vv ar 


were ap 

lied all ‘the physical and other peculiarit 

0s, ex ‘epting Lake Erie, which wasexcluded by the spe- 

dire stio mn of the Secretary of the Navy himself. At the time 

mmenced—— 

FORA! KER. Thatstatement isa new one, at least I never 

i —that Lake Erie was excluded by the special direc- 

retary of the Navy. Is that in the report some- 

' Mr. HOPKINS. 
Mr. HALE. 


TOP KIN 
LO} PKI 


I may be mistaken. 
ake Ontario. 
Lake Ontario I should have said. 
— Ontario. I think it ought to be. 
» Erie, Lake Huron, Lake Suy ie rT, and 


i 


1 inc inde dt und ler the dire tion of the See- | 
ities | understand well that the southern por 


g station on the Gr eat i iaioe were 
been made that the chair 

16 House accompanied this board at the time 
site was looked over. I desire to say that at 
sake Erie, Lake Huron, Lake Superior, and 
Memb ers of Congress and Senators were present 
rd to show the super riority of the claims of each of 

nd Put in Bay was not neglected. Senator Hanna, 
amented and but rec ently, so honored a member of 

7, Was oe a member of t 
d he was present wit 

rious sites along Lake Erie and the other places 

sent when the board were at Put in Bay, and pointed 


rey 
vos 


scribed by my friend here to-day. 

they had ¢ 

a Huron a Superior and Michigan they made a prelim- 

es ry Tepe tt in which they excluded Put in Bay and all of the 

sites that had been offered on Lake Erie, Lake Huron, Lake Su- 

rior, and those on the upper part of Lake Michigan. 
ort was filed here December 13, 1902. 


| all of the 


ngic ism which my honored frien 
| made, and to have made it to the board or to the S 


| had any 


| made a Senate document. 


informed i those | 


| have don 


pas- 
| other than Lak re Mich igan. 
| conclusive. 


sinted as the 5th day of Jul y they sat | 
ies of the | 


Chic ago; b 
| that the board had before them, perhaps, not a written — an 


21¢ Committee on Naval Affairs 
h the board when it inves- 


. | had knowledge of that 
| ciency of it. 


‘th he excellencies that have been so graphically and elo- | 12 miles, and the distance from Put in Bay Island to the mai . 


| land is only 3 miles, 
al fully looked over the various sites on Lakes | 


| their two reports will arrive 
That | 


MARCH 4, 


Then, Mr. President, was the time for any Senator or Re; 
sentative whose locality had been excluded by the board to 
the attention of the board to the fact that it had not consid 
points of excellence that the site possessed and to : 
seinen, Then aa the time to have made the c: 
1 the Senator from Ohio to-day | 
Secretary of t 


for a reex 


one and to have asked for a reexamination. 
Mr. FORAKER. It was not my business, I apprehend, to 
pear before any board charged with a public’ duty and labor wi 
that board, but it = my duty, when the matter came up | 
consideration in the Senate, there to express my criticism, 
to make; and so I waited until Congress was called 
to act before Ispoke. I have no other relation to the matter 
= that of a Senator. 
r. HOPKINS. This report of the board was made a Ser 
do eee December 13, 1902. So it was as open to the Sen 
then as it is now. 


Mr. FORAKER. I have been familiar with it ever since it 


Of course—— 
Mr. HOPKINS. Then I would say to the Senator that it s 
to me it would have been fairer for him to have suggested to 1 


| board or to the Secretary of the Navy that they had overlo 


some of the excellences of Put in Bay, and to have asked f 
reexamination of that place, or to have brought the attention 
Congress to it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not do anything of the kind becax 
did not imagine anybody would think such a duty as that w: 
cumbent upon me. Another reason was I knew that the pe 
who were interested in having that site selected were ma! 
these representations to the board, and I knew that the kx 
had visited Put in Bay, as the Senator st: ates, and I supposed t] 
the b joard would consider and would at least appreciate those 
vantages to which I have referred, and I think the board w: 
eso. I think the board did doso. I understand t! 
the board unofficially—at least one member of it—said that 
in Bay had the best natural conditions and advantages of any 
thi ey had examined. 

3ut the reason why they ruled it out was that it was not w 
his zone of 200 miles from Chicago. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have here the report that was adopted 
the commission appo ‘inted by the Secretary of the Navy, in Ww 
they discuss all these various places whic -h were offered on 1: 
Tomy mind their reasoning is enti 
Among other reasons why they thought that Put 
Bay was not a good site to beselected fora training station is 


| fact that for ninety days during every year for twenty-five y 


last passed it has been closed to navigation. Thelake freezes 
and is closed to navigation for that period each year. That \ 
one reason. 

Mr. FORAKER. Is that liable to be closed by ice any 1 
than a site on Lake Michigan? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORAKER. The general a verage of temperature is gi 
in the — and it isin favor of Putin Bay as compared w 

ut I am also informed of something not in the rep 


but an offer from perfectly responsib! 6 men to givea gua 
that between there and Sandusky City, to which I suppose 
Senator refers, they would keep it free from ice every wi 
That is an easy thing to do if they only take the time and 
dress themselves to it and run boats through. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Those who are familiar with the Great Lak 
ion of Lake Michig ul 


never frozen over. I think for abrief period, perhaps for tw 


| four hours, during the present winter, which has been one of 
rman of the | 


most severe within the memory of man, that condition exist: 
butitis the first time within the memory of man that Lake Mic! 
gan, covering oe and the points in Indiana and in Michi 
and Lake Bluff in Hlinois, has been frozen over. 

Mr. F ORAKER Vill the Senator allow me to interrupt hi! 


agai in? 
Certainly. 


fir. HOPKINS. 
Mr. FORAKER. It is stated in this report, I am inf 
that the guaranty to keep the passageway from Put in 
Sandusky and to the n vainland was presenti ed tothe board. T! 
t, and there is no question about the = 
The dint: ance from Put in Bay to Sandusky is « 
All that is stated in the report. 

Mr. HOPKINS. As I said, I think : any Senator who will r 


| the report of the board and note the pains they took in makin 


their investigations and the facts and figures they presented in 


at the same conclusion, unless it 
i appens to be a Senator circumstanced as my friend from Ohi 
| [Mr. FORAKER] is, or as are the honorable Senators from Wiscon- 
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I think all disinterested Senators will agree that the board | seen by the board appointed by the Secretary of the Navy to go 
wise and prudent in suggesting that this station should be | there and examine the premises. 
d on Lake Michigan. Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, will the Sen 
I said, that report was made as a preliminary report a year | permit me to interrupt him? 
_The n under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy they The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Drypeninthechair). Does 
) the various places that were mentioned on Lake Michigan, | the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 


ator from Illinois 





.ey investigated each one respecting its merits, and finally Mr. HOPKINS. Most assuredly. 
dthat Lake Bluff presents in all respects a superior place Mr. QUARLES. One of these photographs shows a structure 


e location of a school of this kind. on the shore near Lake Bluff, and that has been mistaken by 
Senator from Wisconsin says that this report is not fairand | some of the Senators here for a represent n of r 
isnot animpartial report. I do not agree with the Senator | Senator will agree with me, no doubt, tha 
tstatement. I have seen nothing in thisreport and nothing | any harbor whatever at Lake Bluff, but a mere attempt at shor 
ction of tl he board that was appoin ted by the Secretary of | protection. The Senator will agree with me that that is right. 
vy which shows that they were influenced in any way other Mr. HOPKINS. I will agree with the Senator that, as far as 
by the public interest and the highest welfare of the b Navy. | Senators mistook a building upon the land for a harbor, the ph 











which some Senators have been m a ying view 
may be possibly constructed there, is it not a fact that there is no 
harbor of any kind there at this tim 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is as good a harbor there for the pur- 


upon this board eee and that neither by word nor action 
had he attempted to influence them. I read from the ConerRzes- 
14 Recorp of February-29 the statement made by Mr. Foss, 


vl is as follows, and I desire the attention of my honorable 
friend from Wisconsin: 


| 
ement was made to the Senator to the effect that Mr. | tograph distorts the physical situation. 
I the i airman of the Naval Committee of the House, was | Mr. QUARLES. No, Mr. President; that, in my j ! 
and that out of deference to him the board selected Lake | @ very poor effort for an answer to my question. 1 Sena- 
Mr. President, if they had been infiuenced by considera- tor assunie or pretend that there is any harbor now r at 
f that kind, this station would have been located at Put in | Lake Bluff? 
| he place Senator Hanna, a member of the Naval Committee Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Pr sider it » I will come to that later. I 
( Senate, desired to have it located; and that they did not remember what the Senator said respecting there being no har! 
\ it there is evidence to my mind, and it ought to be to Sena- at Lake Bluff, and lam prepared from the report to shov 
tors bere, that they were not influenced by such considerations. ,« condition there, that it is in entire be wid by Wita the imstruct 
very sorry, Mr. President, that my honored friend from | of the Secretary of the Navy, and t that there is a harbor whi 
W nsin would descend to personalities of that kind, and drag with a little dredging, will be entirely a , juate 
in here my colleague in the other House as an e lement that has r. QUARLES. For the oi c } ¥ & mis re- 
d ied this q ee, when he knew, if he had read the Con- hension, I really wish the Sena ould kindly sent toa | 
GRESSIONAL Rk CORD , that Mr. Foss had disclaimed any influence | ©: ition about which I know Is no dk I } 
| 











been ms ude, 


lt is a little remarkable in considering this report that the 


poses of this training station < t Racine, as Is LOW 
.ve not im any shape, manner, or form, either by word or letter or by | ‘#ter. If there isa des exe 3 dt é 
le 2any way expressed any wish to this honorable board had 4 miles aw ay, at t Wauke n y wa + Darbor If 4 
Now, that ought to have been explicit and emphatic enough to | large vessel, it can not be had at Racine; it must be3 miles a , 
have satisfied the Senator that this board was not influenced by | according to the - . rt here. : , 
any such consideration as be imputed to them, and I say that But, Mr. President, I desire to call to the attention of $ 
that suggestion is something that ought not to have been indulged the statement made by my ho — d friend 16 this 1s & 
i ) far as the members of the board themselves are concerned. turing center and entirely undesirable ic r the pur] sor t 
) are they, Mr. President? They are men of the highest | cation | of @ training station. Ic miess i was s rised a 
character, of the greatest attainments in their profession, and, as | Statements made. I am }@ MALIVE OF Llinois. Luke County ¢ 
I bave » siren remarked, men who are influenced only by public | ing ten years = a. ublic life was om my \- > Af GIStr) 
cousiderations. Is it to be supposed that Rear-Admiral Taylor, | 1 am as familiar with Lake Bluff and that portion of Chicago 
for the be nefit of gaining the good will of a Member of Congress, ing north of the main busine SS part of the city up to Wau 
will violate his oath and locate a station of this kind at a point | as I am with De Kalb County, where I was bora and where | 
which is not favorable to public interests? It is not to be con- | have spent the greater ao f my life. ’ : 
sidere d | fora moment. And the same can be said of Lieutenant- I undertake to say that, without, p: ps, int ng it 
Comm a Winslow, a man of the highest character. An in- | learned Senator has presented an él y taise pi » to the 
r tion of that kind, as it seems to me, is entirely unworthy the | — 7 Senators here in the description that he has given of 
Senator who gave utterance to it. | North Chicago as the manufacturing center of that great me p- 
What I have said of Mr. Winslow is equally true of Civil Engi- olis of the West. The great in mand steel mills of the United 
neer Rousseau, one of the brightest and most capable and intelli- | States Steel Company are loca i at Souta Chicago and at J 
gent men in bis profession in this country. These men have their | 4nd the other great manufacturit a on ee oe 
characters to sustain. They are men who have a solemn duty to | § outh and west portions of the city. As you go north from t 
perform. They have given in the two reports here every step | business portions of Chicago, along the lake shor Oa\ me 
that has been taken by them, and have shown the lofty patriotism | Of the most beautiful residences thatcan be found in any State of 
that governed and controlled them in every suggestion that has | the Union. Evanston, Lake Forest, and Port Sheridan a1 
' 


passed in beauty. Along the lake shore clear up to the point tl 
is indicated here for a location of this sit beaut 


u 
- 
ee 
o 
© 


Senator from Wisconsin should have found it necessary to read | dences. : : , ae 
letters from irresponsible persons, living in Racine, who are de- | _ Some years ago, at the tir = that my learned friend was trying 
sirous for their private ends to have this station located at Racine, his lawsuit in Wauke; ie in, there Was @ Syndicate Lormed ior t 
and to present photographs here of the proposed site at Lake | Purpose of buying up this property or some part of it and 


42 sé > . sr «1Y . > the? } 
Bluf | for the purpose of prejudicing the minds of Senators. ome manufacturing interests there; | 


is the kind of procedure that is adopted in determining a this prop rty barteonespvot ge taken tor that pur I 
great national question and in the location of a site for a training | Say here and now that so far as manufacturing inter 
school against the report of men of the character of those who | cerned it is as free from it asany other location that can be f 
have been selected by the Secretary of the Navy? I trust, Mr. | It never can be interfere 2 with in any way. nis land 1s \ 
President, that no member of this body will be influenced by any | $900 or $1,000 an acre, not because of its proximity to 
statement made in any of those letters or by any of the photo- facturing interest, but because the wealtl peo] 


buying the premises on the north side there and tructing 


graphs which have been presented here. I knowhow easy it is to | 24 7 : 
tiful homes all up the lake i 


srepresent the topographical condition of any section of the 








| 
| 
: country by a photograph. | the Senate that my honored d fri n ™m 1 wi ‘ 
The Senator said that the sun does not lie. But, Mr. President, | this is a manufacturing distr 1Ch, re to cau 
the man who handles the instrument that takes the photograph and to the attention of t the u lemDe¥rs Of the o 
n make it lie—can make it distort the physical features of a ~~ my es o this - by ulmi carelully looxt ) the ques- 
vl r 2, on é S tO Waetdner this Was a Manuia Luring hier, 2a they Li 
I undertake to say, after an experience of an entire lifetime i in | us that— 
the State of Dlinois, being entirely familiar with this location for | None of the sites require extensive grading to secure ! <r. 
many years, that I could not recognize any portion of Lake Bluff | | and recreation p es, though M ran | less y situated in 
by an examination of the photograp hs presented here. If they | this respect than | the others. None of tuem 1s iin ama ring 
E are representations of Lake Bluff or any part of it, I fail to dis- fe 
: cover them. Now, they may be; but they show just what I have Now, I put the report of the three men who are not intereste 


indicated, a distorted Lake Bluff, and not the Lake Bluff that was ‘ in any locality or in any § at may be offered here again 
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statement of the Senator from Wisconsin on the question of its 
being a manufacturing site. I submit, if the Senate please, that 
that statement made by him, contradicted as it is by the report 
of this board, gives a clear insight to the entire statement that 
has been made. 

For some reason that is entirely unknown to me, the learned 
Senator se¢ms to think that Illinois ought not to have this site, 
and seems to think that any argument that may be produced or 
any letters presented here from outside and irresponsible parties 
should influence the vote of the Senate as against the report of 
these men, selected in the careful manner I have indicated. He 
wa) good enough to say that at Waukegan there were a glucose 
factory and the American Steel Works, that interfere with the 
atmospheric conditions there. 

Mr. President, that is the first time, living in Illinois, as I have 
for fifty years, knowing this locality as I do, being entirely famil- 
iar with it, that I ever heard that statement made. When he 
says that the mayor of Lake Forest is complaining of this, I want 
to say it is the first time that my attention, or I believe the atten- 
tion of the people of that beautiful city, was ever called to such a 
condition. 

Lake Forest is a city that is populated by millionaires. The 
finest homes in Illinois are located there. Doyou suppose, or does 
anybody suppose, that if the stenches and smells from glucose 
factories, or the smoke and noise from the American Steel Works 
interfered with that locality, men worth millions of dollars would 
invest their money in their homes, as they have in Lake Forest? 

Now, Mr. President, the location of the glucose factory at 
Waukegan is 4 or 5 miles away. I have some knowledge of the 
manner in which a glucose factory affects the general public. In 
the little city of Geneva, in the county in which I reside, there is 
one of the largest glucose factories in this country, located on 
Fox River, where all the refuse matter is thrown into that river, 
as the gentleman claims the refuse matter from this glucose fac- 
tory is thrown into Lake Michigan. I live but 10 miles below, on 
the same river, and we have never noted any befouling of the 
waters of the river, and we have not noted any change in the 
atmospheric conditions by reason of the location of that glucose 
factory at Geneva. 

I am sure that with such a great body of water as Lake Michi- 
gan to care for any refuse matter from this factory it is trivial to 
urge the argument here that the location of a glucose factory in 
Waukegan should be a bar to the selection of this naval training 
station at Lake Bluff. 

Mr. President, as I have said, when you come to examine the 
reports that have been made here it shows the painstaking care 
that was indulged in by the board in collating the facts and in 
presenting them to the Secretary of the Navy and to Congress. 

One of the great points, it is said by the board, why Lake Bluff 
should be selected is because of its proximity to Chicago, a great 
center of population. The Senator has made much of harbor 
facilities. Now, that is the argument of a landsman, and I say 
that in no offensive sense. I want to call the attention of Sen- 
ators to the view of naval men as compared with the statement 
of my honored friend on the question of population and harbor 
facilities. They,say on page 4 of their report: 

However important and desirable this matter of harbor facilities is, it is 
completely overshadowed— 

Mark the language— 
it is completely overshadowed by the element of population, which is of the 
first importance, as was shown hereinbefore; for while natural harbor facili- 
ties will add to the attractions and usefulness of the station and to the value 
of the instruction given and to the enjoyment of those undergoing training, 
this is a secondary matter. 

Now, my honored friend from Ohio, as well as the Senator from 
Wisconsin, has maintained here that the harbor facilities were 
of the first importance; but these naval men, who are the best 
judges upon this subject, say that the harbor facilities are of sec- 
ondary importance and that proximity to population is of the first 
importance. 

The board say that harbor facilities are secondary matters— 


as compared with the controlling condition, viz, that the site should be so 
fixed as to secure the greatest possible number of young men for the coun- 


try’s service. 

In connection with that I desire to call the attention of Senators 
to what Chicago has done in the way of furnishing sailors to man 
our great war ships as compared with Racine. I have a state- 
ment here showing the number of men enlisted for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1903, giving the names of the cities and towns 
where they enlisted, and also the number enlisted in each State. 
I find by turning to that that Chicago during that fiscal year fur- 
nished 655 men who went into the naval service. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. I find when I turn to Wiscon- 
sin that Racine furnished 7. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
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Mr. HOPKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. NELSON. In reference to that statement,I want to c.}] 
the attention of the Senator from Illinois to the fact that the ro. 
cruiting station was at Chicago, and probably the boys of ; 
country who wanted to enlist—I know it was soin my own Stat 
were compelled to go to Chicago to enlist. When the Sena 
quotes the number enlisted in Chicago he evidently includes abot 
two-thirds of those who enlisted from that section of the county 
simply because they were obliged to go to the place where the 
cruiting station was located. I know many instances where | 
wrote to me that they wanted to enlist in the Navy—there was 
a short time a recruiting station in St. Paul, but it was not . 
tinued—and they had to go to Chicago. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes; but myimpression is—although I do: 
state as a fact—that whenever a young man enlists in the Navy. 
if he goes to the recruiting station in Chicago, he is not credii: 
as a Chicago recruit, but his city and State are given the credi 
that enlistment. The report I hold in my hand shows that al! :) 
various States in the Union are included, and it shows the q) 
as presented by each State. Chicago furnished 655 men. 1 | 
that Illinois gave to this service during the fiscal year endi) 
June 30, 1903, 733 men, and that the State of Wisconsin gave 0)! 
187 men. I have inferred from that that when these young men 
enlisted the States and the localities from which they came re- 
ceived full credit. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I have before 
me some figures showing the enlistments, and I should like to 
read them if it would not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will close shortly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. I will, however, avail myself of 
saying now that the Chicago zone has no advantage over the 
Toledo zone in the matter of enlistments—taking in Pittsbure. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But Pittsburg is tributary to the station at 
Newport, and the object of locating these training schools, as I 
say, isto reach the greatest number. As we have one of these 
schools on the Pacific coast and another on the Atlantic—and 
Pittsburg is nearer to the Atlantic school, the one located at 
Newport—it is to the interest of the Government, in my juiz- 
ment, that the other school should be located somewhere on Jake 
Michigan; if not at Chicago, then at Racine or at some other 
good point on Lake Michigan. 

Mr. President, I have just called the attention of Senators to 
the fact that this naval board does not regard harbor facilities as 
of primary importance. That isa matter of secondary considera- 
tion. The reason for that is that these young men are only kept 
at the school five or six months and that the training while at the 
station is largely military. 

The Lake Bluff Harbor is, I think, quite as good as that at Ita- 
cine, and in support of the statement I make I call the attention 
of the Senator from Wisconsin to the statement made by this 
board on page 9, where it is said: 

The harbor at Michigan City would offer convenient protection. For 
small-boat protection Racine is very favorably situated with reference to t)o 
natural protection afforded under the lee of North Point and by possessing a 
ravine which, with small amount of dredging, could be converted intoa thor- 
oughly protectedinland harbor. Lake Bluff is similarly situated with regard 
to possessing a ravine that can be dredged out for small boats 

My understanding is that all that is necessary for a harbor 
where one of these training schools is located is for small sail- 
boats and rowboats. The young men are simply trained in a 
military way, with a small amount of exercise with rowboats 
and sailboats for a few months, and then are sent to the gr 
battle ships and cruisers, where they can get the sea service. 

Pettibones Creek, thatruns down there, furnishesa natural har- 
bor. My honorable friend from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] says it will 
take a million dollars to: dredge it. Why, Mr. President, I am 
sure there is no man who regards his reputation as « civil envi- 
neer who would make a statement of that kind. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, asthe Senator has announce 
that only rowboats will be required, I withdraw my statement. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS. The amount that would be required for tis 
purpose is small. It may be a few thousand dollars, but certain!) 
it can never reach the amount which has been indicated by the 
Senator from Ohio. 

In every other respect, Mr. President, Lake Bluff furnish: 
every condition that is required in the instructions given by t 
Secretary of the Navy, and every condition that has been suy- 
gested by the board itself. 

The amendment which has been offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin presents no light matter. The men who form th 
board and who have made this report took these positions not} 
their own seeking. They were selected by the Secretary of th 
Navy. They have gone on in an honest and faithful way to per- 
form their duties; they have made a report here which, in my 
judgment, is entirely in harmony with the facts which have been 
presented by them. Iseenoreason why they should be disgraced; 
why the Secretary of the Navy should have his views and opin- 
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isregarded by having the report set aside, this board ig- 
1 and a new board appointed. For those reasons I am op- 
to the suggestions whic h are made in theamendment itself. 
ieve, Mr. President, unless we adopt the report that is here 


t tthe Secretary of the Navy by proper legislation to go on 

and make further investigation, that ‘this selection of a naval- 

£ site, instead of being a great national matter, will develop 

into a contest between States, or perhaps between political par- 

1 thing that is to be deplored. 

eel sure that no man from Illinois would have raised his voice 

ction if a Wisconsin site had been selected; I feel surethat 

from Illinois in either branch of Congress would have 

his voice in objection if some site had been selected in In- 

diana or Michigan; and I see no reason why a report of this kind, 

( ng ~ subject so fully and completely as this does, should 
not receive the approbation ‘of the members of the Senate. 

Mr. SPt ON ER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to put the figures 
I have here in the Recorp? 

Th , PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from ‘Wis- 
cousin vield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr, SPOONER. I do. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will take but a moment of the Senator’s 
time. The figures to which I refer have been taken from House 
Document No. 6, Fifty-eighth Congress, first session, published 
in a speech made by Mr. Foss in the House of Representatives, 
which appears in the Recorp of February 29 last. The figures 
Iv i not stop to read, but I will ask to have them inserted in the 
Recorp just as they are. They show the number of naval en- 
listments at Chicago, Pittsburg, and the other various cities in- 

ded in the respective territories that we have been talking 
about. 

Mr. HOPKINS. During what period? 

Mr. FORAKER. Daring last year. They show, I will tell the 
Senator, a decline in enlistments in the Chicago territory and an 
increase of enlistments in the other territory. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is an additional reason, I will say to my 
friend, why we should have the naval training school near Chi- 
cago as an inducement toward increasing the enlistment of the 
young men of the country there. 

The figures referred to by Mr. FoRAKER are as follows: 


Naval enlistments in Lake Michigan and other IWinois and Wisconsin cities 
and towns for 1903. 


Chicag 
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Total Dlinois, Wisconsin, and all Lake Michigan cities -............. 922 
A falling off of more than 25 per cent over 1902. 
Chicago is the only city having a permanent naval enlisting station. 
are no permanent stations at any place within the Lake Erie zone. 


Naval enlistments in Lake Hrie and other Ohio, eastern Michigan, and western 
Pennsylvania ceties and towns far 1903. 


There 
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Total for Lake Erie, eastern Michigan, western Pennsylvania, and 
Ohio cities_ cies aca adon teitenidoansiatibaiuneniiapedatebtinenaniadss tenants ae 


A a over 1902 of more than 45 per cent. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I could not, if I would, occupy 
nal ‘h of the attention of the Senate in discussing this question. 
it is but a fair concession to my colleague [Mr. QuaRLES] to say 
is observations that he has left n thing new to be said. 
sire to reply, however, briefly to some of the observations made 
by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Horxins}, who seems as much 
inclined to challenge the responsibility or integrity of citizens of 
Racine who oppose his view as he is to laud without limit the 
persons who sustain him. 

_ The Senator is even unwilling toacceptas a truthful representa- 
tion of this famous Lake Blu‘f the photographs which have been 
exhibited here. He thinks that the photographers who took the 
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| bill was reported back to the Senate that provision 


| in the matter to seek its restoration. 


| tion. 


| That argues itself. But it is important that it should 


I de- | 


— Bluff photographs are irresponsible and not at alll to be relied | 


pP in, 
a HOPKINS. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator; but 
is it not alittle remar kable that they should have gone to Wiscon- 


sin to get a photogr rapher to take a photograph of Lake Bluff? 
Mr. SPOONER. 
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@ prosperous city in Wisconsin, who felt that the 
their site had been an unfair one, an entirely inac ate one, and 
that the selection of Lake Bluff was without justification from 
any standpoint, should have sent a photographer with his instru- 
ments to Lake Bluff to take some photographs of that poin 5 
relations to the water, and its availability for the purpose for 
which it was chosen; and no one looking at these ph raphs 
can question for a moment, they having been 
ferent points of view, their accuracy, or the demonstration w! 
they afford that that is not the proper place, Mr. President, ft 
a naval training school, in my judgment, wherever else 

be put. 

The Senator from [linois 
tal strabismus when he comments upon ar nm 
tells the Senate it rules out of co nside ratio 2 Lake Biuff. W 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I said it rules that out on the 
assumption of the correctness of the statement of the junior Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLES], who made the very point 
against Lake Bluff that is included in the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Rales it out Mr. President, only if a commis- 
sion appointed by the President, should this amendment be incor- 
porated in the law, upon an examination of all the sites, reports 
that it is not the best. It does not exclude, upon the stateme ut 
of the Senator from Illinois, Lake Bluff from the class of eligible 
locations. If Lake Bluff is found by the commission, if one shall 
be appointed, the most available site, there is no reason whatever 
for supposing that Lake Bluff will not be chosen. 

That is not the trouble, in my judgment, with theSenator from 
Illinois in his criticism of this amendment, because it is my con- 
viction that he knows, as I think I know, that on these papers as 
they stand and this amendment, as reported by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, Lake Bluff is already selected. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Wis 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. MALLORY. Does the Senator know that Lake Bluff is 
already selected? I notice that in the recommendation of t] 
board it is proposed that hereafter some site within the limits 
they prescribe must be selected by the board provided by the act 
of 1902. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but theboard has madeits report. The 
board has reported five suitable sites, and it has given as its 
first choice Lake Bluff. If that represents the ability of 
board and the judgment of the board, is there any warrant for 
the assumption here that the Secretary of the Navy. proceeding 
under this bill, amended as proposed by the committee, would 


A 
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is affected by 
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consin allow me 
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overrule this board and select asite other than Lake Bluff? Upon 
what theory may that be said? 
Mr. President, the Senator from Ilinois is mistaken, so far as 


my colleague and I are concerned, in considering this si 1 
controversy between Lake Bluff and Racine. I took some int 
est, in the first place, in the provision for th e selection of a site 
for a naval training station on the Great Lakes. It came to the 
Senate in the naval appropriation bill from the House. When that 
was omitted. 
I know of no Senator here but myself who took interest en agh 
I did not take that action, 
Mr. President, with reference to Racine. It is not a Wisconsin 
question; it is not an Illinois question; it is not a personal ques- 
It is a question which interests the people ef the country, 
who will bear the burden of expense, and he would be a very nar- 
row-minded legislator who would not desire that in the end ; 
selection should be adopted which from a naval standpoint, all 
things considered, would best conserve the general pub! 








3 | Mr. ‘President, that is what we hope to acc nett h if the Senate 


will adopt this amendment. 
No one need make, as the Senate an elaborate arcument 
here in favor of a naval training station on the Great Lakes. 


ir did. 


ne W 
selected, and all through these proceedings, without any purpos 


whatever to do injustice to the Board or injustice to anyone, or 
without impeaching motives, it is difficult, Mr. President, t 
oncile the conclusions here w ith wise ju ime ton the 

Board, because one thing is perfectly clear: itsargur 

support its conclusion, and you can explain the u 

this business from first to last upon no hypothesis 

which is entirely satisfactory from the pu tl 

Congress did not submit to the Secretary of the N r to this 

board the ultimate decision as to a sit -a naval tran 

tion. It did lay upon the Secretary of the ! ly 

board to be appointed by him a plain duty, v h can not be read 
out of the law. It was a duty to appoint a rd which should 
| do what? Travel over the Great Lake: to M n, f 
healthful, find it wits the very best harbor of all sites, so : 
as their report goes, in every way adapted to a af trainin 


station, but not near enough to Chicago, and therefore to be exz- 


It is not at all remarkable that the people of | cluded? 
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Go through these reports and you will find from the beginning 
a narrowing of the sky, drawing it closer and closer and closer 
until it draws down around Lake Bluff substantially. 

This board confirms by its judgment, as one of the necessary 
elements to be considered, what was embodied in their instruc- 
tions from the Secretary of the Navy, to wit, harbor facilities; and 
yet they make an argument later, utterly inconsistent, to entirely 


overrule it. They first make a zone, excluding a vast number of 
sites for one reason and ancther; then they go on to Lake Michi- 
gan and they make a zone there. 

They ‘‘fence in” a few sites, leaving one in Wisconsin to be 
considered, and one in Illinois. These are reports almost a year 
apart, and there was no examination of sites at all between the 
first report and the last one—none whatever. How do you ac- 
count for the delay? The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER] 
called attention—-and he never misses anything which will sus- 
tain his proposition—to the order laid by the Secretary of the 
Navy upon the board as to the elements which should be consid- 
ered in selecting the site. First: 

Pn of access to the point from thickly settled portions of the United 
otates. 
© 

Is not the region from Chicago to Milwaukee, from the stand- 
point of the West, a thickly settled portion of the United States? 
Was it the idea of the Secretary of the Navy that the site must 
be selected as near as possible to the city of Chicago, in order that 
the boys and young men at the naval training station for instruc- 
tion and training should spend their nights and their short leaves 
of absence in Chicago? I fancy not. I think if you would con- 
sult the fathers and mothers of the country, whose sons are to go 
from the farms and out of the villages for a life upon the sea and 
for preliminary training at a naval training station, they would 
rather have it farther from the slums and temptations of a great 
city than nearer to them. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly, 

Mr. HOPKINS. If it will not interrupt the Senator, I want to 
suggest that Harvard, the greatest educational institution in the 
country, is right near Boston; and we have in Chicago the Univer- 
sity of Chicago, with four or five thousand students, and the North- 
western University, two of the greatest universities in the West. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is an esprit de corps in colleges; there 
are safeguards for the students in colleges. This is a band of 
young men who come from over the country, from Wisconsin, 
and other States to the naval training station—a different thing 
from one who goes to college. 


Ease of access and transportation. 


That is another thing. Third— 


Convenience of harbor accommodatious near_the point selected. 
(d) And also by such other considerations-—- 


Among the three points “‘ nominated in the bond”’ by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy,” the third one was harbor facilities. Now, my 
friend the Senator from Illinois says that is a matter of no conse- 
quence. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, the Senator is entirely mis- 
taken. I simply quoted a rear-admiral of the Navy,a lieutenant- 
commander of the Navy, and one of the brightest civil engineers 
of the Navy Department. I differed in my statement fram the 
Senator in that respect. I gave my authority. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the first time it seems to have 
occurred to these naval officers or anybody else that it was a mat- 
ter of no consequence whether a naval station was 40 miles from 
water or not was when they felt bound to come to that conclu- 
sion because of the proximity to Chicago of Lake Bluff, which 
has no harbor facilities, either present or possible, to be consid- 
ered at all adequate. Did they exclude that item from their con- 
sideration? Take their major premise and their minor premise 
about this little matter, and, like the Kilkenny cats, put side by 
side, they eat each other up. 

The board itself, after reciting the instructions of the Secretary 
of the Navy, state their own views as to the necessary elements 
to be considered in the location of asite; and they say about that: 

There should bea good natural or artificial harbor convenient for both large 
and small vessels, having not less than 18 feet of water, and easy of egress 
and ingress. 

They agree with the Secretary of the Navy, only “‘more so.” 
Harbor facilities averaging 18 feet depth of water are not for 
skiffs or canoes. 


ry ttt 


The harbor or channel should be self-maintained and should not require | 
continual dredging. | 
Look at this ravine at Lake Bluff [exhibiting photograph]—a 
pocket. 


and cut through the hills back of it. [Laughter.] 


Mr. HOPKINS. That was taken by a Wisconsin photographer, 

Mr. SPOONER. I think a Wisconsin photographer would t,:': 
a very handsome picture of the Senator from Illinois. [Laughter 

Mr. HOPKINS. Judging from that, I would not want him ¢5 
try it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPOONER. If you stood on Lake Bluff when the pictuy: 
was taken. I do not think you would. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I donot think anybody would recognize j; js 
that photograph is a fair sample of their work. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmicy)} 
is looking at the picture. I will ask him what he thinks of it «s 
to harbor facilities? 

Mr. CARMACK, There is no water there. 

Mr. SPOONER. That does not make any difference. [Lauch- 


ter. ] 

Mr. CARMACK. If it was macadamized, it might ¢ 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a matter of no concern now that the 
naval training station should be where they can getin and out with 
boats, because it is a military drill they have there. Why not lo- 
cate it on some beautiful plain a hundred miles or so from Lake 
Michigan or any other body of water? 

It is only for military drill! But the officers composing this 
board upset that. Just think of it! I ask my friend the Senator 
from Maine—he need not answer me—the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, to think of a naval training school as to 
the location of which proximity to water is of no consequence, 

“Mother, may I go out to swim?” 
“Yes, yes, = dearest daughter; 
Hang your clothes on a hickory limb, 
But don't go near the water.” 


), 


[Langhter. ] 

Training young men to be sailors to defend the flag on the sea, 
and in the preliminary training school where they get their first 
experience to fit them for the water, it is a matter of no conse- 
quence whether they can get in or out to the water! Of course it 
seems to be sufficient—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator if he has ever 
visited either of the training schools now in existence in this 
country? 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does he know anything about the character 
of the training that is had at either of those places? 

Mr. SPOONER. No, not much; except what I have read. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I judged he did not from the statement hoe 


made. 

Mr. SPOONER. ButI think it more important that the men 
who are to go down to the sea in ships should be able to get from 
the naval training school to navigable water than that they should 
be able quickly to get to Chicago. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is not a question of getting to Chicago. nor 
is it a question of getting to the water. It is a question of disci- 
plining and training these men for a period, as I stated, of about 
six months; and in this country, in both of our schools, and at 
Portsmouth, England, the training is on the land. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not believe you could get an English 
sailor to have all of his preliminary training on the land. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Go to Portsmouth and see. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have been to Portsmouth. 

Mr. HOPKINS. They have everything so arranged there, and 
have the deck of a ship fixed, with the guns and everything 
that kind, on the land, where the boys are trained, instead of put- 
ting them on ships. After the preliminary training, then they 
go to the battle ships and get all of the sea service they need. _ 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator demonstrates that + 
amendment which the committee reports is not adequate, : 
the Senator from Maine should, if this is to stand as the ju 
ment of the committee, report an amendment making an appro- 
priation for the construction of a battle ship in that rav 
{laughter}, so that the student can jump from the bank onto tiv 
battle ship and off again onto the bank and toward Chicago. 

What does the commission say about this? 

The matter of harbor accommodation— 

Now, this is the first minimization of the element of harb 
accommodations and facilities. Idonot knowhowithappened. ! 
would not for all the world impute an impropriety to the disti: 
guished chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the Hous. 
Ido not for one moment doubt his word when he says that 1 
never said a word toinfluence this board. That was not necessary. 
But the fine presence, the charming smile, the affability, and in- 
cidentally the official power in reference to naval legislation of the 
distinguished gentleman who was so eloquently, but unnecessarils 


It would hardly do for a duck pond, unless you dredge | defended by the Senator from Illinois, carries with it a hypnotism 
that the average man can not resist. 


{Laughter. } 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 
Mr. SPOONER. Now, if the Senator 
Mr. HOPKINS. Just a word. 
m Wisconsin thinks Rear-Admiral Taylor, the head of the Bu- 
1of Navigation, is a fit man for the place he holds; if he would 
be influenced by personal considerations in favor of the chairman 
of any committee of either House of Congress in the discharge of 
1 mablic duty like this? 
SPOONER. The gentleman from Illinois influences every- 
body with whom he comes in contact 
Mr. HOPKINS. Oh! 
Mr. SPOONER. By that benignant smile of his, his grace of 
carriage, and all that. They have influenced me. 





a 
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Mr. HOPKINS. I see they are doing it now. 
Mr. SPOONER. I think if Lake Bluff should be selected as 


I wish to ask if the Senator | 
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the place for the naval training station, there ought to be a | 


statue of the distinguished gentleman erected there, and I know 
the passengers on the ships as they go up and down 

Mr. HOPKINS. Up and down the ravine? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; up and down the lake would think from 
bis stalwart form that it was a statue of Lief Ericsson or some 
other distinguished navigator. 

But here is what the commission say: 

Th e matter of harbor accommodations is an important one as affording 

tunity for small-boat exercises and a haven of refuge from storm and 
for larger practice vessels, if any should ever be assigned the training 


tatior 
dla ie 





I suppose that in the long reach of time it may be possible that 
a small practice vessel will be assigned to that naval station. 
That is, I would have supposed so had I not been officially in- 
formed here that this naval training station has no relation to 
the water, but is to afford simply instruction on land. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Horse marines. 

Mr. SPOONER. Horse marines, the Senator from New Jersey 
says. Think of how much of a ‘larger practice vessel’’ could 
you jam into that ravine. They could not get it out, although 
they might build it in. 

However important and desirable this matter of harbor facilities is, it is 


ely overshadowed by the element of population, which is of the first 
rtance, as was shown hereinbefore. 


complet 
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That flies in the face of the Secretary of the Navy, and it does 
not commend itself, I submit, to the judgment of any sensible 
man. Thinkofthis proposition boiled down as between Muskegon, 
with a fine harbor, if you please, fairly accessible, in a prosperous 
and great State. Take Racine, wherea harbor, the board reports, 
can be easily constructed; and the Senator from Illinoisis entirely 
g when he says the possibility of harbor construction at Wind 

is the same as at Lake Bluff. At the Racine location there 
is a swamp 150 feet in width at the mouth of the nearest lake. It 
runs in a thousand feet. It is soil which could be easily dredged 
ind is on a level with the lake. At a small cost an adequate har- 
bor could be made for any use which could be imagined at a 
naval-training station. Compare that with this ravine. [Exhib- 
iting photograph. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
not want to see it. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
While natural harbor facilities will add to the attractions and usefulness 


f the station and to the value of the instruction given 


Is it simply a land drill? Let me read that again— 

While natural harbor facilities will add to the attractions and usefulness 
of the station and to the value of the instruction given and to the enjoyme nt 
those un de srgoing training, this is asec onds ary matteras compared with the 
— ng condition, viz, that the site should be so fixed as to sec ure the 

st possible number of young men for the country’s service. 

Now, Mr. President, this is the situation as between Racine, if 
you please, although the question is broader than that, and Lake 
Bluff. The one will afford an adequate harbor. The other will 
not. One is near toa New England manufacturing city, long the 
home of my colleague. The other is 28 miles nearer the great and 
rapidly growing city of Chicago. 

Now, as my colleague has shown, it takes only two hours to go 
from Milwaukee to Chicago. Racine has two lines of railway, 
great railways, too—the Milwaukee and St. Paul and the Chicago 
and Northwestern—with limited trains and fast trains going back- 
ward and forward all the day long, and during the season of nav- 
igation it is served by two lines of steamships between Chicago 
and Milwaukee. 

But this board recommends the purchase of the Lake Bluff site 
for $180,000 without a harbor, as against 200 acres at Racine for 
$50,000. Why? For one reason only- —because Lake Bluff is 28 
miles nearer the city of Chicago. Is that a sensible expenditure 
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Do not show the Wisconsin photograph. Ido 


I do not wonder that the Senator dislikes it. 
It would make anybody. 
Now, again: 


of public money? Is it not a disregard of every element which ' 
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should enter into consideration in deciding the location of this 
naval training station? That is all there is to it. 

This board was instructed to select a site. and that site and 
every deiail of the proceedings of the board were to be reported 
to the Congress for its action. It has notcdoneso. The action of 
the board was not to be final. It was to be submitted to Congress 
for its action. 

The Senator from Illinois referred to the gentlemen from whom 
my colleague read as irresponsible partie:. Iseveryone irrespon- 
sib’e, in the opinion of the Senator from Illinois, who lives at Ra- 
cine and dares to entertain an opinion upon this subject? 

One of the gentlemen from whom he read I know, and for in- 
tegrity and veracity he compares favorably with any gentleman. 
Admiral Taylor was there but once. He was at Racine thirty 
minutes. He did not go within a mile anda half of the Racine 
location. Admiral Taylor never came again, but the other two 
came again. They arrived at 4.30 in the afternoon in November, 
and by the time they reached the site lamps were lighted in the 
buildings thereabouts and it was too late for them to give it a 

careful examination, and they never gave it a thorough exami- 
nation. 

Mr. HOPKINS. MayI ask the Senator from Wisconsin a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senators felt, before the amendment 
now proposed by the junior Senator from Wisconsin was offered, 
that this board did not give proper consideration to Racine, I 
should like to ask him why they did not challenge the attention 
of the board and ask them to go there again or call it to the at- 
tention of the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. QUARLES. I will state to the Senator 
I have the correspondence here. 
Senate to read it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Very well. If that is correct, then, did not 
the board report that they had given sufficient examination to 
the Racine site so as to be able to report upon it? 

Mr. QUARLES. So far as I know, there was no answer 
the board. These were addressed to Admiral Taylor. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have affidavits here, which I will not take 


that we did do it. 
I did not take the time of the 


from 


the time to read, from reputable citizens of my State, for whom 
[I can vouch anywhere; who accompanied the board, which state 
the facts as Istate the facts; and this board, a board having taken 


two years to perform the duty. reaching Racine at 4.30, reaching 
the site about dark, could not discharge as they ought todischarge 


the duty of examining and investigating 
Mr. HOPKINS. Why did not the Senator call the attention of 
the Secretary of the Navy to it, one of the ablest and most dis 


tinguished men we have? 








Mr.SPOONER. TheSenatoris given to-day too much toeulogy. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I leave out theeulogy. Why did you not ap- 
ply to the Secretary of the Navy and present your grievance 

Mr. SPOONER. I never repeat in the Senate conversations I 
have, either with the President or executive officers. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam notasking forconversations. I am ask- 
ing why it never was presented to the Secretary. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Secretary of the Navy, I think, would be 
disinclined to overrule the action of a b ard aul he himself ap 
pointed. At any rate, it is so stated in the debate elsewhere. 

I have as much respect for the Secretary of the Navy as tl 
Senator from Illinois can have. He is a great lawyer and a man 
of consummate ability, a man of great gifts and of unimpeach- 
able integrity, of course. But he appointed thi: 3 bos ird of experts, 
and I have no doubt he would fe el bound, } layman him- 
self, largely to abide their decision. But Cor 3s did not giv 
the ultimate de a of that question tothe board of experts or to 
the Secretary of the Navy, either 





That board was to report a site and they were to report in de- 
tail and fully all of their proceedings, in order that the Congr 
itself might make a comparison of the different sites and pas 
judgment as to the correctness of the conclusion reached by tl 


board. 


Here is one thing. Letters have been flying around here 





the eve of the debate. I find in the ConGresstonaL Reco 
letter from Commander — slow, of whom, of course, I ike 1 
impeachment, although, r reside nt, Lintend to1 

and, I think, a well- Nike a riticism. 

It has been stated in another pl I might as well say in tl 
House of Representatives, though y may be called to order for 
it—that the commission spent thirty m and t th 
dark—on the Racine site, Rear-Admiral Taylor not beir esent 
That was attempted to be mitigated by this commun it10N. 1 


shall not read it all: 
The board was met by a committee and driven 





Racine. Afterwards the board and tl mm f the r 
of Racine and several citizens of thate pre ( ges xa 18 
the site, a short distance north of the y. 
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The board is mistaken about that. They did not visit on their 
first visit at Racine any site which it ever offered. 
within a mile and a half of any site that was ever offered. 
were not out of the settled business part of the city. They went 
down to look at the harbor, as I could show, but I will not take 
up the time. 


After the return of the board to Washington the subject of the site at | 
North Point, known in the board’s final report as “ North Point Site 4,” was | to and including the word “‘ minutes,”’ in line 1, page 39, and inser 


taken up in correspondence with the representatives of interests at Racine, 


and the board determined on their next trip to the Great Lakes to visit this | 


site 

The board again visited Racine in October. Rear-Admiral Taylor, the 
presi ient of the board, was unable to accompany the board on this visit. 
The board arrived at Racine late in the afternoon, and was there met in car- 
riages by a committee, inaccordance with previous arrangements, and driven 
to North Point. Owing to the fact that the carriage horses were not equal 
to their load, considerable time was wasted in the journey from the railway 
station to the site 

Nevertheless the board reached the site in ample time to have sufficient 
daylight to see thesite and to determine all the points the board had in mind. 


The affidavits show, as I have said—and there were several of 
them—that it was dark when they reached that site, and the Ra- 


cine committee asked them to remain over night at the hotel, as | 


they had come so late, and to examine the site at their leisure in 
the morning, which they declined to do, on the ground that they 
were to reach Sheboygan. 

This was a board with an abundance of money at their com- 
mand, charged with an important duty, and I think—I may be 


mistaken about it—that that board should have waited until the | Senate Committee on Naval Affairs. 


But they did | 
| amendment for the moment and let a vote be taken on the am: 


next dayand given the site deliberate examination. 
not. 

Now, Mr. President, Ido not wish to take any more time. I 
hope the Senate will adopt this amendment. 

The station may not come to Wisconsin, and that is a matter 
of small consequence; it may go to Lake Bluff, which is a matter 
of some consequence. in my judgment, from the standpoint of 
popular interest; but I hope the best point on the lake, whether 


be in Michigan, or Illinois, or Indiana, or Wisconsin, will be | amendment to be perfected, and I will then immediately renew i 
nately chosen by a board going deliberately about it and not | 


sacrificing every clement to proximity to Chicago. 
is all I wish to say. 
Mr. HOPKINS. 


I believe that 


tor from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. If the suggestions made by 
him and his colleagues and the photographs and letters referred 
to by them are to prevail here, then the same methods would de- 


feat any report that may be made by any committee which may | 


be appointed under the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin or by any other Senator. 


If any credit for integrity is to be given to our public officials, | 
if any consideration is to be given to the Secretary of the Navy | 
1, who is one of the most distinguished | 
men in the Navy, and to his associates, then this amendment | 
I care not who may be selected, I care | 


and to the great admi 


should be voted down. 
not what attention they may give to the situation, if this amend- 
ment does prevail men can come in with ex parte affidavits, with 
photographs of the kind that have been brought here, with let- 
ters from irresponsible parties, to impeach it, and if that kind of 
argument is to prevail, then we will never have a naval station of 
this kind located. 

And I say again, it seems to me it is the duty of every Senator 
to consider the character of the opposition that has been pre- 
sented here, and to remember that the members of the board have 
been selected impartially by the Secretary of the Navy, and that 
they are men whose characters are above reproach, and that their 
report should stand. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I have just come in froma 


conference where I have been compelled to remain almost all | 


afternoon in order to vote, supposing this discussion was sub- 
stantially over. 
the fact that Ihave been so situated that I could not take partin 
the discussion to-day. 


I will not detain the Senate further than to say that I assumed 


when this report was made and when the Secretary of the Navy 
indorsed it substantially, and when the Committee on Naval 


Affairs put the result of it in the bill, that it was substantially | 


settling the question. I had no idea that there was going to be 
an effort to throw aside the report and the recommendation of 
the Naval Affairs Committee of the Senate and that Senators 
would come in here for the purpose of securing a new board to 
examine these sites again. 


I supposed that any commission headed by Admiral Taylor | 
would not make any report at all until they were satisfied what | might make the clause read: ‘‘none of whom shall be a resident 
It has been my policy always to 


follow upon these questions commissions composed either of army | 


their duty was in the premises. 


officers or of naval officers. 
So without taking time further,I simply wish to say that I feel 


by the report—to stand by the bill as recommended by the chair- 


man of the Committee on Naval Affairs—and to locate the train- | 
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| original proposition. 
| Wisconsin would be in order, I think. 


Mr. President, I desire to say a word, and | 
only a word, in reply to the suggestions made by the senior Sena- | 
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| ing school wherever that puts it, whether it is in Tlinois or Wis- 
They were not | 
They 


consin or any place else. 

Mr. FORAKER. The amendment proposed by the committ:. 
is before the Senate, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move to amend that amendment by strik 
ing out, in line 25. commencing with the words “ shore of,” dowy 


ing ‘‘ Great Lakes; ’’ so that the amendment will read: 


Naval training station, Great Lakes: The purchase of land and the est 
lishment of a naval training station on the Great Lakes, $250,000. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is already an ame 
ment pending which has precedence over that offered by 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. By whom offered? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was offered by the Senat 
from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES]. 

Mr. NELSON. I suggest that the Senator from Wisconsi: 
withdraw his amendment until the amendment of the commit 
can be perfected, and that he then renew his amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. The amendment of the Senator from W 
consin is an amendment that is to be added to this one. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair understands t! 
but it is an amendment to the amendment, nevertheless, that 
pending now. It does not strike out a provision inserted by the 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Wisconsin can withdraw hi 
ment of the Senator from Ohio, which is simply perfecting 
Then the amendment of the Senator fron 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would be then in order 
Mr. QUARLES. Very well; for the purpose stated, I tem 
rarily withdraw my amendment, so as to allow the commit 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio offers 


| an amendment, which will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. On page 38, line 25, after the words “s| 
of ??—— 
Mr. FORAKER. 


Including the words ‘“‘ shore of.”” I am tr 


| ing to make the provision read in the exact language of 
| statute. 


Mr. NELSON. After the word “ the.”’’ 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; strike out all after the word “ the.”’ 
TheSEcRETARY. Itis proposed tostrike out the following w: 
Shore of Lake Michigan, south of latitude 48° 30’. 

Mr. FORAKER. So as to read: 


The purchase of land and the establishment of a naval training stati 
the Great Lakes, $250,000. 


That is the exact language of the statute. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreei! 


| the amendment to the amendment. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUARLES. Irenew my amendment to the amendmen 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisc 
offers an amendment to the amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the co 


| mittee amendment the following: 


The President is hereby authorized and empowered to appoint a b 
consisting of not less than three members, none of whom shall be a resi: 
of any State adjoining Lake Michigan, whose duty it shall be to selec? 
most available site for such naval training schoolon the Great Lake 
having selected such site, to ascertain and report its probable cost ant 
probable expenditure which will be necessary for improving the same 
cluding lnke shore protection and construction of necessary harbor facili 
and to make a detailed report of their findings and proceedings to the P: 
dent, to be transmitted by the President to Congress for its final act 


| And to defray the expenses of said board the sum of $5,000, or so m 
I have felt very much embarrassed by reason of 


thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available, is hereby ap) 
riated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the 
question? 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. That will not do. 

Mr. QUARLES. I should like to suggest an amendment, in 
view of the amendment just adopted, and that is to strike out t! 
words ‘‘ none of whom shall be a resident of any State adjoini: 
Lake Michigan.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
has a right to modify his amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator might put it this way. He 
of any State bordering on the Great Lakes.”’ 

Mr. QUARLES. Very well; let it be fixed that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification will be 


stated.. 
that we have a right in a degree to call upon the Senate to stand 


The Secretary. After the word “State,” in line 3 of the 
amendment to the amendment, strike out ‘‘ adjoining Lake Michi- 
gan”’ and insert ‘‘ bordering on the Great Lakes.”’ 
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ae | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification is agreed to. | 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words | 

in support of the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. | 

The hour is so far advanced that I shall undertake to do little 

more than express my entire concurrence in the proposition em- 

ed in the amendment now before the Senate. 

rhe report of the board appointed by the authority of Con- 

s which is before the Senate is, it seems to me, entirely in- 
juate. 

Its shortcomings have been sufficiently pointed out by others 
who have spoken, and I shall not dwell at length upon them. 

| have some personal knowledge of several of the sites that are 
mentionedin the report. The one thatis given fifth place—Michi- 
can City, Ind.—is entitled, in my judgment, to a much better con- 
sideration. I know the place very well, and it is, in my opinion, 
entitled to very much more favorable consideration than it has 
received; in fact, it should be given preference. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Over Racine? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I am not mentioning particularly any of 
the other sites, I will state to the honorable Senator. I would 
cive it preference over all. 

Mr. KEAN. How far is it from Chicago? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I think, without referring to the record, 
it is something like 50 miles. It is nearer the Atlantic seaboard 
than any of the other sites mentioned except Put in Bay. I yield 
first place as to accessibility to the Atlantic seaboard to my dis- 
tinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER}. 

| recognize, Mr. President, that the selection of a site for a naval 
training station upon the Great Lakes is a matter of importance. 
There is not, in my judgment, such a great difference between 
the various sites as might appear from what has been said here. 
They all have some points of advantage and of disadvantage when 
pared with each other. These are partially and in the main 
pretty fairly disclosed by the report of the board of naval officers 
appointed under the authority of Congress. The site at Michigan 
City, Ind., is one that is entirely adequate for the purpose desired, 
and it is entitled to more favorable consideration than it seems to 
have received at the hands of the board. It is nearer the Atlan- 
tic seaboard than any of those which have received favorable men- 
tion. Its harbor facilities are sufficient. In the language of the 
report, ‘‘ The harbor at Michigan City would offer convenient pro- 
tection.”’ ‘The water front is of sufficient length.’’ And fur- 
ther, according to the report, ‘‘ Michigan City has the advantage 
of proximity to the center of population of the Great Lakes 
region. 

The report contains this very 





com 


significant statement: 


€ 


While perhaps none of the sites possess all of the ideal local requirements, 
all of them are sufficiently suitable for the purpose. 


If this statement is to be accepted as accurate the question of 
the cost of site becomes very material in determining the ultimate 
location. It will be observed by turning to the report that the 
cost of land at Michigan City is put at the very reasonable sum 
of $125 per acre. There is only one other locality where the land 
may be had cheaper, and that is Muskegon, Mich. 

Mr. ALGER. And there it is very much better. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. ‘‘And there it is very much better,’’ says 
the distinguished Senator from Michigan. While it is very good, 
[ would not admit that it is very much better. I will say that as 
to land values the honors are substantially even between the two. 

Now, Mr. President, I am in favor of the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, not because of any possible prejudice 
against other sites, for, as I have said, they all have their merits; 
but Iam in favor of the amendment because I hope that upon a 
further and more careful consideration of all the facts the board 
to be appointed will decide that a site at Michigan City, Ind., will 
be found to possess all of the essential requirements of a first-class 
naval training school, and that the cost of acquiring and main- 
taining it will be less than elsewhere. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, therecan be nodoubt what- 
ever that upon a careful and impartial investigation of the various 
sites the board will find that my colleague is right, and the supe- 
nority of the Michigan City site will, I think, be demonstrated 
to any impartial mind. I am in favor of the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, because when men are selected from 
States away from the Lakes there is very little doubt in my mind 
but that Michigan City, Ind., will be determined on. 

Mr. ALGER. May [ask if we are selecting sites this after- 
noon? 

Mr. HALE. We seem to be selecting one site. 

_ Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan 
if he desires to say a word in favor of Muskegon? 

Mr. ALGER. I do not have +o say a word in its favor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Muskegon speaks for herself. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I do not desire to take any time. 
I wish to heartily concur in all that the senior Senator from In- 
diana (Mr. FatRBANKS] said, except that I would move to amend | 
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his remarks by substituting the city of Duluth for the city of 
Michigan City. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words, not on 
this amendment, but on the bill. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Georgia will allow me. I know 
Senators desire to make some remarks on the bill, and I do not 
propose.to ask the Senate to continue and conclude the bill to- 
night; but I wish to get this matter which has consumed the 
whole day out of the way. I shall then ask that the bill go over. 

Mr. CLAY. We have nothing to discuss but this amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Oh. yes: there is plenty to discuss. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The bill will be before the Senate to dis- 
cuss. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that the Senator from Georgia 
prefers that his remarks shall be made on the pending amend- 
ment. It is getting late, and I trust the Senator in charge of the 
bill will let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. So do I, but I supposed that it was the pur- 
pose to complete the bill at once. Otherwise I myself should 
have insisted upon an opportunity to speak a little upon the 
pending amendment. 

Mr. HALE. The truth is there will be not the slightest limi- 
tation on any Senator who wants to discuss the bill to-morrow. 
But the Senator from Maryland. who is an old hand here, sees, | 
think, the importance of getting this matter out of the way. It 
is fresh in the minds of the Senate, and if we let it go over and 
quit we not only will not go at once to the consideration of the 
bill generally, but this question will be revived again and we will 
spend another day. The Senator knows how importantitis. He 
himself and the Senator from Georgia lose nothing by the vote 
being taken on the pending amendment and then having the bill 
go over. There is another amendment that has been reserved. 

Mr. GORMAN. There are plenty of amendments, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I dislike very much to hesitate and to disagree with the 
distinguished Senator from Maine upon any suggestion he makes 
relating to the consideration of a bill, but I think it has been a 
very important and instructive discussion which we have had to- 
day. It shows, to my mind—— 

Mr. HALE. And the Senator wants to prolong it? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the time could not be better occunied 
than by bringing the Senator himself and Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber and the Senate to the consideration of the 
details of a great bill, which involves $125.000.000 or $130,000.000 
and which should not be passed through this body without con- 
sideration. 

Mr. HALE. 
to-morrow. 

Mr.GORMAN. TheSenate has consumed an entire day in the 
discussion, interesting and delightful as it has been. of the selec- 
tion of a site that will cost at the beginning only $250,000. No 
one can tell what the final expenditure will be. We passed over 
without debate one or more items that will involve eight or ten 
million dollars. I think the discussion we have had to-day 
bringing us back to the proper rule, the one which this body has 
always observed, of not accepting the executive recommendations 
g these mat- 
So there are other items in this bill that ought 


I propose that all of that shall be left over until 


Is 


ters for ourselves, 
to be discussed. 

I therefore trust the Senator from Maine will permit the matter 
to go over until to-morrow. It is only the beginning of March 
and the appropriation bills will not go into effect until the Ist 
July. So we are not especially pressed for time. It is late 
afternoon, we are tired out, and I trust the Senator will p 
the bill and the pending amendments to go over. 

Mr. HALE. Of course I am at the mercy of the Senate or of 
any Senator who insists upon going on and debating. I wish the 


Ort 
in the 
‘Tinit 





Senator's reasons for delay were better than they are. I take it 
the Senate does not of itself desire to simply prolong the consider- 
ation of the bill. I take it the Senator has no intention of L 
kind. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. I said I wish the Senator’s reasons for his p 
sition were better. ThenI said I trusted and believed the Sena 
has no desire and there is no general desire to prolong the 
simply for the sake of prolongation. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President. absolutely none: and m 
than that, I want to say to the Senator, as he knows ly 
well, this bill, important as it is, has not consumed very much 
time—nothing compared with the time devoted to the considera 
tion of bills of like character heretofore considered. There is no 
disposition on the part of anybody to go into a discussion of all 

| the details of this bill, as we have done heretofore, and as I think 
we ought to continue to do hereafter. So there is no object in 
delay. The Senator from Maine can dispose of the bill. I have no 
doubt, to-morrow withoutany trouble. It is a little late to-night 


to proceed further with the bill. 
Mr. HALE. My only proposition was that it would help us 
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along. I did not propose in any way to the Senator to interfere, 
as I could not do if I wanted, with discussion on other matters in | 
the bill. I thought perhaps the Senator would consent that we 
should take a vote now on the pending amendment, and if any 
one wants afterwards to move any amendment when the bill has | 
been reported to the Senate he can doit. But still Iam willing | 
to leave that largely with the Senator, if the Senator deSires that 
the bill shall go over now, without having time taken to dispose 
of the pending amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think it very much better. 

Mr. HALE. Then, Mr. President, I wish to say that under 
these ccnditions I must ask the Senate to sustain me in the morn- 
ing in taking the bill up whenever the routine morning business 
is ended, and that weshall go on withthe bill. I shall try to con- 
clude it some time during the day to-morrow. Some Senators de- | 
sire executive session, but I give way for a moment to the Senator | 
from Indiana |Mr. BEVERIDGE]. I withhold the motion for an 
executive session. 

PROPOSED ALASKAN LEGISLATION, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent | 
that on next Thursday, immediately after the morning business, 
the Alaskan legislation 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will be in order. 
The Senator from Indiana is asking unanimous consent. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iask that the Alaskan legislation be taken 
up for that day only. 

Mr. GORMAN. For what day? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Thursday. 

Mr. GORMAN. Immediately after the morning business? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On Thursday,immediately after the morn- 
ing business, for that day only. 

Mr. LODGE. Withthe understanding that it shall not dis- 
place the unfinished business, if the Philippine shipping bill still 
occupies that place. 

Mr. HALE. Or interfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will see that that | 
is taken care of. The Senator from Indiana asks unanimous con- 
sent that on Thursday next, immediately after the routine morn- 
ing business, the Alaskan bills may be considered for that day 
only. Is there objection? 

Mr. HALE and Mr. GALLINGER. Not to interfere with 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
of course; that is determined by the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Do I understand my colleague to limit the 
request to that date? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. And after the close of morning business? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. After the close of the routine morning 
business, not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. lIask simply for the reason that I desire | 
to move to take up Calendar Order of Business 170, Senate bill 1508, | 
at the earliest moment possible. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. My request was for that day only, in order 
that it might not meet with objection. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will put the request 
for unanimous consent a little differently, if the Senate pleases. | 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE| asks unanimous con- | 
sent that on Thursday next, after the routine morning business, | 
the Alaskan bills may receive the consideration of the Senate for | 
that day only, not to interfere, however, with appropriation bills, | 
and that the Senator, at 2 o’clock, will ask that the unfinished | 
business be temporarily laid aside for that purpose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is it. 

Mr. HALE. That covers it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 


Not to interfere with appropriation bills, 


To that day. 


| 
t 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the en». 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturd 
March 5, 1904, at 12 o’clock m, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 4, 190; 
CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF ORDNANCE. 

Capt. George A. Converse, United States Navy, to be Chief 
the Bureau of Ordnance in the Department of the Navy, wit! 
rank of rear-admiral, for a term of four years from the 15th 
of March, 1904. 

CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT. 

Capt. Henry N. Manney, United States Navy, to be Chie! 

the Bureau of Equipment in the Department of the Navy, » 


| the rank of rear-admiral, for a term of four years from the | 
day of March, 1904, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Second Asst. Engineer Charles S. Root, to be first assistant 
gineer, with the rank of second lieutenant, in the Revenue-Cu' 
Service of the United States, to succeed J. Q. Walton, promot 

Second Asst. Engineer Byron A. Minor, to be a first assi 
engineer, with the rank of second lieutenant, in the Reve 
( a Service of the United States, tosucceed H. N. Wood, ; 
moted, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 4, 1 
POSTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA. 
Louise C. Tyler to be postmaster at Mill Valley, late Eastland 
in the county of Marin and State of California, 
MAINE. 
Eldridge H. Bryant to be postmaster at Machias, in the county 
of Washington and State of Maine. 
MINNESOTA. 
William Cordiner to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county 
of Millelacs and State of Minnesota. 
MISSOURI, 


Milton J. Hudson to be postmaster at Hale, in the county of 


Carroll and State of Missouri. 


William G. Kitchen to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the 
county of Stoddard and State of Missouri. 
OHTO. 
Wilson A. Korns to be postmaster at New Philadelphia, in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. 
Charles B. Morris to be postmaster at Columbus Grove, in the 


| county of Putnam and State of Ohio. 


J. J. Roderick to be postmaster at Canal Dover, in the county 
of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
John W. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Wyalusing, in tle 
county of Bradford and State of Pennsylvania, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Fripay, March 4, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Hunry N. Covupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approve. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—DAVIS V. SIMS. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I present the following priv' 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just a word. I shall not | leged report and resolutions for consideration. 


object to the request made by the Senator from Indiana, but I | 


want to say that I think we ought to be somewhat careful about 
giving away daysa week inadvance. There are,I think, eighteen 
bills on the Calendar reported by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, some of them veryimportant. Ihave been extremely 
anxious to get to their consideration. I had intended to ask a 
day for that committee, which I shall do when I get an oppor- 
tunity. I simply wanted to put myself on record as being dili- 
gent in this matter, thinking that the legislation proposed for 
this District is quite as important as a great deal of other legis- 
lation that we are dealing with. I hope the Senator’s request 
will be granted. = Ate d 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the order is made. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 


| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, chairm 
| of the Committee on Elections No. 2, submits the following 
port and resolutions, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That F. M. Davis was not elected to membership in the Hous 


Representatives of the United States in the Fifty-eighth Congress and is 1! 
| entitled to a seat therein. 
| 
| 


Resolved, That T. W. Sims was elected to membership in the House of R 
resentatives of the United States in the Fifty-eighth Congress and is entitl! 
to a seat therein. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, thisis a unanimous report from 
the Committee on Elections No. 2. For the information of some 

| who may have expected a different result it is, perhaps, prope 

| that a very brief statement be made. The sitting Member, t! 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] ,was returned by a majorit 
of 976. Some trifling irregularities there were, reducing that to 
970. No allegations of improper conduct were involved in this 

| case nor made against either party, but the contestant claims tha‘ 
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so-called *‘ Dortch law ’’ in Tennessee ought to be declared un- | Frot n such data as were in its possession the board allowed Mr. D 
titutional and set aside, and that in that event 1,061 persons Th icial returns, subsequently received, st ad him entit 
on the voti x precinct Known as Pickw n Hardin ¢ 
ed but not voting ought to be treated as if they had voted | Mr. Davis isvotes. There is some conflict o 
heir votes had been cast for him, giving him a majority of | cinct, but we find that he was entitled t 
that 1,920 more, estimated but no names given, ought also | _, 12 the two precincts of Sibley and Walnut G 
counted, giving hima majority of 2,005. Sa cedar bie aaichcetteien thames 
contestant claims that the so-called ‘* Dortch law ”’ provides | Democratic ot t tier i 
. of official ballot which requires the person voting to be able | Which he wou a a ved. J 
d in order to vote, and it therefore violates the provision of | e.2.0;, 74 and itisime th 
constitution of that State by adding a qualification not con- | places } | 
. therein and also violates the provision therein contained Walnu wl th \ 
t elections shall be free and equal, particularly as this law does | {5 presu; if 
upply to the whole State, but only in certain localities. The | lican 
reme court of Tennessee has sustained the law as constitu- | ther precincts at distant 1 
; but its decision is in conflict with decisions by the supreme | fy ehich thee were | ; 
‘ts of Kentucky, Virginia, Ohio, Michignm, and Pennsylvania. | extent 
ire asked to follow these other decisions, We have not, how- | t2°. 2 Te thet 
f und it necessary to attempt to dec ide between these con- | 4.5. ' + hes fou 
ulings of State courts nor to pass upon the proposition | ur tof ther 
ved by the contestee that in any event the legislature | P! } Sheet ; 
es if As »wer to fix the time, place, and manner of holding elec- Theo kw ri s at 
for Senators and Representatives from the Feder: ul C onsti- cel dweret 
t on can not be controlled by the State constitution in the Certain other trifling irregul : , 
exercise of that power. = fcatcaa ied a Sore icceiein es Athen ; 
These important questions we have not passed upon for the rea- | it t remain, so far as \ ; 
1 it in the view we take of the evidence in the case the result | _ But contestant claims thata lare 
not be affected nomatter which way we might decide them. | 3°.°°S‘: Sbould be counted as if actually cast fo : 
‘The Dortch law applied to _— 13 civil districts out of a total of | ing by t pe »“D law,” w 
in the Eighth Congressional district. Should we hold the law | tional. The so . oe 
: :nconstitutional and throw po the returns from the 13 districts, | $s) and» number of supplemental nets, 
Mr. Sims would still have a majority. Mr. Davis says we should the whole State, equires that in 
let the vote stand as returned, but add to his count other votes | shall be used an official ballot, which may be d 
which were not cast nor offered to be cast. aoa ms, « 
[he evidence shows 1,061 names of persons said to have been | columns. There is no pt i for 
pre’ ed by the Dortch law from voting for him, because, being f irele or square or in any rn 
ut : to read, the y could not mark their ballots. Twenty onty eee eee ee eee ding tuthe 
of them were upon the witness stand. As to the other ten hun- |} satte bat the ones in wheel 
dred and forty-one, we had only the evidence of third parties that | shail be arranged each sepat 
they were Republicans and that they could not read, and there- The baltot use Eanes alee 
re could not vote, and that in the opinion of the witnesses they a rene 
would have voted for contestant. But as to most of them, at No. : nt 
] many of them, there was no evidence of registration or of ti . 
tax payme nt or of qualification to vote under anylaw. We there- ae 
leclined to count such unvoted votes. ; 
en there were nineteen hundred and twenty additional votes ae : L 
of persons estimated by the witnesses as hi wing desired to vote B 
for contestant. Their names were not given: it was not shown 1 oes it : ; 


that they were qualified to vote at all; and we have not been will- 
to accept that character of testimony in this case— testimony 





regard to persons who did not attempt to vote and of whom we NOM - NZ] 
have no very satisfactory evidence that they would have voted, or ; ; 
that if they had voted they would have voted for the contestant. ee ——— 
fherefore in the view we have taken the sitting Member is in Vote for 
any event entitled to his seat. 7 a ao 
less some gentleman desires to ask some question or to make oe 
remarks on this matter, I will ask a vote on the resolution, a 
asking unanimous consent to insert in the RECORD as part of Vote 
marks the report of the committee. M. BR ICK 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from P: nnsylvanis [Mr. OLM- - 
asks unanimous consent to print as part of his re mark s the R \ 
report of the committee. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
The report is as follows: Revresentatit 
* 
No. 2, to which 


» Committee on Elect a 








l » of F. M. Davis v. . W. Sims, from I I 
t of Tennessee, respectfu i! y presents the fe { | 
opposing Congressional c andida ates in the » Rig ith Congressionai di : 
Tennes: see at the N embe ection it ‘ < ie IG D 
and F. M. Davis. Republi i “The distr ( npo 1 
» vote returned in each was as follows, v O 
- af es i iat Vovemb 
. ms ( Der ay Re 
County crat ul 1 





ee atc titel nse at enciclblliigadmnanieiidentiminctie 846 he form 
ee eR Be ae ad 600 aig evid 
( l a a deca 1, 196 1.679 I 
a a sn ta daeneial aoe neme rib Gao and A 
I a » ee ee ‘ is ] 4 . 
Se ae cere ee meee ae a eee oo 17 V4 ’ 
c . oe eh ae eels 1, 217 38 v | 
saat arcsdh wnienilanies nenbustpieicietmiand YUS 1,117 \ ‘ 
‘ u el a te enemedneie 799 1,152 
” W r \ 
oe igen eiell 9, 293 8,317 TAMES 1 
} } L,\¥ 
+ _ —— ee \f 
Mr. Sims, having an apparent majority of 976, was awarded the certificate, \. Be 
duly sy worn in, and now occupies a seat in this House. Mr. Davis, however, THOMAS *" 
‘ ( ‘ the election and claims to be entitled to the seat. JOHN W. STAPLES 
W he n the canvassing board met, the official returns from Perry County I 


or at least the original poll books and tally sheets, had not been receive a. R. B. WILL 
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Electors for Wharton Barker candidate for President and 
Ignatius Donnelly candidate for Vice President 


VOTE FOR TWELVE 
Ss. S. BOND 

H. T. CHILDS 

J. 8S. LEACH 

A. L. MIMS 

S. L. MOORE 

. NOLEN 
ROBERTS 

W. C. ROBERTSON 

C. B. ROGAN 

A. M. SMITH 


R. M. TANKSLEY 
A. B. WHITE 
William McKinley candidate for President 
odore Roosevelt candidate for Vice-President 





VOTE FOR TWELVE 
E.§ ASHCRAFT 


C. R. EVANS 

A. A. HORNSBY 

H. L. MAXWELL 

B. C. MIDDLETON 

J.R. PENLAND 
WILLIAM RANDOLPH 
D. W. STARNES 


Ss. L. VAUGHN 
T. A. WRIGHT 


Electors for John G. Woolley candidate for President and 


Henry B. Me 


Electors for Eugene V. 
Job Harriman candidate for Vice President 


‘calf candidate for Vice-President 
VOTE FOR TWELVE 

GEORGE W. ARMISTEAD 

T. P. HOLMAN 

JOS. HOPWOOD 

W. B. JONES 

L. B. LAMB 


W. H. McKNIGHT 
A. D. REYNOLDS 
J. W. SCOTT 

L. B. SEARLE 

J. M. SMITHSON 
S. TINKER 

J. F. TURNER 


Debs candidate for President and 
VOTE FOR TWELVE 
L. H. GIBSON 
J. T. HINES 
H. KLEISER 
W. G. MARKLAND 
H. MARTIN 
W. M. McCAUL 
E. D. MORGAN 
R. N. MORRIS 
W. G. PENNINGTON 
JOHN RAY 
T. J. ROWLAND 
J. E. VOSS 
Representative in Congress 
VOTE FOR ONE 
LEE BROCK 
JOHN W. GAINES 
JOHN HEASTON 
Governcr 
VOTE FOR ONE 
R. S. CHEVES 
JOHN E. McCALL 
BENTON McMILLIN 
H. J. MULLENS 
C. H. STOCKELL 


Railroad Commissioner of the State of Tennessee 


VOTE FOR ONE 
THOMAS L. CATE 
THOMAS L. WILLIAMS 


State Senators 


VOTE FOR TWO 
JOSEPH W. BYRNS 
M. M KLINE 
JOHN THOMPSON 


Representatives in General Assembly 


VOTE FOR SEVEN 
E. D. BRANTLEY 
MILLARD F. CAMPBELL 
0. C. CUNNINGHAM 
JESSE W. DOZIER 
M. P. ESTES 
CHARLES P. FAHEY 
R. C. FIELDS 


28ON 
ILLIAMS 


Representative in General Assembly from Davidson Robertson 


and Cheatham Counties 
VOTE FOR ONE 
CHARLES L. COBBS 





Maron 4, 





[On back of ballot.] 
OFFICIAL BALLOT 
12TH WARD, 


NASHVILLE, 
Davidson County, Tennessee. 
ELECTION 


Tuesday, November 6, 1900. 


R. B. CARMACK, 
JOS. B. BABB, 
LEE BROCK, 


Commissioners of Registration, 


The voter having received a ballot is to go into the voting compartn 
and ‘prepare his ballot by marking in the appropriate margin or pla 
cross (x) opposite the name of the candidate of his choice for each oft: 
be filled, or by filling in the name of the candidate of his choice in the } 
space provided therefor and making a cross (x) opposite thereto.” 

He may not havein advance a specimen ballot, and until he receive { 
official ballot, just before going into the booth, can not even know the o) 
in which the respective offices will be grouped thereon. But he may y 
his ballot receive a printed card of instructions, of which the following 
sample: 

“ Oficial card of instructions prepared by commissioners of registrati: 

, election. 

“This card is intended to assist and instruct voters how to prepare t 
ballots. 

‘*1. Having received from the registrar at your polling place an of 
ballot, present it with your certificate of registration to the assistant 
trar, who will number the stub of the ballot and put the same num 
your certificate of registration; then go to one of the shelves or con 
ments and prepare your ballot by placing a cross mark (thus x) be! 
after the line in which the name of your choice appears. 

“2. You are not allowed to vote any ticket except the official ballot 

3. If you spoil your ballot in trying to mark it correctly, return i 
registrars a get another; you will be allowed to get but three | 
You are not allowed to take or remove any ballot from the polling pla 
must deposit the ballot as received, or return the same to the registra 
above provided, in case you have spoiled the same. 

“4. if you are unable to mark your ballot, by reason of blindnes 
physica! disability, ask the officer holding the election to assist you 

‘5. Before leaving the voting shelf fold your ballot without display i: 
marks thereon, but so that the words ‘ Official ballot for,’ etc., pri 
the back of the ballot, and the numbered stub shall be plainly visib 
present to the oflicers of election your certificate of registration, your 
tax receipt, and your marked ballot. 

“6. itis your duty to mark and deposit your ballot without und 
and quit the polling place as soon as you have voted. If other per 
ready to vote when you get your ballot, you will be allowed only fi 
utes in which to mark it, but if noother votersare waiting you will bea 
ten minutes. 

“7. You must not allow any person to see your ballot, or to take t) 
from you, or remove the same from the polling place, nor to place an) 
on the same other than as hereon instructed, it being a misdem 
do Ss “Bo. 

If ‘by reason of blindness or other physical disability he is unable t 
his ballot,” the voter may receive the assistance of the officer hold 
election in marking the same; but unless so blind or otherwise phys 
disabled he can be assisted only in the following way: 

“The registrar shall, upon demand of any voter made at the time |! 
lot is handed to him, give to such voter a correct statement of the 01 
which the title of the various offices to be filled stand upon the part 
ballot furnished to such voter.” 

It is expressly provided that “a voter who shall, except as herein oth: 
provided, allow his ballot to be seen by any other person * * * o1 
person who shall * * * aid, or attempt to aid, any voter by means 
inechanical device, or any other means whatever, in marking his bal! 








be punished by a fine of not less than $10 nor more than $100,” and « 
officers are to cause the arrest of any person so violating this provivi 
the offender is to be ** treated as one caught in the very act of committ 
misdemeanor.” 

It is :¢ieged by contestant in his notice of contest that these statut 
visions “are highly partisan; were passed, together with their amend: 
with partisan motives and in an intolerant partisan spirit.” 

We do not see, however, that we have anything to do with that 
House ean hardly be expected to preserve the balance of partisanship i 
legis'atures, nor can the motives of State legislators be considered in 
mining Congressional elections, provided the statutes enacted by them 
within their constitutional authority. 

But contestant contends that no person who can not read can vot 
ficial ballot; that by the Dortch law an additional qualification is th 
posed, and that it violates Article Lof the State constitution of Tenne 
which declares “that elections shall be free and equal, and the right of 
frage as hereinafter declared shall never be denied to any person « 
thereto, except upon a conviction by a jury of some infamous crim 
ously ascertained and declared by law and judgment thereon by « « 
competent jurisdiction.” 

And section 1 of Article IV, which is as follows: 

‘Every male person of the age of 21 years being a citizen 0% the UW) 
States and a resident of this State for twelve months, and of the cou 
wherein he may offer his vote for six months next preceding the day of « 
tion, shali be entitled to vote for members of the general assembly and « 
civil officers of the county or district in which he resides: and there shal! ! 
no qualifications attached to the right of suffrage, except that each voter s! 
give to the judges of election where he offers to vote satisfactory evide: 
that he has paid the poll taxes assessed against him for such preceding p 
as the legislature shall prescribe, and at such timeas may be prescribed by 
without which his vote can not be received: and all male citizensof the Stat 
shall be subject to the payment of poll taxes and to the performance of n 
tary duty within such ages as may be prescribed by law. The genera! 
sembly shall have power to enact laws requiring voters to vote in the elect! 
precincts in which they may reside, and laws to secure the freedom of e!: 
tions and the purity of the ballot box.” 

Some seventy witnesses in this case, some of whom were white and so! 
colored, some Democrats and some Republicans, all testified that ability to 
read is essential toenable one to vote this form of ballot. Thecontestee him 
self frankly admits that a person unable to read can not vote ‘as well as 4 
man who can read and write; but he can possibly vote some ballots under the 
law. and they do it.” It must be manifest to anyone that the persons, w 
able to read. who can successfully mark all the candidates of a particular 
party, especially in a Presidential year, must be very few, if any. 

















1904. 


The supreme court of Tennessee, however, in Cook v. State (90 Tenn., 407), 








+s. instructing them how to vote,” ete., and expressly declared that this 
oes not violate Article IV of the State constitution. This ruling was 
wed by the Elections Committee and the House in Thrasher v. Enloe in 
Fifty-third Congress, the minority, however, expressly declaring its 
mn that the act was unconstitutional. 
he Tennessee court does not appear to have considered the constitutional 
ement that “elections shall ne free and equal.” This provision, found 
anv State constitutions, must have been intended to havesome meaning 
Unlike the rain from heaven, the Dortch law does not fall upon 
ust and the unjust alike, or, to be more accurate, it does not fall upon all 
e just nor upon all of the unjust. It does not apply to the whole State 
o the whole of this Congressional district. It applies only in spots. 
the Eighth Congressional district there are 168 civil districts. 
h law applied in 13 of them and 
to read in order properly to mar 





+ 
erect. 


The 


his ballot. In the other districts a 


ed an indictment and conviction for “‘ aiding electors in marking their | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





wractically required the voter to be | 


r might use a printed ballot or write his ballot on a sheet of wrapping | 


r. if he desired, or have somebody else write it for him, and carry it in his 
pocket for a week or six weeks, and vote it freely upon election day and 
t counted. provided, of course, he was duly registered and had paid his 
With nul varying conditions in different parts of the same Congres- 
| district, are elections “free and equal?” 
supreme court of Tennessee further sustained this law in Moore v. 
» (U8 Tenn., 491) 

e constitution of Kentucky, like that of Tennessee, contains a provision 
ll elections shall be ‘“‘free and equal.” The legislature prescribed a 

n of ballot and required each voter to retire toa compartment and there, 

ded and alone, indicate by markson his ballot the various candidates for 
veral offices for whom he wished to vote. The supreme court of that 

in Rogers v. Jacob, Mayor. etc. (88 Ky., 502), unanimously declared 
t provision of the statute unconstitutional, Mr. Chief Justice Lewis, who 

ered the opinion, saying (p. 508): 

\ statute requiring votes to be given by ballot need not, any more than 
ode of voting viva voce, operate unequally or so as to deprive any per- 
ititled of the privilege of suffrage, and if the one we are considering con- 

; with that clause of the Constitution, or denies the privilege of free suf- 

which really exists independent of that section, it is simply on account 
ect or vice of some particular provision not indispensable to the general 
essful operation of the law. And the only question about which we 
iny difficulty is in regard to section 9, that, by requiring each voter to 
toa compartment and there, alone and unaided, indicate by a mark on 
illot the various candidates, for numerous offices, he wishes to vote for, 
ally operates to deprive those unable to read or write of a free and in- 
rible choice and, in fact, makes free suffrage as to them a matter of 
ice or accident. 
li thus, while the interests and rights of many may be involved and 
not be denied or jeopardized by nuilifying the entire statute already 
peration, if it is in other respects valid, we have no right to sanction any 


or a part of a law that takes from a single human being his constitutional 
ts. It is, however, permissible and often important to limit the opera- 
f, disregard, or strike from a statute one or more provisions that con- 
th the Constitution rather than allow them to vitiate the whole; and 
rdance with, or at least in analogy to, that rule, section 9 must be held 
itive to the extent it. in the manner mentioned, deprives illiterate 
sof the opportunity and means of freely and intelligibly voting, for 
have the right to avail themselves of whatever reasonable aid and infor- 
n may be necessary to enable them to cast their ballots understand- 
ind can not be legally deprived of it." 
» State of Virginia bad a similar provision in its constitution requiring 
dom and equality of elections. The legislature passed a law providing a 
much like the Dortch-law ballot, except that it provided that — 
t the request of any elector in the voting booth who may be physically 
lucationally unable to vote, the said specia]) constable may render him 
ance by reading the names and offices on the ballot and pointing out to 
e name or names he may wish to strike out, or otherwise aid him in 
i tis ballot.” 
assing upon that statute, in Pearson v. Supervisors, etc. (91 Va., 322) 
preme court of that State said (p. 330): 
t will not be disputed 
t. That the r tof suffrage is derived from the constitution of the 
ind to it we look for the qualification of voters and the limitationsa 
tions upon the right of voting 


ot vote 

















In other words, to ascertain who may 


o those found in the constitution, and any attempt to do so openly 
t directly or indirectly, is void 
1rd. That there is no educational qualification prescribed by our con- 
on, and a person otherwise qualified to vote, no matter how ignorant 
y be, is entitled to v« 
Fourth. That the sole f 
he right of suffrag 


or 





te 








‘tion of the kk 


oO prov 


( 





gislature, with respect to the ex- 
ide the mode in which those entitled 





,ist 











vote may do so and have their votes counted, and to guard against im- 
prope legal, or fraudulent voting 

‘F'fth. That to this end the legislature may adopt and enforce reasonable 
rules and regulations to secure the one and prevent the other 





‘Sixth. Batif undercover of a law to regulate voting a provision is 
i into the law which virtually establishes a test of the qualifi 
ter, additional te prescribed in the constitution, such 
e law transcends the power of the legislature and is null and void.” 
again (p. 3 
[t is obvious that one who. 

le to read, is wholly in 
n some quarter.’ 
i urt sustained the statute in that case by construing the w 
y’ to mean “ must.” thus making it absolutely the duty of the swor 
ial constable not only to po:nt out the names and offices on the ballot, as 
» ided in the Tennessee statute, but do what ‘s positively prohib- 
d by the Dortch law, viz, “* otherwis id him in preparing his bailot.” 
A Michigan statute, providing an official ballot a d requir it to 
ked by the voter in the booth, contained no provision either forbidd ng 
tllowing him to have assistance. Its constitutionality was challenged 
mmon Council v. Rush, 82 Mich., 582, and the supreme court of that State, 
after referring to the Kentncky case, said (p. 541 

“It is contended that under the act in question the result is the same, be- 
ause no one is permitted to accompany the voter to the booth to assist hi 
It isto be regretted that the legislature did not expressly provide for f 
nishing ballots to this class of voters. We must therefore carefully examine 
the act to ascertain if it leaves no way for such voters to obtain ballots. It 
is clear that if voters are limited to the use of tickets provided in the booths 
then some voters are disfranchised by the very terms of the law. But we do 
not think that the law necessarily bears that construction. There is no ex- 





» those 











either from physical or intellectual blindness, 
apable of voting by ballot without assistance 





















Iso 














press prohibition against assisting such a person in the preparation of his | trict al my life. 
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ticket, nor against his obtaining a ticket outside the polling place for that 
purpose, nor against assisting toa booth or the polls one physically unable 
to goalone. Such acase is not within the mischief aimed at, and we hold 
that under this law such a voter is entitled to receive assistance it I 

aration of his ticket, and to receive and have his ticket prey 
polling places. This, we think, is in accord with that max 






































tion that a thing which is within the spirit of a statute is within the statute, 
although not within the letter, and a thing within the letter is not within 
the statute unless within the intention.” 

In other words, in order to sustain the statute, the Michigan court con- 
strued into it a very liberal provision providins r such assistar to the 
voter as, under the Dortch law, would render the voter and the person as 
ing him subject to fine and imprisonment. 

In Capen v. Foster (12 Pick., 488) the supreme court of Massachusetts 
marked the distinguishing line between laws which took away or abridged 
the right of suffrage and those which may lawfully be enacted to regulate 
its exercise, and held, substantially, that in order to belong to the latter 
class, such laws must be reasonable, uniform, and impartial, and m ° 
calculated to facilitate and secure, rather than to.subvert or impede, the ex- 
ercise of the right to vote. This proposition was sustained by t preme 
court of Ohio in Monroe et al. v. Collins (17 Obio, 665). in whicl use a statute 
of that State was declared unconstitutional and void b se, alt ! n 
titled “‘An act supplementary to the act entitled ‘An act to | ? ie 
purity of elections,’*’ it imposed upon certain classes of persons l iS 
not imposed upon others, to enable them to exercise t right to vot 

The supreme « rtof Pennsylvania in avery n e held, in an op 
ion by Chief Justice Mitchell, as reported in the Philadelphia Press t 
ruary 16, 1904, that— 

“The constitution confers the right of suffrage on every citizen possessins 
the qualifications named in that ‘ument. It un individual right i 
each elector is entitled to express his own indi, ul 
His right can not be denied, quali 
regulates the times and, in a genera oO 
certain specified directions as to receiv c i 8 
legislature has the power to regulat a 
in the genera] interest for the « and orderly exer 34 y 
all electors alike. Anything beyond this is not regu nstitu 








tional restriction 
‘It is never to be overloo 
of an official ballot isa ques 






ent of the use 














‘ v r,and even 
in the most favorable view treads cl y on tl r of a void interfer- 
ence with the individual elector y doub ve, in the constr 
tion of the statute must be resolve avor 

* Every elector, as already said the 1 to ress his individual 
willin his own way and for his own reasor 1are pen to question, 
however unsound or unimp« nt others 1 the: ind the rigbts 
of e.ectors acting together as a party are equaily beyond qne n. Thee 
tors themselves are th: inal to d le w I sles, 1 
form, aim, or method o. reaching the desire ta nougk 
manent enough, or a o bethe basis of united action as a 





a tant 
party, and, if they so <« 
ingly.” 

We have stated contestant’scontention very fully and the authorities bear- 
ing thereon in conflict with the Tennessee de 

But the contestee, while not admitting that t 


st recognize 


eciae, courts mus 





sions 


Dortch law is in violat 


























































n 
of any provision of the State constitution, contends that even if it wereit would 
still be valid because of the pro I ; ition 
of the United States, that in t 3 
places, and manner of holdi e 
shall be prescribed in each 5 sle 3 
that in the exercise of the px rre n 
the legislature can not be contr ‘0 ti n 
support of this proposition cites Baldwin v. Trow i ; Donn 
Washburn, | Ells., 495, and Met Law of E ~ 2 

These are difficult and impo stit : 3 raised by 
testant and contestee, respectively, but in tl Vv We t hi yit is 
not necessary to decide whether we ought to follow t I I ns 
or those of the other States named, nor whether in a it 
tion of Tennessee can itrol the risiatu f that State in th 
a power conferred by the Federa ) r t 
whether the I ral Constitu > s e apower 
t i } cont! t w 1 tl > I Sta 
] derives its r to ‘  % ‘ ta 

ne « n we ) l i rt 

1 afi the resuit in mart rca I 1ting n 
prefer to express no opinion there: 
i } th ‘ ‘ r e D h LW istit l 
! us held er it in l » te 3 
in the Congress ul d t. If we throw out returns f1 
these 13 districts, the contestee w } in r é 
i ts, however, that in the ever ling the s t 
WW I s¢ Lv t tle 
nit il u 
i T id ) 
vot wh ) 1 y + 
nacted. He at it n pt i 
es v 1 
I Ww ! : of 
ater t 
d f sing 3 major ‘ 
2.005 

Just twenty persons who were actually called tot st 1 test 
they would have voted for contestant had not the | 
as to one of them the testimony does not show that vas register 
paid a tax so as to be qu eu ‘ ‘ 
persons claimed, the evide ) v i 

18 to tw e of them, contestar a 
having voted for him rests solely upon the test 

ness called to pr lames OF this clas of which spun 
juestion is as follows 
@. Can a person who can notread vote under the | sions l 
Dortch law?—A. No. sir 

6. Q. What effect does the Dortch law have upon the Rey an voters 
of the Fourth civil district of Har County I ‘ t to ) 
them from voting 

‘7.Q. How many do you know, of your whe n said F i 
district who are disfranchised under I f is law?—A 
that I know of 

“s Q Will you please rive th — . - . . 
franchised?’—A. Buck House, old 1 i R l 

=a How long have you lived in this dis A. I have i s dis 
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). Q. Aow old are you? 
“11 O) 
j ) 


A. Iam 53 years old. 

Fave you a list of persons who did not attend the November elec- 
tion because the same was held under the provisions of the Dortch law?—A. 
Yes, sir: I have got a list of them. 

“Iz. Q. Please give the names of the parties contained on your list; and are 
they Republicans or Democrats?—A. Marion Cole, Wiley Cherry, Bud Camp- 
bell, Henry Doran, Tom Ellison, Ike Kendall, Ike Rhone, B. F. Rinks, Ulis 
Lowry, Buck House, John White, and old man Ras White. They are all Re- 
publicans, 

13. Q. Do the above-named parties all live in the Fourth district of Hardin 
County?—A. Yes; every one of them. 

‘**Cross-examined: 


“1. Q. Where did you get the list of names that you have just read?—A. I 
got them all over there at my store. 

“2. Q. When did you make up said list?—A. I do not recollect whether it 
was before Christmas or since Christmas. 

3. Q. How came you to make up said list? What was it made for?—A. 

bernathy come along there one day and asked meifI knowed how many 
around there that had not voted, and I told him there wasa good many. He 
told me to write them down; that he would be backa certain day and I could 
hand them to him. 

“4. Q. Did Mr. Abernathy tell you what he wanted with the names?—A. I 
believe he did tell me. Ido not exactly remember; it was about the election 
some way or another, 

“5. Q. How do you know that the names you have given are men who can 
not vote under the Dortch law?—A. Ido not know. Idid not ask them about 
that. 

“6. Q. Then you just mean that they did not vote in the last November 
election, and do not know whether they could vote under the Dortch law or 
not. Is that correct?—A. Ido not know whether all of them could or not. 
Them two old men told me they could not vote because they could not make 
their mark straight. 

‘7. Q. Asa matter of fact, most of those that you have named did vote in 
the last August election, in 1902, did they not?—A. I donot know whether they 
did or not; I did not even ask them that. 

‘Further this deponent saith not.” 

The witness pructically contradicted every statement he made save that 
the twelve were all Republicans. Not one of the twelve was called to tes- 
tify whether he was or was not a Republican, or had registered and paid 
taxes, or had or had not voted, or was prevented by the Dortch law from 
voting, or whether, if able to vote, he would have voted for contestant. 

The substantial part of the testimony of the next witness, L. K. Freeman, 
is as follows: 

“5. Q. What kind of a qualification does said law put upon the voters where 
the same is in operation, if any?—A. It is necessary for the voter to be able to 
read and write, both. 

“6. Q. How has thislaw operated upon the Republican party in the elections 
of the Fourth district of Hardin County, and how did it operate in the elec- 
tion of November 4, 1902?—A. It disfranchises a great nusaber of the voters. 

“7. Q. Give your best estimate of the number of Republicans disfranchised 
in the Fourth district of Hardin County, in said November election, by the 
provisions of said law.—A. From 7% to 100 voters. 

“8 Q. Have you gone over and made a list of the names of the Republicans 
disfranchised by the Dortch law in said election of November 4, 1902, in said 
district; and if so, will you give the names of those whom you know to be 
unable to vote under the provisions of said law?—A. Yes; I have made a list 
to the best of my knowledge and recollection. The names are as follows: 
Sam Broyles, Wes Bailey, Lute Bailey, Andy Bailey, Josh Bailey, Bill Cherry, 
Newt Campbell, Marion Cole, Bud Campbell, Lige Dixon, Henry Doran, 
Mose Davis, Henry Dillahunt, A. C. Duckworth, George Graham, Ned Gra- 
ham, Pete Gillis, Tom Graham, Fred Guinn, Gus Houston, Pate Hopson, Jack 
Hunt, Bob Hunt, Bob Hardeman, Lewis Hassell, John Hassell, Ben Higgins, 
G. O. Hunt, Bill Hunt, Bud Hunt, Chub Hunt, Cesar Kendall, George King, 
Bill Kyle, Jim Lutts, Jerry McDougal, Jim McKinney, John Pollard, Sid Pol- 
iard, Frank Pollard, Tom Patton, Green Patton, W. A. Palmer, Otis Pointer, 
Jerry Sevier, Elias Stephens, Jim Stephens, Joe Sanderson, Mose Shull, Sam 
Tall, Dave Winters, Bishop White, Elias Williams, Joe Young, Louis Hassell, 
Bob House, Buck House, John Hinton, Dez Johnson, Ernest Johnson, Ike 
Kendall, Bob Johnson, Ras White, Ike Lynch, Bill Wolf, Will Fitzgerald, 
Adam Ellison, Sam Bundy, Charlie Ermin, Press Martin, Andrew Mack, Jonas 
Ross 

‘9. Q. Will you please file said list as Exhibit A to this, your deposition, 
making it a part of the same?—A. [herewith file the same, marked “ Exhibit 


10. Q. Was the parties whose names you have given otherwise qualified 
voters in ssid November election forall State and county officers, barring the 
provisions of the Dortch law?—A. I think they were.” 

In his cross-examination this passage occurs: 

‘14. Q. How many of the persons named by you in answer to question 8 
in chief that can not read?—A. I could not say gust how many. 

“15. Q. Had the persons whose names you give in answer to question 8 in 
chief paid their poll taxes for the year 1901 before the November election, 
1902?—A. I could not say whether all of-them had or not, but I know some of 
them had. 

“16. Q. How many of them had registered for voting?—A. 1 do not know.” 

Even among these vague statements there is not a singleassertion that any 
one of the seventy-two persons named desired, even if qualified, to vote for 
contestant. 

S. J. Creevy produced a list of 345 names, concerning which he testified as 
follows: 

“27. Q. I will ask you to state if you have briefly made a list of voters in 
this city and civil district who are unable to read?—A, Yes, sir; I made that 

esterday. 
ti 28, @. How many names does this list prepared by you contain?—A. IfI 
made no mistake in the count it is 345. = 

“29. Q. Do you think those persons appearing from this list are able to vote 
under what is known as the Dortch law?—A. I do not. ; 

“30. Q. If those persons appearing upon said list could vote, what ticket 
would they vote?—A. My opinion is they would vote the Republican ticket.” 

From his cross-examination the following is taken: | 

“8 Q. You have stated that there were 750 Republican votes in the city of 
Jackson. and of this number you estimated about 345 were unable to read. 
Now state whether the remaining 405 votes are able to vote under the Dortch 
law.—A. I think they are. ; ; 

“9. Q. Then how do you account for the fact that Hon. F. M. Davis, candi- 
date for Congress, received only 23 votes in this city at the last November 
election?—A. [account for it by the Republican voters not having their poll 
taxes and by general indifference as to the result of the election. 7 

“10. Q. What was the cause of that indifference?—A. To some extent dis- 
satisfaction existing in the oy tage party in the county, and being what 
we term an off year, accounts for some of it. asks . ; 

“11. Q. What dissatisfaction do you speak of existing in the Republican 
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party?—A. Dissatisfaction as to the county organization, as to who would })o 
recognized as county chairman and members of the executive committee. 

“12. Q. Is it not a fact that there were two factions—one headed by H. (* 
Worsham and the other headed by F. R. Bray—and that the majority of th. 
colored voters were identified with the Worsham faction?—A. I can't say a 
majority. They were nearly equally divided from the strength exhibited in 
the convention. 

‘14. Q. Which faction had the larger following?—A. Both factionsclaimed it 

‘15. Did either faction champion Mr. Davis’s candidacy?—A. The Rray 
faction recognized Mr. Davis as the regular nominee and entitled to the R; 
publican support. 

“16. Q. What was the attitude of the Worsham faction toward Mr. Davis 
A. Apparently it was hostile. 

“17 Q. Did this apparent hostility serve to keep the members of tho 
} + faction from voting for Mr. Davis?—A. I am of the opinion that j 

id. 

18. Q. Of the 345 voters in the city of Jackson whom you say are unah! 
to read, what per cent of these can be instructed or coached before electi.) 
so as to be able to vote under the Dortch law?—A. My opinion not over 5 per 
cent. 

‘19. Q. Is it necessary to pay poll tax in order to vote in the Fifteenth ciyi] 
district/—A. If you are not exempt by age or infirmity, it is. 

“20. Q. Are you able to state what per cent of the persons whose names 
appear on Exhibit A pay their poll taxes?—A. I estimate 75 per cent of they 
are over age. 

“21. Q. Can yousay of = own knowledge what per cent of the remaind:y 
pay their poll taxes?—A. I can not. 

92. 9. ‘rom your personal knowledge, then, it may be that none ora very 
few of them?——A. It may be; yes, sir. Iam not informed. 

Upon the mere expression of opinion by the witness that “they would a]! 
vote the Republican ticket” and without evidence of registration or tax pa 
ments weare asked toadd 345 tocontestant’s vote. The evidence concernin: 
the remainder of the names claimed as proved by contestant is of the « 
class, except that in some instances there was evidence tending to show r 
istration and payment of taxes. 

Upon this character of testimony we are asked to treat 1,061 named pe 
sons as if they had voted for contestant. As already shown, 20 only of t/ 
have testified. As tothe other 1,041, the evidence is even less satisfact 
than that which was rejected in the Forty-third Congress in Bell v. Sny: 
(Smith’s digest, 247), in which case the committee said: 

**L. Bloomer, supervisor at that precinct, in his deposition, page 164, states 
that the 20 persons whose names are given by him had certificates of 1 
tration, and that he saw all of them registered except two, and that t! 
would have voted for contestant if they had been allowed to vote; that 
presented their certificates of registration and offered to vote; then n 
affidavit and offered to vote. He says that he did not read all the tii 
but to the best of his knowledge the parties would have voted for Be!! 
all the Reform tickets were alike. 

‘The committee regard the fact of these 20 persons having been registered 
as voters as sufficiently proven, but the proof as to the fact that all of t 1 
offered to vote for contestant or that they intended to or would have vote 
for contestant is insufficient. 

In the case in hand 1,041 of the persons named did _ not even offer to \ 

As to many of them we have no evidence of their registration or paym«: 
taxes, and as to none of them have we any save hearsay evidence that | 
desired to vote at all or would in any event have voted for contestant. 

The additional 1,920 claimed by contestant rest upon evidence even n 
flimsy—the mere estimates of witnesses of whicha fair sample is found i: 
the testimony of T. J. Sawner, here given in toto: 

“1. Q. What is your age, place of residence, and what position do you ! 
in the county?—A. Iam 46 years old; reside at Savannah, Tenn., and 
sheriff of Hardin County. 

“2. Q. What experience have you had in the politics of Hardin Count 
and how many times have you canvassed the county?—A. I have had so 
experience in the politics of the county. I have canvassed the county so: 
thing like half a dozen times, but not thoroughly, though, every time 

“3. Q. How many times have you been sheriff of Hardin County, and w! 
other offices have you held?—A. I have been sheriff three times, and was 
stable of the fourth district before I was elected sheriff. 

“4. Q. Are the elections of the fourth civil district of Hardin County 
under the provisions of the Dortch law, and what kind of qualifications < 
it place upon the voters?—A. They are held under the Dortch law, and a 1 
is required to read and has to be a good marker. 

“5. Q. Is it possible for a person who can not read to vote the Dort:! 
ticket?—A. It is not, unless he has assistance. 

“6. Q. What effect has the application of the Dortch law had upon the | 
publican vote of Hardin County? I mean how much has it diminished t! 
vote?—A. I believe it has diminished their vote something like 500. 2 

“7, Q. In your best judgment, how many Republicans are there in t 
Fourth civil district of Hardin County who can not vote under the Dort 
law?—A. I believe there is 100. ’ 

“8. Q. What effort was there made i the leading Republicans of Hard 
County in the campaign in 1902 to poll their full strength for their ticket 
A. They made as strong an effort as possible under the circumstances. 

“9. Q. I will ask you if there were men selected and put into each « 
district of the county several days before the election for the purnose 
canvassing each Republican voter in order to get him out to the Nove: 
election, 1902?—A. That is my eee. yt 

10. Q. I will ask you if the Republicans felt very buoyant and mopet ul 
success in the Congressional election of November, 1902?—A. They did. 

“11. Q. Have you made a list of the Republicans whom you know to be i 
franchised under the operation of the Dortch law in the fourth civil distri 
of Hardin County?—A. No; I havenot. 

‘*Further this deponent saith not.” 


Upon this it is demanded that 100 votes be added to contestant’s count, an 
upon similar testimony a total of 1,920. No names are given, no evidence « 
registration or payment of taxes nor of intention or desire upon the part « 
the unknown persons to vote for contestant. Such evidence is wholly inad 
missible for any popes. There have been cases in which persons pro\ 
to have been qualified, desiring, intending, and attempting to vote, kave ha 
their votes counted, notwithstanding that they were not received by t! 
election officers; but there is no precedent for adding to the count the vot 
of persons not shown to have attempted or desired or been qualified to vot 
for any candidate under any law. 

A careful study and analysis of all the evidence in this case and of the 
printed briefs, supplemented by exhaustive oral arguments of ab‘e counse!, 
convinces us that, no matter what view may be taken of the Dortch law, tho 
result of the election isnot changed. Your committee therefore recommends 
the adoption of the following resolutions: 

“ Resolved, That F. M. Davis was not elected to membership in the House 
of Representatives of the United States in the Fifty-eighth Congress, and is 
not entitled to a seat therein. 
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‘ ved, That T. W. Sims was elected to membership in the House of | Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I reserve the remainder of my hour, 
R 1 ntatives of the t United States in the Fifty-eighth Congress, and is en- | Mr. SHERMAN. I yield to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
tit] ,a sea re 7 


M. E. OLMSTED, Chairman. 
J. M. MILLER. 

F. D. CURRIER. 

JOHN W. DWIGHT. 

C. L. WEEMS. 

J. FRED C. TALBOTT. 
JOHN A. SULLIVAN. 

A. M. Byrp. 


The resolution presented by Mr. OLMSTED was agreed to. 
motion of Mr. OLMSTED, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


ir. HITT. I now call up the conference report on the diplo- 
and consular appropriation bill, which, in accordance with 


ma 
the wish of gentlemen who objected to the consideration of the 
ma vesterdi uy, has been printed in the REcorpD. 


Tl SPEAKE ER. Does the gentleman desire to have the report 
statement read? 
r, HITT. I ask unanimous consent that the statement, in- 
f the report proper, be read. 
SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
report of the conference committee will be found on page 


7. 


. statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


nanagers on the part of the House of Representatives make the fol- 
lowing statement of the result of the conference with the managers on the 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the 
iments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriation for 
liplomatic and consular service for the fisc al year ending June 30, 1905. 
The amount appropriated by the billas it passed the House was $1,995,800.69. 
The reases added by the Senate amounted to $77,300, so that the bill as it 
passed th e Senate appropr iate *d_ $2,073,100.69. 
buildings at Seoul, Korea; $2,000 ‘for the cost of c ablegrams, etc., for consular 
re F orts and $36,000 to provide for thirty clerks at the principal consulates. 
» House receded from its disagreement to the provision for $1,000 addi- 
salary for the minister to Roumania, Servia, and Greece; $5,000 addi- 
mal for the chargés d’affaires ad interim; for the sec re aries of legation at 
nmark and Portugal, at $1,800 each; for an increase of $1,000 to the consul 
Lourenco Marquez, ‘Africa; to the creation of consulates at Chungking 
ge chow, China, at $3,000 each; to increases of $500 each in the consul’s 
at Odessa, Russia; Budapest, ‘Austria-Hungary; Ciudad Porfirio Diaz, 
. and Rouen, France; to the provision fixing a salary of $1,500 instead 
f fees (about the same amount) at the consulates at Moncton, New Bruns- 
¥v Port au Prince, Haiti, and Turks Island, West Indies. 
clerk-hire allowance at Monterey. The 






Mexico, was increased $600. 





tit f the consular = at Lourenco Marquez, Tientsin, Chefoo, Fuchau, 
| Hankow were made “ consuls,” instead of ** consuls-general,”’ as provided 
he Senate amendments. ; : ; 
7 net decrease in conference from the bill asit passed the Senate is 
$53,000, making the amount of the bill as now reported $2,020,100.69. 
R. R. Hirr, 
R. ADAMS, Jr., 
Managers on the part of the House. 
DIPLOMATIC, 1905. 
Al Re i $1, 995, 800. 69 
SRCPORNG Thy Heth kos sce was cdandchnase Adee Ganksnadd wooo cece 77, 300. 00 
ATC I BID iss ioc casi essa dandadivcnnetnns 2, 073, 100. 69 
Decrease in conference, namely: 
Legation buildings at Seoul, Korea ......................----- 30, 000. 00 
Cost of cablegrams, etc., consular WIIG 5c cttincudesckninmenes 2, 000. 00 
Consuls-general (transferred to consuls’ schedule)...-...-_.- 16, 000. 00 
Clerks (30) at principal consulates ................-.....---.s- 36, 000. 00 
ORR I a i hi ci i at 84, 000. 00 
Increase in conference, namely: 
Consuls restored (made consuls-general by Senate) .....-.... 16,000.00 
(FIT aiden am cabin deslegninckiaeaiaaiell 15, G00. 00 
SE ea ee 4. Uae wana aees mnnende 31,000. 00 
Net docrennll Sir Pate ods cc sae at Mendes cucdiewocc’ nceusesdnsen 53, 000. 00 
Amount as agreed to in conference ..-.....-----------------seeeee 2,020, 100. 69 
‘. HITT. I move the adoption of the report. 


The report was adopted. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


_On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. BouTEeL. 
in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
\20S4) making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses Of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 

with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 

1905, and for other purposes 

. SHERMAN. Does the ge ntleman from Texas [Mr. Sre- 
xs] desire to occupy more time now? 

. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I did not get through 
my remarks yesterday, but owing to the fact that there is 

i a pressure for time on this side of the House I will ask unani- 

us consent to continue my remarks in the RECORD. 

lhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
nsent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 
‘he Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


Is there objection? | 


| period must inspire, 


HERMANN] one hour. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, for the first time in our his- 
tory the great Pacific Northwest has aspired to inaugurate an ex- 
position in aid of industrial progress and in commemoration of the 
famous journey of Lewis and Clark in 1805-6—an event great in 
the history of our nation and greater still to the people of that sec- 
tion whose liberality, public spirit, and patriotism have deter- 
mined to undertake such an enterprise in the great valley of the 
Columbia, at Portland city, Oreg.,in 1905. As au evidence of the 
good faith, and asa guaranty of the success of such an exposition, 
nearly $1,000,000 is already provided by the State and city named, 
while in addition to this the States of California, Washington, 
Idaho, Utah, Montana, North Dakota, Minnesota, and Missouri, 


| through their several legislatures, have made separate appropria- 
| tions for liberal aid and encouragement. 


It will therefore be a 
success. But since the whole American people are so materially 
interested in the value to the nation of such an exposition of 
American and Oriental industries and equally sharers in the 
patriotic spirit which the commemoration of such a remarkable 
the nation is asked to extend its official 
sanction, patronage, and aid. The Senate has already acted and 
now we ask the consideration of this House. 

We appreciate the responsibility we assume in thus invitin 
and soliciting Governmental recognition and have estimated the 
full meaning of such acourse. Only because theeventto be cele- 
brated is one of the most memorable in our country’s history, and 
because of the material benefits to follow to all our people by hay- 
ing such an observance at the particular time and particular place 
on the Pacific Ocean, fronting, as it does, America’s future mar- 
ket, with more than one-half the world’s population, do we ask ae 
consideration of Congress. The President of the United Stat 
in his recent message, has already recommended such aid by Con- 
gress, and, in referring to the acquisition of the Oregon country 
has suggested much for American thought when he says that 


’ 
it 


made ‘* ready the way for our ascendency in the commerce of the 
greatest of oceans.”’ 
THE FOUR GREATi EVENTS. 
As an illustrious event and athe of a great nation’s most lib- 
eral observance, it ranks fourth in American history among the 


greatest events in the territorial and industrial progress of our 
country. Three of these have been spendidly recognized and 
aided by the American Congress. Shall the fourth and last of 
these be not also substantially, if not so liberally, provided for? 
And what are these four greatest events, in their order, to which 
we attach importance in our country? They are the discovery of 
this continent, our birth as a nation, the cession of the vast empire 
between the Mississippi and the Rocky Mountains, and, lastly, the 
acquisition on the Pacific of that immense domain from the sum- 
mit of the Rockies to what was then the Spanish country, on the 
line of the forty-second parallel of north latitude, and which made 


us a nation from ocean to ocean and gave us for the first time a 
hold on the shore line of the Pacific Ocean. It would indeed bea 
bold stretch of the imagination to conceive of any single result 
in the future ages of territorial aggrandizement surpassing in 
importance or more worthy of remembrance than either of thos 
mentioned. 

| The World’s Columbian Exposition at Chicago in 1892 was the 

| commemoration of the four handredth anniversary of the dis- 
covery of America by Columbus. It equaled if it did not excel 


in magnificence, in representation of the w 
collection of exhibits of the hand 


rld powe1 


and brain of man 


and in its 


S 


XDOSI1- 


aly 
. ‘ 


tion that had ever preceded it in this or any other land was 
indeed the spectacle of the nation 8. ( Jur Governme ibuted 
from the National Treasury $5,384,737, while many millions were 
contributed by States and Territories an: froin othersources. This 
| was only a fitting memorial of the gr: scovery of a new wor ld, 
as it was also a tribute of all the nations to the memot y of th 
daring, patient, and persevering navigator, to whose skill, confi- 
dence, and constancy the end was wrought, as it was no less a 
reminder of that other magnificent personage—Queen Isabella of 


| Spain—who pledged her jewels and the revenues of the Kingdon 


l 
| of Castile, and thus money was raised and the ships fitted out 
without which the New World perhaps had remained undiscov- 
| ered for an indefinite period later. 

The exposition at Philadelphia in 1876, though earlier, was an- 
other great exposition of our nation’s industrialadvance. It was 
also the centennial anniversary of the immortal Declaration of 
Independence and the establishment of a republic—the first Re- 
public in the western world. It reminded us of the nation’s 

| builders—of Washington, of Hamilton, of Jefferson. and their 
illustrious compeers. Here, too, was an exhibit, as at the great 
Columbian jubilee at Chicago, of American development in the 
arts and sciences, and of the mines, the fisheries, the forests and 
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fields of the nation. 


The Government contributed liberally in aid 
most successful undertaking, both in money, loans, and 
Passing by the interveni ing and lesser expositions of 
. Louisville, Cincinnati, Atlanta, Nashville, Omaha, 
alo, Charleston, and the foreign expositions at London, Eng- 
and, Vienna in Austria, Sidney in New South Wales, Melbourne 
ralia. Berlin in oan Barcelona and Madrid in Spain, 
ls in Belgium, Bergen in Norway, and the three great ex- 
P aris, all « f which our country liberally aided, to that 
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5, in 1890, with $1,722,504 alone, I reach that in our own na- | 


ich is 
advance 


res commemorate the third great event in our coun- 


; Exposition of 1904. 
The appropriation made by Congress for this equals $6.478,000. 
f the money contribution is large. so is the subject of the Loui- 
siana purchase, which it aids to commemorate, one of large con- 
ception. No less a celebration would be commensurate with such 
an august event. As it has in the past, so it will forever figure 
as @ mighty factor in the destinies of this nation. It may be said, 
too, if the appropriation is large, so is the country large which 
now makes it. To that purchase it is indebted for a domain 
within one-fourth as large as the original area of our nation to 
which it was attached. 
ds in area Great Britain, Germany, France, Spain, Portugal, 
and Italy—all combined. Within that purchase there have been 
formed, in whole and in part, twelve States of the Union, and all 
of the Indian Territory, with part of Oklahoma. It gave and 


safe 
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made 
earta. 
It removed the presence of rival foreign nations whose adjacent 
territory occasioned constant vexation and constant menace. It 
zave us a standing for the first time among the great powers. 
Never before, since time began, was so vast an empire acquired 
by peaceful methods, and never before was such a conquest, even 
when obtained by war, held unbroken by the conqueror that se- 
cured it. 
of territorial expansion by this Republic under the Constitution. 
it was Napoleon, with his keen foresight and knowledge of events, 
who, when he had concluded the negotiation for the cession, said 
with much feeling: 
This accession of territory strengthens forever the power of the United 


.and I have just given to England a maritime rival that will sooner or 
le her pride. 


Stat 
let h 
later humt 


Marbois, Napoleon’s negotiator, in commenting on the magni- | 


tude of the prize 
In stead of the 


e, in after years, said: 
cession of a town and its inconsiderable territory, a vast 
f America was in some sort offered to the United States. They 
ly asked for the mere right of navigating the Mississippi and their om 
reiguty was: Seed it to be extended over the largest rivers of the world. 
Of the illustrious Jefferson, the master mind, and of his two 
diplou iatic representatives at Paris, it can well be conceded that 
hey achieved, if not the greatest, one of the greatest of peaceful 
triumphs in the world’s history, of which an historian has said 
that it ‘ranked in historical importance next to the Declaration 
of Independence and to the adoption of the Constitution.”’ Liv- 
ingston, after signing his name to the precious treaty, arose, and 


viking hands with Monroe and with Marbois, with marked emo- | 


tion, said: 


We have lived long, but this is the noblest work of our lives. 

Congress made no mistake in its generous appropriation forthe 
centennial celebration of such a glorious incident in our country’s 
annais. 

The Lewis and Clark exploration, which marks the fourth great 
stride in the march of American progress, is worthy of our coun- 
try’s kindest consideration. The cession of which it forms a most 
important element of title, and which gave us our first outlet to 
the Pacific. is unlike any which has preceded or followed it. The 
discovery by Captain Gray of the Columbia River in 1792 laid 

iginal claim to the Oregon country. This claim, however, 
1s seriously questioned. Spain asserted a right, based upon 
prior discovery and even upon occupancy. 
CLAIMS TO OREGON COUNTRY. 

The voyages of the Spanish navigator Maldonado in 1528, of San 
Juan de Fuca in 1592,with many others, and especially those under 
Galiano and Voldes as late as 1792, extended as far north as the 
forty-seventh degree of north latitude. One of our negotiators, 
Mr. Calhoun, in our controversy with Great Britain as toour claim 
adinitted Spain's superior right when in his famous argument he 
said of the Spaniards: ‘‘ They discovered and explored not only 
the entire coast of what is now the Oregon territory, but still 
farther north,’ and he contended that these were ‘* facts too well 
established to be controverted at this day.’’ He further referred 
to what he insisted was the “incontestable claim to the discov- 
ery of the mouth of the river (Columbia) by Heceta,’’ and he 
nade a strong point against the British claim when in his reply 
to the English negotiator he reminded him of his own fatal ad- 
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| gotten. 
ment, and which Congress has munificently aided— | 


Compared with the Old World powers, it | 


to us the control of one of the greatest rivers of the | 


Let it also be remembered that this was the beginning by the occupation of Astor, near the mouth of the river, an 
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mission that Heceta, the Spaniard, was the first discoverer of 
Columbia as far back as August 15, 1775. 

Not alone the Spanish, but the British claims troubled our 
statesmen. The British put in evidence the memorable ex; 
tion of Sir Alexander MacKenzie, which came overland, sta) 
October 10, 1792, and crossing the Rocky Mountains, follo, 
partly down the Fraser River, and thence westward to the P. 
Ocean, reaching there July 22,1793, Evidence of Captain ( 
voyages was submitted, in which it was shown that he had 
ceeded as far north as Alaska in 1776. Captain Mears was no 
Then was shown the explorations by sea of Vanc: 
in 1790, and in that year also it was claimed that Spain, | 
Nootka convention, acknowledged to Great Britain at least a 
of joint occupancy. 

SETTLEMENT THE BEST TITLE. 

We therefore can not rely on Gray’s discovery alone f 
claim. It was that which followed which forms our stro) 
claim, for it isnot the mere sailing in and out of a river for th 
time which constitutes the sole basis of title. Thatentrance 
be followed up by occupancy and possession. Asa matter of fa 
De Soto was the first discoverer of the Mississippi River, and 
his death his party followed down the stream from the p 
discovery to its entrance into the Gulf, July 18, 1543; and i 
alone were sufficient, Spain and not France could have 
superior claim to the country. While La Salle’s discover: 
not until 1682, his act was followed promptly by French 
zation and exploration, and governmental authority was ext: 
over the country in the name of France. 

The discovery of Gray was not followed up by explorati 
other act on the part of our countrymen until thirteen years ; 
when Lewis and Clark entered the country at the headwat: 
the Columbia and, like lua Salle on the Mississippi, followed 
river to its entrance into the ocean. Thisexpedition was furt! 
like that of La Salle in so much as it was under goverm 
authority, and further, that it was followed up a few _ ; 


American occupancy and settlement, including the re! 


| ment of Spain's rights in 1819 and the declaration in C 
| in 1820 of our claim to the country. 


THE REAL DISCOVERERS. 


Had the English or the Spanish, for instance, followed Gra; 
discovery by occupation and settlement before Lewis and (|! 
it would have defeated our claim. Therefore, it is just 
that Lewis and Clark were the greater discoverers of the 
try, and a better title is based on that than on Gray's 
entrance in the Columbia in 1792. They constructed habit 
lived in the country during the winter of 1805-6, pursued 
tigations. and procured valuable data as to the native popul 
the climate, the natural resources, the navigable waterway) 
especially, the character of the entrance of the Columbia 2 
into the ocean. The journey of these intrepid explorers : 
those who accompanied them marked an era in the long his’ 
of explorations. and they gave to the world the first auth 
and detailed information as to this new world on the 
Even the nations which first explored the shores of this grea 
in the northwest knew for the first time the opportuniti: 
had neglected. 

Jefferson, the originator, the patron, and adviser of the 


| tion, was delighted with the results achieved, although yea 


fore commencing with John Ledyard at Paris he was urs 
the same exploration, and even on a more extended sca! 
which as a matter of fact was commenced but failed in its 
part. His fertile brain at once exerted itself for the utili 
of the advantages disclosed in Lewis and Clark’sreport. He 
quick to perceive the future part this nation was to play | 
affairs of the world, especially with the Orient, now since v 
to extend our territorial limits from ocean to ocean. Fle 
knew that we derived no claim to this country by reason « 
Louisiana purchase. Heinstructed Mr. Madison to say to \ 
and Pinckney July 30, 1807, in referring to the treaty of t 
isiana purchase, not to make this claim, as it could ** have ! 
other effect than as an offensive intimation to Spain that 
claims extend to the Pacific.”’ 

Marbois, Napoleon’s negotiator,in referring to the Louis 
purchase, said: ‘* The shores of the western ocean were certa 
not included in the cession, but the United States are alr 
there.”’ 

This statement was written in his History of Louisiana : 
Lewis and Clark’s exploration of the country. McMaster, 1! 
History of the People of the United States, says: 


Never at any time did Oregon form part of Louisiana. Marbois denies 
Jefferson denied it. There is not a fragment of evidence in its behalf. 


JEFFERSON FAVORED OCCUPANCY. 
J efferson wisely reasoned that we must maintain our claim ‘ 
the country by occupancy, and to this end he corresponded with 





904. 





Ti Jacob Astor shortly after the return of Lewis and Clark, 
| he promised him that ‘‘ every reasonable patronage and facil- 
‘+y in the power of the Executive will be afforded.’’ He believed 
+)at trade would invite settlement and he expressed the hope that 
‘“ whole of the Indian trade would pass into the hands of our 
own citizens.” 


He was already familiar with the large and rich traffic then 


voy several nations, including our own, in the fur trade. 
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this same long-tried and constant friend of the American pioneers 


| In 1843 he died, but not until in the same year he had the supreme 


| lation would soon extend the jurisdicti 


satisfaction of securing the passage of his last bill through the 
Senate. This was at once understood by the thousands who con- 
templated going to the Oregon country as 


ance that legis- 


d 


an assur 
n and laws of the Units 


| States over the entire domain in dispute. 


ion from southern California to Bering Sea by the ships 
The | 


| near the close of the year the march, bes 


fr tual settlement after Lewis and Clark was that in the 
. of 1810, when some traders arrived in the Columbia River | 
on the ship Albatross, Captain Smith, of Boston, and these people 
leared and fenced the land on which they located, and were the 
fir , cultivate the soil. Following Jefferson’s assurances of 
1 ize, Astor’s party reached the Columbia the next year, and 
: a location near the mouth, named it Astoria. Their ship, 
t] quin, arrived safely around Cape Horn from New York, 
and though the war of 1812, the capture of Astoria, and the 
treachery and dissension in the Astor company destroyed that en- 


terprise, yet the American spirit of colonization and exploitation 
was now awakened, and other ventures by our countrymen 
quickly followed after the close of the war and the relinquish- 
nent of the Astoria post. 
JOINT OCCUPATION 

Northwest Fur Company, a British-Canadian association, 
however occupied the Astoria site, and this power continued 
until merged into the more famous Hudson Bay Company, in 
1828. This powerful monopoly thereafter dominated the country 
the Rocky Mountains to the Spanish boundary, and exerted 


and arrest this influence and control in the assertion of the supe- 
rior American claim to all that country. In 1818 the British 
and Americans entered into a treaty of joint occupancy, whereby 
it was agreed ** that any country that may be claimed by either on 


northwest coast of America, westward of the Stony Moun- 
5 * * * should be free and open for the term of ten years 
vessels and subjects of the two powers.’’ This wasa prac- 
tical admission of both parties of the uncertain title of either to 
e country, and was an element of trouble to our coun- 
in later years, when we claimed an exclusive right as far north 
1)’ north latitude. 
itish Government, by this clever advantage on the part 
of diplomats, gained more than it could have acquired under 
iny principles of international law. It was a Representative in 
Congress from Virginia, Dr. Floyd, who in 1820-21 first invoked 
the aid of Congress for the military occupation of the country 
and for the establishment of civil government. 









controlling influence on the trade with the natives until the | 
in settlers had arrived in such numbers as to challenge | 


EMIGRATION ENCOURAGED 
A widespread feeling throughout the nation expressed itself in 
favor of our claims, and in the mass meetings and conventions 
held there were heard the murmurs of the sound soon to be« 


so general among the people of ‘* Fifty-four forty or fight.’’ La 





bodies of emigrants, encouraged by the promising outlool a- 
menced their long journey to the Pacific. Six months were con- 
sumed by the weary caravans across the wide and 1 
never-ending plains and over the lofty mountain sum 


with ma rlis, 
adventures, and sufferings, ended upon the ebbing tides of the 
great Pacific. From Congress there came increased assurances 
that the nation would stand by and protect its distant home see] 
ers. Senator Benton, in speaking to the Linn bill, said: 
We must give inducements also, and our inducement must be lands a 
protection. * * * The Senator from Ohio w 
Jefferson—perhaps without having read his r 
posed in his speech of yesterday to plant 56,000 sett 
on the banks of the Oregon. 
And he said: 
Emigration is the only thing which can save the coun 1 
acting through their powerful agent, the Hudson Bay Company. 
President Van Buren and President Tyler both urged 
of placing garrisons along the route for the protection of th 
gration. The Wilkes expedition by sea and the Frémont exy 
dition by land were the first effective services by governinen 
authority since Lewis and Clark. 
The official information furnished the American people by these 
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journeys, like that by the Virginia explorers, was specially valued 
because of its accuracy and detail. In 1843 there assembled at a 


pomt in the State of Missouri people from many parts of the 





Union—all intent upon undertaking the long journey. The as- 
semblage started in the month of May and was the largest m - 
ment yet seen. It wasin this emigration the first wagons w 

| successfully hauled across the American continent to reach the 
Columbia River and the settlements, and gave proof to the world 
that overland emigration, with this degree of comfort, was prac- 


He moved for | 


the appointment of a select committee to investigate and report. | 


He int 


troduced later a bill having the same object in view, and in 
addition providing for land grants to settlers. This bill passed 
House, but met with defeat in the Senate. 
s H. Benton, of Missouri, became active in the Senate for 
same recognition of our right to the Oregon country. Presi- 
dent Monroe in his message to Congress urged the establishment 
of a military post at the mouth of the Columbia River, and Presi- 
dent John Quincy Adams was earnest in his assertion of the 
American claim. 
. OUR RIGHTS ASSERTED. 
How these early statesmen felt upon this question can best be 
ned from a speech delivered by a Massachusetts Representa- 
wherein he said: 
we reach the Rocky Mountains we would be unwise did we not pass 
rrow space which separates the mountains from the ocean to secure 
s far greater than the existing advantages of all the country be- 
Mississippi and the mountains. Sir, our national boundary is the 
Ocean. The swelling tide of our population must and will roll on 
t mighty ocean limits our territorialempire. Then, with two oceans 
our shores, the commercial wealth of the world is ours, and imagi 
an hardly conceive the greatness, the grandeur, and the power that 


be 











In 1827 the treaty of joint occupancy was renewed so far that 
as continued until either party should give notice to the other 

of its termination. Each year thereafter our people became bet- 
‘informed as to the value and extent of the country, but fora 

- interval both parties seemed to be waiting for the other to 


move, untilin January, 1839, Senator Linn, of Missouri, presented 
to the United States Senate petitions from American residents in 
the far-off Oregon country asking for protection and also reciting 
the advantages of the country. In December of that year the 


me Senator introduced a resolution claiming an indisputable 

t to the whole region, declaring that it would never be aban- 
ned, and requesting the President to notify the British Govern- 
nt of the termination of the joint occupancy after twelve 
nths’ notice, and further providing for 640 acres of land to each 
habitant over 18 years of age after five years’ residence and cul- 
tivation. : 


At this early period | 


Other petitions and other bills were later introduced by | 


ticable. The settlements thus far were composed of a mixed 
ulation of English, Americans, French Canadians, and half 


il 


Indians. There were some still living in the country who had 
seen Captain Gray in his ship, the Columbia, in 1792, and later 
Lewis and Clark and the builders of American Astoria, and s 


of the then settlers had been members of these last explorati 


The first thought, so natural to the American ment, was that 
of civil government. 
THE PIONEER GOVERNMENT. 
Repeated petitions to Congress for protection were in vain, and 
the necessity for some code of laws for the safety of life and prop- 


erty became each day more indispensable. Disappointed an 
couraged with the slow action of our Government, these 
at last determined to protect themselves and to provide a 1 
government. and to this end, on May 2, 1843, a meeting of the few 
settlers was held pursuant to previous notice given. Here,then, 


was to be decided for the first time by popular vote whethe1 l 
government by the people and for the people should be s a 
for the great empire west of the Rocky Mountains. The B sh 
Hudson Bay Company had many adherents among the settlers, 
who had once been in its service and who remained friendly to its 
jurisdiction and control, and they opposed any authority which 
might conflict with it. Theassemblage was held in an oper ld 
not far from the present capital city of the State, at a place known 
as Champoeg—an Indian word, signifying ‘‘the place of the 
camp.’’ The vote was on the adoption of the report of acommi 

tee fora temporary government of the people and was decla 

to be lost. This result was unexpected. Amid great excitement 


a division was demanded. 

Upon a division those who favored the re] 
right, while those opposed filed to the left. 
count showed 52 for the motion and 
of 2 had won the day. 


ort ranged on the 
The result of tl 
against. A m ‘j 


50 i I v 
A shout of triumph on the part of the 


Americans greeted the happy announcement, and thus was laid 
the primitive foundation for civil government from whicl 

States and parts of two others have been formed \ code of 
laws was prepared, which, being submitted to another assem- 


blage of the settlers on July 4 of the same year, was adopted. At 
the same time executive officers were elected, and on this day the 


first popular government for the Oregon country went into eifect 
In 1845 the organic law was remodeled, and (ke Abernethy 
was later on elected the executive of the provisional government. 
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he example of this little republic on the far-away Pacific, cut 
all the world and without the recognition or support of 
r government, was a theme of wide discussion through- 
nation, and it did more to hasten the final declaration 
inst Great Britain for a definite acknowledgment of our rights 
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than any event which had preceded it. 
Better than all, thisinfant confederacy of American pioneers was 
at once successful, harmonious, and prosperous. They were soon 


niront it 
of Doctor Whi 
mis 


t+ 
t 


nfr 1 with an Indian war, directly occasioned by the massacre 
tman and his missionary associates. The incoming 
‘ation was threatened with annihilation. and even a general 
k on the settlements was for a while feared. Troops were 


ised and a disciplined body of men was immediately put in the 





point, in a winter campaign, they met the hostiles in several en- 
ments and severely punished them. The murderous Indians, 
were at the massacre, were surrendered up, tried by a jury, 
ed, and by a court sentenced to death, and executed under 
ie forms of law. This vigorous action of the new government 
rained for it not 
ise a necessary regard for the settlers themselves, These 
rring scenes among the pioneers only increased the popular 
eling at home and accelerated action at Washington City. The 
residential campaign of 1844, in which the Oregon question was 
aramount, resulted in the election of President Polk. He made 
known his views Officially in his inaugural address, wherein he 
vid: 
It will become my duty to assert and maintain by all constitutional means 
ight of the United States to that portion of our territory which lies be- 
yond the Rocky Mountains. Our title is clear and unquestionable and already 
our people are preparing to perfect that title by occupying it with their wives 


and children. 
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TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT. 


At last the long-drawn struggle was ended in the treaty between 
the two nations by which the forty-ninth degree of north latitude 
was recognized as our northern boundary June 15, 1846. Terri- 
torial government was extended over the country August 14, 1848, 
and General Joseph Lane, of Indiana, a distinguished genera] of 
the Mexican war, became the first Territorial governor. 


|G 


1d and marched to the enemy’s country and there, at a distant | 


| The guns of Dewey may have sounded in Manila Bay ani ¢ 


only the fear and respect of the Indians, but | 





WITHOUT LEWIS AND CLARK NO PACIFIC COAST POSSESSIONS 
Nor do our obligations to Lewis and Clark and to the fores} 


of Thomas Jefferson and to our early statesmen and pioneers, d 
with the Oregon country. Let us remember that without this 
there would have been no inducement for the acquisition of ¢), 
Mexican possessions, embracing what is now the great State of 
California, with Nevada, Utah, and parts of Colorado and Wro. 
ming, with the splendid Territories of New Mexico and Ariz 
Here alone is an area of 523,802 square miles, not includin 
aisden purchase of 23,175,000 acres later. Had we not al: 
secured the Oregon country, our nation would never have 
tioned the military operations in the Mexican territory in {s: 
following the war, and these possessions would not now be ours 
We can proceed still further and say that Alaska would not hay 
been thought of for American purchase, nor would Hawaii. ; 
the Philippines, and the other island possessions in the P; 
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Spanish fleet may have been vanquished, but without the Ore voy 
country the Paris treaty would never have included for the 


United States any of Spain’s territory on that ocean. 
Thus do we trace the territorial progress of our nation from the 
exploration of Lewis and Clark, with the wealth, resource: 


ind 

capabilities based on their discovery, until we have be a 
world power and the wonder of history. 

| The future is already upon us, and the last wish of old Tom 

| Benton, that he might live to behold the meeting of the Occident 

and the Orient at the mouth of the Columbia, has been more than 

realized. We have, indeed, already entered upon the prophesies 

of Humboldt and Seward, who both fifty years ago could foreseg 


} 


He was | 


six months in reaching his post of duty, and there at Oregon City | 


on March 8, 1849, he unfurled the flag of our Union for the first 
time over all the domain west of the Rocky Mountains and north 
of the Spanish possessions, and proclaimed the authority and the 
protection of the laws of the United States. The little republic 
of the provisional government, which had so heroically, so ably, 
and so faithfully served its mission, gracefully and gladly yielded 
up its authority to the greater power and retired from a further 


place in history, but not from the grateful memory which will | 
ever regard it as the ‘*‘ Crowning glory of the American pioneer”? | 


and as a monument of the fidelity of the true citizen to law and 
order. 

AREA AND RESOURCES. 
It is four times 
Greater than combined 


And what is the area of this peaceful conquest? 
larger than all the New England States. 
it exceeds the combined area of the German Empire, Switzerland, 
Denmark, Belgium, and the Netherlands. And what has been 
the development and industrial advancement and the productive 


New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland. | 


the Pacific Ocean as the place of battle for the commercia 
premacy of the world. 


PACIFIC COAST A COMMERCIAL ADVANTAGE. 


That battle is now on. One of its elements of advantag: 
close intimacy with the consuming or importing nations. 
means an acquaintance with the varieties and the qualiti 
prices of the import products, as well as a close intermi 
with the peoples who are chiefly consumers of the products of t! 
selling or exporting nations. 'To this end an exposition is an ob- 
ject lesson and an introduction, and the trade which immediately 
follows is worth more to the nation a hundredfold than it 
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So well attested is this that we know of single exhibitors who 

| paid as high as $100,000 as their contribution to the Philad 4 
Exposition, knowing, as they did, that this was an investment well 
made for their own commercial benefit. 

With the United States the necessity is in increased markets 
for the future. We sell to the world’s markets $478.398453 
more than we buy. This balance of trade, which comes to us in 
the gold of the world. exceeds the annual yield of all the gold and 
silver minesof theearth. But how long can this continue? Such 

_a tremendous drain upon the earnings of the buying countrics of 
the western nations has compelled them to consult their owa 


safety while it is yet time. Germany is imitating the produc 
tion of our leading exports to that country so closely as to reduce 
in amarked degree our sales in some commodities. while Hnyland 


| is importing our improved machinery, laying aside and abandon 
ing as obsolete its own antiquated and costly machinery, and is 


wealth of this country, which only fifty-five years ago was in its | 


infancy? The gold and silver alone since mined in that country 
ates the enormous sum of $125,979,918. The census of 1900 
shows for that year $175,000,000 in manufactures, $83,106,000 in 
live stock, 41,737,683 bushels of wheat, and 15,490,132 bushels 
of oats, about 40,000,000 pounds of wool, and over 21,000,000 
pounds of hops, with over 3,000,000 tons of hay. In hops Oregon 
and Washington produce more than half that of the whole 
nation, 

There has been paid in the Treasury from that country a 
total of $54,869,057, proceeds from customs, revenue taxes, and 
land sales. The total of all classes of property is now approxi- 
mately $2,000,000,000. Individual bank deposits in the national, 
foreign, and private banks in the three States of Oregon, Wash- 
ington, and Idaho show about $120,000,000, the deposits for the 
national banks alone equaling in last year nearly $60,000,000. It 
has a foreign commerce equaling $60.000,000. Less than one year 
igo a ship cleared from Portland, Oreg., with 87,276 barrels of 
four and 500 tons of wheat. This beatsthe record. Three years 
.go another ship cleared from Puget Sound carrying a single 

argo of 360,000 bushels of wheat, while last year Oregon and 
Washington alone shipped to the world’s markets about one- 
seventh of all the wheat of our entire nation. The trade in lum- 
ber ranks high. In a recent year there was shipped from Oregon 
and Washington 3,500,000,000 feet of merchantable lumber to the 
leading markets, one contract being for the Philippines, embracing 
11.000,000 feet, and it can be said that the standing timber in these 
two States equals one-fourth that for the entire nation. 
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| increasing facilities and with cheaper transportation, we s! 


| shall ask the question: ‘‘ Where shall we secure the » 
| place?’’ 





even importing the skilled Americans to supervise it. More thaa 
this, that nation is now agitated as never before as to the necet 
sity for imposing such duties upon many of our products h 
fore free as will lessen our exportation. Other nations are lik 
asking themselves: How much greater and mor: far-reaching shall 
this American invasion into our industrial field extend? As 4 
prudent nation we may apply to our trade conditions the maxi™: 
‘*TIn time of peace prepare for war.’’ 
THE FUTURE MARKET. 
With our present productive energy, stimulated by constant! 


“A 


crease our enormous surplus, and therefore more than ev 


We have expanded our area and our productive capa 
and now we must expand the market place. We must do 
before our competitors shall reach that place. We should ad 
every proper element conducive to this end. Im our search ' 
select Asia and Oceania as the objective points. And w 
Those countries produce the articles of which we produc 
least, and of which even now we import an amount equaling ©! 
half of our imports from all the world! For all time this im) 
must continue and increase. On the other hand, the product 
which those countries produce the least and will perhaps bry ' 
most are those in which we above all nationsexcel. These p: 
ucts form a large proportion of oursurplus. Indeed, of this v' 
surplus those nations already buy of us goods to the extent) 
value of $100,000,000 annually, while our purchases last year 
| their tropical products amounted to $400,000,000, or nearly one 
| half our total imports from all nations. In fact, our natiou com 
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; more of such products than any other nation. It will, | 


‘ ‘re. be natural, as it will be to their interest to favor a | 
{ with such a nation. To extend our sales to such a market | 
t rey and the capital of our countrymen are straining at every | 
I THE ORIENT AMERICA’S PRIZE. | 
it ocean fleets are already engaged in the oriental trade | 
6 and to the Pacific. Cable lines communicate between the 
ores and with the intermediate stations on our island pos- | 
Every year American enterprise and American capital 
nereased gains in our commerce. While in ten years past | 
; iports from all ee increased 10 per cent, those from | 
ind Oceania increased 50 per cent. Our sales increased in 
4] n years from $40, 000 ry A to $115,.000.000, or an increase of 
1! r cent. as against 50 per cent increase of total exports to all 
] ns. The advantage of our position on the Pacific shores is 
, nt. Weown a greater coast line on this ocean than any 
ot] yuuntry. Upon that shore we face more than one-half the | 
( s popul: ution and one-third the earth’s area. Weare nearer 
that area than are our competitors. While our European rivals | 
| three oceans to cross to reach those countries, we have but 
( In our commerce with Europe we must cross the Atlantic 
and then compete with our European rival in his own market, 
v n the Asiatic market we meet him on equal terms. To | 
r there we have convenient way stations in the great ocean, | 
s1 as Hawaii, Wake Island, Guam, and the Philippines. To 


the American shipper these are of inestimable advantage in case 
var, of shipwreck, of fuel or food shortage, of repair, or for 
communication by the cable lines. These places are like so many 
stepping-stones across the wide expanse. 
LEWIS AND CLARK EXPOSITION AWN AID. 

TI e Lewis and Clark Exposition, when held on the same ocean 
facing the Orient and connected as now with a large fleet of steam- 
( ym. the Pacific ports, will greatly tend to induce the Asiatics 
to visit us and to view our resources and productions and to in- 
troduce to us not only themselves but their own products at our 
‘ ition. I lay down the fundamental proposition that the 
more you introduce to these people our modern improvements, 
( stern ideas, our tastes, and our methods, with our induce- 
ments for commercial exchange, the more they will cultivate such 
T 
+ 
{ 


ur W 


astes and comforts and conveniences, and demand our products 
or their market places. It has another effect. It encourages in- 
lustrial development, and this exercises the ability to purchase. 
Japan is, perhaps, the best illustration. It hasdone more toadopt 


European progress than either of the other oriental countries in | 
thesame time. Her portsare open toall the world. Herstudents | 
are in our universities, in our workshops and agricultural and | 
mechanical colleges, and in our military, naval, and scientific 


schools. 


fhey are studying our professions and our arts and literature. 


They return and communicate their newly acquired thoughts and 
skill and experience to their countrymen. They invite and wel- 
come people of the western nations ‘to visit their country and to 
enter into commercial relations with them. This change has all 


been within fifty years past. Before that no foreigner was al- 
owed to enter their country, and no Japanese was allowed to 


leave. Their foreign commerce and industrial development were 
at alowebb. Since then their acquaintance and commingling 
with the western nations have produced a marvelous improve- 
ment in their social and political status, and especially in their 
col a progress. They rank now among the nations almost 
seventh with their mercantile fleet, in which order also their 


I avy y Ye ranks among the navies of the world. They produce and 
sell more and they consume and buy more. They have verified 
the truth that as a nation increases its producing capacity it in- 


creases its consuming capacity and ability. They are now for the 
first time buying more from us than they sell to us. 


TRADE FOLLOWS CLOSER RELATIONS. 
While in the ten years past the Chinese increased their imports 
50 per cent, the Japanese increased theirs over 200 per cent. 
To-day they stand high among commercial nations. They have 
~ en the wonder of history, and have won the title of the ** Yan- 
kees 2s the East.”’ 
> Hawaiian Islands afford another illustration of Western 
ontact. In 1897 we sold them our products, valued at $4,690,07 
= nde ior Ausediaen control our sales increased in 1903 to $10,840.47 
©0 great was the Western stimulus upon their producing capac ity 
and their ability to export that their sales increased from $13,- 
657,799 in 1897 to $26,242,869 in 1903. Their producing capacity 
is now twenty times greater than it was at the time of our reci- 
procity treaty with them in 1876. 
_ And so, too, with the Philippine Islands, which in 1897, before 
4\merican occupancy, only purchased from us $94,597 in surplus 
products, In 1903 they purchased of the same products over 
$4,000,000 in value. In 1897 we bought from them only $4,383.740 


$1 ad products, while in 1903 their sales to us had increased to 
i y04 2,084, 
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| the world’s products to the extent of 80 per cent per « 


come generous customers of our country. 


| mating in value to $13 per 


| tion to Chinais a commercial aid tothe 


mountains to the sea. 


' Vancouver, 


2813 





WESTERN INFLUENCE UPON ASIA. 

Perhaps India is the fairest saiaple of the effects of civilization 
upon increased wants, improved tastes, with increased import 
It was not until 1858 that the British Government acquired full 
control in India. Then post-offices, railways, wagon roads 
bridges, telegraph lines, and the other advantages of a civili: 
and commercial age followed. The imports have since gr 
from about $75,000,000 to $264,000,000 at pre 
ports since then are from $133,000,000 to $403 
Here the population is about one-fifth that of the 
the area exceeds one-half that of the United 
further shown to be true in this case that the nati 
closest in contact derives the greatest advantage. 
a result have 64 per cent of the imports of India, while 
cent are from the United States; and yet 50 per cent of 
foreign purchases are of articles of which we are the greatest 
producers on earth. 

As showing the relative progress between India, w] 
to the world’s commerce and stimulated by western influence. 


sent, and the ex- 


000 O00 at present 
arta, 
State 


compare with China, which has so long existed under a poli y of 
exclusion with the world, even now many of her ports remain- 
ing closed to foreign commerce, and note that Indi ia is a buy 


‘apita of her 
population, while China is a buyer of but 


50 per cent per capita. 
India has a total foreign commerce of $2 per capita, while China 
has a foreign commerce of but 80 cents per capita. Our incre 


ing commerce with China, however, 
Only recently two additional ports heretofore closed were open 
to our commerce. This market should enlist our earnest 
liberal attention. The Chinese are by nature among the most in- 
dustrious of people. While their wage earnings are the lowest 
on earth, they are yet free with their earnings. If we shall 
fuse them with our western energy and modern methods they will 
increase their productive capacity and earnings and they will be- 
Should we in time 
secure their trade of only $4 per capita, that would equal the com- 
bined annual sales of this nation now to all the world. Now their 
trade with us is but 5 cents per capita. Their trade with the Brit- 
ish is much larger than with us. Our exports to China are b 
half those of the British. 
EXPOSITIONS STIMULATE COMMERCE. 

We sell to the people of the United Kingdom products approxi- 
capita, and may we not hope in time 
and with more favorable conditions in China’s commerce and in- 
dustries that our trade there may reach the $4 per capita? This 
is one of the trade problems. We have extended our territory to 
within 600 miles of the gates of China, and her treaty ports are not 
remote from our metropolis in the Orient. 


is one of the hopeful signs. 


amt 


in- 


t 
ul 


As Hongkong in rela- 
British, why should 
Manila not likewise be to our own country? This review merely 
reminds us of our place in the race for the commercial supremacy 
of the Pacific and the probability of succeeding by maintainin 
our high standard as a public-spirited, liberal, and progressive 
people. Asa great and a rich nation we can afford to patronize 
an exposition such as that which is to celebrate the acquisition of 
an empire after the few people in that distant region have done 





so much themselves toward emphasizing an event of such far- 
reaching benefits for all the United States and which. at the same 


etorts 


time, on the shores of that great ocean secured to us by the 
of the illustrious Jefferson and the heroic men who in | s 
and suffering explored a continent to possess, is to strengthen an 
influence which aids, encourages, and develops the commerce and 
trade of our country at home and with all the world. 
To our foothold on these shores we base‘our start in 
for the commercial supremacy of the Pacific and perhaps, even 


,eorit 
LCT Lil 


later. for the whole world. Withoutthe exploration of Lewis and 
Clark, which gave us first the coast line on that ocean, other 
nations would stand to-day where we now do and oth r flags 


would float in triumph over all that domain, extending from thé 
Is there no meaning in thi 


APPROPRIATE PI FOR CELEBRATI 
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PORTLAND THE ACE 


It is proper such an event should be celebrated there in thi 
great Columbia River Valley and at the beantifal city o! Portlar 
on the Willamette River. There and near this favored spot w 
laid many of the scenes in the conquest of the Northwest 


rivaled in history, and there in full view stand out in majestic form 


the lofty, snow-capped Mount Hood and the companion mour 

not far away, all bearing in their historic names the memo1 

of more than acentury ago. An easy conveyance soon transports 
us to the camp of Lewis and Clark, made famous for all time as 
the winter sojourn of those intrepid men, and where they laid the 
enduring foundation for American empire on the Pacific. Here 
and near here came the weary caravans, the forerunners of the 
peaceful conquest af fter the close of the long and patient overland 


journey by horse and by ox team of half a year in travel, and to 
others the end of the long sea journey around Cape Horn. At 


on the Columbia River—an hour’s travel from Port- 


am 
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land—will be seen the locality of the old fort of the Hudson Bay 


Company, where the benevolent and yet dignified and determined | 


old governor, Doctor McLoughlen, ruled all that country of the 
old Oregon for nearly a quarter of a century. 

Not far away is the memorable site where in the open field the 
few American pioneers established and proclaimed civil govern- 
ment by the people. 


to the East—and to that farther east in the Orient. Such an expo- 
sition will come to the States of the Pacific 2,000 miles nearer than 
any other great exposition ever before aided by our nation. It 
will be an event of itself. Distance and expense prevented many 
of our people in the past from visiting any such an exposition 
before. If it be asked, ‘‘ Will the exposition pay?’’ it can be 
said that no exposition was ever held in our country that did not 
pay back to the people a thousand times more than it ever cost. 
It repays its cost in money, in patriotic inspiration, in stimulus to 
material development, in industrial competition, in improved 
methods, modern ideas, and invention. The first of our great 
national-aided expositions was that at Philadelphia in 1876. Its 
effect was to change much of the taste of the American people. 
It revolutionized many industrial operations and created new 
thoughts in man. 
EXPOSITIONS EDUCATE AND IMPROVE. 


It put millions of our people, especially in the great labor field, | 


on an easier road. The factories, the fields, the forests, and the 
mines received a stimulus. It shed a new light upon the bread- 
winner and the toiler. It gave to the whole nation a strong lift 
in its tremendous strides in the industrial march. Greater still 
was the effect of the Chicago Exposition in 1893. And so will the 
influence be which will permeate from the St. Louis Exposition 
every remote part of the earth. While it educates and pleases 
and honors and enriches our own countrymen, it also educates 
the foreign visitor, the exhibitor, the buyer, and the seller from 
the world’s great market places. A nation’s exposition is a na- 
tion’s object lesson. It is the common meeting place for the in- 
terchange of progressive ideas and for the exhibit of the finished 
product of the brain and hand of man, whereby the nation and 
the world may improve, that the human burden may be lightened 
and all mankind bettered thereby. Its influence is not for to-day, 
nor is it confined to any one locality. Itis the mission of a useful 
thought to have neither a boundary of time nor of place. There 
never was an exposition that did not leave some part of the world 
better and wiser than before, and there is no expenditure by a 
government which inures so bountifully to the people as the ex- 
position which it aids, patronizes, and encourages. Let us then 
do ourselves honor and the whole country a benefit in a fitting 
observance by our nation of the centenary anniversary of the 
fourth greatest occurrence in our country’s annals. [Loud ap- 
lause. | 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. STANLEY] one hour. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, statistics for the year 1902 
show that twenty-six States within the United States produced 
in that year 821,823,963 pounds of tobacco upon a little over 
1,000,000 acres of land, this product being distributed in the vari- 
ous States as follows: 


Acreage, production, and value of tobacco in the United States in 1902. 
| Price 
| per 
| pound. 
| 


Yield 


peracre. 


Total 


Produc- 
value. 


Acreage. ' 
Acreage tion. 


State. 


Pounds. 
1, 650 
1,800 
1,560 
1,712 
1, 250 


| 

| =" ie 

Pounds. | Cents. 
216,150 | 16 
843, 800 | 

7,417,800 

21, 785, 200 

10,050, 000 

22,017,975 

21,300, 625 

| 136, 769, 250 

142, 


Acres. 
New Hampshire 131 
Vermont 191 
Massachusetts -......- 
Connecticut 
New York 
Pennsylvania 
Maryland 
Virginia 
North Carolina 
South Carolina 
CRS boo haindn es 
Florida 
Alabama 
Mississippi 
Louisiana 
OEE. een 
Arkansas ... 
Tennessee | 
West Virginia j 
Kentucky. .--.- 
Ohio 2,949 | 385 | 
Michigan 
Indiana 
Uinois 


| 
$34, 584 
48, 132 
1,112, 670 
3, 485, 632 
804,000 


3, 848 

3, 466 

1, 793, 779 
260, 965 
480, 324 
62, 208 


182, 359 | 
219, 263 
34,912 , 625, 
2,050 1,373,500 
1, 601, 080 
259, 200 
87,500 15, 750 

33, 375 6, 675 

174, 850 2 38, 467 
899, 200 ‘ 107, 904 
88, 889, 500 2,333, 370 
2, 969, 260 | 207, 848 
257, 755, 200 3 | 15,465,312 
55, 709, 865 | 3,899,691 
231, 030 3 | 18, 48z 

6, 236, 615 | 436,563 
852, 150 | 59, 650 
64, 885, 480 | 4,541,984 
1,819, 000 200, 090 


323, 963 | 57,563,510 





650 
1,340 
| 850 


United States .....-... eo 734 


_ 





797.3 
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| which can be cultivated by any one man is3 acres. 


It isright and proper, then, that such mem- | 
ories should excite within us emotions of the deepest character. | 
Here, too, such an exposition will be an educator to the West and | 








Marcy 4, 


In the recent hearings before the Committee on Ways a; 
Means it was demonstrated that the maximum amount of toba 
With 3 a 
of tobacco to the man there are to-day as actual manual labore» 
not counting the owners of land, an army of 350,030 men w) 
daily bread depends upon their toil in this crop. 

Making the usual estimate of five persons to the adult male. y 
have to-day 1,700,000 men, women, and children whose lives » 
whose living depend upon the price of this product. To carefy}\y 


| consider and to more carefully act in a matter so vitally affec: 
| an army larger than was ever assembled under any banner s} 


the days of Xerxes is worthy the earnest attention of this :| 
greatest deliberative body on earth. 

I would that this Congress were better acquainted with 
frugal and industrious master of the small domain of a cabin «) 
3 acres of land. You have for years and years carefully 
justly guarded the homestead of the West. As old as your 
utes are the provisions which exempt even from the creditor's (j 
mand that same homestead; and why? Because it is to the : 
mon interest of all that every man between the oceans, if sy 
thing be possible, shall be the absolute owner of his own hom 

The smallest farmers in the world are the growers of toba 
There is no other crop that requires the same amount of ma 
labor to the acre, the same amount of care and attention, or which. 
under ordinary conditions, will produce the same returns in (o)- 
lars and cents per acre. Until a short time ago these men made 
upon this land from fifty to three hundred dollars an acre. It 
was the ambition of the tobacco tenant tosee his little patrimony 
grow. Receiving one-half of his product for his toil, the other 
half went to the owner of the land, the man who provided ! 
with teams and tools and barns. It was the hope of this 1 
and those he loved to become the sole owner of 10 or 12 acres 
of land, a pair of mules, and a cabin; and it is the purpose of this 
Government, it is the humanity and the wisdom of the nation, 
that your most careful and gentle protection shall be thrown 
around the honest tiller of the soil, whose brightest hopes are 
clustered about a cottage and a few acres of land. 

This was no idle life led by these humble toilers. From early 
in February, when he burns his beds, until the January of the 
next year his entire time was consumed in the cultivation of this 
little handful of tobacco. Your machinery has made one man 
capable of cultivating 50 acres in corn, a few men a domain in 
hay or wheat; but you have not, nor can you, advance one ste} in 
the production of tobacco by improvements in the mechanical arts. 
These plants must be drawn from the bed by hand, put in a hill 
made by hand; each leaf must be carefully guarded and pr 
tected by hand; the worms and insects that destroy it must be 
removed by hand; by the hand alone it is cut and garnered. That 
is the reason why one man can only cultivate the small amount 
of 3 acres. 

There is another thing that is worthy of your attention, you 
who would alleviate the condition of the tobacco growers in 
twenty-six States of this Union. In the midst of labor broils 
the midst of war between employer and employee, in the mids 
lockouts and of strikes, in a hundred years there has been no fric- 
tion, there has been no strife, no jar between the landlord and his 
tenant in any of those twenty-six States. Three hundred thou- 
sand men for fifty years have tilled the soil in peace; 300,000 men 
have for half a century lived as neighbors and friends with those 
for whom they toiled, and 300,000 men have had as their sole 
ambition and highest desire to add to the column of home lovers 
and home seekers in this land. 

In the hour of his affliction, in the time of want, the landlord 
has been the friend and the protector of his tenant. On the fer- 
tile plains of Kentucky and Tennessee during all this long era the 
little patches of tobacco on hill and dale have furnished to the 
tumultuous scenes of conflicting toil one quiet haven. Hope and 
peace and plenty cast their mingled delights around him. Here 
in the midst of confusion and lockouts on every hand was la! 
very Eden. 

It was at this time, Mr. Chairman, that James B. Duke, travel- 
ing from the East to his home in Virginia, looked through a ar 
window and, seeing one of the great tanks of the Standard (il 
Company, turned to a gentleman beside him in that car and said, 
pointing to the great tank of the Standard Oil Company, ** Ti‘ 
is what I am going to do with the tobacco business of Americ# 
Fired by the example of Rockefeller, determined to hold in !i's 
single hand a power unknown to princes or to kings, he founded 
what is known as the ‘‘American Tobacco Company.”’ The history 
of that American Tobacco Company, of that trust, for rapid 
crease, for multiplied and decisive victories, has no peer or pari! 
lel in the commercial history of the world. 

Let us see. You will remember that a short time ago every 
schoolboy had a photograph, tinted and painted, taken from 
packages of cigarettes. It marked the first battle of the Amer- 
can Tobacco Company. At that time Allen & Ginter, the Mc- 
Kinney Tobacco Company, Goodwin & Co., and W. 8. Kimba!! 


m 
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v engaged in the business of manufacturing cigarettes. Ac- 
( ig_to the sworn statement of Mr. Duke, Allen & Ginter, 
tl cKinney Tobacco Company, Goodwin & Co., and W. 8. 
K all & Co. were ae into a single gigantic combination, 
v . capital stock of $44,990,000. Duke’s competitors received 
& ),000 in cash for theis good will under the sale. 


it ended competition in the making of cigarettes in the 
U 1 States. Then it was this company started upon its course 

rse than medieval war. It was not competition. It was 
1 promising battle; it was destruction. They chose as their 
tr anak a ‘* battle-ax,’’ a weapon which has within it all the 
cleaving power of the saber and all the crushing weight of the 
m and with that ‘‘ battle-ax ’’ they dete rmined to ruthlessly 
destroy all the manufacturers “of smoking and of plug tobacco 
: the confines of the United States. 


wi 

L ett & Meirer were first selected for slaughter. At that 
til \is great firm, with a capital of over $15,000,000, with good 
W ‘orth twice that sum, sold ‘‘ Star’’ tobacco throughout the 
whole United States. The production of that article was simply 
enormous. It had been made for a generation. It was hoped 
by Liggett & Meirer that the quality of their goods and the char- 
acter of their patronage would protect them from the onslaught 
of American Tobacco Company. At it they went. Every 
f every wall, every show window, every post and telegraph 
D rleamed with the insignia of war of the American Tobacco 
Company, and you could see the ‘* battle-ax’’ wherever you 
m turn. Down went the cost.of plug tobacco, down to the 
c f production, then absolutely below the value of the simple 
tobacco in that plug. Down it went. 


Within a few months, according to the statement of James B. 
Duke himself, he was out of pocket on that one deal the enormous 
¢ if $4,000,000 cash. Liggett & Meirer crumbled and went to 
{ ill, and within less than twelve months on that single deal 
American Tobacco Company cleared $12,000,000. Then it 

hat their opponents fell like wheat before the sickle. Finzer 
thers, Louisville; Finffs & Durhoffer, Louisville; Harry Weis- 

- Louisville; P. S. Sorg & Co., Middletown, Ohio; Wilson 

Cauley, Middletown, Ohio; Lorillard & Co., New Jersey: 

nan & Lyall, New Jersey; Bagley Tobacco Works, Toledo, 

: Daniel Scotten & Co., Detroit; Liggett & Meirer, Drum- 
d & Co., Butler & Co., of St. Louis; and last of all, the Dur- 
Company went to the wall or were swallowed in the insatiate 
of this all-devouring trust. And remember each one of 
reat companies had a capital stock of between twoand fif- 
ter nil iondollars. Within less than forty-eight months after 
tl ar was inaugurated they were the only makers of plug to- 
] in the world this side of the Atlantic Ocean. 

At that time 15,000,000 pounds of tobacco were every year be- 
in ide into snuff. 
had a combined capital of $17,000,000. Having captured the cig- 
al , having captured the plug tobacco, having captured the 

tobacco, they turned their attention to the makers of 

1 nd in the first smoke of conflict, within a few months, 
lvery, Owen & Co., of Lynchburg; Gail & Ax, Baltimore; Gar- 


or 
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rett & Co., Phil: de Iphia; Stewart, Ralph & Co., Philadelphia 
Held & Co., New Je rsey; Lorillard & Co., New Jerse v3 Braton 
& Condy, Nashville, Tenn., and Blackwell & Co. were in the 
ruins. There were left in the United States only the manufac- 
turers of a single kind of tobacco. 

Cheap leaf and lugs were made into a long twist by taking a 
81 hand of tobacco in this way [illustrating], just three or four | 
l : bound together and roughly formed in the shape of a cigar 
a ucked between cotton-seed oil or linseed oil in a cask, the oil 
| : used to keep one of these long strings from sticking to the 
. It was the cheapest tobacco known tothe markets. This 
tobacco was sold in Mexico, in Central America, and on the coasts 
of Africa. Itwas manufactured by Hernshein Brothers, New Or- 
l ; W.S. Mathews & Sons and Dortch & Co., Louisville, Ky. 
Chey, too, met the common fate of all. This trade is entirely 
g the American Company to-day controlsit absolutely. The 
of this company’s operations may well fill conservative | 
1 with amazement. This greedy and aspiring organization 


Ly is absolute master, with the partial exception of the cigar 
trade, of a business whose retail sales amount to the enormous 
sum of $500,000,000 annually. 

it deeply concerns men who are not interested in the tobacco 
It is a startling illustration of the wrecking power of 

ich an illegal and law-defying combination. 
this nation to act when in a few months one single company can 
capture or control an army of independent dealers, constitu ting 


bu ness, 


“ business whose gross receipts. re ach the princely sum of $50 ),- 
YUU O00 sa r annum. 
_ Were they satisfied with the conquest of a continent? Were 


ee content? Ah, no! 


In its inception it was intended to be the 
conqueror of the world. 


The next step taken by these people 


Tke snuff manufacturers of this country | 


It is high time for | 
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was to capture the markets of the British Government. The; 
moved on the Old World. At that timein England the prine sit ’: 
handlers and buyers of tobacco were comp sed of seventeen dif- 
ferent firms. You will remember that in order to ship t ven dif 
into Great Britain you must pay an initial tax of 72 cents. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And you had to stem it, too. did 
you not? 
Mr. STANLEY. Andyouhadtostemit. It must b mmed 
and a tax of 72 cents must be paid. Now, in order to ha: nd e this 


product, which paid an import duty of 72 cents a pound alone be- 
fore landing it in your warehouse, required an enormous amoun| 
of money. These seventeen purchasers and importers of tobacco 
had a capital stock of $75,000,000; and yet when it was known that 


James B. Duke & Co., « -ommonly called the ‘ 


: ‘American Tobacco 
Company,’ had invaded the territory of Great Britain, that an- 
nouncement was followed first by a panic and then by rage The} y 


carried it to the extent of a propaganda. Hostility to this Ame 
ican invasion was almost preached in th e pulpit. 
The common people took it up; no shop, no reta 


iler who was 
known to handle the American Tobace 


oC impany s produ ‘tS 


could command the trade of his friends. Their product was boy- 
cotted in every city, in every crossroad, and in every hamlet 
Undismayed by the tremendous and stubborn opposition of the 
British Empire, they captured the great firm of Ogden & ¢ 

perhaps the wealthiest of all the importers of tobacco in the 
world. The Imperial Company, to hold the ground that it had 


gained, actually offered to divide among the dealers no 
the American Tobacco Company's product the 
six months. 

They agreed to divide : 
the entire profits of a business with a cay pital stock of $75,000,000 
The American company, not to be outdone, offer 
handling their goods within the c Great Britain the 
staggering sum of $1,000,000 a year for four successive years and 
all the profits of the American Tobacco Company in Great 
ain for thesame period. That brought the Imperial compan) 
their knees, and then they more than surrendered. They be- 


handling 
sum of $500,000 in 


1mong + sponge same dealers one-fifth of 





mfines of 


trayed the interests of the people who had trusted them. They 
were conquered and then prostituted by this company. Unde 


the terms of the agreement between the American comp: 
the Imperial company, the Imperial company, of Great Britain, 
| now itself a trust, was to have absolute control of the market 
in Great Britain. The American company was to have abs 

| lute control of the markets of the wi rid. “Here 
of that abject surrender and shameless betrayal of th pe 
| interests: 


are tl] » tert 














Asa matter of fact, the treaty of peace was as follow > Imper 

| chased Ogden'sat Mr. Du aaa i Valuation, and gave tl eric 

though not a controling, interest r ul I 

the Imperial should have the trad ! Britain and I 

was likewise arranged that the Americar p n wh 

British had no interest. should remain in undisputed possession of t U1 l 
| States, Cuba,and the Philippines. T il Ww it l I 
} American Tobacco Compat y f 1¥ b E gh 1A 
| directors, but with the Americans in control. In other rds, t I 
| surrendered the entire foreign market to t I 
| gave them ai int rest in its own business as the pri 


Where in all this world will this tobacco thus excluded f: 
the markets of South Africa, North and South America, and ¢ 
British Isles find a market? Weare doubly barred fr 


m the t 


of the Continentof Europe. In 1903 we exported to Italy 37 
942 pr yunds of American tobacco; to F1 15 pom 
Spain, 28,792,693 pounds. — 1902, tothe Unite liom, ‘ - 
| 979 pr sands, and in 1901, Austria, 273,937 
Notw ounce 3 





ithstanding this enormous dem: 
| tobacco was landed or re r 
tries named, except Gre: 
In all the cou ntric Ss nat 
| ernment has an absolute mono 
| portation of tobacco in any for 1 
| duly authorized ~ the government, is p sitivelv forbidden. and 
these restrictions are enforced with tireless and merciless 
ness by powerful beneficiaries of this busi 
In each of the se countries the governments, rh 
known as ‘‘ Regie contract buy for their respective ¢g 
ments such tobacco as in their opinion will 
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tors, 








therein. Thistobacco is the property of the government to. 
it is consigned, is manufactured and sold by t 1 d 
agents and officials of th ious governme ill the 
| profits derived therefrom go as revenue directly li t Ts 
| of the state. 
| The enormous profits derived from the government mono] 5 
| in this product are clearly illustrated from the following t ; 
giving the number of pounds exported from the United States 
and the revenues derived therefrom. The impo1 y Great 
| Britain amounts practically to a Government monopoly, and for 
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that reason I have placed this in the category of governmental 
nonopolies. 


Exported | 
from the 
United 
States. | 


— | 


Revenue 
fromtobacco | 
| monopoly. 


Country. 


-ounds. 
37, 536, 94 
7,215 
, 792, 693 | 
, 127,979 | 
273, 937 


Italy, 1903 
France, 1903 
Spain, 1908....-. 
United Kingdor 
Austria, 1901 


$40, 509, 256 
82) 635, 652 | 
25, 809; 890 
60, 385,685 
44,675,450 
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ve 196, 888,766 | 253, 965, 9883 
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An examination of the foregoing table demonstrates that to- 
bacco under these oppressive trade restrictions pays into the treas- 
uries of five European countries annually the sum of $253,965,933. 

The tobacco imported into these countries comes almost entirely 
from America, in which event we are confronted with this sur- 
prising state of affairs: One hundred and ninety-six million eight 
hundred and eighty-eight thousand seven hundred and sixty-six 
pounds of tobacco, purchased at from 3 to 4 cents per pound, un- 
der the manipulations of monopolies and import duties in Great 
Britain and Europe, are made to pay into the treasuries of these 
governments a revenue of $253,965,933, or an average of $1.29 per 
pe und. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
his statistics from? 

Mr. STANLEY. The most of them are estimates made by the 
Census Department, in the Bureau of Labor and Commerce. 
Now, this last deal with the Imperial company encompassed the 
absolute dominion of the entire tobaccocrop of the world. There 
are in this country, as you who raise tobacco know, contractors 
called *‘ Regie contractors,’’ and they are well named, with that 
naked Latin ablative. They are buyers from the king, commis- 
sioned by the crowned heads whom they represent. They are 
the only living men who can ship one ounce of tobacco into these 
countries. They have absolute dominion and control of that 
product. 

Now, the American Tobacco Company and the Imperial Tobacco 
Company called into its councils the official buyers of France, 
Italy, the Netherlands, Spain, and Portugal, and they said to 
them: ‘‘ We have it within our power to say that no two men 
shall ever bid upon the same tobacco plant anywhere in the 
world.’’ They said to the buyer from Spain, *‘ Where have you 
been buying tobacco?’ ‘‘ Why, in Robinson County, Tenn.”’ 
They said to the buyer from Italy, ‘‘ Where have you been buy- 
ing your tobacco?’’? ‘‘In Graves County, Ky.’’ ‘‘How many 
acres of tobacco can your Government consume in a year?’’ So 
many hundred acres. ‘‘ We will give you dominion over that, 
and no other one of us will go into that territory.’’ And so these 
men, these imperial agents. these buyers for kings, and still more 
powerful than the kings and the princes, the Imperial Tobacco and 
American Tobacco companies, looked out from their lofty height 
and parceled out your country, sir, and mine, to be henceforth 
the home alone for vassals and for slaves. [Applause. } 

You can go anywhere to-day in Kentucky or Tennessee, and, I 
presume, into other States, and where you find upon a bundle of 
tobacco the hated seal of the Kings of Spain or Italy there is no 
other buyer in the world who will dare to touch that tobacco. In 
my town, the greatest leaf-tobacco market in the world, these 
buyers have commissioned one single man, one single soul—think 
of it!—to buy 100,000,000 pounds of tobacco, if need be. He has 
his instructions. A load of tobacco comes up and he says, ‘‘ Send 
it to that warehouse over yonder.’’ Another load drives up and 
he says, ‘‘Send it over yonder.’’ There are a dozen different de- 
positories for tobacco in my town, each one once owned and con- 
trolled by freemen, and to-day one man sorts it all. He gives to 
Spain her portion, to Italy her portion, to the Imperial company 
its portion, to the American company its portion, and the saddest 
thing of all is that there is no portion for the hundred thousand 
horny-handed wretches who brought this product to its perfect 
fruition. 

The American tobacco is to-day burdened not only in the coun- 
tries mentioned; there is in all the civilized world practically no 
open port for this product of the soil—produced in such quantities 


Where does the gentleman take 


of Kentucky and Tennessee, since from this dark-tobacco district, 


lying within the boundaries of these two States, comes almost | 


the entire supply of export tobacco. 

The following letter from Mr. O. P. Austin, of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, vividly and succinctly tells the 
stat us of tobacco and its multiplied burdens in the marts of the 
World, 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
BUREAU OF SvaTIstTIcs, 
Washington, March 2, 190), 
Hon. A. O. STANLEY, 
The Portland, Washington, D. C. 
Sir: In further reply to the inquiries which you left with us on the 2 
ultimo in regard to tobacco I give you now the following information as to 
duties imposed by foreign countries on leaf tobacco, monopoly revenues, et 


IMPORT DUTY IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 


Austria-Hungary: Private importation forbidden, 
Belgium: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured—4 
Stripped francs per 100 kilograms b___ 
CRT ids. Kecntindetdewtiebiaebsuaieblia deta andedew abies ad cee 
(Franc equals $0.193.) 
Denmark: 
Tobacco— 
TOA WOG DUT OUNTNG « « «ok ddd cevcesussagccteae skillings per pund 
DOT WE CUNO oo ainsi iss od eck See SS seas cn dnaks deen do... 
(Crown equals 48 skillings or $0.286.) 
France: 
Tobacco— 
Unmanufactured, in leaves or stalks— 
Por Che REGIS CAGRGIONY ) con a5 econ a ob oaed < deduwececccdccccs. FY 
For private account Proh 
Manufactured— 
Er GND NOD So ccc cons kuwanes cbeincsdan énchubeetseseubendie 
For private account 
(Franc equals $0,193.) 
Germany: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured marks per 100 kilograms? 
SRR Oils CUES GING TIOD noon cna wncwchinia sane seeachehesasd do 
(Mark equals $0.238.) 
Italy: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured .........--.------------ esieenssubes 
Netherlands: 
Unstemmed, in leaves or rolls......-.-.- florins per 100 kilograms » 
OSE 0 DIINO SONI 5 nde nensnnddaen onan ancumedeanaaewaons do. 
(Florin equals $0.402.) 
Portugal: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured 
Russia: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured 
(Ruble equals $0.515.) 
Spain: 
TOUNGOG, WOMARUINOLUIOS gos conc dcnnssccncdeccesscancccavcecs PTOD 
Sweden: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured 
(Crown equals $0.268.) 
Norway: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured 
(Crown equals $0.268.) 
Switzerland: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured francs per 100 kilograms > 
TN. : Bcc Rd cick sDanmies wens sce eeesae ene she dada Oecd oon. do 
CE WUE ed toe eteekd hits cndbs Spa dandssdcanlateee ess ..do 
(Franc equals $0.193.) 
Turkey: 
Tobacco 
United Kingdom: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured— 
Containing 10 per cent moisture_-........... shillings per pound 
Containing less than 10 per cent moisture -.................do 
South African Customs Union: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured but stemmed 
Tobacco, unmanufactured, unstemmed 
(Pound equals 20 shillings, or $4.8665.) 


crown per kilogram ?.. 


crown per kilogram ?.. 


MONOPOLY REVENUES. 

France: Gross receipts from tobacco rates in 1903, 428,164,000 francs. C 
published. 

Italy: Geom receipts from tobacco rates in 1903, 209,892,518 francs. C 
published. 

Spain: Gross receipts from tobacco rates in 1903, 133,730,000 pesetas. P: 
equals $0,193. 

Portugal: Statistics not published. 

Austria: Receipts from tobacco rates in 1901, 220,076,107 crowns; expendit 
187,324,318 crowns; net income, 32,751,789 crowns. Total state reven 
1901, 1,017,055,000, about 3.2 per cent of revenue being therefore «i 
from tobacco. Crown equals $0.203. ; 

Turkey: Statistics not published. 

United Kingdom, 1902: Duties paid on tobacco imported, £12,398,168. 

Very respectfully, 
O. P. AustTIN, Chief of Bu 


That the fall in the price of American export tobacco is ( 
entirely to the causes stated can be more than established; it 
capable of demonstration. 

Even a casual examination of the condition of the export tra: 
for the last eleven years shows that the contention of the tru 
that the disastrous conditions now prevailing in the tobacco ma! 


| ket are due to overproduction, are entirely without foundati 
and at such an infinite cost of time and labor by the hardy sons | 


I have before me a statement of the amount and value of 
tobacco shipped since the year 1892 to every country in the wor'' 
These cold figures certainly and absolutely refute this fav: 
sophistry of monopoly that a fair price can not be obtained | 
cause there is an overproduction of this article. 


«Foreign unmanufactured tobacco subject to excise duty of 15 francs | 
100 kilograms. 


b1 kilogram equals 2.2046 pounds avoirdupois. 
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Table showing amount of unmanufactured leaf tobacco exported from June 30, 1392, to 1902. 
Countries. | 1892. | 1893. 1894. | 1895. 1896. 1897. | 1898. 1899. 1900 1901 1902 
— ] | | 
| Pounds Pounds | P ‘ounds. Pounds. | Pounds. Pounds. | Pounds. | P ds 
A ig DROIT <6 2c de eelindas | cased euskal Si snauaieetaaine } | E See Caawddatawnks 478,410 $8,000 
7 s,and Madeira Islands. - : ; 3,000 8, 14, 735 2, 962 | 4, 020 a > 620 
a en ee 11,975, 133 | 17,327,262 | 24,602,773 | 23,! 505, 518 25,892,119 | 15, 062,753 16, 478, 225 
tle. sista sts eee 5, 103,052 | 207,617 | ‘242/305 | 2,805 | 242,816 172° 563 
Trandé «.xsseiecabsasiaassadsees 39, 6¢ #2, 650 | 89,399, 405 | 88,253,334 | 34,943,161 | 38, 3 | 23,762,881 | 22,016, 208 3, 656, 31, 822, 220 
G in 3, 52,977,915 | 46,649,172 | 51,311,070 | 53, 693, 13 64, 304,001 | 53,787,518 | 44,216, 962 45, 735, 44 
637,866 | 1,092,596 | 1,586,140 | 429.6 _ 987, = 1,713, 727 | 407,310 160, 425 
it 27,478,115 24,484, 406 | 24,542, 652 23, 432,941 | 27,397,587 29, 948, 766 
’ GOR, O00 .ctaieadied ceedatixdted 0x8 6nd a ce eee Bar 5, } = | 10,025 7TH 
| 15, 335,069 | 17,765,213 | 19,148,254 | 26 18, 282,505 | 21,170,683 17, 724, 812 
| | 1,334, 080 5, 091 274, 271 | 82,155 | 1,258, 996 81,853 
nm ' wy ee 6, 800 >) g 720 
} 2 OR DUR WSS ocecccecdseleoeses csccsclecusco cucccalcascone ceccelocce evs 4, — . 
wcities dilate sitealieaeution , 611, 810 . 262, | 21,274,162 ( 05 | 6,897,068 13,772,478 | 18,056,915 | 14,542,342 
S and Norway nb tae 317, 668 393, 632 | 351, 493 | 923, 522 , UD | 7, 837 726, 354 2, 272, 022 1,241,331 1, 136, 703 
IRIN 0k cs ouanttbnasian oan ta ateiie tle | | 3,371 
| yy in TONING 65 ncediedce Ss aiid deleted Od duel 9, 659 
| 1 KingG@OGt. . pi nacewsesss | 53,830,373 | 66, 421,354 | 71,985,879 | 89, 79, 063,780 | 89,664,950 | 88,366,290 | 85,395,282 121,793,251 | 93,011,808 8, 727, 979 
Be la <osote hd ittekohceukdchcaratbes test aac iiteline iat ae oa | PE ree ec, Saston Nis, tees thy sn 13,573 0) 1,915 
LONGUPRB SG Jiccccsscense} 18, 625 42,775 15, 585 17, 965 34, 220 | 71, 004 68,641 | 95, 990 | 105, 959 116, 942 
| nion of Canada: | | 
Yova Scotia, New Bruns- | 
ke, B00 « ccvacecetehnciel 512,785 389, 422 447, 788 506, 884 | 392,931 | 345, 910 246, 746 363, 226 195, 796 | 1, SE 153, 155 
Quebec, Ontario, Mani- | | | 
 todB, C1025. -- - 0525 0005- | 6,344,151 | 10,174,812 | 11,625,300 | 11,320,954 | 10,074,651 | 14,504,792 | 6,501,652 | 9,¢ 10,087,068 | 11, 412,236 
tish Columbia .........- | 29, 172 34, 286 33, 287 22, 069 40,165 | 67,775 85, 041 | 57, 3% 2, | 19,178 60,174 
ndland and Labrador. 829, 212 206, 887 388) 331 | 142,814 342, 686 | 216, 402 336, 206 | 111 99 | 273, 395 | 224, O67 | 6, 6389 
Central American States: } | 
( 25,118 51,090 56, 150 135, 200 | 145, 880 | 82, 920 131, 625 | 90, 620 138, 059 | 102,180 | 88, 452 
( 35,939 21, 200 500 500 13, 642 | 325 IE Be octet ta cna cebas | 3,273 | 1, 300 
H 4, 865 4,100 8,375 | 7,915 27, 269 | 14, 660 4,035 | 3,915 3, SUG | 14, 566 2, 281 
16, 969 32,719 38,477 35,678 | 9, 452 | 6, 610 4,815 | 26, 000 17, 499 59, 698 14, 507 
2, 750 BGO bs ecassenanenn of ee OE vk cicts ts ete allies Raiccikon oe eis 1, 225 
M 735) 919 845,925 | 1,334,152 1,968,685 | 2,195,111 | 1,458,871 | 1,814,085 | 1,827,430 | 2,686,758 | 1,890,083 >, 677, 510 
M 16, 720 3,900 400 | 1,000 | 1, 600 | 1,520 | 2,400 | 1, 600 | 2, 439 | 1, SU 1,700 
We | | | | 
B 968,313 | 1,399,015 | 1,278,868 1,303,910 |} 1,433,547 | 1,310,541 | 1,424,907 | 1, | 1,283,051 | 1,115, 422 1, 182, 660 
( DAG Excctadaadien at ae Ma, ia ee ss Se Bo ae | 17,339 498 | 7,500 
] 103, 888 123, 824 | 150, 239 } | 122, 749 | 118, 915 188, 422 } 123,819 | 147,271 
I 49, 434 48, 592 54,508 | é 179, 010 | 53, 292 | 78, 804 | 128,291 | O22 | 
653, 714 706, 310 447, 685 47 6,229 528, 460 | 487,917 452,500 | } 494, 495 | 430, 806 | 
897,519 969,089 | 1,005,507 | 946, 509 | 797, 212 | 749,991 | 1,089, 307 2 922,909 | 879, O76 
| 


( Emp ire 


115, 720 120, 3885 
1,360 19, 390 | 10, 980 | 110, 800 
95 | 4,500 Geis: “Re sweccsaccs 82,343 | 
ee a dghinhsnedd cue detthad | a hddas said dlcmndibnemen de mnicns in alent | 1, 656 12,448 
' | 11, 087 1 237,041 | 861, 677 
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46, 545 
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697 , 277 485, 468 621, 139 
125, 830 118,171 146, 893 
367 


er 74) 

[Mae 1,017, 995 | 1,046, 635 | 1,216,053 938,839 | 1, 749,5 1, 504, 393 

( 7 s.r ae | 173, 081 511, 261 | 662, 448 577, 290 276, 022 
F “Cy renee eens 5 64/927 | 316315 | 50,882 | 1587176 785,078 
( in Africa... | ang ra Ne a Sie a aE ae a eae : 
Fl”. eee ae 5, 235 
guese Africa 34, 960 

A SI er a 31,174 





ey - Africa--Egypt-.--- S, Seares a 810 | see ee, 


y Africa 
1e - British 


2 10,716, 150 
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Table showing value of unmanufactured leaf tobacco exported from June 
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tria-Hungary 
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issia on Black Sea 
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ae $330, 
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ie $350 | 1,173 | 
1,170,599 | 1,685,144 





10, 565 | 20, 767 11, 699 


| $1, 400 | : $40, 324 $9, 800 
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1, 724, 682 


4. 465,886 | 3,767,617 | 3,862,971 | 3,968,284 4, 574, 72! 4,140,900 | 
46, 666 71, 164 118, 899 93, 903 59, C44 113, 470 | 
2,238,971 | 2,067,877 | 2,283,908 | 2,874,473 | 2,632,730 | 2,620, 8582 

ee een ae onl ae ei | 7,255 2,852 | 
1,063, 294 | 1,028,215 | 1,081,203 | 1,107,534 1,506, 151 1,047,117 
225, 043 118, 346 | 500 21, 394 5, 804 5, 660 
net SPOR Mel eg of ee. re ob an 6 
"998, 800 | 7, 634, 074 | “988,140 |” 738.730 |" "298997 
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1894. 





| 18965. 
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Seed ase sale mnie 


$510 


73, 802 


1,003, 629 
4, 832 
15, 116 


17,588 
55 

964 
3,745 
628 | 
156, 778 
113 


118, 156 | 
4,938 
4,732 

87, 996 


oi, 
105, 542 | 


, 106 
116,058 
470 


14,235 | 
48 | 


128, 422 | 


120,051 | 


' 
54, 279 
9, 255 | 


6,411 | 


10,975 
4,768 | 
19, 966 





214, 244 | 


213,818 268, 079 


2,246 | 115 | 
88,675 | 
BROS 


84,210 


130 | 
93, 197 
55, 225 
83,340 


I 


brit 


apary isi 
rench . i 
rerman Afr 


7M iIppi coccee -o- 
s 100,988 | 
47,115 | 
61, 605 


114, 233 
59, 795 
80,914 | 


I 
( 
J 
I 


a Egypt-..... 


[rica... oceweccess |-co--s 
eg i 


l 22, 292, 704 


da weweeewee~ 


‘ota 20, 308, 245 22,939,356 | 25,622,776 


24,405,245 | 24,513,567 21,924,837 25,170,771 , 29,163,086 27.475, 466 


m the foregoing tables it will be readily seen that in the last | 


years there have been exported annually on an average | 


33.109 pounds of tobacco. In 1902 we exported 291,921,711 
; of tobacco, or only 9,838,602 more than the average for 


ars 


mallest export in these eleven years—1892—240.716,150 
poun brought an average of 8.4 cents per pound. 

to export in ever-increasing quantities to these countries for eight 
successive years. and in 1900 we exported 334,604,210 pounds of 
tobacco, an increase of nearly 100,000,000 over 1892, and yet this 
enormous increase could not keep pace with the ever-increasing 
demand, and in 1900 this unprecedented shipment brought an 
of 8.7 cents per pound, an increase of three-tenths of a 
cent over the first price mentioned eight years prior. 


average 
\ careful] study of the British markets is still more interesting 
and instructive. In 1892 we shipped to Great Britain 53,293.350 
l The demand in this market continued to 
and in 1900 we shipped to Great Britain alone 121,793,257 
or topvacco. 


tobacco averaged 9.7 cents per pound; in 1900, 8.9 
mind 

( ’ e an increase in production of 226 per cent. and a 
corresponding decline in price of only eight-tenths of a cent per 
Ou. 

Nor is there now, in the good year of 1904, any such overpro- 
duction as would warrant, even in part, this destruction of prices, 
formerly commanded by this dark tobacco. 

Mr. E. A. Jonas, a gentleman theoretically and personally 
thoroughly familiar with conditions in Europe and America, in a 
recent editorial in the Henderson (Ky.) Journal, sums up the 
situation as follows: 


as oF tovacco. 


ce! per | 


t 
} » } 


THE TOBACCO SITUATION. 


It seems to be the general opinion among tobacco merchants and brokers 
in Great Britain that the present stagnant and depressed condition of their 
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Table showing value of unmanufactured leaf tobacco exported from June 30, 1892, to 1902—Continued. 
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$i, 448 10, 247 


50, 488 
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8, 461 
26, 802 


18, 885 
2,043 
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902 533 
1? 399 
15, 318 


84, 969 


970, 302 
14, 538 
14, 369 
16, 202 

352 

1, 482 
4,571 
"185, 267 
218 


105, 788 


1,478, 318 
9. 965 
18, 154 


11,953 
44 
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751 
3S | Wietnninnie aaa 
109, 152 182, 938 
179 337 


115, 584 
100 
9, 750 
17,22 
83, 430 t 
85, 988 81,855 
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23, 394 


555 
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7,904 

87,193 
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131, 392 
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14, 661 
12, 148 
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116, 722 
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7,561 

15, 646 
44, 637 


35, 210 
8,315 


47,917 


42, 642 
11, 358 


9,218 
6,179 

sO4 
14, 485 
29,711 
44.473 
2,385 


11,410 
5, 555 
12, 285 
15, wz 
24, 589 
2,229 
1, 780 
228, 240 


20,621 
17, 973 
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15, 174 
15, 053 
18, i16 


‘ 


592 | 
236,213 | 253,807 | 832, 369 | 
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82, 296 148, 985 
45, 940 61, 066 
13,171 88, 530 


55 | 
143, 022 
84,3164 


75, 677 


275 
241,501 | 
62,979 
56, 734 
432 
875 


30. 923 

40, 621 
Sn | 
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market is due, primarily, to two causes, so far-reaching in their scope a 
ffectually dwarf all other considerations bearing on prices. Opinicns 
vs to which of the two is more directly responsible; Cat there is littic 
lispute as to this, that the congestion of stocks and the dread of th: 
tions, actual or potential, of the Imperial Tobacco Company are the pr 
causes of the depression. This being admitted, let us, as successfully : 
be, place before our readers a summary of the position from the stat 
point of view pure and simple; a summary, that is, and a compariso! 
conditions as they have existed in former years, taking only the figu 
reported by the British Board of Trade and liberally estimating the oj 
tions now in course of completion at various points in the western-strip « 
trict. 
For the ports of Belfast, Bristol, and Leith no official statements are ava 

able, either as to stocks or consumption, but it is fair tou assume that t 


| relative position has not varied to any marked extent during the past 


11 


years, and that they would not materially affect the totals. Bristul’s 
and consumption have probably increased on account of the presence in thi! 
city of the large factories of Wills and of other firms in the Imperial ( 
any,and conversely it seems likely that the port of Leith is on ‘he w 
eo the center of activity of Thomas Gallaher, may be left to take ca 
of itseit. 

It appears, then, that on the Ist of February, 1904, the total stock of west 
ern strips in the ports of Liverpool, London, and Glasgow was 60,455 bo 
heads,and that on the corresponding date a year ago the stock stood 


| 76,420 hogsheads, showing a decline in twelve months of 16,06 ho 


| heads, in 1902, te 31,409, in 1908, a growt 


During the same period the consumption has increased from 27.755 | 

of 3,754 hogsheads, or apward of 90 
a month. Estimating as conservatively as may be the consumption of the 
ports not eee we have an indicated yearly consumption of western 
strips of fully 36.000 hogsheads and probably more It is only fair to note 
that the prevailing low prices have to some extentcontributed to swell the 
consumption, but on the other hand it must be remembered that it bas been 
increasing steadily for many years, and. moreover. that the keen competi- 
tion existing in the British markets compels the manufacturers to eschew 
inferior substitutes and rely all but exclusively on the western staple. 

The notable shrinkage in stocks is, of course, largely due to the concerted 
efforts of stemmers last season, but this year. when no such concert exists, 
there will bea further reduction, in spite of the fact that the crop to be mar- 
keted is larger. The late delivery is partly responsible for this, but not alto- 
gether, the apathy of stemmers being, in our opinion, far more active as & 
restraining influence. 

By way of indicating the outlook for both handlers and growers of to 
bacco in this vicinity we have collated the following table of the probable 
make of stri We do not claim authority for it, and advance it only “5 
tentative and as, at all events, conservative. 
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Patad -. nicuibends cnaedhtededdstabtvecctsisteelsdspesebtadaselindeeks 26, 000 
w, if you please, five thousand more tocover any places omitted and 


rease in the output at the points named. Admitting, then, a possibte 
rt of 20,000 hogsheads of Western strips and taking into account an in- 
.d consumption of not less than 200 hogsheads a month for the ensuing 
t will be seen that British stocks will fall off from eight te ten thousand 
sheads by February 1, 1905, 
We submit there is nothing in the statistical position of the market, taken 
lf, to justify or even to e xplain the re luctance of the buyer in Great 
\ We can understand that the buyer in these markets should be wary 
listrustful of the future; his recent experience has been bitter enot agh 
ise any amount of hesitation. But the British buyer is in other case 
had thing *s his own way, and he hasa stock of unusual variety ar id 
ty to select from, at prices, taking quality into consideration, that we 
t remember a precedent for. 
w there is talk, and more than talk, of a curtailment of the crop. 
r wheat is an attractive, a persuasive, advocate. May not the future 
me surprise in store? 






verproduction alone will never account for a decline in price. 
The world’s power to absorb and consume has far outstripped 
ipply in this and all other products of the soil. 
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Were it not | 


for this great and cheering truth, the steam thrasher, the cotton | 


and the self-binder would have been not the prime factors 
the farmers’ and planters’ increased wealth and power, but 
rtain and ominous harbingers of ruined prices and deso- 
lated fields. 
iis ever-increasing demand of a wealthy, happier, and more 
civilized people for all the necessaries of life and their willing- 
ness to pay therefor a constantly increasing price, the demand 
and the price far outstripping the corresponding increase in pro- 
duction, is illustrated in almost every product of field and farm. 
In 1896 there were grown in the United States 252,234,540 


252,23 


t _e 


| but it is a fact, 


bushels of potatoes, and they were sold at an average of 28.6 cents | 


ner bushel. In 1902 we increased this production over 30,000,000 
bushels, and yet we see 284,632,787 bushels sell at an average of 


17.1 cents per bushel, 

In 1895 there were grown in the United States 467,102,947 bush- 
els of wheat, and it brought in the markets of the world an aver- 
age of 50.9 cents per bushel. In 1902 the production of whea 
l in reased nearly 200,000,000 of bushels, reaching 670,063,208 
bushels, and yet the increase in price outstripped the surprising 
increase of production, and it sold at 63 cents per bushel. 

Corn tells the same story. In 1894, 1,212,770,052 bushels of 
nn brought on the average 19.4 cents per bushel. In 1902 the 
production of corn had more than doubled, and in the face of all 
fine theories of monopolies and trusts, 2,523,648,312 bushels of 
corn sold for more than double the price commanded for less than 
ialf that amount in 1894; this colossal product of American soil 

1 American energy sold for 40.3 cents per bushel. 

There is another infallible test for the real cause of a decline in 
price. Whenever this result is brought about by 
and overproduction alone the effect is the same upon the raw mate- 
rial andthe finished product. Whenever thiscountry grows more 

rm than it can export or consume, the price of corn must of 
course decline, but with the fall in the price of corn will come a 
corresponding cheapening of hominy and meal. When there is 

) much wheat grown here for our own and foreign demand, 
when all the hungry mouths are fed and grain is still left in this 
country’s garners, the price 
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ly must topple the price of bran and flour. 
Ne w, the price of tobacco in the natural leaf is cut in half, but 


= price of plug and smoking tobacco, snuff, and cigars declines 
nevera cent. The plain truth is, the same sinister power which 
has a dea »yed the natural leaf in the hands of the tenant and the 
f; 


irmer has, by its untold resources and unrestrained powers, main- 
tined at its original cost to the consumer the finished product in 
all its forms. Overproduction is a blind force moving in a sin- 
gle direction. It never lowers the price of any staple in one form, 
and keeps it absolutely fixed in another. 

The American Tobacco Company, and the American Tobacco 
Company alone, has a direct and pecuniary interest in destroying 
= price of the raw material and maintaining fixed and immov- 
able the cost of the manufactired product. To this one merci- 
less and all-powerful commercial despot these wretched producers 
of tobacco justly attribute all their woes. 

It is heartrending tocontemplate the utter want and absolute des- 
titution to which tobacco tenantsof Kentucky and Tennessee have 
been reduced by this ruthless combine, which to-day is the abso- 


overproduction | 








This is , nor flower of rheto 


*Tis true, 


no idle dream 


Ve 


tis pity, 


And pity ‘tis, tis true. 

I have before me letters from the most substantial and reliable 
| business men in this section, men thoroughly and — nally ac- 
| quainted with this lamentable state of affairs. T) nen at one 

time were foremost among those who controlled the ¢ xport tobacco 
market of the world, the heads of firms who at one time bought 
from one to ten million pounds of t )a year, and who paid a 


fair price for it. 


Here are letters from Messrs. E. M. 1 Flac 


ck and A 


anrv Barrett: 
from Messrs. R. H. Soaper and ry ne B Rankin, the heads of th 
great firms of R. H. Soap randof John H. Bar ett & Co. Tl i 
two firms have been in business 5 the city of Henderson for 


than fifty years, and until the good year 1903 the 
their doors. Now the bats and the owls are 
magnificent warehouses. 

Let us see what they say the labor 


*y never closed 


building in th ir 








king to-day; who 
is cultivating tobacco since it is absolutely in the dominion of 
this merciless trust. I have not the time to read thes rs in 
full, but I will insert their careful observationsin the Recorp. 
Mr. Rankin, who has been purchasing tobacco for thirty years 
estimates that a man can cultivate from 3 to4acres. He gives 
us the price paid last year for this crop, and states the number of 
days’ hard work absolutely necessary to prepare the tobaceo for 
the market, and the price which these various tenants received for 
their part of the tobacco thus grown does not average $50. Mr. 
R. H. Soaper, with a ripe experience of over fifty years, th ice 
cessor of the firm of William Soaper & Co.—these two fir to- 
gether have been pur vhasing tobacco in Henderson and e] here 


for three-quarters of a century—thoroughly a; 
kin in his careful calculations. 

The wage received by a hundred th naene men, according to 
the authentic observation of these g ,is about 19 cents a 
day. Messrs. Henry Barrett and E. M. Tied. both men of thor- 
ough knowledge and extended Sititemes »it a little mor 
taking the highest and most favorable « 

] 90,000 men in K 


— 





7) 
maces 


ss than ntucky 


that there are to-day not I 





Tennessee who have received, under the manipulation of this 
trust, for the pro duct of their toil less than 30 centsaday. Did 
you ever think that is less than the meager oo ance of the peons 
of Mexico? Talk no longer to me of Chin: darkness and of 


Japan emerging from its ignorance! 





I hold in my hand estimates made by Levasseur, the greatest 
authority, perhaps, in the world. and there is not to-day he 
jung rles of India, nor in the pest-haunted, fever-cursed, poverty 
ridden cities of the Orient, in China or Japan, or among the 
of Russia, any class of wretches in the guise of n who ] 





been reduced to the absolute level of want and m 
faces the sons of the men who have incarnadined every field 
battle for my country’s freedom from the River Rai 
Orleans. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

in 1790 a rer received 43 cents a ¢ 
strange that one hundred and twenty years é 

p uid only 43 cents aday. I have not the time to1 


al 
thought it was 
4 man shoul , b 


read all the ig 


1 rlab 
U aay lat 





ures, but the grower of tobacco at this good hour receives less { r 

his toil than has ever been paid to any day laborer in one hundred 
and twenty years of my country’s history. 

What are we asking? I am ashamed to sayit! Only a little 

| relief for the wretch who has toiled through heat and cold and 


of wheat must fall, but with it in- | 


lute and unque stioned master of the tobacco market of the world. | Yerkes, Commissioner of Internal Revenue- 


rain and shine to bring to its fruition a few leaves of tobacco; 
poor, helpless victim of James B. Duke, his minions and his dupes, 
all alike fired by the example of co yckefeller : 
whispers of the devil. 





They ha a 


of the world, until to-day there is not a man rufacture of 

on earth save one to whom he can sell. There is not a foreign 
port which he may enter. Nay, more; there lies in t Queen’s 
warehouses in Great Britain 140,000 hogsheads of tob ». worth 
$3,000,000, and those companies ~ ales, d that, since it is the 








pro} perty of independent I buyers, th will not touchit. Itwilllie 
there for a little while longer, to be rea nup by st charges 
or confiscated by those successful freebooters and bandits. 

This poor man can not sell a leaf of his tobacco anywhere on 
the green ei arth, not in Germany, the Netherlands, Portugal 
France, Spain, Austria, Italy, or South Africa, except it must go 
to one purchaser; and now we ask—what? We ask that he take 
with his own hard hands the stem from a few leaves of tobacco 
that he himself has grown, and with his own hands w Lt m 
into a small twist, and start barefooted down the road to find a 
purchaser for it. 

That is all he asks, and will my country say that he shall not 
doit? And why? Because the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue says it will cost this Government $750,000 a year! Seven 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars to save from serfdom a mil- 
lion of human beings! Ah, we have the cheapest slave market 
to-day in the United States that the world has ever seen. Mr. 


and this country 
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east tn ah aie ieee 


1A 
Sei 


m had an abler one—says that it will cost the revenues 
untry $750.000 per annum to allow the farmer to twist 
leaf. Her+ is a statement of February 

> Ways and Means Committee: 


, Mr. Chairman, for me to say exactly what am« 
would lose by the enactment of the second section 
c2amination as Icould make by corr a e with the 
t the United States, and by examining all the r 
sand trying to reach an accurats atement as to the 

2 ! ve me thr emai the: Be 
ed from other forms of 

bace But I do not belies y the Gov ernment receives to -day 
10 or $750,000 per year as the res ult of the tax upon twisted 
bacco. You have some of t 


wo, 


yunt of 


nts per 


t and his hard-pressed landlord are still sternly 
ing with the trus.. The ay st 
sul ruin and disaster, still unwilling to sur- 
Princ ely fortunes, old and es- 
imes almost omnipotentin themercantile world, 

ee tered and blown to the winds. The anathema 
State and national, this trust successfully defies. In 


1 4 
it 3 master. 


| have been 
f the law, 


face of it all these loyal, determined, patriotic farmers of | 
.entucky and Tennessee,in the face of pitiless penury, still stand 
heir ruined homes. 

There is one relief and only one—the producer of tobacco must 
find : 
O 
© 
fa 


a market not controlled by the 
pen by the repes al ofthistax. Theonly objection which has been 
can be assigned is this pitiful loss of revenue. In the face of the 
a tsand conditions that confront you, this is no objection at all. 
lake tobacco in the twist 6 cents cheaper, by the removal of 
this onerous tax, and it will find a inarket. 

There are 7,000,000 negroes in the South who prefer the natural 
leaf to tobacco in any other form. 
negroes in the form of a ration by the owners of southern planta- 
tions. Mr. WiLuiaMs of Mississippi the other day told me that 
it was the custom to allow so many pounds of tobacco with every 
ration, somuch meat and so much bacon, and somuch meal and so 
much tobacco. Now, the southern planter and the plantation 
darky alike would prefer a handmade, homemade twist. I 
know that in the sad hours for Kentucky and Tennessee we can 
. look to the sons of the orange and the evergreen for relief. They 

will not fail us in a response characteristic of that brave and 
generous land. 

[t isargued, Mr. Chairman, that if this tax should be taken from 
tobacco in this form that the sale of the twist would, to a certai: 
extent, supersede the demand for tobacco. in other forms, and in 
that way more materially decrease the revenues of the Govern- 
ment. I hope that this is true, and more than true. ‘“’Tis a 
consummation devoutly to be wished.’? Have you ever con- 
sidered the full meaning of thisargument? Itis simply this: 
making something like 30 cents for a day of thirteen hours’ 
Cease 
is done sit in a corner of a cabin, and laboring bravely on, “with 
the aid of wife and children, form these loose leaves 
into a simple twist, and then they will take it to the nearest 
country store and trade it for coffee or sugar or meat, and the 


trust. 


merchant will sell it to the next customer instead of a plug made | 
by James B. Duke & Co., and in that way the Government will | 


lose the chance to take from this 
of 6 cents. 

Is there a man upon either side of this Chamber who will tell 
me in honesty and candor that he is the friend of the toiler, that 
he believes in the restriction of the worst trust ever formed, and 
then. have the temerity to claim that this Government should 
continue this old cruel war tax, eating as it does the bread from 
the mouths of this overburdened and starving tenantry of the 
South? 

Mr. Chairman, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue makes a 
report, and at my request he takes this increased demand for the 
twist under consideration, and even then says that if the tax 
should be taken from twisted tobac 
left, my estimate of $2,000.000 is absolutely too liberal; that the 
revenues would not be lowered even to this extent, and it is only 
a question of taxation. ryan re is his report in full on the subject: 
ing tion of re ‘Hue as ide for the present, and I say it is 
only a guess- ‘and It! ink Mr.Str ANLI howedagreatspirit of fairness before 
the comm itte 6 in the statement that he read, when he stated that the maxi- 
mum loss = the Gove rnment couid not be over $2,000,000. I think he was 
very ¢ ative in. his statement. But I de ubt if it would reach that a 
not think ‘the diff re price would be so great as to lead every man t 
buy the hand-twisted art cle—the tolnash twisted by the farmer—as I do net 
think they could make it look as neat and as attractive as the manufactured 

If Congress refuses this relief, what is to be done with this to- 
bacco? It is not an article of home consumption. They can not 
make it intoc ~e hing. It will not suffice as food. It must be sold, 
and it can be sold but for one purpose only. 

There is only one purchaser here, and that purchaser refuses 
to pay one-half of what is necessary to produce it. 


* o’er-labour’d wight’”’ the sum 


Rut les 
But leavi the qu 


ice of 


| 
even 


scords to | 


| shall apply to mac hine twist, but simply to hand twist—fin 


| apply to tobacco prepared by machinery at all: 


| allow the se growers to employ thei r hands, which would oth; 
se twists here to-day. Mr. 


tand in the midst | else but the pure leaf tobacco. 


| buy it. 
That market you can | 


| the force of the wind will crush it into powder. 
| the 
| better with age: 


That tobacco is given to those 


| product. 


Men | 


of the plant | 


‘o entirely, not a vestige of it | 


We must find | 


another purchaser. We propose to stand by our homes; we pro. 
pose to stand by our cabins; we propese to stay in that land that 


we so devoutly love, and, with the just aid of Congress, to h: attle 


| with this mighty combination that has destroyed the most princely 
| fortunes in the United States. . 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman remem) ers, of 
course, that we are not asking that this privilege of the g grower 


twist, you might say. We do not ask that this privileg 


we eat « si mpl = 
wise be idle, in preparing this tobacco 

A MemsBer. Without licorice. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; without licorice or anything 


Mr. STANLEY. All that these farmers ask, as I have said. js 
with their own hands to take the leaf tobacco and pull out 


| large stem from the center and then to take a half dozen of th 


leaves and with their own hands, without anything else, mal 
into this twist, and then take it and sell it to anybody who w 
Thatisall. At present,as I have said, they are restricted 
to a single purchaser; there is absolutely no competition. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Why is it necessary for them to ha 
the privilege of putting this tobacco into the twist? 

Mr. STANLEY. Iam glad that my colleague has asked 
question. Takea leaf of tobacco, and it is subject absolute 
the elements. In a damp day it is limp asa rag; on a dr 
Taken at 
ge and made by hand into a twist this tobacco gi 
it can be handled in small quantities, and i 
destroyed by such handling as is necessary to market it. 

All that the farmer asks is the privilege of putting his prod 
into a marketable shape. What would you think if this Gov 
ment would say that after you had cut down your cor 
you could not take the corn from the stalk in order to dispo 
it without paying a tax of 6 centsa bushel? What would 


rizht sta 


| think of a law which required that you must sell the wheat, 


the straw and chaff along with it? All that we ask is the 1 
to put our own product with our own hands in such a shape ; 
market it. 

If this legislation be granted, we shall find a purchaser for 
Clark & Son, of Nashville. are among the largest 
bacco dealers in the country. I have a letter from them 
morning which says: ‘* Repeal that 6-cent tax on leaf tobacc 
not the twist—just make the leaf free and in a short time we sh 
be able to sell 10,000: hogsheads of your tobacco.” And it v 
remembered that the repeal of the restrictions on the leaf wil! 
affect the revenues one cent. 


This measure will help us to combat the trusts. The operati 


: a : | of the trusts has destroyed competition and has material); 
ess toil, in the cultivation of tobacco, will after this long day 


fected: the value of the product. It is impossible for us to get t 
day tobacco that is not filled with all kinds of foul and un\ 
some ingredients. This is the natural effect of no competit 
People must buy the products controlied by the trusts or noi 
at all. 

Let me say that to-day there is but one spot on earth wher 
tobacco interest is flourishing at all, and that is the State o 

istinguished friend who pays me the honor of listening t 
now, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hu..], and the r 
is they have not captured the cigar business yet. Ima little v 
the united cigar store will do the work, and then the now pr 
perous growers of Suma xtra leaf must join the ‘* innumerable 
van. the ruined victims of this , giz int trust—only a little w 
and the head of the small Connecticut farmer shall fall from 
block. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman kind ms 
what additional value will be given to the tobacco by perm 
the grower to st« em it? 

Mr. STANLEY. It can not be marketed unless it is stemm 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. England buys it stemmed. 

Mr. STANLEY. Allow me to add, sir, that there is no reas¢ 
given why this tobacco should not be sold by the grower of 
except that to remove this tax may cut down the internal r 
nue. But, sir, I can not believe that a million or two milli 
dollars of internal revenue will be taken into consideration 
comparison with the justice of relieving from absolnie starvati 
upon a wage of less than 20 cents a day, more than a bundr 
thousand men. I have the facts befoxe me to support what [say 

The negroes of the South prefer - this twisted tobacco to toba 
in any other form. If we could stem and twist our own toba 
we could effectually defy the trusts. We could go into Alaba 
Mississippi, Georgia, Texas, Louisiana, Arkansas. and with ti 
twist tobacco prepared by ourselves could outsell any other form 
of tobacco in the world. because this is the best and purest for 
in which tobacco was ever made. 4 

And who would be hurt by this change of the law? Without 
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ing harm anywhere, this measure will be a measure of salva- 
: to my people. I can not believe that in the face of these 
ts and these figures we are going to continue to refuse this 
‘h-needed relief. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The white laborers on the farm 
ew this old long green, do they not? 


fr. STANLEY. Yes; and everbody else who can get it. 
cad men come through my town—— 
[vr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
ple at all. 
Mr. STANLEY. Not atall. 
n, and somebody gives them a twist of this tobacco, which is 
wainst the law, and they will not chew any other. I went into 
the banking office of the Ohio Valley Banking and Trust Com- 
nany the other day, owned by some of the wealthiest citizens in 


Why, 
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tenement, where babies dwell like blind fish in caves, and op! 
thalmia eats out their eyes—it is th re that the harm is found 
Into the great city of Chicago, that seething maelstrom of wreck 
and ruin for the poor and the homeless, the population of all the 
Middle West is irresistibly drawn. <A short time ago a commit 
| tee of Chicago’s most conservative citizens made an investigation 


It is not confined to the colored | 


Railroad men come through my | 


estern Kentucky, and on their counter they had a box of this | 


tural leaf tobacco cut up ready for the pipe. 

It is the finest smoking tobaccointhe world. The best evidence 
of it is this: Ninety per cent of all the tobacco that England ge ts 
comes right from Tennessee and Kentucky, and England gets 72 

nts a pound duty from it, three or four thousand per cent more 

in the value of the tobacco. Can you import poor silks or 
len goods and pay three or four thousand per cent of their 
value in importation duties? Certainlynot. When you pay such 
port duties as that, you are bound to buy the very best article 
ican get; and when England pays 72 cents a pound duty on 
tobacco she is going to buy the best tobacco she can find, and 
‘king tobacco is principally in that form in Great Britain— 
petobacco,”’ asthey call itinthe trade. Thistobacco,if freed 
from this terrible impost duty, will in afew years become the 
pipe tobacco of the South, and who will be hurt? 
As it is, all the profit in this business goes to a few monopolies. 
repeal of this tax will, as you see, distribute some of this 
tit among the people. 
, The distribution of wealth to-day is a more serious question 
han the creation of wealth. This country will create wealth. 
i 3 energy, its courage, its tireless ambition. the fire and the force 
in the American laborer that will make him, if need be, turn day 
into night, make it as impossible to stop the creation of wealth as 
it would be to stop a pot from boiling with a hot fire under it. 
The thing is to distribute the wealth. 
Another thing that I want to ask the American Congress is this: 
What is going to become of 120,000 men who last year received 
from 19 to 80 cents a day in a land which you say is prosperous? 
This business is destroyed. These men will be thrown entirely 


il 


p+ 


out of employment. They must leave their homes, They must 
become outlaws or they must become homeless tramps and vaga- 
bonds on the face of theearth. There is no work for them on the 
farm. If they do not cultivate tobacco, there will be five times 


as many men upon these farms as are necessary to cultivate them 
in wheat or corn or oats or hay. 

Did you ever think that we are surrounded by a current moy- 
ing on like time, all unconsciously to us as long as we are em- 
ployed, as long as we have some fixed businessto holdus? Butthe 
minute you are out of employment, the minute money is gone and 

nds departed, and you start down the road, there is a blind 

rce that will carry you in a certain direction, and that force is 
carrying the population of the United States with tragic and ter- 
rible power toward the great cities. These men thus rendered 
homeless will be caught in the drift. Into the great teeming 
havens of the homeless, into the dives, into the cities they and 
those they love must go unless there is some relief. 

The richest farming section—outside perhaps of Kentucky and 
Te nnesseee—in the world is Iowa, Indiana, illinois, and Ohio. 
That country is fertile of field, seamed by railroads, with rural 
free deliveries, schools, and churches everywhere; and yet one- 
half of the towns and villages in those great States are to-day ab- 

lutely shrinking in population. The President of the United 
States wisely and well uses this language in his message: 

It is unhealthy and undesirable for the cities to 
country; and rural free delivery is not only a good thing in itself, but good 


because itisone of the causes which check this unwholesome tendency 
urban concentration of our population. 
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There are to-day in the United States 161 cities which have a 
population of nearly one-half of the entire total population of the 
t nited States. Sixty- nine out of these 161 cities in the last twenty 
years have increased in population from 100 to 5,000 per cent. 
One-third of the entire population of this country to-day is con- 
fined to seven States, and in these seven States 70 per cent of the 
peopie live in cities. The increase of urban population has been 
greater than the entire increase of population for the whole United 
States. Ah, the harm of the city is not the cityitself. The harm 
of the city is the slum. A man of wealth can live as well and as 
healthily and as happily in a large city as he can in the country. 
It is in the alleys 


of the tenement « on msinthatcity. I read from that report. 
as made by Mr. Robert Hunter: 
Within the , 





















last few years ther een Mar tria 
cial, and agrari an revolutions. igh w h p 
tributed upon the earth; country str have b ( 
factories have given way to large 3 intry and s irba 
succumbed to the department and mail er res; the mi 
thronged into the cities which were not prepared for their , 

Here is their report of the conditions « — in those sect 
of a great city from which I would save a p but still h 
and healthy people. 

Speaking of the effects of overcrowding, Mr. Hunter says 

Keeping children up and out of doors until midnight in warm w : 
because rooms are alm. st une! dure abl I le } i 
street difficult, filling the air v nwh a i f 3 
of every kind; producing a : ate of n I x wit ’ 
separateness of home life; leading t a pr Lous 1 l ag i 
sexes in a single room, thus tenniing down the ba u 
ducing to the corruption of the young, and occas rev , 

And again: 

High death rates; pitiful increase in infant mortality; t 
among little children; scrofula and congenital dise 3; ophthal 
dark, ub veneine®, overcrowded rooms; sheer exhaustion : 
work; en ouragement of infectious diseases, reducing pl! Lsta 
thus producing consumption and diseases arising from general debility 
some ‘of the evils of overcrowding. 

And yet, in the face of this report, which, in its cold, calm re- 
cital of the horrors of the slums of Chicago, freezes the heart, we 
are face to face with this lamentable fact: 

The density of population peracre in the Polish quarter in Chicago is thr 
times that of the most crowded portion of Tokyo, Calcutta, and many ot 


| Asiatic 


| universal disorder, you shall see the battle to tl 
labor and capital, 


Pot at the expense of the 
t 


,into the darkened rooms, into the overcrowded | 


cities. On the other hand, Chicago’s densest quarters are not as 


thickly populated as those of New York 

It is no wonder then that to-day in Chicago, in the West. and 
in New York, in the East, anarchy sits in an u a me SOMME | ain 
and whets her knife and lights her torch. There within 
cities growls the coming contest when, through the red heed of 
1e death betwee 
each at the other’s throat. [Applaus on the 
Democratic side.} The salvation of this country depends 
the humble tiller of the soil, who loves his little home, 
children are reared beneath a parent’s love, among surrot 
as pure as God’s sunshine and His dew. 

I tell you that the man behind the plow in peace is the he 
hind the gun in war. [Applause.] Youcan not afford to dr 
100.000 men into the sinks and alleys of the cities; youcan not af- 
ford to take the farmer’s daughter, ‘‘ Sweet floweret of the rural 
shade,’’ and see her ‘‘ By love's simplicity betrayed, and guileless 
trust, until she, all soiled, is laid low in the dust You can not 
afford to take the farmer’s stalwart son from the cottage or t! 
cabin. This home-loving, God-fearing, patriotic youth shall not, 
all ruined and desperate, be hurled into the city *s slums to choose 
between the dive and the cell. It isfor the humble homes that I 
appeal. I appeal not only for the tobacco growers of my country, 


uj 
whose 
indings 


ro be- 


lve 


A 


1 
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in the name of a broader humanity I speak, im the name of the 
welfare of the race, the ruin and expatriation of a hundred thou- 
sand farmers is but one of a vast number of similar causes that 


is driving us headlong toward the shoals of hy and ruiz 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side. 


I yield thirty 1 


anart 














Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. ninutes to the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. Martin]. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, my remarks will be addressed 
to a resolution that I will ask the Clerk to read. The resolution 
has been reported favorably by th e Committee on Int ate and 
Foreign Commerce, and I expect it will be up for a vote and final 
passage ve ry soon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Seers are es nna »and Lab or be », and he is] si 
requested to investigate the ci ises O [ ig low prices « beef ’ 
United States since July 1. and the unusually large margins 
the prices « if beef cattle and the selliz Ig prices of f1 »sh be a 
said conditions have resulted in whole or in part 1a ( ra 
nation, in the form of trust or otherwise, or cons ! 
merce among the ral States and Territori g 
also whether the ices have been controlle 1 
corporation, joint company, or corporate 
merce among the several States or with foreign nat 
gate the organization, capitali it it 
the business of such c rporati mpa i 
and to make early report of bi gs oI 4 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, the purpose the resolution, 
as is disclosed by the reading, is to direct the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor to invé tigate the causes of the wide disparity 
between the prices of live beef cattle and dressed be that have 

Pp 
been prevailing now for some months; and if it shall be nd 


upon such investigation that these causes, in whole or in part, are 
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controlled or directed by any combination or conspiracy in re- 
straint of commerce, to give authority to the Department to 
thereupon investigate thoroughly such corporation or combina- 
tion, if any, engaged in such business, both as to their capitaliza- 
tion, their profits, and their method of doing business, and to 
report thereon according to law. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will allow 
ne—— 

Mr. MARTIN. If it is a brief question. 

Mr. THAYER. Iam fully in sympathy with the purpose, and 
I want to ask the gentleman this: Is it not the duty already of 
the Secretary to attend to it without any direction of this House? 

Mr. MARTIN. The law upon the subject is embodied in the 
act of February, 1903, creating the Department, and it provides 
that either House of Congress may at its pleasure request or di- 
rect special investigations by the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor upon important subjects. Undoubtedly the Secretary 
could proceed along any line of investigation without special in- 
struction, but the law specifically provides for this kind of instruc- 
tion. It seems to me eminently proper that Congress should put 
behind the Secretary, in ordering an investigation of an important 
matter of this kind, the power and prestige of a direct resolution. 

[ may say on that subject that I make no reflection upon the 
efficient Secretary of Commerce and Labor. Ihave every reason to 
think he is heartily in sympathy with the purpose of this resolu- 
tion. The Department is new and in its organizing stage. It is 
very proper in the interests of the country that Congress, or either 
House of Congress, should anticipate the action and direct the 
attention of the Secretary to such matters as may seem best to 
be investigated. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessce. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MARTIN. If it is a very brief one, as my time is limited. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why has not the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States taken the $500,000 that Congress gave him 
and gone and looked into this matter, and put these people in the 
penitentiary already? 

Mr. MARTIN. The Attorney-General of the United States has 
been the most efficient Attorney-General in the prosecution of our 
antitrust law we have ever had since its passage. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why has he been derelict in his 
duty in carrying out the antitrust law in this matter? 

Mr. MARTIN. The Attorney-General of the United States needs 
no defense at my hands. nor at the hands of any Member upon the 
floor of this House. Heis every inch alawyer, andis most vigorous 
in the prosecution of thesematters. He has revitalized the Sherman 
antitrust law. The speech of Mr. Knox at Pittsburg in 1902, and 
his two communications to the Houses of Congress during the 
Fifty-seventh Congress, when action on antitrust legislation was 
up for consideration, to my mind illuminates this entire subject 
more ably than it has been presented by any living man. He 
presents a most excellent illustration of the great truth, that 
when a citizen of this Republic is called to the service of the peo- 
ple, he brings and Jays unstinted upon the altar of his country 
not only his native ability and character, but also the special 
skill that he may have acquired through a long professional career. 

So in no sense am I reflecting upon the Attorney-General. On 
the other hand, I am seeking, if I can, to give into his hands an 
additional weapon, with which he can prosecute his most impor- 
tant labors. This Department of Commerce and Labor is the 
only Department outside of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
which can make original investigations upon industrial questions. 
and has for that purpose the power to subpcena witnesses and 
force the production of documentary evidence. In that way it 
may be able not only to enlighten this House and the Congress, 
but to inform the Administration and the country generally, and 
place in the hands of the Attorney-General effectual assistance in 
dealing with this important question. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
can. 

Mr. MARTIN. And make your questions as few as possible, 
because I can not yield much time. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will ask the gentleman 
if he has made some preliminary investigation himself and as a 
result of that investigation he believes the price of cattle is so 
low and the price of dressed beef relatively so high as to require 
the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and Labor to lay 
aside other matters upon which he may be now investigating and 
make this the principal subject for investigation? 

Mr. MARTIN. I have investigated the subject and I believe 
the reasons exist, otherwise I would not be addressing the House 
upon the subject. Now, I will ask gentlemen to put no further 


Will the gentleman allow me to 


I will make it as brief as I 
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questions at present. A little later, if I find I have the time for 
that purpose, I will be most happy to yield. 

The conditions concerning the live-beef and the fresh-heef 
The years 1901, 1902, 
and 1903 were, perhaps, taking them all in all, the most prosper- 
ous years in the history of this country. Up until the beginning 
of 1903 the producers of beef cattle of all kinds generally shared 
liberally in the profits which have been enjoyed by every man 
throughout the length and breadth of the land who labors with 
his head or his hands in the production of anything of utility or 
beauty. At the beginning of 1903 there was a sudden drop in 
the price of beef, affecting at first both live beef cattle and dressed 
beef. From July 1, 1903, the period to which attention is es- 
pecially directed by this resolution, the prices of live beef cattle 
continued to decline, but the prices of dressed beef systematically 
advanced, and the greatest disparity between the two existing at 
any time within a period of five years was reached in the mont) 
of August last, and in the month of December last the lowes 
price of beef cattle for more than five years prevailed throughout 
the markets generally. These unusual conditions I believe can 
not be accounted for fully or satisfactorily by natural causes. 

The laboring man is as able to buy his beef to-day as a year ago 
or two years ago. There is as much home demand for beef as 
there ever was. I will say, in passing, the retail price to the con- 
sumer of beef is as high as at any time in two or three years, with 
perhaps a brief period about the time the beef-trust prosecution 
was initiated. Our export demand was the largest in 1903 eyer 
known in our history. Weexported more beef products that 
than ever before. It will be difficult, therefore, to account for 
this decline on natural causes. Every other food product, bread- 
stuffs, wheat, corn, and oats, have all systematically advanced 
right along over this period in sympathy with the general con- 
dition of prosperity in which we are living. Now, the western 
stockmen and stock feeders and stock growers every where—and i 
reaches all over our country—have been very solicitous to ascer 
tain what is the real reason for this unusual condition. I have in- 
vestigated far enough to satisfy myself that it is practically the 
unanimous conclusion of the men engaged in this business that 
the real seat of the difficulty is to be found in the manner in which 
the business is conducted in the large stock yards of the country. 

In the city of Chicago is the largest meat market in the world. 
In Kansas City, St. Joseph, Sioux City, South Omaha, and East 
St. Louis are the remaining chief centers for the beef products of 
the Mississippi and Missouri valleys. <A condition of things has 
come about so that all of the business in all of those markets is prac- 
tically in the hands of seven greatconcerns. A stock grower from 
the West goes into one of those markets, whichever one he chooses, 
and practically comes before the same purchasers to be found if 
he went into any other market. The conclusion of the western 
stockman and farmer and beef producer of this country is that 
competition has practically disappeared from the great beef mar 
kets of the United States, and when he takes his beef cattle for 
sale he will encounter simply a certain definite number of bid- 
ders and perhaps many less bids than there are buyers. 

The western stockman is aman very slow to think that there is 
anything of unfairness in the dealings of other men with him. Ile 
has been slow to come to the conclusion that he has not received 
a fair deal. The western stockman partakes something of that 
generous, wide-expanding spirit of the boundless plains and tab! 
lands over which he moves as the undisputed autocrat of all out- 
doors. He is a good exemplification of the motto ‘* Live and let 
live,’? and yet the western stockman is forced to the conclusion, 
which he announces unhesitatingly, that the great beef markets 
of the country are being manipulated against him, and that com- 
petition is no longer to be found when he takes his cattle to market. 

There was a meeting of the National Live Stock Association in 
Portland, Oreg., last January,and Mr. Springer, president of that 


a | association, in his address, recounting the great decline in the beef- 
Mr. Chairman, may I ask | 


cattle trade, said: 


Iregret to say that the year last ~ has witnessed so many failures among 
honest, hard-working, patient, and uncomplaining stockmen in the United 
States. Without apparent reason prices began to drop, and they have gone 
from bad to worse until we see the cattle kings in the Hereford and Short- 
horn world forced into bankruptcy, their hard-earned fortunes dissipated, and 
their careers blighted. Will some one kindly give us a positive reason for 
this loss of hundreds of millions of live-stock values? It must be conceded 
that the consumption of meat was never so great, or the retail prices never 
so high. It must be admitted that we still have a growing foreign demand, 
rather than a closing of markets against our meat products. It is patent to 
all that American labor is to-day receiving the highest average wages ever 
were in this Union. 

‘inally, it must be conceded that we have a general prosperity throughou 
the Union, and only the Wall street grumblers and the army of sycophantic 
sufferers hanging on the fringe of respectability, who coddle their pee-wee 
brains that they can buck the “ tiger” on the stock market, and lose, as they 
always do—it is only these gamblers who have honestly “bit the dust,” 
financially speaking, during the past year. We can account for all their bad 
breaks and losses. But why the producer of meat, who feeds the world, 
should be singled out for financial a acnaion is altogether another proposi- 
tion. Here is where the great combine called the “packing kings” comes in. 
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We all concede they have made colossal fortunes. We know they have 
‘ .rted the old neighborhood slaughterhouse, with its odorsand nuisances, 
vigantic abattoirs, where the by-productsare all saved and every ounce of 


animal is turned toa profit. We producers have paid for the hundreds | 


( illions now represented by the “ big four,” socalled. Wecommend their 
ess, but we protest against the gigantic —— they have forced on 
ople of the whole country—both producers andconsumers. Werprotest 
ecainst the withdrawal of open competition in each and allof the great mar- 
kets of this country in the agreement made every day between the buyers 
of these houses. 


stablishment of independent packing houses, and members 
‘ 
became large subscribers to a company of ‘this character in the 
hope of restoring competition. I have a letter from Mr. C. F. 
Martin, secretary of this independent company, now being formed, 
which I will publish with my remarks. 

Now, I have here some data I have selected, which I expect to 
insert in the RecorD, being in the main opinions of stockmen as 
Vv 


published in numerous newspapers and scattered through the 
Middle West. They all locate the trouble in the same place. I 
“ill read only enough, in hastily passing, to show the trend of 
public opinion upon this subject. 

The West Texas Stockman of September 1, 1903, quotes Mr. 
A. B. Robertson, one of the leading cattlemen of west Texas, as 
saying: 


Iam firmly convinced that the packing interests of the country are con- 


trolling themarkets strictly in their own interest. I do not believe the pack- 
ers are operating as one big firm, but through a community-of-interest pro- 


( re they are enabled to take advantage of the situation. When cattle 
are plentiful they agree on a low price,and when they fail to show up in large 

ibers a small raise is made in prices to stimulate shipments, and when 
y materialize there invariably follows a sharp decline. 


The fuller statement of this gentleman will be published with 
my remarks. 


rt 


Y 
+} 
vil 


which I will attach, and which I now read in part: 


Er. W. Wellington, a cattle raiser of Ellsworth, Kans., said yesterday at the 
Baltimore Hotel that there is no competition in buying cattle. No buyer 
can be found who will go above the price set byany other buyer. Thecattle 

never lostsight of after they have once been bidden upon, and if they 
shipped to another market they bring much the same price that he was 
red in the first market. He has to take the first price. There is no dif- 


for not having sold at the first offer. 


‘eport, as late as February 6, 1904, in which the reporter says: 

Packers were openly accused of rigging the cattle market yesterday. Sus- 
I n of collusion between the big buying interests was rife. A sharp con- 
traction in receipts met no response in prices, and disgust permeated selling 
( es. “If killers desire to avoid impeachment,” said one cattleman, * they 
must adopt different tactics.” That they are in combination has been pal- 
I both in cattle and hog divisions. With only 8,000 cattle on Wednesday 
f an equal number Thursday, an advance was logical, as 40,000 cattle ar- 
rived on the same days last week. 


idvance on this week’s light run, and, unless the market had been influenced 
an understanding, it would have occurred. Instead of adopting this pol- 
icy they boughta few cattle Wednesday at a slight advance and then “laid 
( causing a break. On Wednesday, by mutual agreement, they refused 
t )anything until late in the day, when they bid ruinously low = ‘es. 
Shippers are not all dummies and some of these days the country will wake 
up and demand satisfaction. 
In an interview in the Washington Times of February 1, 1904, 
“Fr rT: " ae . 3 . 
Mr. Wilson, Secretary of Agriculture, is reported as saying: 
Either the farmer is not getting enough for his beef or the consumer is 
p g too much. 
Fat cattle are not so dear as they were a few years ago, and there are good 
re ns why they should not be. But there are no very good reasons why 
the consumershould pay as much for his beefsteak as he paida few years ago. 


rhe margin between those prices—what the farmer receives and what the | live-stock commission business in one of these large 


When beef wasat its high- 
wo or three years ago, it was clearly apparent that there was a scarcity 
material of which beef is made; the corn crop had been very short, and 
‘ equently beef became very dear. 
he retailers put their prices up. Now their prices are about the same, 
although cattle on the hoof are perhaps $1.50 per hundred less than they were 
at that time, 


retailer pays—is much greater than it should be. 


f 


I have talked with the Secretary of Agriculture upon this sub- | 


ject. I hold in my hand a letter from him dated December 28, 
1903, In which he says: 
Just what influence the packers have on the present low price I can not 


wellsay. I think they have some infiuence. Cattle in the market are much 


cheaper, While meats to the consumer are little, if any, cheaper. 
In another letter from Secretary Wilson, which I shall also 
make a part of my remarks, referring to my resolution, he says: 
I have your letter of the 5th instant, inclosing a copy of your resolution 
calling upon the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to look into the prices of 
beef. It seems to cover the ground completely. 

_As you all know, in the month of May, 1902, the Attorney- 
General initiated proceedings against the so-called ‘‘ beef trust.” 
meven corporations were made defendants in that proceeding, and 
some other parties. In the bill of complaint it is charged that 
these seven corporations control 60 per cent of the meat business 
of the country; that they agree in advance not to bid against each 
other when making purchases of live stock, and by this means 


That convention passed a unanimous resolution encouraging | 
€ 


the association, who came from almost every State in the Union, | 


nee in the markets, and the added cost of freightand yardage isa pen- | 


ere is a clipping sent me from a Chicago paper, from a mar- | 


linary business policy should have prompted them to pay a moderate | 
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compel the owners to sell the same at less prices than they would 
receive if such bidding were competitive; that upon certain days, 
when the market is dull. they run prices up inordinately in order 
to induce large shipments, and when the shipments arrive they 
lower the bids and obtain the stock at sacrifice prices. It is also 
alleged in this proceeding that they agree as to what prices beef 
should be sold at as a dressed product, and follow out that agree- 
ment. The allegations of this bill of complaint are practically 
that theseseven packing houses have a monopoly, controlling one 
of the great food products of the people. 

Now, these defendants demurred to that bill, which we as law- 
yers know is, in legal effect, at least, equivalent to a confession of 
the facts. My own judgment is that if the allegations were not 
true these great concerns would have hastened, in view of the pub- 
lic sentiment on the subject, to have denied the facts and shown 
their falsity, 

That case is now upon appeal before the Supreme Court of the 
United States. It shows what were the conditions at that time. 
I think, as I proceed to develop the facts that I have found, that 
you will be able to agree with me that the conditions at the pres- 
ent time, so far as the rights of the producer and the consumer 
are concerned, are even worse than they were at the time the in- 
junction was placed on the so-called ‘‘ beef trust.’’ The reason 
for that, in my;judgment, is that these great corporations are ad- 
vised that they are not technically violating the injunction by 
the methods they are now following. 

I think there is every indication that shortly after this injunc- 
tion was put on they changed their methods, and instead, from 


| that time on, of agreeing, combining, and conspiring in advance, 


they actually, perhaps without any express understanding, have 


| their representatives meet in the beef marts every day, and when 





| one man makes a bid upon a lot of beef it seems to be t 
Che Kansas City Journal of August 12, 1903, publishes an article | 


| the day’s business. 


good price. He sent the 
additional carloads there within two or three days of the time of 
the selling of the first. They offered him a very insignificant and 


acitly, if 
not expressly, understood that nobody else bids against him. It 
is alleged also by men close in touch with this business that in ad- 
dition to not bidding against one another, asa matter of fact, very 
often at least, at the closeof the day’s business they divide up the 
large purchases between themselves, each sharing in the result of 
Now, it may be that that is or is not a viola- 
tion of the particular injunction order which has been placed 
against these concerns. It is, in my opinion, a flagrant violation 
of the Sherman antitrust law, and if those facts can be shown to 
exist upon this thorough investigation, I think means ean be de- 
vised under the law that we now have to enforce the provisions 
of the law that are now being violated. 

I notice that the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForRAKER] very 
recently introduced a billin the Senate proposing to remove the for- 
feiture clause in the Sherman antitrustlaw. Instead of removing 
it, it should be intensified,if possible. Itmay bethat we will have 
to resort to more severe measures in the enforcement of the la 
than the Attorney-General has yet proceeded upon. [{Applause. | 
There is a most excellent provision in this law now that will au- 
thorize the forfeiture of any property that has been taken or ob- 
tained in violation of this antitrust legislation, to take it and for- 
feit it to the Government as we take and forfeit the property of 


Ww 


| any man or corporation wo illicitly and improperly imports 


goods from another country against the provisions of the law. 





Instead of repealing that provision, unless conditions change and 
right themselves along natural lines, the Administration may find 
it necessary to enforce most vigorously the terms of that most 


excellent provision. 

Going home one year ago I fell in with a man engaged 
markets o 
the Central West. Heisa gentleman with whom I am acquainted. 
He told me of his experience in taking some very fine cattle to 
South Omaha. He took first one carload. They gave him a fine 
price for his carload, and he made it known that he had five or 
six other carloads, and they induced him to send them to the 
market, promising they would give a 


inferior price for the same grade of cattle. He put them back 


ith 

| his cars, shipped them to the Chicago market, seeking better prices. 
When he reached the Chicago Union Stock Yards he found that the 

| history of his efforts in South Omaha had preceded him. His cars 
were numbered and tabulated and he received when he reached 
the Chicago market precisely the same bid to a dollar and a cent 


that he received in South Omaha, and only one bid from any- 
body. His only alternative was to sell the cattle or lose the 
freight, if conditions did not change. He held on during the 
day, and toward night some independent buyers for export trade 
from the State of Indiana came upon the scene and gave hima 
better price for his goods. 

When I commenced this investigation, I wrote him for his fur- 
ther knowledge of the situation. I have a letter from him here 
and I will publish such portion of the letter as I consider proper, 
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that he would fear to disclose the facts with which he has be- 
come familiar in the past nine years. He says without equivoca- 
tion that there is a beef trust and that they now are dividing at 
the close of a day’s business the results of the day’s purchases. 
His letter is dated January 20, 1904: 


The combining of packers has been of long standing. itis hard for your- 
self or a committee to get facts pertaining to their methods. 

The yards are controlled by the packers. Should I or anyone else be in- 
strumental in exposing their methods of dividing up their purchases every 
evening after business hours, you can understand how easy it would be to 
shove said informer to a poor location in their yards and ruin his business 
and in many other ways handicap the firm. 
fellows and on the plank for nine years and say truthfully t 
of them, knowing that they would ruin my business which I have been years 
building up. Now, Mr. MARTIN, you will please excuse me for refraining to 


enlighten you upon anything I might know in relation to the methods of the 
real beef trust. 


afew days ago. He told me that on his way to Washington he 
met a western stockman who had very recently taken an entire 
train load of cattle to the Chicago market. 
bid in all that market for his train load. He accepted the bid 
and sold his cattle, although very unsatisfactorily. His curiosity 
was aroused, and he remained to watch his cattle, and he stated 


. + ’ . . . } . 
that at the close of that day’s business this train load of cattle was | these tables to a date when these concerns were selling the san 


separated into seven parts and divided between seven institutions. 
Mr. Chairman, I shall give the House the benefit of such data 
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without divulging his name. In that letter he definitely states | only important commodity of American industry that for some 


unaccountable reason, without reference to natural causes, has 
gone down seriously during this period, at the rate of about $15 
per steer, considering the cattle business of the entire country. 

Now, taking Table 1, some very interesting comparisons can he 
made. It will be found that, beginning with the Ist of July last, 
there was a systematic decline in the price of live meat until in 
December it touched the lowest point in five years. Beginning 
at the same time there was a rise in the price of dressed beet. 
And I must say in passing that the prices I quote are wholesale 
prices. 

An investigation along the line of retail prices, in my opinion 
and in the opinion of the Secretary of Agriculture as expressed 


| some interviews, will show even a greater disparity. And I will 


He received but one | 


as I have been able to collect pointing toward where the difficulty | 


is probably located in connection with this business, and I shall 


publish with my remarks certain tables that I have prepared. | 


The data from which they are compiled has been furnished to me 
in most of its parts by the Bureau of Statistics of the Department 
of Commerceand Labor. Some of the data has been contributed 
by the Agricultural Department. The first table contains a com- 
parison of the prices of beef steers, good to extra quality, in the 
Chicago market on the Ist dayof each month for 1901, 1902.and 1903. 


A parallel column contiirg the prevailing prices of good to extra | 


fresh beef in the city of Boston upon the same days for these 
three years. Bostonis taken because statistics are more available 
for that market and it being the chief beef export market of the 
United States; but the difference between the prices in Chicago 
and the prices in Boston, of course, is always simply a matter of 
freight, so that the tables are stationary and uniform. 

In other parallel columns upon the same sheet will be found the 
actual difference per hundred pounds between beef steers, good 
to extra, and fresh beef on the same day, and in corresponding 
columns the percentage of difference. 

Table 2 contains the number of beef cattle sold in the Chicago 
stock yards during the same three years, 1901, 1902, and 1903, by 
months, and in another table on the same sheet there is shown 
the gross number of beef cattle sold per year during 1901, 1902, 
and 1903 in the Chicago market and in the other four markets of 
the Western States to which I have referred. 

On examination of this table it will be found that there is no 
overproduction in these articles. The increase in the business in 
1903 was very slight over the business of 1902; the business, in 
fact, was not so great as in 1902, and the increase was very slight 
over 1801. There is no overproduction to account for this condi- 
tion. 

Table 8 contains the number of beef cattle sold in the 
markets in the last six months of each year for the fourteen 
years—1890 to 1903. The object of this table is to show that there 
was no overproduction in beef cattle. 

Our population constantly increases at the rate of about a mil- 
lion and a half per year, and there is not more than a correspond- 
ine increase in the amount of beef cattle sold in the markets. 

Table 4 contains the estimates of the Department of Agricul- 
ture as to the number of cattle of all kinds in the United States 
for the years 1901, 1902, and 1903, the production being practically 
stationary for those three years. 

Table 5 shows in detail the beef exporting business for these 
same three years by months. 

Table 6 is a compilation or summary showing that our export 
market for 1903 was the largest in those three years and, inci- 
dentally. as I have said, the largest in the history of the country. 

Table 7 contains for these same months (taking the Ist day of 
each month) the prices for the past three years of breadstuffs in 
the markets of the United States—wheat, corn, and oats—and I 
may say during those three years, while the retail price of beef 
has remained practically stationary, the price of every other food 
product has advanced uniformly during the same period. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will yield ten minutes more of my time to 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. MarTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN. Taking the fore part of 1901 and comparing it 
with the last six months of 1903, wheat has advanced practically 
8 per cent in value in the markets, corn practically 10 per cent, 
oats 30 per cent. Meat alone—not dressed, but live meat—is the 





| quality of beef. 
One of my constituents living in a neighboring town was here | 


| sold in the Chicago market in the month of August last. and if | 


say, too, that my tables are made up simply upon “‘ good toextra 
As every stockman or dealer knows, a slump in 
the beef market strikes most calamitously the lowest grades, while 
the best grades hold up their prices longer, so that my estimat 

I believe frankly, are beneath the real facts in this matter 
Still what do these estimates disclose? They show that on the is: 
day of August, 1903, the price of ‘‘ good to extra”’ beef steers was 
$5.174 per hundred, the price of ‘‘ good to extra’’ dressed beet 
$8.374 a hundred, a difference of $3.20. Now, if you look back in 


quality of beef at the same price, you will find that on the Ist day 
of February, 1902—eighteen months previous—they were selling 
thissame grade of dressed beef to the wholesale trade at $8.374, the 
same as on the Ist day of August, 1903. At that time they were 
paying $6.50 for the same grade of steers. They were getting 
them for $5.174 in August, 1903, making an increased profit of 
$1.324 per hundred, or $13.25 per steer over the profits in February, 
1902. 

Two hundred and ninety-three thousand and one beef steers were 
same ratio continued during the month it means a difference in 
profit for that month upon those steers of $3,882,263, or $149,517 p 
day increased profit for the month of August, 1903, over Februa 
1902, when they were selling at precisely the same price. Nov, 
you see the magnitude of this business in Chicago alone. You 
see at a glance that this beef combine could afford to pay a daily 
fine of $5,000 each per day, or $35,000 for seven concerns, and then 
have left at the close of each day’s business over $100,000 increased 
profit by reason of manipulating the prices of that market, if thie 
were manipulating it. 

Comparing the average price of steers and fresh beef for the 
first six months of 1901 with the last six months of 1903, it will be 
seen from the table that there was an average increased profit { 
the latter period over the former of 644 cents per hundred, or $6.45 
per steer on *‘ good toextra’’ grade. There were sold in Chicago 
the last six months of 1903 1,840,534 steers. Upon this basis the 
increased profits on these steers over the prices prevailing the first 
six months of 1901 would be about $12,000,000, or $2,000,000 per 


| month and $76,000 per day. 


| had become intolerable at that time. 


Shicago | 


| 


The beef-trust prosecution was begun in May, 1902. Conditior 
And yet a comparison 0f the 
avergzge prices for the first six months of 1902 with the last 
months of 1903 will show that the latter period was even worse 
from the standpoint of the beef producer. The average margin 
of profit to the packing companies was 0.314 per hundred great 
for the six months, making $5,889.858 on 1,840,584 steers. T) 
would represent $981,111 per month, or $37,512 per day, greater 
profits on the business in Chicago alone than prevailed under t}: 
extreme conditions that brought on the official prosecution in 
1$02. 

‘ht million two hundred and eighteen thousand seven hi 

nd sixty-two cattle were marketed in Chicago, Kanyzas Cit; 

Omaha, St. Louis, and St. Joseph in 1903. Considering our g¢ 
eral prosperity and comparing with other years, my estimate 
that they sold for $1 per hundred or $10 per steer less than th 
would have brought had there been free, open, and actual com 
petition. This would make the loss to stock growers and feed 
on the year’s business in those markets alone $82,187,620. Me 
fainiliar with the subject place the loss much higher, as will | 
seen by reference to articles and letters which will be published! 
with my remarks. 

The stock growers of the country are entitled to know that t! 
cards will not be stacked against them. They ask nothing mor: 
They will take care of themselves in an open field. ; 

Now, gentlemen, I do not profess to be in any sense an ant! 
trust crank. Iamnot among those who go into political hysteria 
every time a trust ismamed. On the other hand, my experience 
of a professional kind has brought me into close touch with some 
of the men who are managing the great industries of this country. 

They are among our most brainy, loyal, and patriotic citizens. 
There are good trusts and bad trusts. From the standpoint ot 
the people, I think that the bad trust is the rule and the good 
trust the exception. There are good corporations and bad cor- 
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»orations. From the same standpoint, considering all corpora- 

tions, great and small, I believe that the good corporation is the 

rule and the bad corporation the exception. 

| realize that we are living in an industrial age. I realize that 
development of the great industries of the country it is but 


nat syal that we should have laid aside some of the old. simpler '| 


methods of commerce and of manufacture and should have taken 
on new and other implements. We have ceased to be afraid of 
anything in this country simply because it is large. In union 
is strength. 


t] 

The big corporation has sprung into being as inevitably and as | 
log ally as the steam engine or the cotton gin, and I believe that 
we are just as likely to abandon the use of corporate power and 
corporate methods in carrying on the machinery of industry in | 
this country as we are to return to the old days of the stage 
coach and the pony express and throw aside the magnificent Pull- 
man train and the great arteries of commerce that. now carry on 
business across the country. The big corporation has come to 


The practical proposition in some instances has been, and 
in some instances still is, will it allow the rest of us to stay also? 
[ believe that there is practically a monopoly at the present time 
in one of the great food products of the country. I think it very 
pertinently requires the attention of this new Department and 
its Secretary—the Department that we have created for that spe- 


cial purpose. ; 

[It is not an unsolvable problem by any means. A disclosure of 
the facts half wins the battle. These great concerns, corporate in 
th haracter—these great c ompanies are thec reations of the law, 


the r State or Federal. They can be controlled by law; they can 


be limited, if necessary, in the amount of their capital; they can 
be allowed to engage in interstate commerce only upon certain 
prescribed conditions; and every great company and every great 
industry now engages in interstate commerce in this day of quick 
rail transportation. No great concern, no great industry, now is 
confined in its operations to one State. 

[ think, gentlemen, that these questions will be solved. 
lieve that this question requires immediate, honestattention. The 
great trust, when it is doing a legitimate business, is entitled to 
the same consideration and protection that any individual in car- 
rying on his business is entitled to. President Roosevelt put the 
stion exactly right when he said in one of his ee 


que 


We are not the friend of the rich man nor of the poor man as such; 
the id of the honest man, be he rich or poor. 


sare 


A race of men, Mr. Chairman, who have given the world its 
and practically only example and model of constitutional 
nment; a race of men who held together this great Union 

during the dismembering strife of the civil war; a race of men 


\ have witnessed the assassination of three of their beloved 
Presidents without political disorder will not be baffled in ¢heir 
fforts to understand and regulate industrial agencies of their own 
creation. 
| indict the beef combine. so called, of serious offenses against 
the order and rights of civilized society. No monarchical gov- 


nt for any great length of time has permitted a monopoly 
to exist in any of the great staple food products of the country. 
rhis indictment is made, it is true, upon ex parte examination. 


I be- | 


Under our system of jurisprudence practically all indictments | 


drawn upon ex parte evidence. Fortunately, 
means now recently created whereby an examination may be 
under full power into this whole subject, and if the result 
( at 
entirely in error when it says so often that we have a beef 
combine or a beef trust, I shall be the first to acknowledge that 
disclosure and make it as public as I now make this indictment; 
tif, as I verily believe, an investigation will show the truth of 
this charge, then an outraged public sentiment will demand that 
longer shall there be a monopoly in any of the great food 
les of the people. [Applause.] And they will require such 
‘uninistrative and legislative measures as may be necessary to 
determine once and forever that no longer shall the food of the 


‘n who, while engaged in a legitimate business, are engaged in 
it in an illegitimate way. [Applause. ] 
Mr. SHERMAN, I yield forty-five minutes to the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. Burke]. 
Mr. MARTIN. Before my colleague proceeds, I would like the 
vilege of extending my remarks in the REcorD. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman desire further 
ime? I will give the gentleman ten minutes further if he de- 
res it. 
Mr. MARTIN. If the gentleman has time, I should simply give 
a little data. I think, however, I have covered the subject fairly 
rell, and I will introduce my data in the REcorp. 
to the gentleman for offering me further time, but I know gentle- 
men on this side of the House, Mr. Chairman, are greatly driven 
for time, and if the gentleman has ten minutes over there that he 


pr 


examination shall be to disclose that our modern vernacu- | 


people beused as a means of feeding the insatiable greed of a few | 


we have a | 


T am obliged | 


could give I know a friend over here on this side of the House 
who would be giz vd to get it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If the gentleman would use it 
along the same line of remarks as the gentleman has followed in 
the last thirty minutes I would be glad to yield the time. 

Mr. MARTIN. I feel sure that he would use it as well or 
better. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will say to the gentleman that he 
will get every vote on this side of the House in support of the 
proposition that he has been advocating. 


APPENDIX. 
THE NEW PACKING-HOUSE PROPOSITION. 
[West Texas Stockman, September 1, 1903. ] 
A. B. Robertson, of this city, one of the leading c attle me 
says: “Iam firmly convinced that the packing interests of 









controlling the markets strictly in their own inte Rans 
ing to-day at from $4 to $5 less per head than they did | one yea! 
western steers are bringing from $12 to $20 less than one year 


been no falling off in the consumption of beef and nored 
tothe consumer. Now, when there is a fluctua 1 of fro 
per week in the value of the same class of cattle, it is cl 
average understanding that somethingisradically wrong. TT! 

are occurring, and to my mind the packers are thoroughly 

situation. 

“IT do not believe the packers are operating as one big firm, but throug 
community of interest proc edure they are enabled totake every advar 
thesituation. When cattle are plentiful they agree on a low price, a 
they fail to show up in large numbers, a small raise is made in pr 


or 











ulate shipments, and when they materialize there invariab] ly ‘follow shar 
decline. 
“All this comes out of the producer and at a time when it is g more 


to produce cattle than ever before. 

There is but one way to remedy tl 
building of inde spendent packing houses. Not packing houses fo1 
coope rative schemes, but backed by an iple capital to meet any anc lf 
of competition. I think there is no relief in sight so long as we have 
markets and these markets dominated by a few men.” 





1e situation, and that is through t 





rms 


few 





THEY MAKE 
[Kansas City Journal, 
Alleged elimination of competition 


PRICES. 
August 12, 1903.] 










cause of the unprecedented hard time 

to occur before January l next. Itis clai 

city yesterday that there has bes on for severa 

the pac king houses of the United States ) absolt 











































stock and keep it ata figure low bey ond any reason 1a} lee 
pared with the cost of the pa -king-house prc duct to tl 

“Four men in Chicago every af noon set the price 
packing-house produc ‘ts for the next day, ai \d that price is law t » 1 buyers 
in all of the stock yards of the c untry,”’ said a cattle raiser from the South 
west yesterday. This is known to all stock raisersin the country. It isa 
condition which they have seen come u D m them and have been unable to 
prevent. The present year is worse, if possi \ble ) the in any f r year, f 
the combination of one packing houses is str ong There ab! 
relation between the 2}-cent steers and the lé-c nt meat. The d ce i 
the profit of the packi ng house, which in part should go to the catt ‘rs 

E. W. Wellington, a cattle raiser of Ellsworth, Kans., said yester y at 

the Baltim re Hotel that there is no prosperity in ht e cattle raiser 

‘There is no competitio no lag ag «ng .’ said he el ! rund 
wheel aoa ove the price set by any other buyer attl neve 
lost sight of afte r they tl ve once been bidden upon, anc ‘ pp 
to another mar} ret +y bring much the same price 
first mark We have to take the first price. Then n ence it 
the markets, and the added cost of freight and yardage is a penalty for not 
having sold at the first offer.” F 

A meeting of cattlemen is being arrang« eds rin Kansas Cit this week, 
about which little can be learae = Th bject « f thn mit to deviss 
some way of squaring accounts with the Dé ac oki n ses. 

A BANKER’S VIEW. 

From a banker at Weber City, Kans.: 

“Thave been watching with interest the movement on the part of the 
National Live Stock Association to organize an independent pack I 
pany, and believe that it is the only way to meet the combine ar fo. 

| them to pay just prices and to be  satisfie i with reasonz2b] +4 

‘Under the present circumstar it is work ing rreat 
many classes. In fact, I believe th at there is no one toa 
greater or le sss extent. The laborer is f rced to ps or 
his meat. The feeder is forced to handle the stock 1 of 
profit and sometimes at a k S3, amen ae pu ting the v ing 
under the ‘ ban,’ and a great many fe are dropping s, 
saying that ‘there is nothi n his in turn is working a hat iship on 
the banks, as it cuts off their ‘eattle loans,’ which has always been a profit 
able source of income. 


STOCKMEN ARE SAID TO BE OUT MILLIONS, 


















Inter Ocean, Chicago, October 16, 1903.] 

Farmers and stockmen of the West hav enrobbed of m sof r 
within the past six weeks by the me at summers I 
South have been robbed of still ‘ eI by the sam 
charge made by stockmen. Th * pa they say, ! 
ments to refrain from bidding on oa at yaras, b 
almost to the breaking point, and at tl eri i 
dressed meats to Eastern consumers r abov 
one year ago, when the meat trust is » ha be I J 
beef steers the packers are paying 25 pe 1 las + the 
consumers are paying for meat the sa € $5.50 
to $9 per hundred. 

Conservative live-stock men claim P Nel ka, I 1 
other Western States have lost. more ” eo 
months by the manipulation of t! i pa 4 th 
dreds of cattlemen are on the ver r 

‘The packers’ trust is overreaching l t r 
regulate the price of live stock,” said on 1 day 
do such things successfully for a while, but there isa ger gree! 

| they will pay for it in the long run When the live-stock men start t] Ww 
pac king company they will receive enthusiastic support from western stock 


raisers.”’ 
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THE INDEPENDENT PACKING COMPANY, 

Denver, Colo., January 27, 190h. 
Hon. EBen W. MARTIN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sir: Your favor of December 81, addressed to Hon. John W. 
nger, has just been referred to me. 

There is no question in my mind, as well asa majority of those who are 
intere te od in growing and feeding live stock, that the prices of cattle, sheep, 
and swine at the various markets of this country are manipulated by a com- 
bination of packers. No.1 beef, for instance, a little over eighteen months 
ago was selling on the Chicago market for from eight and one-half to nine 
dollars per hundred pounds, and hogs and sheep in proportion. The decline 
during this time has amounted to more than $20 for every beef animal 
weighing a thousand por unds, and sheep and swine have suffered accord- 
ingly; but the price of the dressed product has remained the same. 

There is no reasonable excuse for such a decline in the price of live stock 
when the home and foreign demand is as greatasif not greater than everand 
lab ring pe sople are at work and are prosperous. We have learned to our 

isfaction that a representative of each of the leading packers meet in 

go every afternoon and fix the price of the live stock and dressed prod- 

yr the 
Sain ed should it be required. One thing is certain, there is absolutely no 
competition at the market between these people, each and every one of them 
offering for live stock the same figures and selling to the public at the same 
figures. 

The loss to the stock growers of the country by this manipulation during 
the past eighteen months amounted to more than $750,000.000. 

I here >with inclose you copy of a prospectus which has been issued by the 
Independent Packing Company, an organization endeavoring to establish 
independent plants in order to overcome this evil. 

Very truly, yours, 


Mi 
5 pr 


C. F. Martin, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 28, 1903. 
Hon. EBEN W. MARTIN, 
House of Re presentatives. 

DEAR Mr. MARTIN: Your favor regarding the price of beef received. 
Some time ago, when beef was at its highest, I think I gave an interview to 
somebody in which I said that the previous short corn crop was the cause of 
it, and also the great demand for meats by workingmen, who were all busy 
getting good wages and using meats freely. A year agoa great deal of the 

corn in the corn belt was soft and people went to feeding, both farmers and 
speculators, and a great many cattle were fed, which may have had some- 
thing: to do with the lower price of meats at the present time. 
fluence the packers have on the present low price I can not well say. 
they have some influence. Cattle in the market are 
meats to the consumer are little, if any, cheaper 

I do not know where you could find a copy of ‘that statement I made, but 
I have stated the substance of it. 

Very respectfully, 


I think 
much cheaper, while 


JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 6, 1904. 
Hon. EREN W. MARTIN, 
House of Re »presentatives. 

DEAR SIR: T hav e your letter of the 5th instant, inclosing a copy of your 
resolution calling upon the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to look into 
the prices of = f. It seems to cover the ground « completely. 

Let me call your atte 
1895 there has been a m 
tina to Great Britain 
beef. Thi ; has 
129,047,682 p< mn Cu 


arked growth in the 
In that yea 
on increasing gradually until in 1903 the export was 
f in 1896 was 1,366,288 pounds; in 1902 the export 
has risen to 5.2 {pounds. Exports of fresh mutton in 1896 amounted to 
25.6794 n 1203 they ~ d risen to 166,406,240 pounds. Now, in 1903 
the United States sert t treat Britain 257,326,000 pounds of fresh beef, so 
you that ple have increased their exports in eight year 
from 2 amount to si ubstantiall y half the amount we are sent ling. 
Another point of interest that I might call your attention to is that the value 
of | American beef sent to Great Britain in 1902 was 10 cents per pound. 
"P} lue of Argentina beef sent to Great Britain the same year was 8 cents 
Der r pou ind. So you e the y are quite a competing factor, and undoubtedly 
that h: thing to do with lower price of beef. 
Very truly, yours, 


red bee 


very small 


s some 


JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 
TABLE ~Mean prices of good to extra steers in Chicago and of good to extra 
fresh Sant taseeks rn sides) in Boston, and the difference between these prices 
on the 1st of each month for the years 1901, 1902, and 1903. 
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next day, and I believe that evidence of this character can be | 


ntion to one fact that I have got possession of. Since | 
exportation of beef from Argen- | A 
r the export was 5,610,640 pounds of fresh | 
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TABLE 1.—Mean prices of good to extra steers in Chicago, ete.—Continy 
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TABLE 2.—Number of cattle marketed in Chicago, 1901, 1902, and | 


Month. 1901. 1902. 


252, 445 
205, 467 
207,411 
252, 458 
253, 257 


25, 
289) 784 
275,181 
298; 009 
207, 896 
237, 687 253, 292 | 
249, 368 300, 766 


8,087,996 | 2,941,537, 


275, 180 
230, 829 
233, 560 
211, 769 
186, 901 
204,813 
216, 063 
928" 450) 
291,040 
309, 396 


February 
March 


De atsonidesign oan ca Soe as inne tae 


J une 


TI death bovis cutcelciniecticiagl, Deda adc ae ieee ae 


August - 


No figures are available showing the number, weight, and value 
marketed in the United States for the above years. The only fig 
lected by this Bureau of cattle marketed are those for the leading r liv 
markets in the Central West. For these the following figures ha 
ported forthe combined receipts atthemarketsof Chicago, Kansas( it) 
St. Louis, and St. Joseph: Cattle—1901, 7,167,625; 1902, 8,644,679; 1903, 8,2 


| TABLE 3.—Number of cattle marketed in Chicago during the last six 1 


each year, 1890 to 1903. 


July to December— Number. | July to December— N 





TABLE 4.—Number and value of milch cows and cattle in the United 
1901, 1902, and 1908. 
Milch cows. Other cattle. | Total. 
Year. (ui cccxcqqcr'— — 
— Value. Number. | Value. pone Valu 





16, 833, 6571 
-| 16, 696, 802} 
7,105, 227) 


oer 
| $505,098, 077) 45, 500, 213 $906, 644, 008, 62, 383, 810 $1, 411, 787 
488, 130, 324) 44,727,797) 839,126,073, 61,424,599) 1, 327, 25! 
516, 711,914) 44, 659, 206 824, 064, - 61, 764, — 1,340, 76 


The above table gives the number and value of live stock of the Un 
States for the years 1901, 1902, and 1908, as reported by the Department 


1902 - 


Agriculture. 
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1901. | 1902. 


Quantity. oi Vv alue. Quantity. | 


Number. Dollars. | Number 











= ps | 3,015, 807 26, 330 | 
2, 968, 504 23, 238 
8,001, $58 25, 564 | 
- 3, 220, 742 23, 295 | 
M ‘ 380,815 | § 
. 33,179 | 2 
| 3, i? 55, oY 28, 907 
‘ | 3,211, 522 32, O44 
a 2 , 671,52 24, 441 
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5,—Exports of cattle and beef products from the United States, by 
months, during the calendar years 1901, 1902, and 190: 3 


1903. 





Number. | Dollars 


30,106 | 2,784,394 
28,949 | 2,612,999 
25,741 | 2,327,336 


36,570 | 2,941, 369 
51,555 | 3, 411/12 
64,560 | 3,857,164 
62,690 | 3.887.050 
50, 454 000 


41,341 


: . OR8 
48, 904 | 3, 


» 112 
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35,755 | 2,958,082 | 
> 
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3, 843,193 


43, 338 


519,963 |37, 725, 452 
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6, 823, 476 
5, 510, 354 
5, 024, 430 
5, 404, 329 
5, 947, 020 
38,604, 313 
3, 136, 733 
4, 912, 096 
5, 499, 426 
7,477,488 
6, 093. 606 
7, 305, 660 





66, 738,931 | 6,850,079 


no do 





DO MMO wre? 





io 7 
=~) 
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293, 401, 843 (26, 692, 858 


4,f 344,857 
4,7 340), 334 
5, 410.079 
4, 338, 269 
4,% 319, 020 
3,7 220 207 
5 310,476 
6. B78. 615 
4,2 242, 644 
5.3 312, 695 
‘ 218, 582 
é 216, 863 





57, 663, 892 | 3,661, 741 





86,000 & 50 
14, 600 

100 
15. 697 
164,526 
20. 858 

68 
33, 264 a 
85,405 5, O8 
15, 405 1,542 
23, 557 1. 925 
490, 654 41, 436 











2, 169, 898 
2, Sy 145, 427 
2,651, 488 58, 2R2 
“ 481,619 , 

3, 187, 82: 181, 27: 
4, 349. 631 | 232,522 | 


7,205,137 | 392,099 | 


Quantity Value 
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November . 





Beef, canned 


Beef, other cured 
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Average for 6 months. 





on Indian 


Exports of cattl 


1901. 
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51,848,309 | 2,698,692 | 21,5 


ale monthly prices 


Jor years 1901, 





Year and month, 


901. 
Average for 6 months-.....-..-. 
for 6 months a 
1902. 


for 6 months.-....-- 


September A astndiin dy tates dimen hed ietn-2 desc oie 
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Average for 6 months. 
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ful consideration by the committee, every line and every item of | 
the bill having been considered, discussed, eriticised, and scruti- 
nized by the whole committee in a series of meetings covering | 
some two or three weeks of time. 

[ wish to say, Mr. Chairman, as was stated by the chairman, 
that the estimates made by the Department have not been ex- 
ceeded except in an amount of something like $178,000, and the 
items making this increase were all recommended by the Depart- 
ment by either a special communication or by the head of the | 
Bureau appearing before the committee in person. I also want | 
to say that the increases over the estimates are all upon the item | 
of schools. We have reduced the estimates of the Department in | 
other respects, but have increased a little the appropriations for | 
schools. I want particularly to emphasize this fact and to call | 
attention to the item in the bill, which is $3,571,198, that we ap- 
propriate for the support of the schools and the education of the | 
Indians. Out of $7,610,000 appropriated by the bill considerably 
more than half of it is for education. 

I want also to say, Mr. Chairman, as was stated by the gentle- | 
man from Texas yesterday, that since the early history of this | 
country we have appropriated and expended for the civilization, 
support, and education of the Indians of this country over 
$700 000,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what has prompted me to ask the indul- | 
gence of this committee at this particular time grows out of the | 
fact that recently this House passed a bill—namely, H. R. 10418— 
in relation to the ratification and amendment of a treaty made with 
the Rosebud Indians in South Dakota, by which the Indians pro- 
pose to cede to the Government 416,000 acres of land. The bill I 
refer to was introduced in the House by myself. It was consid- 
ered by the Committee on Indian Affairs, as the Indian appropria- 
tion bill was considered, in several hearings, and was considered 
and discussed fully in the committee, beeause the bill proposes 
what will become, if it should be enacted into law, a new policy 
in relation to dealing with the Indians in regard to extinguishing 
their title for lands which they may have in their reservations 
for which they have no use. In other words, if this bill should 
finally become a law, it will be the pioneer bill for subsequent legis- 
lation that may be proposed to be enacted upon this subject. Mr. 
Chairman, the bill was unanimously reported by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, was taken up and considered in this House 
without any opposition appearing from any source, and passed, 
and went to the Senate. 

In the Outlook of February 27, 1904, there appeared an article 
entitled ‘‘ Indian lands and fair play.”’ 

It will be found on page 498 of the Outlook of Saturday, Feb- 
ruary 27,1904. Iam not going to take the time, Mr. Chairman, 
to read that article. It was written by a gentleman of consider- 
able reputation, one George Kennan. I believe it is well known 
that something like fifteen or twenty years ago Mr. Kernan went 
to Russia, and that he contributed a number of articles upon the 
subject of ‘‘The Russian exile system’’ that attracted some at- 
tention, and at that time made him a reputation. I also under- 
stand, Mr. Chairman, that the nature of his writings were such 
that he was invited out of Russia and has not been permitted to 
return to that country. 

Since his return to the United States he has occasionally been 
heard from in articles condemning some policy proposed by some 
Department of the Government, and has invariably taken a posi- 
tion ‘‘ agin the Government,’’ and I understand he has very re- 
cently departed for Japan. And if he makes good his reputation | 
of being against the country within which he may be at the time, 
I presume his writings will be against Japan, and we can there- | 
fore expect his early return to the United States by the invitation 
of the aforesaid country, as he was invited to leave Russia. 

In any event, as I have said, Mr. Kennan is a man of some rep- | 
utation and may have been thoroughly posted upon the subjects | 
that he has heretofore written upon, but any man familiar with 
H. R. 10418 and the Indian question generally will say that when | 
he wrote the article published in the Outlook, to which I have | 
alluded, he demonstrated that he did not know anything about | 
the subject. Upon that article the Outlook comments editorially | 
as follows: 


Mr. Kennan, on another page, gives a ae ape and striking account 
of the latest attempt to rob the Indian wards of the nation. While this rob- 
bery was undoubtedly instigatéd and planned in South Dakota, unfortunately 
Congress and the Interior Department were made—although perhaps uncon- 
sciously—accomplices before the facet. We may, perhaps, venture tosay that | 
this piece of gross injustice to the Indians was brought to the attention of the 
President through the instrumentality of the Outlook, and owing to its per- 
sonal indignation at the mean bargain the swindle has been blocked. 

It is fair, on the one hand, to say that the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Indian Commissioner are personally not in the slightest degree involved | 
in the proposed corrupt sale, but that they have yielded to the political we 
suré which is so constantly brought to bear upon administrative officials by 
members of the legislative branch of the Government. 


Then it goes on (I will quote the whole article) and says further: | 
But, on the other hand, it should be remembered that the Indian Commis- 








sicner and the Secretary of the Interior are put in their respective places to ° 
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do exactly the things they have not done in this case, to advise with r 
to legislation as onpents and to block, in so far as they can, legislation 
is either dishonorable or unwise, as it may touch their own Departmen: 


I do not wish to comment specially upon that last parag 


| which I have read, but I do not think any man in the Hoy 
| Representatives will say that it is the duty or the province , 


Department tointerfere with legislation that Congress mi¢h: 


| clude to enact into law simply because the Department 


deem it unwise and undesirable. 
The editorial concludes as follows: 
For them to plead, as in this case they have done, that they appr 


| regarding the Indians which they deemed not only to be unwise, but 
| and possibly even dishonest, because of political pressure, is like say 
t 


nobody is to blame for the explosion of the boiler because the meta 
strong enough to resist a steam pressure which the boiler had been, 
manufactured to resist. 

Following that article, the Indian Rights Association. 
ganization, I believe, existing in Philadelphia, a self-ap) 
guardian of the rights of the Indian, supported, I presume, 
by the contributions of people who may be actuated b 
mental motives, and who are ready to believe that the ; 
dian is being robbed and is being outraged by the white ma 
by the General Government, issued a pamphlet signed | 
Phillip C. Garrett, president of the Indian Rights Asso 
dated Philadephia, February 29, 1904, and headed **Anot! 
tury of Dishonor.’’ I will only read the first paragraph | 
pamphlet, which is as follows: 

We appeal for justice on behalf of the Rosebud Indians of South | 
and insist that the Government, in taking their land without th 
in the capacity of guardian and under the guise of the law, shal! 1 
eate three-fourths of its value, but should provide that the Indian 
receive reasonable compensation therefor. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one word in relation to the inconsi 
of this Indian Rights Association. I find that about ten y: 

a treaty was entered into between the Lower Brulé Indians and 
the Rosebud Indians in South Dakota by which the Lower Bru! 

Indians, or a portion of them, were to move onto the Rosebui 
Reservation. It was mutually agreed to by the Indians. was 
desired and recommended by the Department, but the Indian 
Rights Association protested and opposed that proposition on th 
ground that the land south of the White River, this particula: 
reservation, was practically valueless, and yet in the pamphlet 
which they have now sent to many if not all the Members of tl: 
House they are trying to make it appear that this land is very val 
uable and that we are taking it away from the Indians at a price 
that is unreasonable and unfair. 

Mr. Chairman, just a word as to why it was necessary to adopt 
a new policy in relation to extinguishing Indian title or right of 
occupancy in reservation lands that were no longer of any us 
the Indians, and why it was that the treaty, made with the k 
bud Indians for the cession of that portion of their reservation 
located in Gregory County, was not ratified by Congress. 

Heretofore it has been the policy to enter into a treaty with 
Indians, the Government stipulating and agreeing to pay in cash 
a certain price for the land to the Indians. Upon the ratification 
of a treaty, the land became a part of the public domain. «: 


| disposed of under the homestead laws. It appeared that i: 


of these treaties a price was paid that was in excess of wh 


| land was actually worth and that instead of the Indians 


mistreated it was the Government that was being imposed upo! 
and it was declared by those in this House who are its leader 
that hereafter no Indian reservations could be opened to settlement 


except on some plan by which the Government would not | 


| ligated to pay the Indian for his right therein, but upon 


terms by which the land would be disposed of by the Gover 
and the proceeds paid to the Indians. In the language 0! 
present distinguished Speaker, on the floor of the House in | 
Fifty-sixth Congress, ‘‘ When white man pays his meney, | 
gets his money.”’ 

It was for the reasons stated that it became necessary to adopt 
the plan proposed in House bill No. 10418, and what the I 
Rights Association is condemning, and these other theorisi:- 
doctrinaires, is that it is not good faith, first, because it viv! 
treaty stipulations heretofore made with the Indians and, 
ondly, the terms of the bill are not fair and just to the Indian: 

In 1901 a treaty was made with the Rosebud Indians, sign 
more than three-fourths of the male adult Indians, by which ' 


| agreed to cede to the United States 416,000 acres of their res: 


tion, being that portion located in Gregory County. The Un 
States in that treaty stipulated to pay to the Indians $2.50 an 

for that land, or. in round numbers, $1,040,000. When that tr 
came to the House of Representatives it met with the oppos! 
which I have just stated, and it became necessary, as I say, to ' 


| Some other way by which the Indians might dispose of this | 


and the lands could become a part of the public domain an 
oecupied, settled upon, cultivated, and improved and made us 


| instead of lying there of no value to the Indians, without b« 


used by anybody, unless it might be by some trespasser. 











In the met antime the Supreme Court of the United States. in 
t} of Lone Wolf against Hitchcock, decided January 2, 1903, 
* here the conditions, so far as the provisions of former 
5 vere concerned, were exactly identical. Article 12 of the 
ith the Kiowa and Comanche Indians was exactly the 
" as art cle 12 with the Sioux Indians in the treaty of 1868 
ffi firmed in the treaty of 1889, by which it was express sly 
' | that the Indians in ‘the future would not be de prived of 
= their reservation lands except upon the consent and ap- 
of three-quarters of the male adults. The Supreme Court, 
case just referred to, Congress having 


“ ad been made with the Indians, took up that question and 
decided it squarely, and perhaps for the first time in the history | 


yvernment. They decided that Congress had the abso- 


x 
( 


lute ht to legislate with the Indians and for the Indians as 
t] cress in its judgment might see fit, regardless of any treaty 


conditions or treaty stipulations that might have been entered 
e past, and that decision became the law and furnished 
unity to enact legislation such as the present Rosebud 


b 5 ‘weaves if it is enacted, and we therefore proceeded to 
a | that treaty so that as the lands were disposed of the money 
should go into the Treasury and be paid out to the Indians. 


Indian Rights Association, that are protesting against this | 


pill. and others who have been heard from in opposition to the 
.e, do not say ormake any reference to the fact that a treaty em- 
bodying substantially the provisions of this bill as it is at present, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


amended a treaty | 





2829 





which they occupied at a cost of $5 
beads. 

Mr. Chairman, we are told that the 
shall incorporate in my speech and oe in the REcoRD se 
cisions from the Supreme Court of the United States, which 
onstrate bey 


.28, which was expend 


Indi 
=" 
dian 


is OW! 


yond any question that all 1 the Indian has in the reser- 
vation is a mere right of occupancy 


, and that he has no titl d 

that the fee is in the Government, and that it and x 

| tinguish the Indian right of occupancy, upon sucl Con- 
| gress may determine. 

At this point I desire to refer to the case of Lone W Hitch- 

cock, heretofore cited. A portion of said opinion I will append 


except that the price of the land was 50 cents an acre lower, was | 


ibmitted to the Rosebud Indians last August, and the price of 
$2.5 wcre was raised to $2.75, and that forty-eight more than a 
ma y of the Indians consented and approved of the same. So 
that, while not three-quarters, as the treaty provides, forty-eight 


more than a majority have said that they desired and were willing 
to sell the land upon the terms proposed, and for $2.75 per acre, 
wher «as the price they will receive if the bill becomes a law is $3.00 | 
per acre 


Now, just a word as to the policy which we have been pursuing 















sO ; the Indian is concerned and his right to the reservations 
wl they occupy. Inthe Fifty-sixth Congress there was a gen- | 
tleman, a Member of the House, distinguished for long years of | 
service, @ man who was in every respect a statesman, a man who 
hi . made s study of the subject of the public domain, and on 
February 4, 1901, he spoke the words which I will now read. I 
want to say that I indorse what the gentleman said, and that I 
believe the law absolutely sustains the theory which he there sets 
forth. 1 quote, Mr. Chairman, from Hon. Galusha A. Grow, of 
Pennsylvania, as follows: 

Mr Grow. Mr. Speaker, I agreo in part with the remarks made by | the 
ge 1 from Georgia [Mr. Mappox], Butthe land thatthe Indian claims 
8 own has no property value unless it is cultivated. The basis of the 
fr mestead law that passed Congress was that the wild, uncultivated 
lands the wilderness belonged to the man w hose industr y mat le it valuable | 
to vivilization by his labor. His title to ownership in such land is sealed in 
the sweat of his face as it moistened the soil he tilled. What right can these 
Ink or Indians anywhere have to land without cultivation? Running | 
ov with a bow and arrow or fishing rod does not give a mana title to 
land uncultivated and unimproved 





P y of the Government that treats the Indian 
vner in fee of uncultivated land. How can he have more than a pos- 

le simply by making moccasin tracks over it, with his bow and 
Che Indian has no more right than a white man to the soil because 
npsoverit. If he has, the agents of the Hudson Bay Company are 
3 uch entitled to the great wilderness of the Northwest. They trav- 
ersed it with shotgun and fishing rod and all the implements of a hunter’s 


Tan posed to the whole 
as theo 








life arly as the Indian, or at the same time. 

Why mld the Government make a treaty with the Indian to buy his | 
land, to ich he has only possessionary title? The old policy was to make 
an arrangement for him to leave his present oc c upancy oat | te » find a new 
he It is well enough that the Government should mak ich arrange- 
me } him. He lea aves. his old hunting ground and find: ino ther. All 
the attachments he severs is the graves of his ancestors. But immigrating 
people do that all over the world. The sons born in New England to-day go 
forth and find new homes in the West, and stop only when they reach the 


1e mighty ocean. 
i Government’s 
n tu ating the Indian as owning in fee land which neither he nor the 
White man has any amt title to without they apply labor to it in cultivation. 


vernment should return to the old polic y practiced for fifty years, 


I ‘ the Indian tribes for moving from one place to another if his land is 
W su for settlement. No matter what the Government aye for his een- 
8 move, it is better than expelling him by shot and shell. But u ntil he 

a the exclusive right to the soil by cultivation he has no ) pr ypertyr ight 
i to anybody. The earth’s surface, created by the Almighty he the 
: rt of ' the race, becomes individual property only by the application of 


‘in its cultivation. 


Mr. ( A tai the theory that the Indian absolutely owns these 
reservations is nothing but a theory, and the sooner that C ongress 
appreciates that this is the case the better legislation, in my 
judgment, we can have for the best interests of the Indians. 
find that in the earlier treaties made with the Indians it was 
never thought that the Indian owned the lands. He had a sort 


olicy inflicts a wrong on the Treasury of the United | 


to my remarks and print in the Recorp. 

I want to call particular att ntion to the language used in this 
opinion in relation to the Indian right of 
cred as the right of the fee in the 


occupancy VEINS as 
U nited States, and, referring to 


several decisions where it was so decides 










1, the court says that in 
none of these cases. was there a controversy between Indians and 
the Government, but the — considered had relation to the 
nature of the property rig ie Of the. indian, concerning the char- 
ac - and extent of such ris hts: as respected States or individu s. 

I desire to refer to the cases of Johns on v. Mch tosh .8 Wh 
543, decided in 1823; United States v. Co ok, 19 Wallac . 591, d 
cided i in 1873; Buttz v. Northern Pacific Railr aad, { 

| Beecher v. Wetherby, 95.U.S., 517. and I wi il: nd and pri 
| in the Rucorp extracts from these de ision m sand a an ¢ 
from an opinion by Attorney-General Cushing, 8 Opinions 
torney-General, 255, and [ would emphasize one portion of 
opinion and commend it to some of the Eastern States that are so 
inclined to be sentimental on the Indian question and fu t 
he will not be justly treated. The language is as fo a : 
Finally, we of the older States of the Union, who had ey led or 
off most of our Indians or reduced them to a condition of ve le } 
had now come to be extremely sensitive to the alleged wro of 
naiure—that is, policy in in tion of ours—to which the 
the South were now subje ng their Indiaz 
From the opinions cited, and especially the decision in the Lone 
Wolf case, it is demonstrated clearly that the Indian is a ward of 
the nation and that the United States can legislate as the lezgis- 
lative branch may see fit for his best interests 
It has been claimed that this particular hi ll is a robbery, and 
has been. sodenominated. I want to say that it provides t 
land shall be opened to settlement and what is disposed of du 
| the first six months shalt be paid for at the rate of $3 per acre. In 
this tract there are 452 tracts that have already been selected 
| the Indians as allotments. In other words. the Indians have zg 
first and selected as their allotment one-fifth of the tract: an 
the Indians are just like white men—they have naturally select 
the best tracts. That would be natural. So that th 
acres represents only four-fifths of the tract that is loe: 
Gregory County, a part of this reservation. On the north t 
land is joined by what was formerly a part of the great Sioux 
Reservation, where land is now open to settlement and can | d, 
| if aman will go Ge reand live on it for five years, for nothin 
| and if he commutes, he pays only 50 cents an acre. It is j 
on the south by end in Nebraska - aenconed at betwee si and 
$1.25anacre. On the west is an Indian reservation « 
miles. 
And I maintain that when we put the price at $3 an acre. a 
do in that bill, it is not only fair and just, but it is m 
Chairman, in my judgment. than the innd is worth to-day, a 
certainly as much as a man ought to be required to pay v ~ 
there and is required to comply with the provisions of tli 
| stead law, as a will have to do under the terms of thi 
| maintain, Mr. Chairman. that the only - nestion to be det 
is the price of the land, and that that is one entirel 
and that in looking out for the inter sts of the Indi 
to it that he gets as much as he would have gotten 
treaty which he made we certainly can not be a 
mistreated him. It is the judgment of every man familiar with 
the conditions in thit section of the country that t will be 
disposed of under the provisions and terms of this bill 


it will be paid for, and that the Indians will rec 
money as they would have received under the original t1 


probably more. 


f 


of aboriginal tenure, as it is termed—a mere right of occupancy. 

_ have been told that in Pennsylvania, the State where the 
Indian Rights Association makes its home, there was a treaty 
entered into with the Indians in the early history of that State by | 
Wil 


ch the Indians ceded and surrendered quite a portion of lands 


Mr. Chairman, I want to refer to a treaty m W 
Indians in 1868, and I want to read some of 
article 11 of this as rreement it appears th , ! 
consideration, and here are some of the thins at 1 ; 


agreed to do: 
They agreed to withdraw all « ition to th 
railroads now being built on the 1 uins. ‘* Second, t they will 


permit the peac eful construction of any railroad 1 

their reservation as herein defined.’’ ‘* That they will c 
any persons at home or traveling, nor molest or disturbany | l 
trains, coaches, mules, or cattle belonging to the peopl he 
United States or to persons friendly therewith.” ‘‘They will 
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never cripture or carry off from settlements white women or chil- A gentleman of high standing, and a man who has been amon. 
dren; taey will never kill or scalp white men, nor attempt to do | the Indians for thirty years or more, and who was at first opp 
them harm.’’ to House bill No. 10418, after having it explained wrote », 
By article 2 of the treaty of 1877 it is provided: ‘‘ They also con- | letter, from which I quote as follows: a 
sent and agree to the free navigation of the Missouri River.”’ a 
Now, to say at this time because some years ago the United Seeman tien cebeutil +3 Sanne, ae surrey 18, 
States, in order to control these then outlaws and savages—call owever, the material questions are: Is the proposed bill (H. R. 104) 


f > al 1 US ——C the whole beneficial, and are its terms the best which can be got? ( 
them by any name you may—confined them within certain limits, whole, I answer * Yes,” changing my opinion on these points, as you wil! 


which were called *‘ reservations,’ that we gave them the lands erie 2 en tin aac ee draw my attenti 1 wl 

cacecteai slain SR eee _£ a a ale > 4 ‘irst, 0 e fact, rhich | " y attention and which | 
seems to me absurd. Will any body for a moment conte nd that cvnianinlt that the proposed bill assures the presence on the _ I 
that action was a conveyance for a consideration to the Indians of | land of a white farming population under the homestead laws instead 
the fee in the land? I certainly think not, and,as I said before, I | purchase of the land in large grazing tracts by capitalists; and, 

have cited some authorities showing that the reservation title, if Second, upon the fact that, upon reflection, I think the prompt sale 


Est ’ : — land more probable than when I wrote you. 
you want to so term it, 1s of no greater value than the aboriginal I shall abstain, therefore, from any public criticism of the bill un): 


tenure. Yet it is contended that these lands now belong to the | considerations present themselves to my mind and seem to demand 
Indians and that they should be disposed of not only for what which case I shall again put myself in communication with you. 


they are worth in their present almost valueless, useless condition, T also wish to read two letters from one Frank Mullen, w! 

but that they shall be sold so that the Indian will get what they | lived upon the Rosebud Reservation for twenty-four year 

are worth after they have been cultivated and improved and | is therefore familiar with the conditions upon ‘said reser 

made valuable by the white man. and is known to be a friend of the Indians, which letters 
I say, Mr. Chairman, following the language of the distinguished | follows: 

gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. Grow], from whom I have 

quoted, that the value in this land should go tothe man that gives | Hon. Cartes H. BURKE, Washington, D. C. 

it value. The Indians of this country have never contributed or DEAR Str: Will you kindly send me a copy of the new bill intro’: 

done anything that has been recognized by which they have given you in the Hoase of Representatives for the opening of the unallott 

‘ > walna ha is Po P Sa ner — Theca Ais . ava , | in Gregory County. 

right se takes Become ee daca, aoe Seiad a fond ouiaeun oer We hope your splendid efforts for the bill will be successful thi 


L , and that the Indians will get the money they have been expecting f 

18 years of age and unmarried, 160 acres of land, and children un- | sale for the last two years, and a payment of account, this fall. 

der 18 years of age, 80 acres of land. We have almost daily inquiries in reference to the bill, and I w 
Heads of families who desire to live on their allotments are en- ee cane thea Cecesh Oe mn eieee, Me progress, nothat | 

titled to the following: Fifty dollars in lieu of a house, two mares I understand there have been some protests sent from here to ¢! 


and one colt, two cows with calves, one farm wagon, one set | ™ittee.on Indian Affairs. If this is so, they are unauthorized by any 


pit oath ea : of Indians, from which they probably purport to emanate, and 1 
double harness, one plow, one hoe, one ax. en . | only a small minority of the Indians. The general sentiment is in 
I cite this simply to show how generously the Indian has and is | the bill, as outlined in the press dispatches, and the main questio 


being treated by the Government, and I have no hesitancy in say- | ian is_“* When do weget the money, and how much?” ; 
ing that after having taken allotments as they have in the tract Yours, truly, Ko 9 FRANK M 
aftected by the proposed bill, the land left, which is of no value 

as it is now, should be made a part of the public domain, and ROSEBUD, S. DAK., Februci: 
upon terms not only fair to the Indian, but upon terms fair and | Hon. CHar.es H. BuRKE, Washington, D. C. 

just to the man who may go there to make his home and cultivate My Dear Sir: Referring to your letter of January 27, I would 


’ on 7 caleatal al ical : 2 ak have been perfectly familiar with the lands in Gregory County for 
it. The man who goes into that section of the country goes in twenty-four years, and have no hesitancy in saying that the price 
there with a handicap of one-fifth of the land nontaxable for | in your bill now before the House of Representatives is fair and r 


twenty-five years, and he has got to pay his proportionate increase | and in my judgment all that the land asa whole is worth. Your bi 
of the expenses of that community for all that time embodies my suggestion to Colonel McLaughlin, when here last, to 


: 7 : ; : the price named in the original agreement to $3 per acre, in order 
These 452 Indian allotments are practically without value at | Indians would realize the aggregate amount of $1,000,040, as therein } 


present, whereas if the adjoining lands are settled upon and im- | This, in my judgment, your bill will more than accomplish; in fact | « 


> ‘ i » mcs * 3 . € i ic + » 
proved it will make them valuable, and they can also be rented so as | * the best i Eeebilibe seams er Goede daaiaiatne ; 
to give the allottees a benefit; and thisisa consideration of consid- to say that, in my opinion, there would not have been any oppo 


erable importance to the Indians having the aforesaid allotments. | amount to anything to Colonel McLaughlin's last agreement had tt 

{ wish to emphasize that in disposing of this land it is not pro- oe a persistently told that by holding out they would surely 
posed to sell anything more than the right to make a homestead As a business proposition, I consider the Indians gain by the sa! 
entry, which is quite different from what it would be if a person inne, > - of : pein nas —— oe large eit aad that 
nls . Vs nt x sic _ | whose allotments are in Gregory County gain more than any of t! 
could buy the land outright. Under the provisions of the home by the increased value of their allotments. 
stead law the purchaser will be limited to 160 acres and will have Very truly, yours, FRANK MULLEN 
te reside upon and cultivate the land, in accordance with the pro- ; . E ; 
visions of said law. As to the benefits that the Indians will receive from the s 

That the Department has always considered $2.50 an acre, or | this land and the amount of money they will receive per 
$1,040,000, a fair and just price for the land, I wish to read the | Inspector McLaughlin, who negotiated the treaty with th 
following reports. dians, in one of the councils said to the Indians: 

Commissioner Jones, in his report to the Secretary of the Inte- _The census rolls show 4,917 persons belonging to this agency, whi! 
rior on the original treaty, November 23, 1901, in which he rec- | give an annual per capita allowance of $30.50; that is, $20.50 once 
ommended that the same be transmitted to Congress with the | ¢ach man, woman, and child for a period of five years, aggreg: 


a . : . that each man, woman, and child would receive in the five years. 

request for favorable action, among other things said, referring At the expiration of five years, when this per capita payment w: 
to the report of the inspector who made the agreement: the matured increase derived from your toc < cattle would then be 

The inspector states that the land in Gregory County is without doubt = -—_ neers eben poy Shey th - erty 
the best and most desirable portion of the Rosebud Reservation, and that | ® hee ur cattle wonld ome ou a regular annual ine a. 7 e- 
although the allotments embrace much of the choicest land, yet a great deal 8 ste Sy ee agen ge perm a Cared t S ett Aaee Spaut ae 
ef good land remains unallotted. The whole tract, hesays, is excellent graz- se orit yeaa a“ 7 ecian Aaa in the third isoe ene cash payn 
ing land, and the greater portion is also good agricultural land, upon which i. Sones pee Pe: ornbio Suarkaiinn conte arent families j ys 
excellent crops can be raised when there is sufficient rainfall during the aff ane until you begin to receive returns from the marketable cat 
growing season. He says he regards the compensation stipulated in the Saar ea ¢ the cattle Saat will be issued to vou. eae 
agreement as very reasonable and at the same time a fair and just price for | ™°Te*5° ° , you. 
the lands. * * * : : ail 

In conclusion the inspector states that he regards the compensation and The Indians will have the benefit of the roads, of the cou 
manner of payment provided in the agreement as just and fair, both to the the benefits of a county and State government without conti ul 
Indians a - > a Spe ae that the ee whee be nae oo ing a cent therefor, their lands being nontaxable for twenty-!:ve 
both for the Indians and for the Government, that the Indians would accept; | a5. . ? : i 
that the stock cattle and the five annual cash payments will be of great one years, as before stated, while the settler W ho takes a he S an 
fit to the Indians in giving them a good start toward their self-support. He | and acquires title to the same must do his share in paying 
heartily recommends the approval and ratification of the agreement. expenses. 


The Commissioner further said: Talk about robbery and that these Sioux Indians are not ! 

The compensation agreed upon for the land ceded, amounting to about | fairly treated. Under the treaties of 1868, 1877, and 155! | 
$2.50 per acre, is, in the judgmentof this officeand from the best information | have drawn from the Treasury of the United States the su! 
obtainable, fair and reasonable. $55,265,735.34. This is the amount obtained by about 20,0! 

The Secretary of the Interior, under date of December 6, 1901, | dians. Now, if you should contribute that amount of money 
in transmitting the treaty to the Senate, stated: similar number of white people and let them understand that ' 


This agreement has been carefully considered by the Commissioner of In- | are going to be clothed and fed and educated and that they “ 
dian Affairs, and as it seems fair and reasonable and the terms the best that 


could be obtained I have the honor to recommend that it receive favorable | 80198 to have houses provided for them, the effect — - 
action by the Congress. you would simply make paupers of them. As soon as this G 


1 
} 
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ernment comes toa realization that this is not a question of senti- 
' but a question of practical business, the Indians will com- 
; to make some progress similar to that which has already 
b ‘complished by what I consider an advanced policy 


r the present administration of Indian affairs the idea of 


5 ipport is enco uraged. If the Indian is able to work—if he 
is i—the Indian Office says to him: ‘*If you want to 
( a mil work.’’ They provide payment for the services of 


{ ian in building roads, ditches, fences, etc.. and pay him 
' in lien of rations. In other words, they give him to un- 
i that he must help himself. 
nt to putin the Recor», that it may receive the special 
the House, the gross amount of the several items to 
havereferred. It will be found very interesting reading. 
ance, under article 10 of the treaty of 1868 there is pro- 
‘ Indians roaming,” $5,464,400 

ler that it may appear just what this item means, I will 
r e provision of article 10 of the treaty authorizing and re- 

( ¢ payments to be made. It is as follows: 


n of 





ddition to the clothing herein named, the sum of $10 for each per- 

a i to the beneficial effects of this treaty shall be annually appro- 
a period of thirty years while such persons roam and hunt, and 

person Ww! ages in farming, to be used by the Secretary of 

in the purchase of such articles as from time to time the condi- 








sities of the Indians may i 


ndicate to be proper. 
is for Sioux under treaties of 1877, 
tng 1904. 


1868, and 1889, to and includ- 


, 


, treaty 1858, edt NOURI Sita e Si ctehesie ts ssucnacasdagenete $2, 180, 000.00 
treaty 1868, I, i aa i ed ee - 4, G00. UD 

tr aty I ea ee ee 4, 110, 500. 00 

0, treaty 186 a) Indi RF rs ck dnkvs cclincsed coda hea 5, 4/54, 400. 00 
i 13, trea 1868, employees .......................... 1,421,900. 

aty Int s, cows and 0 I 126, 000. 00 


le 5, agreement 1877, subsistence ¢ 


treaty 1868, artic 





49, 520, 800. 00 
3, 000, 000. 00 
5, 000. 00 
34 


oY, Sant 





[r. Chairman, I regret very much that I have been limited in 


ti i have been. I wanted to bring to the attention of the 
I number of matters which under the circumstances I shall 
pelled to put into the Recorp. I commend them to Mem- 


this House. 
nk the time has come, as I before stated, when we should 


i it 


‘not only for the purpose of taking from the Indians the 


which they do not require, which were set aside for them 

nally for hunting and fishing, but also adopt a¢ rent policy 
respects, as we are already doing to some extent, in ap- 

p! ting m pepe howe portand maintenance of the Indians. 


‘ 
all ti 


Wiy, Mr. Chai rman, to give the Indian 1e money that can 
I be re: lise <4 from some land in which he may have some 
is not for his benefit. He simply squanders the money 
v i he thus receives: it does him no good, except in a few in- 


st . You will generally find that the opposition displayed to 
le tion which is for the interest of the Indians comes from 
dy eaemasind in having the Indians obtain just as much 


m as possible, because the person is desirous of the Indian 
f ig as much money as possible in order that he may get it 


m. 

bill there never would have been any opposition to speak 
irt of the Indians had it not been for the agitation of 

n white men residing upon or adjacent to he reservation, 

had a selfish interest in the reservation remaining in its pres- 
e, possibly to enable them to range their cattle free over 

the lands and be permitted to continue trespassing. 

in conclusion, Mr. Chairman. I maintain that the surplus la 


the me 


nd 


of an Indian reservation. for which the Indian has no further u 
IS the property of the Indians, at least to no greater extent 


it belongs to the whole people, and I maintain that the most 
t the Ind.an has is a mere right of use oriyinally accorded bim 
for the purpose of hunting and fishing, and that he should be 


0 d, upon such terms as are just and fair, to surrender it, that | 
it may become a part of the public domain and be converted into 
t 


es and farms and occupied by people who will contribute to 
ene 4 development and material advancement of the country, and 
| therefore submit that there is no justification for the opposition 
that has developed against the Rosebud bill, and that it is a 
measure that proposes to generously pay the Indians for their 
night tothe lands, and I therefore hope that it may be enacted into 
law. [ Applause. } 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to extend my remarks in the Rrecorp 
and append some authorities bearing upon the subject of Indian 
Utles, aad will ask to have the same pr inted. 
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In the case of Fletcher v. Peck (6 Cranch, 87), de« d by the Supreme Court 
| of the United States in 1810, referring to the gra f lar within n 
reservation, the court said 
‘The reservation for the use of the Indians appear I LT’. 
rangement, suspending for a time the 
In the case of Johnson v. Mcint i 13 
a ‘ided that the fee toall i ; a 
granted subject to the transi« usuf \ ! f ! 
pants, an é [ ) 
Vall., ov cas ] ? 
certain f erva é 
to recovel Kk. the 
ing that Was ar 
States arely pres 
the Governme the court sustained this ! 4 
stating the doctriz Poa plica a 
“The right of th ans in the land from \ t : 3 
that of occupancy alone They had » powe 
United States fee wa t - 
of oceupancy. This is the title by ] 
was so decided Dy toils « ta a ; | n > 
authority of that case ha r been don } t j ns to 
their occupancy is as sacred as that of the I 
ily a right of o ne 
| attaches itself to t 
In Buttz v. Nor r { 
claimed ler the ge 
jected route, whic ‘ | Ly 
and the Indian tit D 
“The land in cont ) ; 
Northern Pacific i I tre n 
as ‘Indian country* At the time ‘ ; 
title of the Indian tribes was pot ext } 
vent the grant of Congress from « r to |} the : 
company. The Indians had merely a r COU 7—a t ze the 
land subject to the dominion ar ont tover ' waren uel 
conveyed the fee sub to this right of occupan I I ALy 
took the proy v s \ 
In the case of Bee er vu. V ber H U.S 7), , ed 
was whether or not tl s t title u 
hin an Indian r ‘ } t 
States ect to ‘ W I 
In . 1? } n of the cc at 
no standing the right of oecuwpanc l : i 
Sta to sell t choo] sections for th t A 
the court said: 
e right which the Indians held was that [ f 
e United States, subject that right 
never they chose The grantee, itis tr 
d not disturb the oceupanc t i 
l iterfered th or determined by t s 
| “The right of the United State » dispos l 
by them (Indians salwarys been re 
tion of the Governn It was sor J S 
54 in 1823, and in ed States ( Kk iw 
between those periods have affirmed the ; 
Peters, 195 See also Jackson id 
Guppy (3 Wisconsin, 502), 8 Oy ms Attort ‘ 
States v. Cook «19 Wall., 591). the United Stat 
ber cutand sold by Indians on land 
that the fee was in the United Stat 
I 1s: that this was the tit " 
t the anth t of Jo} y Mel * 
In t struc Y r 1 
tio ok ine ri mS vea . 
+} ; care hut t : 
fer n tance b-«€ j | 
.d ++ 2+ Cor “eee ir 1 ty x } 
every towns Dp hive if } 
. to existin ’ 5 
uld ne ! St 
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T , the tr : 
States was not 
n e treaties ‘ 
We Raition 
I vA 1 
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the occupancy of the Menomonees. Thatusufructuary occupation was capa- 
ble of being extinguished by the United States, and by them alone, and until 
its extinction the entire original title remained between them and the 
Indians. * * * 

‘**In the case of Mitchell v.The United States that was one of the points, 
and it was expressly held by the court as the established public law of 
America that the Government owns the original fee of the soil, and may 
Gun th comme while the lands remain in the possession of the Indians. (9 

eters, 711.) 

‘*The same doctrine is reaffirmed in the case of The United States v. Fer- 
nandez. (10 Peters, 303.) 

‘There is no room whatever to question the law of these decisions. They 
are in strict conformity with principle and precedent.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to state whatI under- 
stand to be the Indian title to the lands which have been referred 
to, because I am fearful that an erroneous impression may have 
been left upon the minds of some Members by the statements of 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. BurRKE]. 

The Supreme Court more than seventy-five years ago declared 
that the right of the Indian was a right of occupancy, a right of 
use, a right which was perpetual, and could be interfered with 
or changed only upon the assent of the Indians, The Supreme 
Court recently have modified that decision to the extent of saying 
that the Congress of the United States occupied the position of a 
guardian for the Indians, a guardian that could act without ask- 
ing the assent of any court, a guardian supreme in its powers, 
but whose powers must be exercised solely for the benefit of the 
ward. In other words, the Supreme Court now hold that while 
the title of the Indians is a title simply of use and occupancy for 
their benefit, Congress can dispose of that title if it sees best, if 
in its wisdom it thinks it is for the benefit of the Indians so do, 

~but can do that only for the benefit of the Indians and for no 
other purpose. 

Mr. BURKE. Will the gentleman permit one observation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE. I desire to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that in the case of Lone Wolf v. Hitchcock, decided January 
2, 1903, after quoting article 12 of the treaty, Mr. Justice White, 
who delivered the opinion of the court, said in part: 


The appellants base their right to relief on the proposition that by the ef- 
fect of the article just quoted the confederated tribes of Kiowas, Comanches, 
and Apaches were vested with an interest in the lands held in common within 
the reservation, which interest could not be divested by Congressin any 
other mode than that specified in the said twelfth article,and that asa result 
of the said stipulation the interest of the Indians in the common lands fell 
within the protection of the fifth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, and such interest, indirectly at least, came under the control 
of = judicial branch of the Government. Weare unable to yield our assent 
to this view. 

The contention in effect ignores the status of the contracting Indians and 
the relation of dependency they bore and continue to bear toward the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. To uphold the claim would be to adjudge that 
the indirect operation of the treaty was to materially limit and qualify the 
cotrolling authority of Congress in respect to the care and protection of the 
Indians, and to deprive Congress, in a possible emergency when the necessity 
might be urgent for a —— and disposal of the tribal lands, of all power 
to act if the assent of the Indians could not be obtained. 

Now, it is true that in decisions of this court the Indian right of occupancy 
of tribal lands, whether declared ina treaty or otherwise created, has been 
stated to be sacred, or, as sometimes expressed, as sacred as the fee of the 
United States in the same lands. (Johnson v. McIntosh (1823), 8 Wheat., 543, 
574; Cherokee Nation v. Georgia (1831), 5 Pet., 1, 48; Worcester v. Georgia 
(1832), 6 Pet., 515, 581; United States v. Cook (1873), 19 Wall., 591, 592; Leaven- 
worth, etc., R. R. Co. v. United States (1875), 92 U.S., 733, 755; Beecher v. 
Wetherby (1877), 95 U. S., 525.) 

3ut in none of these cases wasthere involved a controversy between Indians 
and the Government respecting the power of Congress to administer the 
property of the Indians. The questions considered in the cases referred to, 
which either directly or indirectly had relation to the nature of the property 


rights of the Indians, concerned the character and extent of such rights as | 


respected States or individuals. In one of the cited cases it was clearly 
pointed out that Congress possessed a paramount power over the property of 
the Indians, by reason of its exercise of guardianship over their interests, 
and that such authority might be implied, even though opposed to the strict 
letter of a treaty with the Indians. Thus, in Beecher v. Wetherby (95 U. S&., 
525), discussing the claim that there had been a prior reservation of land by 
treaty to the use of a cx ia tribe of Indians, the court said (p. 525): 

* But the right which the Indians held was only that of occupancy. The 
fee was in the United States, subject to that right, and could be transferred 
by them whenever they chose. The grantee, it is true, would take only the 
naked fee, and could not disturb the occupancy of the Indians; that occupancy 
could only be interfered with or determined by the United States. Itis to be 
presumed that in this matter the United States would be governed by such 
considerations of justice as would control a Christian people in their treat- 
ment of an ignorant and dependent race. Be that as it may, the propriety 
or justice of their action toward the Indians with respect to their lands isa 
question of governmental policy, and is not a matter open to discussion in a 
controversy between third parties, neither of whom derives title from the 
Indians.” 

Plenary authority over the tribal relations of the Indians has been exer- 
cised by Congress from the beginning, and the power hasalways been deemed 
@ political one, not subject to be controlled by the judicial department of the 
Government. Until the year 1871 the policy was pursued cf dealing with the 
Indian tribes by means of treaties, and, of course, a moral obligation rested 
upon Congress to act in good faitb in performing the stipulations entered 
into onits behalf. But, as treaties made with foreign nations (Chinese ex- 
clusion cases, 130 U. S., 581, 600), the legislative power might pass laws in con- 
flict with treaties made with the Indians. (Thomas v. Gay, 169 U. 8. 264, 270; 
Ward v. Race Horse, 163 U. S., 504, 511; Spalding v. Chandler, 160 U. S., 394, 
405; Missouri, Kansas and Texas Rwy. Co. v. Roberts, 152 U. 8., 114, 117; The 
Che:'okee Tobacco, 11 Wall., 616.) 

‘Tae power exists to abrogate the provisions of an Indian treaty, though 
presamably such power will be exercised only when circumstances arise 
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which will not only justify the Government in disregarding the stipulat 
of the treaty, but may demand, in the interest of the country and the In; 
themselves, that it shoulddoso. When, therefore, treaties were entere, 
between the United States and a tribe of Indians, it was never doubted 
the power to abrogate existed in omerees, and that in a contingency <« 
power might be availed of from considerations of governmental policy, 
ticularly if consistent with perfect good faith toward the Indians. In {J} 
States v. Kagama (1885) (118 U.8., 375), speaking of the Indians, the court 
. B82): 
- “After an experience of a hundred years of the treaty-making syst; 
overnment Congress has determined upon a new departure—to govern | 
by acts of Congress. This is seen in the act of March 3, 1871, embodied i; 
tion 2079 of the Revised Statutes: ‘No Indian nation or tribe within th: 
ritory of the United States shall be acknowledged or recognized as an 
vendent nation, tribe, or power with whom the United States may con: 
S treaty; but no obligation of any treat lawfully made and ratified 
any such Indian nation or tribe prior to March 3, 1871, shall be hereby j; 
dated or impaired.’”’ : 

In upholding the validity of an act of Congress which conferred ju: 
tion upon the courts of the United States for certain crimes committed 
Indian reservation within a State, the court said (p. 383): 

“It seems to us that this is within the competency of Congress. 
Indian tribes are the wards of the nation. They are communities de} 
on the United States; dependent largely for their daily food; depend 
their politicalrights. They owe no allegiance to the States,and receiy: 
them no protection. Because of the local ill feeling, the people of the 
where they are found are often their deadliest enemies. en their 
weakness and helplessness, so largely due to the course of dealing . 
Federal Government with them and the treaties in which it has been 
ised, there arises the duty of protection, and with it the power. This} 
ways been recognized by the Executive and by Congress and by this: 
whenever the question has arisen. 

* * * * * ra 

“The power of the General Government over these remnants of 
once powerful, now weak and diminished in numbers, is necessary 1 
protection, as well as to the safety of those among whom they dwell. 
exist in that government, because it never has existed anywhere else, } 
the theater of its exercise is within the geographical limits of the | 
States, because it has never been denied, and because it alone can en! 
laws on all the tribes.” . 

That Indians who had not been fully emancipated from the cont: 
protection of the United States are subject, at least so far as the triba 
were concerned, to be controlled by direct legislation of Congress i 
clared in Choctaw Nation v. United States (119 U.S., 1, 27) and Ste; 
Choctaw Nation (174 U. S., 445, 483). * * * 

We must presume that Congress acted in perfect good faith in the d 
with the Indians of which complaint is made, and that the legis!atiy 
of the Government exercised its best Judgment in the premises 
event, as Congress possessed full power in the matter, the judiciary 
question or inquire into the motives which prompted the enactm: 
legislation. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. It has never been decided that Co: 
could divest this title without compensating these Indians {or the 
perpetual right of occupancy that they have. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; and what I wish to emphasize is 
the fact that the Supreme Court never has so held, and that it is 
not the intention cf Congress and it is not the intention of any 
Indian Committee or anybody else, so far as I know, to dispose of 
any right of the Indians except for their benefit. 

Mr. DALZELL. Congress is the last judge of what is for their 
benefit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Congress is the supreme judge. 

Mr. BURKE. I do not want to be misunderstood. I hay 
maintained and do declare that in my best judgment this })i/! 
provide what is fair and just and right as a compensation Lor | 
Indians from any standpoint. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Iunderstood the gentleman’s position. i 
much time have I, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. . The gentleman from New York has: 
teen minutes remaining. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iryield that nineteen minutes to the gent! 
man from Iowa [Mr. HEDGE]. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hep: 
recognized for nineteen minutes. 

Mr. HEDGE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in a sense to a quest) 
personal privilege. During my brief and quiet sojourn here | | 
been the recipient of constant favor from many Members o! 
House without distinction of party or religion. This vindness 


| grateful to my feelings, has from the first day of the extra ses 


of this Congress presented itself in a new and interesting torn. 
In addition to the usual inquiry after my health or the nature 0! 
the private legislation which I may be suspected of a desire to)" 
mote, these friends, assuming an air of affectionate solicituc: 
good to be true, have been daily insisting on my enriching | 


| intelligence with my views of the Iowa idea, until at last | 


like the unjust judge, from pure weariness compelled, so far « 
my limited measure I may, to satisfy their importunate mor 
thirst in this regard. 

Furthermore, my sense of loyalty to my constituents and n 
bors, as wellas of duty to these teasing associates whose trav 
their own country seems never to have extended west of | 
Alleghenies, who have never gazed upon the star of empire, |i 
no notion of its present position or memory of its triumpl 
course, impels me to offer what help I may to their understan 
ings by a hint or suggestion or two of the quality of the men 0 


whose homes and fields of industry that star has so reasonaiy 
fixed.its abiding place, 
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wa are and always have been prolific and capacious of ideas— | 


Of course I have been made aware of the ‘‘idea’”’ that my inquis- 
we driving at. The active and healthy minds of the people 


’ |, political, social, and industrial; great ideas, vital, helpful, 
inspiring to themselves, to their Commonwealth, and to their 
‘ ry—and it seems a strange irony of fortune that of all the 
, whose original conception might be attributed to the Iowa 
i the one least fit for the prefix of the definite article should 
en the widest interest and provoke the most general animad- 
1 on, an idea which, following the dictionary, is rather *‘a 

‘al conception or notion formed by generalization ’’ than 
rational conception,”’ or ‘* the complete conception of an object 
when thought of in its necessary elements or constituents.’ 


.e offspring of a confused or half-attentive mind, of headlong | 


impu's?, rather than of long-headed thinking. it has changed its 
shane like the cloud which, now looking like a weasel and now very 
like a whale, perplexed the wit of old Polonius. First it expressed 
itself or exposed itself in a purpose to modify any schedules of the 
tariff which might afford a shelter to monepoly. By this protest 
of virtue above suspicion, we found ourselves regarded as beyond 
suspici n by the Iowa Democracy. Mere words of honest intent, 
t which meant nothing and could mean nothing, as I shall at- 
tempt toshow. It was hailed by them (anything to hail is a god- 
send to an Iowa Democrat) as a confession that the tariff is the 
mother of trusts and the grandmother of monopoly. De Quincey 
says that the progress of the sinner in wrongdoing is inevitable; 


that if he commits murder, he will, if unchecked by force, neces- | 


sirily proceed to robbery, forgery, and perjury, and throvgh the 
catalogue of crime until at last he finds himself guilty of Sabbath 
breaking and disobedience to parents [Laughter.] 

This course of the sinner finds it counterpart (in reverse) in 
that of the reformer, or at least illustrates the course of the Iowa 
tariff reformer. He denounces a public policy which, working 
for the general advantage of all the people, does not cut off alleged 
evil doers from its benefits. 
or when to strike, he demands general and immediate revision—a 
sort of daily house cleaning—ignoring the Scripture story that 
that day only was blessed and sanctified which let well enough 
alone, and now at last raises his arm to strike at the interest of 
his own supporters and own people in behalf of reciprocity with 
Canada. 

[ shall not deny that there are people in Iowa who regard revi- 
sion, partial, total. by reciprocity with Canada, by what one of 
them, an editor, calls *‘ the broadest commercial reciprocity,’’ or by 
open free trade, as a veritable pillar of cloud leading to Canaan. 
Mr. Lincoln said you could fool all of the people part of the time, 
part of the people all the time, but you couldn’t fool all of the 
people all the time. There are a few of this second class who are 
making some noise in Iowa. We have some of the descendants 
of Jeshurun there, who have waxed fat and kick. Wehave those 
who, in their fullness, deny the fountain, who deny the influence 
of a public policy to hinder or to advance the fortunes of the 
people, or, to use the language of my friend and colleague from 
the Second district, ascribe all their prosperity to gravitation. 

Their philosophy is not so profound as that of an unsuccessful 
candidate for the Presidency who taught the people forty years 
ago. He was a Daniel too, Daniel Pratt, the Great American 
Traveler. I had the advantage of hearing him many times and of 
contributing to his campaign fund whenever the hat went round. 
That Daniel, with great solemnity and convincing power, main- 
tained that the great forces of nature are gravitation and perspi- 
ration. (Laughter. ] 

[f that Daniel had lived till now, he would have added revision 
and reciprocity. [Laughter.] He might not have come to judg- 
ment, but would certainly have gone to the St. Louis convention. 
| Laughter. 

We have certain business men governed by the same motives 
that actuate the millers of Minneapolis, e. g., the Tri-City Reci- 
procity League. 

| was honored with a duplicate copy of the letter read and ap- 
proved by my colleague [Mr. WADE] the other day—a league 
“composed of manufacturers of the city of Moline, Ill.; Rocx 
Islamd, Tll., and Davenport, Iowa.” 

_ Here is a partial list of members: Barnard & Leas Manufactur- 
ing Company, Bettendorf Axle Company, Bettendorf Metal Wheel 
Company, H. W. Cooper, Davenport Foundry and Machine Com- 


pany, Deere & Co., Deere & Mansur Company, The Fuller Manu- | 


T 


line Elevator Company, Moline Plow Company, Moline Pump 


Company, Moline Scale Company, Moline Tool Company, Moline | 


Wagon Company, Red Jacket Manufacturing Company, Rock 
island Iron Works, The Root-VanDervoort Engineering Company, 


Sylvan Steel Works, Sternberg Manufacturing Company, Union | 


Malleable Iron Company, Wilson-Moline Buggy Company, Wil- 
ams, White & Co. 
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Next, seeming not tosee how tostrike | 


facturing Company, 8. A. Mager Manufacturing Company, Mo- | 
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The signer, Mr. French, is a man of great intelligence and of 
high character—a man of affairs. The wonder that he is and al- 
ways has been a Democrat disappears when we learn that in his 
boyhood he was at school under the influence of that leader of 
the minority whose personality commands the respect of the 





| whole House, and whose seductive sophistry might deceive the 


very elect. It is interesting to know that the hand we see so often 
here raised to threaten or command did years ago bend the twig 
now grown into a great but twisted tree, in whose upper branches 
flighty things may lodge. [Laughter. ] 

I ought not to intimate that there is any flightiness in this ad- 
vocacy of reciprocity with Canada by the league or its secretary. 
There is no altruistic sentimentalism in their policy. This league 
is not an eleemosynary institution. Canada is not a manufac- 
turing country. Its people are a rural people, engaged in pro- 
ducing the same things that are produced by the farmers of Iowa, 
Minnesota, and Michigan. They offer no serious competition in 
any business or enterprise carried on by any of the members of 
this league. The harm or hazard of the game proposed is at the 
expense of the farmer of Iowa. These gentlemen propose to 
gamble only with his stakes. 

They do not plan to strengthen the competition against them- 
selves but to enlarge their own market, though they narrow his. 
| The man who makes the plow proposes to reciprocate away the 
| rights of the man who drives the plow. This, then, to borrow a 
| phrase from the gentleman from Mississippi, is our first ** object 
lesson in revision by reciprocity,’’ the great damage of the most 
honest, legitimate, nonmonopolistic industry in the country, an 
industry which can by no possibility ever come under the control 
of any trust, legitimate or illegitimate. 

I would commend to the disciples of revision in the Republican 
party the warning of the leader of the Democracy to his fol- 
lowers: 

The tariff reformer who would do things recklessly or too suddenly would 
run the risk of destroying the very end he had in contemplation by furnish- 
ing object lessons which would not help him, but hurt him, and in conse- 
quence of which he and those of his opinion might be hurled out of power 
and deprived of the power of doing anything. 

While this Iowa idea, ripened or even gone beyond the state of 
ripeness, as it has, into reciprocity, that particular reciprocity 
| which would directly and immediately bring damage and dis- 
| aster to the chief industry of Iowa, receives the approval of every 

Democrat in Iowa, and of that very small number whom my 
| colleague says have just begun to think, it does not deceive, 
thoughit may greatly disturb the serenity of that great body of the 
people of Iowa who began to think when they began to live. and 
who have by thoughtful labor built up that imperialState. Their 
Americanism has been of no doubtful quality and their Repub- 
licanism of no uncertain sound. They adhere to the principle 
inherent in the doctrine of protection, ** that from time to time such 
changes should be made in the tariff as become advisable through 
the progress of our industries and their changing relations to the 
commerce of the world,’’ recognizing the further fact that these 
changes must not be made until the need for them outweighs the 
disadvantages. 

We can not afford to become fossilized or to fail to recognize the fact that 
as the needs of the country change it may be necessary to meet these new 
needs by changing certain featuresof ourtariff laws. Still less can we afford 
to fail to recognize the further fact that these chan 


res must not be made until 
the need for them outweighs the disadvantages which may result,and when it 
becomes necessary to make them they should be made with full rec: 





of the need of stability in our economic system and of keepin ichang 
the principle of that system, which has now become a settled policy in our 
national hfe. We have prospered marvelously at home. 3 a nation we 
stand in the very forefront in the giant international industrial competition 
of the day. We can not afford by any freak of folly to forfeit the position to 
which we have thus triumphantly attained. (President Roosevelt at Minne- 
apolis.) 





Nor do they suffer confusion of mind concerning the relation 
of the tariff to the trusts. They are fully aware that the tariff 
only fixes conditions which tend to secure the rewards of intelli- 
gent industry; that while it widens the field of enterprise and 
multiplies the opportunities for honest endeavor, it can not grant 
its beneficence exclusively to the truly good and withhold it from 
the wicked; that no schedules, revised or otherwise, can be con- 
trived to shut off from business and industrial activity the selfish, 
the greedy, the avaricious, and place them under the exclusive 
control of patriots, philanthropists, and pharisees. 

They know that a genial climate and propitious season energizes 
and invigorates all vegetable vitality with generous impartiality, 
whether noxious or wholesome; that when corn grows weeds 
| may grow, or, to fit the figure more closely, when we are blessed 
with a full crop of corn in the ear, with its ensuing honest and 
helpful pig, we must look also for a superfluity of corn in the jug. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. HEDGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the RECORD. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, Iask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may have time to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would only be too glad to grant 
the request, but the time has been fixed in the House and is in the 
control of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All of my time has beeen allotted. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will say to the gentleman from 
New York that I have previously yielded all of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will not the gentleman consent to yield 
five minutes? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
man. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I thank the gentleman very much; it is very 
generous of the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowais recognized for 
five minutes. 

Mr. HEDGE. I thank the gentleman and the committee. 

It is as practicable to shut off the commerce and work of the 
world from the hands of sinners by a reform or removal of the 
tariff as it would be to shut off the cherishing light of the sun 
from the evil and unthankful and send the rain to fall on the just 
alone bya reform in the Weather Bureau. The Iowa Republican 
notion of the relation of the tariff to the trusts and of the effec- 
tual way to handle trusts is so clearly set forth in the address 
of my colleague, Mr. WALTER SMITH, chairman of our State con- 
vention in 1902, that I take leave to appropriate part of that ad- 
dress. 


I want to call attention tosome of those classes of cases in which the appli- 
cation of the principles contended for by our Democratic friends would do 
the people no good and the trusts no harm, but, upon the contrary, would 
harm the people and help the trusts. 

If a trust buys its raw material abroad or buys it at home of producers in 
whom it has no interest, the removal of the tariff on such raw material would 
not hurt but benefit the trust. To illustrate, the removal of the tariff on 
cattle, if it had any effect, would help, not hurt, the beef trust, by simply 
enabling it to buy cattle cheaper, to the detriment of the American farmer, 
but would not necessarily in any way relieve the people from oppression, be- 
cause the chief complaint against the trust evil rests upon the contention 
that the trust can and does by its power hold the price of what it sells out 
of due relation to the cost of production. 

When a trust has so far developed its industry as to be able to compete in 
the market places of the world, and when its domestic competitors have not 
so far developed their business as to be able to so compete, a renfoval of the 
tariff would destroy not the trust, but the competitors of the trust, and thus 
make the monopoly complete. 

Where a trust controls the production of an article here, and the foreign 
production of the same article is controlled by another trust, the removal of 
the tariff would serve not to release our people from the clutches of a trust, 
but to simply transfer them from the clutches of a domestic trust, compelled 
by tariff law to produce its goods here with domestic labor, to the clutches 
of a foreign trust that would produce its goods abroad with foreign labor. 

If these three propositions are correct, itappears that the proposed plan is 
ona par with the wisdom of Democratic statesmanship generally, and that 
the Democratic party would,if it had the power, injure, perhaps incidentally, 
some of the trusts and at the same time fatten others by increasing their 
already unjust profits, rob the American laboring man of that work which 
is justly his,and bring about another starving time. 

The Republican policy is far different. It will thoroughly test the existin 
laws in the courts, and if itis found that they are in any way deficient wi 

‘2use them to be amended and strengthened so far as Congress has constitu- 

ul power to do so. 

he Republican party will fearlessly use every means in its power to reach 

great evil, and where modifications of the tariff would be useful to that 
end, without serious injury to the laborers of this country, will not hesitate 
to resort thereto. It may as well be understood, however, that the Repub- 
lican party will neither consent to abandon its cardinal doctrine of protection 
nor to the oppression of the people by the trusts. Its cry is not for commer- 
cial freedom at the expense of prosperity, but commercial freedom and 
prosperity. 

And at Minneapolis last April President Roosevelt thus ex- 
pressed his concurrence in these views: 

One point we must steadily keepin mind. The question of tariff revision, 
speaking broadly, stands wholly apart from the question of dealing with the 
trusts. Nochange in tariff duties can have any substantial effect in solving 
the so-called “trust problem.” 


I yield five minutes to the gentle- 


Mr. Chairman, it is only seventy years since the white man was | 
first permitted to enter and possess the land now named the State 


of Iowa. One wholooks back upon its origin and its history is not 
surprised that its pioneers, its founders, and its builders produced 
and developed a high type of manhood, and perhaps the truest type 
of American manhood. Theyspring from the best blood of all 
the older States. Their fathers had been pioneers and builders 
along the Atlantic coast in Maine and New Hampshire to South 
Carolina and Georgia. They brought with them the traditions, 
the habits of life, the modes of thought and of speech, the preju- 
dices, and perhaps the bigotries of their widely separated places 
of nativity. Their love of their early homes was not weakened, 
but intensified, by their exile. 

But in the intercourse which the very necessities of their new 
life made close and intimate, in the practice of the kindly offices 
of good neighborhood, they inevitably modified, instructed, en- 
larged, and Americanized each other. Their provincialism ex- 
panded into patriotism. They came to recognize the community 
of interest of the American people, to revere one flag, one Consti- 
tution, to behold one destiny. Their first title deeds to their 
homesteads had been signed by the President of the United States. 

The silent, shining river over which they had come was not 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| the extortionate prices of the beef trust. 
| case whereby by combination a central power fixes the pri: 
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only their inviolate way of necessity to the market of the worl 
but the signand promise and commandment of a perpetual unior’ 
and as reenforcements came—the Teuton, the Celt, and the Seay): 
dinavian—and the line of their composite civilization made jts 
westward conquest of the beautiful wilderness there was no . 
sential change in their character, for all were of the stalwart ra, 
of mankind. However various in outward appearance or diff 
ent in externals, they were alike in this: They all loved liberty anq 
honored usefulness. In their strenuous life dignity of labor was 
not an abstraction—a tinsel phrase to emblazon the banner 
the demagogue. 

To their understanding there was no dignity in life except in 
labor. The man who did things, who made things, who produced 

L 


3 


things, was the only man who had proved his right tobe. Such 
proposition as that the consumer is as justly entitled to the ben! 
of competition as the producer is to the aid of protection seemed 
of the same quality of wisdom as Sancho Panza’s observation that 
large rivers always run by large towns. [Laughter.] For the 
first office of production is to supply consumption, and the only 
purpose of protection is to stimulate the production of supplies 
near to the hand of the consumer. 

Usefulness—the capacity to produce over and above the needs of 
consumption, to amass wealth, to heap up riches, to add to the 
material resources of the commonwealth—was among them a true 
measure of merit, of worth, of dignity. 

They believe that government is instituted to secure the rights 
of the individual, to protect him in his field of usefulness; that it 
has no other reason to be; that it can not offer or suffer injustice to 
the individual without harm or hazard to all the people and to itsel; 
that it can not withhold protection, from any American industry 
without harm or hazard to all American industries. I have thus 
only attempted to indicate the Iowa farmers’ notion of domestic 
economy and their idea of public policy. With these views they 
became Republican fifty years ago, and during those fifty years 
they have discovered nothing in the history of their country or in 
their own private experience which does not justify their first 
decision and strengthen their attachment to the policy of prot 
tion. 

The growth of their State is the sufficient vindication and splen- 
did monument of the wisdom of that policy. Within the mem- 
ory of many men still in active life the beautiful wilderness wl 
lay solitary and silent between the two great rivers of the conti 
nent has been transformed into a hundred Canaans, a great 
ary and storehouse of the world. 

Speech will always be free in Iowa. Sciolists, empirics, and 
academics may still, without let or hindrance, string out sound 
ing words and jingling phrases and advertise them as “ides 
But the busy farmers of Iowa are not ‘‘ children tossed to and {1 
and carried about with every wind of doctrine.’’ Citizens of a‘ 
monwealth which covers one-eighteenth of the Louisiana ; 
chase, shelters and supports one-sixth of the population of that 
magnificent empire, and has so sheltered them that they possess 
one-third of the taxable property of its thirteen great States and 
Territories, and a greater and more evenly distributed per ’ 
wealth than is enjoyed by any other State in the Union, to thi 


| minds the State of Iowa itself is the visible, tangible, auth 


presentation of the Iowa idea. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield the ba’ 
of my time to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Rosinson. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I regard t 
a fitting time and place to present to the House a plea on b! 
of a people without representation on the floor. It is a case that 
appeals to them intimately, and should appeal to the hearts ail 
minds of the Representatives in this House. I congratulate tlie 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Martin] for introducing in 
the House and in securing a favorable report from the comm 
a resolution which will amount to a legislative direction to the 
partment of Commerce and Labor to investigate the subject 
He has shown to us 4 


which they purchase live stock, and control the market in tl: 
and we all know the means adopted to fix the price at which t! 
sell to the people. 

We ourselves all know that this beef-trust extortion has becn 
going on, but I congratulate the gentleman that he in this man- 
ner is able to percolate his way to the attention of the Depar'- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, which is charged with the dut) 


| itscorrection. It was heralded, at the passage of the bill creati! 


this Bureau, on the floor of the House and Senate that the Dv- 
partment of Commerce and Labor was to be charged as one 0! 
its salient points of duty with the investigation of the beef an 
other trusts and their extortions. Openly and notoriously these 
trusts have flourished and grown fat, and now to curb and con- 
trol them specific Congressional action must be taken. We mus' 
mandate this Department—marshal it in the way it shall act anc 
what trust it shall attack. It must have legislative direction to 
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end for which it was created, and the gentleman has chosen 
method of a resolution to that effect. Are we to still con- 
. in the old rut of nonrigorous enforcement of antitrust laws? | 
is what is meant by conservatism? A year ago, under the 
nse stress of an anthracite-coal strike which shook the world, 
Republican Members of this House, urged on by the Democ- 
_ repealed the tariff temporarily for a year on soft coal, but 
ng the cold weather of last January that law of repeal of 
f dut y lapsed into a tariff tax again, and no voice or word 
1 the Republican side has come in favor of a repeal of the 
¥ tax on coal or in favor of reestablishing a restriction that 

. | ke ep the coal trust from its extortion. 
-, Chairman, the Indian Territory is without a Representative. 
lis benighted people—600,000 of them—have suffered long from 
( preeecs neglect in many ways,and aresufieringnow. One 


} ired thousand school children without the facilities for any | 


education. No laws provided for civilized government. 
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ongress has passed no provision to call to the attention of | 
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go, it will em- 
iri Mi 





other section except Pennsylvania. As I stated a momen 
brace 20,000,000 people, reaching up through Kansas and Mi 





ssouri 









has no coal mines that amount to anything: neither has Arkar sas Or Texas 
or Oklahoma, and all these States are dependent upon the coal mines of 
| the Indian Territory. 
STATEMENT OF JUDGE D.L. 8S! AW OKLA 
Judge SLEEPER. Separate statehood wot ve th al-miles in Indian 
Territor y- 
Mr. SPALDING. What difference wo wld 1 that make? 
Judge SLEEPER. Some of our people imagine they could control the coal 
rates. For instance, we are a hundré ¥ miles from the il fields, and are 
aying $7.50 a ton for soft coal that we us:d to pay $2.50 7 t O 
tf we had statehood we could throw the lawsof Oklahoma over the: i 
bring some of them to terms. 
STATEMENT OF MR. HENRY LASSON, OF ELRI », OKLA 
Mr. Lasson. Iam in the milling business and the grain busins I am 
also in the coal business. We are paying enormous prices, as Mr. Slee 
stated a whileago. That is tosome extent mani i 
| in Indian Territory, and we have not much of : t 
have virtually to pay the price. I be nent re it i 
| railroads, that are doing most of the hg ave 1 
| the matter. If you have any questi ms t 
Mr. RoBInson. They have formed a cor ther ‘ol 


‘partment of Commerce and Labor to perform its duty and | 


these people from a trust equally as exorbitant as the 

trust, and it affects them in the form of a coal trust in the 
ferritory. That coal trust in Indian Territory is distressing not 
( to the people of that Territory, but to the surrounding coun- 
{ I refer to the coal trust in the Indian Territory, operated 


along the same lines as the beef trust operates, to which the gen- 
t in from South Dakota referred. If we must go through | 


Congress in order to appeal to the Department of Commerce, 


| for a hundred years under 


duty it is to protect our citizens, then I adopt this plan of | 


presenting the matter on the floor of the House on behalf of a 
people without a Representative. This trust affects all the people 
who use the coal from the Indian Territory, and in proof of the 


lition which exists I present the statements of gentlemen of | 


character, who came from the Indian Territory and Oklahoma 

to testify before the Committee on the Territories in its recent 

hearings upon the subject of granting statehood, and who came 

! at their own expense. 

identally only they mention the great extortions of the coal 

t out in the Indian Territory. Operating upon the same line 

he beef trust, by a combine, they compel the price to be fixed 

| ‘entral agent, thus destroying all competition. I read the 
statements of these gentlemen: 

STATEMENT OF MR. DICK T. MORGAN, OF ELRENO, OKLA. 


trouble is not so much with the railroads as it is with a company in 
lian Territory which has been formed for the purpose of selling coal. 
have contracts with all the coal mines to take their entire output at a 
F x. ice. Consequently, when you go down there you must buy from 
company, and the railroad « -ompanies hi uve to pay $4 a ton to the coal 


any. It is these sales companies in the Indian Territory that make the 
so high. 
STATEMENT OF MR. CHESTER HOWF, OF WASHINGTON, D. C., AND OKLA- 


HOMA CITY, OKLA. 

. Roprnson. Are those coal companies combining to rob the people? 
HowF. Iam informed that it costs those mining companies about $1.25 
n, including the labor to mine that coal, the rent, and the royalty, 

sonly 8 cents per ton. I am further informed that the coal can not 

.ed at the mine for less than $taton. If that is true, they are 

an enormous profit, and the people of that country are paying it 
STATEMENT OF A. G. HAVENS. 

Mr. Dore. The press reports are to the effect that a combination of les- 

g as made as to fixing the price at which it should be sold to the pur- 

‘ r on the car at the mines 

Mir. Havens. I can state that I know such a combination does exist, for I 

en correspondence from people who would make application to pur- 

‘ ‘oal there from one of the companies, and they wouk d the com- 

mut ( on back and refer him to this central combination, which contracts 

V the companies for the entire output. 

coal. You can not buy it of them. 

I and perhaps are composed of different individuals; but as an inde- 

nt organization there exists a combination which controls the output 
those mines, and to which you must go for your prices. They control 
e of the entire output of all the mines, and there is no competition 
ver, Weare paying throughout the Territory of Oklahoma to-day $8 
for coal that costs them but $1.25 to put on the car. 


The good heart of my good friend Governor Powers, of Maine, 
was touched, and he asked this question: 
»l understand you can not get prices from any of the companies there 
except from one man? 
r. HAVENS. There is one management. One man fixes the price of coal 
very coal company in that country that can get a pound of coal carried 
on the railroad lines. 
Then, fleet of mind as to the legislative duty of himself and 
every Member of this House, Governor Powers said: 
I should think there would be a chance for interference of the United States 
authorities there. 

But the Bureau of Commerce and Labor, created for that pur- 
ose, has not heard of the beef trust, although everyone here has, 
nd the -y have not heard of hundreds of thousands of people in 
ie West, around Oklahoma and Indian Territory, who are suffer- 
ug under the grip of this coal trust. Mr. Havens continues: 

J et me call attention to anotherthing. The coal mines in the Indian Ter 

ory are the most extensive and the most valuable in the United States 


itside of Pennsylvania, and what is more, more ——_ will be dependent in 
the long future upon the coal product of the Indian erritory than upon any 


Aha 


~ 





They will not sell you a pound of 


— 


the price of coal at the mines? 
Mr. Lasson. I believe that is it. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Have you not resorted to th« 
Mr. LAsson. It is pretty hard to reach them. 
Here is a people 600,000 strong, and this Cong 
to give them a Territorial form of government, : 
has failed to give them a State government. 
Indians, and only 13,000 of them are full bloods 





» antitrust law? 


rress has refused 








good educati 


al facilities, ha 
come generally, in business tact and ability to take care hem 
selves, the e qual of the white men throughout the cot 7 
there is a Secretary in the President’s Cabinet charg th 


( 
duty of protecting them—the. Department of Comn 





Labor—that has not heard their appeals nor of th S 
this coal trust, which charges the people there from $ \ 
ton for coal by means of having a central board which fixes the 
price. I thought I would take this means on behalf of the peop! 
of the Indian Territory to call the matter to the attention of t 
| Department of Commerce and Labor by percolating my way 
that Department through the NGRESSIONAL Recorp. [Ay 
plause. | 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no further demand for the re- 


ask- | 


Of course there are companies who own | 


maining time on the part of the minority, the Clerk will begin t! 
reading of the bill. 

The Clerk, proceeding to read the bill, read the following: 

At the Cheyenne River Agency, 8S. Dak., $1,700. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a typographical error in t! ) 
graph just read. Iask unanimous consentthat the word ** sev: 
be changed to ‘* six.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN, 
made by the Clerk. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, $39,200 


Without objection, the correction will 1 
J 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that th e word 
“*two,’’ in line 25, be changed to ‘‘three.’’ This chan 3 mad 
necessary by reason of the amendment changing “seven” to 


‘‘eizht’’ ina former paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objectior 
amendment will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingencies of the Indian service, including travelin 
expenses of Indian agents and of their 
Indian Affairs; also traveling and incid 
per day when actually employed 
tation and sleeping-car fare, in lie 
law, and expenses of going & pan 
while remaining there under 01 : 
Indian Affairs, for a per io) not to ex 
not otherwise provided for, and for 
per annum each, $60,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer, by direction of th: 
amendment which I send to the desk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 10, page 6, insert: 

‘** Provided, That hereafter when it be 
capita payments to Indians, the C mimissioner of I] 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior, is hereby auth 
disbursing officer of the Indi an ‘De partment 
amount as may be nec essary to ms uke such payment in one instalir ‘ 
expenses inc urred in procutr my ich special bond to be paid by th ted 
States from this appropriati 


Mr. STEPHENS of Tied 
ment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has been in former bills, but in this 
it was stricken out in committee, as the gentleman will remem- 
ber, on the theory that the provision heretofore adopted was a 
permanent statutory provision. Afterwards we discovered that 
such was not the case, and this amendment is now offered to 
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What is the reason for thi 
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| remedy the omission. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary expenses of transportation of such goods, provisions, and 
for the various tribes of Indians provided for by this act, in- 
nd expenses of transportation agents and rent of warehouses, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, Ioffer the following amendment: 
After the word “ dollars,” in line 7, page 8, add: 

I led, That no portion thereof shall be expended for the location or 
ma —— ofan Indian warehouse at any place other than Chicago and 
INOW ork Uity. 

Mr. Chairman, this does not affect the St. Louis or the San 
Francisco warehouse. 

Mr. LACEY. I reserve a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can not reserve the point of order. 
I am perfectly willing that the point of order be passed upon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the House should agree to certain sec- 
tions of this bill which come in at a subsequent point, no part of 
this appropriation will be used for any warehouse elsewhere than 
at New York or Chicago. But if the committee should see fit, for 
instance, to strike out the appropriation for San Francisco, then 
it would be necessary, in order to administer properly the affairs 
of the Burean, to take some portion of this sum to maintain, as 
has been the custom heretofore, the San Francisco warehouse. I 
therefore hope that the gentleman will not insist on the amend- 
ment; or if he should do so, I hope it will not prevail. 

Mr. MANN. Ihada notion, Mr. Chairman, that .the commit- 
tee would have no objection to the amendment. There are now 
only two warehouses supported out of this appropriation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. MANN. Those at San Francisco and St. Louis are carried 
in separate items. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of course; and if they should be agreed to I 
have no objection to this amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Those items will undoubtedly remain in the bill, 
I presume, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust so. 

Mr. MANN. As the law now stands, the Secretary of the In- 
terior or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs could locate forty 
warehouses throughout the country. And there are various 
places asking for the location of warehouses. It is a very delicate 
matter for the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner to 
refuse such applications, as the law now stands. The board has 
frequently recommended that there be no additional Indian ware- 
houses; and unless it is the purpose to create new Indian ware- 
houses, I can see no objection to this limitation. It does not af- 
fect anything that now exists. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My objection, Mr. Chairman, is to limiting 
unnecessarily an administrative office of the Government. The 
Department does not desire to increase warehouses. It has here- 
tofore reported against certain warehouses which have been 
specifically appropriated for in this bill. In my judgment it is 
not necessary to adopt this amendment in order to limit the num- 
ber of warehouses. 

Iam not overstrenuous about the matter; I think it does not 
make any material difference, provided the subsequent provision 
for the warehouse at San Francisco, for instance, be adopted; but 
neither the gentleman from Illinois nor I can guarantee that that 
will be done. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman in charge of the bill knows per- 
fectly well that if this House desires to retain the San Francisco 
warehouse that provision will be kept in the bill. As I under- 
stand, everybody admits that the San Francisco warehouse is 
necessary. But let me suggest that the committee leaves out the 
Omaha warehouse. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The committee has passed upon that, and 
has authorized the introduction of a committee amendment pro- 
viding for the insertion of that when the proper point in the bill 
~ is reached. 

Mr. MANN. It has done that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has. 

Mr. MANN. Suppose that Omaha had remained out; the gen- 
tleman knows perfectly well that there would have been a terrible 
uproar for the location of the Omaha warehouse out of this fund. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No doubt about it at all. 

Mr. MANN. The fund would not be sufficient to maintain all 
of the warehouses. Now, the same uproar may come from some 
other place. We have now the five Indian warehouses—New 
York, St. Louis, Omaha, San Francisco, and Chicago. I name 
Chicago last because Iam modest and because it does most of the 
business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does more than any other, of course, 

Mr. MANN. It does more than all the rest put together. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; but it does more than any other one. 

Mr. MANN. I, of course, will except New York. Now, there 
will be new warehouses constantly demanded. The gentleman 
knows there is no specific appropriation either for New York City 
or Chicago, 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, I know that. 

Mr.MANN. St. Louis hasa specific appropriation, and so ha: 
Omaha and San Francisco. I propose now practically a spe 
appropriation in behalf of Chicago, and I think the gentle: 
ought to take the same view in behalf of New York. We 
not want the money that is really appropriated for those pla 


| taken away or give the power to take it away from those ply 
| and the power to put it in some other unknown place. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have no apprehension that any portion 
this fund will ever be used for any other warehouses than +! 
two— 

Mr. MANN. Then what is the objection—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Unless there is no specific provision for 
San Francisco warehouse. If there is no specific appropri 
for the San Francisco warehouse, the San Francisco wareh 
must be maintained out of this appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. There is a specific appropriation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There isa specific appropriation suggest 
but it is susceptible to a point of order. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Thetime ofthe gentleman from Illinois | 
expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will take the time in opposition. then, and 
will yield to the gentleman to ask questions or to make a state- 
ment. This has been rather informal. I have occupied as much 
of the gentleman’s time as he has, and I yield to him. 

Mr. MANN. Theonly objection, as I understand, is that if the 
San Francisco item be stricken out then there ought to be pr 
sion for maintaining it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Correct. 

Mr. MANN. If Congress should decide to strike out the San 
Francisco item, which has been in the bill heretofore, then it wil] 
have to be maintained. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It neverhasbeeninthe bill. San Francisco 
always has been maintained out of this general fund. It never 
has had a specific appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. Iam not in favor of striking it out myself, and 
I do not know anyone who is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But one man can do that. 

Mr. MANN. I am willing to include San Francisco in the 
amendment, if that will obviate the gentleman’s difficulty. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
that he make his amendment read so that no other warehous:s 
than those existing at present shall be taken care of out of this fund. 

Mr. MANN. Iam perfectly willing to do that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Orif the gentleman will add San Francisco, 
I will not oppose the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Iam perfectly willing to add San Francisco. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If you provide for New York and Chicago 
as you do in this provision, on pages 8 and 9, and if you specily 
San Francisco to be included, I should like to know whether that 
would prevent the House from adopting a specific appropriation 
for St. Louis? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The specific provision which is prov 
for on page 33? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, certainly not. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, certainly not. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But if you adopt your amendment, there 
would certainly be a contradiction between the two. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that the amendm 


ig 


| only refers to the $190,000 in that paragraph. 


Mr.SHERMAN. That no other warehouse shall be establis) 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Out of this fund. 

Mr. MANN. Simply out of that $190,000. 

Rae SHERMAN. If San Francisco is included, I shall n 
object. 

Mr. MANN. San Francisco is now included. 

Mr. CLARK. I want the gentleman to yield to me so tha 
may ask the gentleman from Chicago a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield to both gentlemen. 

Mr. CLARK. The object of your contention is to knock « 
the St. Louis warehouse? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, notatall. I have no idea that the St. Lou's 
warehouse will be knocked out. I think St. Louis as well os 
Chicago is equally interested in this amendment. There are va 
rious places, a great many places, where they have been askin¢ 
for these warehouses. It was first recommended that there oug!t 
to be only one or two, but it is very hard for the Department to 
decline these various invitations, and it ought not to be left in 


that indefinite way. Ihave nodoubt thatthe St. Louis warehouse 
will be continued, 
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1 The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
1 the words **‘ San Francisco’’ to the amendment as originally 
rted. The Clerk will now report the amendment as changed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4mend by adding, after the word “‘ dollars,” in line7, page 8, the following: 

ided, That no portion thereof shall be expended on the location or main- 

of an Indian warehouse atany other places than San Francisco, Chi- 
,.. and St. Louis.” 

CHAIRMAN. Now, the Chair understands the gentleman 

m lowa to reserve a point of order? 

Mr. LACEY. I do not make the point of order. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 

ment offered by the gentleman from [linois. 

ie question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
lhe Clerk read as follows: 


KICKAPOOS IN KANSAS. 

For interest on $65.878.77, at 5 per cent perannum, for educationaland other 
beneficial purposes, per treaty of May 168, 1854, $3,293.93. 
r. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment in lieu 
of ‘that provision, covering lines 17 to 22, inclusive. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lieu of lines 17 to 22, inclusive, on page 12, insert the following: 
nterest on $65,540.94, at 5 per cent per annum, for educational and other 


tonance 


r 


Xf 
\ 
‘i 


be ial purposes, per treaty of May 18, 1855, $3,277.04. 

his amount toenable the President.of the United States to pay the legal 
r sentatives of one deceased Kickapoo Indian (Ktequa), the settlement of 
whose estate is desired under the provisions of section 2 of the act of August 
4. [s86. such sum as may be the proportion of $100,000 provided by said tribe 
f ducation and other beneficial purposes, not exceeding $337.83." (Act of | 


August 4, 1886, 24 Stats., p. 34, art. 2 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 

hat Indian. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is before the Clerk, and he has spelled it 
out. We provide that when 
be paid to his legal representative, and notice of the death of this 
partioninr Indian with the unpronounceable naine reached the 
committee after the bill had been passed; hence the amendment 
is now offered. 

; he question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
» Clerk read as follows: 
: ir suggest and civilization of Yakimas,and other Indians at said agency, 
iding pay of employees, $3,000. 
I INES of Washington. I move tostrike out the last word, 
so that I may have an opportunity to ask the chairman of the 
committee a question about this provision. My recollection is 
that the appropriation for this agency heretofore has been from 
$5.000 to $8.000 a year. Five thousand, I think. in the last bill, 
and $8,000 in the preceding bill. 


) 
I would like to know the name of 


in 


Mr 


is cut down to $3,000? 
Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman iscorrect. It has been cut 
down. It was $5,000 last year. It was found that the amount 


was not expended, and it was not necessary. 
co 
Ww 
Val 
put 


re made until we had a statement of the expenditures of the 
ious appropriations of last year, and in no instance have we 
the appropriation below the amount that was actually ex- 
; d last year; and that is the case here. 
*. JONES of Washingten. I know that the superintendent 
the re oiue been complaining very much the last year or two about 
not having sufficient help. I know the duties of the superin 


tend 
Where? 





Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. At the Yakima Agency. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is a change of the incidental expenses. 
It has nothing to do with the school appropriations. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
agency. I did not refer entirely to the school. You see, the 
agency i been done away with, and he has charge not only of 
the school but also of the other agency employees: and he has 
been complaining that he has not had sufficient assistance along 
the line of schools and also along the line of the general work 
the re. 

‘. SHERMAN. We had nosuch statement as that before us; 
but we did have the Com:uissioner before us in reference to every 
one of these items. We had them to give us an exact statement 

the amount expended under each item last year, and it was 
f nd that less money had been expended than was appropriated. 
Wi erever it was so. if the amount reached a thousand dollars or 
more, we reduced the appropriation for the following year; but 
in no case was there any reduction made so that it would not be 
pos ble to carry on the work as it had been done last year. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I was rather surprised to see this 
reduction, in view of what had been done heretofore; but 
course, if the Commissioner recommended to put it in at that, 
why, all right. 

7 SHERMAN, He was consulted about every reduction we 
made, 








an Indian dies his proportion shall | 


There have been i 
siderable reductions made in the incidental expenses, but none | 


mitt ee gz 


It has nothing to do with the 


$1.00, and for 
| tor the Px 


. of | 


Chair | 


~s , 4, | T wish he would have this 
Will the chairman state why it | tho 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Wyoming: For general incidental expenses of the Indian 
oming, including traveling expenses of agents, $1,000. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 


service in Wy- 


Mr. Chairman, I ask to pass over 


| the part of the bill relating to the Territory. 


» rent 


Mr. SHERMAN. W hat is the re quest of the man? 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That we pass over that part of th 
bill relating to the Indian Territory. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I second the request of the gentleman that 
we pass over the aes relating tothe Indian Territory in the 
bill until we have concluded the consideration of the rest of t] 


bill, and that we can return to that. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to pass 
over to page 34, *‘ Support of schools.’’ 

Mr. SHERM AN. Page 30 will do it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. In line 13, on page 30, we turn off 


on another matter. 

Mr. CURTIS. Page 32 will do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, beginning at the top of page 82, we 
will then pass all the provisions relating to the indian 
and then we can go back, at the conclusion of the consideration 
of the bill, and take up the different items under that. 
We pass over all the items down to page 532. 

Mr. MANN. Then I hope, Mr. Chairman, tl 
of the commit the e will ask that the committee ri 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
request that the committee pass over that } 
tion to the Indian Territory beginni1 
down to page 32. Is there objection? 

1ears Done, and it is so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For clerical work and stationery in t] 
ge neral required on surveys within the 

. Dak., the sum of $3,2u0. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 
ment: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska off 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





& one 


-e of the United States survevor- 
Pine Ri 


ige Indian R "vati 


offer the following amend 


Insert after line 11, on page 33, the following: 

cr To mai utain at the city of Ox 1aha, Nebr., in t 
tary of the Interior, a w: » the receipt 
goods for the Indian ave e 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Cc a arlie: this item 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if the 
1tem oo a 
desire of the committee to sit anv lo 
Mr. SHERMAN ai airmaaes, : a 

Mr. HINSHAW. Justa mom 
passed at the same time with 

Mr. MANN. Weil, I have 
cerned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask 
out pre; judice down to line 20 

The CHAIRMAN. TheC 
tleman from Illinois makes the 1 

Mr. MANN. WN Id 


, sir; I do not make 1 oint of order. 
hink it is subje 


t to the point of order 
. HINSHAW. 1] 











$i 


gentleman will pardon 1 


without 


iSK unanimous consent 
mnt. Ly r te ave th 
Slimuatl items it f 
ho Objection as iar a 
mnanimous consent to pass ov 


On 


1a 


lo not think it 
. M: — I think it will take 
re me the I de I understan« 
thro mgh the bill 

The CHAIRMAN 
imous consent to pass over withor 
down to line 20 on pag 

Mr. LIVERN ASH If you pass over t} 
will be witheut preju 
turn to it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

The CHAIRMAN. T 
Francisco warehouses also are t 
dice for the time being. 
The Chair hears non i 

The Clerk read as follow 

For pa 


some little time. if th 


Tyme 
tli: 
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The gentleman from N 


Vew Yor! 


A? pee 3 et ‘ —— ah al 
DECeSSAI) 
blo Indian 


SHERMAN. 


New M 


Mr. Chairman 


£ 
= UO. 


Mr. 
ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The ge 
amendment, which the Clerk 
The Clerk read as follows 
That the time for ope the 


| Uint a Reservation, as provided by the act 
‘ hereby, exte nded = ade yber 1, 1804. 


n ng unallo : 
of May 27, 1902, 




































































































































































































































































































































































BR3Bs 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That isa committee amendment and recom- 
mended by the Department. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I will insert in the RECORD a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior in reference to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to insert in the Recorp a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 6, 1904. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives. 

Sir: Referring to the following provision contained in the Indian appro- 
priation act approved March 3, 1903: ; : 

“That the time for opening the unalloted lands to public entry on said 
Uintah Reservation, as provided by the actof May 27, 1902, be, and the same 
is hereby, extended to October 1, 1904”"— p 

I have the honor to transmit herewith a a 8 report of the 4th instant 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office stating that it will re- 
quire the whole of the next surveying season to complete the survey of this 
reservation. 

After the completion of these surveys some 1,600allotments are to be made. 
This will require at least three or four months, or Sa longer, as the act 
of May 27, 1902, eee that the allotments shall be agricultural land which 
can be irrigated, and if the whole of the next surveying season is required to 
complete the survey the allotments can not be made by the Ist of October, 
1904. I have, therefore, the honor to request that the date for said opening be 
extended for one year from October 1, 1904. 

Very respectfully, 


I believe that is a committee 


E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, February 4, 190h. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Sr: Iam in receipt of departmental letter of the 3d instant, inquiring as 
to the probable tims necessary to complete the surveys of the Uinta Indian 
Reservation in view of the opening on October 1, 1904, of the unallotted lands 
therein to public entry as provided in the acts of May 27, 1902, and March 3, 
1908. 

You state that it is the desire of the Department to bring to the attention 
of Congress the necessity for the extension of the time for said opening, un- 
less this Oftice be satisfied that the surveys will be completed in ample time 
to have the allotments made before October 1, 1904. 

In reply I have the honor to state that owing to the necessary prelimina- 
ries, such as the proposals, awarding and letting of contracts, and preparation 
of instructions, the surveyors were not ready to take the field until in August 
last, leaving but a short season for their operations in the elevated region 
embracing the reservation. I am taformaliy advised that none of the con- 
tracting surveyors have completed their field work, and I am of the opinion 
that the work in the field, the office work on the plats, and field notes by the 
surveyor-general’s force, the field inspection, and subsequent office examina- 
tion here will require the whole of the next surveying season, and that the 
date of said opening should be postponed at least another year. 

Very respectfully, 
W. A. RICHARDS, Commissioner. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed to withhold 
from the amount appropriated by act of February 9, 1900, to pay judgment 
of the Court of Claims in favor of the New York Indians an additional sum 
not exceeding $5,000 and to apply it in the payment of expenses necessary in 
ascertaining the beneficiaries of said judgment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, an appropriation was made 
better than two years ago to pay a judgment of about $2,000,000 
obtained by the New York Indians. There has been a dispute as 
to who were the beneficiaries under that judgment. An investi- 
gation has been made to determine who they were, but that in- 
vestigation has not been concluded, and more money is needed to 
conclude that investigation, and for that purpose the Department 
asks that this item be included in the bill and, without reading 
it, I will insert a letter from the Department on the subject. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
. Washington, February 26, 190h. 
Hon. JAMES S. SHERMAN, 
Hous sentatives, Washington, D. C. 


Srr: I have the honor to inclose herewith a draft of an item of legislation 
which is necessary in order to complete the enrollment of the individual 
beneficiaries entitled to participate in the fund arising from the judgment of 
the Court of Claims of November 14, 1898, in favor of the New York Indians, 
which is supplemental to a similar item contained in the act of March3, 1901, 
page 1077 of 31 Statutes. : 

in the item contained in the act of March 3,1901, $10,000 of the said judg- 
ment is placed at the disposal of the Secretary of the Interior to meet the 
necessary expenses in ascertaining the beneficiaries of saidjudgment. That 
sum is now nearly expended and the work has not yet been completed, and 
an additional appropriation of $5,000 from the same fund is asked for in order 
to complete the enrollment. ; es g 

The work involved in ascertaining the beneficiaries of said judgment has 
greatly exceeded all expectations. It was known that the claimants were 
wiuiely seattered, and therefore very extensive advertisements had to be 
made in order to give the proper notice to all parties to file their claims, but 
the number of these claimants far exceeded all calculations, and applications 
have been filed from nearly all of the States from Massachusetts to California. 


of Repr 
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In addition to the names of such Indians as are regularly enrolled for ; 
nuities, some thirty-four hundred applications have been filed, making cla 
for approximately 10,000 individuals, and in many instances each applicat 
would have to be considered from two or more standpoints, as the father 
a family might make claim as a member of one tribe and the mother as 0} 
other, and the claims of the minor children would have to be conside; 
from both standpoints. It not infrequently happened that one claim 
would set up rights through two tribes, and if his claim was found to 
deficient in one it would still have to considered in connection with ¢ 
other. 

The Brothertown tribe of Indians has particularly caused an extraordi: 
amount of work. This tribe, at the time of the treaty of Buffalo Cree: 
January 15, 1838, which was the foundation for this judgment, consiste 
about 360 individuals, and there have been filed about 800 applications 
cluding about 2,500 individuals, who now claim as Brothertown Indi 
This tribe has had no relations with the United States for over sixty yea 
and there was, therefore, no information within the office to guidé jn + 
investigation, and no enrollment of any kind had been made of the tri 
since 1839. It will be readily seen that the difficulties arising from the 
termination of the rights of these parties have been very great. 

Another tribe that has also given special trouble is the St. Regis tri}, 
New York, which has never received annuities from the United States 
therefore there was no enrollment of the tribe in the records of this of 
This tribe now numbers some twelve or fifteen hundred individuals 
there were a largo number of applications filed by parties claiming as ; 
Regis Indians whose claims have been marked for rejection. 

onsiderable difficulty has also arisen in the consideration of the clai: 
the Stockbridge Indians, growing out of the fact that there have bee: 
eral divisions in the tribe, portions of them having, at different times < 
the treaty of Buffalo Creek of 1838, become citizens of the United s 
while the rights of such parties have been preserved by various acts of ( 
Tess. 

In order to adequately consider the questions arising, it became neces 
for the special agent of this office in charge of this work to visit the va 
reservations in New York and Wisconsion to investigate on the grouni | 
right of certain individuals and classes of individuals and to fully deter 
the tribal customs which controlled membership in the several tribes, a 
Department of the Interior had determined that the fund was to be rega 
as tribal, the right to participate in which would be dependent upon 1 
bership in the tribe, except in such cases as the rights of those leavi: 
tribe had been expressly preserved by acts of Congress. In the com 
this investigation a fixed custom of the St. Regis tribe was found to « 
which was unknown to this office and which wasat variance with the cust 
of the other tribes, which made it necessary for this office to call the n 
to the attention of the Secretary of the Interior, who, by reason ther 
far modified a former ruling bearing upon the distribution of this fund 
make it necessary to reexamine a large proportion of the applications filed by 
the St. Regis claimants. 

In other particulars facts have developed in the course of the investigation 
which have resulted in similar revisions of the decisions of the Secretary of 
the Interior, which have also involved a reexamination of a consider 
number of applications of the claimants of the other tribes. 

One of these matters has relation to those individual Indians who we 
out to the New York Indian Reservation in Kansas under the terms of th: 
treaty of 1838, and who attempted to settle upon the said reservation, )ut 
who failed to receive the protection of the United States and were compelled 
by stress of circumstances to join other tribes. These parties, having more 
fully attempted to carry out the provisions of the said treaty of 18s tha: 
the other members of the tribe, were, under the literal construction « 
original decision of the Secretary of the Interior, excluded from part 
ing in the judgment, for the reason that they had become members o! r 
tribes, and the general rule had been laid down that an Indian who had re- 
ceived benefits as a member of another tribe thereby forfeited all rig)! 
share in this judgment. When the situation of these particular indiy 


ka 


was called to the attention of the Secretary of the Interior he so far nv ed 
his former opinion as to direct that such parties as should be shown | 
been compelled by force to abandon the reservation and seek shel th 


some friendly tribe should not thereby forfeit their rights to shar 
fund, and in order that these cases may be properly investigated it is 


sary that the special agent make a further investigation in the field in re zard 
tothem. These claimants are widely scattered through Kansas, Missvuri, 


Oklahoma, and Indian eer 

Another complication which has arisen grows out of the fact that the In- 
terior Department has deemed it necessary to refer to the Court of ( 
the claims of certain Oneida Indians now residing in Ontario, Canad, to 
share with the other Oneidasin this judgment. This has involved a 
erable amount of labor in investigating the history of these Indians, a i 
reporting the facts to the Court of Claims, and also in the matter of th: 
sideration of the various applications of attorneys who have filed cont 
from the Oneida Indians of New York to represent them in defending ' 
rights in the Court of Claims in opposition to the claim of the said Cane 
Indians. If the Court of Claims should finally determine that these Can 
Indians are entitled to share, this will involve a still further investigati 

[t is impossible to give in a reasonable scope of a letter all the particu! 
of the difficulties which have arisen in this investigation, but what has | 
stated above, taken in consideration with the fact that more than sixty ya 
have elapsed since the original rights accrued,and that there were over | 
individuals who were members of nine different tribes at the time of 
original treaty, you will readily understand what these difficulties might 

While it is hoped that the fullamount of $5,000 will not be requized to 
plete this work, yet in order to avoid the necessity of requesting any further 
rot peng meg this sum is asked for with the full understanding, of course, 
that no more than is absolutely required will be expended. 

Very respectfully, 
W. A. JONEs, 


The amendment was considered, and agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For construction, purchase, lease, andrepair of school buildings, and sewer- 
age, water supply, and lighting plants, and purchase of school sites, an 
provement of buildings and grounds, $350,000; in all, $1,590,000. 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 
ment, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at end of line 23, page 34, the following language: 
_ “Provided, however, That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs may, wc 
in his judgment yl ony of the service will be promoted thereby, suspen’ 
discontinue any Indian school, whether a resevation or nonreservstio! 
school, and, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, may sell an) 
school building or plant that is no longer desirable as an Indian school 2n'! 
invest the proceeds in other school buildings and plants as the needs of th 
service may demand, under such rules and regulations as he may, with tb 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, prescribe. 


Commissioner. 




















- OLMSTED. To that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 


SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, from the first reading of the 
ment I am not impressed unfavorably with it, but it seems 
t that the matter should have 


minittee. I do not know why it was not. 
LITTLE. Not being a member of the committee, my at- 


t was called to the provision after the bill was reported, 
ise [ should have presented it tothe committee. It is in 
e, I think, of the re ‘commendation of the Commissioner 


heen brought to the attention | 
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Mr. LITTLE. I am inclined to think that the 
right, and I will ask to strike out the word ‘ 
the amendment. 


gentleman is 
rvation ’’ in 


nonres 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 






The committee informally rose; and Mr. Van Vooruis, having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. ParRKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed resolutions of the following titles: in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

Senate cencurrent resolution No. 51 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of R ul : ‘ ring), That the 
action of the Speaker of the House of F atives and of the Pres 
pro tempore of the Senate in signing tl led bill (S. 232 rel ¥ to 
ceded lands of the Port Hall Indian Reservation,” be rescinded, and n 
the reenrollment « he bill the word thirty-five,” in » ii ied 
bill, be stricken out and the word “thirty-four by is the r, so 
as Soenenes tly describe the range, inaccurately stated in the bill 

S. R. 55. Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to print an extra edition of the map of the United States 
for 1903,and making the appropriation for maps made in the acts 


| of April 17, 1900, and March 3, 


1 Affairs. I think the schools ought to be under his con- 
t id if a school is not desirable to be carried on er the service 
ct improved by exchange, I think he should have the power | 
t t. The amendment places the power to do that in the Com- 
! ner of Indian Affairs, with the approval of the Secretary of 
t rior. 
{[ERMAN. It enlarges the administrative powers of the 
( ion rand the Secretary of the Interior relating to schools. 
Mr. LITTLE. Precisely; and I think he ought to have almost 
a te power—perhaps not absolute power, but large discre- 


t y power. I have great confidence in his ability in the ad- 
I ation of these school affairs. 
SHERMAN. The amendment does not, of course, affect 
t] ols specially appropriated for? 
fr. LITTLE. It does not affect any special interest, but puts 
it in the power of the Commissions er of Indian Affairs, with the 
appr = of the Secretary, to do these things. 
MSTED. I will withdraw the point of order, Mr. 


cI man. 

BURKE. Iwillrenewthe point of order. DolI understand 
that the gentleman’s amendment only affects reservation schools, 
and not the schools that are especially appropriated for? 


Mr. LITTLE. I do not want any misunderstanding, and I will 
the Clerk to again read the amendinent. 
» CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
re) rt the amendment. 
: Clerk again read the amendment. 
ir. SHERMAN. Let me suggest to the gentleman to make 
tha t reservation schools only. 
Mr. LITTLE. I think it ought to apply to both. 


" 


ought to apply more strongly to the nonreservation schools. 
Mr. BURKE. Does the Chair understand that I make the point 
of order on it? 


Mr. LITTLE. 
the point of order. 
Mr. OLMSTED. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania withdrew 


I withdrew it on the understanding that it 


did not apply to any school not especially appropriated for, but 
on the second reading I find that it does. 

*, LITTLE. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania misunder- 
stool my statement, very well. I said it applied to no special 
school 


a 


i 
Mr. HERMANN. If the gentleman will allow me, it occurs to 


0 iat the discretion can be greatly abused, as it confers a very 
Ww atitude. If I understand it, he would have the power to 
abolish one school, and if he has that. he would have the po wer 
to abolish all schools. Is not that conferrimg upon an executive 
officer too great a discretion and taking away the legislative 
a rity? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me ask the gentleman if he will not 
n fy hisamendment so as to make it apply to reservation schools 
only? If he will do that, I have no objection to it, but as broad 
as it is now I shall oppose it. 


Mr. LITTLE. { thmk the beneficial effect of it is more for the 


nonreservation schools than for the reservation schools. I think 
it esirable for both. 
lr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I wish it understood that 


not 


withdrawn my point of order. 
LITTLE. That is all right, if the gentleman misunder- 


stood me. 
(he CHAIRMAN. There is a point of order pending made by 
the gentleman from South Dakota. 

r. LITTLE. I thimk there is no danger in conferring this 
power upon the Commiss oner of Indian Afiairs with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior. The whole matter will be under 
his supervision. 


r. SHERMAN. The gentleman will not contend that this is 
not susceptible to a point of order? 
Mr. LITTLE. No: [ think it is. 
tr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I understand from the gen- 
an trom South Dakota [Mr. Burks] that he will not invoke 
rule against the amendment provided it applies to reservation 
ols only, but if insisted on in its present form he will invoke 
he rule 
Mr. LITTLE 
get any. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 


It is better, I think, to take a bite than not to 


| mous consent to amend th 


1901, available for that 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentle man from Ark 
+ amendment by striking out the non- 
reservation clause. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, I will ask to have the amendment 


purpose 


nsas asks unani- 


| reported as it is now amended. 


I think it 


| 


The CHAIRMAN, 
menit. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Ad d at end of line 23. page: 


* Provided, 


The Clerk will report the amended amend- 


4, the following language: 
> ( 


however, That the Comn er of | 
in his judgment the anei of the service will be promoted thereby, suspend or 
discontinue any reservation Indian school. And with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Iluterior may sell any reservation schoo! building or plant 
that is no longer desirable as an Indian school upon any reservation ¢ 1- 
vest the proceeds in other school buildings and plants as the needs of the 
service may demand, under such rulesand reguiatious ashe may, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior, prescribe.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The question was taken: and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Por support and education of 140 pupils at the Indian school 
Canyon, Arizona, $25.50; pay of superintendent, including 
physician, $1,800; general repairs and improvement S. includmge 
tages, $5,000; for office for superintendent, $2,000; for he 
$4,400; in all, $38,250 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think 
point at which to stop. I move t 

The motion was agreed to. 


1ission dian Affairs may, when 








at Truxton 
Yr a ting as 
mployees’ cot 
mating and lighting 


> 6 


Sen 


that would be a 
hat the commit 


good 


tee do now rise. 


Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BouTeLL, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12684, the 
Indian appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

PIPE LINES THROUGH INDIAN LANDS, 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the conference 

report on the bill (S. 3317) authorizing the Secretary of the | 


terior to grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands, 


and [ ask unanimous consent that the st:tement be read in leu 
of the report, which was printed in the Rrecorp of March 3. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas calls up a 
ference report and asks unanimous consent that the statement be 
read in lieu of the report. Is there objection? 

here was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

[For report and statement, see RECORD - March 3, 1904.) 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing t = nce 
report. 

The question was taken, and the conference report was agreed 
to, 

On motion of Mr. CurTIS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

FORT HALL INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution. which the Clerk will 1 

The Cle re read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Re ‘ t | : 
action of the Speaker of e of 
pro tempore of fhe Sena n § 

eded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Res ’ ! und L 
be reenrn.i mnt t [ ne ob t _ iV e® enroll 
bill, be s cricken, vat and the word “tl rry-fo * be s r, 
as to vorrectiy des “ : I ’ y¥ stated it 1e | 

The SPEAKER. “The ¢ question is on agreeing to the concur- 


rent resolution. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to, 























































2840 CONGRESSIONAL 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 
S.569. Anact granting an increase of pension to Jesse B. Nurse— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
$.556. An act granting an increase of pension to William Stall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 454. An act granting an increase of pension to Rinaldo M. 
Griswold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 450. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Sutherland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 447. An act granting an increase of pension to David H. 
George—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S.358. Anact granting an increase of pension to Phebe A. Ford— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 336. An act granting an increase of pension to William Lech- 
leidner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 305. Anact granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 236. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew Jack- 
son Power—to the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 140. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 
Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 106. Anact granting an increase of pension to Carrie Wages— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 2857. An act granting an increase of pension to Onne H. 
Ropka—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2690. Anact granting an increase of pension to James Garry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2661. An act gr: anting an increas se of pension to John H. 
Kling 
5. 2655. An act caida an piaesaas of pension to Isaac Zel- 
lers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2348. An act granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 8. 
Gillespie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2320. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 
Legrow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
2058. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 
Roof—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2029. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter P. Do- 
bozy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1959. An act granting a pension to Mary Remington—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
S. 1899. An act granting an increase of pension to Thompson 
Warren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1764. An act granting an increase of pension to John She- 
han—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1657. 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1661. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
a the Committee on Pensions. 
1436. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
We e ntworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1423. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel F 
Murry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1394. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis M 
Webster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1888. 
Sawtelle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 885. An act granting a pension to Sarah A, Gillham—to the 
C mumitte e on Invalid Pensions. 
Ss. 8 An act granting an increase of pension to Elias S. Gib- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 783. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
McGee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4455. An act granting an increase of pension to Ansel J. 
Busby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4454. An act granting an increase of pension to John Seiler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4871. An act granting a pension to Alison Clifton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4349. An act granting 
Seaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4829. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Nesmith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4317. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah L. 
Ang gur—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
4285. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Shands —to the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 4284. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca | 
Hankins—to the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 4254. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Collingwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4246. Anact granting an increase of pension to Louis Grover- 
man—to the Committee on Pensions, 


of 


827. 


An act granting a pension to Stalnaker Marteney—to | 


An act granting an increase of pension to Orson H. | 


an increase of pension to Laura Ann | 
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S. 4237. An act granting a pension to Hannah Small Wiggin 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4078. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas }; 
oe the Committee on Pensions. 

3979. An act granting an increase of pension to Sterling J,, 

Par ‘ker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3978. An act granting an increase of pension to George \, 
Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3977. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3946. Anact granting an increase of pension to Jesse Brig] 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3836. An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvania 
Cheney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3896. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard [, 
Nugent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 3879. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyru 
Lemmond—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3878. An act granting an increase of pension to George ( 
fee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3860. An act granting a pension to James Henry Martineau 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

8. 3833. An act granting an increase of pension to Georg 
Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3827. An act granting an increase of pension to Norma: 
Davenport—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3774. An act granting an increase of pension to John C, Fvl- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 8771. An act granting an increase of pension to Virginia ( 
Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 3727. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Head! 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3690. An act granting an increase of pension to George W, 
Gregory—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3654. An act granting a pension to Hannah Hall—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3573. An act granting an increase of pension to Cal 
Myers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3544. An act granting an increase of pension to Georg: 
Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3535. An act granting an increase of pension to John Wal- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3523. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Butz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3519. An act granting a pension to Ruby A. Stirdiva 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3500. An act granting an increase of pension to Or 
Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 3499. An act granting an increase of pension to Sani 
Lookingbill—to the Committee Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3491. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
| Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| §. 3417. An act granting a pension to Garrett V. Chamlicr! 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3457. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcell 


1b 


W. 


W. 


. | Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 3394. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


. | Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 3377. An act granting an increase of pension to Joh 
Tyree—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3201. An act granting an increase of pension to Jani 
Shafer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 2971. An act granting a pension to Amelia Walsh—to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2960. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob H 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2952. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 
P. Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2046. Anact granting an increase of pension to Joshua Da) 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2938. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Ac kley —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| §. 2987. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius Bod 

dak ie the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2894. An act granting a pension to Clara J. Garretson 
the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2872. An act granting an increase of pension to All 

| Sc hermerhorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| §, 2871. An act granting an increase of pension to Justin I. 
| Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 
S. 2263. An act to require the employment of vers2ls of the 
United States for public purposes. 


S. 





Joint resolution (S. R. 55) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to print an extra edition of the map of the United Stat 
for 1903, and —o the appropriation for maps made in the acts 
of April 17, 1900, and of March 3, 1901, available for that pur- 
pose—to the Committee on Printing. 








CONGRESSIONAL 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
in. 
e motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 29 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
ck m. 
( 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

\ letter from the president of the Beard of Commissioners of 

the District of Columbia, transmitting a report of the operations 
he excise board for the license year ended October 81, 1903— 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be | 


ted. 

\ letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 
estimate of appropriation for equipment of mint at Denver—to 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 


copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting | 


‘stimate of appropriation for printing the report of the Vene- 
zuela arbitrations—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 

timate of appropriations for dedication of the statue of Fred- 
erick the Great—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
printed. 
etter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmit- 
ting the reply of the Director of the Census to the inquiry of the 
House as to employees, expenditures, etc., in the Census Bureau— 
to the Committee on Census, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2o0f Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 


x titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to | 


the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. FOSTER of [llinois, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10007) 

\uthorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
transmit original papers to be used as evidence, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1384); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 12444) to authorize the Chicago, St. Louis and 
y Orleans Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 

ssee River, near Gilbertsville, Ky., reported the same with 
iment, accompanied by a report (No. 1885); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
1 e, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9871) 
to authorize the Buckhannon and Northern Railroad Company, 
poration under the laws of the State of West Virginia, to 
a bridge across the Monongahela River near the town of 
Rivesville, in the State of West Virginia, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1386); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


- 
} 


Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
12689, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 13480) to authorize the 


uthern Indiana Railway Company to construct a railroad bridge 
ross the Wabash River, in Vigo County, Ind., accompanied by 
a report (No. 1887); which said bill and report were referred to 
: House Calendar. 


‘EPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolution of the 
llowing titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
vered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Louse, as follows: 
Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12965) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Dailey, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1335); which 
id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SULLOWAY. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12461) granting 


an increase of pension to Milton Graham, reported the same with- 


+ 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1336); which said | 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





etter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | 
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Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12452) 
granting an increase of pension to John A. McNerney, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1337): 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12102) granting a pen- 
sion to Lavall C. Obarr, reported the same with a 
companied by a report (No. 1338); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12094) granting 

an increase of pension to James T. McKinstry, reported the same 
| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1339); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11846) granting 
an increase of pension to David Kinsey. reported the same with 
| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1340); which said bill 
| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11615) 
granting an increase of pension to Socrates Moore, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1341); 
| which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

bill of the House (H. R.11498) granting an increase of pension to 





menament, ac- 


is 
William A. Porter, reported the same with amendment, a: 
panied by a report (No. 1342); 


Coni- 
342); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10974) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert Conn, reported the same with amend- 
| ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1343); which said bill and 
| report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10941) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary Dougherty, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1344); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10845) grantin 
an increase of pension to John C. Webb. reported the same wit] 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1345); which said 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10798) g 


td po 


‘ranting 
a pension to James H. Allen, reported the same with amendment. 
accompanied by a report (No. 1346); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same commitiee, t rred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10340) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Majors, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1547); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9862) granting a 
pension to Mary Yaw, reported same without amendn 
accompanied by a report (No. 1 which said bill and 1 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


o which was refe 






+ 


the ent. 
o48): p 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9792) grantinga 
pension to Fanny Tracy, reported the same without amendment 
accompanied by a report (No. 1249); which said bill and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Con 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9574) er: 
an increase of pension to John H. Lennon, reported the same with 


TY 


mittee on Invalid Pensions, to 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1350); which said bill 

| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9562) granting a 
} pension to Warren R. Herrell, reported the same with amend- 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1351); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8283) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Herkes. reported the same wit! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1352); which said bil 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7773) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel H. ‘vhoroman, reported the 


+ Ty 9-9 
) 


same with amendment, accompanied by a repo No. 1353); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
' which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7517) granting 
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an increase of pension to Lemuel N. Bishop, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1354); which 
sai bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7487) 
granting an increase of pension to Francis Knapp, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1355); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOW AY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7364) granting 
an increase of pension to Leonard M. Johnson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1356); which 
Bi ll and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He; Iso, 
1 of the 


from the same committee. to which was referred the 
House (H. R. 6973) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon Billings, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1357); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. from the Committee on Invalid 
Pi ns, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6931) 
granting a pension to Sarah A. McCann, reported the same with- 
out amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 1358); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6858) granting 
an increase of pension to Nelson Hart. reported the same with 
amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 1359); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6088) 
granting an increase of pension to Marshall Howell, reported the 
same with amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 1360); 
which sa d Lill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULL‘) WAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6062) granting 
an increase of pension to Alvin Gray. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1361); which said bill 
and repert were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5912) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander S. Bowen, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1362); which 
said bil and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

ie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5888) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Irene Rosenthal, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1363); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5846) granting a 
pens on to Carrie K. Baker, reported the same with amendment, 
accompenied by a report (No. 1364); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. MLERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
f s. to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5107) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Kling, reported the 


. 


satne with amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 1365); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5055) granting 
an increase of pension to Woodson R. Daniel, reported the same 
with amen'ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1366); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4990) granting a pension to Georgia R. 
Demarest, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1367); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4877) granting 
an increase of pension to Mathias C. Mills, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1368); which 
suid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
wh ch was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4623) granting a 
pension to Electa L. Willard, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1369); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
w och was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4599) granting a 
pe sion to Ella F. Whitehead, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1370); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4853) granting 
an increase of pension to George Brown, reported the same with 


ry 
rie aisO, 
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amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1871); which said bi!! 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen. 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 49» 
granting an increase of pension to Jason H. Masterson. reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1272): 
which said b 11 and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4230) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jasper M. Griggs. reported the same wit 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1373); which said bi 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee ou Invalid Pensions. { 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3533) grantin 
increase of pension to Capt. R. H. McIlroy, reported the sa: 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1374); whic! 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pe: 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 30:)3) 
granting an increase of pension to James M. Hurley, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1375); wh 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2922) granting an 
crease of pension to George W. Ford, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1376); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2144) granting a pension 
to Myrtie B. Poole, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1377); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1568) granting an 
increase of pension to James V. Tabor, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1378); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 782) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. B. Thompson, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1379); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 728) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Evans, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1380); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 360) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Lucetta Arnold, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1381); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Interstate and 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (| 
10306) to authorize a duplicate medal to be struck off and 
sented to John Horn. of Detroit. Mich., for life saving, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1° 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


T- 


i. R. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2113) granting a 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13846) for the relief of Maria J. Blaisdell. widow 
of William Blaisdell, deceased—Committee on War Claims <i 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


msion to Sarah A. Sullivan 
ischarged, and referred to tl 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memoria's 

<a he following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OLLOWS: 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 13468) concerning receipts 
and bills of lading issued by common carriers engaged in inte: 
state commerce relating to property transported in such com 
merce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 13469) to establish a Depart- 
ment of Labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 13470) to amend an act 
relating to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia, and for 
other ay the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 18471) to amend the act re- 








\4 
1 


— en 


. . . . | 
to the printing and the distribution of public dccuments, 


ther purposes—to the Committee on Printing. 
_ BENNY: A bill (H. R. 13472) to bridge the Newark 
) ie ( ‘ommittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
ir. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 18473) to provide 
erection of a public building in the city of Santa Rosa. in 
ite of California—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
rrounds. 

Mr. DOUGLAS (by request): A bill (H. R. 13474) to amend 
entitled “An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into 
ited States.’’ approved March 3, 1903—to the Committee on 

ition and Naturalization. 
by request), a bill (H. R. 13475) to amend an act entitled 
t to regulate the immigration of aliens into the United 
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3y Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 13494) granting a pension to 
Cader B. Brent—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13495) granting a pension to Henry Lan- 


don—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 13496) to restore Berry Werse 
to the pension roll—to the Committee on : valid Pension 
By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill H. R. 13497) granting a pen- 
| sion to Margaret F’. Randolph—to the C er on Invalid Pen- 


approved March 3, 1903—to the Committee on Immigra- | 


l Naturalization. 

(ir. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13476) validating 
conveyances of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
e Northern Pacific Railway Company—to the Committee 

Public Lands. 
ir. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 13477) to provide for the construc- 
ind equipment of a revenue cutter for service in Lake Supe- 
nd adjacent waters—to the Committee on Interstate and 


n Commerce. 
By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13478) to establish and admin- 
ister national parks, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 


the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 13479) to amend an act re- 
lating to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce: A bill (H. R. 18480) to authorize the Southern Indi- 
ana Railway Company to construct a railroad bridge across the 
Wabash River, in Vigo County. Ind.—to the House Calendar. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 13481) to ratify and amend 
ement with the Indians residing on the Shoshone or Wind 
River Telia Reservation, in the State of Wyoming, and to make 

‘opriations for carrying the same into effect—to the Commit- 
t Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: A bill (H. R. 13482) providing for estab- 
rand maintaining at San Francisco, Cal., a permanent ware- 
house for the receipt, storage, and shipping of goods for the Indian 
Service—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 125) relative to 

lonial martyrs monument in Wawatam Park, at the Straits 

\lackinaw, in the State of Michigan—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 126) providing for the extension of the time for the removal 


sions. 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 13498) granting an 
increase of pension to William G. Marshall—to 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13499) granting a pension to Otto Boeswet- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 13500) granting a pension to Wil- 


the Committee 


| liam W. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio1 





| city of Key West, Fla.—to the Committee on Claims. 


e temporary dam and construction of locks in Bayou La- | 


fourche, State of Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 127) to fur- 
nish Members of the Fifty-eighth Congress copies of the Records 
of the War of the Rebellion—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 13483) for the relief of 
Lewis Poessel—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 13484) for the relief of certain enlisted men 
of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

by Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 13485) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Glasgow—to the Committee on In- 
Valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 13486) granting an increase 
of pet sion to Henry Hovey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


by Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 13487) granting an increase of 
‘ este aie Snoaigs- -40iteeCraanestnasan fevel id Pensions. 
Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 13488) for the relief of Ma- 
tilda Elizabeth West—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13489) granting a pension to 
D. M. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 13490) granting an increase 
ob! pension to Henry Good—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
by Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 13491) granting an increase of 
ion to Obediah Richmond—to the Committee on Invalid 
i cnsions, 
iy Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 13492) for the relief of the 
s of Matthias Price, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 
By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 13493) for the relief of John 
G. Wetzel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 13501) aay ing a pension to James L. Town- 
send—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13502) for the relief of William Morehead— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 13503) granting an increase 
of pension to Catherine J. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13504) granting an 
increase of pension to James F. Campbell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13505) for the relief of Nancy Peck, of Marion 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 13506) granting a pension to 
Hannah A. Krause—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 13507) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John M. Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13508) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry T. Howell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 13509) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to transfer to the Columbia Military Academy cer- 
tain property in Maury County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 13510) to remove the charge 
of mutiny from the record of David Boyd—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13511) for the relief of Adam Ault—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 13512) granting a pension to 
Charles E. Rogers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13518) granting a pension to Sarah P. Mc- 
Intee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13514) for the relief of the 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 13515) granting an increase 
of pension to Adam W. Grossley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 13516) granting an increase of 
pension to Sewal A. Edwards-—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 13517) for the relief of James H. 
Ambler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 13518) granting an increase 
of pension to Chester R. Heath—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13519) to corre the military record of 
Richard R. Sprague and grant him an i morable discharge—to 
the Coméntites on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the fo _— g petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred : s foll WS: 
By the SPEAKER: Petition of reside are of Sheldon, Ill., in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on th: 
Judiciary. 
Also, petition of Colonel Albert D. Shaw Circle. No. 10. Ladies 


of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Chicago, I1l., in 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pe 
Also, resolution of the Eas t Baltimore Station Met] 


estant Church, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the ¢ 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolution of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Chenango Bridge, N. J..in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of George W. rton and 210 others, 


of Portland, Westbrook, Kennebunk, an a = ni inkport. Me 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill to the ( 1 the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENNY Petition of the First Metl list Episcopal 
Church of Bayonne N. J.,in favor of the Hepburn-Doiliver bill— 


| #4he Committee on the Ju Lic lary. 
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Also, resolution of the New Jersey legislature, relative to im- 
= ving the Passaic River—to the Committee on Rivers and 

rl 
Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5087, granting a pension 

Annie Bosche—to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BONYNGE: 
Boulder, Colo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Nliff Sunday School, of Tliff, Colo., relative 
to the repeal of the anticanteen law—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Tliff Sunday School, of Diff, Colo., relative 
to nullification of State liquor laws—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Mount Olivet Baptist Church, of Denver, 
Colo.. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Mount Olivet Baptist Church. of Denver, 
Colo., relative to anticanteen legislation—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 
other vote rs of Windham, and George | 
voters of Willimantic. all in Connecticu 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: Petition of John F, Dufur and | 
48 others, of Ashland, Wis., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver | 
bili—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Resolutions of J.C. Giffin Post, No. 77 
McKinley Post, No. 106: Robert A. Hood Post, No. 28; R. S. 
Kindrick Post. No. 68; Meade Post, No. 75; 
Post, No. 94; Ed Maynard Post, No. 14, and J. H. Franklin Post, 
No. 50, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Tennessee, 


ors. 


to . 


P. Phenix and 49 other 
t, for passage of Hepburn 


Petition of the Free Methodist Church of | 


Petitions of H. C. Lathrop and 48 | 





| interstate 


Also, resolution of the National League of Commission Mer. 
chants, relating to powers of Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petitions of C. H. Rictor and 39 others, an 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Grafton, W. \V» 
W. L. Snyder and 22 others, of Valley Head, W. Va., and J. Ww: 
Pool and 35 others. of Flemington, W. Va., and vicinity, in favor r 
of the Hepbur n-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Also, petition of N. I. Wolfe and 58 others, of Flemington, 
W. Va.—to the Committee on 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of D.C. Shannon, of Chero! 
City, Ark., for a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post t- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, four petitions of T. H. Bowan and others, of Siloam 
Springs, Ark., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 





| mittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. DOUGLAS: Petition of Julius Wile and others, again 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. Richard Hartley and 21 others, of New 
York City, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of residents of rural route No. 4, of 
aw N. Y., relative to increase of salary for rural carriers—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolntion of the Wisconsin Retail Lumber 
Dealers’ Association, relative to a bill to regulate the carria f 
freight, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and fF or- 
eign Commerce, 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 9917, granting a pension 


Walter Harriman | to Gertrude Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


By Mr. FULLER: Memorial of Deere & Co. 


and others, of 
| Moline. M1., 


in favor of the improvement of Kaw Valley—to th 


in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid | Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of F. D. Tyler and 26 others, of | 
Loomis, S. Dak., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver billi—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petitions of R. F. Dunton and 19 others, 
of Belfast. Me.; Clarence H. Smith and 7 others, of Waldo, Me., 
aud ee - W. Elwell and 9 others. of Northport, Me., in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Be Mr.CALDERHEAD: Petition of Independent Order of Good 
Templars of Kansas, in favor o: the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of James Shields Post, No. 57 


, Grand Army of 
the Republic. of Wellington. Kans. 


. in favor of a service-pension 


bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petilion of the Presbyterian Church societies of Hebron, 
Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 


ou the Judiciary. 
> Mr. CAMPBELL: 

of I Loile st Makers and lron-ship Builders, of Pittsburg, Kans., 
relative to bill S. 2259 and sundry House bills—to the Con imittee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, pet tion of patrons of rural route No. 3, of Cherryvale, 
Kans., relative to increase of salary for rural carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





| of Vineland: 


| 20. of Lambertsville; Mansfield Post, No. 22, of Bayonne 


| Morristown; Ulic Dahlgren Post, No. 25, 
Petition of Lodge No. 221, Brotherhood | 


Also, petition of John Buell and 19 others, of Rockford, [1]. 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on tie Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Resolutions of Phil Kearny 
Post, No. 1, of Newark; T. A. Sharp Post, No. 2, of Milville: G, 
Van Hauten Post, No. 3, of Jersey City; James A. Garfield Post, 
No. 4, of Newark; T. M. K. Lee Post, No. 5, of Camden: J. C, 
Shinn Post, No. 6, of Port Norris; George C. Meade Post, No. 7, 
of Bloomfield: Bayard Post, No. 8,of Trenton; Lyon Post, No. 10, 
Lincoln Post, No. 11,0f Newark; U. Dodd Post. No. 
12, of Orange; Henry Wilson Post, No. i3, of Jersey City; Ells 
worth Post. No. 14, of Union; Kearney Janeway Post, No. 15. of 
New Brunswick; Parker Grubb Post, No. 16, of Burlington; 
Sedgwick Post, No. 18, of Hackettstown: Major Angel Post, No. 
- Aaron 
of Trenton; A. T. Torbert Post. No. os 
of Elizabeth: W. F. 
Barry Post, No. 27, of Rahway; Farragut Post. No. 28, of s er- 
son; George H. Thomas Post. No. 29, of Jersey City; General 
Howell Post, No. 31, of Woodbury; Joe Hooker Post, No. 3 
Atlantic: Acton Post, No. 33. of Penngrove; Hexanner Post, \o. 
34, of Newark; Chaplain Butler Post, No. 35. of Paterson; Van 
Leer Post, No. 36, of Gloucester; W. B. Hatch Post, No. 3 
Camden: Zabriskie Post, No. 38, of Jersey City; Bartlett | 
No. 39. of Caldwell; C. K. Hall Post, No. 41, of Asbury Pa 
E. G. Brown Post, No. 44,0f Hoboken; Washington Post. No 
of Bordentown; James B. Morris Post. No. 46, of Long Branch; 
J. G. Tohnie Post, No. 50, of Phillipsburg: W. P. Robeson I 
No. 51. of Camden: J. B. McPherson Post, No. 52, of Hackensack; 


Wilks Post, No. 23. 


| Major Delaney Post. No. 53, Atlantic City; J. McDavitt Post, No. 


By Mr. CANDLER: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
gion to J esse C. T - mas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petitions of George W. King and 28 others, 
of J: head on, R. L., and O. U. Whitford and 27 others, of West- | 
erly, R. L.. in fav or of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commit- | 
tee -on the Jndici y 

By Mr. CASSEL: Memorial of the Nottingham Quarterly 


Meeting of the Society of Friends, held at Little Britain, Pa., 
composed of 800 members, for the passage of the Hepburn bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of patrons of rural route No. 1, of 
White (Senn. Kans., relative to increase of salary for rural car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Aiso, sass ions of J. L. Bliss Circle, No. 64, Ladies of the 
Grand Army of the Republic. of Atchison. Kans.; petition of sol- 
diers of Norton. Kans.,and resolutions of Nathan Pric e Post. No. 
283. Grand Army of the Republic , of Wathena, Kans., and May- 
fiower Circle, No. 80, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Senery, Kans., in favor Spy a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pens sik 

Also, petitions of W. H. "Marshall and 48 others, of Nortonville, 
Kans.; [Independent Order of Good Templars of Kansas, and 
Christian Endeavor Society of the Congregational Church, To- 
pela, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: 
Wilkinsburg, Pa.. 
Conirnittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of Henry 
Good—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Petition of the Presbyterian Church of 


| 54, Dover; General Slocum Post, No. 55, 
| son Post, No. 


for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the | 


Paterson; W. 58. Pier- 
58, Bloomfield: Arrowsmith Post, No. 61, Red 
Bank: General Stahel Post, No. 62, Egg Harbor: Opuover Pos", 
No. 63, Freehold; Kilpatrick Post, No. 64, Elizabeth: _ M. 
Tucker Post, No. 65, Newark; John F. Reynolds Post, No. (6 
Washington: R. Boggs Post. No. 67, New Brunswick: Rvs i 
Post, No. 68, Hammerton; Johnson Post, No. 69. Salem; W. Scott 
Post, No. 73, Plainfield: General Wadsworth Post. No. 75, Somer- 
ville: Frank Lloyd Post, No. 79, South River; Woerner Post. No. 
81, Hoboken; Stratton Post, No. 82, Mullica Hill; Shacklet: 

Post, No. 83, Keyport: Berry Post, No. 85, Woodbridge: Arno!d 
Post, No. 87, Point Pleasant; M. L. Ward Post, No. 88, Newar! 

General Smythe Post, No. 89, Elmer: Steadman Post, No. ‘0, 
Fenwick; Wheeler Post, No. 94, Montclair; E. H. Wade Post, 


No. 96. Millburn; Walker Post, No. 98, Branchville: on 
Post. No. 100, Bayonne; Paul Post, No. 101. Westwood: 


Logan Post, No. 102, Camden: Dwight Post. No. 103. ta a 
Hancock Post, No. 107, Hightstown: Weart Post, No. 108, En 
glewood; Sheridan Post, No. 110, Newark; Sherman Post, No 
113, Cape May City; Fiske Post. No. 114, Highlands; U.S. Gra it 
Pook, No. 117, Saimut, and Caillaux Post, No. 119, Asbury Park, 


| all in New Jersey, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of : 


service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petitions of 4 citizens of Maple Shade, N. J.; pastor and 































1904. 


members of the Baptist Church of Jacobstown, N. J.; pastor 

members of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Newport, 

pastor and 251 members of the Berean Baptist Church, of 

, ton, N. J., and pastor and 160 members of the Baptist 

( . of Dividing Creek, N. J.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Vir. GARDNER of Michigan: Petition of Immanuel Holi- 


' Church, of Battle Creek, Mich., in favor of the Hepburn- | 


er bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
Mr. GIBSON: Petitionsof A. H. Legg and 7 others; Rev. T. 
umers, president of the ministerial meeting; Ed. M. Grant, 


r: the board of aldermen, and other officials, all of Morris- | 


{ _Tenn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
. on the Judiciary. 
Mr. HAMLIN: Petitions of Rev. B. F. Flanery and 5 others, 

Rey. J. C. T. Woods and 15 others, J. E. Millette and 21 others, 
\V.S. Banks and 13 others, W. L. Costay and 34 others, D. E. 
( i and 25 others, and Nellie Tupper and 25 others, all of Mis- 
§ in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
t Judiciary. 
, paper to accompany bill granting a pension to Berry 

-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ resolution of Captain John Mathews Post, No. 69, Grand 
A of the Republic, Department of Missouri, in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of Andrew J. Pinney and others, 
West Bridgewater, Vt., in favor of the Brownlow good-roads 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

A petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Plainfield, Vt.; Rev. H. R. Miles and 17 others, of Brattleboro, 
Vt..and the Vermont Anti-Saloon League, in favor of the passage 
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Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 


By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of citizens of McGregor, Iowa, 
against a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
ind Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Northwood, Iowa, and M. D. Mack 
and 9 others, of Lincoln, Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
pill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany claim of Mrs. Anne M. 
Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of John B. Smith 
and 55 others, of New Britain, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


« 


By Mr. HENRY of Texas; Petition of the Woman's Christian | 


r 


others, of Rosebud, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Petition of patrons of sundry rural 


mH 


the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of George F. Carr and 
17 others,of Terryville, Conn..in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of Mrs. Helen Whitehead and others, of Wash- 
1, Conn., in favor of establishing a forest reserve in the 
Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: Petition of R. V. McDonald and 
20 others, of Jefferson, Miss.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver | 
bill » the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petitions of citizens of Cedarville, 011. , andmem- 
I f the faculty and students of Steinman College, Dixon, Ill., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Colonel Albert D. Shaw Circle, No. 10, Ladies 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Chicago, Dl., in favor of 


a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

), petition of 86 residents of Dakota, Ill.,in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HOGG: Petitions of H. M. Corey and 57 others, of 
Olathe, Colo., and J. R. McGill and 56 others and the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Pueblo, Colo., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Petitions of J. W. Balderston and 
others and William F. Hersey and 25 others, of Seaford, De 
and the New Castle Institute, of South Wilmington, Del., in 
or of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of E. L. Harris and others, of Graves 
County, Ky., in favor of bill H. R. 3574—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of Frank C. Taylor and others, of 
Carlisle, Ky., in favor of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

_ By Mr. KELIHER: Memorial of the board of supervisors of 
the city and county of San Francisco, relative to Tuolumne River 
and Lake Eleanor reservoir rights of way—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


99 
wo 
f., 


Temperance Union and 12 others, and Andrew C. Dunn and 43 | 


ites of Ohio, relative to increase of salary for rural carriers— | 


| Pilots of Steam Vessels, in favor of a light-house on 
| mond Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and 


| bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, 
relative to inspection of grain at terminal ma to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Chamber ( ! re] 
to arbitration treaties between the United Stat and ( t 
Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Druggists’ As I 


to arbitration treaties between the United States and ( 






| Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Fruit and Produce E:; 
relative to enlarging powers of Interstate Commerce C 
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com1 

Also, resolution of the American Association of Ma 1 


Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts State Board 
relative to legislation for the improvement of the Bedtf 
Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of Friedrick Hecker Post, No. 21, Gr: 


of the Republic, of Boston, Mass., in favor of a service-pension 


roe ,, 
rd (Ma 3.) 


Also, resolution of the New York Trade and Trans- 
portation, in favor of bills H. R. 3559 and 3562, providing for im- 
provement of Bronx Kills and Harlem River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade. in favor of 
extension of the navigation laws to Philippine commerce—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, rela- 
tive to reforms in postal rates and system—to the C 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of D. Cady Eaton, of New Haven, Conn., in favor 


soard of 


l 
mmmittee on 


diciary. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade. rela- 
tive to the destruction of derelicts in North Atlantic waters—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade. rela 
tive to the reorganization of the consular service—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Gloucester Board of Trade. in favor of bill 
H.R.7056—to theCommittee on the Merchant Marineand Fisheries. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Petiti R. Under- 


ions of J. 





hall and 26 others, of North Carolina; J. F. McCulloch and 82 
others, of Greensboro, N. C., and A. R. Webster and 54 oth 
| of Reidsville, N. C.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill » the 


| Committee on the Judiciary. 


} 


By Mr. KNAPP: Resolution of Port Leyden (N. Y.) Grange, 
No. 562, Patrons of Husbandry, in favor of bill H. R. 9297 ) 


the Committee on Education. 

Also, resolution of E. B. Steele Post. No. 269, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Carthage, N. Y., in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 


By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of Charlton Post, No. 143, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Richland, Iowa, in favor of a s 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, petition of S. E. Sinder and others, of Ollie, Iowa, against 


the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on th: 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LESTER: Px nof Rev. G. B. Whatley a1 
of Savannah, Ga.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—t 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


Po 


+4345 
vibl 


By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Booth Tucker, « del 
the Salvation Army, in favor of bill creating a colonization bi 
reau, etc.—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid I] ! 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petitions of Rev. H. B. Tilden and 24 
others, of Waldoboro, Me., and Hon. A. M. Penley and 58 others, 
of Auburn, Me., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LIVERNASH: Resolution of the San Fr: 
ber of Commerce, in favor of grant an American reg 
sh bark Pyrenees—to the Committee on the Mer 


ing 
he Briti: 

Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the San Francisco Chamber of Comn 
favor of extending coastwise regulation vessels pl . 
tween the Philippines and American ports—to the Con tee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the San Francisco ( 
relative to Sinuslaw Harbor, Oregon—to tl 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of Phe 
Veteran Navy, in favor of 
val Affairs. 


) 


s Squadron, No. 12, United States 
ill S. 3014—to the Committ 
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Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of San Bernardino, Cal., 
opposing joint statehood of Arizona with New Mex‘co—to the | 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petitions of R. B. Sanford and 25 others, of 
Newark, Mo., and H. B. Yacoubi and 20 others, of La Belle, Mo., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the | 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Paddy Shields Post, No. 36, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Clarence, Mo.. in favor of a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of F. E. Titers and 5s others, 
of Detroit, Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the | 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of business men and citizens of | 
Litchville, N. Dak., against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the | 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petitions of Rey. J. W. Nicholson and 41 
others, of York County, Va., and P. S. Simpkins and 19 others, 
of Tanners Creek, Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany a bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James F. Campbell—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of S. H. Taylor and 15 other voters, of Maxwell, 
Tenn.; J. L. Bakerand 9 other voters, E. L. Catleus and 48 voters, 
and §S. M. Alexander and 15 other voters, of Winchester, Tenn., 
for the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of nineteen Grand Army of the Republic posts in 
Tennessee, for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of the legislative board of Friends 
of America, praying for the passage of bill H. R. 4072—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTIS: Petition of the Port Chester (N. Y.) Woman’s | 








Christian Temperance Union, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver | fF 


bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Peekskill, Geneseo, and Ossining, 
N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of W. H. Lassiter and 58 others, of | 
Cedar Grove, N.C.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: Petition of Henry N. Pringle and 
40 others, of Whitneyville and Eastport, Me.,in favor of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of residents of Washington, D. C.. 
in favor of bill H. R. 9302—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of residents of Kinderhook, [11., against passage 
of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petitions of T. J. Ireland and 126 others, of 
Woodston, Kans.; C. D. Post and 22 others, of Asheville, Kans., 
and G. W. Buell and 31 others, of Logan and Wichita counties, 
Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

sy Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Papers to accompany bill | 
H. R. 11988, for the relief of Thomas J. Estes—to the Committee | 
on Military Affairs. 
| 

| 





By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Lake Seaman’s Union of 
Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of House bill to prohibit employment on 
vessels of persons not entitled to admission into ue United States— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of P. H. Elwood and 24 others, 
of Stark, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the | 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petitions of N. Boehm and W. R. Stone, rural 
route No. 8; D. M. Milholland, W. I. Dickey, and R. G. Carr, 
rural route No.6; James McCague, J. M. Morris, J. E. Randolph, 
and B. C. Zell, rural route No. 5; John Hoeldrich, rural route 
No. 3; O.S. Mansfield, David Fullmer, and Samuel Sanford, rural 
route No. 4; S. M. Shirley and Henry Schoonover, rural route 
No. 6, of Defiance, Ohio; and H. H. Lattanner, rural route No. 2, 
of Montpelier, Ohio, favoring increase of salary of rural carriers 
to $850 per annum—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of John T. Mumea and J. F. Smith, of Columbus 
Grove, Ohio, favoring passage of bill to pension all Union ex- 
prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petitions of William McGibbon and others, 
of Ansonia, Conn.; Rev. F. B. Stockdale and 42 others, and Rev. 
Oscar Haywood and 64 others, of Waterbury, Conn., and J. D. 
Roberts, jr., and 2 others, of Meriden, Conn., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Mirnesota: Letter of Hugh H. Henry, 
national commander, Army and Navy Union, United States of 
America, in favor of bill H. R. 11581, providing for retirement of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





MARCH 4, 


— men of the Army, etc.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolution of the Fifth Annual Superviso;,’ 
Highway Convention, of New York, in favor of the Brownlow 
good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the executive committee of the Nation. | 
German-American Alliance, against passage of the Hepbu: 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the International Reform Bureau, in fayo) 
Sunday closing of the Lewis and Clark Exposition—to the Ss 


| Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 


Also, petition of the Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builde: 


| America, in favor of bill S. 2259 and sundry House bills—to 


Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
Also, resolution of Brooklyn Council, No. 165, United ¢ 


| mercial Travelersof America, in favor of an amendment to ; 


bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the New York Board of Trade and Tran 
tation,in favor of bills H. R. 9050 and 9051—to the Committ: 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William B. Wilson, president of the Unijed 
States Military Telegraph Corps, in favor of bill H. R. 289 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of John E. Bendix Post, No. 402, Grand A 
of the Republic, Department of New York, in favor of a ser 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the New York Produce Exchange, relati 
the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I.—to the Commit 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Maritime Association of the Port of } 
York, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I. 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the board of governors of the Consolidated 
Stock and Petroleum Exchange of New York, in favor of ill 
1. R. 7871—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of citizens of Racine, Minn.. | 
testing against passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Commit 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of J. B. Woolridge Post, No. 175, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Minnesota, in favor of a ser 


| pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. THAYER: Resolution of the Coal Club of Boston 


| vicinity, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, k. | 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petitions of 25 voters of Ocheyer 
9 voters of Sioux City, 17 voters of Hancock, 4 voters of k 
Rapids; the Presbyterian, Christian, and Friends’ churche: 
West Liberty, and the Baptist, Methodist, Presbyterian, Chu 
of Christ, and Congregational churches of Perry, all in Jowa 
the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on theJudicia 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of E. D. Brooks and 3 ot! 
of Ann Arbor, Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill! 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George Aprill and 46 others, of Ann Ar)». 
Mich., favoring increase in the salaries of rural carries—t 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Resolution of Riverside Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Zanesville, Ohio, in favor of the Bro 
low good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Union soldiers of Licking 
county, Ohio, urging the enactment of legislation entitling «i 
wives of Union soldiers to entrance to Soldiers’ Homes with their 
husbands—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Dick Cheatham Post, No. 317, of Beverly, 
Ohio; Cumberland Post, No. 216, of Cumberland, Ohio, and M« 
Cass Post, No. 415, of Dresden, Ohio, Grand Army of the Ke- 
public, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committe 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of T. J. McClelland and 41 others, of Antri 
M.S. Roy and 102 others, of New Concord; E. J. Loyd and 
others, of Dresden; C. H. Beck and 42 others, of Marion; t 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Chesterhill; W. ! 
Berry and 45 others, of Roseville; Bowman Hastetler and 
others, of Quaker City, and J. M. M. Reasoner and 18 others. | 
Janesville, all in Ohio, for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolli\: 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Petition of the East Baltimore Stati 
Methodist Protestant Church, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliy:' 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

Also, petitions of the J. A. Bokel Company, H. Rosenheiin 4 
Son and others, and G. Gump & Sons, of Baltimore, Md., agai! 
passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on tli 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. Mauler, of Baltimore, Md., against passaxe 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Gandy Belting Company, of Baltimore, 
Md.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





1904. ; 





Re Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of members of the Independ- 
+ Order of Good Templars of Jeddo, Orleans County, N. Y., in 
r of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 


| the Methodist Episcopal Church of Larimore; 


| 


, petitions of patrons of rural free-delivery routes Nos. 1 and 
9 Lockport, N. Y.; No. 27, of Newfane, N. Y., and No. 19, of 
] nville, N. Y., in regard to salaries and privileges of rural | 
f elivery mail carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office | 
a t-Roads. 


|, petition of Lake Seamen’s Union, in favor of bill H. R. 
12220. to prohibit the employment on board vessels holding Ameri- 
can registers of Chinese persons not entitled to admission to the 
States—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 


_ 


isheries. 
By Mr. WANGER: Petition of the Presbyterian Church, Rev. 
F. Sheppard, pastor, of Conshohocken, Pa., in favor of the 

fepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


| on | 





SENATE. 
SATURDAY, March 5, 1904. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E>DwarpD EvrErettT HALE. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Scorr, and by unanimous con- 


t, the further reading was dispensed with. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
roved, there being no objection. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SEATTLE, WASH. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
m from the Secretary of the Treasury, calling attention to 
he fact that the contract for the construction of the court-house 

i custom-house and post-office building at Seattle, Wash., is 


ad 


building and sandstone for the superstructure, and that an addi- 


cats 


ranite to be used for this buildirz which was referred to the 


rinted, 
REPORT ON SHIPPING BILL. 


PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
t 


n ition from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
ti esolution of the 4th instant, a stenographic report of the 
hearing held before him February 25, 1904, on the Philippine ship- 
pil l pending before Congress; which, with the accompanying 
pay was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


SLOOP RALPH, 


PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
x the conclusions of fact and of law and the opinion of the 
court filed under the act of January 20, 1885,in the French spolia- 
ims set out in the findings by the court relating to the 


mm 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
Mr. HANSBROUGH presented petitions of the congregation of 


of the Plymouth 
Congregational Church, of Fargo, and of the Roberts Street 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Fargo, all in the State of Ni 
Dakota, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Meridian Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Indianapolis, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the in- 
terstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred 


rth 


tha 
to 


re 


| to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Eliza- 
beth and East Orange, N. J., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Dividing Creek 
and Burrsville; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of 
Burrsville; of the congregation of the First Reformed Church of 
Somerville; of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Millville; of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
Church of Lamington; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Gladstone; of the congregation of the Asbury 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Long Branch, and of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Rahway, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 


| interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 


{upon the use of granite for facing the lower portion of the | 
nal appropriation of $60,000 will be necessary for the purchase | 


mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be | 


vi sloop Ralph, Moses Montague, captain; which, with the 
a anying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, | 
al dered to be printed. 

EDWARD M. CRAIG. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
mi ition from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cal of Edward M. Craig, administrator of George W. Craig, 
deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
pal r, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
ve pl inted, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
KENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
‘eeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of William B. Hatch ¢ 
No. 2, Department of New Jersey, Ladies of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Camden, N. J., praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Mercer Pottery Company, 
of Trenton, N. J.,and a memorial of Fisher & Averis, of Trenton, 
N. J., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called “ eight- 
hour bill’’ and also the ‘‘ anti-injunction bill:’’ which were re- 


‘ircle 


ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Bloomfield; of the congregation of the First 


Methodist Episcopal Church of Bayonne; of the congregation 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Gladstone; of the. 


mgreca- 


tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Alpine; of the Society 
of Friends of Moorestown; of the congregation of the Mont- 
gomery Street Methodist Episcopal Church. of Newark; of the 


Ay 


congregation of the Lake View Presbyterian Church. of Paterson; 


of the congregation of the First Reformed Church of North Pater- 
son; of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Hightstown; of the congregation of the German Pilgrim Bap- 
tist Church of Jersey City; of the congregation of the B 
Church of Medford; of the congregation of the First Reformed 
Church of Somerville; of the congregation of the First Presby- 
terian Church of New Brunswick: of the congregation of a 
Swedish Baptist Church of Montclair, and of the congregation of 
the Baptist Church of Columbus, all in the State of New Jersey 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter- 


state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented petitions of the Woman’s Chr 
Temperance Union of Burlington, of the Pastors’ Association of 
Burlington, and of sundry citizens of Greensb 


ro and Advance, 
all in the State of North Carolina, praying for the e ment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
| liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju V 
Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of t Mark Flather 
Planer Company, of Nashua, N. H., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called *‘ eight-hour bill;’’ which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
He also presented a petition of the Meyer Brothers’ Drug Com- 
pany, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the adoption of certain 
| amendments to the so-called ** pure-food bill; *? which was referred 
to the Committee on Manufactures. 
Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Eastern P sylvania 
| Conference of the Evangelical Association, praying for a1 - 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REEp 8: r, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the 


House to the bill (S. 3317) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
resolution of the Senate authorizing the cancellation of the signa- 
tures of the Speaker of the House and the President pro tempore | 
to the enrolled bill (S. 2323) relating to ceded lands on the Fort | 
H 7 aoe Reservation and to correct an inaccuracy stated in 
tl Mil, 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR HANNA. 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I desire to give notice to the 


‘ 


day 


ay, March 31, I shall ask the Senate to consider resolutions com- 
memorative of the life and character of my late colleague, the 
Hon. Marcus A. Hanna. 


Senate that at the close of the routine morning business on Thurs- | 


Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Evangelical Church of West 
Washington, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 

vas referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 166, 
Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders, of Wyan- 
dotte, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to develop 
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the American merchant marine; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented petitions of the congregation of 
the Baptist Church of Pineville, and sundry citizens of Newport 
and Pineville, all in the State of Kentucky, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of sundry citizens of Red 
Wing, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of Leavenworth Circle, No. 5, 
Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kan- 
eas, of Leavenworth, Kans., praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry patrons of rural free- 
delivery routes No. 2 and No. 4, of Burlington, and of rural route 
No. 5, of Lyons, allin the State of Kansas, praying that an appro- 
priation be made to increase the salaries of rural letter carriers; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Grenola, Kans., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BACON presented a petition of the Blue and Gray Associ- 
ation of Fitzgerald, Ga., praying that an appropriation of $20,000 
be made for the completion of the park at that city; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Solar- | 


ville, Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Brookland Citizens’ Asso- 
ciation, of the District of Columbia, praying that an appropriation 
be made for the erection of a monument in the city of Washing- 
ton to Thomas Jefferson, author of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence,and John Morton, a distinguished signer of the same; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 

to whom was referred the bill (S. 4083) for the relief of Payton 


Shields, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed | 


to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr: HEYBURN, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4413) to authorize the location of 
coal lands upon unsurveyed public lands in the District of Alaska, 
and for the survey, entry, and patenting of the same, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2879) to amend the law 
relating to taxation in the District of Columbia, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a4 report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 
himself on the 26th ultimo, proposing to appropriate $5,000 for 
the improvement of Twenty-second street from Decatur place to 
S street NW.,in the city of Washington, D. C., intended to be 
proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, sub- 
mitted a favorable report thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN, from the Committee on Manufactures, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6295) for preventing the adul- 
teration or misbranding of food or drugs, and for regulating 
traffic therein, and for other purposes, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4887) to authorize the Chicago, 
St. Louis and New Orleans Railroad Company to construct a 
bridge across the Tennessee River near Gilbertsville, Ky., to re- 
port it with amendments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill. I am sure it will pro- 
voke no debate. It is indorsed by the Department, recommended 
aud reported unanimously by the Committee on Commerce, and 
it simply authorizes the construction of a steel bridge in lieu of 
an old defective wooden one there on this important railway. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky 
as<s unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, 
which will be read to the Senate for information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
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| legal representatives of Andrew Brown, deceased; which was 
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Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid, 
ation. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was : 
add at the end of section 1 the following proviso: 

Provided, That upon completion of the bridge herein authorized the « 
company shall promptly remove the present bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 2. line 13, after 
word “‘ under,’’ to insert ‘* and subject to;’’ so as to read: 

That the said bridge shall be located and built under and subject to 
regulations for the security of navigation as shall be prescribed by the 
retary of War, etc. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the am: 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, re. 
the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 4816) to provi 
the appointment, duties, compensation, and inspection of acc: 
of commissioners in Alaska, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on T, 
tories. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4817) granting a pensi 
Cornelia A. Thompson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 4818) for the relief of Jam s 
T. Barry and Richard Cushion, executors of the last will and 
testament of Martin Dowling, deceased; which was read twi 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 4819) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to further promote the efficiency of the N ; 


| approved December 24, 1861, as amended by an act approved |J ul y 


16, 1862; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4820) for the relief of the 


ad 
twice by its title. and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4821) granting an in- 
ree of pension to Mary E. Walley; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the poti- 
tion of Mary E. Walley, widow of Irvin Walley, of Company 8, 
Cass County (Mo.) Home Guards, for an increase of pension. to 
gether with sundry affidavits. I move that the bill and accom. 
panying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4822) granting a pensi 
to Jeremiah H. Milroy; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of Jeremiah IH. \i! 
roy, together with affidavits of J. M. Haley, W. F. Suda, and |r 
T. Guy Hetherlin, and the military and hospital records o! 
petitioner. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be : 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 4823) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Martin; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana introduced a bill (S. 4824) to provid 
for building an annex to the court-house and post-office at Shiv 


Y 
n 


| port, La.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tle 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 4825) to provide for celebrat- 
ing the first permanent settlement of English-speaking people | 
holding an international exhibition of arts, industries, manuf: 
tures, and the products of the soil, mines, forests, and the se. 11 
the vicinity of Jamestown, and on and near the waters of Ha 
ton Roads, in the State of Virginia, and to authorize an aj) 
priation in aid thereof; which was read twice by its title, and © 
ferred to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4826) to provide for enlarging t!i« 
public building at Roanoke, Va., in order to accommodate t!. 
United States courts; which was read twice by its title, and 1 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 4827) granting an increase of pen 
sion to John S. Burkholder; which was read twice by its tit’, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4828) for the relief of George Kil- 
leen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Cou 
mittee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced the following bills; which wer 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred io the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4829) for the relief of the estate of J. C. Bailey, de- 
ceased (with an accompanying paper); 
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\ bill (S. 4830) for the relief of the vestry and wardens of St. NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
stephen’s Protestant. Episcopal Church, of Cedar Run parish,| yr HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


Fauquier County, Va.; tion of the naval appropriation bill. 
\ bill (S. 4831) for the relief of Algernon L. Wilkinson, Kate Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator from Maine will permit me, 
p, Wilkinson, and Laura M. Powell, sole heirs of Laura E. Wil- I should like to ask that a bill be taken up about which there is 


son, deceased; ; ersy is to ¢ sHiee in cour 
on, Creat i ae no controversy. It is to amend the practice in courts. 
pill (S. 4832) for the relief of the estate of Catharine R. Mr. HALE. If the Senator will wait until I get the appropri- 


Moore, deceased; ation bill up, there are two or three Senators who have bills, and 
\ bill (S. 4833) for the relief of the estate of Mary Ann Good- | 7 i) yield to them. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] 


"aa ‘TM MONS introduced the following bills; which were sey- = ti a ate 
Mr, SIMMONS pau 5 eee vp all yriation bill firs 
lly read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on I The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine 


ns: vag » s consi eré 10 f >naVa 
ill (S. 4834) for the relief of William Foy and H. B. Lane, eee pees oo te Conant Of Shs Raval 


: : appropriation bill. 
executor of Mrs. H. B. Lane, of North Carolina; OS cathe was agreed to 
A bill (S. 4885) for the relief of D. S. Barrus and others; and Sates Le : 
A bill (S. 4836) for the relief of the heirs of D. W. Morton. LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 


; , ‘ The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
. GALLINGER submitted the following amendments in- | on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9480) m: kin 


. _ | ations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the G 
J to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia Appro- | for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, hav 











tion bill; which were ordered to be printed, and, with the | after full and free conference have agreed torecommend and do recommend 

accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the District | to their respective Houses as follows: 

( lumbia: That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 42. 47 = 74. 93, 
1s . a : , 130, 131, 132, 133, 140, 141, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 156, 159, 161, 162, 163, 17 4.175, 176, 

\n | amendment providing for a fourth assistant corporation | 185° 211, 212, 214, and 22s. 
counsel, instead of a law clerk, in the office of the corporation | _ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 

Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 1: 5, 16,17. 18. 19. 20. 21 

counsel of the District of Columbia; es aie aaa 3i, Be, 3, ee By 5 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 


. . 38, 389, 40, 43, 44. 45, 46. 48, 49. 50. 
\n amendment proposing to increase the salary of the two | 51) 59° 53) 54 58. 59, 60, 61, 62, 63. 64. 66. BT. 68.7 71. 72. 73.76. 78.79 80. 83 84° 


judges of the police court of the District of Columbia from $3,000 | 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, “104, ] 05, 106, 107, 110, 111, 








to $1,000 each; and 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 2A 124, 125, 126, 127, 6 129, 134, 
* . aw , 35, 136, 137, 138, 139, 142, 148, 144, 148, 150, 151, 153, 154, 15 5, 157, 160, 163, 164, 165, 

\n amendment proposing to appropriate $50,000 for construct- | 166; 169, 172, 173, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 186, 187, 18 394. 195 F 

ing a bridge across Piney Branch on the line of Sixteenth street | 197, 198, 200, 20, 202, 208, 204, 205, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210, 213; 217; 218, 219; 220; 221 





7 . ° . ooo’ é ‘ 226 7, 229, 230, 281, 232, and 233, and agree to the same 
extended, in the District of Columbia. 222. 223, 224, 225, 226, 227, 220, 230, ZH, 22, and 233, and agree to the same. 

; a ae . 2 . cia ala tod That the ines recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

r. QUAY submitted an amendment removing the restriction | senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as foll 
of existing law limiting the cost for the purchase of a site for a | In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the 
nnhhic ildinge le ity Okla: alkine the « | “One clerk of class 4;”° and the Senate agree to the same. 
ae building at Oklahoma City , Okla., and making the amounts That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
heretofore appropriated available for the purchase of such site | genate numbered 65. and agree to the same with an amendment as foll 
and the erection of a building thereon, intended to be proposed by | Insert after the word “otherwise” in saidamendment the w “her 

e - . . * ° . spe ’ ea Se gree to the same 

m to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to | Specifically; and the Senate agree to the sa 


. : ‘re . That the House rece ede from its dis: izreem nt to the: 
the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, and ordered to | senate numbered 69, and agree to the same With an amet 


be printed. In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $10,000; and the Senateagree tot] ' 
He also submitted an amendment providing for the holding of That the o Hk puse rec ede from its dis agre ement to the amendment of the 
rt in 4 ont ‘udicial district of the Indian Territory at Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same wi ith an amendment as follow 
et in the western ju 1c1al aistrict O e — . tory at | Jn lieu of the number proposed insert ‘“three;’’ and the Senat 
Wetumka, in the Creek Nation, fixing the recording district for | same. oe So 
said court, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian ap- a ee en its disagreem nt to the amendment of the 
propriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the | Jy jjeuor the sur sposed { if eo Se : 


#11 ; 
llowinge: 
LOllOWINg: 













. 7 In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$42,710; and the § y to the same 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. That the House recede from its disagreement to tl nt of th 
Mr. DEPEW submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- | Senate numbered 81. ee osama Nae en ent as follows: 
ate $100,000 for grading and improving Sixteenth street extended, | 235 keep sae 31, 500 each:” and tt —< mbnees in Ee ey 
with its present width, from Piney Branch northward, in the Dis- That the House recede from its disagreement ndment of the 
trict of Columbia, intended to be proposed by him to the District | Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same with an am S 





. aa . . , In lieu of the sum pro osed insert ‘*$26,590;". and the Senate agrer t ao 
Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- a , ay ree x x 


mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. | That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 





































I 18 
ir. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing that field, | Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with an ame vs: 
1: > > ae . | Restore the matter stricken out by said amendment, and i ft t. 
line, and staff officers of the Army below the grade of major- | toy inserted by said amendment insert. after the wo in ‘ 
general, with creditable records, who served during the civil war, | page 5, of the bill, tt e following: “ Provided, That when S : 
ani who have been or may hereafter be retired, shall be placed | of the Tre asury shall determine that it is necessary 1 pel \- 
; : ‘ - - 1 . : | tions of the mint at Denver, ¢ olo., the following for I ) n 
he retired list with the rank and retired pay of the next higher | jj... of the foregoing, at the yearly compensation here 
grade, intended to be proposed by him to the army appropriation Superintendent, at $4,500; assayer, melter and refiner, ; nd 0 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, | each; chi ro ogpiy a ‘Ss oo ar ee t clerk, at $1,600; clerk, : 
and ordered to be printed. ae oe, 28 eth 0 fore; er two aeiion oa eo dieeadie ieee 
< > PpIvurrPR SPOVEMENT Pent of this latter for ood nd the Se mate agree to the ‘same . 
SALMON RIVER (IDAHO) IMPROVEMENT. That the House recede ‘icetensliendimamaeatinah. ten tide aeeeeiiie . 
Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following concurrent resolu- | Senate numbered 92, and agree to the ‘same with an amet 
cn ce P . + In lie uof the matter inserted by sai met tir . 
tion; Which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: ‘For wages of workmen, including not exceeding six thousand six hundred 
solved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the | and twenty dollars for other clerks and empl yees, twenty-two thousand dol- 
5 — of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a | lars. ” i 
ey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of removing the | And the Senate agree to the same. ; 
ictions to navigation in the Salmon River between Salmon, I jaho, and - bs the ees Ng aa from to the sa greement to t the 
the mouth of said river. r ite numbered lI and agree to th I With an ar 
- | In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘three hundred ar isand ¢ 
ARANSAS PASS AND CORPUS CHRISTI BAY, | lars; and the Senate agree to the seaee 
. | That the House recede from its disagreement t nt of t 
_Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following concurrent resolu- | senate numbered 109, and agree to the same with an an *~ ; 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: | Ad d afte r th a word *e sistants, an the end of the matt d by said 
, : ¥ ; ndment, the following: **, said estimates not to exceed ) uy r ¢ 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring’, That the oa me oan in of comp Jel. then a aliv naid aa ® heeiint = 
; a. l A é re < l nis 0 len actualy paid, and ] a i ) 
‘tary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed, at the ear- to the same 
date practicable, to cause a survey to be made of the channel from That the House rec Je from its disagreement to t — 
sas Pass through what is known as Turtle Cove to Corpus Christi Bay, | genate numbered 152. and a: sree to the same wit! : oni 
tthe d caer Sade for the improvement of said channel to | [py lieu of the sum Sodaene d insert “two hundred and tl 8 
ve Ge S Of CO erce. | hundred and forty dollars; and the Senate agres to the san 
*2TDEN , : | That the House rec ;de from its a isagreement to the a 1dment of ihe 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. Senate numbered 158, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. line § 5 of said ame ndment strike out the words “law clerk ind dol- 
a . . . . nN ) Ke ou the oras* er oft class two an 1 t 2stur 
B: \RNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had eae Hines 7 pop pater sei embed pecan tay Blac str detiere™* 
on the 3d instant approved and signed the following acts: and the Senate agree to the, same. . : 
An act (S. 2596) granting a pension to Frances S. Hopkins; and | ‘ r. hat the Hor 180, Fc sede fr om its 4 disagreement to th 1endment of the 
‘ ; . ~» ot — enate nur red 167, a agre 7 same with : ntas s 
a act (S. 2809) granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. | | In lien of io ote pr — eed insert = undies See deinen Meenas 
- iniey, seven hundred and twenty cee wt ‘ca the Senate agree to the same, 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 











S« e pumbered 170, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In the last line of said amendment strike out the words “five hundred;” 
aud the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 171, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
In line 2 of said amendment strike out the word “fifteen” and insert in licu 
thereof the word *twelve;” in line 3 strike out the word ‘fifteen ” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word *“*twelve:” in line 5 strike out the word “sixteen” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “twelve; and in line 10 strike out the 
word “fifiy-cix” and imsert in lieu thereof the word “forty-six;” and the 
Senate agree to the same 

That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 191, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In uof the nuuiber propos 1d insert **two bundred and seventy-two;” and 
the Senate agree to the same 

Ti » House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the | 
Sen: ered 192, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: | 
In ver proposed insert **212;" and the Senateagree to the same. 

i louse recede n itsdisagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1%3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In | 
lien of the number proposed insert 44; and the Senate agree to the same. 

[hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- | 
ate numbered 199, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert. $711,760; and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 215, and agree te the same with an amendment as follows: In | 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $77,570; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 216, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lien of the sum proposed insert $4,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 





ate numbered 254, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the word *“‘permanentiy,” inserted by said amendment, and on 
pawe 151 of the bill, in line 7, after the word “ incapacitated,” insert the words: 


‘, otherwise than temporarily;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 235, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
lnsert after the word “personal,” in line 10, page 151 of the bill, the words | 
* or official: and the Senate agree to the same. 

(hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the | 
Senate numbered 236, and agree to the same with an amendment *s follows: 
te the end of the amended paragraph, after the word “ tresident,” 
the fol owing: 

*: Provided, That this provision shall not apply to officials outside of the 
District of Columbia in the performance of their public duties. This para- 
graph shall not take effect until July 1, 1904.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Add 


8. M. CULLoMm, 

F. E. WARREN, 

H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
L. N. Lirraver, 

L. F. LrvinestTor, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 


INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 


Mr. HALE. There are a few Senators who have short bills 
that have been kept out by tht appropriation bills, and I will hold 
up the consideration of the naval appropriation bill for fifteen or 
twenty minutes, in order that Senators may call them up. 

I shall object to any bill that gives rise to debate, but not to | 
short bills that are unobjected to. 

Mr. LONG. lLask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3205) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte ior 
to acquire the title to lands within certain Indian reservations. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. QUARLES. I should like to make an inquiry in regard to | 
the bill. I see it provides for an exchange of railroad lands for 
other lands. I inquire whether that is going to increase the 
amount of scrip that is issued? 

Mr. LONG. The bill provides that no land scrip shall be issned. 

Mr. QUARLES. Let me further inquire, if the Government 
needs lands that belong to those railroads in the Indian reserva- | 
tion, why should not the Government negotiate and pay for that 
land instead of providing for an exchange of other lands? It 
would seem to me that our history in connection with the land 


laws in this country has been quite persuasive on that subject, | 


that if the Government needs land belonging to a railroad com- 
pany it ought to condemn it or buy it. 
For one, without knowing anything about this particular bill, 
I am opposed to any further provision in the way of legislation 
for an exchange of lands. 
fr LONG. This bill relates only to Indian reservations in 
Arizona and New Mexico. The bill was drawn in the Interior 


Department and contains safeguards which amply and fully pro- | 


tect the interests of the Government. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
sideration of the bill? 
Mr. NELSON. I think the bill ought to go over. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection is made, and the bill 
Goes Over. 
MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 3596) to amend section 2327 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, concerning mineral lands. 

The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
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| governed accordingly. 


Is there objection to the con- | 





Marcu 5, 


ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to amend section 2327 to read as follows: 


Sec. 2827. The description of vein or lode claims upon surveyed lands s) 
designate the location of the claims with reference to the lines of the pu 
survey, but need not conform therewith; but where patents have been iss 
for claims upon unsurveyed lands, the surveyors-general, in extending 
public survey, sha!] adjust the same to the boundaries of said patented cia 
so as in no case to interfere with orchange the true location of such clai: 
they are officially established upon the ground. Where patents have is 
for mineral lands, those lands only shall be segregated and shall be de 
to be patented which are bounded by the lines actually marked, defined, a 
established upon the ground by the monuments of the official survey ny; 





| which the patent grantis based, and surveyors-general in executing su 


quent patent surveys, whether upon surveyed or unsurveyed lands, sha!) 
The said monuments shall at all times constitute 
highest authority as to what land is patented, and erroneous calls in the 
ent d scription shall give way thereto. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde: 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pa 
INDIAN ALLOTMENTS. 
Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro 
to the consideration of the bili (S. 1974) amending the act of C 
gress approved January 26, 1895, entitled “An act authoriz 


| the Secretary of the Interior to correct errors where double al! 


ments of land have erroneously been made to an Indian, to < 
rect errors in patents, and for other purposes.” 

The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the ‘ 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in page 2, line 13, after the w: 
**thereof,”’ to strike out the words “ or for the best interests 
the Indians;’’ so as to read: 


That the act of Congress approved January 26, 1895 (28 Stat., 641), entit! 
“Anact authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to correct errors \ 
double allotments of land have erroneously been made toan Indian. to 
errors in patents, and for other purposes,” be, and the sameis hereby, ame 
so as to read as follows: 

“That in all cases where it shall a that a double allotment of lan: 
heretofore been, or shall hereafter be, wrongfully or erroneously mad 
the Secretary of the Interior toany Indian by an assumed name or other 
or where a mistake has been or shall be made in the description of the 
inserted in any patent, said Secretary is hereby authorized and directe 
ing the time that the United States may hold the title to the land in trust 
any such Indian, and for which a conditional patent may have been issucd 
rectify and correct such mistakes and cancel any patent which ma, 
been thus erroneously and wrongfully issued whenever in his opinion 
same ought to be canceled for error in the issue thereof, and if possess 
the original patent can not be obtained, such cancellation shall be eff 
if made upon the records of the General Land Office; and no proclamat 
shall be necessary to open tosettlement the lands towhich such an erro 
allotment patent has been canceled, provided such lands would other ise 
subject to entry.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, line 20, after the wor! 
“entry,”’ to strike out the proviso in the following words: 


Provided, That no conditional patent excepting in cases hereinbefo: 
thorized, and excepting in cases where the conditional patent is relin 
by the patentee or his heirs to take another allotment that shall ha 
heretofore or that may be hereafter executed in favor of any Indian «1! 


w/] 


ru 





| shall be subject to cancellation without authority of Congress. 


And in lieu thereof to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That no conditional patent that shal! have heretofore « 
may hereafter be executed in favor of any Indian allottee, excepting i: 
hereinbefore authorized, and —— ms in cases where the conditional! } 
is relinquished by the patentee or his heirs to take another allotme:', s 
be subject to cancellation without authority of Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ain 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readin; 
the third time, and passed. 


ELECTRIC WIRING IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the consideration of the | 
(S. 3) to regulate electric wiring in the District of Columb: 
| will state that the bill has been read and the first two am 
ments of the Committee on the District of Columbia w: 
agreed to. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, resumed consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been r 
| Committee of the Whole, and two amendments proposed by ' 
committee have been agreed to. ' 

Mr. GALLINGER. Concerning the third amendment a |i'' 
controversy arose, and I have had an amendment prepared w! 
is entirely satisfactory to all parties. 1 ask leave to withdr 
| the committee amendment at the bottom of page 1 and to 
stitute for that proviso what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from New Harp 
shire withdraws the amendment of the committee at the bottom 
of page 1 and offers an amendment, which will be read. 

Mr. GALLINGE. It is a substitute for the proviso in t! 
bill, striking out after the word ‘‘ Prov*Jed,”’ in line 7, the rest 0! 
the page. ee 
The Secretary. Strike out the word “ Provided,’’ in line 7, 


» ¢ 


ad 





1904. 





1 the following lines down to and including line 14, on page 1, 
1 insert: 
ovided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to apply tothe build- 
and grounds of the United States, or to the generation Oe power by in- 
vated companies engaged in the production of electrical current for 
lir service or use, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee also reports 
the following amendments, which will be stated in their order. 
The next amendment of the Committee on the District of Co- 
ibia was,in section 4, page 2, line 15, after the word ‘‘ govern- 
nt,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one’’ and insert ‘‘ at least two;’’ and in line 
is, after the word ‘‘ power,”’ to strike out ‘‘and who’”’ and insert 
‘ond one of whom;”’ so as to read: 


That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, 
e employees of the District government, at least two of whom shall have 


vledge of electrical lighting and power, and one of whom shall be the 
retary of said board and act as chief inspector of electrical work. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 3, line 8, after the 
rd ‘‘afford,’”’ to strike out the word ‘“‘ greater;’’ so as to read: 
As in their judgment will afford safety and convenience to the public. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, page 3, line 24, after the 


“ > 


at 


1 


he word ‘‘or,’’ to strike out ‘‘ by’’ and insert ‘‘ of;’’ on page 4, 


a> pm! oe 


;’ and in line 3, after the word ‘‘ Columbia,”’ to strike out the 
words ‘‘and upon the District being kept harmless from the con- 
sequence of any or all acts of the licensee during the period cov- 
ered by said bond;”’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 6. That in addition to such advisory duties as said Commissioners 
shall assign them, it shall be the duty of said electrical board to examine all 
pplicants for license as electrical contractors and to report to said Commis- 
ners, who, if satisfied from such report that the applicant is a fit person 
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horized and empowered to appoint an electrical board, to be composed of | 


vord ‘‘ three,’’ to insert ‘‘ satisfactory;’’ in the same line, after | 


ine 2, before the word ‘‘ District,’’ to insert ‘‘ Commissioners of | 
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in line 18, after the word ‘‘shall,”’ to strike out ‘“‘be fined not 
less than $1 nor more than one hundred ”’ and insert ‘‘ pay a fine 
of not more than twenty-five;’’ so as to make the section read: 
Sec. 11 [12]. That the chief inspector of electrical work and his assi 
are hereby empowered, under the direction of the Commissione 
any building in course of erection and during reasonable hours, upon appli- 
cation of the owner or occupant, or upon complaint, under oath, of a1 
utable citizen, to enter into and examine any building where electrical « 
rent is produced or utilized for lighting, heating, or for power, for t! 
pose of ascertaining violations of any of the provisions of this act; an 
finding any devices aforesaid defective or dangerous he may deliver : 
ten notice of any violation of any provisions of this act, or of any reg 
of said Commissioners duly adopted, to remove or amend the 














ame within a 
period to be fixed in said notice; and in case of neglect or refusal on the part 
of the party so notified to remove or amend the same within the time 
the manner prescribed by the chief inspector of electrical work, and approved 


by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, the party so offending shall 
pay a fine of not more than $25 for each and every day’s failure or neglect to 
remove or amend the same after being so notified, and in default of payment 
of such fine such person shall be confined in the workhouse of the District of 
Columbia for a period not exceeding one month; and all prosecutions under 
this act shall be in the police court of said District, in the name of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12 [13], page 7, line 3, after 
the first word, ‘‘ That,’’ toinsert ‘in the place of the present elec- 
trical engineer now carried on the per diem roll;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

Sec. 12. That in the place of the present electrical engineer now carried on 
the per diem roll there be, and is hereby, established, under the direction of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, the oflice of electrical engi- 
neer, and the Commissioners of said District are hereby authorized and di- 
rected to appoint an electrical engincer, at a salary of $2,500 per annum, and 











| said electrical engineer shall be an expert electrician, possessing a thorough 


) engage in the business of electrical construction, shall issue a license to | 


h person to engage in such business as an electrical contractor. Before 
ining this license he shall file in the office of the Commissioners a bond, 


with three satisfactory sureties or of an approved surety company, in the | 


sum of $2,000, conditioned upon the faithful performance of all work in com- 


pliance with the regulations of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. | 


The amendment was agreed to. — 
The next amendment was to strike out section 7 of the bill, in 
the following words: 


Sxc. 7. That it shall be the duty of said electrical board to examine all ap- | 
plicants for license as electrical wiremen and to report to said Commissioners, | 


), if satisfied from such report that the applicant is a person competent 
lo expert work of wiring for electrical lighting, heating, and power, shall 
ie a license to such person to engage in such business as electrical wire- 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7 [8], line 14, after the 
word ** contractors,’’ to strike out ‘‘and as electrical wiremen;”’ 
and in line 15, after the word ‘‘in,’’ to strike out ‘‘ their own 
handwriting ’’ and insert ‘‘ writing;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 

Sec. 7. That applicants for license as electrical contractors must be not 

3 than 21 years of age, must make application in writing,and must accom- 
pany such application with a certificate as to good character and of experi- 

‘e in electrical work as said electrical board may require; said certificate 

be approved by at least three citizens of the District of Columbia, them- 

ives of reputable standing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8 [9], page 4, line 22, after 
the word ‘‘ persons,’’ to strike out ‘‘ contracting for supplying 
and;’? and in line 24, after the word ‘‘ power,’’ to strike out the 
remainder of the section, in the following words: 

And the term electrical wiremen shall include all persons employed in the 

lled work of construction and putting in place any of said electrical appa- 

tus: Provided, That, under such rules as the said Commissioners shall pre- 

ribe, apprentices and unskilled helpers may be employed at work appro- 

priate to their years and capacity, and under the immediate supervision of a 
nsed wireman or contractor. 

So as to make the section read: 

Src. 8. That the term electrical contractor shall include all persons put- 
ting in place wiring and apparatus necessary for the production and utiliza- 

n of electrical current for lighting, heating, or for power. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ The next amendment was, in section 9 [10], page 5, line 8, after 
the words “‘ per annum,”’ to strike out ‘‘ and fora license as an elec- 
tric wireman, $1 per annum; all fees;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 

Src. 9. That the fee for a license as an electrical contractor shall be $5 
per annum, to be paid to the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10 [11], page 5, line 14, 
after the word ‘“‘ contractor,’’ to strike out ‘‘ or an electric wire- 
man.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11 [12], page 6, line 1, be- 
fore the word ‘“‘inspector,’”’ to insert the word “‘ chief; in line 
16, before the word “‘ inspector ”’ to insert the word ‘‘ chief;’’ and 


knowledge of the most modern methods for the production, use, and control 
of electricity,as well as such executive ability and adaptability to office work 
as is requisite for the efficient management of the said office; and the said 


Commissioners are authorized and directed to appoint an assistant electrical 
engineer of said office, at asalary of $2,000 per annum, with such qualifications 
as are required for the said electrical engineer; and in case of the absence or 


chemueniteetion of the electrical engineer to :perform the duties of his office, 
said duties shall be performed by the assistant electrical engineer. And the 
Commissioners are authorized and directed to appoint two electrical inspect- 
ors to assist in the work required by the authority of this act, at a salary of 
$1,200 per annum each. Y 

And the Commissioners are authorized and directed to appoint a clerk, at 
a salary of $1,200 per annum, who shall perform the clerical! duties attending 
the work required by the authority of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert, on page 8, after line 4, as a 
new section, the following: 

Szc. 13. That it shall be unlawful for any person, company, or corporation 
generating current for electric light, heat, or power in the District of Colum 
bia to connect its system and furnish current for electrical pur] I 












ul poses ) iV 
| building or premises the wiring of which shall not have been inspect ind 
approved by the chief inspector of electrical work. 

Any person, company, or corporation violating the provisions of this section 

| shall, upon written notice from the chief inspector of electrical work to do 

so, immediately remove said connection and cut off the current, and ll not 

| again supply said current until authorized by the said inspector. For failure 

| to cosenle with said notice the offending person, company, or corporation 

shall be fined not less than $5 nor more than $100 for each and every day’s 
failure or neglect to remove said connection and to cut off the current 


| 


| ter the word “‘ effect,’’ to strike out ‘‘on its passage’’ and insert 


The chief inspector of electrical work is hereby authorized and empowered, 
with the approval of the Commissioners, to cause said connection to be re 
moved and the current cut off upon such failure of the ling 


oftendin 





company, or corporation, and to refuse to permit said connect n to} Te. 
placed and the current to be used until the wiring shall be put in proper and 
safe condition. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 13 (14), page 9, line 8, af- 
**ninety days from and after the approval thereof;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

That this act shall take effect ninety days from and after the approval 
thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF HYGIENE AND DEMOGRAPHY. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. lIask for the present consideration of the 
joint resolution (S. R. 48) authorizing the President to extend 
an invitation to the International Congress of Hygiene and D 
mography to hold its thirteenth congress in the city of Washin 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous con 


biidi 


sent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
consideration. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I wish to make a brief 


statement in support of the joint resolution. 

Mr. HALE. I can not—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will say just a word. 

Mr. HALE. I donot object to that. Iam pressed by Senators 
on the other side who are desirous of speaking on the appropria- 
tion bill, and after the pending joint resolution is through I s! 
be constrained to ask the Senate to go on with the appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. Oh, no. 


ne ee a eR 
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Mr. HALE. 


I interpose no objection to the consideration of 
the joint resolution. 
Mr. FORAKER. 

might be disposed of yet. 
Mr.FAIRBANKS. Mr.President, the delegates tothe Eleventh 
International Congress of Hygiene and Demography, in session 


There are two or three small matters that 


at Brussels in September, 1903, requested of the State Depart- 
ment, through the United States legation there, authority to in- 
vite the congress to hold its thirteenth session at Washington in 
1909. 

The State Department gave its sanction to the proposed invita- 
tion. subject to the requisite legislation of Congress to make the 
invitation effective 

Agreeably to the sanction of the Department of State the invi- 
tation was extended and was provisionally accepted by the com- 
mittee on invitation, which announced its purpose to recommend 
at the next session, to be held at Berlin in 1906, the forma) ac- 

ptance of the invitation, provided the Congress of the United 
Siates should seasonably take the necessary action upon the subject. 

‘the International Congress is a most important one. It will 
bring together at the national capital a large number of delegates 
from European countries and the United States—men eminent in 
matt ncerning sanitation and the public health. 

Charles Harrington, of the Harvard medical school and one of 
the delegates from the United States tothe Eleventh International 
Congress of Hygiene and Demography, in a letter to the Secretary 


rs CO 


of State, among other things, says: 
I would add that Sir Patrick Manson, the leading authority on tropical 
Cisen and colonial hygiene, suggested that I bring the matter to the notice 


ur Government—the 
ing the 


advisability of an interuational conference concern- 
possibility and prevention of the spread of yellow fever to our own 


possessions and thoseof Great Britain and other countries in the Pacific Ocean 
thre hb vessels infected during passage through the Panama Canal when 
that waterway shall have been completed. 


er 


The joint resolution which is now before the Senate simply an- 
thorizes the President to formally and officially extend the invita- 
tion which was provisionally extended by the delegates of the 
United States at the Brussels Congress. The benefits to flow from 
such a congress held in the city of Washington are obvious and 
far reaching. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 

ime, and p ssed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A joint resolution au- 
thorizing the President to extend an invitation to the Twelfth 
International Congress of Hygiene and Demography to hold its 
thirteenth congress in the city of Washington.” 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. SCOTT, Mr. LONG, and Mr. HEYBURN addressed the 
Chair. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay] substan- 
tially had the floor last night, and when we adjourned I stated 
that I would eall up the naval appropriation bill at once this 
morning, so that Senators upon the other side might speak in 
this hour. I rather good-naturedly this morning, in which I 
made a mistake. agreed to hold off for fifteen or twenty minutes, 
which hyve expired, and it is not fitting treatment to Senators 
upon the other side who are ready to speak and desire to speak, 
and do not want delay. for me to consent further to the time be- 
ing taken, however much Senators may desire it. I suppose I 
made a mistake in letting anyone in, Mr. President, but the press- 





ure was very great. Therefore I must ask for the regular order. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to say 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is de- 
lnA 
mar ua 


r 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12220) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for 
other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
QUARLEs] to the amendment of the committee, 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, it is my purpose to occupy the 
time of the Senate but a short while this morning. I do not de- 
sire to discuss the amendment which was discussed yesterday 
evening. That amendment carries only $250,000 and is a very 
small item. I shall vote in favor of it, but I do not care to dis- 
cuss lf. 

I desire to say a few words in regard to the position of the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts {Mr. Lopes) and the junior 
Senator from New York [Mr. Depew] in a speech which each 
made day before yesterday in regard to this measure. 

I understood the junior Senator from Massachusetts to take 
three positions. The junior Senator from Massachusetts said 
that there will be no relaxation in the future in regard to the 
building up of our Navy, that a great, strong, and powerful navy 
and thata great, strong. and powerful fighting force are absolutely 
essential to keep peace in this country and to prevent us from 
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having war with foreign powers. The distinguished junior Sena. 
tor from Massachusetts also contended that a strong fighting 
force is absolutely essential in order to enable us tg maintain t¢}), 
Monroe doctrine. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to say anything against the cour:a 
we have pursued in building up our Navy heretofore. I do not 
desire to say anything against the completion of the ships that \, 
now have in process of construction. I do, however, say that 
when this plan is carried out and these ships are completed, 
point of tonnage we will have a navy the third strongest in the 
world and in effectiveness the second strongest in the world. 
There will be no navy in point of effectiveness stronger than ours 
except the navy of Great Britain. 

I do not agree, however, with the junior Senator from Mas: 
chusetts in regard to the future. He not only approves the cour: 
which we have pursued in the past, during the last six or se 
years, for the purpose of building up our Navy, but my disti 
guished friend tells us that in the future there shall be no relax,- 
tion. 

Neither do I agree with the distinguished Senator that a er, 
strong, and powerful fighting force is essential to keep this co 
try out of war. I know the idea has prevailed during the |a 
two or three years that in all probability we shall be engavec ix 
war with a foreign power. his country is over 125 years « 
yet. Mr. President, we have never had but two wars with {or 
powers. except the small skirmish which we had with Spain. 1a 
to-day what country in the worid desires war with the Governm+nt 
of the United States? When we went to war with Spain it 
predicted that many foreign powers would combine ayairs? 
that we would be likely to have trouble with foreign powers. | 
What was the result? Instead of foreign powers joi: 
with Spain against us. most of the foreign powers, and especi: 
Great Britain, sympathized with the Government of the Unit 

tates. 

Not only that, but take our action in Panama. We recogn 
Panama in three days after that Republic was born, and it 1s | 
that fourteen nations in less than two weeks followed our exa 
and recognized Panama. We have been allowed to go any 
that we wanted to pursue without any interference from any 
of the nations on the face of the earth. I desire to say that 
my opinion no nation to-day desires to engage in war with th 
people of the United States. 

The distinguished junior Senator from Massachusetts tells 
that it is absolutely essential to have a great fighting fo 


‘y 


ask, 


| strong and powerful navy. in order to maintain tue Monroe « 
| trine. 


I ask what nation to-day is contesting the supremacy 
the Monroe doctrine in this country? . I ask what nation to-d 
denies our right to enforce the Monroe doctrine? What count 
to-day denies that the Western Hemisphere has been dedicate 
free republican institutions? 

Not many years ago a foreign power came across the w 
seeking to enforce the collection of a debt against a repu)! 
this side of the ocean. We know she was told here that 
should be no violation of the Monroe doctrine, and she im 
ately acquiesced. 

I contend that the best way for the Government of the Un: 
States to maintain peace and to prevent war isto live an hones’ 
and righteous life, to deal fairly with all the nations of the 
to cultivate and maintain friendly relations, and to show a | 
regard for the rights of other nations. Then, Mr. Presice 
shall always be able to avert war. In my opinion, instead « 
strong fighting force,a great and powerful army, and a great 
powerful navy preventing war, in nine cases out of ten they w 
get us into war. 

We know we see it frequently stated in our naval journals t! 
our naval officers say we are likely to have war with Ger! 

I do not believe it. A great and powerful navy and a gre«t 
powerful army, in charge of ambitious officers, anxions to 
vance their own ambition, anxious to make a great reputati 
easy to take offense, are more likely to get us into war than 
prevent war. 

Mr. President, my distinguished friend from Massachuset‘s 
tells us there is to be no relaxation in rega:d to expenditures | 
our Navy in the future. Let us see. If we will not have a navy 
second to any country in the world when the programme now scf 
forth in this bill is carried out, then ought there not in the future 
to be relaxation? If there shall be no relaxation, I esk the dis 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts whither are we drifting: 

Mr. President, I notice—and the statements have been puab- 
lished before—that in the year 1881 we spent $13,000,000, in roun’ 
numbers, on our Navy; in 1883, $15.009,000; in 1887, $15,000,000, 
in 1891, $22,000,000; in 1895, $25,000,000; in 1896, $29,000,000; in 
1897, $30,000,000; in 1898, $33,000,000; in 1899, $56,000,000; in 1900, 
$48,000,000; in 1901, $61,000,000; in 1902, $78,000,000; in 1905, 
$72,000,000; in 1904, $97,000.000, and there isto be appropriated for 
1905 ninety-seven and a quarter million dollars. 

My friend the junior Senator from Massachusetts says that for 
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the next six or seven years there is to be no relaxation in our ex- 

iresin regard tothe Navy. During the last seven years we | 
ae $5 10.000,000, and the Senator tells us that for the 
there is to be no relaxati n, which means that we are to 


ven or r cight hundred million dollars fora navy during the | 


e or vie years. 
President, if you will turn to the total expenditures in the 


A nd Navy, you will find that $200,000,000 are spent every 


r the purposes of war. I hold in my hand a statement of | 


xpenditures for the last several years. I will say that our 


10,000 to $114,000,000. As has well been said, $2 out 


ry $5 which we are spending to-day is being spent for 
of war. If you will take the expenditures of the entire 


( department of the Government. you will find they amount 
to $126,000,000. We spend $100,00 ),000 for our Navy and nearly 


cpenses have increased during the last eight or ten years | 


10,000 forour Army. Iftheprogramme isto becontinued in | 


t ureand we are to spend more money than we have spent for 
our Navy, such expenditures, in my judgment, can not be justified 
We all agree that when we went to war with Spain our Navy 
was in a dilapidated condition, and on both sides of the Chamber 
v ve indorsed the expenditures up to this time; but when the 
r Senator from Massachusetts lays down the proposition that 
future there is to be no relaxation, because we need a larg: 





fighting force to maintain the Monroe doctrine and to prevent 
1 intry from being compelled to go to war, then I do not 


agree with the junior Senator from Massachusetts. 
in, the distinguished junior Senator from New York [Mr. 


Derew] told us the other day in his magnificent speech that it 
was absolutely necessary to have a great, a strong, and a power- 
ful navy, and a great and a strong and powerful army in order 
t iintain civil government in the Philippine Islands. The S 


ld us that we had twenty-four ships in those waters and 

the future it will be absolutely essential that we shall 

keep a large navy in the Philippine Islands. I have before me 
the Senator’s exact words. What did he say? I read: 

Mr. President, I have the greatest respect for my lifelong friend and now 

uent, the late Secretary of War, and have the profoundest respect for 








his ions on all questions; but if he has given as his judgment that the 
l States would at some time surrender and give up the Philippine 
I to an independent nation, in the line with Cuba, I do not believe that 
t ndition will over come about. 


The Senator goes on in that speech and takes the position that 
we are to hold the Philippine Islands for all time to come, and 
that we are to govern them from the city of Washington as 
American colonies, I want to read exactly what Secretary me ot 

| say about that subject. I have acopy of that interview in 

y hands. We all know that Secretary Root has been anna a 

1 very strong imperialist, and we all recognize the fact that he 

.man of distinguished ability. No man has ever questioned 





his gr eat ability, This question was asked Mr. Root after he had 
i from the great — of — Secretary of War: 
h hilippines, Mr. Root, it is to be their future 
eve that we shall in time grant a practical indepse ma nee to 
thatt 


y will have the same relationship to this country that Cuba 





Ag ne his question was asked Mr. Root: 


he Filipinos shown sufficient understanding of t? 1 Bese ia mer 
een ae ae admil ‘ative l 





igat 10NS of 








bility and to prove their capacity for self ern! 
ve that a tnumberof Filip in 10s have shi Ww qual 
rrant the predi at the body of the people will develop them 


ur experience as Secretary of War convinced you that the 
to republican institutions? 


“<4 


Mr. President, there is the great ex-Secretary of War, who had 
alt with the people of the Philippine Is lan ids for four or tive 
, who tells us ; that civil government has been established in 
‘ provinces in the Philippine Islands, and that those people 
ht to enjoy their independence on the same line that we have 
dealt with the people of Cuba. 
_I do not believe that the American ee ever consent that 
the people of the Philippine Islands shall be held in perpetual 
ibjection. Ido not believe that the American pe ople will con 
that the Filipinos shall be governed by the Army, and gov- 
' 
l 








erned from the city of Washington; but I believe that our people, 
vhen the Filipinos are capable of carrying on the functions of a 
vernment and maintaining law and order, will be in favor of 
ranting to them the same liberty and independence which we 
have given to the people of Cuba. 


t we intend to hold the people of the Philippine Islands in sub- | 


ction, under military law, for all time to come, we shall need a 
i irge navy for that purpose, but I do not believe that the intelli- 
gent and good people of the United States will consent to that 
new devarture. We may keep guard over their international re- 
lations; we may see that they are not swallowed up by any other 
nation, but I believe that the good sense of the American people 
will demand that we shall respect the rights of the people of the 
Philippine Islands. 


Tt does seem to me as if the great ex-Secretary War, in 
ing out the interview from which I hav: 
tired from that high office, now holds th 
the Philippine Islands which the | 
we have acquired the m. 
When the question of the ratification of the P 


pending before this body a resolution was iz 
leag ae | Mr. Bacon } providing that so soon as a 
nent should be established in the ‘Phil ne ] 


eniadaiedion law and order, it was our purpose t y 
people to govern themselves, and that we would deal wit 

just as we have dealt with the people of Cuba. That resol 
came to a vote in this Senate, and there were, I bé 


, 


in favor of it and 48 against it; and the resolution w 1 





























7 the casting vote of the Vice-Presi I bel Ly 
f that resolution had been adoptex ad s 
policy we intende d to pursue tow ple of t 
"Apr ont iets’ t 
Islands, a gun never would have been l,anda 
blood never would have been shed, and the great expenses that wi 
have incurred by a failure to do so could, in my judgment, have 
been absolutely saved. 
I took the Scents » to write to the War Department to fin 
somet saboutour expenditures in thoseislands. Whatdid! 
WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE ADJUTA? NERAI 
hir } 
My DE AT rn SEN ATOT or? . > 
you herewith the f owit f Tairsin P 
Islands: 
AV ber Ol 
+8 SS OS OSSS0 OS SSSS CESEES 660568 6806 2SOO SESEEES SC 
i a i a eee 
De oa za = eae i a 
TE i spaced iialadidaeas eens once ce « 
iy Sib nnng Sheena SCARE h smntnamenedceee Sheed 
1903 ihrer discpaane l 
nber ¢ of de att is from all causes: 
Se UI, Bo cemccncecccccacccceossesouceuus ei’ , vf 
ilnen: WO, ORR PO nnn cane nnaddiamaacions 
May, 1900, to JN dk 2s aa cd dating cin cin asneek 
May. 1901, to June 30, 1902 ................... 
May, 1802, to June 30, 1908 r Fa ae 
June 8, 1903, to December 31, 1908 -......- a z od se 
Total 
a dca adelaide ad 
Senate Document 4 
the last data that have be 
tion with the Philippine ( 
practically tl 20 
‘ Ver , r 7 I 
Hon. A. S. CLAy, 
ted Stat enate, 
(Mailed February 19, 1904.) 
It is estimated by the Department that tl 
nection with the Philippine Islands from M J 
00, 1902, amou nted to $170,609,99 v in se of 
° 1 7 : T 7. 
riny in the Philippi isianas al gt st § u's 
ut > ) ‘ i? 1 ll ( es Cc ra l 
xpendit r d to the Navy, which amount to 
handred and thirty millions 
hundred and thirt ¥Y miii10ns 
Mr. President, 1 believe that if we had followed the ] 
policy mapped out by the Democrats, assuring those 
SO SOOn as toey qualified wnemseives [or seil yvernyu l 
ing tuem in the event they did, placing natives in 
instance where we c mld, and teaching t peop! 
expect at our hands the same justice that we adm 
people of Cuba, these expenditures could have been saved 
I rose simply for the purpose of di sing the 
} > . 
country in regar @ to tu American Nay i s 
ber Res enaneste ed most zealo isiy tine building up of tl Va 
far as we have gone; but during the last nine years we hay 
the expenditures of this Government leap from $242, 
$560,000,000 a year. Seven, cig ten years ago we mainta 





this Governn rent by « expending § per j 
we have gone to the enormous sum of over 5000 .000 ; 

I believe that good government demands at the har of 
political parties th » strictest economy in pul 





believe that th tmen & 2 
including its T ent, its N 
War Deparimer » Departme 

gated both as to r dail and expenditures ¢ 


mittee of Congress to see how an Admini 

the case of aState. It is the duty of as 

and closely its receipts and its expenditures. 

seven years we have not had an investigation ! D 

ment. except the Post-Office De] 
I do not apply this to anyone. y [dox riti 

partment, I know of no wrong; but if the Democratic party wen 

im power and had been in power for a period of four years 

eight years I should contend that it was the duty of Congress t 





@This does not include the Philippine Scouts, about 5,000 in number. 
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investigate, by a committee of Congress, every Department of this 
Government, to see where our money went to and how our con- 
= acts for ex enditi ires were made. 

» tothe War Department and you will find that $14,000,000 
were spe a ‘tor transportation. It is the duty of Congress to 
know what c a Tg receive the money and if the best possible 
contracts were made. 

Go to the Post- 7; fice Department, where they spend $140,000,000, 
and a like investigation ought to be had. Go to the Navy De- 
partment, whe ere large amounts are to be paid ont for coal, for 
supplies, and for differentitems. A committee of Congress ought | 
to know how the money was expended on each item and to see if 
the best contracts possible for our Government were made. 

Would any business man permit any employee of his to expend 
hundreds and thousands and millions of dollars without making 
an annual investigation as to how those expenditures were made? 

‘here are we drifting? I state, regardless of any political party, 
that we ought to know every year, or every two years, how each 
item of expenditure has been spent and what kind of a contract 
was made. 

[ know it was said at the time when an investigation was de- 
manded in the Post-Office Department that there was a 
wrong, that ev ery single dollar of the money had been honest) 
expended. I do not doubt that the Postmaster-General t! ought 
he was absolutely correct; but an investigation showed a condi- 
tion of affairs not even dreamed of, Mr. President. 

You may take a State government, you may take this Govern- 
1ent, and let it run in the hands of one political party, either 
democratic or Republican, for a long number of years, without 
naking any investigation and going through the accounts of your 
public officials, and you do not know where it will drift. 

Pore to the Treasury Department and you will find items em- 
bracing one million, five million, or six million dollars. That 
may be all right, 1} uit I say it is the duty of Congress to know 
with whom we dealt, with what firms we dealt, with what trans- 
portation companies we dealt, and the men with whom we had 
contracts, and to see that they were in accordance with our best 
eee 

. President, A want it distinctly understood that my remarks 
in regard to the Navy apply to the language used by the junior 
Senator from Mz wssac husetts, that “ there shall be no relaxation in 
the future.’’ Great Britain was building vessels on January 1, 
1904, aggregating 351,000 tons; France, 150,000 tons; Russia, 
142,000 tons; Germany, 118,000 tons; the United States, 322,000 
tons; Italy,70,000 tons; Japan, 10,000 tons, and Austria, 56,000 ®ns. 

I now quote from a speech made by Mr. RrixkEy in the House of 
Representatives. He said: 

For years past it has beena favorite topic for the Navy expansionist to 
insist that we should keep abreast of Germany. Now, France and Germany 
are building six batile ships each; we are building’ twelve. Germany is 

ding three armored cruisers; we are building eight. Germany is build- 
gz no protected cruisers; we are building eight. We have under construc- 
on of these great ships 100,000 tons more than Germany. We are building 
» rapidly than any other nation on earth except Great Britain, as the 


bp 
ir 
th 
foll wing table, taken from the report of the chairman of the Committee on 
Na Af fairs, shows— 





Refe rring to the figures I have just given. 

I have here a list of the ships that we are building, and you will 
find by carefully examining this report that more than 50 per cent 
of these ships will soon be completed. We are building 12 first- 
class battle ships. The Missouri is practically done, only 5 per 

cent of the work on her not being completed. The Ohio and Vir- 
ginia bothare nearly done. We are building, in addition to these, 
the Nebraska, the Georgia, the New Jersey, the Rhode Island, the 
Connecticut, the Louisiana, the Vermont, the Kansas, and the 
Minnesota. That makes 12 first-class battle ships we are build- 
ing. We are also buil ling 8 armored cruisers and 8 protected 
cruisers, 2 gunboats, 2 training ships, 1 training brig, 6 torpedo 
boats, and 2 2 steel tugs , and this report of the Secretary of the 
Navy shows that when these ships now in process of construction 
are completed we will have a tonnage greater than any nation 
except Great Britain and France, and, in point of effectiveness, 
the Navy Department says that our Navy will be more effective 
than that of France. 

I ask to have inserted as a part of my remarks the table in the 
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report of the House Committee on Naval Affairs, headed ‘ Ves. 
sels under construction, United States Navy, February 9, 1904,’ 
including page 22 and page 23. I also ask to have included a 
part of my remarks a table, which I hold in my hand, show; 
our naval strength at present and our naval strength when the shi 
now in process of construction shall have been completed. 


desire to have inserted as a part of my remarks a table = 
| the sea strength of the principal naval powers, which I wil 


to the Reporter. I desire also to insert as a part of my ee 


vi 


a statement of the expenditures of the Government from 185 
1903. 


No.| Name. Speed. Where building. 


The matter referred to is as follows: 


FEBRUARY 9, 1 


Vessels under construction, United States Navy. 








Jan. 1, | 
1904.” | 


Battle ships. 











Knots. Per cent. 
Ti | SRNOUrS «2.25... 18 | Newport News Co -.....--- 99.9 | 
Bes een coc eadicese 18 | Union Iron Works ....-.... 84.5 
2B}. VIPGINIS occcccace 19 | Newport News Co ........ 52.5 
14 | Nebraska .......- 19 | Moran Bros. Co ............ 85 
Oh a 19 | Bath Iron Works.........- 42.5 
16 | New Jersey...... 19 | Fore River Ship and En- 49. 43 | 
gine Co. | 
7 | Rhode Island --..- Te i conicd tt <cceldingdleeRieecunies 50.61 | 
18 | Connecticut.-..... 18 aS baa New York, 26.7 
19 | Louisiana ........ 18 Newport News Co .......- 34.5 
20 | Vermont......... 18 | Fore River Ship and En- 2.76 | 
gine Co | 
21 | Kansas. .......... 18 a York Shipbuilding 2.6 
0 
22 Minnesota ....... 18 | Newport News Co ........ 12 
Armored cruisers. 
4 Pennsylvania-.... 22 | William Cramp & Sons... 64.9 | 
5 | West Virginia --- 22 | Newport News Co ........ 70.5 
6 | California ....... 22 | Union Iron Works -.-.-... 51 
T i Celopeto: ........ 2) William Cramp & Sons... 69 
8 | Maryland........ 22 | Newport News Co ........ 65.4 
9 | South Dakota...- 2} Union Iron Works .-..-... 47 
10 | Tennessee --...... 2} William Cramp & Sons. -- 15.1 
ll | Washington --..- 22 — York Shipbuilding 2 
40. 
protected cruisers. 
14 | Denver .......... 17 | Neafie & Levy-............. 98 
15 | Des Moines .-..... 16}; Fore River Ship und En- 97 
| | gine Co. 
16 | Chattanooga. ...- 163} Lewis Nixon .............. %2 
17 | Galveston........ 16}| William R. Trigg Co-.-....- 70.5 
58 + PROGR... ccascean 16}; Union Iron Works -.-..-..-.- 99 
ID) Sk Bemis... esse 22 | Neafie & Levy..-........... 86. 2 
21 | Milwaukee ...... 22 | Union Iron Works .....-..- 41 
22 | Charleston....... 22 | Newport News Co........ 56.9 
Gunboats. 
17 | Dubuque ..-.....- = Gas Engine and Power Co. 20 
RO RR Sotiicencd 8©§= = EO leased Oc .dacupdibaekaanad 16 
Training ships. 
Cumberland....- Sails. | Navy-yard, Boston ........ 12 
i re Sails. | Navy-yard, Mare Island -. 5 
Training brig. 
PO Ricsiin wesace Sails. Navy-yard, Portsmouth .. 6 
Torpedo boats. | 
19 | Stringham....... 80 | Harlan & Hollingsworth.. 93 
20 Goldsborough ean 30 | Wolff & Zwicker _......... 99 
27 | Blakely .......<.. 26 | George Lawley & Son .... 99 
29 | Nicholson.......-. 26 lane  chicntcade cans 99 
RRs a ae, ee ee 98 
OG TO ocasccceses 26 | Gctambinn Iron Works ...} 100 
Steel tugs. 
8 | Pentucket ....... 12 | Navy-yard, Boston .......- 100 
9 | Sotoyomo........ 12 | Navy-yard, Mare Island -| 98 
| 


Relative order of war-ship strength. 





At present. 


— = 





As would be the case were vessels building now completed. 















Degree of cor 
tion. 


Fx 


lu 








Nation. Tonnage. Nation. iar re 
a - 7 — - — -? | | 
Micon ai li en a eens 2 SAG: O60 ) Choe TSeee oak dea cece occa telk estes . 867, 2 
Great Bette -cseweonsennsnin-i-——77 eee oe | GRR MAL Miiiiantandonto-soceoteoa-nanoaedh-descnaeeaaalioe ss 
pena uc uiis Asawa Keane ma bibiidroe a ate wanes ORs Seabee aid 416, 158 Ta are oa 616,2 ) 
am a ea hee RR Re ee eee B58, 4: 
Tink Getd MAREE... a. cu <.c0nceaapduncaneesSecen Seneaxaguperecsennans SOL 06 | ROR soo reskn cc dcins eid 505, 61 
FREED IEE ELEN SERIES OTS SRLS A OR CR teed siaisk Grane a tedotligs inila aaa B20, 254 
JODAD <2 .ne ono cnn cnn cnn ee cn sc wncesncensensecesececasens sosen= EE BI CR ince dnink rads acctinicaleviededolann > teessabeadin amen oe 


eee a eee ee 96,913 | Austria .-.-.-..--.. ene dont oh dpeceim ede idhne saponin meee tiedaaed 














































































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEA STRENGTH OF THE PRINCIPAL NAVAL POWERS. 


Number and displacement of war ships, built and building, of 1,000 or more tons displacement. 







































































































































Great Britain. td France. Russia. G al 
Type. ‘Rail ane | A il i Na 3 a. t } Pee 
| Built. Tons. jing. | Tons. | Baa. Tons. | Build Tons. | Built.| Tons. at Tons. | Built.| Tons. |Build pons, 
= | ~| | —— _ — | —____ 7" 
le ships, fivet diagse ..............} 50 | 669,000 9 1142, 600 20 lees enn 6 | 87,800 17 ‘ont, 129 8 /112, 864 14 (152,581 | 6| 77,982 
r be ittle ships and coast-defense | | 
eR ecitaemircininemiscest 2) eee ES 20 | 94,615 |... |... 12 | 66,679 |.......]........ 16 | 90,773 |... 
ES a | 27 262 800 14 [166,000 15 113, 767 8 | 91,849 OF Re ti ouconknnccacs 3 | 28,144 | 3 8 048 
i cruisers, first class (above | | | | j | | 
EE a ee | 21 | 201,960 j....... ae: Or ee Biden Reeinnws 6 | 39,546 8 a ee es 
‘ted cruisers, second class (3,000 | | | | 
COW CRE Si k ie beienndccscnoed 53 | 235,880 7 | 21,000 Be GENO Bsc ickinbcccced 5 | 19,450 3} 9,445 9 | 46,949 |... 
cruisers and scouts (above | 
i SR ek kd a. ccc teakndsentains 44 96, 510 | 21,610 | TT ee a BRE SO aisicnid iris 81 | 69,427 | 4] 11,715 
ce cet el cee erence 201 A, 516,! 040 | | 38 351, 210 | 96 576, 108 | 4 179, 649 | | 59° 1416, 1 58 | 4 142, 274 | 73 \387, 874 | 13 | 117,745 
NTE Gann ckdncdnneeoees 239, of 1, 1,867, 250 tons. 110, of 755,757 tons. | 73, of 558,432 tons. 86, of ! 505,619 t tons. 
United § States. Ttaly. Japan. Austri 
Type. | | Build-| | Build sma, [Build] mo, a 
: | | : — > - | Dai ULL s hs Build-| py, 
ree Tons. | ing. | Tons. woe Tons. | ine: Tons. suilt | Tons | ing. | Tons. | Built.) Tons ing. | 7 13. 
| 
ships. IG isinccaecwosckcdn ll |195, 129 bil |166, 700 14 hr 73, 276 5 | 63,125 6 | 84,300 j._..... atte I 8 31, 800 
é battle ships and coast-defense | | i ; 
’ Be iiaten sek rina aeccn en 19) 4 Os t........4...-;..- Sie 8G to SF Oe 2. 11 | 62, 480 2 | 16,720 
—. 2 | 17,415 8 |111, 800 5 | 31,891 | 1} 7,264 8 | 73,550 |___.__- Ris tes 2 | 11,520 | 1; 7,400 
l craiseys, first class (above | | | i | 
SN cae es eV gs Pt | 2] 14,750 ini cetntgtl a spccieipcncnneciipnsuianelpsinenbiel scnastees Ronewinninatadepiinlinsemsidsaieiitiilanudine 
d cruisers, second class (i 3,000 | | | 
Riss acnccceriacsosicde mica ate 15 | 56,393 4 12, 400 et Me hc 10 | 41,226 | | 10,095 9S - OF s 
sers and scouts (above 1,000 | | 
SAE ER RE 3 i 23 | 32,77 So] ame) | Mee ee tees... 1... O12: Ww... 3... 
PR cc. desitine wha diasesemscannans 65 284, 405 88 a, 870. | 88 [258,838 70, 419 oe; 44 (243,586 10,095 21 | 93,913 6 | 55,920 
Cater WOE cnc ca cccwsicnssen 3, of 616,275 5 tons. 7 44, of 329,257 tons. | 47, of 253,681 tons. 27, of 149,833 tons. 
« Battle ships, first class, are of (about) 10,000 tons or more displacement, and are not more than 20 years old. (The few exceptions as to age have 
onstructed and are given a modern armament.) 
Contract not yet awarded for two additional authorized. 
N. B.—Gunboats and other vessels of less than 1,009 tons are not given in the table, nor are transports, dispatch vessels ny l ant 
r obsolete cruisers. Vessels not begun are not included in the table. 
Recapitulation of expenditures by fiscal years. 
| tivil an 1iscellaneor | | 
Civil and n aneous. | | | . ; 
Pace | Premiumon| Otherc ivil War Depart- | Navy Depart-| ae bias Interest on oval Cxper nUner - 
— | jloansand | and miscel- ae ment. | Indians. | Pensions mublic debt. | .eUres, in See 
purchase of laneous a ” - 4s 
bonds, etc. items. | | 
2.90 | $32, 124, 214. 07 | $16,948,196. 89 | $69, ! 
2S, 164, 5 | “1 5 | 67,7 
5429" 609. 74, 
23, 700, 205. 14 | ‘ 
27, 976, 434. 2 | 6 i 
23, 267,010. | 8 65 
21, 408, 491. | > | 174 
23, 256, 965. BE 96.5. 6 71 
27,505, 590. 46 | 85, 725, 904. 67 7 | sa t a 
43° 047. 658. 122, 612, 945. 29 8 | 1, 207,555, 224. 41 |........ 
5. 5 41, 056, 961. 54 | 43,324,118.52 a | 20,8 ' 
 ccsscececces | 10,813,349. 38 | 51, 110,223. 81, 084, 011. 04 gam 
ceciiial kl | 7,001,151.04 | 53,009, 867. 6 | 25, 775, 502. 72 877, 340, 284 
colette tacit | 1,674, 680.05 | 56, 474, 061. 5 | 322.865, 2 « ‘ 
aie sede } 0) 53,237,461. ] uF : 
Nt a) | 60,481,916. 2 j ~ 
e-e-e----| 6,958, 266.76 | 60,984, 757. 42 2 | 277,517, 962. 67 | 8 ‘ 
eencee----|  5,105,919.99 | 73,328, 110.06 3 | a 
ee tee 1,395,073.55 | 69,641,593. 02 | 927.22 ; 9 | 
71, 070, 702. 98 20,645.98 | 21,497, 626.27 2 | } 
66, 958, 373. 78 70, 888. 64 18, 963, 309. 82 7 | } », 183, 48 
56, 252, 066. 60 735. 90 14, 959, 935. 36 a | 24.4 
53,177, 708. 57 , 147.85 | 17, 365, 30) 1.37 28 | 
65,741, 555. 49 , 425, 660. 73 15.125. 126. 84 6, 109. Tz 
54,713, = 29. 76 83116 916.3 13, 536, 984. 74 5 045, 457. 09 | 73, % 
64, 416, 324. 71 40, 466, 460.55 15, 686, 671. 66 é , 161. 09 | 74,4 
57,219, 750. 98 43, 570, 494.19 15, 082, 046. 26 | 747. 40 | x 
68, 678,022.21] 48,911,382.93 | 15,283, 437.17 | 34 44,8! 
70, 920,433.70 | 39, 429,608.36 | 17,292, 601.44 | , 999, 29 | 46, 70).2 
87, 494, 258. 38 42, 670,578.47 | 16,021,079.67 | 6,552, 494.63 Qi { } 
74, 166, 929.85 384, 324, 152. 74 13; 907, 887.74 6,099, 158.17 24 405 } 
85, 264, 825. 59 88, 561, 025. 85 15, 141. 128.80 g, 194, 522 . 69 ! i 47, ) 
| 72, 952, 260. 80 38, 522, 436. 11 16, 926, 437.65 249, 7 0, 288, 6 ”) 
| 17 2 oat ae 44, 435,270.85 | 21,378,809. 31 6802" 207 78 | 87,624,7 3. 25 54 
NaeNehh fetta! a 304° 24. 06 | 81,408, 256. 49 44, 582,838.08 | 22,006, 206.24 6, 708.046. 67 | 106,936, 855 710. 6 9. 847.8 7 
itt nee. Tae 401, 220. 61 | | 110,048, 167, 49 48,720,065.01 | 26,113, 896.46 8, 527,469.01 | 124.415, ) m5. 3 44.006, 1 7 
nee eeeceeeeeeee|seeeeseeneeeeee-| 99,841, 998.61 |  46,895,456.30 | 29, 174,138.98 | 11, 150,577.67 | 154,583, iS 7,574 is 
iiiaeinhadl tessa RII iia n a ncitnesiniell 103, TR, 799. 27 49, 641, 773. 47 80, 136, 084. 43 13, 345, 347.2 a7 | 159,357, 83,477, 954. 49 6, 708, 744. 50 
Re ie ae | 101, 948, 884. 07 54, 567,929.85 | 31,701,293.79 | 10,298, 481.5 141, 177,2 279. 83 221, 537. 2 
NA Mia die dei Cac a: Sida tdi ied 93,279. 730. 14 51, 804,759.13 | 28,797,795. 73 9, 939, oe4 o1 | 141,395, 228. , 195, 298. 29 1, 136, 336. 43 
Reith bitictacinncs wmatadens 87, 216, 234. 62 60, 830,920.89 | 27,147, 732.88 | 12,165,528. 28 139° 434° 000. § } 79, 446. 08 | 5, 338, 340. 85 
tal aii litle ensinceintacie 90, 401, 267. 82 48, 950, 267.89 | 84,561,546.29 | 18,016,802. 46 | 141,053, 164 74, 159. 57 252,082. 00 
Saeed encanta |oneceee-eeeeecee} 96,520,505.17 | 91,992,000.29 | 58, 823,984.80 | 10,994, 6867.70 | 147, 452, 368 8, 582. 80 40, 100.00 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





MARCH 5, 





Ree papitulation of e xpenditures by fise al years—Continued. 


| Civil and miscellaneous. | 


Bonds and 




































eae Premium on | Other civil | War Depart- | Navy Depart- 7 a Interest on | Total expendi-| other secu: 
Year. loans and and miscel- a. monk Indians. Pensions. public debt. | tures, includ- | ties appli 
purchase of laneous | ing premiums.) to sinkin 
| bonds, etc. items. | fund. 
said take ete bei |} cet ai 
SR kiteein oes ee ee ee $119, 191, 255. 90 , 254. 47 | $63,942, 104. 25 | $12,805, 711.14 $139, 394,929.07 | $39, 896,925. 02 $605, 72, SS. 9. 85 $31. 273. 48 
Ree ge Ben eee 05.773, 190.16 "767.78 | "55,953,077. 72 | “10/175, 106.76 | 140'877,316.02 | 40,160,333. 27 713,791.71 | 58,5145 06 
85h ee Ue Sor, ee 2, 282, 008. 10 697.20 | 60,506,978. 47 | 10,896,073. 35 | 139,323, 621. 99 32° 342°979.04 | 500s 3 1 56. 484. (; 
1M 113, 469, B23. 91 , 272,216.08 | 67,808,128.24 | 10,049,584.86 | 133, 29: 108,044.82 | 471190. 857.64 | 70.249 669 14 
aa 124,944, 289.74 | 118)619,520.15 | 82/618/034.18 | 12/935;168.08 | 138) 425/646.07 | 23.556.348.82 | 506.0.9.007.04 29,511, 323. 92 
: 
Nort.—The expenditures for 1898 include $4,549,368.26 uninvested cash in Union Pacific sinking fund paid to Treasurer United States and covered 
the Treasury as part payment on Union Pacific indebtedness. The additional sums of $13,645,2 the proceeds of sale of bonds in sinking fund. 
$46,556,605.49, paid by agents of the Union and Kansas Pacific companies, making in all $64,751,22: 33, were also covered into the Treasury on acco) 
Pacific Railroad indebtednes:, and are included in the receipts for 1898. 


The receipts for 1899 include $11,798,314.14, paid into the 


for interest account of Kansas Pacific Railroad, making a total of $4,159,914.1 
The receipts for 19)1 include payments into the 

$4.576,247.10; for interest account of Kansas Pacific Railroad, $133,942.89; 

Pacific Railroad, $2,122,841.24; making a total of $6,833,031.23. 


). 


Treasury on account of Pacific Railroads, as follows: 


; Treasury as part of Central Pacific Railroad indebtedness. 
The receipts for 190) include $3.338,016.49 paid into the Treasury as part of Central Pacific Railroad indebtedness and $821,897 


.70 paid into the Trea 


Part of Central Pacific Railroad indebt a 


; amount realized from sale of claim of United States against the Sioux Ci 


The receipts for 1908 include $4,066,349.56 paid into the Treasury as part of Central Pacific Railroad indebtedness 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 









Mr. CLAY. It will be seen from the 


and expenditures that our total expenditures in 1886 amounted 
to $242,483,138.50; in 1887, $267,932,179.97, and the next year, 


2 


$267 .924,801.13. Now, in the year 1899, $605,072,179.85; 1900, 
$487 000,000; 1901, $509,000,000; 1903, $506,000,000. 


It shows that in a period of ten years our annual expenditures 

1ave doubled. The best information I have been able to get is 
that we are raising more money by taxation for the support of 
our Government than any Government in the world except that 
of Russia. 

Mr. President, it is time we should call a halt on our public ex- 
penditures. We have now reached a point where we have a navy 
ample to cope with any country in the world. I do not believe 
the American people will justify a continuous increase of expen- 
ditures for the Army and Navy when in all probability we will 
decline during the present session to give a single dollar to public 
buildings and to rivers and harbors. 

We know that thus far not a single dollar has been appropriated 
during the present session of Congress for public buildings. We 
are told that not a single dollar is to be appropriated for rivers 
and harbors. 
harbors of our country are of equal importance with the Army 
and the Navy. We were to'd on the floor the other day that we 
are not to have even a public building to relieve the State, War. 
and Navy Department building. Weknow weare paying $320,000 
a year for rentals in the city of Washington for public purposes, 
and notwithstanding that fact the Committee on Public Euildings 
and Grounds can not get a single dollar through the Senate for 
that laudable purpose—not a doilar for a public building in any 
State in this Union; not a dollar for rivers and harbors, but two 
hundred and seven millions for purposes of war 

This nation has made a reputation second to none in the world, 
and not by virtue of war, or a desire for war. We have made our 
reputation by reason of the fact that we were a just, a peace-loving 
people; by reason of the fact that we have sought peace. The 
Father of our Country taught usto maintain friendly and peaceful 
relations with all the countries of the world; to seek to do busi- 
ness with all the countries of the world, leading a high and moral 
life; to teach the world to follow our example; and the whole 
world has regarded us as the greatest Christian nation on this 
earth. Let us maintain forever the reputation and the character 
for peace and justice and righteousness which we have main- 
ee 

I desire to ask permission of the Senate to have inserted asa 
part of my remarks pages 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 6,and part of page 7 of the 
Report of the Secretary of the Treasury, dated Washington, De- 
cember 8, 1903, and also to have inserted as a part of my remarks 
Table G on page 78. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hopkins in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Georgia? The 


Chair hears none. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 
Receipts and expenditures, 
FISCAL YEAR 1903. 


The revenues of the Government from all sources (by warrants) for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1908, were: 


Weote CROSOTAS qq « <ccccnc cddcd<cccdacancneddudeunensteemenasses $284, 479,581.81 
From internal revenue. ........-.----- ssn so eee taal eta ci tet 230, 810, 124. 17 
From sales of public lands - go sin a cnmnpeynnbaboaiats 8, 926, 311.2 22 
From profits on coinage, bullion ‘deposits, CU. cnvdsinsabaiondas 8. 254.739. 88 
From revenues of the District of Columbia -.....-......-.-..---- 5, 168, 038. { 56 
From fees—consular, letters patent, and lands ...........-----. 4, 048, 833. 22 


table in regard to receipts | 


DIVISION OF BOOKKEEPING AND WARRANTS. 


I believe that the public buildings, the rivers and | 


| For Indian Service 


| Re funding certificates 








From sales of Indian lands, proc eeds of Indian labor, ete --..-. 
From navy pension, navy hospital, clothing, and deposit funds. 
From tax on circulation of national banks 
— UCN NNN aa 
‘rom trust funds, Department of State_.............-....-..... ea i 
From payment of interest by Pacific railways $07 / 





From customs fee:, fings, penalties, Ms iis oe oni te akon a5 oi is 
From miscells ie gee ee ene 74 x 
From Soldier 's” Home COR RIOIRE TRI sii once deeccanestnnaios 74 ' 
From sales of Government property Ske cens \oneces ccewcccece 4.34 l 
From judic ial fees, fines, enalties, ete 3 


From 
From 
From 
From 
From 
From 


deposits for : surveying public lands ............-.---..-.. BO 
1 sete of lands, buildings, etc 

Re as Ste i SR AE Ni ERIN IR IE 
depredations on put CNN os... hoi oe coearcaiee wake aes 2 
sale of naval ves-els and a urmy transports 
sales of ordnence material 
From license fees, Territory ot nilbiehtntotratie : 
From Spanish indemnity - , 
From part payment Central Pacific Railroad indebtedness___- 


The expenditures for the same period were: 

For the civil esta bli ishment, including foreign intercourse, pub- 
= buildings, collecting the revenues, District of Columbia, 

id other miscellaneous expense3............----- 

F or rs i military establishment, including rivers and harbors, 
forts, arsenals, seacoast defe ses, Rt 1d expenses of the war 
with Spain and in the Philip Snowe ametdagekae taba eednn 

For the naval establishment, fac uding construction of new 
vessels, machinery, armament, equipment, improve ment at 
navy- yards, and e 7 senses of the war with Spain and in the 
Philippines - aint titles ea eas 





122,175 


118, 


610 


i IN tir iiid <p nca sdibnncatan degassed engiga doese~nee 
For interest on the publi Satna nadndabengscnnetks<nuaoeas 
For deficiency in postal revenues 


For Postal Service 


Total expenditures 


Showing a surplus of 





Tn addition to the revenues collected during the year and the amount 
ceived on the indebtedness of Pacific railroads, the cash in the Treasur 
increased $760 by the issue of 4 per-cent bonds in liquidation of inter: 
crued on refunding certificates converted duri ing the year. 

The securities redeemed an account of the sinking fund were as fi 





FE EE, Oe EE CONE ee | ee ee ee 
Treasury notes of 1s6] 

One-year notes of 1838 suena’ 7 2 
I TES So oicln cd abbo's ng ynw ane dnucnbeWcnSutetabacwoess 


Compound-interest notes —_-- Bk 





Funded loan of 181, continued at 3} per cent 

Funded loan of 1891, called___- 

Funded loan of 1891, continued at 2 pe r cent 

Bonds purchased: 
Loan of 1904. 
Loan of 1925 


$25, 300. 00 
16, 504, 300. 00 








16, 529, 600 
Premium on bonds purchased: 
Loan of 1904 
Loan of 1925 


1,022.51 
6, 201,025. 41 





6, 


202, 047.‘ 


Premium on bonds exec ponipen: 
Funded loan of 1907. 


4,170,932. 47 


Se § | gs 534, 139. 43 : Le 
aioe IS, O71. 1 
National-bank notes redeemed in excess of deposits -........-.-- 2,001, 161. 00 
Oh i a al 29, 511, 323. 82 








1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—* 


C mnperes with the fiscal year 1902 the receipts for 1903 increased $10,2: 


_as follows: 





Source. 


ms 


nalrevenue 


Increase in receipts for 1903. 


tson coinage, bullion 


osits, ete 


nsealskins, andrent 


Fox Islands-......--- 
of Indian lands -----| 


. of Government 
pe TY ....--+2--ceeeee 
S ‘of publi c lands_..... | 
trict of Columbia. ....- 
y pension, navy hos- 
clothing, and de- 
it TOs enor 
I consular, letters 


itent, and land 


redations on public 


is 


( ms 3 fees, fines, pen- 


ities CWE. s.snweinle anaes 
ial fees, fines, pen- 

| 7 eae 
Immigrant tund -......--- 
Deposits for surveying 
public lands..-...-.--.-- 


yn national banks. .--| 


Part payment Central Pa- 
c Railroad indebted- 





$254,444, 708. 





Payment of interest by 


cific 





railways 


S of ordn: ance mater = 
Ss es of old vessels .......| 
Soldiers’ Home 


ne ‘nt fund 
» money 


Trust funds, De partment 


{ State 
Spanish indemnity 


es es of lands and build- | 


CR itisidesitinns 


perma- 


Total ordinary re- 


ceipts, exclusive 


of postal revenues- 562, 478, 238. 


Postal revenues 
Aggregate receipts 
Net increase 


_\684, 326, 280. 47 694, 621,117. 


Un. 


19 $284,479.58 


1903. Increase. Dec 


rease. 


81 $30,034,873. 62 es 











121, $48) 047. 


1ere Was an increase of $47, 284,545 38 in expenditt 1res, as follows: 


26 134, 224, 443. 


271, 880, 122. 10 280, 810, 124.17|--.... $41 069,997.93 
| | 
10,979, 506.57) 8,254,739. 88)_...........- | 2, 724, 766. 69 
231,821.20! 286,233.40! 54,412. 90/__....____._. 
1,775,882. 63, 2,393, 268.83) 617,436.20) 2222s. 
899,314.15) 434,296.21)... 
4,144,122.78) 8, 926.311. 22) 4,78 
4, 217,841.43] 5,168,038 50" ee. 
2,019, 850.25 2,300,501.17' 280,650.92)__........... 
4,085, 229.87 4,048,833.2}..........- 36, 396. 65 
107,995.58}  231,144.2¢) 128,148.6¢]........_..- 
828,971.35! 278,254. 7 49, 288, 424............. 
334,233.95! 368, 757.4 EE ie ccc 
747,217.15| 1,356,158.%] 608,941. 1:]........__._. 
316, 579. 23 905,701. 863........ 10, 877.35 
1,643, 454.73! 1,647, 429. 2: 8,974. 55]--........... 
| 
4,065, 349. 5¢ 
, 564, 554. 71 997, 197. 7§ 
272,499.72 289, 790.8 
330, 438. 53 173, 188. 1b} ee 
313,948.98) 174,517. 1¢| 
536, 045. 62 743, ied 207 aaah infant ci 
20, 000. 00 38,551. 04 i ixcarmatenitediaes 
222,061.94 1,203,092.07} 981,030.13)_......... 
= lar oe 28, 500. 00 I 
631, 959. 55 793, 034. 01 161, O14. let andiRinaks sheet 
| | | 
21560, 396, 674. 40 43, 019, 536. 9245, 101, 095. 73 


24 12, 376, 385. 98 


64.55, 305, 982. 90:45, 101,095.73 


10, 204, 837. 





Coast and Geodetic 


Survey 











838, 832. 07 








Increase in expenditures for 1903. 
Object. 1902. | 1908. | Increase. | Decrease. 
CIVIL ESTABLISHMENT. | | 
Legislative: ‘ | 
Salaries and expenses. $11, 330, 201. 87'$12, 190,749.17) $860,547.30).......22.... 
Executive proper: 
Salaries and expenses-| 213, 585. 22 967,687.23; 144,062. 01)............. 
Department of State: | | 1 
Salaries and expenses.| 186, 467. 44 PN SU ois lb cars tntnina $8, 369. 16 
Foreign intercourse ..| 2, 765,734.01) 3,204,522.01; 488,788.00). -.-22 2222. 
Treasury Department: | 
Salariesand expenses.| 3, 533,329.24) 3,846,800.94) 313,471.70) --.....222.2. 
Independent Treasury 683, 544. 89) 704, 203. 54! 20, 658. 65)... - 
Mintsand assay offices| 1,535, 666.06) 1,456, 220.57)....-......-- | 79, 445. 49 
Territorial govern- | 
SOs = ee 165, 734. 85 261,591. 08 CG,0OB. BB ic cncccctkcc 
Salaries, etc., internal 
Sha fe re 4, 248,497.33) 4,346, 139.89 Og WEG a mcetaitin actrees 
Miscellaneous, inter- | 
nal revenue __....--- 1,359, 659.97) 2,370,682. 57) 1,011, 022. 60) Siecle sdivcs dh 
Rebate of tax on to- | 
a 8 ce ns 2, 928,191.28] $,886, 991.14 958, 799. 86) ............. 
Collecting customs | 
revelue ..........-.- 7, 967,473.86) 8,468,710.19} 501, 236.33)-............ 
Refunding excess of | 
deposits, customs...| 5,414,259.82' 4,248,535. 81}............. 1, 165, 724. 01 
Debentures or draw- 
backs, customs. ....- 5, 236, 157.44) 5,348,308.96) 112,151. 52)............. 
Miscellaneous items, 
CUMIGIE ci. ~.... 242, 752. 01 260, 509. 15 PGE Mivdesndkwabisa 
Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
Whee ee 1, 208, 637.12) 1,441,614.26) 287,977.14]............. 
Regulating immigra- 
OE a 899, 692. 38 655, 428.42} 255,736. 04)............. 
Chinese-exclusion 
TN ee 202, 744. 03) 262, 274. 07 
New revenue vessels... 112, 514. 96) 205, 057. 17 
Alien contract-labor | 
eS a 150, 082. 16) 106, 718. 89 
Public Healthand Ma- | 
rine-Hospital Serv- 
ee a 1, 234, 264.51)" 1,356, 455.87) 122,191. 36)............. 
Life-Saving Service ..| 1,667,688.48| 1,746,841. 19) EEE cececcuacuan 
Light-House Estab- 
lishment ........_... 4, 181, 403. 39) ee 


4,537, 315. 67 
865, 215. 78 





| Department of Agri 

} ture: 
Salaries and expenses 
Weather Bureau 








ENATE. 


Increase in expenditures for 1903 


Object. 


T— 


CIVIL ESTABLISHMEN 


continued. 


Baud 1s 


Treasury Department— 


Continued. 


Steam boat-Inspection | 


Service a 
Engrs iving and prin 
ing 


Public buildings 


Fuel, etc., public 
buildings mate 
Custodians and jani- 


tors 


buildings 
Fish hatcheries 


Salariesand expenses, 


Fish Commission. 
National Museu 
Zoological Park. 
Smithsonian 

tion 
Interstate Comn 

Commission 


«= 


1er¢ 


French spoliation 


claims 
Claims 
man 
acts -. “a 
E pide mic dises L8esS 
Ref eae 
r enue 
fri - Porto Rico 
Payment of debt 
Hawaii - 
Buffa! expositi 
New York : 
Louisiana Pur 
BE xp sition, St 
Sout 
sition . 
Suppressing 
plague, Hawaii 
Misce 
War Departm: nt: 


under 
and 








Salaries and expenses. | 


Navy Department: 


Saluries and expenses. 


Interior Department: 
Public 
Reclamation fund 
Colleges for 
We pees ees: 
Twelfth Census 
Reconstructing ro 
of old Library 
Congress 
Miscellane 
t-Office De 





us ite 
partr 





Pos 





Deficiency in 
revenues 
Mail transportati 
Pacific rail w: 


pos 





Department of Labor: 


Salaries and expenses 


ms 
ent: 
Salaries and expe nses 
tal 


Furniture for “public 


Institu- 


e 


Bow- 
Tucker 


oO f 


ouis 
h Carolina oe 


bubonic 


ianeous items - 


» 


Salaries and expenses 
Lands Service 


agricul- 


mS 
of 


$344 


9 


&, 


5, 11 


SS 


653, 522 


OP 


4 490 


»> 


8,1 


1,279. 


Ub 


ow 


v9: 


1, 080, 029. 26 


257, = 9. 


5 


489, 255 


o” 


& 


140, 009. 


o” 
« 


| 407 
1,814.5 


customs | 
collected | 
399, 988. 


1, 828 


3, 383 


(0, 059 


51, 202 


g 


45 


+ 
i a 7 
co | 


Ww, 600. 


Se 


9 20 
2,38 


5, 080. 


498, 897 





74 
21 


2,480. : 
2 636. 


1, 200, 000 


2 O91 


2081 
1, 052, 


1, 05 


val- | 


Departmentof Commerce | 


and Labor: 
Salaries and ex 
Department of Justice: 


Salaries and expenses. 


Salaries of 
assistant 
CO i inns 

Salaries, fe 163, ‘and ex 


penses of marshz a. 


Fees of witnesses 


dist 
Fees of juror ath 
Fees of clerks -- 


Fees of commissioners 


penses.! 


justices, 


attorneys, 


Salaries and fees of 
rict attorneys. 


Supportof prisoners 


Pay of bailiffs 
Judgments, 


| District of Columbia: 


Salaries and expenses.| 


Total civil 
lishment -.- 


MILITARY 
MENT. 


National defense 
Emergency fund 
Pay Department _- .-- 
Extra pay, 


Quartermaster’s Depart- 


ment - 


United 
States courts --..-... 
Miscellaneous items - 


ESTABLISH- 


yar with Spain 
Subsistence Department 


13 


io 


estab- | 


i 

| 416, 
61 

| 

' 


5, 194 


», BAS 


3. 649.7 


146, 828. 5: 


26, 496 


» G52 2 


257. 


4.858. ¢ 
247, 9 
531.7 
734. 008. 








5, 860. 32 
1), GUL. 


2, 782, 348, 
7, 679, 72 
907, 984 


-_ 


} 953, 492.33) 1 

| | 
9, 363, B, 442. 00 8 
...| 113, 469, 328. 91,124 


O81, 


085, 044. 


o~ me « 
240, 856. 


55, 953. 2 








375, 402 
187,300 
00, 347 


. 000,000 


906, 502 


, O62 


498, 762. 


, 933, 929. 


s OLY. G28 


208, 517. : 


200, O09 
¢ ~ 
4), 324 
2 { 
oo, OL 


, 663, 644 


, 439, 498 


768, 919. : 


701, 648. 2 


O73, 235 
259 l 
182, 084. 


3, 473 


589, 144. : 


, 320. 695 


, 64, 915. 
820, 956. 5 





Q 


493, 719 
889, 904 
263, 194 
131, 055 
811.610 


153, 728. 5 


19, 154 


, 584, 087. 32 


24,944, 289.7 


192, 801 
76, 187 
615, 763 
157,191 
419. 798 


822, 802 


, 320, 023 


(Y 
9 Veo). 


795. 2 


Continued. 


44 


83 
49 
2 
3 


99 
9 


10 
4} 


t 


69 
4-5 
1" 

10 
ss) 
YU 


6u 
Ww 


In 


crease. 


4 
1.4 


128, 826.07 


2 O61, 5638.8 
6. 704. 33 
5, 015. 2 
13, 466. 61 
4,517.55 

3), O42, SE 
18, 456.81 
7.708.637 
32. 912.80 
364, O84. 40 
4 9. OO 
416.591. 06 


3, 995. 69 


( 992. 4 
“>. §49.08 
3 766. ¢ 
108, 965. 97 
650.019 14 
102. 348. 01 
5 999 
4473.8 
115, 241.35 
282, 694. 65 
213, 564. 79 


, BUR. 95 


769, 421. 5 




























































































Dev 


rease. 


24, 585. 65 
563, 902. 40 
134.58 

L.& 3, S60. 36 
167, 361.17 
8. 150.38 

, {? 48 

779. 704. 68 

t 671 1 a5 
&. 299. 521. 


1.001, 034. 08 


908, 057. 63 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





MaArcH 





Increase in expenditures for 1903—Continued. 


























Object. 1902. 1903. Increase. | Decrease. 
| 
MILITARY ESTABLISH- 
MENT—continued, 

Ordnance Department -.-.|$11, 155, 777. 83 $10, 637, 105. 75} ..........--- | $518, 672. 08 
Engineer Department....} 755,091.75) 1,082,265.56) $327,173. 81)............. 
Signal Service __._...- -| 245,879.06] 843,930.85] 98,551.79)... 
Mi telegraph and | | 

cable lines......... icc 106, 491. 47 384,007.20) 277,515.73) .-........... 
Military Academy ....-..-- 257, 104. 92) 490,980.17 2838, 875.25)............. 
Improving harbors. --...- | 6,331, 767.29) 7,342, 186.23) 1,010, 418. 94)_......_..... 
Improving rivers. .-.-...-. | 8,616,213. 45) 12, 247, 895. 98) 3, 631, 682. 63}............. 
Bringing home remains | | 

of officers, soldiers and | 

others lacie sie 109, 972. 27) te cs 18, 979.14 
Military posts............. 1,053, 242.45) 1,824,482.09) 771,189. 64) SE: 
National Homes for Dis- | | 

ab bo 1 Soldiers. .......-.- 8, 236,434.40) 3,988,294.04) 701,859.64)............. 
State Homes for disabled | 

an lie Wb occasion -----| 1,004,724.80) 1,081,355. 43) a 
Support of Soldiers’ | | 

Ns te nciotdit cus ated 536, 045. 62) 743,139.39, 207,008. 77|............. 
Soldiers’ Home perma- 

ment fund .........-.---. 236, 000. 00! 254, 000. 00) Piva ncteecence 
Soldiers’ Home interest | 

OID sss cic cnctereiccne 87, 661. 27 98, 638. 37 Ba cknenanecccs 
Reimbursing States and 

Te rritories,expenses of 

raising an Spanish 

war ‘cma saeialees 599, 431.34 SAT BR  csdecsondase | 881,578.99 
Refunding to States ex- | 

penses incurred in rais- 

ing volunteers ........--. | 1,053, 652. 49) 6, 364, 609.31) 5,310, 956. 89)... 2. 
Payment to State of | | 

¥ lori¢ DR scueadioncnck ccuten ecole isso aes | 692,946.00}  692,946.00)............. 
Relief of distress in the | | | 

Philippines.............- Seo |} 8,000,000.00; 3,000,000. 00).-........... 
Miscellaneous items ..-.... | 849,750.51) 1,230,324.45) 380,573. 94)............. 

Total military es- | 


tablishment 


NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. | 


National defense...._....- 
Emergency fund 


Increase of the 
Bureau of 


Docks ....s.-« 


Bureau of Equipment ....| 5, 144,548.32) 5, 439,152.18} 204, 683. 86). ...-........ 
Bureau of Navigation . -| 580,547.94) 862,062.11) 281,614.17|-.......2... 
Bureau of Construction | | | 
and Repair .............. | 6,998,828.98 7,783,546.78) 784,717. 80)..-.......... 
Bureau of Ordnance __.... | 2,549,000.51) 3, 474,681.63)  925,681.12}............. 
3ureau of Steam ! 
neering | $,253,281.78| 3,613,724.40| 860, 492.62!............. 
Bureau of Suppli es and | | 
Accounts ..--| 8,957,819.29) 5,701, 472.94) 1,743, 653. 65)............. 
Bureau of Medicine and | | 
RN EIEIO IETS,. | 415,870.92} 541,577.20) 125, 708 
Marine Corps ............-. 2,718, 621.95 8, 246,688.47; 6528,066.52)............. 
Naval Academy........... 872,698.13; 1,320,562. 87 447, 864 
Pay of the Navy - * 13, 017,036. 61! 14,969, 881. 86) 1, 952, 845. : 
General account of ad- 
UNI scien = siccncnsenn 1, 905, 889. 92 17,634. 10. rinses Aiaeadeel 
Judgments, bounty for | 
destruction of enemies’ 
I ice a 814, 853. 97 68,600. S7)..........-.- |} 261,184.60 
Miscellaneous items ......! 440, 236. 20) 473, 969. 29 eee 
Total naval estab- | | | 
lishment .......... | Si, 808, 128 24 618 034. 18 16, 964, 846. 36) 2,149, 440 42 
Indian Service ............| 10,049,584. 86 12, 935, 168. 08 2, 885, PR sos elec 
Pensions -....... «en 108, 488, 559. 73 138, 42 i ie otawemunies | 62,913.66 | 
Interest on the “pu iblic 
II is chiteieesctntouncaiaoe 29,108, 044. 82 28, 556, 348. 82) ........ 551, 696. 00 
Total ordinary ex- | | 
penditures, exclu- | 
sive of postal | 
DOPTORD ccnmaracecan 47 1, 190, 857. 64 506, 099, 007. 04 53, 465, 302. 45/18, 557,153.02 | 
Postal service ............./121, 848, 047. . 26 1% M4, 224, 443. . 26 12, 516, 395 7" late briceisedieeas 
Aggregate expendi- | 
it ideanasetat 593, , 038, 904. 190 640, 323, 450. 28 65, 841, 66.5. 4/ |18, 557, 153. 02 
Wet increnee .............. a ssssenapdh deta ciidapaieculeatasiiaaiips eben 47, 284, 45 | ganar canard 


Yards 


Navy ---.-| 19, 
and 


le 





|112, 272, 216. 08)118, 619, 520. 15,17, 4 


5, 701, 780. 29 


| a 


470, 147.06 ll, 122, 842. 99 


24,909.72) 1,872,734. 22) 1,847,734. 50|--..-....... 
114,019.42) 175,132.01) | 61,112.59)_............ 
26, 667, 104.25) 6,873,959. 961.......-..... 


793, 144.29 
| 
6, 404, 410.! 


702, 630. 21 




















FISCAL YEAR 1904. 


The revenues of the Government for the current fiscal year are thus esti- 
mated upon the basis of existing laws: 


From customs 
From internal 


From miscellaneous sources 


Fr 


revenue 


I nciisithenerniiiciiniintncninnlidieniniionihes 


$250, 000, 000. 00 


235, 000,000.00 | 


45, 000, 000. 00 


144, 767, 664. 00 | 


Dakal Gubleente Mew icin ck seine dence enenns souk 674, 767, 664. 00 
The expenditures for the same period are estimated as follows: 





War the a I oo ints hnteciciine dnmestiebebnendnnes $131, 000, 000. 00 
For the military GRtA DIISMMON GE... 200 cscvse cocessncceeccosess cose 115, 000, 000. 00 
Wow She TAPE CRAIGS Oo oes pence mcncnnncncwsescoesacoonsis 96, 000, 000. 00 
For the Indian Service ...... -.....----n---ceee ee -eee ecccee coneee= 11,000, 000. 00 
WOR PONTING one nine on cce se scenencwancucans neucsacnseseenansens 139, 000, 000. 00 
Yor interest on the public Gebt ....... ncecconcccoe cosccccucoccnoce 24, 000, 000. 00 
Vor postal service ...... ......cccccoccce 5 aithdiivianinlnabsanadiaailtamaicambiiad 144, 767, 664. 00 

Total estimated expenditures............--.--.-..--------- 660, 767, 664. 00 
Or 0 eurglet db .ncevstisencceus sioner aleigiadeiaebidiiniaiaintiasialiimiia tian ciel ne 14, 000, 000.00 











FISCAL YEAR 1905. 
It is estimated that upon the basis e ocning laws the revenuesof the G 
ernment for the fiscal year 1905 will 


SEE CRIN 5. 0-4, nt cnc on wmtbwaneeih peers nated nein ambaataeimad $260, 000, 00 
F rom ores revenue 240, 000, 00 


45,000, Oux 


704, 472, 06 
Eee ms required for the same period, assubmi 
epartments and offices, are as follows: 


Total eutimated TOVOMUGG on acc ccc cow scene cone cocecsns 


The estimates of appro 
by the several Executive 











159, 472, 060 


Legislative eA. ic ssn sc nren maceneddbasdcun wehekedsas $5,351, 109.50 
Executive establishment: MBI, 100. 5 

SEROOUINTS PRODEP.... cc ccncccmvesentcccscccssce” Qe 

I TT i ak sc nantes dilate iia 217,660.00 

IE ARNON ccicsiecmhnsicdmonaoecnpen 10, 027, 174.50 

Ls. rae bard 2, 165,576.00 

TIES TG. whine dnvdcs wacebendindsodlice 683,961. 48 

Euerior Departs. ...occccccccdcccdccccscccee ao 19, 229.00 

Post-Office Department -..... 511, 050.00 

Department of Agriculture. .................... 8’ 70's 0 

Department of Commerce and Labor-.......... 2,799, 660. 00 

Department of Justice ..............0c- ec ccece 254, 860. 00 

———_ 3), 199,050. 98 

EE SIS heiede deli cccctics sl ae 901, 42 
IE DIINO... «:. cncsnceininiimins mdinniinintaadueuebaaetoa akan 2, 236, 3 
Militar IN Gisiicnd ss hice b dakiin oko acha knhchidand ianddbanae 77, T94,8 ; 
Naval establishment 5 { 
I III 5 5.nch Sesitnncicn: chin tpniggs oleic Aine Rechen dcaincb assem see aecanesb ia tonaaemealas 2 252. 4 
ONIN nin 5 cilmatkcnnidian ieee amaabenbes ¢oexckncelieitnme: cae 138, 152) 6 X 
Public works: 

I as iar seepsilhcalansegnistigubnoasitasaatblaaun 5, 500. 00 

roy ge a eee 10, 545, 883. 79 

Pe Na eitinnts disitncin an enmagiinnn wkeiesion 40, 497,542. 41 

TROUT TIRE. nncictccqscmaiiinéeccocucunse 11, 901, 699. 00 

Interior Bopartmnens Sis a ccalaaatcgeieee sales sae icbcletl abcess 319, 600. 00 

Department of Commerce and Labor-......... 8, 802, 082. 48 

Department of Justice...... ....ccccesecccocee 255, 000. 00 

67, 227, 507. 08 

Miscellaneous: 

Se si igs a lege casted ininii 6, 330, 645. 82 

Trementy Denerewee once ccs wc cccc ic dcccune 11, 562, 205. 20 

WR DI on sinhttideictentns cteinesinencn 6, 094, 002. 00 

Interior Department... 2.0.0. .....2.-a00--0- 8, 606, 705. 00 

Department of Justice 6,516, 660. 00 

Department of Commerce and Labor......... 6, 869, 212.99 

EE eee 13, 017,581.00 


.28 deficiency in postal reve- 





Postal Service, including $8,613,709 





53, 997,012. 01 


TIGWOG «. 22200 conc ne wecccs cwccwn soecescecens cocsen ccccesccencucsssasce 108,080, 11 
Permanent annual appropriations: 
Interest on the public debt .........-.......... $24, 250,000. 00 
Refunding—customs, internal revenue, etc... 12,263,000. 00 
Collecting revenue from customs ............. 5,500, 000. 00 
RIN esses intiipsiscinctnstilaipceatgieeetapmibriiieiteas 42, 958, 820.00 
—_—_——_— 84,971, 8 
Total estimated appropriations, exclusive of eatting fumed. Ti, 474,2 
Ov acre carbine Qh 6 in ecicsnsssstseenssisinstbihinitctitinitlib tint 23, O02, 146 


TABLE G.—Population, net revenue, and net expenditures of the Gover 
F P 
Srom 1837 to 1903, and per capita of the revenues and per capita of ¢2) 

















tures. 
Popul | | Percap-| |P: 
Year. thon & |Netrevenue.| itaon | Net expenses. 
roe | revenue. Te ala ; 
i 
| | 
ee 15,655,000 | $24,954, 153.00 $1.59 | $37,243,496. 00 | ee 
ae ta 16,112,000 | 26,302,562. 00 1.63 | 33,865,059. 00 
5 Sear 16,584,000 | 31,482, 750.00 1.90 26, 899, 128. 00 
a ARE ce 17,069,453 | 19,480, 115.00 114 24,317,579. 00 
SES 17,591, 000 ae — : . 26, 565, 873. 00 
1842 | 18,132,000 | 19,976, 197.( 0 25, 206, 761. 00 
1843 (6 mont! hs) | 18,694,000 8, 302, 702. 00 .89 11, 858, 075. 00 
Bis ccccentnesiccrdntetliinal 19, 276, 000 | 29, 321, 374. 00 1. 62 22, 387,571. 00 
Basie bicsin a mined 19. 878,000 | 29, 970,106.00 1.51 22, 987, 408. 00 
WOR... acaccee 20; 500; 000 | 29,699, 968. 00 1.45 31, TOR SES. 60 
A. ccassnncaimlits 21,143,000 | 26,495, 769.00 1.25 7, 281,412. 00 
BOE << scakaduacen 21,805,000 | 35,735,779. 00 1. 64 “5, 377. 225. 00 
1849. ............| 22,489,000 | 31,208, 143.00 1.39 45,051, 657.00 
1850. ............| 23,191,786 | 48,603, 439. 00 1.88 39,543. 492. 00 
Bie ccisscunentaae 23,995,000 | 52,559,304. 00 2.19 47, 709, 017. 00 
1852. ............| 24,802,000 | 49,846, 816.00 2.01 44,194, 919. 00 
ae Se 25, 615, 000 | 61, 587, 054. 00 2.40 48,184, 111.00 
BERG sik ic matlligiat 2. 433, 000 73, 800, 341. 00 2.79 58, 044, 862.00 
i cccsiasieal 27,256,000 | 65,350;575.00 2.40 59, 742, 668. 00 
aa 28,083,000 | 74,056, 699.00 2.64 60, 571, 026. 00 
REET See 28,916,000 | 68,965,313. 00 2.38 | 67,795, 708. 00 
eR ataennsig wutcaailie 29, 753, 000 46, 665, 366. 00 1,57 74, 185, 270.00 
1859. ............| 30,596, 000 3, 486, 466. 00 1.75 69,070, 977. 00 
SIRs ikinist- analgesics 81,443,321 | 56,064, 608.00 p Re 63. 130,598 . 00 
1861. .........-..| 32,064,000 | 41,509, 930.00 1.2 66, 546, 645. 00 2 
Biss Sesisnit elidel 82, 704,000 | 51,987,455. 00 1.59 474, 761,819. 00 14 
| 38,365,000 | 112, 697,291.00 3.4 714, 740, 725. 00 ; 
34,046,000 | 264,626, 772.00 7.77 | 865,322,614. 00 2 
84,748,000 | 833,714, 605.00 9.60 1, 207,555, 224. 00 31 
35, 469, 000 | 558, 032, 620.00 15.73 | 520,809,417. 00 14 
| 86,211,000 | 490,634, 010.00 18.55 | 857,542,675. 00 { 
| 36,973,000 | 405,038, 083.00 10.97 | 377,340,285. 00 ] 
oneness seeee-| 37, 756,000 | 370, 943, 747.00 9.82 | 822,865, 278.00 8 
| 38,558, 371 411, 255, 478.00 10.67 | 309, 653,561.00 8 
| 39,555,000 | 883,323,945. 00 9.69 | 292,177, 188. 00 7 
40, 596, 000 874, 106, 868. 00 9.22 | 277,517, 963.00 6 
41, 677. 000 833, 738,205. 00 8.01 | 290,345, 245.00 ¢ 
| 42,796,000 | 304,978, 755. 00 7.13 | 802,683,873. 00 7 
43, 951, 000 | 288, 000; 051.00 6.55 | 274,623,393. 00 6 
45, 137,000 | 294, 095; 865. 00 6.52 | 265,101,085. 00 5.5 
46, 353, 000 281; 406, 419. 00 6.07 ere 00 5. 21 
47,598,000 | 257,768, 879.00 5.42 | 236,964,327. 00 4. 98 
enews ebesen 48, 866,000 | 273, 827, 184.00 5.60 | 166. 947, 884. 00 5. 46 





1904. 


LE G.—Population, net revenue, and net expenditures of the Government 
from 1887 to 1903, etc.—Continued. 


































| | | Per cap- 
Per cap-| or 
Year — Net revenue. itaon | Net expenses. rete, 
, jrevenue. tawen 
ures. 
—— — _ - — 
sadinices pana 50,155, 783 |$333, 526,611.00 $5.65 | $267,642, 958.00 $5. 34 
sa eae 51,316,000 | 360,7 3. 7.00 | 260,712,888. 00 5.08 
onsen nies | 52,495, 000 7.68 | 257,981, 440.00 4.91 
‘catenin cdilialel | 53, G93, 000 7.41 | 265, 408,138.00 4.94 
ae | 54,911, 000 6.36 4, 44.00 4.44 
<naa eet | 56,148,000 | 823, 690, 706.00 5.76 | 260,226,935. 00 4.63 
eae | 57,404,000 | 336, 439, 727.00 5. 86 2 38.00 4.2 
..------| 58,680,000 | 371, 408, 27 6.33 179. 00 4.56 
— ieee | 59,974,000 | 879, 266,075. 00 6. 32 01.00 4.46 
: “| 61,2 337, 050, 059. 00 6.3 9738.00 4.88 
pees re. | 22, | 403, 080, 982. 00 6. 43 | 5.07 
ae a | 63,947,000 | 392,612,447. 31 6.14 | 5.72 
an | 65,191,000 | 354,937. 784. 24 5.44 | B24 
oan | 66,456,000 | 385,819, 628.78 5.81 | 5.72 
es. | 67,740,000 | 297,722, 019.25 4.40 | 3 | 5.43 
aia | 69,043,000 | 313,390,075. 11 4. 54 5.16 
oe ae | 70. 365,000 | 825,976,200. 38 4.65 3 | 5.01 
aes 71, 704,000 | 347,721, 705.16 4.85 . 5.10 
Sc ioe 73,060,000 | 405,321,335. 20 5.55 | 8 6.07 
ncaa eat 74, 433, 000 | 515, 960, 620, 18 6.93 85 8.14 
re | 76,295, 220 | 597,240,851. 89 7.43 | 71 6.39 
igdeeee | 77,754,000 | 587,685, 337.53 7.59 | 509, 967,253.15 | 6.56 
~ wlnchoakamieate | 79,117,000 | 562, 478, 238. 21 7.11 | 471,190,857. 64 | 5.96 
otoiiatin edie | 80,847,000 | 560, 396, 674. 40 6.93 | 506,099, 007. O+ | 6. 26 
| } 





a This includes $8,270,842.46 of “* premiums on purchase of bonds.” 
b This includes $17,292,362.65 of ** premiums on purchase of bonds.” 
e This includes $20,304,224.06 of ‘‘ premiums on purchase of bonds.” 
a This includes $10,401,220.61 of ‘‘ premiums on purchase of bonds.” 
Notrr.—The net revenue and expenses and per capita on revenues for 1891 
» erroneously stated by the Register of the Treasury in his reports for 
1892, and 1843. (See Finance Reports for those years, pp. 845, 767, and 906.) 
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Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, as a member of the committee 

m which this bill was reported, I desire to say a very few 
words. 

Che bill was reported unanimously. There was no dissent or 

ivision in the committee. The responsibility is now transferred 

m the committee to the floor of the Senate, and it is a very 

holesome practice to have all these great appropriation bills 

irefully scrutinized on the floor of the Senate. If there isa 
gle item in the bill which is unnecessary or extravagant, it 
ould be stricken out. If there is a dollar proposed to be appro- 
priated by this bill in maintenance of a policy that is unwise, 
njudicious, or hurtful, the bill should be amended. The discus- 

m so far has not disclosed any fault in either respect. No Sen- 

tor has asked that any item in the bill be stricken out. No 
Senator has stated that anything in the bill either initiates or con- 
tinues a policy which is unwise or hurtful to the public welfare. 

Vith the exception of the discussion, which was a lengthy one, 
in relation to the location of a training school, the only point 
raised has been, I may say, academic and speculative; that is, 
what may be a wise policy in the future. 

It is true that this bill does increase the Navy; it increases 
the ships and it increases the number of men; but no Senator who 
has addressed the Senate has dissented from the wisdom and pro- 
‘iety of that course. It is true that the bill carries $97,000,000. 
That fact has been commented upon, yet no Senator has asked 
that it be diminished. The only suggestion is whether or not the 
time may come in the near future when we may call a halt in 
naval construction. 

Mr. President, the policy of renewing our naval establishment 
was commenced under the administration of the Navy Depart- 
ment by Mr. W. C. Whitney years before those events which have 
so materially changed the relation of our Government to inter- 
national affairs. And since the initiation of that policy at that 
time we have continued to increase our Navy. Ido not believe 
there is a man within the broad limits of the United States who 
will say that there has been a dollar unwisely or injudiciously 
appropriated for that purpose. I believe we must have a strong 
navy. I believe the relation of the United States to international 
affairs now makes it indispensable to the public safety. I believe 
the American people take that view of this matter and are will- 
ling to be taxed to pay for a navy that will give a sense of safety 
which will come in no other way. 

We have acquired the Hawaiian Islands. 
responsibilities in relation to Cuba. We have acquired Porto 
Rico. We have acquired the Philippine Islands. We have un- 
dertaken the construction of an isthmian canal. We have reas- 
serted in its broadest and its boldest form the Monroe doctrine. 
Each one of these transactions has had a material effect in chang- 
ing the relations of the United States toward international affairs. 
Each one of them has increased the importance of having and 
maintaining in this country a powerful navy. The maintenance 
of a powerful navy in no wise conflicts with our desire to be at 





We have assumed 
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ir from Geor- 
with all govy- 


against those high purposes referred to by the Senat 
gia—the purpose of dealing justly and rizhteously 
ernments. 


In this day and time we hear a good deal about the peaceful 
methods which should prevail between the different countries 
We hear a great deal about settling controversies betwe nations 
by arbitration. But do we see anything of that sort going on 


When England desired possessions in Seuth Africa, was her cours« 
overned by those high purposes about whicl hear so much? 


o h we 


s 


Was there any suggestion of arbitration to determine what should 
be the true relation between those governments in respect to the 
matters in controversy? On the contrary,she took her army and 


her navy and took possession of what she wanted. Many oth 
instances of like character might be cited. Unfortunate asit may 
be to have to say it, our own country has on more than one oc- 
casion engaged in similar business. 

I deduce from this, Mr. President, the conclusion that 
ernment can not rely altogether on these high ideas, 
moral tone, a right toward other nations, as a protec- 
tion. The experience of mankind demonstrates that the only pro- 
tection is in power to maintain whatisright. There may such 
a thing as international morality. It existsin theory, but in prac- 
tice I observe very little of it. ‘There may be near at hand a period 
when we may calla halt in naval construction. It is true that 
we have to-day a great navy, second in power only to that 
Great Britain. It is possible that in the near future we wil 
able to discontinue heavy appropriations for increasing our n: 
strength. The future will determine that. I sincerely hope that 
time is near at hand. I earnestly hope we will not again in the 
near future be called upon to make such 
as this bill carries for naval construction. 

The distinguished chairman of the Co1 Naval Affairs 
called attention to the subject and threw out that suggestion that 
Senators might bearit in mind and give it sideration. 
I sincerely hope the time will soon be at hand when we may dis- 
continue this heavy expenditure for naval construction. But, Mr. 
President, that time is not to-day. Waris: tween two of 
the most powerful Governments of the world 


a ZOov- 
na hign 


sOus course 


be 


} rir ory . y . ; v7 
a heavy appropriation 


nmiuttee on 


One of them, 
Russia, is in close alliance with France, and it is not impossible 
that before the end is reached France may be drawn into the con- 


flict. England is in close alliance with Japan and may be drawn 
into it. In the midst of the talk about peaceful methods, 
midst of the talk about arbitration, we find the governments of 
the world to-day more fully and more completely armed and pre- 
pared for war than at any other time in fifty years, and we find 
this war in the East, where we have interests and where we may 
become involved by remote possibility, although I do not belie 
it will come. 

I say in the aggressive spirit manifested by the governments of 
the world and the unrest which now prevails, in the high state 
of armament that exists, it would not become the United States 
at this critical hour to call a halt on the increase of her naval 
establishment. When the time will come when we may safely 
calla halt is academic, is speculative. I sincerely hope that it 
will come in the near future, but I most positively believe that 
the time is not to-day. Iam gratified to see that not a Senator 
on this floor has been willing to ask that a single item be stricken 
out, that a single vessel provided for shall not be constructed. 
The American people have a right to have that sense of security 
which comes only from a powerfulnavy. They will not begrudge 
the money necessary to maintain a powerful navy. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I have listened with great pleas- 
ure, as I always do, to the speech of my friend the Senator from 
Georgia {[Mr. CLAy]. He seeks to separate the distinguished 
Secretary of War from my own State, who recently retired from 
oftice, from the Republican party on the question of the reten- 
tion of the Philippine Islands. My own impression is that if Mr. 
Root shall, as he doubtless will, during the coming campaign, give 
a full exposition of his views from the platform, and not in the 
way in which an interview often misstates a man’s opinions, it 
will be found that he does not differ from the line in which the 
Republican party has acted and, I think, will continue to act. 
To use a common phrase, the American people are not ‘‘ quitters.”’ 
They never yet have given up anything which they deemed it ad- 
visable to obtain. 

Iam not at this time going into a discussion of the reasons why 
we will find stronger arguments every year for establishing closer 
relations with the Philippines, but I will say that I believe no one 
now living will see those relations weakened. I believe that the 
extraordinary progress which has been made by those people, as 
testified to by Governor Taft, in education, in civilization, and in 
the industries, will continue with accelerated speed as the schools 
become more numerous, the education more general, and the 
communication between the United States and the Philippine 
Islands more constant and rapid. I do not think we yet fully un- 


; } 
in the 


VO 


peace with all the people of the world. It does not militate | derstand two things. First, how much the Philippine Islands 
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- and the construction of public buildings. 
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re t dvi sto us in their own development; what 
they are to grow to when they have absorbed the spirit and are 

ting in pract } ciples of American liberty, American 
‘rican enterprise. And the other, that we can not 






t < mpre 


; prehend until the war clonds in the Far East are over and 
years have passed by the increasing importance to the United 
States, on its commercial and industrial side, of the possession of 
those territories, with their harbors and their depots so near to 


that market for which all the world is contending. 

The Senator from Georgia was very vigorous and forceful in 
demanding that there should be universal investigations of the 
ions of the Government. He was alarmed for fear that in 
the Departments there is cither extravagance or corruption, 
ich he said should be disclosed and corrected by an investigat- 
ing committee on the part of Congress. He took the ground that 
now there is no supervision, no care, or attention of the operation 
of the great Departments of the Government. But, sir, every 
penny which is expended by these Departments has come here 
and gone to the other House before appropriated. The Appro- 
priation, Finance, Ways and Means, the Naval, Post-Office, and 
Military are all of them investigating committees in perpetual 
session. Upon every one of them is a minority membership, se- 
lected by the minority, of members on their side, who are most 
competent to serve their party as well as their country upon 
these great committees. 

They have the opportunity for months, as the programme comes 
in from the Post-Office, Navy, War, and other Departments, to 
look at each one of the proposals for the future and to examine 
what has been done in the past, and if the committee dared—which 
it would not—refuse an inquiry as to any item or as to any officer 
asked for by a minority member, a Senator or Member can go be- 
fore the House or Senate explaining that he has been denied the 
privilege as a member of a great committee of receiving informa- 
tion or making an investigation which he wants, and neither 
House would for a moment stand before the country as obstruct- 
ing any such inquiry. 

But, sir, there has been an inquiry—an inquiry not made by an 
investigating committee or on the initiative of the Democratic 
members of any committee, but an inquiry made by the President 
of the United States, when the disclosures might bring disasters 
to his party, upon the principle which he has always maintained, 
of finding rascality if there is any, and punishing the rascal when 
he is caught. 

There have been several speeches made in both Houses assailing 
the good faith and the earnest intentions of the President in this 
regard, but he has moved forward on his motto that no guilty 
man should escape, regardless of criticisms or complaint. 

He set the whole machinery of justice at work, and the result is 
seen in the indictment of men in high position in the Government 
and out of it, and a few days agoin the illuminating exposition in 
this District of the conviction of men who had for years, under 
all administrations, had the confidence of the Department and, 
as far as they were known, of the country. 

But. sir, I intend to make a few remarks upon the broader sub- 
ject which was so ably discussed this afternoon by my friend the 
distinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay]. The present 
naval bill provoked much more debate in the House of Repre- 
sentatives than it has done here. The general charge against it 
has been very much on the line so vigorously portrayed by the 
Senator from Georgia, against the size of this appropriation and 
the dangers of its increase in the future. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I spoke entirely in regard to what 
should be the size of our appropriations in the future. I said I 
did not believe we should continue at the rapid rate we have been 
going during the last six or seven years, and I did not speak 
against the passage of this bill. 

Mr. DEPEW. I accept the correction. I misunderstood the 
Senator. But certainly in the other House the objection was of 
that character. 

Now, I find no fault with rigid economists in public life. I be- 
lieve in the ‘‘ watchdog of the Treasury.’’ It is a most disagree- 
able and unpopular position, but it is one which ought to be held 
by somebody in every deliberative body. Nomatter how rich we 
may be, and our wealth is constantly exploited, it is no reason 
for extravagance or foolish or unwise expenditures. 

But, sir, we have been liberal in every direction, and especially 
in those directions about which complaintis made, that in order to 
take care of the Navy we are neglecting internal improvements 
We have been engaged 
for years in the most liberal expenditures for rivers, harbors, and 
bays. We have made those expenditures, though they are en- 
tirely local, out of the Treasury of the whole people, and out of 
taxation of the whole people, because we believed that it is the 
duty of the Government to promote navigation and safe carriage 
of our goods everywhere in the country. 

We have gone a step further and made large appropriations for 
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irrigation in territories which are sparsely inhabited, which 1 
never have large populations, which 99 per cent of our peopl: 
never see, because we beliéved that what was for the benefit 
one part of the country was the benefit of all, and thatif we c 
bring vast regions of desert into productive agriculture we would 
be accomplishing a good result in the increase of the wealth. ; 
opportunities for homes and employment, and the good liyi 
of our citizens. 

We have made like appropriations with great liberality for ¢ 
construction of public buildings all over the country, until ; 
criticism has been made that many of them are beyond what tho 
needs of the localities are or ever can be. 

Every great power has found it necessary to provide protect 
for its commerce, it foreign trade, its ports, and its people d 
business or traveling in other countries. We have become a ¢ 
power. It is not an idle expression; it isa fact. We to-day | 
up alongside of the five great powers of the world. We have 
sumed responsibilities by this expansion from which we can not 
escape, and ought not to if we could. 

Therefore it is incumbent upon us to act on the lines of the 
nations which are our rivals and competitors and whom we hope 
to keep our friends. We are free from invasion. Nobody sup- 
poses fora moment that it would be possible for any nation to 
send here an army that could secure a foothold upon our land, 
Our forts in our harbors and our submarines are protection for 
our coasts, and the Volunteer Army, which is always ready on 
call, would annihilate any army which any fleet, if by possibility 
it reached our coast, could land upon our shores. 

But, sir, we are and have become within a few years, in being 
a world power, subject to perils and conditions which never ex- 
isted before. We have obligations to the island of Cuba, where 
we have said to the world we will protect her against assault or 
invasion, against any attack upon her independence or the integ- 
rity of her territory or her institutions. We have Porto Rico, 
which can be defended only from the sea, as Cuba can be defended 
only from the sea. We have Tutuila, Guam, Hawaii, and the 
Philippines, far from the United States, all of which must be p: 
tected from the sea. 

But we have assumed another obligation which is much greater, 
and that is the isthmian canal. We have the longest line of 
coast of any power in the world except one—7,000 miles, and in 
addition to that Alaska. Alaska is growing in wealth and in 
population to an extent which is enlisting attention everywher 
and has to be defended from the sea. 

But, sir, the isthmian canal has opened a new era for Ameri 
and the world. Already the treaty has been signed, the neg 
tions have ended, the Commission os been appointed. We ar 
establish soon a government upon the tract ceded to us and a 
sume the responsibility for order and law. The spade is on 
way. The steam drill and the dredge will be heard within a 
months. One of the most inspiring lines of literature is Em 
son's, ‘‘ Here once the embattled farmers stood and fired th: 
heard round the world,” and the sound of the dredge and the «1 
on the Isthmus will be heard around the world, because it i 
alter the paths of commerce and to change the relations of na 

The future of the Monroe doctrine is in the custody of our Navy 
Its peaceful recognition will be the tribute which other nations 
pay not to the doctrine, but to our sea power. 

We do not appreciate until we study the subject that the a 
commercial jealousies and alarms which now exist in Em 
against us will be accentuated by the construction and comple‘ 
of thiscanal. Not alone our States on the Pacific, but the w! 
line of ports on the Atlantic coast will come into this competition, 
for the ports on the Atlantic coast will be as near in miles to Japa! 
China, and the Orient by the isthmian canal as are the reser\ 
that gather for distribution abroad the products of continentu! 
Europe or London through the Suez Canal. 

We all remember that during the Spanish-American war ! 
prime minister of Austria did his best to bring about a holy 2! 
ance against us among European powers because of what 
termed an industrial invasion which threatened the living of | 
people of the Old World. He failed in forming that combinati 
because of international jealousies, but with the opening of t! 
isthmian canal those jealousies are to increase, for the highly 
ganized industrial nations of Europe are now making so m| 
more than they can consume that they must have either a 
gestion of population and production, with its result of desper 
tion, poverty, and anarchy, or they must find markets. There 
only one market which is free, and that is among the depend: 
peoples of Asia and Africa. 

Now, when through the isthmian canal all products of the in- 
dustrial energies of this country can reach that market just °s 

uickly and cheaply as can the manufactures of the Old World, 
then, sir, will come a competition which will be most acute ) 
cause of the skill of our artisansand business talent of our people. 
There will be no difference between it and competiticn between 





1904. 





individuals. Weall know what competition means between men, 


firms, or corporations, and in the progress of civilization all great | until now it ranks next to Great Britain. 


nations have become business concerns, each looking in a mate- 
rialistic and business way for the production of manufacturing 
and agricultural products which shall give employment to and 
support its people and a market for the surplus of those products. 

Now, sit, we can not protect that commerce by an army or 
treaties alone. We can not protect our commerce and expand 


, our commerce by having a sea power adequate for its protec- 
n. for the security of our islands, and to prevent a hostile fleet 


ror 
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| 


| in every sea and in every port and in every trade in the v 


destroying in a week the isthmian canal after it has cost us | 


to four hundred million dollars and ten years to build—a sea | 
) wer, sir, which will not be aggressive, but will stand for and | 


ocean than any other country, because we are less vulnerable 


the land. If we have a sea power so that our floating for- | 


J ; ee : 

keep peace. Our peculiar position gives usa stronger place on 
f] 

1 

t 


resses will be second or third in rank, no power, no matter what 
its industrial or diplomatic jealonsies or its aggressive tenden- 
cies, no matter what its feelings beneath its protessions, will ever 
incur the peril of a contest when there is so much to lose and so 
little to gain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York 
will suspend one moment while the Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade 
between ports of the United States and ports or places in the 
Philippine Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philippine 
Archipelago, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside. 


| fected the budget. The admiralty could not get from Parlia 
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which, within ten years, it has grown from a very small place 





y : Its mighty steamships 
have their full share of the carriage of American products, and 


A 





ee 
; oF : rorld is 
found the subsidized ship of the German mercantile m: 


Coincident with that this enlightened and far-siehted Fenn r 
has taken up the question of the navy of Germany. Gerr 


| is @ most economical country, and yet the German navy, unde 
- trade by arbitration at The Haguealone. Wecan only main- | 


the pressure of the enlightened opinion now shared univers 
by the intelligent and progressive people of that country. ha 
risen from a low rank within ten years to be third in equipment 
and power. ; 

I was in England some years since when a wave of pessimism 

vas rolling over Great Britain and pervading Parliament. The 
general opinion was that the expenses of the naval armament 
were in excess of the needs of the country and a burden which 
could not be borne by the British taxpa ‘er. That sentiment af 





what it asked and required. 


There appeared at the time a book, and I am free to say that 
book ever published from a private citizen and an ex-officer pre 


| duced such an immediate impression upon the naval powers of 


‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin | 


ks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside, that 


opriation bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
hat order is made. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President. every year, by the natural in- 
crease in population and the tremendous immigration which is 
pouring in upon us, we are stimulating our industries and our 


the ot 


productiveness beyond that of any other nation in the world, and | 


i 
that stimulation increases a surplus for export which will grow 
larger as the years go by. Unless we can carry out the broad 
policy of expansion of markets, which has been so successfully 
pursved up to the present hour, there is danger to our business, 
employment, wages, and peace. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like the Senator to be a little 
more exact in his suggestion as to danger unless we carry out our 
present plans or proceed along the broad line of expansion which 
we bave inaugurated. Does the Senator from New York mean 
that we are to continue the securing of additional outlying terri- 
tory, seeking conqnests or purchases in different countries? 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I do not mean that we shall se- 
cure more outlying territory. I do not think the occasion will 
ever arise, so far as at present the situation is visible, where we 
will need or accept other lands. But I do mean that we shall. if 
possible, have a mercantile marine some day or other. Ido mean 
that we shall have a navy adequate to protect our commerce all 
over the world, our people everywhere, and the outlying territo- 








Senate may proceed with the consideration of the naval ap- | 


the world asthe Sea Power of Captain Mahan. It had the wid 
circulation and was generally read in Great Britain 
pers took it up. It became the talk of the clubs 

rooms, and the workshops. ‘The debate was enlivened i 
ment. I heard men of the highest distincton. fror 











down, talk with enthusiasm of the revelations and teachings of 
| this book and the wisdom of acting upon its suegestions. Very 
soon &@ new programme was adopted by Great I in, a - 
| gramme which provided that. no matter what ot! countries 
might expend or do,Great Britain wonld always havea fleet equal 
to the combined fleets of the two | est naval pows ; 
We have given our thought and energies mainly during the 
hundred and seventeen years of our organized e to t le- 


| velopment of our territory : 


| 


ries we possess. I do mean that we shall follow continuously, | 


from our Executive and State Department, the line upon which 
the notes of Secretary Hay to the foreign powers for the open door 
and the integrity of China against partition proceeded, and that 
this will continue to be a policy for the benefit of the growing 
commerce, industries, and productiveness of the United States. 


We all remember, who were in Europe after the formation of the | 


German Empire and who had the opportunity of knowing, what 
cre the views of that greatest statesman of the German race, 
ismarck, that at that time he saw infinite peril to the German 


) far beyond their home markets that he said he saw a conges- 
on which might lead to a social revolution unless ontlets could 


> pet ee 


be found. So he sent bis agents all over the world looking for | 


territories which could be acquired or settled in South America 

arved out of Africa or Asia for German colonization and for 
places where the productive German cradle could find homes and 
happiness, 

He was followed by Emperor William, one of the most enlight- 
ened and far-sighted executives who ever inherited a throne. He 
saw these conditions and he improved upon them, both in the 
German mercantile marine and in the German navy. Under the 
inspiration of his energetic g-nius, under the inspiration, if you 
please. of his impulsiveness and strenuosity, the German mercan- 
tile marine has received encouragement from the Government by 


eople because the increase of population and productiverness was | 





manufactures, to the building of railroads and canals, and to a 


veloping and encouraging our internal commerce; and we have 
paid very little attention to the sea. 


Our position upon the sea has been spasmodic and not logical 
until within the last fourteen years. Whenever we hat n 
forced upon the ocean the record of our Navy bas been brill 
and glorious. The story of our ships with John Pau! L 
the Revolution. Hull, Decatur. Perry, Lawrenc: h, 
Rogers, and t! ei F associates in the war of INI 2». Farrat | I I 


Foote, and others in the civil war, and Dewey and the ©: 
heroes in the Spanish war hs ed § sat upon the sea we only 


t 


| need the ships, for we have the : fficers and the men 





But, sir, after the warof 1si2 there was little d rourN 
The old frigates, whose names and victories we1 nspi 
of all of us in our school days and are still war cries on battle I 
and cruisers, went into dry dock and were either p 
came practice vessels or museums. Then, when vil war 
came suddenly upon us, we bought everything which could float, 

| much of which was only fit for the scrap heap. It is admitted 

that what that Navy did during the civil war was oneof t 
cipal means in bringing it to a close, and if we had possessed at 
that time a navy adequate to our needs it would have ended much 
sooner, notwithstanding that it was an internecin t and 
mainly upon land and carried on under conditions which 1 
never exist in a war with a foreign power 

After the war we sold most of our fleet and devoted our 
to recuperation. to repairing the losses and disasters of the 
and paid little attention to our Navy. 

Then came the Spanish-American war. We 1 pr 
somewhat in the naval programme then, or I dor 
Dewey would have been, or how we could hav 1d 
Cuban campaign. We had not the proper armam n 
We had nothing adequate in our harbors in the way of tory 
submarines. and the hike. If that war.coming up in a night 
been with Germany, Great Britain, or France our sit on vi 
have been deplorable. Happily for us it wa 
could not compare with us as a sea power, and thé 
was quickly destroyed. 

Now, sir, the situation is changed. We have a prograt 
which was adopted some fourteen years ago. Ith 
with reasonable consistency uy] 1e pl t tir , 
us ships which have raised us from the twentieth in r: 
fifth, and with the ships in course of cor nd tl . 
gramme carried out which is in this bill we will : a 
power. 

One of the most valuable presentations made on this question 
has been the very able speech of the Senator from Maine { Mr. 
Ha ek], the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs. But I 


Queene 


will go for an instant outside of the limits of the official state- 
ment into the general character of this question. 
The necessity for a navy which will place us third or second 
J L 
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in rank I have already in a measure outlined. It takes five years 
to build a battle ship. It takes a proportionate number of years 
to build armored cruisers, torpedo boats, submarine boats, and 
torpedo-boat destroyers. A navy can not be extemporized or 
constructed in a day or a year. 

I have no doubt, in addition to the tariff walls which have been 
put up all over Europe against us, and which prevent further ex- 
pansion of our trade on the Continent of Europe, that Mr. Cham- 
berlain will succeed in England. I think he will be defeated in 
the next general election, but the sentiment will grow, and there 
will be a short life for the party which comes into power on the 
old free-trade programme. Mr. Chamberlain will find himself in 
five or six years, with an increased majority behind him, coming 
into power on an entire reversal of the traditional policy of Great 
Britain. 

The example of the United States, the tremendous development 
of our resources and industries by reason of the protective tariff, 
our enormous growth in wealth, because we have made America 
for Americans, have already made Germany, France, Russia, 
Italy, and Austria adopt the protective system. 

Their tariff walls are raised against us because the enterprise of 
our manufacturers and the skill of our artisans and cheap trans- 
portation are making our competition dangerous. When England 
reverses her policy, when she ceases to be a dumping ground for 
our surplus, when her ports are no longer open to our cereals, our 
fabrics in cotton and wool, our manufactures in wood and steel, 
when she enacts a tariff which will keep her factories going and 
her own workmen employed at living wages against foreign pro- 
ducers, then we will find that the American business man, the 





American factory, the American farm, and the American work- | 


ingman wiil demand that we enter those markets of the East, which 
will not be opened and kept open for us except by an adequate 
Navy. 

I do not know what will result from this war between Russia 
and Japan. We are taking no part with one side or the other, 


but we do know that whatever happens is of infinite moment to us. | the nature of the case, one. 
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| refers was not on the initiative of Secretary Hay, but was suc 
| gested to him by the German Government, and when Secre‘ 
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European nations. Why are they now accepting a very unpo) 
lar note from Secretary Hay and assenting to it when we have ; 
adequate Navy? It is because none of the great powers of 
world want any irritation of any kind with the United St, 
even with her present equipment, for they recognize our boun| 


) 


| less resources. 


Mr.PATTERSON. Mr. President, the Senator from New Yor. 
I think is aware that the note from Secretary Hay to which | 


ity 
Hay sent out his note to the different powers he simply acte: as 
the mouthpiece of Germany, according to the reports which haye 
been uncontradicted now ever since that note went out. 

Then one additional matter—passing from that, and the Senator 
can take it up—suppose the moral force and power of the United 
States is disregarded? The Senator has not yet answered thai 
question. 


Mr. DEPEW. I beg pardon. Will the Senator please repoat 
his statement? 
Mr. PATTERSON. Suppose the moral influence, the moral 


power, upon which the Senator from New York enlarges so elo- 





quently and clearly, is disregarded by those European powers, 
| the European powers going upon the theory that ‘the United 
| States, under the Monroe doctrine, excludes us from the Western 
| Continent, therefore we will exclude the United States from our 
_ continent; ’’ what, then, is the United States to do? The Sena- 
| tor from New York has not seen fit to answer, although the ques- 
| tion Seen that particular phase of the subject has been pretty 
pointed. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I thought I had answered. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to say to the Senator from Colorado 
| [Mr. PatTerRson] that the case he put is not a supposable case. 
| The interests of the United States, England, and Japan are, in 
They are all in favor of and belicye 


Ten years ago, from a commercial standpoint, we would not | in maintaining ‘‘ the open door”’ as against Russia and whatever 


have cared what happened to China. 


To-day what becomes of | power may be associated with her. 


The conditions which the 


that ancient Empire is vital to American commerce, industry, and | Senator from Colorado presupposes are never likely to exist. It 


trade. 


millions of people, with what Great Britain, Germany, and France 
have sliced off from that country, if in the general adjustment 


If Russia should succeed, for instance, and take Man- | is purely a farfetched hypothetical case. 
churia, which is a large portion of Chinese territory, with its | 


With our Navy in those Eastern waters, with our power in 
those Eastern waters, we will be in exactly the condition we 


were when the Boxer rebellion broke out in China. With a 


there should be further division and occupation, it would all mean | few of our troops from the Philippine Islands and with part of 


that other doors were to be closed and other barrie 
against American production and its entrance into those markets. 

So our policy is, and must be, to maintain as far as possible the 
integrity of China and her autonomy. We are going to be con- 
sulted when that time comes and this Russian-Japanese war is 
over, no matter which side is the victor. We are to be consulted 
because the adjustment is not to be made nor to be permitted by 
the rest of Europe to be made by those two powers, but by a 
European congress, the same as it always has been. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. DEPEW. Ido. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, this is a very interesting 
portion of the distinguished Senator’s speech, touching upon 
China and its future. He speaks of the possibility or the proba- 
bility of European powers dividing up China, and says that we 
must be consulted. Suppose the European powers divide up China 
without consulting us, has the policy of the United States been 
so changed, under a Republican or other Administration, that 
we shall enter into a foreign war to prevent the disposition of 
China by European powers? 

Mr. DEPEW. No, sir; not that exactly, but—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, not exactly, but pretty close to it? 

Mr. DEPEW. Just only so close as this: If we have a navy 
which is second among world powers at that time, and we will 
come pretty near it 

Mr. PATTERSON. But suppose, Mr. President, England, with 
its navy as large as the navies of any other two powers, or Ger- 
many, whose navy at least will then be third in size, or France— 
this is the task we are undertaking—with the combined navies of 
those countries outclassing ours as three to one, what, in the 
opinion of the distinguished Senator from New York, will the 
United States do to prevent it? If mere negotiation fails, then is 
it the Senator’s understanding that the policy is war? 

Mr. DEPEW. My observations on this question are based upon 
broader lines than the possibilities of our going towar. They are 
based upon the position which the United States will hold among 
nations so jealous of one another that our friendship, even in a 
moral way, will be eagerly sought. 

The partition of China is not to be done without immense fric- 
tion. Itisnot to be done without tremendous antagonisms among 








rs to be raised | 


our Navy we participated in suppressing that Boxer rebellion, 
and the voice of the United States was as potential as that of any 
of the great nations of the world in settling those Boxer troubles 
and bringing peace to China. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. DEPEW. Lyield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, in reference to the reply of 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson] I understand now t 
he goes upon the theory that there is some sort of an alliance be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain and Japan. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from New York, who has the 
floor, will allow me—— 

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. Iam trespassing on his time. 

Mr. PATTERSON. SoamI. 

Mr. NELSON. With the permission of the Senator from Ne\ 
York, I will say there is nothing of the kind; there is no allia 
other than that alliance which arises from a mutuality of inter- 
est. We have interests in common; we are interested in the | 
ippine Islands and we are interested in the building up of : 
commerce in the Orient. England is interested in maintaining 
her commerce in those countries; she has possessions there, 4 
her commerce is immense. So with Japan. Their interests « 
identical with ours, and their interests are, in the very natu! 
the case, hostile to the dismemberment of the Chinese Empire 
the absorption of Manchuria by Russia. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then, with the permission of the Sens." 
from New York [Mr. Derew],I understand, according to | 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSon], there is no actual alliance, 
so far as he has knowledge, between the United States and Gr: 
Britain and Japan. It is simply a temporary alliance arising © 
of mutuality of interest. I am quite free to confess, if that 1s 
case, that so long as that mutuality exists and it is not overco! 
by interests of still greater weight of one or the other of the th: 
nations referred to by the Senator it is very likely that th: 
three nations will stand united and opposed to the other nativ! 
which insist upon a different policy. 

But, Mr. President, how long will an alliance based upon mu- 
tuality of interest exist where there is no obligation resting upo! 
one nation having such an alliance with the other. except presel'! 
mutual interest in a certain line of policy in the Far East? How 
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lone. Mr. President, would it require Great Britain, if it came to 
melusion that it was either war or a division of the Chinese 


re, to side with Germany and France and Italy and Spain | 


1 
Cl 


ude. **Since China is to be divided. we will unite with 


r European nations and get the lion’s share if we can?”’ 
useless, it is childish, it seems to me, Mr. President. to rest 


ny considerable length of time upon a present friendly feel- 
etween three far-distant nations—one in the Far West, an- 


upon present interests happening to be mutual for the time, 
there is danger to the one or the 


se other if they should 
d ite or seek benefits along another line. It becomes a mere 
} er in the future of greater interest or greater results for 
é r one or the other to abandon the alliance that is based sim- 
ply upon mutuality. 

Mr. President, both Senators should look the proposition 
« ely in the face, since we are talking about our great Navy, 
ani havirg become a world power, and that we must be con- 
sulted when the question of the division of the Chinese Empire 
may arise. The question the people of this country are inter- 


ested in—sinece both of the Senators represent. in my opirion. 


the average sentiment of the Republican Administration—is what 
is .e the course of the United States in the event of these in- 
terests changing and Great Britain uniting with other powers for 


lismemberment of China? 
ir. HALE. Mr. President 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
rk yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I do not desire, Mr. President, that the scope of 
the debate upon this appropriation bill. purely a mater of the 
Navy. should extend to extraneous matters; but I do not want 
tatement the Senator from Minnesota {Mr. Ne._son] has 


the st 
made in the Senate to go unchallenged. I do not want it to be 





the question. But, again I say, without my protest, no declara- 
tion shall be made here which, while the Senator says does not in- 
volve an alliance, is so strong a statement that it would in any 


emergency that might come up produce an alliance. I do not be- 


| lieve that, Mr. Pr sident. 


| if itis Japan, the United States will be in with Japan: 


quoted, as it will be, and stated as a proposition covering the | 


att 
going on, to the countries involved in that war or to the inter- 
ests that other countries or we may have. 

I do not agree that there is any snch common interest as the 
Senator from Minnesota states between the United States and 
Great Britain and Japan upon the one side against Russia and 
Germany or France or any other country on the other side. The 
attitude of the United States, as taken by the State Department, 
the attitude of the Administration, is one of complete neutrality 
between those parties; and when it is said that we have to-day a 
common interest with Japan and with England with reference to 
Manchuria, that is a statement that the Governmentof the United 
States and its interests and its tendencies are against Russia and 
in favor of Japan. 

I do not want that statement to go unchallenged. I do not at- 
tempt to forecast—I can not pierce the future—but if I were called 
upon to prophesy, I should say that in the future. particularly if 
Japan emerges triumphant from this war, the country the United 
States will find her greatest rival in trade, her greatest antagonist 
in competition, the nation most likely to aggress, to monopolize, 
and control China is not Russia, but is Japan. 

Now, I do not want to say, following that, that our interests 
and our attitude are in favor of Russia as against Japan; but I do 


ude of the United States, now that this war in tle East is | 


| York yield to the Senator 
0 -in the Far East,and the other between them—that depends | 


Mr 


2>ATTERSON. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator 
from Colorado? 
Mr. DEPEW. Certaiuly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Just one word, becans : 
we already have trenched too long upon the time of the Senato 


from New York. I simply want to emphasize, if possib 


ei 
attitude of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate) ini sting that 
this country shall be regarded as absolutely impartial in its feel- 
ings. if that were possible, and in its course as between the two 
fighting nations. Whether that is wise or not whether the 

| public mind of the United States will permit it or not, isa question 
t 


hat need not be discussed now. 
3nt, as | understand the attitude of the Senator fr 


is that, being impartial, the United States is in a position to take 
advantage for the benefit of the United States, whichever side 


may win. Ifit is Russia, the United States will bein with Russia; 
i there 
will be no antagonism between the United States and cither the 
me nation or the other: and, following the commercial i 
the United States will be in a position to secure the greatest pos- 
sible benefit whichever way the war may end. 

Mr. HALE. I do not go to that extent 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. DEPEW. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not goto that extent. I suppose if we main- 
tain this neutrality. whatever the ontcome may be. shall not 
have made an enemy: but | do not feel that we are ma 
that attitude for the sake of any great benefit to 
States. 

I do not join in the feeling that a very critical thing for, a very 
great thing to the United States, and a thing of great magnitude 
in our commerce is this oriental trade. It is a very small matter 


an 
a 


instinct 


wre 
nt sIning 
tlia in 


the United 


| compared either with our other foreign trade or our immense home 


trade and home market. We have. through the events that have 
taken place in the last four or five years, not gained trade, but we 
have lost trade relatively. 

When the troubles broke ont in China, when the Boxer re- 


bellion came tothe surface. we were beating all the nations of the 
world in the trade with China. We did not want ‘** the onen 
| door; ”’ we had the preference of the Chinese. We had let China 
alone. England had bullied her: France had insu!ted her: Ger- 


| many had derided her; Russia had despoiled her. a 


7 
“el 
u 


nd the Unit 
States had kept hands off. If we had not, throngh our position 
there, throngh our naval force and the proximity of the Philip- 
pine Islands, joined the armies of the predatory nations—of which 
we were not—the Chinese Boxers would have taken n 


the legati 
of the United States, borne it in friendly arms to the seaboa 
ard, 


| and kept it there while fighting with the other powers. 


not want it said, on the other side, that our attitude and our sym- | 


pathies and our trade are all with Japan and with England and 
against the other powers. 

lake the Philippines. 
colonies and continue to keep them under the yoke. the 
that will give us any trouble in the Philippines will not be Ger- 
many, nor Russia, nor France, nor England, but the growing, ag 
gressive, ambitions power of the Orient—the Japanese Empire. 
It is not a feeble people; it is not a small people. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President. as the Senator has called me to 
task for what I said, I should like to know by what right he calls 
the little country of Japan a vicious power. 


Mr. HALE. “A vicious power!’ 1 have not called it ‘* a vicious 
wea”? 
Mr. NELSON. The Senator just used that expression. 


Mr. HALE. “Ambitious,”’ I said. 
ator will look at the dictionary,are not the same. ‘‘Ambitious”’ 
has one property, one definition; ** vicious " has another. 

Mr. NELSON. I beg pardon; I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. I would use “ ambitious” as applied to the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota, but I would not use ** vicious." 

No, Mr. President, what I am protesting against is any state- 
ment here that countervai s or modifies the wise position the Gov- 
ernment is taking. that in this contest not only will it not inter- 
fere, but that it will not avow,. show, or have any sympathy, but 
will maintain a determined and wise neutrality. 

Whatever we may think, whatever may be our feeling, I am 
not going to discuss which nation Isympathize with. Thatis not 


If we hold that people in our power as | 
first power | 


| tain the integrity of China. as Europe has talen 


The two words. if the Sen- | 





People have not reflected exactly upon that situation. Wewere 
beating the world, and if we had not been involved in any of 
these Eastern troubles we should have had no question of ** the 
open door.”’ They were with us. We alienated 
time, and I do not want to see them further alienated 


them for th 


Again. I 


say that the question of trade out there is nothing to he compared 
with our other foreign trade and our immense home trade: it is 
very small. Therefore. when I am in favor of maintaining nen 


trality, I have not got any view that we are going to, wh this 
war is over, drive a bargin that will be of any great imp 
to us with either power that comes ont ahead. But we 
keep our hands off of these oriental combinations and intricacies 
and policies. It will be an ill day for the United States wl she 
takes upon herself the proposition that it is her business to main- 


en 
rtance 


onzht to 


the pr 


Df n 
that it is their business to maintain the integrity of Turkey: be 
canse. as in Turkey's case. that means ultimately when it comes, 
war, if it is necessary to enforce that proposition. 

I am not in favor of any policy that involves us at last in the 
immense expenditures, the stupendous losses. and the nnuspeak- 
able wickedness of the American people and the United States 
being involved in a war upon any issue that arises in 
7.000 miles away from us. So I want neutrality, and I want 
nothing said anywhere that will be quoted by « Q 
powers to inflame the other power, and so I deprecate the state- 
ment of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President. my speech has had a very in- 


teresting interruption, asit always has when the keen intelligence 


of the Senator from Colorado |Mr. Parte! watchful of 
the interests of his party; but when he states that the noteo 


retary Hay, which has aroused such world-wide int 
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universal approval, was inspired by the German Government it 
would indicate that his enterprising paper, the Denver News, has 
Marconi relations with the palace at Potsdam, where the Emperor 
resides, not enjoyed by other newspapers of the United States. 

Certainly, the revelation is brand new, and the Senator from 
Colorado would not make it unless, under the broad seal of Ger- 
many and the royal arms of its Emperor, he was in receipt of the 
information. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, just one moment. The 
Associated Press, which communicates to all the papers of the 
country, made that statement; and if the Senator from New York 
was conversant with the Associated Press news as published in 
the great dailies of the empire city of his own State, he would be 
just as familiar with it as though he were a subscriber for and a 
constant reader of the Denver News. 

Mr. DEPEW. Iam acareful reader of the New York metro- 
politan newspapers, the country journals which are sent me by 
my friends the country editors, and the papers of Washington. 
I think they will be delighted with this revelation which has come 
to them this afternoon from the Senator from Colorado. 

Now, this interruption has developed the fact that the Repub- 
lican party is the most liberal party in any free country of the 
world where parties exist, because in essentials there is unity, 
and in nonessentials liberty. Certainly the debate between the 
distinguished Senator from Maine and the distinguished Senator 
from Minnesota indicates that we can differ broadly and yet sup- 
port this bill. While the Senator from Minnesota expressed his 
preferences for Japan, with a vigorous statement and straight- 
forwardness characteristic of him, the Senator from Maine, in 
calling him rigidly to account for expressing in his position as 
a Senator any preference for one side or the other in this contest, 
said he was going to conceal his views. 





Nobody in this Chamber, however, who heard what the Senator | 


from Maine said has the slightest doubt where his sympathies are. 
So while the outspoken expression of the Senator from Minnesota 
is for Japan and the concealed views of the Senator from Maine 
are plainly for Russia, the Senator from Colorado adopts the po- 
sition which comes from Democratic teachings and Democratic 
seekings for issues, without much regard to principles—he is for 
the side that is going to win, after it has won. [Laughter. | 

To return, Mr. President, from the politics of the world to the 
construction of our Navy, we all know that a navy can not be 
built in time of war. We all know what supreme folly it is to 
wait for that. We can raise an emergency armyin a month, but 
it takes five years to build a navy. 

I remember being in the Executive Mansion at one time and in 
Mr. Lincoln’s office when a telegram was handed to him which 
gave the information that a brigadier-general, through foolish- 


ness of an extreme sort, had been captured down in Virginia. In 
his command was a long train of pack wagons and mules. Mr. 


Lincoln read the dispatch and then took up his pen and said: 
‘* With that pen I can make a brigadier-general in a minute, but 
I can not replace those mules.”’ [{Laughter. ] 

Now, some one, in the exaggeration of American description, 
has said, while that may be true in the creation of brigadier-gen- 
erals, it takes forty years to make an Admiral. We must have, if 
we are to occupy the position which seems to be admitted on all 
sides to be ours, the ships on which the future Admiral can be 
trained. Our Navy happily differs from every other navy in the 
world, because it has developed a democratic tendency. There 
is no navy except that of the United States where the sailor has 
the incentive to work because he can reach a commission. But 
with us the sailor is trained so completely in every branch of the 
service that if he has the genius, industry, temperance, and am- 
bition he rises through the several grades until he gets his com- 
mission. 

We all know that during the Spanish-American war—and none 
better than my friend here, the distinguished Secretary of War at 
that time and now the Senator from Michigan |Mr. ALGER]— 
when we endeavored to secure additions to our Navy there were 
no ships for sale. One of the most interesting competitions in 
trade which ever occurred was between the United States and 
Spain in trying to buy war ships. We knocked with a golden fist 
on the doors of every navy department of every nation, great or 
small, and the answer of all was: ‘‘ No matter how much we want 
your money, it takes us too long to replace a ship, and you can 
not have it.’’ Finally we discovered there were two building in 
the shipyards of England for a South American republic. I hap- 
pened to be in London at the time, and the amount of diplomatic 
business and trading ability which was brought to bear, each bid- 
ding over the other, surpassed anything I had ever seen before in 
any trade. Of course the Yankee talent for barter came out 
ahead and we got the ships, but the Spaniard ran us a much closer 
racé in trade than he did on the sea. 

We know that in the present war both Japan and Russia, or 


| army, mean what? 


Russia and Japan, so as not to place either first [laughter], ; 
to buy war ships, and in the whole world there was only one «, 
able; and I suppose the Senator from Minnesota is pleased ; 
Japan got it. 

I agree with what the Senator from Maine has said in regay] ; 
our position, but the fact can not be concealed that every 1. 
woman, and child in the United States is lined up on one side , 
the other in this fight, as Americans always are. When there js 
a fight on, no matter what it is, whether a battle between na‘; 
or a strife between parties, or a contest between individua) 
baseball or football, or a horse race, Americans instantly tka 
sides; and they are lined up on one side or the other of this oo). 
test. But so far as we as a nation are concerned, our positi 
been expressed by the President of the United States in his ) 
lamation, and we unanimously approve his action. Behind 
we individually can say what we like. 

Now, in this connection for I had hoped that my frien’ the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorRMAN] would enlighten 
the leader of his party, in regard to the views of the oppo 
upon the naval programme this afternoon, I beg to call att: 
to a speech which he made on February 4, which created a 
deal of comment in this country and interest abroad, as the 
ances of the distinguished Senator always do. He said: 

Mr. President, an overgrown navy, an unnecessary navy, an unne ry 
_ It is inevitable that the officers, the admirals \ 
number, and captains too many to be counted in the great fleets w) 
unnecessary for our protection, will find a way to make trouble. It a) 
to me that the action of the Commander in Chief, the President of the | 
States, in the occurrences now upon the Orient in moving that unn: 
fleet from the presence and from the very ground where a conf! 
comes, is likely to occur, was a wise precaution. There was more stat 
ship shown in that act than in any other order issued to the Navy. | 
dons so that we might be kept out of what, as everybody thinks, was | 
-ire of the patriotic and brave commander of that fleet to participate 

We have naval vessels everywhere. Have you not enough now’ | 
body will answer ‘ Yes,” unless it is true, as was floating around i 


i a 
A 


is 


as 
ion 
mn 
at 


uvler- 


| naval circles, that we are marching around the globe with a chi 


| shoulders, looking for the one great nation that troubles us more than 


other in our trade relations, to get up some trouble. Who wants it’ 


Mr. President, there is nothing in the history of our new Navy, 
begun by my valued friend, that eminent New Yorker whio re- 
cently died, and whose death is a loss to the country, Willian 
Whitney—there is nothing in the history of our Navy under its 
expansion by Republican Presidents, nothing in that Navy as i 
appears to-day in all the waters of the globe, which justif 
suggestion that the war ships of the United States are cruising 
about the world with chips on the shoulders of their admirals, 
their commodores, and their commanders, seeking trouble. | 
know of no trouble which we have ever got into by the indi 
tion of officers of our Navy. They receive a training which is so 
perfect, an education which is so complete, they pass so many 
years in the Naval Academy and then so many rears as sul) rii- 
nate officers before reaching supreme command that they hay: 
the age for command and the conservatism of age and experience. 

No matter how large our Navy, wherever it is it will stan no 
for war, but for peace. No matter how great our Navy, i 
stand not for aggressiveness, but for defense. I do not belicy 
that the admiral of the fleet in the Eastern waters was seeking for 
trouble or would have involved us in a war with any nation out 
there or into taking sides with either of the combatants even 
he had not been ordered away. We havetwenty-four great 
now in those Eastern waters in the neighborhood of the hostili! 
and we can absolutely trust their commanders, while pres 
the honor, the rights, the trade, and the territories of the U1 
States, not to invite trouble with anybody. 

There is no better jnsurance policy than a navy _I am a be- 
liever in insurance.Jj In a free country, where institutions rest 
upon the people and opportunities are alike for all, every sc! 
house, every church, every asylum, every college, every hos}! 
every influence of every name, nature, and description wlic! 
educates the young or looks after those who are inyalided : 
helpless is an insurance policy of a high kind for the safety, | 
peace, the good citizenship, and the future of the Republic. 
large navy, adequate to the needs of the country, which is str) 
enough both to protect and defend it, is a minister of pea 

In these days, I would say to my friend the Senator from C 
orado, with the tremendous results that follow war, no‘natio! 
going to seek war unless it is to gain more than itis to lose. \\¢ 
are to be aggressors nowhere. We are to be assailants nowh'é 
We simply, when we have the power, are to say what our rig/i'* 
are, and we will state them so conservatively that they will not | 
denied if we have the Navy. But if we have not the Navy, ! 
matter what we assert, it will be denied. 

Wars arise in a minute, and, as I said before, it requires yeor 
to build a navy. Our Spanish-American war came on overnig!' 
almost. Nobodyanticipatedit. The Japanese-Russian war, 6: 
side complain, came on unexpectedly, when they were negotiat- 
ing. I will tell a little incident, and I do not vouch for its abs 
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curacy, though I received it from a distinguish ed man who | 


e@a 


Now she has a representative government. a constitution, a 
is in every way credible, which illustrates how a hair's breadth | parliament, univers: ls iffrage, colleges and schools. and a f1 
nds between peace and war. press and railroads, — raphs, telephi nes and electric lights, and 
| was told by this gentleman that when President Cleveland’s | an army bu lt upon the plan of and quite as efficient as that of 


7 


Ge ‘Tma wy, r,and anavy built upon the pian of and quite as efficient 
as far as it goes, as that of Great Britain. She advanced 


Venezut a message arrived in London, one of the strongest and 
t eminent members of the British cabinet said: 





. ¢ 2 y ley Tera res } with t} "act, « the ‘ orl 
his evinces a disposition and a desire for war. If a war is to occur be- | her p ope os ete. ao Sp Wish the Fe f the world, 
en Great Britain and the Unit d States and if the feeling of that country | now that they had become part of its activities, they must follow 
evidenced in this message, then the time to fight is now. America has | the cxample of the successful nations and get abreast of the best. 
vy that can not be swept by us off the sea in a few months Her p Oe hs ene bia watt Sen. tides tec lebeeun alae entonl swain her ola a 
no forts. They have no guns. er harbors are unprotected by torpe- , wt while in her isolation she might live in her old way: 





; 
r any other appliances. The war would be acalamity bey« nd any | 1f she became a power of the world she must have its tools and 
has ever occurred in history, and would leave both nations harmed to | wo apon intellectual and p! 





ree inat hard ict it ld set back civil Ms, ivsical. She saw the necessity ofa 
rreo that the imagination can hardly picture; it would set back civiliza- | an ‘ war ews reare ago + loenlnn hinéh har 
hut it is the time, if war is inevitable, when Great Britain can fight | nav: al a and she began ten years ago to develop both her 
fully for a peace with honor, because the Americans wi li appreciate | Mercantile i 1arine and her navy. 
hatasea power is, and when they do the United States will be the oe doing that she secured for herself commerce and mark for 
~midahle nower i he worl ecause of their ing litv upo ; / 1: 7 ‘ 
rmidable power in the w« rid because of their inaccessibility t pon her pro due tsanda naval power w! ich has enabled h rtoarousethe 
wonder of the world for the last few weeks. In the alignment of 
w, that statement, soI was told, was overruled by the unani- | nations. a government with a possibility of 200.000 tr: ps against 
mous judgment of his associates and by the unanimous feeling of | a government with 3.000,000 seems to be nowhere, and woul!d be 
British people that they would have good relations with the | nowhere if the contest was on land. 





United States under any circumstances. But the incident shows, | illustrates what oe Mahan has l, that it is th whicl 
if the incident was as narrated by my friend, that there stood | will govern the world for the future: and if the command of the 





i £U1 
« just a hair’s breadth between peace with honor, as it came in the | sea proves complete, then this waris to result in cor which 
5 arbitration which we brought about, and the most disastrous war | will be the surprise of everybody. 
of modern times, with the United States absolutely unprepared. | on yw, as to our ability. We are a nation of 80,0 00 peopl 
My friends the enemy have frequently assailed the President | cor dine to Mulhall we have one hund ind twenty-seven 


on account of the danger to the country with a great navy in his ee sand million dollars of wealth. Great Britain has 42,000,000 
hands. Through several speeches which have been made there people and $59,000,000,000 0 f wealth. France has 39,000,000 peo- 
has run that current, that it would be dangerous to place in the | ple and $54,000,000,000 of we alth. Germany has 56,000,000 people 





hands of the President a naval power such as we will have when | and $45,000,000,000 of wealth. aoe 
the ships now under construction are completed and this pro- | The commerce exports and imports of the United States last 
gramme is carried out. year were $2,606,000,000; of Great Britain, $4,000,000,000; of 
Mr. President, I want to say that, with all the wonderful accu- | France, $1,669,000,000, and of Germany, $2,453,000,000. Germany 
mulation of epithet with which this phrase of unsafety has been is under us by $150,000,000, and France is under us by nearly one- 
sent over the country and repeated in the two Houses of Congress | half. 
over and over again. there is nothing in the utterances or in the And yet the cost of the navies on the se2 and in « ree of 
acts of President Roosevelt which justifies the charge. He had | construction are $629,000,000 for it Britain, with « of 





the opportunity, with the whole country behind him, to make our population and less than one-half of our : l wealth; 
trouble at the time of the Canadian arbitration, if he had chosen. | $327.000,000 - wr France, with less that 2 one-half f our population 
Suddenly there had been discovered within the disputed territory | and less than one-half of our accumulated wealth, and 8182 ,000,000 




















untold wealth in the mines, and thousands upon thousands of | for Germany, with less than three-quazters of our population and 
American citizens had rushed up there and accumulated great | less than cia hell of our accumulated wealth. 
interests and made large investments. The actual cost of the vessels in commission and those that will 
fhe whole country stood by the President in maintaining the | be when the present construction is carried out for the United 
line we claimed, which brought these rich mines and this valuable | States, against the figures for these other countries, will 1 
territory under our flag. It would have taken but little to have | $182,000,000. The United States now occupies the fifth place, with 
stood firmly for our rights and to have said ‘* We yield not at all,”’ | 294,405 ‘tons, as against 387.874 for Germany .158 for Russia 
and a less wise and more impulsive and impetuous President | 576,108 for France, and 1,516,040 for Great Britain. When the 
would have seen there the opportunity of arousing the enthusiasm | vessels of all n: - ms now building are completed, then Great 
of the country for his course. But the President laid that aside. | Britain w il have 1,867,250 tonn ape: France 755,757, and the United 
He suggested and secured arbitration. States 616, 273, and while the United States will be in the third 
When the Alaska Boundary Commission—upon which were the | rank, Russia at id Gennant will be very « > tous. Th 
very able Secretary of War, the very able S melon from Massa- | 723 battle ships, armored cruisers, and other cruisers at 
chusetts, and the very able ex-Senator from Washington on the | above 1,000 tons built and building belonging to all t 
one side and the equally able and distinguished commissioners on | of the world. Of this number the United States has 93. 
the other, with that great lawyer and judge, the chief justice of it has been one of the claims of all writers on the monarchical 
England—met in London, the whole country looked on at this | side that republics, where the people govern, will not have tl 
mighty contest of testimony and of law. high appreciation of international relations which maintain 
We have sent abroad at different times in our history several | nation: al honor. I have read ri peatedly in nearly all E 
commissions who dis« charge d their duties with distinction, but | newspapers, when there has been the election of a worl 
none displayed higher judicial temperament and judgment or | or an extreme radical, a prediction that if bis party got in 
won more important results for our country than this one on the | Great oe would lose her place among the nations by 
Alaskan boundary. paring polic and le gislati n on finance and industry which 
Whe n the trial was over and the judgment rendered, nothing | would result ie the loss of her prestige and powe1 
in nodern history soex: ‘ited in all countries among right thi nking | of that commerce upon which she depends. But, sir, the I 
peo ple greater So ion than that event and its example. | States stands as a living refutation of all th charges. O 
The country will and the country does owe to President Roose- | appropriations are upon a scale of liberality unequaled in 
velt a del t of gratitude for the wisdom and the patriotism with | tory, but justified by our resources. 
hic h he initiated and carried to a successful cone lusion that We have spent $450,000,000 for the improvement of our ri 
tration. and harbors, $150,000,000 of it in the last seven vears. Wel 
“Mr. President, nations change rapidly. There is no telling what | appropriated more in the last ten years for the improv: 
may occur in the realignment after the closing of the Russian- ourrivers and harbors than the entire cost of our Nav 
Japanese war. There is no telling what may be the position of already afloat and that which will come out in th 
Japan. Thirty-eight years ago I was appointed minist r a ipan. | from our shipyards. 
You would not think it to look at me. {Laughter.] I did not Republics are not ungrateful. We are paying ba 
: 40, happily for me, but I was confirmed by the Senate and studied | year in pensions to the soldiers and their widows of a \ 
the question for months. It took then, thirty-eight years ago, | ended forty years ago. We are paying it cl fully lg 
six months to get there. It now t takes six weeks. Japan at that | fully. The time is not distant when there will be added 
t me vas in the feudal condition of Europe in the twelfth century. | 000,000 or $40,000,000 for a service p 
he had no navy except junks. Her army was equipped with | paying tothese heroes who saved the co 3 
pears, and bows and arrows, and clad in armor. Thirty-ei sht | a sum greater than the cost of the activ fa reat 1 
ars have passed by since the opening of Japan at that time, | tion inthe world, and a sum equal tothe } nt f the Ame 
and § she has been studying the methods of Western civilization so | ican Navy, with that added which is now in t i 
completely that she has advanced as far in thirty-eight years as | cost of the active French art 1y is about $ G 


Europe did in six hundred years, many $129,000,000. 
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At the same time we have with great liberality built public | hension, with executive ability of the highest order, he devoted 
buildings everywhere. We have established and are establishing | all his energies to the great work under his charge, and we can 
forest reservations for the preservation of our magnificent domain | not pay him a tribute worthy of his genius. When Mr. Whitney 
of the woods and for the protection of farms from the floods which | found the party on the other side of this Chamber in the majorit\) 
come from denuded hills. We have wisely appropriated some | it did not require a second appeal to the Senator from Maine [\\> 
twenty-odd millions of dollars for expositions which were purely | Har], in charge of the naval appropriation bill, or the Senator 
local in their immediate administration, upon the ground, and | from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], or other distinguished Republicans | 
t 


. 
he wise ground, that by bringing anywhere the products of | unite with those of us on this side and provide for the constructi ‘ 
other countries for the study of our skilled artisans and the exhi- | of a navy under a plan carefully considered and well devi 
bition of our skill for other countries we were promoting the best | During the Administration of President Harrison, which follow... 
interest of the trade, commerce, employment, and happiness of | and up to this hour, so far as I know, party lines have never divided 
our people. us upon the question of proper appropriations for the naval servi 
Mr. President, I have talked longer than I intended, but I have But, Mr. President, there have been on both sides carefy] 
been helped by so many to extend the time that I think I may be | quiry, thoughtful consideration, and frank criticisms. At , 
excused. But I trust that I may be permitted to offer a fervent | time we stayed the hands of the Administration when we beli | 
piration that after this programme of naval equipment is com- | it had gone too far in the construction, too rapidly for a healthy 
pleted, this programme of naval equipment which, in my judg- | increase, and I did not hesitate to criticise the Democratic ¢ 


ment, receives the almost unanimous approval of the American | retary who failed to recommend sufficient ships, in my jude 
people, then we shall enter into some enlightened system, I care | ment. At another time I aided and we succeeded in preventins 
not much what it may be, by which we can have a mercantile | him from securing the authority of Congress to construct too 
marine that will save us from paying $200,000,000 a year to foreign | many ships. 
ships to carry the products and the merchandise of America, Such is my position to-day. And I think, Mr. President, ¢) 
while we are paying $100,000,000 a year for a navy which could | the distinguished Secretary of the Navy who now controls that 
be happily employed in conjunction with our mercantile marine. | Department, for whom I have a high personal regard and whom 
The American flag is seldom seen in any port or on any sea or | I knew during his service in Congress, has grown too sensiti 
navigable water of the world except upon a fighting ship. We | has been imprudent and unwise, because I happened to crit 
are in every sense a peaceful and a producing people. We are | the rapidity with which this great work goes on, in rushing to a 
not a fighting nation except under necessity and provocation and | distant city and there charging my action to partisanship an 
for defense. Our clipper ships over fifty years ago were the fast- | trying to create the impression that the Democratic party is 
est vessels afloat, models for other nations, and carried 60 per | posed to the Navy. I will state, Mr. President, I spoke only for 
cent of our commerce. Now only 8 per cent goes under the | myself, and not for the Democratic party. 
American flag and 92 per cent in foreign vessels. I look forward | But that does not, Mr. President, prevent those of us who bo- 
hopefully to a near future when, by the adoption of a wise and | lieve in a proper Navy, one ample and of sufficient size to protect 
patriotic policy, an American mercantile marine will reverse these all our interests, from saying to the Department, ‘*‘ You have 
humiliating conditions and bring 92 per cent of our tonnage un- | too far,’’ or from saying to the whole Administration, * You 
have advanced too rapidly; there is no necessity for it, in 
will have an offset in the transfer of two hundred millions per eu 
' 





der our flag, when $100,000,000 spent upon our Navy annually 
annum, now paid to alien shipowners for the carriage of our The executive branch of the Government must be brouz! 
trade, to an American fleet to find its stimulating way into every | realize that it was intended by the framers of this Govern 
channel of our internal commerce and every department of our | that the representatives of the people and the Representa 
industries. from the States in this body should determine how much m 
I want the world to know that we are a commercial nation by | is to be expended for war purposes as well as to declare war. 
becoming familiar with the flag of the United States upon steam- | is for the Executive Departments to recommend; but the ju 
ers and sailing vessels carrying our products and the exchange of | ment is here, and it is placed here by the organic law. If I: 
exports and imports. I want our flag, as an emblem of peace, of | say so, and I think it entirely proper, the executive officers o! 
expanding commercial relations, and of prosperity, to be on every | Government would serve their country better if they attend ) 
sea and in every port in the world. [Applause in the galleries.] | the dstails of their offices and abstained from criticisms of 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Applause is not permitted | torsand Members of the House. 
under the rules of the Senate. It must not be repeated. Now, Mr. President, what was the scheme upon which w: 
Mr. GORMAN. M+. President, I shall not detain the Senate | tered? It was for the construction of seventy ships for the w! 
very long, because I am not in a condition to do so, and have no | American Navy, the number recommended, after mature c 
desire to weary the Senate. I wish, however, to congratulate the | eration, by the most skillful officers of the Government. 1\ 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Har] in charge of this great bill upon seventy ships have been constructed, and the expenditure 
the distinguished services he has rendered in connection with | $25,000,000 per annum has grown to $100,000,000, and is s 
the construction of the new Navy. It has been my good fortune | be $150,000,000. 
to have been associated with that Senator for eighteen years in| The Senator from New York says it is for peace and commer 
the consideration of bills making appropriations for the support | that we want this great organization. The fathers and all 
of the Navy, and during that whole period, with the exception of | preceded us thought otherwise. But then we are coolly inforn 
one Congress, the party to which he belongs has been in the ma- | by the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] that | 
jority in this body. But, sir, the construction of the new Navy fathers knew very little of the conditions which confront us 
has not been a political matter, as Senators on both sides of this | their judgments amount to nothing. 
Chamber have always favored liberal appropriations for a navy of Mr. President, every thoughtful man who has discussed t! 
sufficient size for our country’s needs. | question in Congress has feared this great armament both 
After the close of the civil war the Navy was permitted to de- | sea and land, and I call attention to the patriotic words of P: 
teriorate, and the party to which I belong made its condition a | dent Gcrfield, delivered in the House of Representatives in | 
subjectof political discussion. Finally, in 1881, the pressing need | and repeated and indorsed by Secretary—afterwards Senat 
of appropriate vessels was so apparent that Hon. William H. | Chandler in his annual report in 1883. 
Hunt, the then Secretary of the Navy, assembled a board of offi- Mr. Garfield said: 
cers, known as the ‘*‘ advisory board,” to consider and recommend The men who created this Constitution also set it in operation and d 
a scheme for a modern navy, as ali patriotic Americans desired a | oped their own idea of its character. That idea was unlike any other 
navy of which we might be proud and sufficient to protect our | then prevailed upon the earth. They made the general welfare of the pe 
intere ts at home and abroad. the great source and foundation of the common defense. In all nations 
, . , s 4s . the Old World the public defense was provided for by great standing arm 
E ollowing Secretary Hunt came another distinguished Secre- navies, and fortifiec posts, so that the nation might every moment be fu 
tary of the Navy, Secretary Chandler, under whose immediate | armed against danger from without or turbulence within: Our fathers sa 
administration the first three ironclads for the new Navy were | ane ie alee tae taeeiie a » ee tee tor 
constructed. At that time there was but a single man of the | defense shail be the intelligence, culture, and skill of our people; a deve! 
genius, enterprise, and foresight to provide : aes at which | ment of our own intellectual and senterins resources whieh will enable us | 
they could be built, and even then political feeling had run so | 0° °verything that may be necessary to equip, clothe, and feed ourselves 
high, the Navy having been for so con a period the football of | me of War, and make ourselves intelligent, happy, and prosperous in pe 


party, that Mr. Roach was almost driven to bankruptcy. | _ President Garfield believed, as the country has always believed. 
The Administration of President Cleveland followed, and Hon. that we should not be classed as one of the great military powe! 
William C, Whitney, so feelingly referred to by the Senator who | of the world. But now it is coolly stated by the distinguished 
has just spoken, accepted the portfolio of Secretary of the Navy. | junior Senator from Massachusetts that we have become a rich 
We are all familiar with the patriotic and distinguished services | and progressive nation, with aggressive policies, and therefore 
he performed during the time he presided over the Navy Depart- | our Navy, in point of numbers and effectiveness, must be greatert 
ment. A man of tremendous intellectual force, of vast compre- ! than that of France, greater than that of Russia, superior to tat 





I wonder that he 
al the distinguished Senator from New York hesitated at de- 
siring @ NAVY equal to that of Great Britain. 


* Germany, and he bows only to England. 


Mr. CARMACK. It will not be long before they do want it. 
_Mr. GORMAN. No; it will not take long at the rate at which 
are now moving on, unless the people of the country shall re- 
turn to that old sound Republican and Democratic theory that 
* power and our prestige do not depend upon the number of 
enns afloat in the Navy or the number of men who wear uniforms 

1 land. 

The expense, Mr. President—‘‘ well, what of the expense? ogi 
am quite certain the Senator from New York would say: ‘‘ We 

rea rich people. There is no trouble about our paying fora 
hundred more ships and meeting our annual expenditures on this 
ac count, even if they run up to one hundred and fifty million or 
two hundred million dollars, as the case may be.’’? But who pays 
th a nditures? Thepeople. Willthey submittoit? Forthe 

» being it is possible they may, as no man can deny thay de- 
ound insist that we shall have a splendid, well-equipped navy, 
( — to any which exists in the world in respect to appointments. 
They do not ask for a Republican or a Democratic navy, but an 
American navy; and when one or more of its officers in command 
of its men are unfortunately brought into an engagement, they 
want not only the conduct of the officers praised, but they desire 
that the men who really fight the battles and who win the vic- 
tories shall receive their just mead of praise, and not be relega‘ed 
to the rear because of petty jealousy. 

It is the people’s Navy. They want it well administered, but 
they want 1t administered with due reference to economy. Ido 
not mean parsimony, but economy. 

The American people are familiar with our past greatness. 
They know that every interest has been protected; that the Mon- 
roe doctrine has been as safe with a navy which cost $14,000.000 
a year to maintain as it is with one which costs $100.000,000. 
They also know when our expenditures reach $100,000,000 for this 
one branch of the service in 1904 that there is something radically 
wrong in its administration. 

Mr. President, the increases in our naval expenditures have 
gone on so rapidly and we have been so prosperous that the 
amounts of money flowing into the Treasury and out of it have 
not been considered. They will not be until you reach the time 
when it becomes necessary to collect more money by taxes either 
from internal revenue or from the tariff. 

Mr. Presid: nt, I doubt, unless Senators have carefully inquired 
into this matter 
this account in the last few years. My attention was called to it 
sharply, as I have no doubt was ‘that of other Se nators, by the 
ment of adistinguished gentleman in another branch of Con- 
ess who has a right to speak as to appropriations. He called 
the attention of Members of another body and the attention of all 
us here in the Senate to the fact that in the present condition 
of the revenues we must proceed with great care in the appropri- 
ations made er otherwise there would be a deficit. 

The gentleman referred to, Hon. James A. HEMENWAY, chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations of the House of Repre- 
sentatives,.in a speech delivered on January 26 last said: 


m 





ol 











Mr. Chairman, before referring to the provisions of the bill which I bring 
b ‘e the House, I want to call attention to the condi tion of the Treasury of 
the United States. It is weil in the affairs of government as weil as private 
affairs to take occasionally an account of stock and see * where we are at.” 

In view of different statements made by Members of this Congress in which 
egis at n is sugge sted upon the ground that we have a large surplus in the 
Treas I think it my duty to call the attention of the House and of the 
‘ try to areal problem tha it we are called upon tosolve. It is this: How 
can we reduce the estimated expenses of the Government for the ensuing 
fiscal year $42,000,000? 

rhe total estimates submitted at the beginning of this session for ordinary 
exponses, exclusive of $56,/ 500,000 required to meet the sinking fund, amount 
to $ 474,206.79 








m, more than - n millions in the -_ te of supplemen tal esti- 
come to the C 






hav nmittee on Appropri: is by reference of the 

rH *. Those that Save powe to ofl 1er committees a still more that will 

f , that will come to Congress before the session closes, will surely in- 

e that sum at least $15,000,000. The arbitrary cut made in the engineer's 

estimates for contract work on rivers and harbors, which will x ybably not 

I ined if the contrs ict obligations are met, amounts to $4,848 Adding 
these sums to the original estimates makes a gri and total of $i pit 79. 


iry for the 
13 in excess of the 





il revenues are estimated by the Secretary of the Trea 
| year beginning July 1 next at $704,472, 060.72. 
yhbable total revenues, $42,845,862.07. 


Estimate 
pre 
His action in cautioning us was wise and proper, and upon that 
statement this discussion began. 
I submit to Senators on the other side who have tried to give 
this debate a party turn that they will not succeed. We on this 
side will join with the chairman ‘of the Committee on Appropri- 


ations and aid him to reduce the expenditures of this Govern- | 


ment. They have never been greater inthe history of the country 
than they are now in the matter of preparation for war. The 
expenditures provided for in this bill for the pay of officers and 
the amount included for ships are greater than the entire amount 
expended in any one year of Mr. Lincoln’s Administration, when 
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*,if they know how much we have expended on | 
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we had to create a navy which was blockade every 

port from the Potomac to the Gulf. : 
The sum of $122,000,000 in 1864 included all 

itures. as well as the money i to purch ips, and we 

were then purchasing ves of any kind we could secure. 

Let me read to Senators a statement compiled from the appro- 


priation bills, so that we may see how rapidly our appropriation 


sufficient to 


the naval expend- 


use ise sh 








is 















for the Navy have increased since the first Administration of Mr 
| Cleveland: 
| Ap} O% iati for the Na 
First Cleveland Administration, fiscal urs 1886-1889 
SRNR CREO eee elie RACER EI AES Reel GS EE Re $15 837.95 
a mi a a a a as a a lf x ") 
I egal I Nar i aR aS a 25.7 S48. ] 
1889 - pe 19.‘ ». 2 
© ac. <2) 5 ca on a ane eden “=< ‘ a 
Estimz ee eee t years ot 0 
Appropriatio ns per capita for the 4 r period Shs 
| Harrison Administration, fiscal yea 90-1893 
| [RE TIA TDR aE ee $21, 692,510. 27 
} Pe ated a ise hn tt seat ane nals araeeacan meno hieadoo a 035. 53 
| te a eae ek Ls a 654.78 
| Me ke tent auteur ks as bien coewnemberuh iuwda wenden >. 00 
| 
| ST el ae ee 7 101.9 985.58 
Estimated average population for the 64, 475 
Appropriations per capita for t $1.58 
Second Cleveland Administration, fiscal years 1894-1897 
i a $° 7 431 
SS OS ie See Soe ke a a eee ee » 
th eee Ciena aiden ae ante taal tied carina tend oh ees! } 15. 31 
a did fettcinn : dddtnial Daa hana enue Ratan aaemabaaicwanweca amma ) 60, 95 
| - 
bE cnenainia ae sonnies eT 
Estimated average populatic r tha aes bi Ky) 
Appropriations per ci Fei aiticimnda cama { 
First McKinley Administration, fiscal years ] 190 
1SOs adh - ~ os ed ~ e ¢ wd 19 
A 
| SN ee one ie 7 Z iS. 000, G89 - 
1901 ina paca ae Gnhghthininglin wordinind pintal abe wiaatoass ee 65, 140,9 7 
ON a a ho a Ng Se Ng ’ 4.15 
Estimated t ¢ years --. 03,847 
Appropri t-year period - $+ 
Second McKinl toosevelt Administration, fiscal years 1902 
1h: 
SL eae dasa mianibeiiainioliind S78, 1 7 
1908 RGD MAAS A eA taek ae ela aaa eae ae ne s, 
eee ; 
| 19805 (as r port dt RIN oes oS bE i+} 
Tot ae 7 Pat Se Md Se cael weccece GO, 172, 984. & 
Estimated averag re population for th »4 year ’ S14 » 
Appro pr iations per capita for the 4 year period 34 
Mr. President, no appropri: itions , except those for the Army, 
compare in their increase with this naval appropriation, and it is 
evidently intended to make our Navy the second in the world. Is 
it not time to consider this matter? Probably nothing can be ac- 
complished now, but I desire to call attention to it. so th it this 
subject may be dealt with hereafter. 
Think of it, Mr. President! The total expenditures for the Navy 
from 1860 to 1860, inclusive—the ten years which inclu L the 
period of the great civil war—were $458,000,000. The followin 





period of ten years, from 1870 to 1879, inclusive, they ran down t 
$204,000,000, making a total for twenty years. from 1860 to 
of $662,000,000. From the Administration of President H 
to 1905 (pending bill included), a period of sixteen year 
have expended $746,000,000, or $84,000,000 m 
pended for the twenty years which included the civil war. 
But this taken by itself does not begin to give a correct id 
all we have expended for army and for naval purposes and 
fortifications. We have inaugurated “ 
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arrison 


8, We will 


re than were ex- 








a system of fortifying 
coasts at every great ha irbor in the United States. Then 
for this was brought sharply to the att tion of tl t 
more sharply than by any other by Mr. Tilden, who was 1} 
the greatest statesman of the Democratic party in my t 
called attention to the ne essity of fortify he coa 
United States at a time when we had not fa es |} 

a gun of respectable caliber, and we then began « 
fortifications. 

The following tables show the total appropriations on account 
of the Army, Navy, and fortifications from th: Adi ra 
tion of Mr. Cleveland to the period covered by the pending bill: 

Appropriations for the Army, Navy, a 

First Cleveland Administration, fisca ars 188 
a dacnae ; ceed -- $95,963,128. 40 
Navy... ealinkite -aalatnidasa re ; i : ) 
INS ins a cicharinicrin niddea cm eaaein 0.00 
Total _. - “ aang 177, 931 3) 
Estimated average po) ypulation for the 4 y 59, 336, 750 
| Appropriations per « api a for the 4 TORT DOING ein ccdincn $2.99 
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, as We must. 

These millions. these billions tha 
gress with so lavish a hand, have tended to demoralization. 
travagance is in the very atmosphere. 
lasted in fact but a few days of actu 
President, a billion of money. 
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Part of it was spent for | ¢ 
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as anything | 
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»| and giving us the 


will | 


ed | 
r 
[ 
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A war with Spain, that | 


Marcin 5, 


| Well, it is said we have entered upon a new policy. That is 
true. Wenow have colonies, as was frankly admitted by 
Senator trom New York, and to stop would be to recede in a Way 
disagreeable to those who iz 1augurated the system. Mr. Pr 
dent, I opposed this policy when the question of acquiring th 
distant lat nds was before this body. 1 do not speak of nayal 
tions or coaling stations, as they are necessary in every sea, 

| considered the acquisition of islands, thousands of miles a 

from our shores, and the governing of their “— or ten mn 

of inhabitants, as the most expensive and serious underts 
upon which we had ever entered, and productive of dire co 
quences. 

The money it has cost we can afford to lose; but I fear ¢ 
the intimation we get from the Senator from New York 
speaks so eloquently and by such authority, that when this 
naval power of ours shall have been made greater than t} 
any ot! her nation, except Great Britain, we will not stop in 
acquisition of more colonies. 

I have axguell no sympathy whatever with any movement whi 
would involve us with the great powers that are engaged in \ 
in the Far East or those whose interests are in € hina, | 
adhere to the old-fashioned doctrine of the fathers. No alli 
whatever do I want with any of those nations. Ez a nd, 
and Japan may divide China and carve it up among thems 
= no matter who happens to control those gi yvernment 

an never prevent the American people from ac ~ ring 

mane of the commerce of the world if we stand aloof. as w 
done for one hundred and twenty-five years, and let it ie 
that our Navy or Army will not be used in the affairs o! 
nations. 
| Mr. President, we should provide a sufficient navy to pr 
| this continent and to look after our tra de and commerce i: 
sea of the world. Why, sir, a single battle ship or an 
cruiser of to-day has greater power than all the ficet t 
commanded by Perry when he opened Japan to the world. 

It did not take many guns to open the ports of Japan. 
modore Perry, on his mission, was accompanied by a distin: 

| citizen of my State as the commissioner, and the dawn 

greatness and success of Japan began from that hour. It w 

the fear of our guns, but it was because the Japanese knew * 

were dealing with a nation that had no design upc 

Government. The opening of Japan, their relations wit 
outer world, their education, and all the great improvement: 

| have made are due to the impetus received from America. 

With China, Mr. President, we have dealt differently. hh 
oe for the commerce of that great Empire we have! 

‘eaties and then have abrogated them at will and treated h 

o have treated no other nationonthe earth. Butononeoc 
jin the Boxer uprising, the Administration, in its wisdom 
broad statesmanship, took part and tried to check the hat 
the other powers in demanding excessive indemnity fr 
nation. That wise and just action has not only been u 
sally commended, but it has greatly advanced our comme! 
terests. 

Mr. President, fair di 
ernments of the East is 

| more to strengthen o 


1 
’ Ju 


aling and noninterference with the 
the policy of our country; and it’ 

ur trade and increase our commerce 1 
the ships that can be bi in the next twenty years. 

| Mr. President, it resolves itself finally to the question, ( 
afford, from a financial standpoint, to go on with these 1 

| penditures? This year or next year, if a deficit arises, 

he chairman of a great committee, who belongs 
Republican party, it can be met » but the turning point wi! 

| been ré ac hed i in the great policy that is now being discu 

I thank the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har], who ha 
much to build up the Navy, for permitting debate to g 
frank statements he has made, thus 
this question to the attention of the country. In the face « 
approaching election the policy of the party in power can 1 
changed. 

Mr. President, this bill will pass, with all the increase of 
and men therein provided. When the party exigency has } 
ie! hope and believe that we shall de ‘termine the question ot the 

of the Navy without regard to party lines, as p yartisanshi} 
| not to enter into the consideration of this subject. We al! 
pride in a navy composed of ships equal to any that float 
| manned by officers and crews superior to any—a navy suflicie 
| protect every American interest ‘at home and abroad, but 
so large as to create the impression that we are striving to d 
| nate political affairs in other portions of the earth. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I am only going to cl ait n the 
attention of the Senate for a very few minutes. I listened a 
a gread deal of admiration tothe speech of the di a ishe d | Sen- 
ator from New York { Mr. DePEw]. Of course, I shall not under- 

take any elaborate reply to that speech, but will address just ta 
few remarks to one or two features of it. 

The Senator dwelt upon the vast commercial importance of the 
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: Islands to the United States, and he denied with great 
earnestness that the possession of that country would be a source 
jlitary weakn ess OF @ mil itary burden to the United States. 


Philippin 


s one view of the question, Mr. President. and I do not know 
ie who can state it better than the distinguished Senator 
* «<r ? 
f Ney Y OTK. 


‘ 
another view of the question, once expressed by a dis- 
ed citi en of New York, one Chauncey Depew. I will 
e the Senate to decide which of these two views ought to pre- 














. pa ba rtook a day or two ago to get up a debate between 
t senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] and the Senator from 
} York. I failed in that. I hope now I can get up a debate 
re the two opponents will be exactly equal in wit, logic, and 
1 of argument. 
tatement made by the Senator’s distinguished relative is 
! 1} hilippine Islands, we should reverse the traditions 
oO foundation. We should open up a new line of 
It \ tab.isadment of the miiitary govern. t over 
) ) mie iway [rom us it } INean tHoe in 
yportions of the navies of ] It we ] 
‘ ‘rea irmy to 150,000. more likely to 200,000 m It 
the increase of our annual expenditures to double what they are 
The Senator then went on to say that the increase of taxes would 
I t in the homes of the country, and he said that the Federal 
tax collector wonld become a familiar official to the American 
people. One result of this policy, he declared. would be a ** cen 
ition of power far beyond what the old Federalists ever 
a med of.”’ 
rie i ] da: 
not have empire without all its attributes, and that means a pr: 
t ! luti of ou ‘mot government and a f the 
l h the fathers } en they established s Government in 1776 


EPI 
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Ww Ww ill the Senat. ral 
MACK. Wi “agure 


Mr. | low me? 
Mr. ¢ 





Mr. DEPEW. [am on you read those utterances of mine 
made many years ago. 
Mr. CARMACK Your relative is dead now. I understand. 
DEPEW. That Chauncey Depew is dead. I knew noth 
i ut t eh ee d Iwas not then a Sen 
ator. Iwas simply a New Yorker making speeches every night 


h thought, 


and that was one of 
[ was born a Democrat. and continued so w 
: 5 7 : 
ceived a col’egiate education. [{Langhter. } 


ir. CARMACK, Does the Senator say he 


¢ "yy 
Lwwem 


| after I had re- 


was born a Dem- 





Mr. DEPEW. Iwas born a Democrat. My father wasa Dem- 
ocrat a very igid on and. sIs y.alt rir ‘elved ; coil rate 
education and had some contact with the world and saw ne- 
cessities of the country I became a Repul n I hter. | 
But it so happens that my first in pressions are always Democratic. 


{ Laughter. ] 


When Im 
pression, When I 

When Daniel W: 
Daniel Webster, except to 
way oftf—entered Congres 
bad been here long en on 
ist. When he was tak 


de that speec! 

studied the gq on | d my views. 
hster—and [ am not comparing myself to 
follow him as an evamp e, and a k is 
he came here a free trader. After h 
gh he became educated into a protection 


twas a first | 


‘hang 


mocratic 





en to task for a great protection speech by 
having quoted to him his free-trade views, he remarked that only 
wise men change their opinions. | Laughter. | 


Mr. CARMACK. The Sena 
be a De I heard of a di 
like statement, and 
Satan. when he trod the burning marl 
Wes once an angel of light. 

Tl ator says that when 
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by saying: **So 


mocrat. 


his competit ied to it 
of hell, boasted th: it he, too, 
(Laughter. 


he 


a Sel 


made that speech he was just 
t ing; that he had not thought. | think, Mr. Presiden’, the 
ditference between the Senator's situation then and n if I may 


mitted to say so. is that at that time he was not a member 





of this body; that he was speaking simply as a patriot, and that 
he had not then taken a case as a criminal lawyer to defend l the 
policy of the Republican party. I think the Senator's prophecy 
made in that speech is in line with what he has said hand to-day 





when he warned us, in effect. that we must get ready to take par 
not v in European, butin oriental politics, and that we must 
be T y and have a sufficient navy to enable us to engage in the 
k ar which some people think is pending over the division 
i China. I say that is in line with the warning which the gen- 
tir n gave, or his distinguished relative gave, in 1598. 
ir. | ident, I do not agree with the Senator upon that. If 
there is to be any great war over oriental questions between the 
nations of Europe, it would be to our advantage to keep out of 
that war. While they are destroying each other, wiping each 
other's commerée from the sea, we would seize and he ‘ld the com- 


merce and the carrying trade of the world. 


1 do not agree with the Senator either in his belief that hence- 
forth we must look—— 


Mr. DEPEW. May I ask the Senator a question? 


| give him the right to take all fl 
| States and put them in his own stables and 


Mr. CARMACK. 


Certainly. 




















Mr. DEPEW. Where would we get the shi as we havi } 
| now, to do the carrying trade of the world, as lone asthe S« ra 
| party 2 rit not let us have the ships? 

Mr. CARMACK. Oh, Mr. President, ‘* th g 
P< o's vive you the ships. If you had t ratic 
| policy of free ships you would have had t mr you 
| will have the ships whenever it pays to i si i 6 is 
| coming. and is now at hand, en American ca 3 ) 
| go into the building of slalom Cunt totes mer n I 
| tingrished Senator from { Mr. | \ es ( 

this body, in aspeech upon the ship-subsidy bill. s 0 
why American capital had not been invested in 
can ships t fact that it had been so m } er iin £ 
railroads and developing the internal ind ries of the ¢ 
| that it had not cared to seek investme: 
| Now — the country has developed in t re that il 
roads have been built all over the country. Ame nD ¢ il is 
ready to #0 into the building up of a it merchant mari ind 
if you will ju st let American shipbuilders know, « e 5 i, tl 
they are not going to get any subsidy, they will at e | | 
so to invest their money. 

As I was saying, 1 think the Senator from N York \ 
much mista} if i f n y fore 
commerce ‘ 1 a i 
merce would 1 to n 
that. Wel @ ¥ 5 s 
our comme! ‘ I the 

OU .U0 e world st a 

hat the 5 is the oO le 

( ire fo ‘ [ i lt 
peopie of China one-half of all the goods t ) m all ) 
world. it would be just about what w ire v sel to the 
5.000.000 people in Canada. The imports of India amount only 
to about $250.000.000 per ann the imports « Ji n to al 

5.000 0 or $130, a a} People \ » ha 1 low standart 
living. people who work, like the p le of Indi o. fo ir 5 o1 
6 cents a di are never going to become great pur 3 
American goods. TThatis India after it has be¢ me hun land 
fifty years under British ru 

Mr. President. I will say furthermore that I agree with wha 
was said by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hau ith 1 
Russia and Janan. Like that Senator, I do t ‘ 
part. lLintend to make a proclamation of n d 
up toit. But Lam tired of hearing people say it is to 
est of the United States that upan shall pl a t 
Japan is an aggressive. ambitious nation, a r t L 
one sense, but it is not a nation built upon the m oO west- 
ern peoples or our western country, and if China falls u r 
dominion of Japan, and that great ¢ try is ora ed with 

nius and the progressive talent of th I ast l 
resources d eloped. and its 4 0.000 >i ? t ‘ a 
military system as Japan could org: Aa 3 - 
tion whether or not this conntry or the co ries of Eu ‘ 
that matter, would derive any advantage from 

Mr. President, there is just one other little m r to w h I 
wish to call the attention of the Senate in refers » to the d- 
ing bill. There are many items of naval expen I 
up in the appropriation bill that they are not visible to the naked 
eye. A naval appropriation bill is intended t rat | 4 
supposed to be, an appropriation of public mone 
poses, for the purpose of streng hening and mai € l r- 
ican Navy. 

Now, it ought to be plain, Mr. President, and izht 
quire noargument to show, that the ¢ 
inaintenance of a pleasure yacht for any i f 
hizhest tothe lowest, is not a naval purp« a n 
mental purpose 

L wisl } to rer ad in this connection a state it, as 
Refurnisl U.S. S. M is the P 
Cost of 1 and r i 

i lise af 

st e ost of re sth ri 
Cost { r ‘ i 

Roos t 19 
Estimated cost of keeping the two 

tial call this summer ..........- K 

The total is about $245,000. It not im f 
expense: it is a very modest item con \\ - 
priation carried in this bill, but i I 
point that it is a misappropriation of } \W 5 
the President get any author oO t 8 
United States into a private pleasure yacl 
benefit? He is Com nade n cS ‘ tr \ N ug 
because he is Commander in Chief of t} \ t 


cavalry hors f the 


nse the 


United 
mn to draw his 
own carriages; and likewise because he is Commander in Chief 
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30 far 
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n use and 
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ull not occupy very mucl 
t of the bill this item: 
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one or 
I notice at 


Cuba: Dry dock, 
nator from 
{ presume, of 
has it also—of the fact t that the port 
is been ceded to this Government? Did the 
laine hear the question [ propounded? 
Yes; I was looking forthe papers. Has the Sena- 


¢ Ww) 
we J 


0,000. 
ion I wish to ask the Se 
‘riven t »> the 
¢ he Senate 
lantanamo hi: 

ir from ] 

*, HAI E : 
meluded? 

Mr. BAC IN. I asked the Senator what evidence has been fur- 
nished to the Senate or to Congress that the port of Guantanamo 
in Cuba has been ceded to the United Stat 
Mr. HALE. 1 do not know about the technical completion of 
any act of « nen but that the station has been turned over to 
United St that the United States is in ] and 
sina all way going on with its plan of makir ng a naval 
the pur} for which it was acquired, are shown by the 

es before the committee and by the estimates of the Depart- 

, which I will say in this matter estimated something more 
n a million dollars. That amount has been cut down to 
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85.0 " 


Mi >is what evi- 


if the 


Line 


Senate 


urse, 
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OSSesSsion, 


se 
heari1 
ment 
th: 

Mr. ne N. 

Mr. A LE. 
is the condition. 

Now, the Senator can tell better than I whether the final inter- 
change has taken place between the two Governments. I do not 
But to all intents and purposes the United States owns 
Guantanamo, it, is using it, and is in a gradual way 
building up a naval station. 

*-, BACON. How does the Senator arrive at that conclusion? 

Mr. HALE. First, the cotimates. and then the hearings. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly the Senator does not undertake to say 
that when territory known to belong to a foreign government is 
represented as having been ceded to the United States appro- 

ms are to be made upon hearsay or even upon hearings | 

1e committee or upon estimates sent from a Deparin 
Senator would not contend for either of those as furnishing 
ient evidenc » to authorize action by Congress in the absence 

" any official c unication = Congress of the fact that there 

a a of sover ignty to the United States. 
ld have an atin ite sent in by a Dr a nt 
pect to a part of some Canadian province or for ; bor in 
Canada on the Atlantic side, and there should be hearings before 
a committee, in wick ch it should be said that there had been a 
mr to the Government of the United States; would the Sen- 
ator say that that was sufficient evidence upon which to proceed 
to make an appropi ‘iation for the fortification of that port? 

Mr. HALE. Now— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, Iam not in doubt as to the : 
tude of the Senator or the attitude of Congress. Is ennan e 
know about the same as the Senator knows and the same as other 
Senat ors know, and the object I have in calling attention to this | 
is to show the attitude which we to-day occupy in relation to this | 
matter. 

We know by common newspaper report that there has been 
some negotiation. Of course we know the fact that in the Platt 
amendment one condition upon which the Government of the | 
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I was giving the Senator the fact 
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| naval stations, and we have heard thr 


Marcu 5, 


United States relinquished control of Cuba was that we shon}j 
have the right to select certain ports in Cuba to be established 
rough the ne vspaps 
doubtless I will say that before the committ Ee, Stat cae ha 
been made that there have been such selections made. But 
that the proper information upon which Congress is to act? 
Mr. President, if Cuba is an independent country—and 
claim that she is—and in recognition of the fact we enter 
treaties with her, there is but one way in which there ¢ an } 
erly be a cession of any territory of C nba to the United si 
id that is by a treaty entered into in the manner in‘ vhi 
stitution of the Un ited States says a treaty shall b :e 
iio —through negotiation by the President and by the a 
of this body. But we stand here to- — ay proceeding to ] 
with reference to this matte accomplished fact 
have not only failed to have any tre ty in this way, but 
have failed to have any official c ommunication whatever to 
the fact that there has been ceded to the United States tl 
anamo, 
HALE. Let me say to the Senator that the 
brought out fully. The Senator asked what reason I had 
ming that we should appropriate for this naval station. 
Secretary of the Navy has gone into it very fully in the | 
before the Naval Committee of the Hous se, all of which is In 
out in the public document which has been printed, and hy 
there just what the situationis. Anarrangement has bee 
by which a perpetual lease is to be given by the hewal lic of 
if it has not already been given, to the United States, and 
possession has been taken in accordance with it. Quite 
Senators on the F ow m 
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oreign Relations Committee kn 
what the exact status isas to the interchange of treaties 
actual completion and acceptance of the lease 

Mr. BACON. Iwill ask the Senator from Maine if h 
nizes that as a proper way in which Congress should be ir 
of such a fact? 

Mr. HALE. I think Congress is informed. 
provision of the treaty. 

Mr. BACON. What treaty? 

Mr. HALE. The Platt amendment. 

Mr. BACON. Thatis nota eee 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a legislative compact. 

Mr. BACON. That is a different m: tte r. 

I HALE. If the Senator will allow me—— 

. BACON. 


First, th 


Ir. 
Mr I was reytying to the Senator from Wi 
when I said it was a different matter. I beg pardon. 

Mr. HALE. I base it on what appears he 


ind the provision— 


Te 


ere by Secretary M 


That to enable the United States to maintain the 
and to protect the people thereof, as well as for its 
ment of Cuba will sell or lease to the United Stat 

ng or navel stations at certain points to be agre 
the United Stat 

I suppose the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senat 
Wisconsin, as members of the Committee on Foreign R 
and as having more direct communication with the Secreta 
State, can tell just how far it has proceeded. But th 
ceeded far enough that we have taken possession to go « 
occupy and build a naval station there I have no question ‘ 
ever. 

Mr. BACON. Of course we all know the facts the Sena 
stating. I suppose I have the same information that the $ 
from Massachusetts and the Senator from Wisconsin hav: 
as information has been communicated to the Commi 
Foreign Relations. I am notin any manner disputing th 
that these things are stated, and that they have a broug] 
our attention in that way, but the point to which I am « 
at tenth nis that whatever we may know about it in our } 
capacity or in our official capacity, gathered from newspa} 
parte or other statements sent to us by de partment: i “offic 
as members of a committee, those are not matters of commu! 
tion to Congress. 

There are two suggestions which I make. The first is that 
my opinion, if there had been any cession, if there had been 
sale or any lease, that is the subject-matter of a treaty. Wh 
the Senator has read is an agreement to make it a treaty. 

Mr. HALE. A lease. 

Mr. BACON. I am speaking of the Platt amendment. 
Platt amendment, under which this is made, is a specific a 
ment that a treaty will be made to carry it into effect. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; not at all. 

Mr. HALE. No; it isnot. It does not depend upon that. This 
provides that there shall be either a sale or a lease, and it is le 
to the President. 

Mr. BACON. I am not speaking of that. The Platt : 
ment stipulated that it should be embodied in a permanent treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is another thing. 


ble independence 
own defense ! 
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Mr. BACON. No, if the Senator will pardon me, it is not. 
LODGE. The Platt amendment is the law of the land. 


There is no doubt abont that. It is embodied in a law passed by 
ress. That law provided that in regard to the Isle of Pines 


. ld proceed by treaty: that in regard to a further assurance 

ould make a treaty, but that in regard to lands for coaling 
al stations Cuba should sell or lease them to us, and it be- 

the duty of the President 

; The Senator will allow me—— 

The Senator from Georgia will allow me to 

my sentence? 


' Mr. BACON. Yes: of course. 
Mr. LODGE. It became the duty of the President to make an 
a ment, and that agreement bas been made. 
Mr. BACON. How does the Senator know it? 
r. LODGE, Itis so stated by the Secretary of the Navy —— 
Mr. BACON. Oh! 
Mr. LODGE. A person of authority. 
BACON, The Secretary of the Navy —— 
»% T tr 


Wait a moment—— 
Is not the ofticer to communicate that fact to us. 
If the Senator will allow me. | sent f 


ir BACON. 
Mr. HALE 


or the papers, 


a I have a copy of the lease and the starement of the different 
r 3 it has gone through. It was signed at Habana Jnne 
pproved by the President October 2, 1903: ratified by the 
} t of Cuba August 17, 1903: ratifications excha ged at 
Washington October 6. It is just as complete a document as a 


of warranty when it passes 
and has been recorded in the 
Mi 





from the grantor to the g 
ottice of the register of deeds. 
LODGE. <And it has been transmitted to Congress by the 
dent. E 
r. BACON. The point I am making is that it has never been 
ly communicated to the Senate or to Congress. 
Mr. LODGE. It has been. It is a Senate document officially 
transmitted 
Mr. BACON, 
Mr. HALE. 
Mr. BACON, 
ir. LODGE. 
States. 
Mr. BACON. I did not see that. That is exactly the informa- 
I have been trying to get from the Senator from Maine all 
the time. Ll asked him in the beginning where he got the infor- 
ition, and be has been insisting that he got it from the Secre- 


ry. 
Mr. HALE (reading): 


offic la 


Transmitted by whom? 
Transmitted from the Executive, 
By the President? 
Transmitted by the President of the United 


1, Theodore Roosevelt, President of the United States of America, having 
Py 1nd considered the fors ing lease, do hereby approve the same, | 

tue of the authority conf ed ov the seventh of the provisions de 

relations which are to between the | ates and Cu 
tained in the actof Congress approved March 2, 190}. entitled “An act mak 
a opriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending J uns 
ao 
A 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT 

WASHINGTON, October #, 1908. 

Transmitted to Congress. 

Mr. BACON. Transmitted by whom? 

Mr. SPOONER. By whom could it be transmitted? 

Mr. BACON. It could be transmitted by a departmental offi 
cer. I want to know if the President ever sent a communication 


to Congress on the subject. 


Mr. HALE. He has. 

Mr. BACON. Please show me the document in which he sent it. 
Mr. HALE. lere it is. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator had stated in the beginning that 


the President had transmitted it, he would have answered my in- 
quiry “But I do not still understand 


Mr. HALE. He never 


He did not bring it down here himself. 

does that. He sends one thing to us through the Navy Depart- 
ment and he sends another through the Treasury Department, 
but that—— 

Mr. BACON. I will follow the example of my distinguished 
friend (Mr. Hae} in his lecture this afternoon to the Senator 
from Minnesota in calling bis attention to the difference in the 
dictionary between the detinition of the word ** transmit ** and 
the word “ bring.” I ased the word ** tramsmit."’ and if the Sen- 
ator will refer to the dictionary he will see that that does not 
Inean the same as “ bring.”’ | said ** transmit,’’ not ** bring.”’ 

Mr. HALE. He has transmitted it 

Mr. BACON. This is the report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
and if there has been any message sent to the Senate or Con- 
gress—— 

Mr. LODGE. It is in the annual message. 

Mr. FORAKER. How do we get the report of the Secretary 
of the Navy? Was it not transmitted by the President of the 
United States? If the Senator will look at the message he will 
see that the President transmits the reports of all the Secretaries. 
That is how we get them there. 
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| Mr. HALE. Iam sorry the Senator from Georgia, who is 








old Senator, does not know more about the vehicle by which we : 
get things from the Departments. 1 q (| 
| Mr. BACON, That is not the questi 
| Mr. HALE. That is this question. 
| Mr. BACON. No, I beg the Senator’s pardon. i not 
Mr. HALE. If t 1e Senator will allow n , 
a very fine point here on the matter of tr ms 
dent sends in his annual m W 
reports of the Secretaries. They are n i 
made to bim 
Mr. ALLISON. Except the report of the 
Treasury. 
Mr. HALE. pt the report of t) the 7 : 
The reports of r De t t 
dent and he mits them i n 3 
transmitted is this report of the \ 1 
re es the existing facts that t l 
tl it hus been « red 1 n n is 
has been ratified in Cuba by t ’ 
P dent has rat 1 it he t t | 
a ( I Ly lore € l 
lof showing that it bas r 
] t] en he S mol l 1 i 
] . Ido not know of any |} I L\ 
( da here o ans i s 
ti hat Congress has m sb i 
vir. KOONER I ) v 
\ HALE As 1 > l ’ 2 \+ 
know of anv other wry OD I 
] special ssage at the bD { 3 
al mocement 
Mr. BACON. Now, Mr. P t. Ie I 
had in mind and to ch | ul} th 
I stated re two pro t 
ag eulent which 1d been I bet 2 
loa W ati ll L Ce s . 
l d by t . DOUYV be ett ) i ‘ V il 
mem he t | menti d th 
In the sect 1) [had n } 
tl act had been nm ut i us of [ 
asked the Senat » State in wi way he | 
formation 
Passing from the point as to whet or not it ‘ 
communicated to us poil 
Senate is that this is vee ~ 
at it should pr eriy t t l 
tion, and it in th re to do so thi } 
and an increase ot l t 0 t 
t on. it of to ex tl ad r a 
m ra ns, to ! I V 
i change it to t rd « 
t t nee nd 1 it 
t have here pow in my hand 1 t I l 
l t knov i s 1 a 
azo. itis W t \ $ 
j t 1 ei he $ 
nsui i > ut [ f 
i wit Ty ) i i 
] whic! always us t 
Was not sent tot ly f s cou 
to send it to this body. 
Mr. President. what do e ( 
that a treaty may be mad 
by and with the adviceand con 
senting thereto? It means tha 
tries which shall have th ree 
assent of two-tairds of fais Db 
it is intended to distinctly ta Witt 
which belo so ty 
time our Constitution was m * » ti 
to confer it upon the E 
Senate. 
| will read the beginning of t 
ate that my objection is not a 
stanc It 1s s par T 
to a man as a minister and ser 
the Senate is in session Wi 
to the Senate for confirmation, 1f si ' or 
sending him even after his ! 
tion and before he had been confirmed ( . ut 
authority of law as the oth 
Now, how does this agz nent between t l 3; and 
Cuba differ fromatreaty. Let usse 
First, as to form. It is true it speaks of : it you 
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can not change the substance and character of an instrument by 
a change of names. If it is an agreement between two countries 
which is intended to have the effect of law, it is a treaty, and 
this went through all the forms of a treaty. 


The United States of America and the Republic of Cuba being desirous to 

iclude the conditions of the lease of areas of land and water for the estab- 

mnt of naval coaling stations in Guantanamo and Bahia Honda, the Re- 

of Cuba made to the United States by the agreement of February 

3, in fulfillment of the provisions of article 7 of the constitutional 

x of the Republic of Cuba, have appointed their plenipotentiaries 

The President o 

ctraordinary anc 
Anti the Pre 

f financ 


es of America, Herbert G. Squiers, envoy 
entiary in Habana; 

sident of the Rey of Cuba, José M. Garcia Montes, secre- 

and acting secretary of state and justice, who, after com- 

g toeach other their res] 


Pall veer nash ates 
rm, have agreed upon the following articles— 


} 


f the United St 


imi r pler 


= il 
the phraseology, the ordinary form of parties coming together in 
behalf of two governments for the purpose of making a treaty? 
Then it goes on with the enumeration of the different articles, 
and it winds up as follows: 

In witness whereof we, the respective plenipotentiaries, have signed this 
lease, and hereunto affixed our seals. 

Mr. SPOONER. Read that again, please. 

Mr. BACON (reading): 

In witness whereof— 

I am speaking of the signatures of the plenipotentiaries— 

In witne 

ind hereunto affixed our seals. : : 
Done at Habana, in duplicate in English and Spanish, this 2d day of July, 


H. G. SQUIERS. 


[SEAL.] 
José M. GARCIA MONTEs. 


[SEAL.] 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. BACON. 

speak on this point I will yield. 
‘eatures of the agreement. 

Mr. SPOONER, That is what I was going to ask the Senator 

ao, 

Mr. BACON. Iam going to do that because—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I had never seen it. 

Mr. BACON. I never saw it before. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir; with pleasure, in a moment. I had 
heard of it, but had never seen it. Ithink it has never been trans- 
mitted. Even if it were a proper document, even if it did not re- 
quire the approval of Congress, it has not been transmitted to the 
Senate in the way in which I think it was due to the Senate that 
it should have been transmitted—by a formal Presidential message. 


I wish to call attention to other 


[t is true, as the Senator from Maine says, it is here in a depart- | 4:55 of 
mental report, and that departmental report was transmitted by | 
the President, but that is not a direct communication by the Pres- | 


nt of the character which is usually employed when important | 


ae 
natters are communicated to Congress, upon which they are to 
ake action. 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. BACON. 
coming to the features of the agreement. 

Mr. SPOONER, Just a moment. The Senator says it was 
transmitted to Congress, not to the Senate? 

Mr. BACON. Yes; I understand that is the case, and so far as 
that goes it is a mere matter of form. I would be perfectly con- 
tent to pass by as an inadvertence the manner of transmission; 
bet the point 1 am troubled about, and which every Senator here 
ought to be troubled about, and which ought notto be one upon 
which we divide on party lines, is that this is a treaty and is of 


1 
1 
t 


no effect until it has been properly transmitted to the Senate and | 


has received the approval of two-thirds of this body. 


Now, as to the form, I have already shown that it is in the | 


usual form of treaties made by parties empowered as plenipo- 
tentiaries are for the purpose of making treaties, exhibiting to 
each other their credentials and each agreeing that the other has 
iis authority in due form. Nowit goes on. In Article I there 
is an azreement—but I will read it rather than state the sub- 
stance: 
ARTICLE I. 
The United States of America agrees and covenants to pay to the Republic 
of Cuba the annual sum of $2,000, in gold coin of the United States, as long 
nares ment. 


is nevertheless a covenant between two countries, which could 
only be made by a treaty to be the law of the land. 


quired forthwith by the Republic of Cuba. , ; 
The United States of America agrees to furnish to the Republic of Cuba 


account of rental due by virtue of said agreement. 


vective full powers, found to be in due | 


3s whereof we, the respective plenipotentiaries, have signed this 


I am not through, but still if the Senator wants | 


| or health, and authorities of the United States shal 


If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I am | 


former shall occupy and uso said areas of land by virtue of said 


/ : : | ator had that lease. 
ums necessury for the purchase of said private lands and properties, and | 


ims shall be accepted by the Republic of Cuba as advance payment on | 
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ARTICLE II. 

The said areas shall be surveyed and their boundaries distinctly marke 
by permanent fences or inclosures. ; 

The expenses of construction and maintenance of such fences or inclosy 
shall be borne by the United States. 

ARTICLE III. 

The United States of America agrees that no person, partnership, or 
poration shall be permitted to establish or maintain a commercial, indust; 
or other enterprise within said areas. 

That certainly is subject-matter of treaty agreement. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Was it transmitted to the Senate? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; it was never transmitted to the Sena 


| I repeat the sentence which I desire certain Senators to h 


That stipulation is a matter of treaty agreement. It is tru 
grows out of a lease, but it is a stipulation which is to have {| 


| effect of law in this country, a binding obligation, and one whi 
Do Senators, who so often have to pass upon treaties, recognize 


can only be made by the treaty-making power. Butif there y 


| any doubt about it the next article is one which, it seems to 1 
| puts it beyond the possibility of difference between us about it 


ARTICLE IV. 

Fugitives from justice charged with crimes or misdemeanors amenal 
Cuban law, taking refuge within said areas, shall be delivered up by) 
United States authorities on demand by duly authorized Cuban auth 

Is it possible that any Senators can divide on party lines o7 
question of that kind, as to whether that is a treaty stipula‘ 
which can only be made by a properly executed and appr 
treaty? It is an absolute extradition stipulation. 

On the other hand— 

Mark the other side now—the reciprocal agreement on the | 
of Cuba— 


On the other hand, the Republic of Cuba agrees that fugitives fror 


| tice charged with crimes or misdemeanors amenable to United States 
| committed within said areas, taking refuge in Cuban territory, shall 


mand be delivered up to duly authorized United States authorities. 


Ido not know whether I should stop to discuss Article IV 
not. Iam in doubt whether by discussing I should assume t 
any Senator will for a moment ,doubt or dispute the proposit 
that itis a treaty provision. There is a plain reciprocal extr: 
tion treaty on the one part, and on the other something that ney 
was conceived of before as possible, except through a treaty j1 
erly made and properly consented to by the Senate. 

ARTICLE V. 

Materials of all kinds, merchandise, stores, and munitions of war i1 

into said areas for exclusive use and consumption therein shall not 


| ject to payment of customs dutiesnor any other fees or charges, and t 
| sels which may carry same shall not be subject to payment of port, ton! 
| anchorage, or other fees, except in cuse said vessels shall be discharg 


out the limits of said area; and said vessels shall not be discharged wit 
the limits of said areas otherwise than through a regular port of entry 
Republic of Cuba, when both cargo and vessel shall be subject to all 
customs laws and regulations and payment of corresponding duties a 

It is further agreed that such materials, merchandise, stores, and 1 

rar shall not be transported from said areas into Cuban territ 
ARTICLE VI. 

Except as provided in the preceding article, vessels entering int 

parting from the bays of Guantanamo and Bahia Honda within th: 


Cuban territory shall bo subject exclusively to Cuban laws and au 


and orders emanating from the latter in all that ies police, e 
place no obsiacle ir 
way of entrance and departure of said vesselsexcept in case of a siate 
ARTICLE VII. 

This lease shall be ratified and the ratifications shall be exchanged i 
city of Washington within seven months from this date. 

In witness whereof, etc. 

Then follows the approval of the President: 

I, Theodore Roosevelt, President of the United States of America, ha’ 
seen and considered the foregoing lease, do hereby approve the sat 
virtue of the authority conferred by the seventh of the provisions di 
the relations which are to exist between the United States and Cuba, 
tained in the act of Congress approved March 2, 1901, entitled **An act 
ing appropriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending J 
30, 1902.” 

THEODORE Roos. 

WASHINGTON, October 2, 1903. 

That approval was doubtless made in good faith by the Pr 
dent, but it was none the less an approval which could have 1 
effect to make it law and binding on the United States. Tie 
agreement, being essentially and necessarily a treaty, could only 
become law, binding in its terms and effect, when consented to 
and advised by two-thirds of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is another lease—— _ 

Mr. McCOMAS, Will the Senator allow me to read just from 
that reference? 

Mr. BACON. 


I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. I will 


| yield to the Senator from Maryland in a moment. 
While that is in pursuance of an agreement to make a lease, it | 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is another lease of a differ- 
ent date, establishing the boundaries, which has nothing in 1t 


| except the establishment of boundaries. 
All private lands and other real property within said areas shall be ac- | 


Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not know whether the Sen- 
Mr. BACON. I will be very frank and say to the Senator from 

Connecticut, and to other Senators, that my object in calling the 
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ntion of the Senate to this matter was not for the purpose of 
ating this item of appropriation, because I have the moral 
rtainty of the fact, which has been stated by the Senator from 
ine and known to other Senators, as to what has occurred. 
t. in the first place, I had not the information, and I still do 


17 


have it, that we have been properly informed of it; and, in the | 


nd place, and more particularly (I might say that without this 

uld h ave said nothing), I had he ard “asus ally, never having 

n this dox ument, that it did contain these provisions, which 

provis io 1S which could not possibly be of force, according 

my view, unless they had been put into a treaty properly ne- 

tiated. ee » the Senate, ‘and consented to in the wé Ly 
ee the ¢ vonstitution. 


* SPOONE R. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
Mr. BACON. Certainly. I yield the floor to the Senator. 
Mr. SPOONER. Ido not wish to take the fioor. I only want 


to ask the Senator whether he is not of the opinion that this agree- 
ment, whatever may be its form, is valid so far as it leases or at- 
npts to lease to the United States a coaling station? If invalid, 
t must be under those provisions concerning which no authority 
\ conferred, or perhaps would be conferred, upon the Presi- 
ent by the Platt amendment. That is the question, and the only 
question, which has to do with the question of appropriations. 
Mr. BACON. My judgment is that while, of course, the agree- 
ment would be binding on Cuba from the fact that it was a con- 
ti m upon which we had surrendered the military control of the 
nd and turned it over to its own people, that fact alone is not 
one which would authorize that which the Senator spoke of just 


iS 


iL 
now as a legislative compa ct between two nations, so as to take 
of the class known as ‘‘ treaties.”? In other words, I do not 
nize the fact that Great Britain and the United States can 
enter into’a legislative compact unless that compact is put into the 
form of a treaty and consented to by the Senate. 

I do recognize the fact that Cuba could enter into an agreeme ce 
th us which would notrise to the dignity of a treaty and no 
require the formality of a treaty at the time she consented to the 
Platt amendment, as we call it for purposes of brevity and perfect 

lentity, because she was not then in a condition in which she 
could make a treaty. Cuba could not make a treaty 
the Platt amendment was consented to by her, but she could con- 
sent to a condition by which she would be put into a position 
where she could thereafter make a treaty. That fact, Iam sure, 
2 recognized by Senators who were not only familiar with the 
Platt amendment, but were instrumental in devising it and con- 
tructing it. 

The Platt amendment itself contains a provision which recog- 

? iz s the very legal status which I have spoken of, that while 
uldexact this as acondition before the United States would take 
certain action, Cuba should mi ike the treaty thereafter, when after 
hat change of condition she should have the power to make a 


4 
out 





cog 








aty. 
Now, this lease is executed the time when Cuba was em 
powered to make a treaty, and I think that any cession of terri- 
tory, W hether it be a permanent cession accompanied by absolute 
sovereignty or a temporary cession accompanied by partial sov- 
ereignty given by one nation to another, must necessarily be a 
treaty. The Senator from Connecticut has just pointed out to 

ie that there is another one. Is this the one? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think it is 
sent for it. 


there. I have 


Mr. BACON. Iunderstand from the Senator from Connecticut 
that there is another paper which has one of these provisions in it. 


Mr. CULLOM. There are ae I have sent to the com- 
mittee for those papers to see exactly what they are. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I hope that what I have presented 
has relieved me from the imputation, which was plainly mz ide J 
the Senators on the other side of the Chamber, that I was making 
a captious objection. I think it isa matter of the gravest moment 
that this Senate should not in any manner surrender its right to 
approve or disapprove any agreement between this country and 
any = ‘ country, because any agreement which is to have the 
fect of law mus ¢ necessarily be a treaty, and the function of this 

1ate to advise and consent to such a treaty, or to reject it, is 

t to be defe ated by calling a treaty by some other name. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] asked me a ques- 
tion which I probably have not answered as dire -ctly as I should. 
He asked whether, in so far as this paper is de signed to convey a 
lease to this Government, I consider that effective without the 
ratification of the Senate, and I do not know that I have answered 
it concisely. 

Therefore I will repeat what I said, much more generally. I 
think that any agreement by whic h territory is ceded, either tem- 
porarily or permanently, by any gove rnment to this Government 
must necessarily be in its essence and nature and substance a 
treaty, and shou!d be negotiated in the same way and approved 
in the same w ay; and as a member of the Senate it would be my 


¥ ev 
© 


Ser 
I 
n 


at the time | 


opinion that that ought to be put in the form of a treaty, and 
ought to be sent to this Senate and receive its sanction in the man 
ner provided by law. 

So far as this particular appropriation is concerned, while it is 
proper that the matter I have spoken of should be called to the 
attention of the Senate, it is not my design to move to strike it 
of But I do think that we ought never to pass—and I would 
object if there were a Democrat in the White House as quickly 
as | would when there is a Republican th re—we ought n to 


oo be seh protest and resistance anything which looks like : 

enc ichment upon the proper function | of the Senate in 

solemn a matter as the execution and ratification of a treaty. 
Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that the papers, which ar 


agreements made in reference to these lant is. vere sent to me in 
sponse to a letter from mys If to the Secretary of State. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. Presid nt, I think 4 
the facts in this case ought clearly to appear. 
Mr. BACON. Yes. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There was a lease made of tl 


call 


Guantanamo property prior to what is dt] o*] se,’’ towhich 





the Senator from Georgia | Mr. Bacon] has allud On t th 
of February, 1903, there was an agreement made between tl 
United States of America and the Republicof Cuba. It sn 
seem to have proceeded along the same lines as su ine 
agreement. There was nothing said in it about plenipotentiaries 
having been appointed. Itreferred exclusively to the boundari 


of 


the proposed territory to be leased for a coaling station. and ] 







































think, perhaps, to make this entire subject clear, I ought to read 
that entire agreement or lease. I¢ is as follows: 

CUBA COALING AND NAVAL STATIONS. 
Agreement between the United States America and t Republic of Cuba 

a the » lease (subject rr ed upot mn ty ‘nment 

eU nited States of ri ind na l 
eee ee Cu -y 16,1908. ! f 
-d States I rebraary 2 ; 
me! nt between the U1 f Ai ica and Re 
lease (subject to t izreed upon by tw ve 
a, for ar : 
ited 
te ful ( 1 
1901 @ « 

‘ f Cuba promulgated on the W 

“ARTICLE VII. To enable the United 
of Cuba, and to protect the 1 le tl Ww 
Cuban Government will sell « a 
for ¢ i tations, a I Ss, to | 
\ the t nited States 

nent to that end, 
ARTICLE I. 

Th eR ‘public of Ci tba here! st t] Ur = ae 
quired f he purp sof coalir i naval stat 1 
areas of land and wat situated 1¢ ( 

First. In Guantanamo (see Hy ra *¢ 

From a point on the south coast 4.37 1 ica é 
Windward Point Light-House, a line running n f 4.25 
nautical miles; 

From the northern extremity of this al u 
ta f 5.87 nautical mil 

Y ‘ thi . t 

Y t t ist ! 
+ T 
> Gy Hy © ( 
( ur ero wi h ‘ trol ot tl l 
urpo 
Ss f 
. H 
il > 
eI 

The grant of the foregoing a 
the wi: $ adjacent to said 1 
deepen the entrances thers ! 
any and all things necessary pl 
sta tions only, and for no other } ; 

Vessels engaged in the Cuba l hay 
wate rs included within thi at 

ARTICLE III. 

While on the one hand the Unit Stat 
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j 
ent which the Senator has read was a “‘ lease to the | cratic Administration, when Japan was a sealed book and a clos: 
by the Government of Cuba of certain areas of | door to us, Commodore Perry was sent there by our Governme? 
‘naval or coaling stations in Guantanamo and | to open Japan to the commerce of the United States and to t] 
c vas signed at Habana July 2, 1903: ap- | co nmerce of the wo rid. In opening the doors of Japan ot 
IC wr 2.1903; ratified by the President | the es of those people to the benefits of western c ivilizat On 21 
, ations exchanged at Wash- or 
_ e can see the difference, Mr. President. While Japan wa: 
. think the proper | that condition, in a feudal state, with a closed door, we hb; 
eris an entirely | commerce and traffic with her at all. Since then our comn 
eliminary to a | with that country has grown and grown; and, as Japan has 
his, where | come civilized, progressive, and enlightened, we have secured 
ld not eae I think | extensive commerce with her. 
ecognized as a pro- The Senator from Maine intimates that our commerce in t! 
which this appro- | Orient is not of much consequence. It may not be as yet as 
as our commerce with Europe, but the figures I have here 
cate What we may expect in the future. 
in 1892 our total commerce with oriental countries was 
3.634, and in 1903, eleven years later, it was $213,701,048, 1 
1 donble in eleven years: and, mind you, that increase ox 
» the Boxer rebellion was on in China. which prevent: 
measure of trade that we should otherwise have had 
se countries. 
ook at the territory in the Orient, China proper consis 
eighteen or nineteen provinces, with 1,353.8 0 square m 
population of 383,000,000; there is Manchuria. with an a 
62,000 square miles and a population of between seven an 
million: there is Korea, with an area of 82,000 square 1 
xecuted without id- | bic as the State of Minnesota, which I have the honor in 
: eaty. I do not ik, | represent here, and with a population of over 10,000,000, 
are usnally included in treaties | there is little Japan, progressive, the Yankee of the Orien 
such a lease without its ratification | Japan, with an urea of 162.000 square miles and 50,000,000 1 
Rig t here in the midst of this beehive of humanity, 
the liberty of putting the first | its vi ry doors, are our Own possessions—the Philip; vine 
is been read by the Senator from Georgia, in the | With those is!ands in our possession we are placed in ap 
to dominate the trade of the Orient. Manila and the Ph 
ON. As I have read that paper, it will necessarily g Islands being in our possession, they will become the jobbir 


} 
4 


} 


listributing center of the oriental countries: and we need a 
JOM. Very well. | not for the purpose of keeping peace in the Philippine Is 
SON and Mr. McCO dressed the Chair for peace reigns there to-day—but we need a navy, as al) ce 
SESIDENT pro tempore. Senator from Minnesota do, to look after our commerce and our commercial interes 
ON] is recognized, foreign waters. 


OMAS. I thought the Senator from Georgia still had Mr. President. there is no part of the glohe where we can |} 


[ wish him to yield to me for a moment. to make such commercial conquests and acquisitions for t] 


[OENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the | twenty-five years as in the Crient, and with the Panama ( 
eorgia to yield the floor, constraicte las we are now about constructing it, it will 

1 did yield it. cities of the Atlantic seaboard—Boston, New York. Ba 

N. Mr. President, I beg the indulgence of the | New Orleans and the other cities on the Gulf—as close t 

vh it is rather late. to submit a few observations in | large commercia ers of the Orient, Yokohama and Sha 
the statements which were made by the Senator | as ndon and Bremen and the other great cities of Em 
(Mr. Hae}. by way of the Snez Canal. Can we afford to fritter av 
nator said or intimated that I had violated some of the | commerce? Then Senators say disorder prevails in the Phi 

1 by calling the attention of the Senate, in | that war is there: that we onght to let go of that country 

o th ct that our commercial interests we He to a | me read a brief statement here. I shall not 


aul 


a t weary the Se 
in th , Orient and were identical with those of Japan, | read front a document lately presented to the Senate by the } 
Engla d. The Senator seemed to think that that was | tor from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr| and printed. [t was 
breach of the principles of neutrality, but in the same | pared by Henry ( rannett, chief geographer, United States G¢ 
ud while taking me to task for that. he called the atten- | ical Survey, and assistant director of the Philippine « 


} 


the great danger to us in case Japan should | will first re: ud what form of government thev have in the ! 


ious. He intimated to us—I can not qnote his exact | pine Islands, and then show you the conditions which pr 
e—that Japan was snch an ambitious power that, in his | there. 


>more to fear from that country than from any | I islands are organized into forty civil provinces. the city of Mar 
to the Senate that if there was any violation of | thesemimilitary, p coo? Mindanao riy-two on al 
neutrality on my part, I think the Senator from | Previnces are divided into nearly 1.000 pueb.os, which resemb.e tn 
. . . . vay our New ft t i towns, ihese are 1D turn subdivided DLO 
bem as stron iV o i} dae, 1,000 barrios or vil 
urther. Mr. President, that in the remarksI| Thech f executive officer ie the civil governor. whoisaided byf 

d to imply that our Government should take | ‘825. Who serve as executive he ds of ¢ eee 
»than it has taken. We ought to have a navy | ¢) " ‘Within these fou ieee 
nentrality in that controversy 
‘om that question, when we are discussing a matter 


a right to look in the direction where our 
sts lie. We have now become a great manu- 


ring and producing nation—the greatest on the face of the 


rislative body. Within these four departments are nuwe! 
h, with two exceptions, have Americans at their heads. T 
tinly composed of Americans, but contains several able Fili 


Lhe officers of the provinces are goveruors, most of whom are Fil 
and treasurers and supervisors, ali of whom are Americans, and secre 
tll of whom are Filipinos. The governor, treasurer, and superviser 
province form the governing board, which decides all matters of impo 
oncerning the province The chief officers of the pueblos are the 
dentes, al ae whom are Filipinos. The presidentes of the pueblos su 
rovernors of provinces are elected by the qualified voters. The ¢ 
ernor has the right to suspend or remove any ofticer, whether elected 
pointed, and to fill the vacancy thus created ; 
Throughont, in the general government, provincia) government, and Pp 
blo government, the minor offices and the clerical pusitions are in the 1! 
tilled by Filipinos, who m: dee excellent clerks 


Our productive capacity is far in excess of our home de- 

al market 
look abroad. In Europe we have almost ex- 

es: we have almost got to ** the end of our rope 

rtothe hostile tariff legislation which some of the Euro- 
‘ountries have enacted, and more that is threatened, and, as 
he Senator from New York [Mr. DirEw] intimated to-day, such 
as the changed policy that is likely to take place in England. and 
owing to the commercial jealousie s which exist in the countries 
of the old world we are subject to great competition and have 
great difficulties. The great field for American commerce and 
for the extension of our trade lies in the Orient. That is not a 
new gospel, as the Senator from Maine seems to indicate, but it 
is an old Democratic gospel. Away back in 1854, under a Demo- 


So much for the government. Now, on the question as to 


whether war or peace prev ails in that country I shall read a 
brief statement: 


The question has been frequently asked, “Ts the war in the Philippines 
over”” This would seem to indicate a great misapprehension concerning the 
situation in our Pacific islands. Many peopie seem to suppose thet outside 
of a few garrisoned posts it is dangerous tor white peopie to travel about 
Nothing could be further from the truth. The fact is that in the portion of 
the islands inhabited by the civilized peoples—i. e., three-fourths of their 
area at least—a white man is as safe in traveling or living as in Arizona cr 


en 
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) or Montana. He m: 4y gO rbout with perfect freed. m. Not only | ams n Iment offered by the § r from W ] = 
people are rea nd anxious to show him hospi lity. The ment 
rom m he asks a night's k sd gir ¢ feels highly | honored and cives | Ment. 








f 10m # mr £3 9 mae not acr 
is b st. The men salute him a3 he passes, and the children ery | The motion was not agreed to. 


3” | The PRESIDING OFFICER. Th 












{am not a Spanish scholar, but I suppose that means ‘‘ Good | to the amendment of the Senator from Wis @ 
ae ment. 
very proud if their salutation is returned. Among the wild people | The am ndment to the amendment w : 
ition 1uch the U0, —_ ugh here it is bette r to send notice of The amendment as ¢ mded was; : 
4 lvance and to bear some sort of creder Vith these ar. 7 ae se . ; 1s e947 , : 
, t is no more dai ge : than in travelins erve 2 | Mr. HALE, fam very des a pare 7 une 
friend ily Indians. way of other matters in wl 1 pena 
ate the situation, the work of t i is in- | T honed to pass it to-ni rh The Sen ) 
wee (th yi ‘ea all Am 1 )] i DY ; siness QD 17 1 
. e t | PIO ? : TY a . ’ 
P f hi ; provi and su ‘ p may involve undreds rA : Nj l LS u th ‘ t 
overland 01 ) horse br < or by cx i'r . v0 1 j nt Wi he v ) ) 
v r been molested, thous is not ready with his facts and « t l 
rovincial supervisors, als ‘ “ee : 1 1] 
Sona ceat apis. gar Bil gage Monday morning. Iam « vi d 
e many other civil offi “77 ; 1 ‘ 
uns are all over the islands e | bill to-night. But the o1 3 
y o one thinks of danger or provide ps | troversy has been dispos Tr 1ate 
rer in his pocket. to take un the bill the fi 1 Mont 1 
President, that we have established a good I move that the te adjourn 
( e Philippine Islands and that law and order pre- The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 1 35 1 
he Te. : ’ f 2 b p. m.) the Senate 1aj yurned 1 1 h h 7. 190 + ) 
President, aside from the mere commercial interests in- ! 9'¢lock meridian. 


volved in this question, there is the great moral question that 

as involved in the acquisition of the Philippine oe We _— i aaah hill iat a 

ettling ; that as becomes a great nation. When we acquired | HOUSE OF REPRES] PATIVES 
islands from Spain, we were confronted by a great I 





a+ i, < a x 
lem, which was this: Could we as a civilized nation dare to SATURDAY, 2Lc7" Fae 
those Filipinos back to the Spaniards? That would have The House met at 12 0’cl mn 
ruelty of the grossestand most oppressive kind. ‘ oul l we Prayer by the Chaplain Vv. H N. ¢ nN, D. D 
i to turn them over to themselves in their conditic They The Journal of yest 5 : land at 1 
‘nothing about government. They were saaatidatie tn you POST-OFFICE APPROPE! ie Z 
htsay,a mob. To turn them over to themselves would have ge ee tn 
1amatter of political suicide and destruction. To abat ndon! Mr. OVERSTREET, from the 1 t P fice 
n would have been to make them the spoil of the contention | and Post-Roads, reported a bill (H. R l- 
| plunder of the gre at nations of Europe. Manifestly wecould | tions foi the service of tl P O ! | 


io that. The re was only one h morable, upright, and manly | year ending June 30, 1905, and for « r ry 3: J h was 
r for the great American pé ople to do, and that was just | read a first and second time, and, witl : 
it we did—take the country, upy it, civilize the people, referred to the Committee of the Whole Hou on the state of the 


e them a good government, am establish law and order there. | Unio } 
That is exactly w hat we have done. Mr. OVERSTREET. 1 ask unan 1s ¢ t ‘ 
With that country in our possession and under our rule, Mr. | tleman from Tennessee | Mr. Moon] rf 
| ident, we have got such a footing in the Orient that we can | filing the views of the minority of the 3 l. 
inate and control that trade. Having that possession, we Mr. MANN. Are points of order r 


leet, not to take care of the Philippine Islands, to keep The SPEAK SR. One moment 
ur possession and to preserve peace and order there, but Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I want toreserve all po it OF 








need a fleet in eastern waters to look after our commercial The SP BAKER. The Chair will say that the 1 
nterests, to subserve then n, and take care of them. Tennessee has the right to file the vi Bef y 
So, Mr. President, with all dve respect to the Senator from are reaay. 5 en 
M , | want to say in him that wotii ig in t he past history of Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Very well; I file tl now, and I 
Japan, since Commodore Perry opened the doors of that country, desire to reserve points of order on the bill. 
will afford any ground for him to imagine that the American ON rder are 1 ] 


2 The SPEAKER. All] 
people need apprehend any danger from that point. by the gentleman fron 
With Japan we have the open door, and have } f 


With China, under the recent treaty, we 











thank God, on liberal conditions, and we are not On m I t ry , lved it 
Manchuria, as the Senator from Maine fellate ! Committe t h 
nt treaty ratified by the Senate we get two treaty nthecl it leration of I 
tung, near the mouth o f the Yalu River,and Mul » Indian m 
he Province of Sheng King. It is really the pri ir. SHE I ni 292 R 
churia. There is noc james has greater amendi t in reference to Uinta Rese1 L 
nt than we have, and it is necessary that th words ** October 1, 1904.”’ It should a l 
1 should exercise a moral influence, and a moral influence | think it isa misprint. It should be corrected. 
.es from the fact not only that we are a great and strong na- The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk inforn ( ; 
but from the fact that we have a good, aggressive navy. I | bill th language is ‘* 1905 
nk every eee citizen who believes in the ae po and Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct. 
‘ity and growth of the country, who wants to buil id up our Then, Mr. Chairman, on the same } isana In 


try, East and West, North and Sauth, and to peer 1ote its in- | viding for the payment $5,000 o 

rests In all quarters of the gi ybe, ought ie de ite uimeat to baila the New York Indians, for the } \ 
up our Navy. Wecan never have it any too large. ficiaries of that judgment. The amendment a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 7 N in the chair). The | vided that the appropriation be immediately avuilabl 
question is on agreeing to the amendme? offe red by the Senator | unanimous consent that the amend 
from Wisconsin |[Mr. QUARLES] to the amendment. in that form. 

Mr. QUARLES. I desire to suggest a verbal change in the The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Yorkas! 


amendment which I offered to this bill. It is inline 5 of the | mousconsent toinsert in the amendment to which has 1 
printed amendment, to strike out the word ‘‘ school’’ and insert | the words ‘‘to be immediately availabl ! 


in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ station.”’ The Chair hears none? 





Mr. HALE. Yes; thatis right. If the Senator had not made Mr. MAN N. I notice, Mr. Chairman, t! n the ] 1 
that motion, I should have made it. column of page 2927 of the Recorp, in a ' hl 
The P = SIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that verbal | offered, the language as printed is *‘ San ] ind 
change will be made. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | St. Louis.’’ It should be ‘‘San Francisco, | Vv 


A 
ment « for d by the Senator from Wisconsin to the amendment of | York.’’ It was so read. 
the committee. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that it 
Mr. HOPKINS. I move to lay on the table the amendment | so appears in the bill. 
oifered by the Senator from Wisconsin to the amendment. | Mr. SHERMAN. In the printed bill, on page 41, which has 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | been passed over, the word ** building,’’ in line 12, should h 
the motion of the Senator from Illinois to lay on the table the | been “ buildings.’ That is a printer’s mistake. I ask unani- 
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mous consent that the c orrection be made by inserting ‘‘ build- 
1 . l ead of *buil ! 
LIRMAN. Wi ithout objection, the correction will be 
mig 
SHERMAN. Iam advised that an amendment, which was 
as i to, in line 6, page 2, providing for a change of the word 
* to the word ** eight,”’ has been made in the bill tochange 
$6 coy oe six.’’ 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that “ eight”’ is the 
word any i ¢ in the » bill. 
RMAN. That is correct. That is what the RecorD 
sh 
J Clerk read as follows: 
J i ening, and er Ms urging of the tribal schools of 
t ‘ ( Chi Sa Seminole nations, and tl 
e 0 1 ler t eeeol of » tribal achool boards 
th f va ¢ of the In ior, the sum of $100.00, or so much thereof 
as to be p.aced tn t oe Doers ary of the Interior 
andd irs by him under such rules and regulat as he may prescribe. 
Mr. LITTL! I offer the amendment which I sent to the desk. 
‘Lhe Clerk read as follows: 
On page 44, in line 17, insert, after the word “ nations,” the following: 
, making provision for the attendance of children of noncilizens 
t é 
ir. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I regard the amendment that I 
have offered not only as of the highest importance, but as en- 
a the § iry of the Interior in a large measure to carry 
pu s that he evidently has in mind. The situation is 
this: This ropriation to aid the Choctaws, Chickasaws, 
i the establishment of new schools and in continuing their 
I it schools amounts to $ 00.000, The rural schools in that 
ptry often have not enough Indian pr ipils to sustain or main- 
tain t 1,and the noncitizen is entirely excluded from attend- 
‘ upon these schools. Now, with this amendment to the pro- 
V n. which will enable the Secretary of the Interior, under such 
rules as he may prescribe, to permit the attendance of noucitizen 
ebi 1 npon the Indian schools, that dificulty will be obviated. 
In other words. if in the management of the schools it is found 
n ary or feasible to do so, noncitizen children can be admitted 
into the Indian schools upon terms that the Secretary may pre- 
SC or payment, and this money may be used in part to assist 
in the carrying on of the union of the chiliren in the schools. 
Mr. CURTIS. I think if the gentleman will read the law he 
will come to the conclusion that that can be done as the law now 
st 8 
Mr. LITTLE. I think it important to relieve the Secretary of 
any embarrassment on that point. The provision inany event is 
pot absolutely mandatory; it isleftat last in the discretion of the 
school board: but I want the Secretary to feel freeabout the mat 
ter. because I believe he ougbt to | doit. I believe it to be to the 
best erest not only of the none zen chi sai but of the citi- 
Zen « tren of that country 
Mr. CURTIS. I will withdraw any objection to the amend- 
m 


Mr. LITTLE. Iam giad to hear the gentleman sav so, be 
[ revard it as of very great importance 
in the near 

oi the same common State. 
The amendment was agreed 


alse 
since these children must 











: ee 


future become patrons of the same comimon schools 





———-—s| 


course it would not be in order. It it not legislation; it is a liz. 
itation upon the appropriation carried in this bill, and this Lil] 
only, and I imagine it is not necessary to cite to the present oc, 


pant of the chair any rulings upon that point. There has never 
been a break in the chain of rulings which hold that it is in ord 
to place any limitation that Congress desires upon any appro 
ation in any bill. It is not legislation. It does not pretend upon 
its face, the text does not state, that it applies to anything ther r 


” in the moneys app ropriated in this bill. There can be no do 

itits being purely and simply a limitation, and not legislatigy,: 

pa as a limitation no one, it seems to me, will conte nd that : 
is out of order on this bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I will refer tho 

Chair to a ruling made by Mr. Moody when a Member of 


House, found on page 1472 of the Recorp of the Fifty-sixth ¢ 
gress, upon this very question. 
1 will state that in the Fifty-fourth Congress this law was 


enacted: 

it is hereby declared to be the settled policy of the Government to } 
after make noappropriation whatever for education in any sectarian s 

It is the purpose and object of section 7 of the bill under 
sideration to permit the funds appropriated by it to be u 
the purpose of supporting Indians who may be in some sectarian 


school. Therefore it is new legislation, and subject to the | 


of order that I have made. I think this ruling made by 
Moody clearly demonstrates that fact. If it is not new legislati 


then it is unnecessa ry: because the Commissioner of Indian A 
and the Secretary of the Interior construe the law as it now s 
and it would be useless to enact something intoa statute that « 
not change existing law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman. I think my friend from 17 
does not properly differentiate between a statutory provi 
a lim tation upon an appropriation. 

Congress in appropriating money is not bound to foll 
statute so far as that appropriation is concerned. Congress 1 
appropriate where the object of the appropriation is legal 
vided for, or they may omit to appropriate. Congress may 
as they see fit. 

Of course the provision can relate only to the particular a 
priation during the fiscal year for which it is made. To say 
Congress must be bound by a law heretofore made would | 
tically nullify the authority of one Congress. Wemight pr 
if that were so, a subsequent Congress from enacting any le 
tion. I think we bad a very striking illustration here only 
days ago of the right and the will of Congress to appropri 
to fail to appropriate in accordance with statute. With ra 
triotism and with more or less heroism, Congress, althon: 
law specifically provided for the payment of mileage to it 
frained from making that appropriation here. Weare not 


| simply because a statute says that a salary is so much or that 


; pr 


work shall be done: a subsequent Congress is not bound 
priate for the continuance of that work. We may do it. 
an do as we will about it. And where the provision in it 
shows that it is a limitation, confined to the year. the ca 
dar year, but the fiscal year. it is clearly, in my judgment. a | 
itation upon that appropriation or anything else in a sta 


not 


| provision. 


" c eee 
The Clerk read as follows: 

2. That no purchase of supplies for which appropriations are herein 
mace he agyreeate $500 in valueat any one time, shall be made 
without least ree weeks’ public notice by advertisement, ex 
cep ) v. Ww in the discretion of the Secretary of the In- 
ter io sb inake off il record of the facts constituting the exigency, 
my ¢ rt the to Cougress at its né session, he may direct that 
Pp! Les 1 he m open market in amount not exceedil $5.0) 
tt yur er t } Ss May be pur wed, concr 
6 i ‘ a the 1 of arte in wells, ditches. and o 
“ 1, in t the cretary Oo ie | P 
out a iz as bh in prov Provided fu , iB 
pra . n ’ la rs l minployed and purchase the o 
mace from India under the direction of the Secretary of the 

The CHAIR MA In line 20. page 46, if there be no objection. 
the Clerk will correct a typographical error, changing the word 





** purchase "’ to ** purchased.”’ 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows 

¢ 7 no part of the moneys herein appropriated for fulfilling treaty 
at vai able or expended unless expended without revard 
ti ice « ny beneiiciary at any school other than a Government 
& 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I raise a point of 
order against the section just read, section 7 

Mr. SHERMAN W hat is t! ‘ntle:man’s point of order? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Thatit is not germame to any part 
of the bill and that it is new legislation. If it is not new legisla- 
tion, then it is unnecessary to put it in here. If itis new legisla- 
tion, it 7 subject to the point of order. 

Mr. S 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit 
ask him a questi: n? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. In line 11, I would like the gent! 


man to explain what is the meaning of this language: 


Unless exp 
any sc 


suded withont rezard to the attendance of any benefi 


bool otber than a Government school. 


Now, what is the meaning of the term **exnended without r 
gard?’’ Does not that mean achange of existitfg law? If. 
gard the present law, then you must not make an appropria 
for children that attend a sectarian school. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It means, as far as thi is appropriation is ¢ 
cerned and for this one year only. the Secretary must expend 1! 
acertain manner, and Congress can di termine any kind of 1 

ner it desires the appropriation expended during the fiscal | 

Mr. STEP'IENS of Texas. but this is a plain statute that 
propose to change. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not make any difference if ther 
Congress ca ‘aed a limitation. if it so desires, on the expend 
within the fiscal \ ear, contrary to statutory provision. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It would change existing law, 21 
if this provision is enacted into a law, it would change exist 
law for this vear 

Mr.SHERMAN. That could be done. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas (continuing). Ido not think, Mr 


Chairman, that we have the right to do that; and I believe t 
the point of order should be sustained. 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Boure.L). The Chair is ready to rule. 


[ERMAN. Mr. Chairman, if it were legislation, of | The point of order made against this paragraph by the gentleman 













: { NA a) ‘O ) 7 ( Tay = = 
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from Texas has been made upon two grounds. First, that the| The Clerk read as fol ows: 
-referred to in this paragraph is not germane to the Dill. ictions upon the sale of land of tho 1 ns ] ymed 
ntleman from Texas did not press that point in his argu- | } itizens of the Cr m, I 
! in favor of the point of order. 7 : ns ar : 
STEPHENS of Texas. I did not waive, by any means, if south hi + : 
the Chair will permit the statement, that it was well taken. | s so 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair, however, deems it best to refer ae st quarter of sa eenih ; . , 
t point made by the gentleman from Texas. It seems to | cast quarter of the so ‘ n: 
Chair that the matter referred to is clearly panne to the 8 sie Bu k he 3 ttl t t 
ions of this b ill, which is a bill dealing with the education | Or? nas t 
‘ dk J act 
Indians, with the wholt subject of appropriations for the | the southea larter of 
( ition ane maintenance of the Indians. | range 13 ea ra of th 
fhe second poir it made by the gentleman from Texas is that | °° ee ee oe 
. : . ; * My Paruor OD LUTHOSt i¢ . 
{ tion is new legislation. It seems to the Chair that this | on . aot ae ree . 
: hon Shaitit | Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 1 ve the point of 
1 contains simply 7a limitation uy pon the ay ppro ypriation re- | until I k » something al + 4} 
} Pathe | Ulivl ? W somecohaing avot iS. 
ito. A recent occupant o this chair, on the 25th of Febru- | Mi on ‘EPHE NS fT ; ae co 11 
. +s e 4 : | DT. OL ) XxAas, vir AlTY wii ST 
st, reviewed all the decisions of the House relating to the : ee eee eee wu 
Bin Chan hs . yas Wen thos | these four In dians have land adjoining each other 1 it is t] 
ion between limitations and new legislation. The Ch cilia iaih: ani eseliie ites, aullicn aml enpreiie ihn ad 
e attention of the « ommitte 2 to the summing up by Mr. | curses ath “ — ler a — a aioe = : 
7 . i } ment ant he law at the presen LLMs nev Ar ] i 
( rnp, of Pennsylvania, in his decision. Mr. OuMsTep said: |? — ow oo es 
; re selling t his le and, and these four Indians are very d f 1 - 
rwiillcaliattention to the distinction between a limitation upon an oe a beneficial » ths tear be made at the pre esa 
yn and a positiv ment which limits the powers « f Govern- ing anX il sale tha a ee ’ ss vy ic, 
: Amey pay ‘ A mere limitation of the : ap priation is want siz uply to remove tl he restrictions that now exist and rmit 
. There is a - £ — on the House to ee inte f all, and them to he come their own guardians and transact their own busi 
} ) ide t > money Opriate vi all no sus ft 1 
; saa y I oy v3 a ao aoe y an Mm eee a = ll not i -_ | ness re lative to the sale of the land. 
ed in the negative, as that the appropri ation shall not be avail-| Mr. SHERMAN, Has the matter been referred tothe D 
less used in a certain way. That leaves an option. The mon: y can be | ment? 
-not used, but if used it must be in the manner specified. Nolawis | ar. apmmpnrwea _ le ee. 7 ri 
i, because there is no obligation to expend the money at all. | Mr. ST EI — nS of oe — [ un ee . 
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[t appears, therefore, that the latest ruling by a chairman of | § AT. CURT cs 7 as fs & yi 
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The Chair is of the opinion that if this provision stood by | * aa na tl ae “ hould 1 1 " : 
: 7 re > > .™ persons. an nab tne sn pe 1 Seli This ta 
self and did not simply limit the expenditure of an appropria- | + Nt ‘TR 1S. Was t] 11 nti ned 3 } item 
* . | ait. \ iid. as The mat nen 1eda im tn ltt ) he } 
tion made by this bill, it would be clearly new legislation and | PO wr pes gee tinnetine oa gtaentaet sansa =~ gee og Sire fat 
subject to the point of order. But Congress has the right to ap- | * “Mr. ST) a [ENS ¢ f° : ae H. me: har Pies . 
p iate money for the purposes authorized by law in anysums| }4,.." CURT Tf that sag incr I think] os 
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7 eC She” * : . * ned. 
has the right, in accordance with the line of these later de- Mr. SHERMAN. How many men are covered bv this 1 
sions, to appropriate money for aspecific purpose to be expended anne Rae Serr, _ . 
certain conditions, and it is left with the officer Armen 4 in|” “Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There are only four. and their land 
re such expenditure to determine himself whether or not the | a ’ ea ae ae 


lili 

nditure shall be made. In accordance with the line of de 

ons relating to limitations, which seem to be uniform, t! 

Ch - feels constrained to overrule the point of order. 
-CU RTIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent, 

ize 48,in line 10, that the word ‘“‘ contains ’’ should be ‘‘ con- 


CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas 
consent to correct a typographical error in line 

Without objection, the correction will be made. 

Th en read as follows: 


asks unani- 


1 nace 4& 
10, page 48. 
















=) . That Jos seph M. Campbe!l may purchas 
t ae conditions as the $ yy may prescr 
f not exceeding five acre da for the é 
Nebr., including the la h the yvements i 
Ca bell are located, and the Secretary Interior is authorized to cor 
V vid tract to the said Campb y patent in fee. 
I yt 
Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will 2 report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
f the word “ fee,” in line 14, add “‘and Stephen Blacksmith, a Santee 
ay, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, purchase, upon 
ms and conditions as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe, a 
texceeding 5 acres from the lands reser i for the Sant A 
uding the land upon w 1 the improv £ 
th are located, and the Secretary of the ri to 
1 tract to the said Blacksmith by patent in fe« 
ir. HINSHAW. I understand this man Blacksmith stands in 
6 relation as Jose ph M.C ampt ell in the section which has 


been read. These men, I understand, were employed by ih 
nment and erected some improvements on the land, an 
a provision to allow them to purchase not to exceed 5 acres 
‘the land upon which the improvements are located; 
amendment here it is provided that it may be done in th 
ion of the Secretary of the Interior, so that the whole m: it. 
ft to him to determine finally. These two Indians live in 
Phird Congressional district of Nebraska, represented by Mr 
rHY, who knows something about the facts in the case, 

is at his suggestion and instance this is desired to be done. 
» the amendment will be inserted. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
_ Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment, to follow after the amendment already adopted. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 
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adjoin each other. 
Mr. LITTLE. How much land 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There is, I understand. about 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman,I reserve a point of order 
against this amendment until I can know something about it. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I will state that 

this was a matter that was brought to the attention of the chair- 
man a few days ago and, at his suggestion, was referred to the 
Indian Office. 
a week ago, after the bill was reported, and I consulted with the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs regarding it, and he said he had 
no objection to it. I submitted it to him in writing for a report. 
{ went there day before yesterday, and they said the report had 
been prepared and sent to the Secretary of the Interior, and that 
they had no objection toit. They said I would get it yesterday. 
i did not get it, and I sent my secretary this morning, and it 
seems that it has not yet come before the Secretary of the Interior; 
at least, he has not acted on it. I have here a slip stating that 
their report had gone to the Secretary of the Interior March 8. 
Mr. SHERMAN. With a favorable report? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; the report was favorable. 
1.e Indian Office said that they had no objection toit. I willstate 
for the benefit of the chairman and of the committee that there 
are a few Indians living along the Colville River, a sluggish 
stream, along which there are much swamp lands that will make 
first-class agricultural landsif drained. These Indians have their 
allotments, but not being allowed to convey any land for any pur- 
pose, the building of a drainage canal is blocked because it would 
have to go through their lands or some of them. These people 
are very anxious that these Indians shall be assessed for that bene- 
fit, but of course the Commissioner would not approve of that, 
and the committee would not approveof it. But aside from that, 
if they can get permission to negotiate with the Indians fora 
right of way, they will build the canal, and this will not only re- 
claim the lands of the whites, but be of great benefit to most of 
these Indian lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. By the amendment it is left discretionary 
with the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The conveyances must be ap- 
proved byhim. Ihave adopted the same language that the gentle- 
man has already adopted in the bill. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

The amendment was considered, and agreed to. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire of 
the chairman of the committee the necessity and propriety of the 
exemption of the persons named in sections 12 to 16, inclusive. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman,I have here a report from 
the Department in each individual case. They are rather too vo- 
luminous to read, but each report is separate and each report was 
considered by the full committee, and in each case it was consid- 
ered that the case was made out that brought these Indians out- 
side of the general rule where it seemed proper that the right to 
alienate should be granted. 

L will very gladly put all of these reports in the Rrcorp, and 
will be glad to hand them over to my friend from North Dakota 
if he cares to see them. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, owing to the con- 
fusion I could not hear the question of the gentleman from North 
Dakota. 


rr} 
if 


Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota inquired | 


| instant, from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and accompanying d 


why the exception was made in reference to these persons named 
in sections 12 to 16, inclusive, and I was explaining to him; and, 
vithout objection, I will insert in the REcorpD the reports made 
in each case. 

The reports are as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 11, 1904. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives. 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of Indian Office report of 
6th instant upon the application of Edgar Hendrix, a full-blood Wichita In- 
dian of. the Kiowa Agency, Okla., for authority to sell one-half of his allot- 
ment 
10 west, Oklahoma. . 

The Commi ner’s report shows that the Enid and Anadarko Railway 

1 ment, and that the railway company have established a sta- 
Agent Randlett states 
| would be of 


crosses This allo 
tion thereon, and, a 
town at the place 
ans livi 


mm 


NrODOSe 
propo 


great benefit to the whites and Indi- 


1 1n 


Concurring in the Commissioner's recommendation, I have the honor to 
request that the matter receive favorable action by your committee. 
Very respectfully, 
' E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, January 6, 1904. 
The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Sra: This office is in receipt, by reference from Lieut. Col. James F. Rand- 
lett, in charge of the Kiowa Agency, of a petition addressed to you by Edgar 
Hendrix, Wichita allottee No. 349. ; Pet , 

The petitioner represents that_he is a full-blood Wichita Indian of the 
Kiowa Agency, Okla.; that as such Indian there was certified to him an al- 


This matter was brought to my attention about | 


' 
| 


| 


| the Kiowa tribe of Indians. 





of 160 acres, viz, northwest quarter of section 9, township 8 north, range | 


MAROH 5, 


lotment of 160 acres of land from the former Wichita Reservation, in Okla- 
homa, which allotment comprises the northwest quarter of section 9, town 
ship 8 north, range 10 west; that the Enid and Anadarko Railway Compan 
since the time when said land was allotted to the petitioner has built a lin. 
of railway across said allotment of the petitioner, and that said railway coy, 
peer has established a station upon his allotment, and that said allotment js 
ocated about 9 miles northwest of the town of Anadarko, Okla., and abou: 
10 miles south of the town of Binger, Okla. The petitioner therefore prays 
that you make recommendation to the Congress of the United States to the 
end that he may be authorized to sell for townsite purposes, under such con. 
ditions and regulations as you may prescribe, not to exceed 80 acres of tl, 
land allotted to the petitioner as Wichita allottee No. 349. ; 
In his indorsement forwarding the petition Agent Randlett approved t! 
request and states that the allottee is a deserving person of lawful age, and 
that the provision for a small town at the place proposed would be of grea; 
benefit to the whites and Indians living in its eee a 
I have prepared a draft of an item authorizing said allottee tosell and eon- 
vey not exceeding one-half of his allotment, the conveyance to be subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and have the honor to recom. 
mend thatit be transmitted to the proper committees of the Senateand House 
of — with request that it be inserted in the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. : 
I also inclose two copies of the petition. 
Very respectfully, W. A. JONES, Commission: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, KIOWA AGENCY. 
Anadarko, Okla., December 29, 1 
To the honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C. 
(Through the honorable Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Unit 
States Indian agent, Kiowa Agency, Okla.) 


Str: Your petitioner io represents that he is a full-blood Wic! 
Indian, of Kiowa Agency, Okla.; that as such Indian there was certified to 
your petitioner an allotment of 160 acres of land, more or less, from ¢} 
former Wichita Reservation in Oklahoma; that said allotment was numbe 
Wichita allotment No. 349, and comprises the northwest quarter of s 
9, township 8 north, of range 10 west of the Indian meridian. 

Your petitioner further represents that the Enid and Anadarko Rail 
Company, since the time when said land was allotted to petitioner, ha 
a line of railway across the said allotment of petitioner, and that said ra 
company has established a station upon lands of the allotment of petitio 
also that said allotment of petitioner is located about 9 miles northwest 
town of Anadarko, Okla.,and about 10 miles south of the town of Binger 

Wherefore your p2titioner respectfully prays that the honorable th: 
retary of the Interlor make recommendation to the Congress of the Unit 
States to the end that a may be authorized to sell for town-site | 
poses, under such conditions and regulations as the Secretary of the Inte: 
may prescribe, not to exceed 80 acres of the land allotted to petitions: 
Wichita allottee No. 34). 

Respectfully submitted. 


1 
ed 


EpGAR (his x mark) Henprix 
Witnesses to mark: 
JNO. P. BLACKMON 
PHILLIP HENDRIX 
KIOWA AGENCY, 
Anadarko, Okla., December 20. 
Respectfully forwarded to the honorable the Secretary of the Int 
(through the office of Indian Affairs), Washington, D. C. 
Approved. The allottee is a deserving person of lawful age. ; 
The provision for a small town at the place herein proposed would bea 
great benefit to the whites and Indians living in its vicinity. 
JAMES F. RANDLETT, 
Lieutenant-Colonel, United States Army, 
United States Indian Ay: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, December : 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives. 
Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a report of the 
an item for insertion in the bill eee emerge ane for the Indian 


for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, providing for a patent in fee to. 3 
N. Jones for 80 acres of his allotment, as a member of the Kiowa tribe of In 


| dians of Oklahoma. 


Mr. Jones isa white man, intermarried with and legally incorporated 
fis petition is recommended by Agent Rand 
and by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and I have the honor to req 
that the same receive favorable action by your committee. 
Very respectfully, 
E. A. Hitcncock, Secreta 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, December 16, 1 


| The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


that the provision for a small | 


Sr: This office isin receipt, by reference of Lient. Col. James F. Randlett 
United States Indian agent, Kiowa Agency, Okla., of a communication ad 


u i [ | dressed to you from James N. Jones, dated Anadarko, Okla., November ~, 
the vicinity, the Commissioner has prepared a draft of an item | 


nsertion in the Indian appropriation bill providing the necessary au- | 


1903. se 
Mr. Jones represents that he is a white man, intermarried with and legally 


| incorporated in the Kiowa tribe of Indians, of the Kiowa Agency, Okla., 2nd 


that he was regularly allotted 160 acres of land as a member of said tribe o! 


} Indians, which said allotment is more particularly described as Kiowa allvt 


| ment No. 26, embracing the north half of the northeast quarter and nort4 
| half of northwest quarter, section 18, townshi 


7 north, range 8 west, I. )! 


The petitioner further represents that his allotment is located on tl 


| Mangum branch of the Rock Island Railway system, at_a point known as 
| Cottonwood station, which said station is about midway between the towns 
| of Chickasha, Ind. T., and Anadarko, Okla., on the same branch, which said 


towns are 19 miles apart; that said Mangum branch of said Rock Island sys 
tem of railway runs east and west through the petitioner’s allotment; that 


| at Cottonwood station there is now and has for some time been a section 


house and temporary depot, also a post-office, known as Verden, Okla.; that 
there are many farmers with families living in the near vicinity of Cot 
wood station whose best interestsdemand a local trading point with eleva- 
tors, gins, etc., and that the petitioner has an Indian family composed of & 


ton- 
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d nine children. 
mmend = on 
» sell f OF to 
‘res of the ] 


He therefore prays that the Interior Department 
gress legislation to the end that the petitioner be au- 
site purposes and give a fee-simpie title 3 
and allotted to him as a member of said Kio 
“sé ment ( ‘olone! Randlett states that if Mr. Jones is pet 
0 acres of his allotm 
aaa’ the neighborhood, 
provements named 
wlotment to Mr. Jor 
: tract. He further 
+ children t! 
ends t rat Cor 
ayed for by 
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ire anxious 





as persons ¢ and read to invest 
petition; also that it will enhance the value 

s children and of many ot Indians located 
ates 3 that Mr. Jones hasa family of bright and 
at he is educating at his own expense, and therefor 
gress be asked to grant 
Mr. Jones. 






er 


\ V 
d the draft of an item authorizing Mr. Jones tos ll not exceeding 80 
} allotment, and have the honor to recommend that it be tran 
the proper committees of Congress with the } recommendation that 


ed in the Indian appropriation bill. 


Very respectfully, W. A. JONES, Commissioner. 


ANADARKO, OKLA., 
ETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washinaton, D. C. 
xd States Indian agent, Kiowa Agency, Okla 


November 25, 1903. 
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DEAK SiR: Your pe tition er respectfully represents that heisa whi ite man 
rried with and ally incorporated in ti ra tribe of Indians of 
‘ icy, Ok! and that he was regular! l A 190 acces of las las 
r of said tribe of Indians, w hic th said allotment is more particular] 
tas Ki wa allotment No comprising the north one-half of th 
quarter and the north one-h alf of : th © northwest quarter, all of 
8, township 7, north of range 8, west of the Indian meridian in Okla- 
Territory. 
r petitioner further represents that his all ne is located on the 
m branch of the R island Railway syste a point known as 
vou istation,” w id tion isabout m between tl @ te ws 
asha, Ind. T.,and / rko, Okla., on same branch, which said towns 
niles apart. Also, that said Mangum branch of said Rock Island sys- 
= lway runs east and west through the allotment of petitioner as 
hat at Cottonwood station there is now and has for some time been 
tion house and temporary depot, aiso a post-office ie as Verden 
Okla.; that there are many farmers with families living in the near vi 
| Cottonwood s on whose best interests demand a local trading 
elevators, ; that your petitioner has an Indian family, « - 
lofa wife a ec hile ren. 
\Vherefore your pé titioner , by reason of the foregoing, prays that the In- 
t : Department will rec ommend to Congress legislation to the end that 
petitioner be zed to sell for town-site purposes and give fee-sim plet ] 


sceed 80 acres of the land allotted to ‘peti tioner as member of said 


wa tripe. 


Respectfully 


ttoe 


submitted. 


JAMES N. JONES. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 











OFFICE OF INDIAN AFPAIRS, 
i ashington, January 29, 1904. 
The | SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 
¢ n receipt, by departm | reference for report, of a 
I 1 lol I LAC! ‘ rman of the ( 1mittee on 
pa) "izing ua} of p tsto A ’ 
C. Hin \ 1 tA 3 for! ls ed tot i 
th 1 state it ar orn 1 the Dep nt can 
i L eon Put ds in the further consideration of this 
vould be thankfully ré d 
bill autl es and dir the Sec ury of th I 
er n fee severally to Amanda 
H members of the Sisseto f 
ore allotted to them in ) he cota 
vesall restrictions as to sa ., 4 
I Ww tely lar i 
\ y 1 Li the act o rv &, 1887 
ist . ent \ and Wahpeton Ir 
rat l by the al of 3, It : ; trl nts l 
therefor. Mrs. Amand nes is » wife of a white and Min \ 





Th 
i. I think they 


and Harriet FE aughters. 
Lare inte 


ith full o mnersh ip of +) 


are nN vy 


be safely in- 





“ate 
LL 





may 















In connection with this bill i hs . » honor to state that under date of 
November 30, 1908, Hon. A. B. KitrrepaGr, of South Dakota, calls attention 
to the case of Ida C. Peek, Sissetonallottee No. 73. Thi lotteeis of the san 

s the Hines, and it is sue ed that the Hi. > ame . 
J ng at the beginning of ne 5, before the word 
“Ida ¢ Peek,” and that the title be amended by inserti 
Peek” ainentee name “AmandaC. Hines;” and aisothat ther 
A. Hines” in the title be amended so as to read ** Harriet E. Hine 

[have the honor to recommend that the bill with these amendments re- 
( e favorable consideration. 

Very respectfully, C. TONNER, 
Acting Commissioner, 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 3, 1904. 


CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS, 


House of Representatives. 




















Replying to Vy our commt inication of the 12th ultimo, submitting for 
considerat a rep the bill H. R. 1291, ‘authorizing the issuancs of pat- 
ents to Amar da C Hii a. *s, Minnie a Hines, and Harriet A. Hines, for lands 


Qa ted to them in Sor ith Dakota,’ I have the honor to transmit herewith a 
copy of a report on the subject from the Acting Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, dated the 28th ultimo 

The Acting Commissioner refers to another Sisseton allottee, No. 73, Ida 
C. Peek, who is of the same class as the members of the Hines family named 
in the bill, is intelligent, well educated, etc. He recommends that the bill be 
i by inserting at the beginning of line 5, before the word ‘‘ Pasapa, 
he words “Ida C. Peek,” and that the title be amended by oe g the 
name ‘Ida C. Peek”’ before the name “Amanda C. Hines,” and also that the 
né me “Harriet A. Hines” in the title be amended so asto read “ Harriet E. 
Hines,’ and that when so amended the bill receive favorable consideration. 

I concur in the above recommendation. 

Very respectfully, 


imende 





E. A. HiTcHcocK, Secretary. 


nt it will result in benefit to ti 18 settlers | 
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t authority for the sale of the 
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of Agent Randlett’s recommendation and the facts stated, I have 
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OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
fT Fi y 11, 18 
The honorable the S1 OF THE INTER i 
| This office is in tof a 5 ii P 
ey, of the Shaw1 dian Tra 
he reports that William A ‘ 
3 has made applic ation for full title to the NW 
N.,R.2 E i xcep y bright ! 
care of his own I I mends tl 
h h the pres¢ , lsecure tl] lot } t 
40 acres. He ¢ ] fathe« ay man a se i 
term as county tre: and that Wil 
only about one- i il ever p ( 
white man. 
In view of this report I} prepared the draft an item f nsert 
the Indian appropriation zt! ng af 
to t llottee, and | I to 1 I 
the approj ite con eof each House of ¢ v 1 reques I 
vora bie action. 
Very respectfully A. C. TONNER, 
| A ' 
DEI tTMENT OF TH INTERIOR, 
| he 
Sir LNSY t hers Or e 
lith i al i nt 
appr f I ti to W _ ‘ 
ciiZ ‘ yi allotted to 1 
west quarter of northeast quarter : on J5, township 7 nort east, 
Oklahoma. 
In view of the statements made in the Comn r a 
cordance wit ac dat 1, I l to! t t 
ter receive f n by jy 
Very respectfully, 
E. A. HiT! 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INI Y AFFATRS 
i $s 
DEPAI {ENT OF E I mR, 
u rATES t 1 
nnebago, Ne / 
Mr. Grorcet J. Lemmon, Thurston, Net 
Srr: | 1in re t f vour ent data inclosinge + 
# ; ’ , vil } 
A i } a A ‘ ‘ i 
pet whaia an req g me V 
~ Inr Iw T have read tl} is ’ ‘TH 
Guy T. Gray I g ese, 3 i 
L. W. Fans : oA Wippern, T I g J 
Whe © re lL. t i Curry, W. I 
il a oth J istan 
Since I \ itn y lam al tl 
are qual ied t s your 
Very respectfully, H.G.1 
Superi f a Ss rl ‘ 
-ENDER. NEBR ° 
Hon. J. J. McCartny, Washington, D 
Drar Srr: Mr. G . T nebo » 
whom I 1 e know 
wit t I 
. v 
t a n 1 ills 
since he became ¢ and 1s hon trusty j 
Very respectfully, G { VES 
PEN YEBR 
Hon. J. J. McCartny, M. C., Washingt 








DEAR Sir: I have known ¢ J 1} 
h be a young ma ‘ 
i? ! nty, and I ‘ e not 
the average business man < men to nsa 1 
affairs without the supervision an I n agent 
Very respectfully, HerMAN | 
Reporter Eighth Judicial District 















PENDER, NEBR., J y7 ,. 
Hon. J. J. McCartuy, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

Str: We, the county officers of Thurston County, Nebr., > Mr 
George J. Lemmon, of Thurston, Nebr., capable of snagir 3, 
m re pe ‘tfully recommend him to considera f g 

ntirely worthy to be clothed with full citizens! We l 
Lemmon t » be am amber of the Winnet ago tribe of India in this unty, 
askir 1g | o have his tribal relations dissolved, and for other relief. . 
spectfully, 
8. T. WRIGHT, County Judge 
» D. ALDRICH, County Tre “rer, 
L. W. FANSLER, County ( k 
Ss M Youna. ty Sheriff 
CRATO A. WIPPERN, C ty School t 
| T HOMAS E. POLLOCK, County A 
We heartily indorse the above, 
B. I A, 
WH EK, 
ne 
PEND! 
Hon. J. J. McCartny, Washingt D, ¢ 
My DEAR S STR: Thay rn that ¢ TI] : ton, Thurs- 
| ton County, Nebr.,d ) ‘bago 
| tribeof Indians: aa wis hest become a fr l take pleasure in ree 


2880 


omm 


ndin g him to you as a thorough business man, good citizen, fully capa- 
ble at han rai ng and transacting any kind of business. Hoping that you will 


see your way clear to confer this favor on him, and it will be greatly appre- 
mie 


ry truly, yours, C. J. WEBORG, 


Representative, Sixteenth District. 


ea PENDER, NEBR., January 8, 1904. 
ri 


m. J.J. Me CARTIY, Washington 


DEAR § to Mr. ¢ 
County - re tostate th 
that although a mem 


D.C. 


teorge J. Lemmon, of Thurston, 
tI have known him twenty years or more; 
iber of the Winnebago tribe of Indians, he is a capat ble 
i business man. He is conducting a general store bus siness at 
hurston, he Winnebago Reservation. 

bl] without the supervision of an Indian agent, 
pered he is by any restrictions the better off he 


should not be under the direction of any officer who 
trol his business or property. He needs the 
rests to make a complete success of his 


Thurston 


TrRoMAS L. SLOAN. 


THURSTON, N 
hington, D.C. 

AND FRIEND: This is to certify that I have kno 
f n years; have known him since he was a small 

} { hoon Indiat 1a has a cond ednecati 
i nnebago Indian, he has a good education, 
fully competent to do business for himself. Heis now in business at 
mn, Nebr., and shows good business qualifications. Anything you can 
or e able to do for him will be appreciated by me 
B. F. MCDONALD, Post 


EBR., December ¢ 


aster, 


PENDER, NEBR., January 9, 1904. 
Washington, D.C. 
»to me that Mr 
Thursto 
ut being under the 
in of more 
and 


emmon, 
I ty, 
vision of the 


yusiness at 


is desirous of 
ness with: 


Indian ag 


trans- 


> super rent at 


ebago Agen 
than average busines 3 abilit He is well edu- 
ala ial standing in thiscommunity is good. Iam in- 
1 with his parents, and know tha as been brought up 
homes in Thurston County. I regard him as being honest 
nnpetent to transact business for helene elf. 

ly J.M.C 


d his n sor 
t lainte 
» best 


lv ce 
URRY. 


PENDER, NEBR., January 11, 190), 
J.J. McCartTny, M. C., 


Washing ton, 


atter of 


BD. £. 
the withdrawal from the W 


emmon has come to my notice 
nent of the movement. That aman with the 
ies which Geo Lemmon possesses must be under th 
sa mem of an Indian tribe seems to be contrar 
1d in total violation of the spirit of American liberty. 
Lemmon since he wasasmall boy. He is a bright 
ent to handle his own affairs, financial and other 
ninourcounty. He is now managing a general mercan 
ton, Nebr., and is running a conservative and success 
n, and I know of not a single reason why 
1 t enjoyed by any citizen of our land. P 
ibmitted. 


innebago tribe o 


t 
I s,and I wish to subm 


capabilit 
t 


rection a 


SQ miro rat teh 


W. I. WILTsz, 
Thurst unty. 


I offer the follow- 


x-County Clerk, me 


Mr. STEP HENS of Texas. Mr. 
ing 
T follows: 


} lav nnd aa fy 
The Clerk read as i 


Chairman, 


aint ndm ene. 


ns, fort nds here’ 
llrestrictions as tothe aan incumbe ance, 
y removed. 
Chairman, I re; 
iat has been ref 


\ 


serve the point of order 
rred to the Dr partment. 
ir. Chairman, I will state that it 
atement in regard to the matter: 
only child of a former Indian 
a Indians. She was the first 
iil Agency. She is now a young 
lteacher. This land has become 
lopted into the tribe by reason of 
e child born on that agency. 
m, and well educated. She has a 
plies to Congress for this relief, 

is eabeatie land. 
Chairman, I withdraw the point of 


‘man from New York withdraws 
eing to the amend- 


nis on egre 
2 r 
"Om rt Xé 


nan fi 


nd the amendment was agreed to. 


Ore, auth LC 
» Nati n of I - 
i } Beam d & Co., of Green 
,saida ye in fu i camueiaes to onanet r 
1s under a contract m: ide with the council of said 


rior be, and hei 


Mr. C 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire the pur- 


1is provision for paying the sum of something over $3,000 
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mn George | 


4 y } the Secretary of the Interior may direct the use of a suffic 
W ho is engaged 9 


| moveany doubt, it would see 


| the words ** 
| in lieu thereof the words “under a contract made with the school } 


knowledge in reference 


} reel 


| irri 
ment of 5 acres each to all Indians bel 


| of the Interio rT, 


MARCH 5, 


for maps for the Cherokee Indians, 
they need a map, at least that badly. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment is recommended by the D 
partment, and I will ask the Clerk to read the letter. 
The Clerk read as followe 78: 


I do not understand why 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTET ate, 
Washington, February 16, 
CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 

Str: The Department is in receipt of your communication dated Febru 
5, 1904, transmittingan amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Quan 
to the bill making appropriations for the current and contingent exyx 
of the Indian Department, etc. 

Said amendment provides: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, aut horize 
rected to pay out of any avai ilable fund of the Cherokee Nation of Ind 
the Treasury of the United States, to R. O. Evans & Co., of Green Bay 
the sum of $3,780, said amount being in full payment for m2} 
tribe of Indians under a contract made with the council of 
Nation.” 

This claim for $3,870, instead of $3,780, as mentioned in the : amen In 
been before the Department heretofore, and on Mar ‘ch ° 7 . the 
ment held that “an ‘examinati on of the papers shows that tt 
one, and there would seem to be no coil reason why ther 
make an appropriation to pay the same.”’ The nation u D to this 
failed to make an appropriation, the only reason assigned be inge t] 
board of education purchased the maps, for which payment 

iested, before an appropri iation by the national council had 
the refor, and for that reason the national council refused to make an 
pr iationin paymentoftheclaim. Afterwards the agreement with t! 
kee Nation was ratified by the act of July 1, 1002 (42 Stats., 716). 5 
of said act provide — it— 

“All mor 1eys ior carry! ing 
Cherokee national ec cane il. 
fund; 


forni 
siartil 


said Che 


on the schoo!s shall be appropria 
ee to exceed the amount of the Cher: 
but if the council fail or refuse to make the necessary approp: 
ient an 
to pay all nec essary expenses = the efficient condu 
schools, strict account therefor to be rend ered tohim a nd the 

These maps were pt ure hased prior to the pz ISSA 2 of said act, and 
be possil le to pay said claim out of the Cherokee funds, yet in ord 
m eminently proper that the legislation p 
by said amendment be enacted. 

I have, therefore, to recommend that the amendment be amen 
striking out the words *“‘seven”’ and “eighty,” in the fifth line, and ir 
in lieu thereof the words “ eight” and *‘seventy,” and also by striki 

at the request of the council,” in the seventh line, and i 


school fund 


8 princi; 


education,” and that said amendment as amended be incorporated 
Indian es, bill. 
Respectfull 


Mr. MANN. 


gentleman 


E. A. HITCHCOCK, Sex 
I hope that is satisfactory t 
i happened to have slight p 
to this item. The maps were furn 
Mr. LITTLE. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that since hi 
the reading of the report of the Secretary I have no objecti: 
MANN. The maps were furnished. There is no c 
versy about that. They were perfectly acceptable, but f r 
technical reason the Cherokee Nation did not pay for t 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They were furnis! red under a < 
tract, I understand. 


Me MANN. ‘They were furnished under a contract 
- 


fectly satisfactory—no question raised about it at ail. 
+, STEPHENS of Texas. I think it should be paid. 
i a Clerk read as follows: 


1.19. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized ar 
e to pay to Mary Matthews, clerk at the San Jacinto Indian’ 
, California, the sum of $100, being the amount paid by her fr 
121 i fund is to Antonio C. B. Mooat, an Indian of Mission Age ney, for 
ar ount he was duly enroll d but not paid by the agent, and the am 
now in the Unites Treasury to his credit, but for which Mary 
thews holds his rt in tripli ate. 


Mr. SURKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendm 
whi h [ will send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


» out section 19 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
.19. The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized an i directed t 
ry Matthews, a clerk at the San Jacinto Indian Training Schoo! 
, the sum of $100, from funds in the United States Treasuiy 
lit of the appropriation, ‘Removal and support of mission I 
h being the amount paid by her — a parsons 1 funds to Jose Ant 
n of the Missior A L., and oom payment 
rare of the obligation of > United Sts to Jose At 
ne sone 


r the value of his garde on W ecwe 's Ranch, ¢ 
all Gc be p said by act of May 2 27, 1902.” 


T The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the am 
ment offered by the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 20. That for the purpose of irrigat 
the Yuma and Colorado River Indian reservations in California and A1 
and in order to dispo se of the lands not needed for the ir use, the Secret: 
the Interior is hereby authorized to construct, under the provisi 2 f t 

amation act of June 17, 1902, the necessary irrigation and protecti 
for the irrigation and reclamation of lands within said reservations a1 
in the Vi ‘inity thereof wi ch are susceptible of irrigation, as part of 
: ratem for the irrigati n of the valleys of the Colorado River and 
hs le lands, by the diversior 1 of the water of said river. After t 
P 5 mging on the said reservat 
remainder of the land insaid reservations irrigable under the system 
structed shall be sold at such price as may be deemed proper by the 
said price for the land being in ad idirion to the charge 

vided for in the reclamation act, and shall be paid in annual installments It 
like manner. The proceeds of the sales of the lands not allotted to the ‘Indians 


Mr. Chairman, 
from Arkansas. 


lands amonee to the Indi 


ing 











































1 


R 


~ 


\¢ 
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be devoted to the payment of the charges upon the lands allotted to 
n conformity with the provisions of the reclamation act, and the re- 
r shall be expended by the Secretary of the Interior from time to 
, his discretion, for the benefit of the said Indians, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


committee informally rose; and Mr..-MorRELL having taken 
hair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
d to the report of the committee of conference on the disa- 
ng votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Sen- 
» the bill (H. R. 9480) making appropriations for the legis- 
» executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
al year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes. 
message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House of 
resentatives was requested: 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 53. 
1 by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
ry of War Be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed, at the earli- 
practicable, to cause a survey to be made of the channel from Aran- 
s th rou a hat is known as Turtle C ove, to Corpus Christi Bay, Texas, 


nit an estimate for the improvement of said channel to meet the 
{ commmnenee 


3 OL 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 52. 


d by t > Senate (the House of Represe ntatives concurring), That the 
ry of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
y to be made and estimates to be subn — 1d of the cost of removing the 


tions to nav igati ion in the 
th of said river. 
he message also announced that the Senate had passed bill of 
following title; in which the concurrence of the House of 
‘esentatives was requested: 
2665. An act to provide for the allowance and payment to 
employees of the Government Printing Office of the same 
‘of absence as is allowed to the clerks and employees of the 
itive Departments of the Government. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
committee resumed its session. 
r. ROBINSON of Indiana and Mr. STEPHENS of Texas rose. 
ie CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana. 
r. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 


Salmon Riv 


ROBINSON Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 
f order to the section just read as being contrary to exist- 
w,as being new legislation, and as contravening the irriga- 
1act. I would like to have a reasonably full explanation of 
ction, an explanation which would give the number of acres 
lved and the number of Indians affected and the number of 


+ 
oO 


‘es outside of the Indian reservation that it is sought by this 


N 


egislation to irrigate. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the 
t of order against the entire section, reserving it. 
Ir. SHERMAN, Mr. Chairman, of course I will admit that 
point of order is well taken. 
»>CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state tothe gentleman from 
, York that the Chair understands the gentleman from Texas 


Mr. STEPHENS | offers an amendment to this section and it might 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


+ 


| 


und numbers 23 


Y) 








vell to consider that first. 
. STEPHENS of Texas. 


Mr 
been sustained. 


The point of order, I understand, 
Oh, no; the gentleman from Indiana reserves 
point of order until he hears an explanation, which I think 
| satisfy his mind that the provision is all right, and if it does 
of course the section must go out on a point of order, if in- 
dupon. Of these two reservations on the Yuma there are in 
.000 acres of land that is susceptible of estes 
and on the Colorado reservation 175,000 acres of land suscep- 
to irrigation. To give to the Indians 5 acres each of irri- 
ed land will require 150,000 acres, I think the report says. 

think I will ask the Clerk to read these communications 


Ac 
» &S 








the matter is one of considerable importance. I will ask him to 
d first the letter from the Geological Survey and then the two 
letters from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, both of which 
‘+h us through the Secretary of the Interior, with his indorse- 
ment. The letters are quite full, and if the gentleman from In- 
(ana will listen to the reading I think he will be satisfied with 

the ¢ Roe > in: sm n. 

» Cler ad as follows: 
iATION OF YUMA AND COLORADO RIVER INDIAN RESERVATIONS, ARI 
ZONA AND CALIFORNIA. 
JANUARY 23, 1904. 
Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 
Ik: In pursuance of the engineering investig zation and sur veys which for 
the last t wo years have been d igentl rose don the Colorado River in 
h Cali nd Arizona, under the pro e reclamation act of 
1 ts 88). t] Office point wher will 
! I to recommend t rtain works on the 
1 irrigation and reclams valley Pa 
c hensive system of utili sing t the waters of the river to the le 
aa 
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, between Salmon, I laho, and | 


tis understood that under tl ae 3 of the 1 l 3 ¢ 
Court, in the cases of Cherok Hitch U.S 
| Wolf v. Hitchcock (187 U. §8., 553), 3 3 full power 1 
Indian lands in such manner as it may I ler best fitted for 
the Indians. 

The lands in these Indian reservations are of no } 
irrigation, and only avery sa pa b t 
certainty of irrigating ; 

It is supposed that i 000 acre f land on the Yuma R 
wol a te ] ting tot lh (nx 
ject rri sal. They 
be u t y into the reclama 1 fund t of ir ‘ . 
allotted to the Indians, and leave a surplus, which ld be utilized fi 
benefit. 

In the case of the ¢ r In 1 Reservat 
dia uns who would be «¢ tn a - 
it j s Com1 I an A 

t rig ( tl ] ins \ 
y a a cir 
1 sur 
n 1 lan tl i is ret 
act. 

I transmit herewith draft of a par vhich 
insertion in the Indian ap ! mb I 
of the Department. T t has pre} 1 

the rivi y 1 
pl 5 : 
ery res] wee 
CHA UV. WA 
DEPARTMENT OF E |] 
OFFICE OF INDIA FA 
W 
TARY OF THE ivrEn 
ce is in receip ‘ Department r fer ef 
evurn of papers.” 0 a com 
; Geol zical Survey, dated Ja ry 
lian Reserv: ati n, Ci 1 ( ra 
or states that in purs the « 
I for the last tw » ye been d 
3 both Californi: na, u 
f June 17, 1 3 , hi 
F to mm 
1 na 11 l 
il \ 1 
t pol 
I arly } 
( ido R 
I re 
t ' T ? 
} ‘ 
*) { 
‘ Y 
y a 
} 
e sa 
i 
e D 
le ave over ibl t 
a paragraph » Ind i 

Said parag? SS 
der the provision J 
protective works f 
reservations, and l vicinity tl 
gation, as part of a ger system f t t 
Colorado River and other irrigab the 
said river 

At furth r. provides that after the allotment l 

lor g on said res rvations, the re rof the land 

igable under tl m S 
: de ‘me the S I 
g in addit ar 





The portion of this general system which appearsa 
feasible for early construction would involve the irr 
Yuma and Colorado River Indian reservations in 

As the reclamation act requires the return to the 
money spent for the irrigation of lands, the large ar 
involved in these projects can not be utilized wit! 
Congress. There are, approximately, 23,000 acres « 
Colorado River Indian Rs Si rvati on. 





t the prese 









An agreement was made December 4, ae with the Yuma! 
disposition of the lands in their reservation. Said agreen tw 
by actof Congress of August 15, 1894. (28 Stat., 286 Und 


ot this act it was proposed to allot to each Indian 5 acres of irrigab 
the remainder to be surveyed and appraised and sold at} Lu 
less than the appraised value, after giving due notice of such sale by 

















cation in the newspapers. 

It was also provided that the C ‘rigating Company, w! 
was granted a right of way thro ition under tl 
February 15, U3 (27 Stat., 456), for irr ting t 
of the In ig uch rates as n I cretar the I 
This irrigating company was te n tion « 
through the reservation within three years from th ige the act 
1804. This Office is informed that t the cor pany has done no work whatey 


upon the reservation looking towar the construction of the canal 













































e pai nin an 
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Indians have already assented to allotmentsof 5acres each, but 
t prepared to state that those to the Colorado Riv 


“rr 
vive! 


hough it is probable that such 


Indians | 
conclusion | 


| 


j 


ent should be allowed discretion to 


“en FL atil} 


bh will 


Stim: 


th, whi 
1 Direct 
he second 

‘after the word ** 
ing words 
tity, 
slermine, 


eave 


ry to t reese ate 


sentence De an 


ended by 
said,” in line 13, and 
not exceeding l0 acres each, as 


to all Indians belonging on the 


yuan 
i 


ith returned, 
A. C. TONNER, 
Acting Commissioner, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OrFvIcE OF INDIAN AFFATRS, 
Washinyton, February 6, 190k. 
THE INTERIOR. 
rt of Pebruary 3, 1914, on a communication 
ul ey, dat ed January 23, 1k, 
eservation im Californu 1 and the Colorad 
th report I z t od that the Prapart- 
ou to ailot the Colorado River Indians not 
lit gation would 
ib the case of the Yu 
by the Director 
jorado River Lr 
honor to state t 
ncal Sorvey 
of all 
lans to 5 a 


atiny t 


ue 


SECRETARY OF 


sul 


=ti 


probab Was that inves 


h, i 
sobmitted 
the © 


rH acres ea 
of the bil 
tinents te 
ow ha 

ct with t 
ne best interests 


yvrado River Ind 


as 
e be 
idians, in 
hat after 
lam con- 

to limit 


ance 
he Geo 
-oncverned 
"eS. 

ame would 

ind 
tion w 
that fir 
here six or se 
ans will ever 


“pita the enstof i 
ipita Th ostof t 
t ° * i Tt? 

e the Colorado Rive 


ito pla 
‘pius lands in 


the sur 


ans to 
ith the 


eo ac 


e of 
ts 
rd on 


comp sti 
j 


Moreover, | am satisfied 
Colorade 


is all the Indi 


on res 
. ‘ the River, 
40 be depended apon, require or Make 


w of the foregoing, I respectfully withdraw my recommendation for 

: ment of the irat t of the mil prepared by the Geological Survey, 
' end th bill be submitted to Cougress without amendme nt. 

ery 


mt the 
respectfully, 
A. ©. TONNER, Acting Commissioner. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 9, 190h. 
ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
House of Re presentatives. 


1¢@ CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE 


nor to nelose the draft of a paragraph pre 
Survey, with a view to its iusertion 
for s objects the vrovi 


pared by the 
in the Indian 
rrigation sys- 
fornia and Ari- 
gation and reclamation of 
s valley of the Colorado River, botb within and without these 
da the tment of 6 acres each to all Indians in the reserva- 
~tle of the remainder of the lands irrigable under the system to 


wie} 
which has f it ling of 
ns, in Cali 


Indian reservation 
svstem fer the irri 


and (% 


the x 


rhooracle 


*nhera 


al 


some | 


| clared to be o 


| to location, development. operation, and entry, and governed by + 


relative | 


mas, | 


_ 


vo, 


Marcy 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That all of the mineral lands in the mountainous parts, aside fr 
agricultural sections, situated within the boundaries of the Indian ; 
tious in the United ‘St ates and Territories be, and the same are her 
ven for location, development, operation, and entry 
citizens of the United States. in the same manner as othe r - inera 
the United States are now subject to location, deve lopme oper at 
entry: and that all of said mineral lands in said reservations = ral} } 


I offer the amendment whi 


me 


roles, the same as other mineral lands of t.e United States are ni 
ject to location, development, operation, and eutry, and the mon: 
from the sale of said lands under the said mining laws shall be paid 
Indian tribes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make a point of order against the a) 
ment, and I shall insist upon it. I am willing to reserve 
enough for the gentleman from Texas to discuss the ame) 
if he wishes to do so, but it may as well be understood that 
going to insist npon it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I thank th: 
man for his kindness, but I anticipated as much when |. 
the amendment. 

This is the only opportunity I have ever had to place 
Congress my views on this subject. For three Congresses | 


| had a bill for the purpose set forth in the armendment 
| before the Indian Committee, but have been unable to } 


ported or, in fact, considered favorably by the committee 


| it certainly is legislation looking in the right direction — [t 


|; that 
ven Crops | Apache Reservation in the eastern portion of New Mi 


| well known to contain valuable mineral deposits. 17 


islation demanded by the people of the West.) Mr. Chair 
illustrate the pressing necessity for this legislation | w 
there is an Indian reservation known 


Tv] 
the \ 


as 


| railroad im operation on each side of a range of monnt 


| cluded within 


| thrown open and 


this reservation. There are 444 Indian 
reservation containing half of a million acres of land 
dians are not occupying more than 10,000 acres for any | 
whatever. 

This mountain range contains valuable mineral depos't 
the last thirty or forty years these Indians have been 
ervation, kept there and supported by the United Stat 
ment. Now,! think it is tme that the reservation 
the lands allotted to the Indians. | ha 
bill pending for this purpose, but it seems impossible to 


| this reservation either for mining entries or for dispos n 
| lands to actual settlers. 


If weshould adopt the policy set forth in this bill. toxeth 


| the amendment. it wonld open ap those reservations a 


of irrigation contemplated in this locality 1s to be prosecuted | 
instead of bunting and fishing over large reservatior 


menat 


tlh 2 


June 17, iP (22 Stat 


cotamended tha 
ment 
iu the eee i inclose a copy of a letter from 
ological Survey, dated the 23d altime, and copies of the 
by Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs. dated, 
id and 6th instant, 
the corrent Indian appropriation bill in the words of the draft. 
Very respectfully, 


ms act of 


\ifairs bas re 


, a8), and the Acting Com 
the draft be submitted to 


ress Without amend 
tur Til totermatior 
etor of the ts: 

, tt eter 


ut the 


Vy. the 


E. A. Hircncook, Secretary. 


ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, 

see the Secretary recommends that the Indians be allotted 
each mstead of 5. 

SHERMAN 

ion of F 
ind 

hat one st 


colmunicat 
ORINSON f 
oust I 


a 
| observed t 


ebruary 4. 
ana. I[ 
ated 10 acres I 
i] amendment of the irrig: 
ally it is satisfactory to the Members of the 
lly interested tn irrivation, and particularly to the 
nan from Califormia {Mr. DanItkLs}, whorepresents thed 
tri necinilv affected. | have no disposition to press 

of order, and wi!) withdraw it. 

Mr. MONDELL. I renew the point of order. 
LIVERNASA, I renew the point of order. 

H AIRMAN. The ventleman from California [Mr. Lrv- 
a point of order against section 20. 

RMAN oes the gentleman from California make 
Ps sia ot ter simply for the purpose of hearing further dis- 
cussion oF he mean to insist on the point of order? 

Mr. LIVERNASH { renew the point of order, designing to 
press it It helief that section 20 is new legislation of dan- 
gerous type and — he killed 

a SHERM 4 Then you do not simply reserve the point of 
ler, but Sonex to make it? 

Mr . LIVERNASH. Yes 
Mr. SHERMAN. Iam not going to discuss it. 
cle arly snl jec ttoa _pomt of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order made 
by the gentleman from California, 


> 
R 
may say that I re- 
gi ard this asa pieceme: ition act. 


rh’ self perso if 
Honse especla 
gentler 8- 


Te 


trhakes 


does 


is my 


or 


The section is 


| the 
| work for the miners above 


and recommend that a paragraph be in- | 


from the letters | 


He modifies that in a subsequent communi- | 
heard both communications | 


But for | 
| well. 


work for the Indians—wonuld make them self-supporting, 


would be opened ap and labor would be given to the In 
reservation. They make excellent teamsters. they 
gronnd as well as the white 1 
it would be better tor them in every respect to be assoc 
the white people. If we intend to civilize and educate t 
ple it is time to break up their tribal re.ations and yi 
something to do at home. 

This amendment certainly looks in the right direction. 
man who understands the conditions in the West reco: 
necessity for this legislation. There is uo reason why 
in-the-manger policy of locking up vast Indian reservati 
taining valuable mineral deposits shonld be pursued any 
These Indians can not and will not work these mineral 
and the Government prohibits the white miner from dev 
them, and thus benefiting the Indians and the whole con! 
The policy now pursued is certainly a very bad 
this amendment should become a law, and I therefore 


| the gentleman from New York (Mr. SHERMAN] will .ot 


the point | 


) OY 


| 


on his port of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas ( 
discuss the point of order? 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I donot. I think it is well ta 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 21. That the sum of $%5.000 is hereby appropriated to pay each « 
de “~paty clerks the deficiency that may exist In their salaries fr M 
14. to be pa d by the disbursing cl rk for the D ‘partment of 
manner below set out. That hereafter the salaries of the deputy 
the Indian Territory appointed under the act of March 1, iat) (2s Stat 
,and acts amends utory thereto, be paid by the disbursing clerk 
Department of Justice at the cate of §1.200 per annum, as tixed by sa 
the same manner as the salaries of the clerks of the several United > 
courts in the Indian Territory are now paid: Provided, That the chief ¢ 
clerks located at South McAlester, Muscogee, Vinita, and Ardmore, rt 
tively, as weil as all other extra clerk hire and office expenses, shal! Yn 
by the clerks of the respective United States courts of the Indian Terr: 
from the emoluments of their respective offices as provided by the act 
June 30, 1902 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
word, 


6 


th 
Just 





CONGRE 


SSIONAL RECORD—HOUS 








- SMITH of Kentucky. I desire to make a point of order 


this paragraph. 


































CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky makes a 
f order against the paragraph. 
{STEPHENS of Texas. I hope the gentleman—— 
Mr. § MAN. Does the gentleman make the point, or re- 
\Ty ‘'H of Ke nN tuc ky. T will ere ae it. 
iENS of Texas. Ishouldliketomake an explanation. 
\ -MAN. Ishould be glad to have the gentleman from | 
\in the provision. He is very familiar with it. 
H of Kentucky. I reserve the p _ of a 
R. Iunderstand that Iam in order, Mr. Chairman. 
RMAN. The gentleman from Giake violds to 
1an from Texas for an explanation. a 
SR. I understood I had the floor. 
\IRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky made a 
‘der, W va h will be disposed of. Afterw ard: 3 the gen- 
York {Mr. BAKE! 2] will be recog 
ca Mr. Chairman, this islation is 
the last Congress we no a bill 
of deeds and other instruments in 
Indian Tectthory, setting apart certain districts for that pur- 
A deputy recorder has been appointed at each place where 
rds are kept, and there were twenty-five of these deputies 
recording districts. The law provided that each of them 
i have twelve hundred dollars a year, and that all the. 4 : 
0 amoun sean to more than twelve hundred ¢ dollars 
Pi raid it ito the United States Treasury. The fact is tee 
these recording districts the recorders receive as 
51 badive hundred dollars, and that excess goes into 
| S Treasury. A part of the recorders do not get 
heir salaries, because the fees do not amount to 
dollars per annum. 
bill was framed so that the overplus going to those who 
d more than twelve hundred dollars in fees could be paid 
: who did not receive that amount, so as to equaliz » th 
3. Hence itis necessary that we should have legislation 
5 this line to pay thes se salaries. 
SMITH of Kentucky. Was it not the purpose in framing 
ww that you refer to ‘~ pay these clerks out of the fees? 
r words, not to allow them any sum out of the Federal 
ury? 
STEPHENS of Texas. That was the purpose of the law. 
SMITH of Kentucky. To make the fees of the office pay 
rks? 
tr STEPHEN Sof Texas. Yes. 
SMITH of Kentuck Now, under this provisi n, if 
aken in fa all the clerks would not pay all the clerks twelve 
1 dollars each, you pay them the mena r out of the 
d Treasury 
STEPHENS of Texas. It mi; th t = ive that effect. I havi 
r fr m the Acting Comptroller of the Treasury in reference 
t matter and advocating the passage of this bill. 
MITH of Kentucky. I should like to hear it read. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. His letter is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY 
Washington, February 13, 1904. 
JoHN H. STEPHENS 
Ho of presentati :. 
honor to acknowledge the receipt of your ri 
copy of House bill No l, relating to o 
3 courts, Indian Territory, at 
3 of xp wing wh ther the bill is an¢ 
r ks t} 
ftic ent to} ay sof the« 
nning = enses several ¢ ) 
N © 30, 1902 (31 Stats., 10 
t the ends aim a at I suggest ndmen 
herewith returned, and I see no objectio1 
Respectfully, 


L. P. MrircHe.., Acting Comptroller. 


Here is the copy of the amendment that he suggested and to 
1 he referred in the letter just read. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Ithink the gross sum I aid to these 


A 

( ity clerks ought to be limited to the amount of fees taken in 
by them. I do not mean that each clerk should be limited to t! 

‘ int of fees taken in by himself, but, on the other hand, I do 
not believe that the Treasury of the United States ought to be 
subjected to any expenditure on account of the services of these 
I rders or deputy clerks. I am perfectly willing to see the law 
so framed that the sum taken in by all the clerks shall be used to 
bring their salaries up to the a st point, not exceeding twelve 





ne 


ndred dollars, but [ do not believe that the Congress ought 
rovide by law that if the fees will not bring their salaries up to 
elve hundred dollars a year that the defici iency shall be paid 


ut of the general revenues of the Government. 
Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Ken- 
icky 


allow me for a moment? 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. : 
Mr. L ITTLE. Inre gard t » this } 


by the treaties made by the Unit d States + 


ion 

vith t I in 
the United States obligat ted itself to record the « ly 
of these Indians without cost to them. It was 1 
lieved when these deputi S were provi led, who r 
merely, that their fees would reach tl um 
dollars each, the amount of the salary that was t 


low as would be reasonable for the ser 


I am not a red to say wheth T ll the fees collected w 

















| equalize them all to twelve hur idred d I 1 O1 bh 
| localities the amount the sum; but ov 
the fact that the allo y das1 
was hoped, and that th ) strongly r 
offices have fallen be th ected to- ely 
have no doubt thatin the next succeeding f 1 year tl 
will not only pay the salaries prescribed, but 
Treasury of the United States many t] \ 
the com ensation pri led r t] ] 

ir. SMITH of Kentucky. Will th ] 1 
ask him a question? 

Mr. LITTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Ken If your stat I t] 
correct, and I have no 1 n to « b m rate 
there be any object to making t it of ler : 
that follows line 19 of this ion ? Let 
to pay existing deficienc but tal all t 1 

‘tion, 

Mr. LITTLE. How far? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Alld a lud } 
»f line 19, and make the point of or al 

\ cy. t, in ofl 

] leman m K 
? . 1. 
a oy 1 . ; 
1 $100; Ly 
= Yu 1 1é y +} 4 
3 Ww ll b ( 7. ; 
nent Ww > putin t! 
Pi led, no nsa shall t 1 
of $1,200 per i 
any event. an amou x paid 
the will a 3 ) 
ly ntucky. Inother words, the excess v 

Mr. LACEY. Now, this amendment 1 
under this act, possii tal 1 conn with t 
which p1 les that the de] rks shall t 

ny such f s may be paid 3, add 
? ight be | construed Ss i In’ la l 1 to l 3 
obtained, and by patiiag that p yViso in if would prevent 
construction. 

Mr. SMI TH Ke I su } » t 
hiss a eee ora aoe e g ma nh i \ 
the point of order to all after hi and add I 
you suggest. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, that would 1 eno pl 
ture, and the future is more 1 ssary than the } 
has gone. The future as to this territory is grea 
constant influx of population, and the recording 
lotments and all the various things t vill be pr 
will be very much more in the agg ute, and 1 
a year 


I have no don! 


7 LITT E. 


year it will be possibly more than do l 
OTT1C¢ 7 WwW. 
Mr. § MITH of Kentucky. Ha you : 
Mr. IPTLE, I think umend 
Mr. SMI TH of Kent Mr. ¢ 
will adopt the amendment s s { 
I shall be content to with LW t! { 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will acces 
The CHAIRMAN. The gent! 
the point of order. and tl or 1 } } 
ment which the Clerk will r 
Mr. LACEY. I offer the following am 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the paragraph. after 1 yon tl tj 
“Prov ed, ‘That no mpensa n ali De paid t 


cess of $1,200 per annum.” 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. MANN. I would ask the gentleman if that conflicts with But had I then been in possession of certain information wh; 
the provision on line 3, page 5t? has come to me during this week, I should most certain|y p. 
Mr. LACEY, No; he is achief deputy and has $3,000 now. also opposed the bill on the ground of what appears to be 

Mr. MANN. Because he is a deputy, I wanted to be certain | vincing evidence that the Rosebud Indians are to be ma je +) 
that it would not include him. victims of a land-grabbing conspiracy to deprive them ot 
Mr. LACEY.. It would not. three-fourths of the present valne of the land, so that 


. — r 7 ° : ° “7 ° ° e » © not 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | will those who are engineering this fraud upon the Lndians 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. land outright which should be leased, but they will get ho! 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. at less than half of its present value. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- I can not believe that but one vote would have heen cast a: 
ment, to take the place of the section stricken out, section 20, the bill if this House had had before it the information w) 
nm ' ot : = a ‘ ww arerven 7 
The Clerk read as follows: shall now insert in the Recorb. 
nsert as a new ‘tion, to stand as section 20: : etlied 
the Interior be, aud he ts hereby, authorized and ane eee — 
in fee to Boone Chandler, Estetla Chandler, and PI ‘las ehghde H OSTRE! 
mbers of the Kiowa, Comanche,and Apache tribes of aruaerpnta, Marci 
ments are numbered, respectively, 207, 20s, and 2461, for | Hon. RoBERT BAKER, House of Representatives. 
‘e allotted to them in the Territory of Oklahoma, and all 


¢ l 


I J DEAK Sik: We desire to enlist your especial interest for fair treatm 
ns as to the sale, incumbrance, or taxation of said lands are hereby 


the Rosebud Indians of South Dakota. It is proposed by a bill «H 
| which has passed the House and hus been favorably reported by 
[ERMAN. That amendment is submitted by the De- | Committee ou Indian Affairs, to take 416.0Wacres of the Rosebud | 
sienna ape ved by the com pn 1 with adins it | and offer the same for sale at $3 or less per acre, without guarsa 
artinent, 18 appre ‘ y Une nnmittee, and without reading it | sum by the Government, leaving the Indians to the uncertain pi. 
will print in the RevogD the report upon it: ee - ' 
: . — The lands are shown to be worth threeor fonr times the price to by 
DEPART oo = — — INTERIOR, . the Indians by the terms of the bill ert 
Orsic we sh . oe rr aha wee That the people of South Da*ota are not favorable to unfair treat: 
— asiinyton, March 2, 1904. ee ee _— eae ae ot is show u bed the following 
f pp ° , . fror 1 Sioux Fails a1ivy ress of February 25, 184 
Howse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. iaae ae eit that the bill prov ding for the sale of a 
of the Rosebud Indian Reservation (Mr. BURKE'S bill) would be ind 
the Senate the first of this week. Everything was fixed for its 
Saturday of last week, but special matters interfered with the 
and it went over the Sunday recess. 
“That the bill did not come toa vote during the legislative « 
Monday. Tuesday, and Wednesday leads to the presumption tl 


Vilice is in receipt of your communication, dated March 1, 1904, 
vou inclose a copy of a bill you have introduced for the relief of 
indier, Estella Chandler, and Joseph Chandler, and ask my views satan 

lirects the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents 
, lia Chandler, and Joseph Chandler, members 
ind Apache tribes of Indians, whose allotmentsare | bas interfered with the expected final action 
ae e eeeraae weed - pone > seep enpet netonanag “The Indian Rights Association came lute into the field in opp 
ye oma, and removes all restrictions as to sale,encuin- | this measure, so late that it expected to accomplish nothin 
AOL 8410 lancgs > . ‘ . } 5 ry 
' . ‘feos nu the Senate, pondec ) assa e White Ho 
has no official information as to the ability of these allottees to | au me — te, but intended rather to assail the bite H 
. 7 ffair y ahaencea < . atir weuee aaa ues t ’ . 
weir OW naffairs. In the absence of suc h informati m I wi uld sug- “ The opposition of the Indian Rights Association is based upor 
2 bil - ame ded by adding thereto the following proviso: orice it is proposed to pay the Indians for the land under the 
te: aid Saas ae saceiedion t Peco are tas sont sa KS . ary of SU RKE'S bill, and in Ris contation the association has a go 
a pail eae pe credneeaes * pin a fa: rotrees that May | presented a memorial to Congress, in which are embodied c 
ire fully compete manayre their ow air ; : . ; 
this emia bate th bill . 1 id “ad eget iene l agents having land to sell within a few miles of Bonesteel, w! 
=, : 7 t - n on ‘t the bill would meet with my approval. mile east of the eastern edge of the tract it is proposed to open t 
ry respectiuuy, In these circulars various quarter sections are quoted at from $lt 
Vv JoNES . fest, n es APC ul & iat SE it t@0 &C (rom sith 

: . ; ; W. A. JONES, Commissioner. acre, while it is proposed ‘by the bill to pay the Indians a maximu 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is upon agreeing to the amend- | per acre. ; ! a ; 

A: a ew + , . r dis Pi Association is 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. Armed with evidence like this, the Indian Rights Association 

m sien ania .. ' | influence against the bill members of the Senate who were pr 
Che question was taken: and the amendment was agreed to. for it, and also to influence the President in favor of a veto 

sSAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last “Shonid this measure fail at the eleventh hour, it would bead 
“ea rd : 1: 5 . ‘ “xt ti A y le s] slike cess of disno 

ir. Chairman, I regret exceedingly that I was unable to | St@rt right next time ; n equitable, busines ike pro of a 
: be to put the land on the market. sell it tor what it would br 


t vesterday when general debate took place upon this | the proceeds to the credit of its Indian owners, allowing them su 
regret lt very much, because I wished to say a few words | of the lively demand that is certain to ensue when the white race is ¢ 
m the general subject involved in the bill itself, not on any | °pportunity to come into possession 
fe Rei at ea } ; ia thie i acai a “Congress claims absolute jurisdiction over the property and the 
ular paragraph, vat particularly in reference to @ matter | @x prices and arrange terms of sale. It can, therefore, fo.low these 
hat was discussed in the House some five weeks ago—— tious “ 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take the gentle- | , We believe that the committee of Congress having the proposed | 
man off t! A I I would like know what is th ea Ain | In charge did not bave the facts before them when the bill was und 
an off the floor, buti would lke to know what is the pending | eration. In view of the information since obtained . which is incor) 
question? | the tastes’ pamphlet), your interest and careful scrutiny of this m 
The CHAIR i oes :) 3 y > wie | earnestly solicited. 
‘ om Sein Se eee gentleman from New York yield Respectfully, yours, INDIAN RIGHTS ASSOCIATI 


ats 


epar 


to 


Mr. BAKER. Certainly. an. 
Mr. MANN. I ask the Chair where is the point of order? INDIAN RIGHTS ASSOCIATION, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is speaking Philad tg Fi caren 
etphia, reo ary hod 
to an amendment to strike out the last word. 


: . ' ‘ ANOTHER “CENTURY OF DISHONOR?”™ 
Mr N. Thatal s not e . ; 
Mr. MANN. That also is not inorder. I think the gentleman Weappeal for justice on behalf of the Rosebud Indiens of South Da 


ought to ask unanimous consent There is no last word to strike | and insist that the Government in taking their lands without tueir 
out: everything has been passed, and there is nothing pending in the capacity of guardian and under the guise of law, -hall not eo 


Hn : its ion cai .% hor agyert ee } . aniaaien 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves to three-fourths of = neater dr ng provide that the Indian owners 1 
oy? yn , aw , ; : tT . reasona Die CO pet a q herel : . 
strike ont the last w ord in section 21. The clear statement of the case written for The Outlook by Mr. G 
Mr. MANN. That has been adopted. The gentleman will | Kennan, and Senate Document No. 158, Fifty-eighth Congress, seco 
probab!} y want more than five minuntes—— (a memorial of the Indian Rights Assoc ition addressed . Congr 
z : —— ’ 3 a . follow, show the gross injustice toreatened the tosebod Indinns 
Mr. BAKER. All want is npanimous consent to insert a few (H R 10418) which has passed the House of Representatives and 1 
remarks on the general subject. ably reported by committee to the Senate, where it 1s now pendi 
Mr. MANN. Well, ask unanimons consent. | Until the recent decision of the Supreme Court (January 
2. SAKER Mr. Chair . vielding to tl rest of th case of Lone Wolfe v. the Secretary of the Interior, which heldt 
as penne — rman, yielding to the request 0 the may abrogate at will an Indian treaty, it was the uniform policy ol 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr. SHERMAN], | ernment to respect (in form, at least) the treaties entered int> wit 
| , , . 
and in order not to delay action upon the bill, [ simply ask unan- | dian wards. Since the court has clothed Congress with the aut 
: ie venibiciia AE caer : ‘ks in the REcor absolute guardian, it is incumbent upon the law-making power 
in iS CONS nt to ¢ = t BG my remarks In the VE ORD. the interests of its wards are protected. The bill in question prop 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan- | 416.000 acres of the Roseb d Indian lands. without their co 
imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there | stead settlers at about one-fourth its actual value: and. more 
\ alt aS on TI ‘hair hear: ’ hE aes ment of this insufficient price is not even guaranteed the Indians ty 
omechon: [After a pause. } he Chair hears none, and it is so ernment. It should also be noted that the Rosebud Indians, in comm: 
ordered, the great Sioux Nation, hold this land by the most solemn trea’ 
r. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, five weeks ago to-day, on Jann- | Goverament. having given asa consideration full relinquishment 
oan ue ei " ies: apes h yw weordad | to other lands. y ; 
ary 30, mine was the only voice and the | only vote recorde d At the Santee Agency (15 miles from Rosebud), where the soil {s 
against the passage of H. R. 10418, pr viding for the sale of 416,000 | to that on the Rosebud tract, many sales of inlerited Indian lan 
acres of land of the Rosebud Keservation at $3 and $2.50 an acre. ee eee tahoe or $15 > a ha Two yeare agv 
a FS i all ttt hi} oe ‘ am _ | aillottee leased ber lanas (lying within the district It Is proposed } 
It is true that my opposition to the bill was based npon my ob | yearly rental of $2.4) an acre, almost us much as Congress would sel 
jection to the policy of ontright sale of the nublic lands. insisting | for: and this is not an isolated instance. Such facts speak for thems 
, 7 “he ; , fatallv ‘ectiv iev actual value of the land. 
that that policy had been shown to be a fatally defective policy, | to the actual value of tl 
: ‘ $ i ae . Since this injustice to the Rosebud Indians has been brought to the ! 
and was directly the cause of the monopolization of ee | dent’s attention, it ne pee ma that the threatened wrong may be av 
tracts of land by land and cattle companies and byindividuals. ‘| Thereis, however, need toarousea healthy public sentiment that will d 












1904.) 


—— 


of the lawmaking power fair treatment in this as well as similar cases that 
ar 38. 
riends of the Indian are urged to write to their representatives in 
( ress (Senate and House), calling attention to the Rosebud bill and invit- 
‘eful scrutiny of similar legislation that may hereafter be attempted. 
help rendered by the press in arousing a demand for justice will be 
ft iated. 





Paiuip C. GARRETT, 
President Indian Rights Association, 


INDIAN LANDS AND FATR PLAY. 
1 The Outlook, New York, February 27, 1904, by George Kennan.] 


e5th of January, 1903, the United States Supreme Court decided, in the 
Lone Wolf etal. against Hitchcock, that Congress has full power to _ 
xisting Indian tre aties, or to violate such treaties without notice to th 
rties in interest,and to dispose of Indian reservation lands at its ona 
m, regardless of treaty stipulations. Thecourt assumed, asa matter 
», that C ngress would exercise this power “ only from considerations 
ernme! ital poli “Y, es ¢ and with perfect good faith to the In- 
’ butas to the existence of the power and the “controlling authority ” 
rress there could be, in the opinion of the court, no doubt whatever. 
» the announcement of this decision parties interested in the s cquire- 
Indian lands in various parts of the West have been urging Congress 
Ww A. n Indian reservat ons to settlem ent, not “from considerations 
( ernme ntal pou cy,” but sii ply because the ‘y-—the interested parties— 
‘ tl elands. Two bills providing for the opening up and settlement of 
f Indian reservations have come before the present Congress; and in- 
h as this is the first time that the legislative branch of the Government 
inpte xd to exerc ise its power under the Lone Wolf decision and to 
y Indian lands without Indian consent, it seems worth while to re- 













































v the bills and ascertain whether they are consistent with the ‘perfect 

g faith to the Indians” which the court assumed that Congress would 
4 ‘ve. 

first measure (H. R. 10418) is entitled “An act to ratify and amend an 

a ment with the Sioux tribe of Indians of the Rosebud Reservation, in 

: 1 Dakota.” The clear iz cation of the title is that the main provisions 

c e bill at least have been submitted to the Rosebud Sioux and have re- 

| their appr and assent; but the accompanying report of the In dian 

( ‘shows that 1is by no means thecase. The attempt that was made 

1 pector McLaughlin to get the Indians to agree tosurrender their lands 

tely failed, and Commissioner Jones ew admits that “‘the bill 

‘ * proposes toopen the SUF lu 8 lay ids of the Rosebud Indians, situated in 

( ry County, for public lement, and dispose of the same without the 


( ent of the I 
bill the 


india ns to the s te rms th ereof.” 


10uld have been entitled “Ana 


» 
ic 






uct to seize a alithe lands 





( : Rosebu . Ir in Gregory County, 8. Dak., and to sell the same to 
rs, under the h stead | AWS, without the Inc * cor t+ and at the 


herein fixed.” That would have been an honest title, while the other 
is misleading an¢ i decey tive. 
f thi 









An examination c 16 billand an in vestigation of the matters to which it 
relates seem to Ow that it is as unfair in intent as it is deceptive in title. 


all the lands of the Rosebud Sioux in Gregory County, 


it provides teat 


r., amounting in tho aggregate to 416,000 acres, shall be taken from 
ithout their consent, and shall be sold to settiers under the home- 











g id laws at the ‘flat’ price of $3 per acre. The Government does not pay 
1 » lands, nor guaral itee payment; but acts merely as trustee, and prom- 
te » credit the Indians with the proceeds of the sale. The settlers who 
» ls ' » all nw vel five years in which to complete the purchase, the 

ay ments being fixed at 50 cents per acre, without interest. 
1estior 1 whether the » Government, in this bill, is deal ing honorab ly and 
with its Indian wards or not depends upon the actual vs ‘alue of the land 
takes from the m ands iis 07 1 their account. If the land is worth $5 
n the 2 n market, and the Government sells it for $3, it manifestly 
unjustly, 1 cause its duty as guardian or trustee is to protect the in 
of its dependent wards ‘and ge 
ila rge part of the 
s it for $3, it cor 





















tas much for their property as possit 
land is worth $25 or $30 per acre, and the Governmer 
umits a gross breach of trust, amounting in effect to 















y le robbery. 
much of the Gregory County land of the Rosebud Sioux is worth $25 
( er acre, and that the whole tract to be thrown open ois ttl mae nt 
v ring an average price of $10 per acre, there seems to be no doubt 
\ er. Mr. soe h D. Keller, of the real estate firm of Rathman & 
ff Bonesteel, 5. Dak., says: “There are 416,000 acres of land on tho 


ym tot 
rv! ation bour 
& wa, man for 


© O] d. Mostof itis fine land. Not a mile and a half from 
iry the other day we sold a quarter section to a Pier- 
000” ($31 per acre) 













































- Jobnson Realty Company, of Bonesteel and Fairfax, S. Dak., re- 
r under date of January 26, 1904, to a customer’s inquiry with regard to 
t a a land i n Gre gory County, said that grazing land was worth $7 per 
a 1d farming land » $40. 
M. Starcher, « e Fairfax, 8. Dak., another deale od in real B 
r to a ilar inquiry by saying that “the aver ice of ¢ ng 
this count s from $5 to $10 per acre; imp roved fs arms fro1 n $25 
v. A. B. Clark, of Rosebrd, S. Dak., writes that the reservati 
( ry County is worth $10 per acre on an ave “A djoi 
| for $30 per acre, and the heirs of a Gt ry ‘ t ot ave 
I of $6,000 for one section lying ae l of the M s- 
A tract of (Indian) land lies within cular rainfal 
ular crops, isnow md r that sonx * i 
I that the price veracre. Local ed 
l was worth that price the Indians would get onl 





if 


. ore 





vn Commi ner Jones hims in h is r 





st 


arged h om ad set 
letract were offer 





u *e of $10 pel 
! forth it cleariy » first time Con- 
g7 t il itself of the power g » Lone Wolf de- 


the c 


‘ted it 
saway from 


muurt expe 
it tried to tak 
ere worth at 


TO € xere ise 


‘with perfe *t good 
latt r, ata price of $3 
t $10, and thus to deprive them of about 
——— ably entiticd. * * * 

now been brought to the attention of the President, and, in- 
is he has aiuage shown a disp. sition to give the Indians “a square 
’ there is some reason to hope that when the Rosebud lands are throw n 


nent they will be offers ed at public cc mmpeti itive sale instead ot 


th 
a 














i 6, and will thus bring their full 3 iarket value. 
© ot Indian land bill that has come before the prese nt Congress 
(S. 1490). and that has passed b - i es, + entitled “An act to authorize 
ehe § ile of a part of whatis know the Rex » Indian Reservation in the 
State of Minnesota.” This bill a irports to i 5 a dd on an agreement made 
with the Red Lake Indians by Inspector McLaughlin in March, 1902; but in- 
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asmuch as the terms of the agreement do not corres} yond with the pr 





\ 5 
of the bill, this legislation also must be reg carded las a tak i Indian | ; 
without Indian consent. On its fag *e this t racompeti- 
tive sale, with allotment of th ids to t t 3 
@ provision that “after the f * (comy r l be 








closed, the lands rem: 
der the homestead laws) 


ng uns old shall 
“at the pr 





"ice 









































The ol yjectionable feature of this bill nt m bi- 
gui ity. Inste ad of ig that the land: t e sale 
for a period of six months or one year, land unsold 
shall be subject to saleand entry at the “ fla it seems to 
provid le for an allotment of the landsat $4 aft I y 
ot us that if lands worth $ ) to $20 a 1 acre a 
single day, and if those same lands can be obt: la . 
$4 “fiat,” fow people wi ill bid at the “first sale bill, t 
fore, may be to give the whole tract of 256,000 acres to settlers at the ‘‘ flat” 
rate, when, if it were disposed of by means of competitive sales, adjour 1 
and continued from time to time at the discretion of 5 rof the 
Interior, the whole tract would bring its actual mar 

This bi also t 3; been brought to ‘the ntion « lent, ¢ 2 
action upon it n perhaps depend offic 
the Government as to its r al mes aL 2 } 
to contin ® the competitive sales from time to time the bigh- 





est t 
ti 
its int 


on 


ider all the 
ble; but its« rdi ry amb 
ent. Ifits effect should 1 
n to settlement at $4 per acre, it wou 


ithat the market take in is u 
y throwsa shadow of suspicio n 


‘ow the lands, or the 1 
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Will 


onit 
Bul 
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d dep i ; 
about $1,500,000 to which they are justly entit » bills 
should have been approved by the I In- 
terior. One of them was evidently f i 
away from the Indians without giving them adequate , 
the other was so loosely drawn as to leave room for a const ion that would 
work great injustice. 

Now that the Supreme Court has virtually given Congress full pow > 
take Indian lands without the Indians’ consent, attempts will u r 
be made in all parts of the West to get p ra Ih 
vations; and it is import unt that the G iding Cor 
President, and the Interior Departmen upon ) 
and consistent method of dis] ng of su as it is thor 
tot w open to settler he In tog it! - 
ernment, as their guardi 11 do ¢ 1 t 
market value of the lands gi iy y 
table way in which that vah ed is by m fy 
petitive sale to the hi st I 

The Interior Depai ent t 1 dea] with 

| inherited Indian lands in the Indi Ti } e : 
every way sfac tory. One lot x ple, near t mn 
PE nfal . . 1 
of Eufala, h was i appraised ¢ c i ve \ 
$3,500. An at li iders l 
was bought a r d 
or ata “ flat” I , ~ ! h 
ceived anythi r 

Sin > te Su ] i t 
formerly h t themselves r t r i 
has tur? ss and dependent w ‘ 
ernme?! € Cor ; lerati *) f ? rand e 1 +7 + ++ m 
from ex] to deal with their pr ty | a nd 
honest gu eal with the proper a vard st ) 
roped, ther the President will t the Se f the Inte- 
rior not to approve be reafter any bill for the opening of an - 

| tion that does not provide for a competitive saie of the lands t i t 
bidders. 

But the moral obligation which the Government is under to protect t - 
terests of its Indian wards isnot the only duty that it has in l } 

n l ] l prot all of t s 1 
sup} 
tv ne Ww i goa! 7 
reat ‘ : 
ik mu ? + + — 

r “Ury, by m bill, m t 
as well be got « t 
such lands wer "01 ‘ 
of the Rosebud an D ‘ 

P value wh it ‘ ) 
500.000 more t t ww li I 
the } f the U tates 1 t i for I pert 
tion to st that am 
Yr 7 . , 
In order that certain important facts cont 1 with t] t 
+ + » 1 7 . > 7 ‘ 
tempt to defraud the Rosebud Indians of a large 1 f the pres- 
ent value of their lands may be more general l ) 
“ T I> ; >. 3. de ‘ 
append a ‘* Memorial of the Indian Rights A ae 
5 1. 6 e | 4 N . Fiase ony 7 & } ~~ ¢ . 
was presented to the Senate on February 15, or twow 5 
subsequent to my at empt to secure the defeat of Hor ll No. 
10418 on the ground that the policy of t sal fore 

7 ir } . y 
folloy wed ns 4 } 
immense tracts « n 

: : 
same manner I 1 
ther buildings 
values to almost i 
n poly as to bui 
si ; 
p! 
i 
‘ 
A memorial of the Indian Rights Ass 

dians of S ith Dakota I ting tot 

lands of their reservation, showing t : , ; 

the price propos i to be iid 3 ; 

and petitior at Justice may a 
To the Congress of the ted Stat 

On behalf the R bnd tz b f Sioux I S 

' ervation, S. Dak., and at their req t, W I l fora g 3 
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of these Indians; that they will suffer great injustice if the bill H. R. 10418, 
now pending before the Senate, be enacted into law. 

Briefly, the bill proposes to dispose of 416,000 acres of the Rosebud Indian 
lands lying in Gregory County, 8. Dak., without Indian consent, at prices 
ranging from $3 per acre downward, according to date of purchase, etc., the 

ernment acting only as trustee for the Indians, especially providing that 
loes not guarantee any part of the purchase price. 

The bill sets up an agreement secured from the Indians in 1901, wherein 

latter were guaranteed $1,040,000 for these lands by the Government (be- 
ing $2.50 per acre). 

Thes lens Court of the United States, while deciding (Lone Wolf case, 
October term, 1%2) that Congress was vested with authority to disregard 
treaties made with our Indian tribes, presupposes that in our dealings with 
the Indians absolute justice will be done them. The court says: 

“The power exists to abrogate the provisions of an Indian treaty, though 
presumably such power will be exercised only when circumstances arise 
V h will not only justify the Government in disregarding the stipulations 

{ the treaty, but may demand, in the interest of the Government and the In- 
; themselves, thatitshoulddoso. * * * Itwas neverdoubted thatthe 
! abrogate existed in Congress, and that ina contingency such power 
ht be availed of from considerations of governmental policy, particularly 
if consistent with perfect good faith toward the Indians. 
We must presume that Congress acted in perfect good faith in the deal- 
ngs with the Indians * * * and that the legislative branch of the Gov- 
rnment exercised its best judgment in the premises.” 


The Congress having assumed absolute control by guardianship of the In- 
ns, it must accept the added responsibility of providing for absolute justice 
these wards. 

If an obligation of the Government entered into with the Indians may be 
broken at will by reason of incapacity of the ward, we can not in justice nor 
good conscience hold the ward to an admission in a former agreement as to 
the value of lands. Furthermore, the agreement set up in the bill is alleged 
to have been secured through strenuous effort. TheIndians claim they were 
gsiven to understand that the Government would take their lands anyway at 

he Government price ($1.25 per acre) if they did not agree to accept $2.50 


‘acre, 


lready stated, it is not necessary to dwell upon the history surround- 
reement of 1901. Congress proposes to disregard it in important 

s by withdrawing its guaranty of payment of the purchase money, 

ng the Indians tothe uncertain payment of settlers upon the lands, 
upon becoming delinquent, usually appeal to Congress for extension of 
ime of payment, and indeed for the remission of the debt. This plan in 
t has been found to result sometimes in frittering away the Indian 


brief, the agreements are held not to be binding upon the Government, 
therefore the Indians, as the other contracting party, are fully released. 
)set up the agreement of the Indian tribe, therefore, in the bill is use- 


and can not be otherwise than misleading. The question resolves itself 


his: What is the actual value of the land proposed to be sold by the guar- | 


1 Government? 


1 
wa: 
RoOsEBwvD, S. DAK., January 18, 1904. 
DEAR Sir: I suppose you know that Mr. BurKE’s bill, taking our Gregory 
County land without our consent and at a merely nominal price, is now in 


th nds of Mr. SHERMAN, chairman of the House Committee on Indian | 


Affairs. 


if ever we needed help we need it now,and badly. Mr. Clark, the Episco- 


ul missionary here, has written to Mr. SHERMAN protesting against the | & 


or rather thrust at us—for the land. He has been here for 
knows the value of it. A real estate man recently went over it 
ld a friend of mine that he would gladly give $10 an acre for the whole 
and could raise the money in three weeks. J 
fered the Commissioner $5 per acre for the whole tract, and land 
1d here has since doubled in value. We only ask $5 per acre. 

ndian Rights Association to help us in this our hour of 


amount offered 
ears and 


y 


andt 


» call on the 


i, and ask you to protest to Mr. SHERMAN against the passage of this un- 
bill. 


Comm 


Ask that three mon be appointed to value the land—one to onppennere by | 
1ese two to | 


sioner of Indian Affairs, one by the Indians, and t 


ct_a third, as was done when the Omaha Reservation was valued years | 
If this proposal is entertained, the South Dakota delegation will at once | 
sent to $> per acre,as they well know that any halfway fair valuation | 


A shyster lawyer named Backus is in Wash- 
ington stating that our land is not worth more than $2.50 per acre. He lives 
eel, in Gregory County, and has been sent by the people there to 

elp beat us in this land deal. 
Yours, truly, 


uld be far more than tl 


ponest 


REUBEN QvuIcK BEAR, 
President of the Indian Council. 
Mr. HERBERT WELSH, Philadelphia, Pa. 


As shown by the report (dated January 9, 1904) of the honorable Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs on the bill in question, the Indians were not satisfied 
with the price offered them. He states: 

‘When the agreement of September 14, 1991, was being concluded, the 
lis ar d with great persistency that their lands were worth more 
acre, and they were almost unanimous in declaring that they 
‘ ‘ll y h $5 per acre. 
ceived from the Rosebud Indians earnestly protesting against the ratifica- 
tion of said agreement because of the inadequacy of the compensation. Let- 
ters from outsiders and apparently disinterested parties were also received, 
indicating that the lands were worth a considerably larger price than that 
greed to be paid. In fact, one offer was made by parties to take all the lands 
overed by ti sion at the rate of $ per acre. On this point the Ofice 
ms warranted in saying that from the best information it has been able 


‘ 

Ss 

to obtain a considerable portion of these lands is worth perhaps two or three 
tin - 

t 


wor 


ie C 


unt proposed to be charged to homestead settlers therefor, and 
e entire tract, taken asa whole, exclusive of allotments, is 
nsiderably more than $2.50 per acre.” 
Sioux City Journal (Sioux City, Iowa) of July 2, 1903, regards the tract 
as comprising fine lands, and says: 

“ROSEBUD OPENING DUE 
TREATY WITH INDIANS 
SUPERINTENDENT OF 8 
STATES COMMISSIONER 
SESSION, 

Pers 
Reservation in South Dakota will be encouraged by the news that the reser- 
vation will almost without question be thrown open to settlement after the 
next session of Congress. 

‘‘Such action will be made possible by a new treaty with the Indians, which 
is to be made by Maj. James McLaughlin, of the Indian Department, Wash- 
inzton. D. C., who was in Sioux City this week, en route from Washington to 
North Dakota on business with the Indians. 


SOON—MAJOR M’LAUGHLIN ABOUT 

APPOINTMENT FOR J. D. KELLER 
HOOLS OF WOODBURY COUNTY MADE 
AT BONESTEEL, 8. 


TO MAKE 
FORMER 
UNITED 


| circular issued by a Bonesteel land company shows conclusively their 0; 


iben Quickbear, president of the Rosebud Indian council, writes as | 


Over a year ago a syndi- 


acres in crop, all fenced; good well, 18 feet deep. 


| but all £ 


| raising, 9 miles from town. 


all fenced. 
| good spring water, excellent for pasture. 
Since that time several petitions have been re- | 


| tivated land, balance pasture, all fenced, plenty of good springs. 


| the Whetstone Creek. 


DAK.—TO TAKE ACTION NEXT | . 1G Gy ee 
| acres in crop, only 14 miles from town, only $32.50 ver acre. 


ms who have been interested in the opening of the Rosebud Indian | house, 80 acres in crop. 


“The news of the new treaty was brought to Sioux City by Joseph D. Ke! 
ler, of Bonesteel, 8S. Dak., of the real estate firm of Rathman & Keller. wh. 
is here for a brief visit with friends. ii 

“Mr. Keller formerly was county superintendent of schools for Woodbn; 
County. Fourteen monthsago he left Sioux City for Bonesteel, and has ho 
doing well there. 

‘“** Major McLaughlin is now in North Dakota attending a powwow of +) 
Indians, with whom he has a strong friendship all over the Northwest. }.- 
is to go to the Rosebud Reservation in South Dakota and meet the Indiar 
there. This is the primary object of his trip west,’ according to a let: 
which Congressman BURKE, of South Dakota, has received from Com, 
sioner Jones, of the Indian Bureau. : 

“There are 416,000 acres of land on the reservation to be opened. Mos 
itis fine land. Not a mile and a half from the reservation bound, 
other day we solda quarter section toa Pierson, Iowa, man for $5,000. <, 
see the land is not bad. There will be 2.600 quarter sections to be al! 
to settlers when the reservation is opened. e have received frequent 
quiries about the land from all over the country. 

*** You see, Congress balked on the deal because it would necessitate a; 
propriation of $1,500,000 to buy the land from the Indians, and the purpo 
the new treaty will be to make a deal by which the Indians will wait « 
tain length of time for their money, which the settlers will pay in in pro 
up, instead of looking to the Government for it.’ 

‘Mr, Keller has just been appointed United States commissioner at B 
steel, his jurisdiction extending over Gregory County and a large stret 
country west of that county. By virtue of his official position he probal 
will be given charge of the drawing by settlers for the Rosebud lands : 
the reservation is opened.” 

Bonesteel, 8. Dak., lies on the border of the Indian lands referred to 


“yt 


when 


A 
: : ° > t n 
as to the value of lands in that section of the country. It reads as folluw- 
“Rosebud Indian Reservation. 
“Four hundred and sixteen thousand acres of choice lands to be thr 
open to settlement under the homestead laws. 
‘* While the date has not been determined definitely, it is genera] 


| ceded by those in a position to know that the drawing will be held in’ 


steel in the early summer of 1904. 

‘Those wishing full information should send 50 cents for large s 
map showing entire county, also names of all allottees. 

“Briefly stated, Gregory County is one of the best in the State of 
Dakota, because— 

‘First. The soil is heavier. 

“Second. The water is better. 

“Third. There is no surface stone. 

“Fourth. The rainfall is heavier. 

‘Fifth. There has never been a failure of crops. 

“Sixth. Timothy and clover grow well here. 

“Seventh. This section of country is better adapted to the raising 
and cattle, as corn yields well each year. 

‘Eighth. Land values are steadily advancing. 

‘‘Ninth. The prospect for a bounteous harvest was never better in any 
country. 

“Tenth. We are in direct communication with both the Sioux Cit 


} Omaha markets. 


** Read descriptions and prices of land: 
a ~ * - * * * 
“18. Ninety acres, choice farm land, 3} miles from town; frame hous: 
ood well. Price, $35 per acre. 
“19. One hundred and sixty acres, 2} miles from town; good hou 
fenced, 140 acresin crop. Price, $26 per acre. 
‘20. One hundred and sixty acres, 10 miles from town; 100 acres in crop, 
all fenced. Price, $26 per acre. 
‘21. One hundred and sixty acres, 7 miles from county seat; 135 acr 


| cultivation. Price, $32 per acre. 


“22. One hundred and sixty acres, 2} miles from town; good farm lat 
Cheap at $35 per acr: 
“23. Three hundred and twenty acres; 1} miles from town; 25) a 
cultivation. Seven-room house; large, two-story barn. Price, $36 per a 

‘24. Three hundred and twenty acres, 3} miles from town; good so 
water; hay meadow cuts 70 tons per year; 210 acres in crop. 
acre. 

“95. One hundred and sixty acres, 2t miles from town: slightly r 

ood, tillable land; 80 acres cultivated. Price, $1950 pér acre. 

‘hree hundred and twenty acres choice creek land, suitable for 
Price, $20 per acre. 

‘27. Two hundred and fifty acres, 5 miles from town; 180 in crop 
well and stock pond, frame house, all fenced, one of our best. Price, $” 
acre. 


“98. Stock ranch consisting of 2,355acres deeded land and 640 acres of s«! 


rice, $3 


as 


| land in a body, three streams of never-failing water, three windmills a1 


tanks, buildings suitable for handling all kindsof stock, 40 milesof fence. For 


| particulars write us. 


“29. Four hundred and eighty acres, 6 miles from town; well watered 
Price, $20 per acre. 
“30. Three hundred and twenty acres, 1 mile from town; abunda1 
Price, $16.50 per acre. 
“31. One hundred and sixty acres, almost adjoining town; well impro\ 
undoubtedly the best farm in Gregory County. Price, $52 per acre 

‘2. Six hundred and forty acres, 3 miles from town; 820 acres choi 


Pri 

per acre. 

“33. One hundred acres, 3 miles from town; 120 acres in crop, 40 acr 
ture, plenty of water. Price, $31 per acre. 

34. Three hundred and twenty acres rough land suitable for pasture, 00 

This is a snap at $7.50 per acre. (Sold.) x 

“35. Three hundred and twenty acres, 4 miles from town; 70 acres can é¢ 

broken, balance pastureland. School section adjoining leased for four yea 


:pas- 
t 


| Price, $3.200. 


“36. One thousand six hundred acre stock ranch, improved and well 


| watered: will sell cheap or take in part payment improved farm or stock 


goods. For particulars and prices write us. : 

“87. One hundred and sixty acres, 4 miles from town; 140 acres in crop, = 
acres pasture, no waste land. <A great bargain at $29 per acre. (Sold ; 

**38. One hundred and sixty acres, fine farm with good well a. ater; 110 
(Sold.) 
**39. One hundred and sixty acres, 1 mile from town; plenty of water, fram 
Price, $6,000. (Sold April, 1908, $5,900.) , 
A recent issue of the Sioux Falls Press, Sioux Falls, S$. Dak., has this to say 
of the pending bill: 

““BURKE’S ROSEBUD BILL. 
“Representative BURKE, of South Dakota, favors the Press witha copy of 


his bill for the cession of a portion of the Rosebud Indian Reservation, in this 
State, and his report thereon from the House Committee on Indian Affairs. 





a measure the Press has criticised in one particular—that the 
cre to the Indian owners of the land was not enough. In Mr. 
«kes Dew bill the price is increased from $2.50 to $3 per acre for all the 
ntered within six months after the opening of the reservation, the price 
fter to be reduced to $2.50 per acre. 

s probable that all the land to be surrendered will be taken by settlers 
long before the t half year has expired, as there is nowhere in South Da- 
i nd more de sirable than in this tract. So the new bill will give the In- 

, couple of hundred thousand dollars more than was contemplated in 
zsinal measure. 
W hen the inspector visited the Indians last summer to procure their con- 
] unded $5 per acre, and refused to sign in 


























e of the land they der 
ent numbers an agreement for its sale for anything less than that sum. 
sence - the agre ement it was expec ted at that time to procure 
f he Indians, Mr. BURKE orporated in his billa previousagreement 
th the In ~e in September, 1901, in which they then consented to 
f the property at $2.50 per acre. This 
id it failed to secure ratification, the managers of the House 
d ng to consider it. 
{ndians are not at all exorbitant in their demand for $5 per acre. 
is worth more than that. A like measure, roduced by Repre- 
M. ARS i ALL, to provide for the opening of the Devils Lake (N. Dak.) 
n, is before the House. In the Indian Committee it has 
od as to provide that the price of the land shall be $4.50 per 
‘fi ‘st six months, $3.50 for the second six months, and $2.50 
sobud land is even more valuable than the Devils Lake 
on adapted to mixed farming.” 
Johesa Realty Company, of Bonesteel and Fairfax, S. Dak., 
themselves regarding values, claiming grazing lands are 
nds from $2 to $40 per acre in their section, which is 
g the Indian lands of the Rosebud Reservation. Their statements 


. the sal 













vress. 

















JANUARY 23, 1904. 

EAR Str: As itis 

n tiement soon, we are thinking of investi 
country 
the average price of faria lands be? 
1286 about 3.000. 3 r 
get that much in hat would be the price? 
lose a stamped envel pe and will be pleased to hear trom you 





ng some money in the 


I have a friend who would 










as conver 
spectiully, 


W. Beaos, Sons & Co. 
The C, A. JOHNSON REALTY COMPANY, 


> aan: ae Js 
Bonesteel, S. Dak. 


FATRFAX, S. DAK., January 26, 1904. 
esteemed favor of January 23, 1904, has been received 
r that 3,000 ae res of land for era: Zing pr irposes can be ot )- 
yunty for about $7 peracre. Th land is much mor 
ible and higher priced. sa land is worth from $25 to $40 per acre. 
new homestead bill which has recently been introduced by Congress- 
nrkKE, of South Dakota, — des for opening about 416,000acres of land 
rtion of this country which is yet an Indian reservation. This bill 
become a law as yet, t at if it does it will provide for paying $3 per 
r the homes 13 soon as the land is opened for entry and $2.50 per 
xd upon after the expiration of six months from the date the land is 
iforentry. The bill also provides that after the expiration of four 
from the date the land is opened for filing that a par ty can purchase 
land that is vacant at that time that he wishes, subject to the rules 
regulations of the Department of the Interior. 
Hoping to hear from you further in this matter, I beg to remain, 
Yours, truly, 


















A. JOHNSON REALTY COMPANY, 
Bonesteel and I ‘airfax S. Dak, 


Cc Ww Beaas, Sons & Co., Chicago, Ill. 





rmatory of the above, the following statement of Edwin M. Starcher, 
( tirfax, S. Dak., is important: 

JANUARY 23, 1904. 
yus of secur about 
cota, and as der- 
County will soon be open for settlement, we 

like to know what the average price of farm lands would be in that 
§ 1 and also if a 3.0 » tract could be purchased by one party 

nking you kindly inadvance for this information and inclosing stamped 
or reply, we are, 
With respect, 








AR Srrm: We havea parcy in this city who is desir 
res of land for grazing purposes in South Da 
iat the land in Grego ry 














C. W. Braas, Sons & Co. 


E. M. STARCHER, Fairfaz, S. Dak. 
JANUARY ay 1904. 
GENTLEMEN: To your favor of 25d instant beg tosay that the average price 
DI r lands in this country runs from $5 to $10 per acre; im pr ved 
n 5 to $40 per acre. 

e are no very iarge tracts of land that could be purchased here at this 
rly all : ia land has been homesteade ed or preempted by settlers 
ad in tracts from 40 to 320 acres. The only way one could 
‘es ina be “iy would be to buy out several of the holders who ad- 
other. If we can be of service td you in any way shall be glad to 








ly is own 








No doubt we ec: range with some of the larger c: hoown 
ng ranches to sell. Such a sale would probably ran; mately 


Pa 


,000 per quarter. 
Yours, tru 
EpWIN M. STARCHER,. 
C. W. Beacs, Sons & Co., Chicago, Il. 


Rey. A. B. Clark, a missionary among these Indians for a score ae more 
rs, | wend iat gross injustice will be doneif the I LDS art red t 
pt the luation provided for by the } vending legis mn. 
— st —— n the V alentine Democr: ut, Vv alentine, Nebr., issue of Febru- 
ary 4, 1904: 

‘The agent held a grand council yesterday (Monday, February 1) with 

ndians, and the result was that the Indi offered to lease their unal- 

{land fora term of years. On former « iwions the Indi: , 



















uns Positiv 

















refused to lease, but they feel so sore at the action of the South Dakota del 
egation in trying to open their Gregory County land at a nomin » that 
tu! ¥ ct 1sented in order that no more of their land could be open v 
eral years at least.”’ 

By demoralizing the Indians in the matter of leasing, we see the immedi- 





ate evil results that tend in the wake of attempted unfair treatment. It has 
been shown by those observing the conditions, and is to be inferred by all 


agreement was before the | 





probable that the Indian lands in Gregory County will | 
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better to encourage the Ind ians to > ps ast 








owned by themselves rather than to r 

The Indians have united 1 1 $5] I i 
they realize that the lands mor abl 

Can the Government afford to c« 1m} SO { renta rross 2 ist ? 

Respectfully submitted on behaif of the In 1 Rig) \ 

3. M. I 
Agent Indian 1 t : 

T also desire to a oneees an article on this very subject—t] ar- 
ticular Indian reservation bill—by one of the best kno Yew 
York newspaper corres pondents, who, while I assume he is not in 
accord with my views that the only solution of this, as of 


phases of the land question, is the application of the f 
principle (the principle that the only way to secure to all their 


- il ri 


ight of access to the earth is to compel those who monopo- 





bs 
lize land in any form to pay into the public treasury anm 8 
ret ntal value of the land they monopolize), yet does agree with me 
that land grabbing is an evil, and that the Rosebud | ans ; 
by this bill to be made the victim of land-grabbing plund : 


[From the New York Evening Post 














































































TAKING INDIANS’ LANDS—DE GRESS ITH TH ) 
SIOUX—A PREFERENCE FOR OF COUN t 
THAN THOSE OY HIGHWAY R rAaRro . oO S 
WOLF DECISIO? COMPELLIN(¢ ACCEPT $ AN A 
416,000 ACRES OF LAND WHOSE MARKET VAI iS AT LEAST $ 

NDIANS ALSO EXPECTED TO TAKE THEIR \ 3 OF CC 
MONEY OF WHITE HOMESTEADERS 
WA q ‘ ro , 
latest plan to take away Indians’ land and give it to white mer s to 
1 the Rosebud Sioux Reservation, in ith Dakota I 
Y vw = 
ina au 
at ) 
: 
tl it 
s b r v H 
‘ ; 
’ . : 
ito ; 
i m nie 
} + +} 
i 1 
A > > 
1+ ) 
' 
] \ é l 
i 
> i 
av O.7 la ( ry 

it. Instea land o} 

vived it, m 1 pro to pu , 

a bill to ratify n K/L bou 

ept $2.50. Itsr ( ress t ight y 2 

less gentlemanly « ‘ r 

Commi . “dq ’ 
i pr V 
a 
y y I x to 
1roF i t 
’ . 9 
tw . Lugo 
% 
I a 
‘ r t 
- Ty 
uct, many of r \ ¢ 

the propositior t a p! 
hem of as much mone { ort . Q 7 
+, LWW1—1. e., Yan 10t Op} t : 

ever, that there was no « it they w $2.50 } re 

for the lands proposed to be Cc 
And the Indi are quite just i in this sus on. | nafter ta g 
from them, at n 5 ) 3 v 
PY to do ) T ,an 
east. Cons f giving 1 22.50 oO 1 
except t for . < h 
1 direct appr ¢ | . ¢ . 
inces of i 101 he wl ers - 
hey can. The homesteader . pected to pay after sur + 

there is no assurance that they will doso. Bad ¢roy S r l 

be used in this case, as t 1 of 5 t 

Pp ng the dem anda 

, or sof aroyil in p ’ 3 

c move away, dé S$ inal payme h- 

¢ + 

t Yr ‘ 

11 

S n 
s by ] S 8 
e suc] 5 
5s 2ins \ i id 
in the va “d 
S i d 
] £ S Ww 8 
ther 1 : 
The only i x : ‘ 3 the 
market value « un it, as Llotted | 10 





is obligate d not to sell his ls ‘ , : 
The manly course would | have been f for Ci ng 





ress to say: “Here is the law. 


' 
t 
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Our body is all powerful. 
to do wi 
41 a 


ment. 


The highest tribunal in the land has left us free 
atever we please with Indian land. We have fixed our eyeson your 
"eS, — we purpose to take them and give them to the whites for 
f we can c 

if not, not. Youare helpless, so the wise thing for you to do 
, to the inevitable.” 
hen the Indians would have realized the full meaning of the transaction. 
uld seven-eighths of the American people, who are not land grabbers, 

u the helpless Indian is the victim marked for plunder. 

F. E. L. 


wh 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to have the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
lowa a few moments ago to section 21 amended by inserting after 
the word ‘‘to,’’ before the word ‘‘any,’’ the words “‘ or received 
by;’’ so it w1 


t 


» vou; 


° a4 ° | 
ation shall be paid to or received by any deputy 


‘ “annum. 
LACEY. 
the amendment, s 
(overnm 
exceed the limitation. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
us consent to amend the amendment offered to section 21. 
honut objection, the Clerk will make the correction. 
r. SHERMAN, 
ize 53, line 12. 
he CHAIRMAN. 


» that the reception, whether paid by 


t 
“XT 
\} 


| a 
i 
OR 


d over was on page 2 


pa ; 
Mr. SHERMAN. The ag 
eturn to that after we had concluded everything else 

lerk will report the paragraph, be- 


The Cl 
17 line 33. 
» Clerk read as follows: 
naintain at the ci 
y the Int 
is for the Indian servic 
Mr. MANN. 
of o: der on that. 
Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. 
line 11. 
The CHAIRMAN. D 
from Illinois to make the point of order? 
Mr. MANN. No; I do not make the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Nebraska offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
r line 11, pag 


atthe c 


ty of S 
7 1 
rior, 2 warel 


, 510,000. 


in the discretion of the Sec- 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to reserve the point 


Cheirman, I offer an amendment at 


es the Chair understand the gentleman 


33, the folowing: 
ty of Omaha, Nebr.,in the discretion of the Secretary 
“a2 warehc @ receipt, st 


the Indian 5 $10,000. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask where that 
amendment offered comes in? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. HINSHAW. 


lit 
i ¢ 


» for ti rage, and shipping of goods 


¥rvice, 


Justa moment. The amendment I coffer is 
11, and takes precedence of the reading of the other sec- 
Mr. MANN. But the other sections have been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska yesterday was offered immedi- 
ately after line 11, page 33, of the bill, and the amendment 
by the gentleman from Nebraska should have been presented by 
the Chair before the Clerk read the following paragraph. 

{ \RTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the ware- 

t. Louis and that at San Francisco have been reached 

1 of. no poin 

Mr. MANN. 
comes. 

Mr. HINSHAW. some difference, and I reserve the 
point of order on both of those amendments. If the committee 
jusists upon having them read now, prior to the amendment, I 
shall reserve the point of order upon them both. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that a point of 
order is made against the amendment? 

Mr. MANN. There is no point of order against it, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The auestion is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

“Mr. MANN. Iam trying to find out whether 
come of the other two paragraphs read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The other two propositions were read by 
the Clerk under a misapprehension on the part of the Chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The other two provisions have been read and 
agreed to. 

“The CHAIRMAN. The Chair explained to the Member from 
New York and the members of the committee that the Clerk read 


t to be offered now should come after line 19. 


1 do not see that it makes any difference where it 


anything has be- 


lect from the whites $2.50 an acre, we will pay the | 


mt or received by the officers as fees, in no case will | located for the distribution of supplies for the Indians of the Da- 
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| ington; to some extent Colorado and Utah. 





eement shown by the REecorD was | 


| supply depot has increased systematically and regularly. 
Now. Mr. Chairman. I ask that we go back | . s - 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask that we go back 


— . ‘ | June 30, 1902, the amount of goods handled there was 48 
Chair will state the first paragraph | 
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the paragraph by direction of the Chair inadvertently. On re- 
ferring to the Recorp of yesterday, it appears that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska was to line {1 
So that, in order that no rights should be lost in the matter, the 
gentleman’s amendment will be considered as offered to line 1{ 
The question now is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Nebraska. ae 
Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in reference to 
this Omaha appropriation that I think it is four years now that 
this item has been put in this bill for the Omaha supply dep >t. 
Omaha, as you all know, is located on the Missouri River, and is 


| probably the city in closest touch to the great mass of the In- 


dians of any other State. I have no objection to the Indian sup- 
ply depot at St. Louis or the Indian supply depot at San Francisco, 
San Francisco is located in easy touch with the Indians on 
Pacific slope. St. Louis is located conveniently for the Ind 
in the Indian Territory and Oklahoma. 


1 


alls 


Omaha is equally well 


kotas, of Minnesota, of Montana, of Idaho, and probably of Wash- 
During the time t! 
this appropriation has been in here the business of the Oma) 


U 


For the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1901, and extending to 


1551 
pounds. Now, notice the next fiscal year beginning July 1, i902, 
and ending June 30, 1903, it had increased nearly threefold, { 


4, LO 
1,118.556 pounds. I have here a comparative statement of t! 


| supplies which have been furnished by the four prominent 


ply depots and the one temporary supply depot. New Yor! had 
shipped from July 1 to December 31, 1908, which is the first 


of the fiscal year, 1,362,000 pounds; Chicago, during the sam 
| months, 7.450,000 pounds; Omaha, for the same six months, &\) 


a great many. 


. -| pounds; St. Louis, for the same fiscal half year, 594,776 px 
e for the receipt, storage, and shipping of | San Francisco, for the whole of the fiscal year, 2,375,000 p 


This is a comparative statement of significance. The remai 
of the fiscal year, as lunderstand it, affords very small shipme: 
so the Indian Office reports. 

Now, in view of the vicinity of Omaha to these great tril 
Indians, I can not understand why the gentleman from Illin 
[Mr. MANN] should insist upon trying to knock out the Om 
appropriation. I can not understand it unless the gentleman de- 
sires to monopolize in the city of Chicago all the Indian supply 
business, and I hope he does not. 

Mr. MANN. Itis because we have so many Indians. 

Mr. HINSHAW. There are a few Indians in Chicago, but 
{[Laughter.] Now, I ask this committee t 
in thisitem. Itisonly $10,000. It is a matter of economy. 
shipments from Chicago would cost more than they would fr 
Omaha. As itis now, l understand, the goods are shipped in | 
to the city of Omaha, and the goods are distributed from th 
whereas if they were distributed from Chicago they would b 


shipped in detail and in small consignments. 


| warehouse is somewhat peculiar. 


| Committee. 


offered | 


Mr. Chairman, if I have any more time, I want to reserve i! 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the history of the O: 

It never was recommend: 
the Department and was not passed upon favorably by the In 
It was first incorporated in the bill in the Se1 
think. The amendment was defeated in the House and was } 
on in the Senate, and in conference it remained in, with the }1 
viso that the warehouse should be established there if furnis! 
free of charge by the citizens of Omaha. That was the proj 


A 


| tion of the Representatives of that section of the State. | 


~ of order having been made; consequently | 


| tha! 
| 7 


provision there never was a warehouse there, for they 1 
lid furnish it free to the Government, and thereafter, the n 
year or the second year, I don’t remember which, the pro 


u 


| went through in the form that the gentleman from Nebraska 1 


| Pres 


nts it. 
The gentleman quotes figures in pounds and numbers of pa 
The facts are that last.year, 1903, in value the total amou 


ages. 


| shipped from Omaha, whether purchased at Omaha or at Chicago 
| or New York, amounted to about $60,000, while the shipment: 
| from Chicago were $579,000 and those from New York $270.00! 

| The expense for maintaining at the same time the Omaha ware- 


house, shipping out $60,000 worth of goods, was 36,400, while th: 
expense for maintaining the Chicago warehouse, which shipped 
out almost $600,000 worth of goods, was but $22,000. There neve! 


has been a time, in my judgment, when the service required a 


warehouse at Omaha, and I think that time is not present now. | 
think the amendment ought not to be adopted. I want to say, iu 
all fairness, that I opposed the amendment in the committee. Ii 


| was favorably considered by the majority of the committee, and 


the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Hinsuaw] was authorized to 
present it here as a committee amendment. I do not want to be 
misunderstood by the committee here. Iam speaking for myself, 


| and not for the members of the Indian Committee. 


\ 


Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I call attention to the fact, 





1904. 


—————— 


and ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] if it is 
not true, that while the value of stuff shipped from Omaha was 
s60,740 for the last six months of the year 1903, the value of the 
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stuff shipped from St. Louis was only $36,750 during the same 
half of the fiscal year, and that the cost of the St. Louis depot 
was $5,795, as against $6,425 at Omaha. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I presume the gentleman has | 
correctly stated the figures. I knowhe hasas toamount. I have 


yuislaid the paper I had here a moment ago, but I have no doubt 
hat the gentleman states it correctly. 

Ir. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I think there is some mis- 
take about the cost. The cost to St. Louis was $3,400 out of the 
$10,000 apprep riated. 

HINS:AAW. Mr. Chairman, I have here the 

m the indian Oifice, which gives the figures that I have given. 
r ERMAN. Yes; the gentleman iscorrect. I said I had 
that the gentleman was correct, but I could not find my 





~~ 


tements | 


tement. It is the same as the gentleman's, but Iam not dis- 
ing the relative merits of Omaha and St. Louis. Iam dis- 
cussing the question of whether or not there is need for the main- | 
ance at Omaha of an Indian warehouse. I maintain that the 
‘ures demonstrate that there is not any need for it. I say that 
; establishment was never asked by the Department, and that it | 
was believed that it was a handicap to the Department rather than 





nt he compulsory establishme nt of a depot at that place. 
he amendment w iN me prevail 
TREE. Mr. Chai irman, I hope . the amendment will pre- 
le amendment was ‘doahed in the committee and con- 
dered by the committee. pe it was ordered reported favorably. 
he gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HINSHAW] was authorized 
too fe r the amendment. 
r. SHERMAN. I just stated that. 
.BURKE. Yes; [understandso. It is the only : rmend 
+ by the committee that has not prevailed, and ine 
trust that this committee will not make an exception a as to ‘this 
item and refuse to adopt the amendment of the gentleman from 
Nebraska. has been stated, Omaha situated at a point 
ibutary to the great reservations in that portion of the country. 
‘The warehouse has transacted considerable business, as has been 
ted for this 


sl 


1 


offers 
i8 


own by the statem«¢ nts, and the Department estima 
rehouse when the made up for this Cong 


‘ estimates were 
ust the 


as 


as it estimated for 


same other items in the bill and for 
other warehouses. I hope the amendment will prevail and that 


this committee wi 
Mr. LACEY. 


ll adopt it. 


Mr. Chairman, just a word in favor of thi 





amendment. There is one advantage in having this additional 
warehouse. It increases the range of competition inthe bids. It 
enables the wholesalers at Council Bluffs, Cmaha, Leavenworth, 


as City, and the surrounding region to join also in the bids, 
while if they had to bid for delivery at a point farther east it 


would bar them out. What this may cost the Government will 
be much more than saved inthe lowness ofthe bids. Atany rate, 
is discretionary in the Secretary of the Interior whether to 

( tablish st-og n0F. 
*‘ MANN . Chairman, the pending props ionis whether 
Wwe on Mameenintn $10,000 for the maintenance of the Indian 


warehouse at Omaha for the next fiscal year. We have now five 






Indian warehouses he ones at Chicago and Ne\ Ww York are main- 
tained out of a general epD ‘opriation relating to** transportation ”’ 
and varehouses,’’ etc., but Chicago and New w York are not 
mentioned in that gen i item, so that as | he law has stood the 


ae Bureat 1 might ¥° ive taken the warehouses away from Chi 


cago and New York en a sary and located them elsewhere. That 
danger is now covered by the amendment which I offered last 
night and which was adopted, providing t no portion of this 


‘ ral fund shall be used for warehouses at 
Chicago and New York. 

Now, the question is, shall we make specific appropriations of 
0 in each case for the maintenance of the warehouses at 
St. Louis, and San F isco? 

. Chairman, I do not think tie t I should now take 
iscuss the subject, except for the ree that thror 
source or other it became widely « circulat t od throughout t 
ot ( ‘hicago tl iat it was propost d to entirel y remove the ce 
Indian supplies from Chicago to St. Louis. 

[have no doubt that that was an entirely erroneous impres- 


y place other than 


~ ) 


Omaha, 


2 
i 


( 


sion. The fact, however, that the Secretary of the Interior w: 
from St. Louis might have given, to some of those who did 
not know the gentleman, an appearance of truth to the proposi- 


tion. Mr. Jones, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, is a man of 
great business ability and with character above reproach. I took 
occasion, however, to make some investigation as to the amount 
of business, the character of business, and the cost of business at 
Chicago and the other Indian warehouses, and I want to show the 
House why the Indian-warehouse business should remain at Chi- 


| in seeing that enough of the Members on his side shoul 
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cago. Now, I have not the slightest doubt that in the end, when 
the vote is taken, this amendment will prevail. I never have yet 
as a matter of observation and experience, legislative 
bodies to either abolish offices or officers. 
To cut down the pay roll is something almost impossible; to in- 
crease the number on that roll is always easy. And it is very evi- 
dent from the appearance of this floor that the most genial and 
able and faithful Representative from Omaha has I iligent 
» here 


rprise 








to dec ide the vote whe n it comes. I admire him for 
and industry. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
Mr. MANN. Certainly. 
fr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does not the gentleman think t 
Omaha, being nearer to where the Indian tribes have 
would be much better for a warehouse than fart 
the various shipments of goods be concent 


Will the gentleman yield a moment? 
hat 
omes, 
Could 


this way 


their | 


not 





nearer the abodes of the Indians and where the great railroads 

center? 
Mr. MANN. If the gentleman and the committee will have 
nce with me for a few moments I will try to demonstrate 


pati 
T ’ 


t such is not the fact. 


1e cost of maintenance to-day at the different Indian ware- 
house s in proportion to the amount of business transacted. I will 
stat » from the statistics I have before me—that is, the adn - 
trative cost of the warehouse and the proportion of that to the 
| value of the goods handled. At St. Louis it is 15.7 per cent For 
every hundred dollars’ worth of goods wh F 
ehouse at St. Louis it costs $1 


lice. At Omaha it costs 10 pe 
worth of goods. In other words, at 


for maintenance. At New York 
San Francisco, 4 per cent; at Chicas 


Mr. CLARK. Maynot that gr 
the men who have this j 
Ir. MANN. Well, 
stion. 
r. CLARK. 
body may be 
| Laughter. ] 





[I can n 

rie 
Xf 
i 


q 
A 


The meanin - the question is this—that some- 
‘‘playing favorites.”’ Do you under ti 








Ir. MANN. Well, I do notevenunderstandthat. Certainly, 
Mr. Chairman, there is no chance, as far as favoritism in the 
ofiices is concerned - 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me st reest to th ntl n fi M 
souri [ Mr. CLARK], as to favoritism being played, that tl 
tary of the int I nie! in St. Louis. 

Mr. CLARK. It does not make any di nee if he d 
Where do e chief ** muck-a-chuck’’ of tl Ind B itl 
live? 

Ir. SHERMAN. Th sgentleman towhom I su my fr l 
fro Mis ouri alludes is away up in the Northwest, and he has 
no interest in th tter, except for the ¢ 1 t ice 

Mr. CLARK. Asa matter of plain common s d not 
seem that the cost in this mat ought to be less at Omaha and 
St. Louis, which are closer tot Indians, than at the other pla 

, sSHERM Well is 1 é 

Mr. MANN. I object to t leman m M i | Mr 
CLAI K | asking th » questions until I get throug ! to 
show n yt only tha it d S$ not < le than at th la S1 l 
but that it can not 

The cost of administration in St. Lo was $5.795 T] lu 
of the goods handled the contra v 7 1 
might think from the ind vy which ] n di ! 
floor and elsewhere to pres« the h V he Lou 
and Omaha that it was a matter of 1 li ti ( 
ness of th cl yet the total v i tl i 
St. Louis for tl rst sixn of the f ‘ i | 
tically all the tn is d was i At | 
total value of the goods handled was $0,740, ar 
So tS: 10 cents for administrative purp pon every a rs 
worth of goods. 

At New York the cost of administration \ $16,620, ar 
cost of the goods handled $270,827.86 At = \ 
the Indian warehouse is maintained only a part t 
cost for the year was about $5,000 and the value of 
about $125,000. At Chica ’ i 
and the cost of ids handled S 19 
of 3.8. 

Mr. Chairman. more goods were handled ( l] 
the other four warehouses: and I eall \ 

1an from New York [ Mr. 8: MAN], who 
; sae nt on this point, to t fact tl t 
ha rdied at ( ago was more that t \ ( ! l 
a ‘all t he other Indian warehouses combine mu and 
the cost of handling was a great deal 1 It cos 2,000 at 
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Chicago and $33,000 at the other warehouses; but the value of | some of the principal men with whom I have been connected are 


the g 


ods and the amount of the work at Chicago were much more 
than at all the other warehouses combined. That is easily shown 
also by tonnage. The tonnage at St. Louis was 594,776 pounds; 
at Omaha, 892,908 pounds; at New York, 1,362,103 pounds; at San 
Fra 0, 2,420,565 pounds; at Chicago more than all the rest 
combined nearly twice over—7,450,178 pounds. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The figures which the gentleman has just 
read relate to the last six months of 1903 and not to the whole 
year. It that not true? 

Mr. MANN. The figures which I have just read relate only to 
the last six months of the year 1903, which are the first six months 
of the current fiscal year; but they practically cover all of the 

ipl [am informed, and other gentlemen have stated here, 

etically all the shipments are made in the first six months 

fiscal year. 

v, that is not all by any means. Any bidder can have his 
lelivered at any Indian warehouse under his contract, or the 
tment can direct him where to deliver, there being a varia- 
tion in price so far as freight is concerned. The man in Chicago 
who bids in New York City can deliver his goods in New York 
City, or he can deliver them in Chicago, or he can deliver them at 
Omaha, or he can deliver them at St. Louis, or San Francisco. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. lIask unanimous consent to proceed for ten min- 
te 

The GHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 

msent that he may proceed for ten minutes. 
ere was no objection. 

- MANN. Bids are received at New York and Chicago. 
re not received now at Omaha, St. Louis, or San Francisco, 

» complaint has been made by some of the gentlemen from 

suis that because bids were not opened at St. Louis the St. 
eople were discriminated against. Now, that is not the 
Chicago this last year went to 


ro style, Mr. Chairman. 
rk, where certain bids are opened. Let me say that the 


yids for certain classes of goods are opened in New York, and for } 


ain classes of goods they are opened in Chicago. Last year 
ids were opened in New York for class 1 blankets. Chicago 
erchants went to New York and bid and took the whole busi- 
ss, got the contract for the whole amount, $15,520, away from 
York, away from St. Louis merchants, away from Omaha 
merchants, away from all the other merchants in the land. 
The woolen and knit goods bids were opened in New York, and 
Chi » went to New York and bid, and the result of the bids 
as that New York merchants received contracts for $6,768 
rth; St Louis got the biggest contract that it has got on any- 
in the Indian-warehouse business, or $8,342, and Chicago 
to New York and got five times as much, or $42,350, on 
len and knit goods. Omaha got nothing on that class of 
ary ~ 
In class 3, cotton goods, Chicago bid in New York and received 
the c racts for $68,100 worth, while the New York merchants 
took $6,174 and the St. Louis merchants $4,826, and Omaha got 
nothing. The only big contract which was let to New York 
merchants was clothing. The clothing was contracted for in the 
East 
Now, then, bids were let at Chicago last spring for various 
classes of goods. One of the principal of these is subsistence, 
which means meats. The only business that Omaha does with 
the Indian warehouse is with meats. The Omaha merchants bid 
on nothing else practically. They have no other contracts with 
the exception of afew dollars’ worth. Now, most of the meats d 
not go into the Indian warehouses at all. There is no occasion 
for a dollar’s worth of the meats going into an Indian ware- 
house. The meats are shipped directly to the agencies and the 
echools 


ror 


on 


he first 
$60.000 worth of goods handled in the Omaha warehouse, $52.793 
h were under the head of subsistence, practically for meats. 
‘ty-two thousand dollars worth of meats were handled at the 
maha warehouse, which they sayis so near tothe Indians, while 
$6 ) worth went to no warehouse at all, but were shipped 
ily to the agencies or schools. That which was shipped di- 
rectly to the agencies cost the Government nothing extra for 
ninistration, but that which went through the Omaha ware- 
‘added one dollar of expense to every ten of the cost of the 

2 
claim that is made that Omaha is so much nearer the In- 


aires 


ai 
tr 


The freight rates from Omaha to the Indians, on an aver- 


I donot decryOmaha. Ihave the greatest admiration for Omaha. 
Some of the pleasantest moments of my life have been spent there; 


Is there | 


six months of the fiscal year, out of the total of | 


's,in the first place, so far as freight rates are concerned is not | 


as I am informed, are higher than they are from Chicago. 


men high in affairsin Omaha. But the Omaha merchants do not 


| obtain contracts in any class of goods to any extent except the 
| meats; and these are bid for mostly by Chicago meat men in the 
| provision business who have plants in Omaha. 
Now, let us see. The only things that Omaha merchants got 
any contracts on last year except subsistence were paints, $3,5:)): 
medical supplies, $4,550; wagons, $240. That was out of a total 
of $316,000 in classes 7 to 16. And St. Louis, represented by that 

genizl gentleman, Mr. BARTHOLDT, who ought to have been sat- 

isfied when he took $4,500,000 out of the national Treasury to help 

his city, should not now insist upon 15 cents on every dollar's 
| worth being spent for the maintenance of a warehouse in that 
city that is of no more use to the Indian Service than the fifth lee 
)ona dog. St. Louis merchants out of a total of $316,666 received 
| contracts to the amount of $11,476, while the merchants of Chi- 
| cago received contracts for $296,140 worth. 

Mr. METCALF. May I interrupt the gentleman at this point? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. METCALF. I have a statement here showing that t! 
cost, according to the value of the goods in St. Louis, was 57 } 
cent. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman has a statement which 
lates to the year before last. 

Mr. METCALF. I do not think so. 

Mr. MANN. And the St. Louis warehouse was only open 
about three months in that year. That is undoubtedly the s| 
ment which the gentleman has. That Indian warehouse was 
tablished the year before last, and a statement was made at t] 
time for the first six months of the fiscal year, and the statem: 
of the value of the goods and the statement of the cost made th 
cost about half the value of the goods; but that was only for th 
| first three months the warehouse was doing business. 

Mr. METCALF. It was from July 1 to December 31, a} 
of six months. 

Mr. MANN. That was of 1902 and not of.1903, if the ge 
man will pardon me. The gentleman from St. Louis [ Mr. B 
THOLDT] last year said that if the St. Louis warehouse did 
do a great deal more business this year than last year, he \ 
| be willing that it might be abolished; and in proportion it 

not done more business. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT,. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield tothe gent! 
from Missouri? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I greatly desire to correct the erron 

| impression that might be created by the remarks of my fri 
from Dlinois. The warehouse at St. Loris was opened two y 
ago, after all the contracts had been let and after the year’s b 
ness had already been done. 

Mr. MANN. That is what I said. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. So that we had very little chance to ¢ 
businessin the first year. But thesecond year we have been 
remarkably well, and the only reason why we have not done | 
is that all the bids are opened at Chicago, and the St. Louis 1 
chants have got to take their samples to Chicago, which caus: 
great deal of expense. In the future these bids should be open 
at St. Louis as well as at Chicago. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is surprising for th 
ment to be made that they have to take samples of groceries f1 
St. Louis up to Chicago, at great expense, as they claim. I ha 
just shown the gentleman and the committee that the Chic: 

| merchants took their samples to New York and took the busi! 

| away from the New York merchants. They made no baby p! 
| that they could not afford to doit. They went there anc t 
their samples and got the business. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Butnotin heavy goods, Wecan not ta! 
| any samples of anvils to Chicago or samples of plows to Chi 
for the reason that it would cost the merchants more than t 
| profits would amount to. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, well, I do not know whether they » 
anvils at St. Louisor not. I think not. So far as plows and 4 
cultural implements are concerned, every man knows that ‘ 
| cago gets the bulk of the business in agricultural goods. Tho 
| agricultural-implement business is located principally around 
| Chicago. The merchants are not required to take samples 
everything. There is a large bid for augers which are supplied 
| to the Indian warehouses. Augers are required of different sizes 

and of different diameters; but they are not required to present 4 
| sampleofeachkind. They areonly required to present one sample, 

say of a half-inch auger, showing the style and quality of all the 
| kinds of augers that are to be furnished. 

The gentieman’s statement, which he gets probably from the 
merchants of St. Louis, is incorrect as to the fact. 
! Boots and shoes are bid for at various places. 








On boots and 
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choes during the last year Chicago got contracts for $185,190 
worth, St. Louis $1.610 worth, and New York $300 worth. 

Of groceries—not hard to handle samples—Chicago took $35,010 
worth, St. Louis took $300 worth, and Omaha took only $95 worth. 
Crockery, class 7, Chicago took $5,740 worth, St. Louis: took $610 
worth, and Omaha nothing. 

Furniture: Chicago took $22,250 worth, St. Louis took $170 
worth, and Omaha nothing. Harness: Chicago took $22,940 
worth, St. Louis took $26 worth—I do not see how that got away 
from us (laughter]—and Omaha nothing. Agricultural imple- 
ments: Chicago took $9,730 worth; St. Louis, $300 worth—the 
item itself is very small. Wagons: Chicago took $12,010 worth; 
Omaha, $240 worth, and St. Louis nothing. Paints: Chicago took 


§: 1,260 worth; Omaha, $3, 5380 worth, and St. Louis nothing. Tin- 
ire: Chicago took $4,330 worth; St. Louis, $330 worth, and 


O Ounales nothing. Medic al supplies: Why they claim they have the 
largest-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has again expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may have five minutes more. 

The’ CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that he may be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 
Is there objection? 


The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
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I submit for consideration the following letter and memoranda, 
showing the amount of the business at the various Indian ware- 
houses: 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 2, 1904. 
Hon. JAMES R. MANN, 
House of Representatives, Wash yess D. C. 
S1r: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your lett 
timo requesting that a statement of the business transac 
Indian warehouses at Chicago, New York, St. Louis, a nd | Omaha be sent you. 
The following is a statement showing the amount of bus s trar ed 
at the various Indian warehouses for the period from July 1 to Di cember 31, 
1903: 
St. Louis: 
I a ci aaa Ah lid td ilar cn aioe In acim canal ion aie we 
Value of the goods 
Cost for the year 
Omaha: 
PU a a 
Value of the goods_........... 
Cost for the year 
Chicago: 
SN por 
Value of the goods 
Cost for the year 


er of the 9th ul- 


ted at each of the 






I 
1ess 


594, 776 
$ 6, 749.06 
ia lec ciel a tal ca a a rl Bnd a a $5, 795. 00 
892.908 


' 
‘ 
“ 
io W 


| New York: 


[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and | 


it is so ordered, 
Mr. MANN. St. Louis has a very large wholesale medical drug | 


house; possibly more than one, for aught I know. There were 
aes ‘e contracts let to St. Louis last year, and they got $5,980 
worth, and Chicago $12,140 worth, and Omaha $4,550 worth. 
Bi v oka’ hicago took the whole thing, with $19,860 worth. Now, 

» fact that bids are opened in New York and Chicago is no dis- 
crisniaaiion against Omaha or St. Louis. 

[ am not making any proposition, so far as I am concerned, to 
strike out St. Louis, because I fully realize, at times at least, 
when a jagged stone wall is in front of my head; but Omaha was 
not brought in by the committee at first, is not wanted by the 
Department or the board of purchasers. 
commissioners have recommended that it be abolished; and I 
call attention to the report of the board of Indian commissioners, 
composed of very eminent men—Archbishop Ryan, Charles J. 
Bonaparte, Doctor Draper, and men of that character—i i 
they recommend that the warehouse at St. Louis be abolished, 
stating that there is no necessity for it. 

[ had hoped that when the distinguished gentleman from Omaha 
himself, who is in favor, I believe, of cutting off carriages in 
Wash ington, brought it home to himself that he would be willing 
to economize in the interest of the Government without regard to 
personal considerations. I recognize his desires, and I believe if 
the gentleman from Lincoln—whom he has often followed as a 
leader—were on the floor of this House, he would say in the inter- 
ests of public economy the Omaha warehouse ought to be left off. 
It costs more; itis not needed; it handles 
any kind; it handles only meats, most of which are now shipped 
to the Indianagencies and schools, and all of which could easily be 
shipped direct; and the only purpose of the Omaha warehouse is a 
matter of pride to Omaha, and possibly to the Member from 
Omaha. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the 
the gentlemax from Iowa? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. 
and Sioux City packers to ship meats to Chicago and from there 
ship through Omahain order to reach the Indians of the country? 

Mr. MANN. It would not. I will say to my friend from Iowa, 
so far from that, last year in the meat business there were shipped 
of subsistence supplies direct to the agencies, without going 
through any of the warehouses at all, the total of $649,000 worth 
as against a total purchase of $769, 000 worth. Of a total of $769,- 
000 worth only a little went to warehouses and none is necess ary 
to go through warehouses. 

Mr. LACEY. Where was it inspected? 

Mr. MANN. It is inspected, I presume—I can not answer the 
gentleman where it is inspected. I do not know whether it is in- 
spected at the point of shipment or at the point of receipt. It 
may be inspected at the point of shipment, but it is not shipped 
through the wareho uses, and there is no occasion for shipping it 
through the warehouses. There is no possible advantage to the 
Government. The Omaha warehouse is simply an excrescence, 





gentleman from Illinois yield to | 


The board of Indian | 


no ordinary goods of | 


LE OW BORN c5cccesuec. ie tactical albaacia ts tata ta sia alate idan 5. 428 


Ba eee 


Would not that require the Kansas City packers | 


and the gentleman from Omahaand the gentleman from Nebraska, | 
whose high-mindedness or their desire to serve their country | 


faithfully. no one can deny, ought themsely es to be in fs ior, as a 
matter of public pride, of waiving the salaries of five or six thou- 
sand dollars which are paid out there and let the business be 
trazacted in the interest of the Government. 





aa «ay Rehan deen meet ccnateakens 305 
hE ena AAEM AMEEE CLIT 
Cost for the year $16, 620. 00 
San Francisco: 
Tonnage 
Value of the goods 
Cost tor the year . ont 
The Chicago, St. Louis, Omaha, and New York warehouses 
transact business throughout the year, and the busines 
pleted. The San Francisco warehouse is open for 
transactions there are entirely over. 
Very respectfully, 





2. 420, 565 
(about). 
about) -.-- 


maou 


are ¢ n and 
practically ¢ 
r only a few months, 


S1s 





and 


Memoranda ving val yntracts awarded at annual 1 


[New York letting, May 19.] 
‘lass 1, blankets -- ii ticelthvuhs @leebawns ga macal ak aded ou’ Gack acm nc bib e does @15.55 
ass 2, woolen and knit go aim teaalinte sti eae cee 
ss 3, cotton g 


I 
sito 


oods...- 


elolelelele 





a a ee _ 387 
Delivered as follows: 








Subsistence, delivered as follows: 


In Chicago .......-. 


In St. Louis , 
At the various agencies an 


Total 


Classified goods, deli. 


7. Boots and shoes 
Gro eres -... 
9. Crockery, 
». Furnit ure, ‘etc 
. Harness, ete -.- a 
Agric ulturs al im nple ments -.| 
_ Wi agons, etc . 
. Paints, etc 
NEI ccadenks Giainadeden 
>. Stoves, etc 
17. Hi rdw are - 


720 1,750 coe GA: ee } 
2,140 5, § 


9, 860 


ow’ = 


Books el cclepeahiars either neniatee a cian 


SU site east ecoananies } 296,140 ll, 


476 740 8 
RECAPITULATION. 

New Yor! eliveries ode ic arte 5 . $35 

Chicago delivert ‘S 

St. Louis deliv eve jane , wae aia 

Omaha deliveries silica Gedantidbict ‘ Euhahanae 


Add deliveries 


ries 


;at agencies: 


eens C8 ROG BRINE Sak diins Occneddaanddniendabuuncnnmsicn nile, Mgt 
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There figures are given in round numbers for the sake of convenience, and 
are therefore not exact, but they are believed to be very nearly so; certainly 
sufficiently so for the purpose of comparison. 

It shouldalso be understood that they represent only the value of the 
ods contracted for at the time of the lettings. Each contract contains a 

that it may be increased or diminished 25 per cent. Advantage is 

n of this clause to get additional goods during the year. 

additional orders if added to them aaa considerably increase the 
riven above, but would not, it is believed, materially affect their rel- 
Vaile. 
re is also purchased through the warehouses during the year a large 
number of miscellaneous articles in open market. 

In some recent reports the value of the goods shipped from July 1 to De- 
cember 31, 1908, taken from the reports of the warehouse superintendents, 
was given as follows: 
New York 
Chics 
BE. LOUIS . 2. cccccccccccccccse cossoesccsese cenc0s wesese Setent ecenseecosoone 
Omaha eee mi 


3; more tl 


figure 
ative 
TI 


70, 830 
579, 400 

85, 750 

60, 740 
ian the amounts reported in this. The additional orders 
t purchases spoken of account for the difference. 


and marke 


WAREHOUSES FOR INDIAN SUPPLIES. 


Of these thore are four permanent and one temporary. 
Their cost and operation are as follows: 
New York, permanent: 
C* for 1903..... 
ry 
Value 


ge shipped July 1 to December 31, 1903 ..........- pounds... 1,362,103 
| $270, 830 
Cost 6 per cent of value. 
Rent paid from the appropriation for ‘‘ transportation of Indian supplies;” 
balance from “telegraphing and purchase of Indian supplies.” 
Chicago, permanent: 
REY SE IEEE ccoichiery iaiieata ayieitnteceieeaiaianain 
nnage shipped July 1 to December 31, 1903 pounds... 7,450,178 
MD ede suena amend aircie $579, 400 
.4, per cent of value. 
paid from “Transportation of Indian supplies;” balance from “ Tele- 
sand purchase of Indian supplies.” 
tha, permanent: 
t for 1903 
lonmage shipped July 1 to December 31, 1908 
VRID . ccctede cvenes ccnbecceetwceseienbness cncesbbnbaeccseuecensseeeens 
Cost 10 per cent of value. 
Supported wholly out of special appropriation of $10,000. 
,ouis, permanent: 
t for 1903 


22, 250 


$60, 740 


504, 776 
36, 750 
st 15.7 per cent of value. 
supported wholly out of special appropriation of $10,000. 
in I’rancisco, temporary: 
Cost for present year, about 
Tonnage shipped present year, about Is.. 2,375,000 
Value, estimated $125, 000 
‘ost 4 per cent of value. 
Rent paid from “‘ Transportation of Indian supplies 


s;*’ balance from “ Tele- 
era mn 


ng and purchase of Indian supplies.” 


ee 9 matinie Kn , - (hice Ymahs nn | : : *y 
re.—The cost of operating New York, Chicago, Omaha, and St. Louis | the gentleman from New York in charge of the pending bill | Mr. 


is civen as of 1903, that year being complete. 
cost for 


It is safe to assume that the 
the present year will be about the same. 
‘ost of operating San Francisco is that for the present year, the work 
ing finished. 
nnage of New York, Chicago, Omaha, and St. Louis is for the first 
is of the fiscal year. This, however, is very nearly all, as the ship- 
mis over. Some small shipments will increase these figures some- 
The tonnage of San Francisco is all for this fiscal year. 
if the goods and the cost of the warehouses is not exact, but 
y—sufticiently so for the purposes of comparison. 
he necessity of a permanent warehouse in San Francisco it may be 
the foregoing figures afford sufficient proof of that. 
at San Franciscoisa good sugar market, a good rice and tea market, 
dd dried-fruit market, and there are a good many other things used 
ice that it isadvantageous to buy there. 
sa large part of the Indian Service with a great many articlee of needed 


Lue ¢ 


a L sor 


in the Indian Serv 


y be wise to have a purchasing agent of the Government there all 


r the present system an agent of the Government is there five or six 
out of the twelve, and a temporary warchouse is kept open for about 
ie time, 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
his amendment after two or three words of explanation. 
as is transacted at the warehouse in Chicago, but Omaha has a 
growing institution. It handled for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1903, more tian twice as much business as in the fiscal year 
ending in June, 1902. The gentleman from Illinois, however, 
who now declaims so vigorously against Omaha, I presume sat 
in his seat and voted for the Omaha proposition last year and the 
year before when its business was much smaller. 
” Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Nebraska is mistaken; I 
did not. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, at least he did not rise to oppose it. 
The 
by the 
mer 


gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. The Omaha 
hants are compelled, in bidding for Government supplies, 
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great disadvantages. I certainly think, although I am a believer 
in economy, that it is for the interest of this Government to build 
up in various parts of the United States not only competitive 
bidders, but competitive business centers from which to invite 
bids. In that way the Government can take every advantage in 
the saving of freight rates. It undoubtedly saves money when 

arehouses are established near the supplies of food which coma 
from the great West and near to the Indians to whom the supplies 
are delivered. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Nebraska yield for a 
question? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that the busi- 
ness last year, which is afiscal year, in Omaha was twice as much 
as it was the year before. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Isaid the number of pounds handled at 
the Omaha warehouse for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, was 
484,531 pounds, and the number of pounds handled for the fiscal 
year 1903 was 1,118,556 pounds. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman pardon me? Tho gentleman 
may be correct—I do not know—but I have a statement comi1 
from the Indian warehouses, which states that the number of 
pounds handled at Omaha in 1902 was 930,210 pounds. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Calendar year? 

Mr. MANN. The fiscal year 1902. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am talking about the fiscal year endi 


| June 30,1902, compared with the fiscal year ending June 30, |! 
| And I want tosay, furthermore, Mr. Chairman, in concluding ; 
| asking for a vote on this matter, that if Chicago is able to « 


match all the other centers so completely, as the gentleman hoa: 


| surely the gentleman from Illinois ought not to be afraid to let 


St. Louis and Omaha and San Francisco have an opportunity + 
bid with her. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendn 
will prevail. 

The Indian warehouse is a valuable means to reasonable 


| and expeditious distribution of the supplies furnished by 


$5,795 | 


Federal Government toits wards. There should be no oppos 
to maintaining one in every considerable center of Indian p 


| lation. 


| ing economy of restriction. 
$5,000 | 


Iam not much influenced by what has been said here co 
It is as the gentlemen from Nebr 
[Mr. Hircucock] has suggested—the maintenance of wareh 


| at San Francisco, St. Louis, and Omaha increases the number of 
| bidders for supplies and tends to reduction of Federal outlay. 


Our experience in the West has abundantly established this. 
Nor am I much impressed by the statistics brought forward by 


SHERMAN] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] to: 


that it is more costly to handle supplies through Omaha or o 
| cities than through Chicago. 


| Cities. 
It may be | 


It can supply | J 
, ndiat { | handling 
robably cheaper and quicker than they can be gotten from the East, | certain that, percentage of cost being in inverse ratio to extent 


It does not appear, making due allowance for basic adminis 
tive outlay, that Chicago handles supplies ton for ton or d 
for dollar more economically than San Francisco, Omaha, or 
There are salaries, rentals, etc., necessarily attaching to 
every warehouse; and of course, if the Interior Department so 
exercises its large discretion as that the business handled by ons 
warehouse is enormous and by another insignificant, the showi 
will, on superficial examination, be unfavorable to the wareho' 
the smaller volume of supplies; and it seems reason! 


| business, the favorable showing by Chicago would have been « 
| plicated by cities farther west had they been given correspoi 
| participation in the receipt, storage, and distribution of supp! 


ituation in Omaha is the same as in St. Louis, as outlined | 


not only to go to Chicago when the bids are opened, but to pay | 


the f 
back 
Sot 


reight on the samples upon which they bid to Chicago and 
to Omaha. 


he business has been developed in Omaha and St. Louis under 


d , : | [ fancy no one better understands that this is so than does (1 
Mr. Chairman, I shall ask for a vote on | 
‘ It is | 
rue that Omaha does not do as much business at its warehouse | ness and I am inclined to think with my friend from Miss 


able gentleman from Tllinois [Mr. Many]. 
Chicago has been getting an inordinate share of the Indian 


[Mr. CLARK] that an inquiry would disclose favoritism on 
part of the Interior Department. It is not so much because | 
cago is a center of Indian population, I fear, as because it i 
center of practical *‘ politics” that the big city has been pre‘err 
by the officials of the Indian Service. Moreover, Chicago has be 
and is so strongly represented on this floor that it is small won- 
der the far West has had to struggle industriously to get any- 
thing at all, no matter what the relative rights may have b 

I not only hope the amendment will prevail, but I hope t! 
cussion in Congress will lead the Interior Department to purs' 
an impartial course in the use of the warehouses authorized, 
whether they be in the East or the West. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The question was taken; and amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to put some tables in 
the Recorp. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from MDlinois asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp. Is there ob- 
ction? 
There was no objection. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the paragraph begin- 
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ning with line 12 on page 33. 

The Clerk read, beginning with line 12, page 33, down to and 
including line 19, page 33. 

T he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now recur to page 28, and 
r beginning with line 11, ** miscellaneous.’ 


The 


Cierk read as follows: 
MISCELLANEOUS. 
if sof four commis 














r sz sioners appointed under acts of Congress ap- 
proved th 1883, and M ‘ , to negotiate with the Five Civilized 
: s dian ° 00, and said Comuinission shall conclude 
rk the Ist day of July. 1%, and said Com- 
o 1, 14: Provided, That said Commission 
6 le s fore conferred upon it by Congress and 
adc \ission is hereby granted authority to sell at 

pri ohic exceeding ltt) acres to any one purchaser, under rules | 
fad re ons to be made by said Commission and approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, the residue of land in the Cre ek Nation belonging to the 
Creek tribe of Indians, now unsettled, consisting of about 500,000 acres, and 


the residue of lands left over after allotments of 


be 1600 acres to each of 
said tribe. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 


The Clerk-read as follows: 





nd, page 28, in line 12, by striking out “four commissioners” and in- 

Re) g in lieu thereof the following ne commissioner,’ and in line 16 

st » out the words “twenty tl ouand” and insert in ‘iieu thereof the 
words “five thousand.” 

My SHERI AN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 


emo° 
~ 


A langes existing law. 
_ STEI -HENS of Texas. 
uni tl ‘T can meke a brief stuter 
Mr. SHERMAN. Yes 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman reserves the point 


Will the gentleman withhold it 
nent? 


of order. 


Th e .g ntlem in trom Texas is recognized 
STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman. my object is to re- 
nia e the Dawes Commission to one man. That Commission has 


been in existence over ten years, and has succeeded in making 
conf sion worse confounded. In the language of some citizens of 
that Territory, ‘* The conditions in that Territory are worse than 
they were five years ago." I am reliably informed that these 
four commissioners are often at war among themselves. There 
seems to be no execut head to the Commission. They are 
scattered over the Territory, and often what one seeks to accom- 
plish another seeks to undo. The consequence is that it is a self- 
fighting machine. 

I bevieve that if Congress should reduce this Commission to one 
man and put in a man with good executive ability, he could ac- 
complish more toward closing out this work than the four com- 
missioners are now doing. We are appropriating this year, I be- 
lieve, in round numbers. $250.000 for carrying on the work of that 
Commission. The amendment that I offer is to strike out *‘ four’ 


ive 


and insert **one,”’ and have one commissioner instead of a self- 
fighting machine of four, as I have before stated, and I also move 


to strike out **$20,000°’ and insert in hen thereof ‘* 3$5.000,” the 
salary of one man. I think the amendment should prevail. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

T he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 

n lowa? 

r. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes. 
Ir. LACEY. Is the gentleman's 
Ir. STEPHENS of Te Yes. 
ir. SHERMAN. I raise the point of order to it. 

Mr. 5 TEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman. I must confess that 
the point of order, in my judgment, is well taken, but I had hoped 
that the gentleman would not makeit. It should be as evident 
to him it is mvself that this Commission would be far 
more effective and would conclude this work sooner with one man 
at its head to conduct airs than it can with the four that 
we now have, besides lessening the expense to the Government in 
sala by $15.000,. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
on the point of order? 

a SHERMAN. Certainly. 

he CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 

whi I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


fre 


amendment pending? 


sXas. 


DhAba bat CS 


‘ t 
as Lo 


its afl 


Y 
res 


Does the gentleman from New York insist 





Add : e the end of line 5, pawe 24, the oe language: 

“And ¢ the restrictions upon the sale or lease of lands of all the allottees 
of either of the e ¢ wed Tribes of Indians who are not of the Indian 
b l are hereby removed, except the restrictions upon the homesteads, 


which shall not be affected hereb 


Mr. SHERMAN, I raise a point of order against the amend- 
meut. 
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Mr. LITTLE. Do you raise it or reserve it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will reserve it if the gentleman wishes to 
discuss the matter. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, since I have 


mber of 


been a Me 


Congress I have ahah no littleattention to Indian affairs. Ihave 
heard assaults made upon the Dawes Commission from almost 
every direction, and ia countess that at times I have had sympathy 
with some of the c omplaint 8. But when we go seriously into the 
meat of the proposition we shall find that th complaints are not 


so much against the system prevailing ip the Indian ‘Is 
against the laws we have put in force there or declined 
force. 





The truth of the business is that the Committee on Indian Af 
fairs—and | stand sponsor fer my part of the responsibil have 
from the beginni ing of this legislation down to this time fuiled to 
differentiate the class of indian citizens who need prot 1 from 
that class who are able to protect themselves 

[t is a fact that in ches Territory, among a citizenship of 80.000 

} or 85,000 people in the Five Civilized Tribes who are entitled to 
allotments, there are not to-duy, in my candid opinion, founded 
upon the closest examination that I have been able to make, as 
well as largely upon my own personal knowledge. there are not 
to-day exceeding 15,000 people entitled to be enrolled in the In- 
dinn Territory who are not as competent to transact their - 
ness as the citizenship of aany of the surromnding States. And 
the folly is that we permit the Secretary of the | rand the 
Dawes Commission and other arms of the service in force in 
Indian Territory to hold fast in their hands the affairs of tl 
85.000 people, only 15.000 of whom need their super m. 

The amendment which I offer at this time provides that that 
class of allottees in the Indian Territory w! re not of Ind 
blood be entitled to transact their business and sell their property 
as any other citizen would have the right to do. These people 
are not wards of the Government. In fact they are citizens of 
the United States—made so by act of Congress. There are mor¢ 
than 5,000 people in the Indian Territory who are enrolled as en- 








titled to allotments in that country who have not a single drop 
of Indian blood tracing in their veins. There are also fro 
fifteen to twenty thousand adopted citizens or negroes who hav 
no Indian blood. 
And I can say for the negroes of the Indian Territory that asa 
body of people they are in advance of any body of colored } 
of the same class that I know otf in any of the States y ha 
had the benefit of free schools and colleges fo re than a |} 
a century. They are simantil: they are self-assertive: t 
aggressive: and it is folly for this Goverm t to 
ecretary of the Interior, through the agencies 
Indian country, to hold and maintain the present 1 
against those people. 
The amendment I offer simply authorizes the sale or least 
the surplus allotments to those people w mit 
the Government. lt does not even authorize hilt Li 
tled to land to sell his property absolutely. w out r 
He, by this amendment, can not sell his home Why sh 
go further in this folly? Theamendment sim asks Co1 
and I appeal to the Committee on Indian Affairs to s I 
in this position—to differentiate citizens of that 
of self-government, capable of attending to their ov a 
from the incompetent of the Indian Territory. 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the ma nA 
has expired. 
Mr. LITTLE. I should like to proceed for ten or fi n 
utes longer. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkan 
imous consent to occupy fifteen minutes more. Is 
tion? The Chair hears none. 
ir. LITTLI Mr. Chairman, I believe this 1 f 
portance, because, w it relieves t ( 
trouble and expense, it enables the citizen ii 
to select his neighbors; it enabl ( 
neizhbor he has known prob: for tw 
settlers to build homes throughout that ¢ é 
l believe it woul 1 be an act Oo i ao not § V 
act of official stupidity to continue the pr 
| I do not believe there is a member of the ¢ 
Affairs familiar with that coun who t 
that he believes the allottee of white blood in that ry t 
as capable of attending to his affairs 
of the States. I do not believe ther 1 ) 
or any other Member of this House fa ( 
tions who will deny that the l ’ 
Territory are as competent to transact . 
ored pe 7 le of any of the States of t l , and in my D 
they are more so than in man f the § 


i 


Why, 


then, this stupendous 
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‘ the agents of 
and hold a restric 

who are as competent practi aoaaly as ls 

tion of their ordinary busine: s affairs? 
We CXPD ct 

ntative of the great 

Territory. Why 
t not to exist? 
ry 19,000 homes wit 


try 


State that shall be in 3 
not take off these restrict 


art made out of 
ions where they 


hin twelve months. These lands will 
50 into the ma nds of, speculators, as the lands now being sold 
in Wi y, sir, [ know, upon the borders of that country, 
ir sed and where I have lived all my life, white citi- 
wl resided rth irty ror forty years, who have 
cultivating Indian lands, many of them intermarrying with 
s of Indian tribes. 

sells his lands he 

man who has tilled 
» the benefit of the home; 
them not only to sell their lands, but to sell them upon 
ms of payment, which is to the benefit of the Indians. 

1 his land on terms of partial payment s,and then if he 

way a portion of the money the remainder will come 

How is it now with th e sales that are being made in 

k country by the Secretary of the Interior? It is esti 
at at the present rate it will take ninety years to dispose 
The only way now to sell the land is by sealed bids. 
tee goes and puts his land into the hands of the India 
J want to sell that land.’’ It is advertised for 
days for sealed bids. These bids are opened, the land is ap- 
praised; if it is fo ind that it is si 
itisfactory to the Department, if the bidder can pay cash for the 
entire amount he can get the land. The result is that of the land 
that has been sold more than 80 per cent has not gone into the 
hands of industrial people, but has gone into the hands of land 
peculators, That is the situation. They cle iim to be protecting 
he Indian in se Hine ki in d and turn all the c 
16 is incompeten : to sell his land he is certai inly not competent to 
1andle the mone) 
Now, Mr. Ch vised I hope that the 
mittee, who is fami 
this point of order. 
-* —- 
Mr. CURTIS. 
. LITTLE. Certainly. 

Me. CURTIS. As I understand your amendment, it only ap- 
plies to the intermarried whites (not to their children if they 
have Indiz mn blood) and to the colored people. 

LI’ That is all, absolutely. 

It does not apply to any Py srson of Indian blood. 

ap noamen dmentsays spe 
lian blood.”’ 

nd also it precludes 

Precludes their selling the homestead. 

. That was my understanding. 

LITTLE. Yes. There is no doubt in the world but that 
ie amendmentought to pass,inmyopinion. It willnot only ben- 
efit the people themselves, but it will be a godsend in part to the 
Government. 
ahead for every Indian in that country in the way of administra- 
tive expenses there, why do we want to continue and pe rpetuate 
those expenses? 
demand that they close their work within twelve months? 
not put them at the work that they should do and let them do it, 
the men who can transact their own business, let them trans- 
act it? Let us give these people the rights of an ordinary white 
nan, to transact his own business. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield fora mo- 
ment? 

Mr. LITTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Would it not expedite the work of 
this Dawes Commission and enable them to complete their work 
much sooner by passing the amendment, so that they would not 
have to look after these negro lands and the lands of the inter- 
married white citizens? 

Mr. LITTLE. Just exactly as I attempted to state a moment 
ago, that those people who are c ompetent to transact their own 
bus if you take them from under the supervision of the In- 
dian Departme . you relieve the Government of thatmuch work, 
you relieve the Commission of that much work, and the result is 
that they ca 2 give their time and attention to the business that is 
demanded at their hands in completing the rolls and making the 
allotments in that country. I do hope that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SHERMAN] will withdraw his point of order. I 
can not think of a solitary reason why it ought not to pass. I 

faithfully the gentleman has labored—I know how 


+h . 
there fe 


Then the Indian wants tosellit to his friends. 


il for twenty or thirty 


aa says, *‘ 


sixty 


1 
} 
] 


chairman of this 
liar with that country, will not insist upon 
I have another amendment to come a little 


May I ask the gentleman a question? 


and 


ines s, 


know how 
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this Government to go to that coun- | 
‘tive hand over fifty or sixty thousand people | 
um or you for the transac- | 


to see ere long on 1 the fiag of this country a star rep- | 


When you do this you will build up in that | 


| milia 
| it is far-reaching. 


tisfactory to the allottee and | 


ish over to him. If | 


| mittee on Indian Affairs, 
great | 


cifically “‘ allottees who | 
| he should withdraw the point of order and let it be 


After we have paid out up to this time from $8 to $10 | 


Ww hy ‘do wee urse the Dawes Commission and | 
Why | 





Marcu 5, 


faithfully every member of that committee has labored for the 
last ten years. 

I know how they have felt dissatisfied, and, as my friend sug- 
gests, how they have agonized at the slow progress made in the 
opt ni? 1g 0 f th: it country and the allotment of the lands. I have 

1 lin that, and I share the responsibilities of the pre sent 
situation. ‘Bi ut we have reached a time now when we can differ- 
entiate between the citizenship of that country; we have reached 
: time when we can draw the line and let those who are compe- 

ent to transact their business do so, and let those who deserve 
the care, protection, and supervision of the Government have i it 
in the extremest degree. If we do that we will pursue an intelli 
gent policy; we will pursue a just policy; we will pursue a polic 


that will not only prepare that country for statehood, but give 
| a basis of taxation for school systems and good government. 


Tdo 
again urge and hope that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 


| SHERM AN | will withdraw his point of order. 
and in doing this we will | 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, it is true that the Committes 
on Indian Affairs have suffered all sorts of trials and tribulations, 
and none greater than the loss of the services of the distinguishe 
gentleman from Arkansas, who saw fit at the beginning of this 
Congress to withdraw from the committee. I have never cea 
to regret that act on his part, and I think I never shall. I 


- | impressed with his statement, and I am impressed with the 


ditions as they exist down there, with which I was somewhat 

; but, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman presents here a matter 

that hes never been presented to the committee. It is importan 

My impression is that had the matter lL: 

presented to the committee 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But does not the gentleman In 

enough of the sentiment of the committee to know that it is p 


| to take this action to complete this work, and that if the amen 
| ment of the gentleman from Arkansas be adopted that that wi 
| will be very greatly expedited, and thereby enable the Comunuiis- 


sion to close up its work at a much earlier date? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwas about to add that,so far as my |} 
was concerned, if the matter had been presented to the C 
it would have been favorably a 
upon; and my criticism and complaint now is that so sweepin;: 
proposition should be offered upon the floor without prey ious 
sideration either by the full committee, or, so far as I know, any 
member of the present committee. I gladly concede that no gen- 
tleman on the committee is better qualified to speak in ref 9 
to Indian affairs, or has been more conscientious, thorougl and 
indefatigable in his work in that regard, than the stat amen from 
Arkansas; but I hesitate to withdraw the point of order w ith 


| any authority of the committee—without any action on the pai 


of the committee. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will state to the gentleman t! 

IT am thoroughly satisfied that the committee will protect him if 
yote d uj 

for it is right. I think it is his duty to withdraw the point 
order, and I feel certain that should he withdraw it no mem) 
of the committee would criticise him for such action. 

Mr. LITTLE. I want to say to the gentleman from New Y' 
that the proposition is not a complicated one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that; I understand what 
proposition is perfectly. 

Mr. LITTLE. It goes close and clearly to this questi on 
whether the white citizens and the colored citizens should | 
the right to sell their surplus land. That is the whole ian. é 
there is nothing in it that can have any other effect. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, what I rose a moment 
ago for was a different purpose; but there is a fairly good attend- 
ance in the Committee of the Whole now, the gentleman from 
Arkansas, as he always does when he speaks, lucidly explained 


| the proposition, and I think I will withdraw the point of or‘cr 


and let the committee vote upon the proposition. |Applause. | 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York withdraws 
the point of order, and the question is on agreeing to the amen«- 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. LACEY. If so important legislation is to be allowed to go 
through in this way, I think the amendment ought to be read 
again. I would like to get the details of it. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the Clerk willreport the 
amendment again. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I will offer an amendment and 
then call the attention of the committee to it. In line 22. after 
the word ‘‘ said,’’ strike out the word ‘‘Commission’’ and add 
‘Commissioner of Indian Affairs.’’ I will state to the committee 
my idea for this amendment. The Dawes Commission was em- 
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powered under the law to make the roll of citizenship, to allot 
the lands. to supervise the appraisement, and so on along these 
lines. This bill provides that the Commission’s existence shall 
cease intwelve months. My object is that the Commission may 
be relieved from this labor and that they may give their entire 
time to the question of citizenship, the question of enrollment, 
and the question of allotment, and I believe then they will be bet- 
ter able to -omplete the work within hat time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it should be placed in the hands of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

ir. LITTLE. Well, let it be the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr.SHERMAN,. With suchan amendment as that, I will not 
pppose it. 

the Clerk read as follows: 

On page 28, line 22, after the word “said” strike ont the word “ Commis- 
sion,’ and insert the words “ Secretary of the Interior.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Strike the words ‘said Commission,’’ and 
invert ** the Secretary of the Interior.”’ 

Mr.CURTIS. The same amendment should be made in line 25. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And the same in line 25. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would suggest that the same 
amendment should be placed in line 25. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thesame amendment should be made in line 





| 
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members of the committee that I believe that the provision the 


comunittee have put in this bill ought to be adopted, provided 
that it is followed by the amendment which | ive myself had 
| the honor to offer. I believe that the tw t will 
pursue, as | indicated a while ago, proper li 
tration of the affairs of that country; but ev ! is 
at all familiar with that conntry—and [| now to 
the Indians of blood: the amendment Lo 1 
those who had no Indian | = , 
to-day. out of the 85.0 0 estimated 7 3. ab ) d 
Indians. There are 20.000 of not exceeding ha 3 | 
mainder of between 45.000 and 50.000 citizens of 


traces of Indian blood from one-fourth to one-sixteenth and one 


thirty-second. 
I had the honor, when I was a boy, to atter 
these Indians—most of them were frll bloo 


} | ' 
Co ieve, Ar ansas.l ear tne ( re } 


4il il i I I ‘ i 


with some 600 bovs bh l 
at that time—just after the wat 
abreast of the times almost as the white boys 


often made them hump themselves to keep 


f of the Ty 


| studies. Not only from tha . but from ass 


25 by striking out ‘* by said Commission’’ and the balance of the | 


line. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 25 strike out the words “said Commission” and “approved by.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, is hereby authomzed and directed to make rules and 
regulations governing the renting of the homesteads and surplus lands allot 
ted to full-blood Indians belonging to the Creek, Cherokee, Choctaw, and 
Chickasaw Indians in the Indian Territory, and to the minor children of sue 
Indians, and no rental contract of the lands alloted to such Indians or to their 
minor children shall be valid or binding until approved by him: Provided, 
That if any adult member of either of thesaid trmbes believes himself or her- 
self competent to make leases and transact his or ber affairs, such member 
may file a reyguest with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for a permit to 
lease the lands which have been allotted to him or herand the minor children 
of such member, and if apon consideration and examination of the request 
the said Commissioner shall find said member to be fully competent and 
capable of managing and caring for hisor her own individual affairs, he may 
issue a certificate to such member authorizing him or ber to make rental con- 
tracts for the lands allotted to such member and his or her minor children 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Texas {Mr. STEPHENS] 
offers an amendment to this paragraph. 

Mr. LITTLE. The gentleman from Texas yields to me to offer 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texus. Mr Chairman, I desire to reserve 
the point of order against the last paragraph—the latter part of it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas reserves the | 


point of order against the paragraph last read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add at the end of line 17, page 31, the following language: 


‘All Indian allottees, of either of the Five Civilized Tribes, who are not of 
the full blood may. upon petition to the United States court for the district 












in w ) the lands of the petitioner are situated, be empowered to transact 
business in weneral, as well as te sell, lease, and convey their lands 

That before such an order or decree shail be made the p er shall appear 
in open court for «examination apon the hearing of his petition, and shail e 
tablish, to the satisfaction of the court by at least two cred ble witne 5. 
that he or she is sufficiently intelligent and prudent to manage his or h 
affairs, and that such allottee can speak the Gagiish laneuaye, practice ti 
habits of civilized life, and have been able to support themselves and families 
for at least two years previous to such application: Provided ther, That 
nothing wm this act shal) in any manuver affect the restrictions and limitations 


upon the sale or incumbrance of the homestead as now provided under exist 
ing laws and agreements.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point 
of order against the provision after line 6 down to the end of the 
paragraph. This is the one I first raised the point of order 
against. 

the CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas reserves the 
point of order against the proviso— 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Beginning on line 6 and ending on 
line 17, page 31. 

The CHAIRMAN, Beginning on line 6 and ending on line 17, 
page 31. 

Mr. LITTLE. And I reserve the point of order against the re- 
mainder of the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas reserves 
the point of order against the entire section. 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the House and 


| century they have had a rep 








a 


forty years, and association with people in 1 
try. I would say there are more thar per « 
as competent as I am to transact business 

had any great success. 

You must not forget in that conntry for 


written constitutions and written laws: that 
lic schools; that they have had seminaries 
colleves for more than fifty years. and t 
fear, better qualified for the transaction of 


will be ten years from now. Their boys 


college bred: their girls. hundreds of them, : 


Thousands of them, by looking in their faces 
that they ever saw an Indian, either they 
That is the truth. Go to South McAlester 


Muscogee, or any of the cities of that conntr 


and you will hardly be able to see a man w! 


Indian. 


it is absolutely safe to say that 40.000 of the 
ite 


essential features wh 


have the capacity, and they have the character 


concerned. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentle 


has expired. 
Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I will ask f 
and I will endeavor not te detain the commit 


The CHAIRMAN. The re tL.eman from A 


mous consent that his time be extended fiv 
objzection?s 
there was no objection. 

r. LITTLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I st 
meut to my friend from Kansus Pr. cl 
from New York |Mr. > KMAN] before I 
submitted it to my triend from lowa | Mr. | 
ment I offer simply does this one thing and 1 
any Indian citizen of less than the full blo 
blood in the hands of the Secretary of the 
petition in the dist 


pear In person for exsrmmatior and if he 


rict conrt of that country 


two credible witnesses to the satistaction of 


not only competent to transact his business 


adopted the habits of civilizat on, not only that 


English language, but the itional fa 
to the fi ing 
such a way as to support himself and his 
have the benefit of these prov Ss 

Now, we can certainly trust the court if 
Withont any criticism of the Indion rt 
trust the court that ca uve the Ind 

urt that can examine his nit rs : 
and determination of the Department who 
avent to investivate. U1 
ind trial of the matter must be in open 
know readily about the competency of 
be no difficulty in drawing th 
let him stay where he is. If there is n 
thousands and thousands of causes, t 
to gointo the court and have bis business 
Even this does not autho 
steads. Why dotins: If every sale: t 
proval of the Secretary, and if the trad ire 
are under the present rule, if they are «e 
lays the progressive man in developing his 


lier his 


e them to se ) 


bhican form I : rr 


} vy 


» people: they have the « 
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either mortgage and borrow money—tie himself up—before he gets | 
it in order to improve his land. 

There are cases within my personal knowledge where good old 
Indians with the farmers from Arkansas having a tenantcy of 
the Indian land for twenty years, where the Indian would rather 
give away half his land than to sell it into the hands of a 
stranger, where they have lived as friends belonging to the same 
church, even sending their children to the same school where they 
could do so, and if you do nothing else you ought to allow the 
Indian to select his neighbor. This will be for the benefit of the 
{Indian and the white man. I have not got a feather’s interest 
from one edge of the Indian Territory to the other. I have never 
permitted myself to engage in any sort of a speculation in that 
Territory, W hether I regarded it as legitimate or illegitimate. I 

cept hands off. I — wanted to hold myself whe re I could 

untrammeled justice to what I believed was right when I met 

— sitions, 

‘this proposition is right. It will go another step in 

‘overnmenton the same line as the amendment adopted 

y The two will work together, and where there is a 

ess now and little 

ns of honest farmers around the homes of these Indians, 

citizens of the United States and whom we hope to pro- 
id guide along upon that line. 

The amendment provides for the absolute care of the full blood, 
for the absolute care of the children, and of their estates. That 
is right,and I most heartily indorse it. As to the other Indians, 
their estates will be governed by the probate laws in force in that 
country, which are as strict as they are in any State of this Union 
as to the « en f minors. 

it the law does not permit a natural gu: irdian to lease 
of his ward without the approval of the court, and this 
decision has been affirmed by the court of appeals. 

No ’Mr. Chairman, these two amendments should go together; 
whe th ‘r they have had the formal consideration of the committee 
or not, Members are familiar with the situation as I state it. I 
do not believe anybody will controvert a single fact I have stated. 
{ want to say in conclusion, while it isno more to me than to you, 
it means much to the 600,000 people in that country; it means 
much to the thousands of children who are deprived of schools to- 
day; it means building up their homes, and making a progressive 
rricultural, 
one of the grandest States in the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, 


nd 


judges tl 
the land 


ag 


[Applause. ] 


against the paragraph, the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. § 
makes the point of 
amendment. 
. and let it all go out. 

LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, 


STEPHENS | 
f order against the proviso, and I against the 


Mr. 
from 
Let him withdraw his point of order to my amendment, and I will 
withdraw the point of order that I have made to the paragraph. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ohb,I think the better way is to let the whole 
business go out. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the committee 
does not often make mistakes, but I think he is making two mis- 
takes to-day. First, I think he makes a fundamental mistake in 
not passing the provision for the protection of the full-bloods. I 
believe the other is almost as great an error in not permitting this 
amendment. 
betw« 

Mr. 

The 
to the 


o! 


I will state to the gentleman 


en the two Houses. It has yet to go to the Senate. 
CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas yield 
gentleman - ym Kansas? 

Mr. LITTLE. Ido. 

Mr. CURTIS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas to withdraw his point of order against the first part of this 
section. It was drawn to protect the full-bloods,and he knows as 
well as I do that something ought to be done to protect the full- 
blood Indians in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. LITTLE. Thatistrue. I fully agree with the gentk 
and if I withdraw my point of order a 
mine 
mane. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest to the gentle- 
man that I think his amendment is subject to the point of order, 
but he must know that the first part of this section ought to be 
incorporated into this bill. 

Mr. LITTLE. I have so announced. 

Mr. CURTIS. There is more necessity for that than there is 
‘the amendment offered by the gentleman. 

Mr. LITTLE. I hardly concede that proposition. I believe 
th are important and just. I believe both ought to be the law. 

hink we ought by common understanding and common consent 


“man, 
gainst that, then I think 
will not be subject to a point of order, for it would be ger- 


} 
I tl 


shacks it will result in planting dozens | 


It has been decided by one of the | 


industrial community that will be a basic rock for | 
as I understand it, the gen- | 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. LirrLE] makes the point of order | 


I think the Chair ought to sustain all of the points | 


New York that I will be willing to make a bargain with him. | 


The committee will have ample time to consider it | 
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to pass both of these provisions, but I do not want to urge too 
| hard upon my friend the chairman of the committee, the gentle- 

man from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], and I will state that my 
| pro forma reservation of the point of order was not serious, of 

course, because I want both of these provisions passed. Iam per- 
fectly willing to withdraw the point of order if the gentlemen 
will let the amendment go to avote of the committee. The com- 
mittee is reasonably full. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I can not consistently with- 
draw the point of order. If the amendment delegated the author 
ity to the Secretary of the Interior I think I would feel a little 
differently about it; but I must insist, if it is offered in the form 
in which it is now presented, upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands it, the point of 
order has been made to the proviso on page 31, from line 6 
line 17, by the ——- from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. Another point of order has been made 
against the whole paragraph, from line 23 on page 80 to line 17 
on page 31, inclusive. The Chair sustains the point of order 
against the entire paragraph. The gentleman from Arkansas 
(Mr. LitTLE] offers an amendment, which is in the nature of a 
new paragraph, as to which the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN] reserves the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes 
the point of order, which the Chair sustains. The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 


1 ar 
rected, with the consent of the nation, secured in the usual manner, t~ pay t 


the intruders in the Cherokee Nation, Ind. T., who have not heretofore | 
any reason been paid the amounts due them by appraisement her 
made for improvements, such payment to be made out of funds now at t 
disposal of the Secretary of the Interior for.such purpose. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment. I move to amend by striking out, in lines 19 and 20, 
the words ‘‘ with the consent of the nation, secured in the usual 
manner,’ so that it will read, ‘‘ that the Secretary of the Inter 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the in- 
truders in the Cherokee Nation,”’ etc. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think that ought not to 
| prevail. 

. Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman,I think as it is n 
in the bill, that portion to which I refer is new legislation and 
subject to the point of order. I therefore make the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman,I make the point of ord 
| that the point of order comes too late, after an amendment | 
been offered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] is correct. After an amendm 
has been offered to the section and it has been discussed it is too 
late to raise the point of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But, Mr. Chairman, [had not taken 
my seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that t! 
point of order comes too late. The gentleman from Texas \\ 
still on his feet. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Texas offered 
amendment, which was reported, and then he said that he want 
| to reserve a point of order. I submit that after he had offe1 
| his amendment he was too late to reserve a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that the gen- 
tleman from Texas first moved an amendment and subsequent! 
raised a point of order. If that was the intention of the gentle- 

man, the Chair would hold that the point of order came too la 
| The Chair will put the question on the amendment offered by t! 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment ought not to prevail. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, this amendment 13 
designed to obviate the necessity for another treaty with th 
Indians. The language in the bill clearly implies—I might 
| explicitly states—that the consent of the Indian nation must bo 
obtained to this proceeding. Now, in order to obtain such con- 
sent, we must resort to a treaty. The Indians of the nation must 
be called together; the headmen must meet in council and male 
an agreement with the United States. How long will it take to do 
that? The language of the provision is that the consent of theso 
Indians shall be secured ‘in the usual manner.” The “ usual 
| manner’’ of making treaties is to have an election, which costs 2 
great deal of trouble and money. I see no necessity for that for- 
ality. The money should be paid to the people to whom it is 
due. Why not direct the Secretary of the Interior to make p: y- 
ment to the persons entitled to it? They are white men who wen 
there, leased lands from the Indians, and put their farms as 
houses upon it. 


The Dawes Commission assessed the value of these improve- 


to 
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nts under existing law, and if we refuse to pay them we will} TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York presents a 
de} ' the ‘m of property rights—that is, of the money due them | conference report upon the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
n we di isposses ssed them. This money should be paid to the | propriation bill. If there be no objection, the statement will be 


people to whom it is due. Why should we get the consent of the | read in lieu of the oo 


in vans to pay this money? It seems to me that this proceeding | Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississip} pi. Mr. Speaker 

is utterly useless. It would cost the Government quite a sum of Mr. MANN. Does not the report have to be printed the 
money and would cause needless annoyance to the men to whom | Rircorp? ’ 

the money is due. In my judgment it is perfectly useless that a Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, avery proper rule of the House 
treaty of this kind should be made with these Indians before pay- requires that a conference report be } rinted in the Rr nd lie 


ing the money already found due for these improvements. over foraday. This isa complete agreement. Every rule ap- 

| Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, these ‘‘intruders,’’ so called, | plying to the government of a conference r port has, I believe. 

were tendered the value of their betterments at one time; they | been lived up to.and for the personal reason that I desire to leay 

fused to accept the tender because they we re contending that | town ee { should like very much to get unanimous consent 
T had a right to the lands and could not be ejected therefrom. | that the statement be now re au 1 and the report agreed 


Now, the Supreme Court has decided that they were in error in Mr. W IL LIAMS of Mississippi. Mr ‘speaker. I should like t 





t { : position. It see ne to me under the circumstances it would do anything that would be per >the gentleman from 
be improper to pay this money without the consent of the nation. | New York, but I think it is righ irv that I s] 1 ob- 
That consent is to be obtained through the council. It is not | ject. 

necessary to call the entire tribe together. The council speaks The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects 
for the nation. The conference report and statement will be printed in the Rrc- 


This is not the serious matter that the gentleman from Texas | orp. 
appears to consider it. The council has the right to speak for the 
Indians; and I think we ought not to agree to the amendment 


Th e conference report and statement are as follow 
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proposing to waive the obtiining of consent asa preliminary to he Senate to the bill (H. R. 94 
the payment of these damages ns for the . exer e, anc licial exp i 
Mr. LITTLE. If I remember this matter corre stip f6 inane fae petted Been cto tee a ee eee 5 
time since I paid attention to it—these amounts were fixed under | to their r t : en ee 
the authority of the Cherokee Nation, and money was appropiated amendments numbered 42, 47, v4 
for their payment. -_ 149, 156, 159, 161 168, 174, 175, 1 
A large number of the persons who had been occupying thes? 1eamend1 
lands accepted the tes ider which was made to them and were 17,1 20, 21 
paid off. A number € them were still desirous to assert leg: ally | 5° 59° 50° GO G1 G2 G2 G4 G8 67 68. 70 a Sov avon pg 
their right of citizens hs. which had not been determine .d, as they | 90) 54s 3 § 06 97. OS. 99. 100. 101. 102. 108. 104. 105. 108. 10 Nil. ii) 413. 1i4. V5 
claimed, and these peo; le refused to accept. 116, 117 119, 190, 121, 122, 128, 124, 195, 198, 127, 128, 129, 134, 135, 138 8.139 
Afterwards the cases were decided against them. They were | !#: 143, Mt 148, 150, 151, 153, 154, 155, 157, 160, 163, 164, 165, 168, 169, 17 17, i 
dispossessed of their improvements, and have not been reim- | 204° O21) y22" 909 D4 =” 399 
bursed. The money is the irs, and it should be paid without delay. | 2 
| ‘idea is that the tender was no payment; they are still en- | , = from it a PaO 
ie to the reimbursement under the law. And I think it un- | an. nt aa follow lieu of the r . m out bv seidl am ‘ 
essary or superfluous to ask the consent of the tribe for the | insert the following: ‘‘one clerk of class four;” and the Sena ree t 
payment of these people. I think they number only about fifty | ee : 
persons. to th sen red 65, at . I 
ir. CURTIS F orty- two persons re fused te ce pt the tender: | am Ir rd“ : 
y-old hadr madeimprovements,andallbut forty-two accepted, | men mane ee ee eran 
tr. LITTLE. ‘ think, therefore, it is unnec aes to have the 4 " he Set ta um! a 1 ex aed 
consent of the tribe. I believe the necessary consent has already tas f the sum ] nsert 
been given. eee hat the Hi r t 
‘HAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | tothe amendment of ehamniatimed "E. aval dee 
n it offered by the gentle man from Texas. amend nt as follow in lieu « the number proj 1 insert ‘thr and 
The question being taken, ae Saeeeee. = es me. the Hous ; Pe, 
The CHAIRMAN. The noes appear to have it. to the amendment of the Senate n aii ore 
Mr. STE PHE NS of Texas. I call for a division. amendment as follows: In lieu of th 1 proj 
The question was again taken; and there were—ayes 27, noes 39. |‘ ind ncinhy hur dred and ten do a ee the Se! t F 
So the amendment was rejected. bes Shs ecmeiianaand cit thes Meeihe eeamnteastedk | ihe 
Mr. SHERMAN. ask unanimous consent to insert in line 18, | amendment as foll In thi 
page 20 of the bill, the words ‘‘ to be immediately available,” and | STt the following: — two bookkeepers, at one thousand five i dolla 
also to insert the same words in line 32. These people ought not | ™ ne te ade ee 
to be compelled to wait until the 1st of July for their money. t t of nate nun d 
The CHAIRMAN. Inthe absence of objection, the ame ndint nt ows: In lieu of the sum prop t x 
pr posed by the gentleman from New York will be inserted by | “A, ae So foe On . ‘ 
the Clerk. to the amendmen in t : 
There was no objection. amendment as follows: Re b t 
r. SHERMAN. I move that the committee rise and report | Sonare’ line 10 onan ah ea Y the follon ' 
the bill with the amendments to the House. Provided, That whenever t retary of the Treasury I 
The motion was agreed to. - oe “e SSary for the proper « perations of the mint t D ( 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- | eee eee tod melee tat 
sumed the chair. Mr. BouTELL. Chairman of the Committee of | hundred dollars: assayer, melter and 1% und t] i 
the Whole, reported that the Committee of the Whole House on | dollars each; chief clerk, at two thousand five hun aFOG GOLIAES; 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration House bill | & 000 “ousand six hundred dollars; clork, at one thousal 
12684 (the Indian appropriation bill), had directed him to report | and two clerks at one thousand two hundred dollars ea 
the same back with sundry amendments and with a recommen- | pended balance of the foregoing appropriation shall rol 
dation that the amendments be agreed to and the bill as amended | °C’ oo ee i aieeiee iii Obie nocee 
passed. | At nendment nut ibered 92: the Hou def t r t 
The SPEAKER. Isaseparate vote demanded on any amend- | to the amendment of the Senate numbered 92 a 
ment? If not, the vote will be taken on the amendments in gross. sert por ot may ry teat gee? Soe angge ant tog: fag 
The amendments were agreed to. thousand six hundred and twenty dollars for ot , 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | twenty-two thor nnd doliars;” and the Senate agi 
third time; and was accordingly read the t} hird time, an 1 passed. 4 Amendment num a ace teeter neaee am ii a tonamgh 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last | anamendment as foll ‘In lie ‘thesum prop 1 
vote was laid on the table. | and sixty thousand dolla u Senate 
Amendment numbered 10) int the House r ym its disagreement 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. to the amendment of the Senate numbers ' 
|} an amendment as follows: Add after the wo! ‘ ts’ att ‘ f the 
Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer- | matter inserted by said amendment the follow said estimates not to 
ence report on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- | $*S°, e by ete oes then actually pai 
tion bill, Amendment sani! ered 152: That the House recede from i 
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ibered 152, and agree to the same with Gitional clerk, at $1,800,as proposed by the Senate, in the office of the Aud 
the sum proposed insert ‘“‘two hundred | for the State and other Departments. 
idred and forty dollars; and the Senate agree On amendments numbered 58, 59, 60, 61, and 62: Provides, as proposed by + 
ee for six additional watchmen, at $ 20 each, and three a: iditional ¢} 
cede from its disagreemet women, at $240 each, in the office of the Auditor for the Post-Office D: part 
ind agree to the same with | ment. 
iment strike out the words | On amen dments numbered 63, 64, and 65, relating to the office of the Py 
a e -ds “clerk | Healt har 1d Marine Hospital Service: Makes correctionsin text of the 
y provides, as proposed by the Senate, th it the Public Health and Maz 
the same pital Service shall remain under the jurisdiction of the Treasu 
‘om its disagreement | ment unt il otherwise hereafter specifically provided by law. 
to the same withan On amendment numbered 66: Appr priates, as proposed by the & 
‘one hundre: | $9,600 for rent for the office of Life-Saving Servic e. 
;’ and the Senate On amendments numbered 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, and 73, relating to +) 
tingent expenses of the Treasury Department: Appropriat« 8 $13,500 as | 
Pp sed by the Senate instead of $12,000 as proposed by the House for t} 
chase of coal, etc.; $17,000 as proposed by the Senate instead of $1 9. OK 
proposed by the Hon ise for gas, electric current, etc.; $10,000 instea lof 812.7 
as proposed by the Senate and $9,000 as proposed by the House for: 
en neous items; and $11,500 as proposed by the Senate instead of $10,000 
> the same wit! posed by the House for contingent and miscellaneous expenses in the 
» out the word | of the Auditor for the Post-Office Department. 
I | On amendment numbered 74: Strikes out the provision proposed | 
Senate ae the rates of compensation toand per diem allowance of int 
re venue ¢ nts. 
fifty-s ; On amen iments numbered 75, 76,and 77: Provides for one additional . 
agree to th at $1,200 and one additional clerk at $1,000 in the office of the assistant 
i he Hou ! ( from its disagreement urer at Boston. 
red 191, anc I o the same w On amendments numbered 78, 79, and 80: Provides, as proposed by th : 
sen haw + - : ay Uu ate, fora silver andr edem} tion teller at $1,! [00 and for three additional 
at $1,200 e pach in the office of the assi istant treasurer at Chicago. 
On amendments numbered 81 and 8%: Provides for one additi 





1 1"0 


y+ 


] » with | keeper at $1,500 in t! 6 office of the assistant trea usurer at New Orl 
rt “two hun- | On amendments numbered 83, and 85: Increases, as prope sed} 
ate, the compensation of six assistant tellers from $900 to $1,100eacha 
3 disagreement | one assistant teller at $1,200 in the office of the assistant treasurer at 


forty-fo 1amendments numbered 86, 87, 88, and 89: Provides, as proposed} 
Senate, for one assistant a sortin y teller at $1,500, one assistant | 
at $1,200, and one laborer at $600 in the office of the assistant treasure: 
Louis. 
On amendments 90, 91, 92, 98, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, « 
lating to —— and assays offices: Provides the eee oe an 
ati ons for the operation of the mint at Denver, Colo., soon a 
all be opened for coinage purposes : appropriate es, as propo sed the 
for the mintat New Orleans, La., to be operated for coinage purposes, 
ote onduct ing thesame, as proposed by the House, as an assay oflice, and n 
sertain verbal corrections in the text of the bill. 
On amendments numbered 105, 106, and 107: Specifies the appr: ypriati 
1 Alaska as for the “district” instead of the Territory of Alaska 
Senat mbered 215, and agree he same 1 i yn amendments 108 and 109: A Lpp ropriates $360,000, instead of $ 
s: In lieu of the sum proposed ins ‘four L} i by the Senate and $325,000 as proj yosed by the House, for 
s agree to tl f lerks 7 1@ War Departmer t, and inserts a provision requiring the ¢ 
bmit mates in « detail for all of the said temporary 
xr employed ar nd at rates of compensation a 


sdment ct s Henna 
nt asf i Str 
re bered 110: Inserts the provision proposed by 
yyment of certain technical services in the 
ance, War Department 
numbered 111, 112, 113, 114, yo 6, 117, and 118: In 
tice of the Bureau of Insi irs, as proposed 
1 AggZreg compensation from $45,249 to ' 9,800. 
idments numbered 119 and 120: Increases, as proposed 
he amount for rent for the Ordnance and Signal Offices ft 


3 numbered 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127,128, and 129, r 
i es the changes proposed by the 
loyees therein, involving a total increase in com) 


Strikes out the eppropriation of $ 
east nal pilot charts of the South Atlanti 


nts numbered 131, 182, and 133: Strikes out the in: 
pre Dp sed by the Senate, of one clerk from SL OU to $1,400 in the 
pplies and Accounts. 
nm amendments numbered 134, 135, 136, 137, 188, and 139: Provides 
Managers on tJ art of the Sena po ed by the Senate, for additional force of four clerks, at $1,800 ea 
“ ‘ks, at $1,600 each, and a reduction of one clerk, at $1,400, and one « 
STATEMENT OF THE MANAGERS ON THE PART OF THE HOUSE. | $12 0” in the General Land Office. 
On amendments numbered 140and 141: Appropriates for 225 cl ler ks 
sh. ‘oposed by the House, instead of 249 clerks at $1,000 each in t 
sion Of 3. 
On amendment numbered 142: Segregates theappropriation for prod 
the Offic vial Gazette of the Patent Office, as proposed by the Senate 
Onamendments num bere d 143.and 144: Appropriates $29,200, 2s] 
the Senate, instead of $27,200, as proposed by the House, for rent for t! 
logical Survey. 
On amendments numbered 145, 146, and 147: Strikes out the int 
posed by the Senate in th ‘appropriations for the office of the sury 
eral of the Territory of Arizona. 
. 24, 30, 31, vif lating to the On amendment numbered 14s: Provides for a telephone operator at $! 
; the salary ¢ f secretary he Spex p instead of $900 in the offic e of oe eee Soe 
] eS abor On amendments numbered 149, 150, 151, and 152, relating to the off 
1 Assi stant Postinaster General: Strikes — provision ee Ss 
ate for one assistant superintendent, cl: fication division, 
provides for one additional clerk at $900 and one ad ditional laborer i 
On amendments numbered 153, 154, and 155: Provides as propo: ry 
nate for one additional messenger instead of an assistant messenger i 
itice of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General. : 
On amendment numbered Appropriates $12,800 as prop« oe, | by the 
iouse instead of $9,500 as proposed by the Senate for rent of buildings for th 
Post Offic e Dep srtment. 
tary of the Treasury. On amendments numbered 157 and 158: Provides for a solicitor for the ! 
i: Provides for an additional | part rent of Com ree and Labor at $4,500, and for one clerk at $1,600, o1 
rdditicnal clerk at ~—_ ), Instead two cl PKS at Su le at $1,200, and one messenger at $840, in h‘s office. 
L customs, Treasu par and strikes out the | On amendments numbered 159, 160, 161, 162, 1€3, 164, 165, 166, and 167, relating 
n proposed by the Senate for an: additional as sistant a] ppraiser of cus to the office of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor: Provides ae th af 
the port of Boston. - lowing employee s additional to those proposed in the bill as passed ae 
nendments numbered 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, and 55: Provides, as pro- | House, namely: For one clerk at $1,800, one clerk at $1,200, bundle r ks at $ 
the Senate. as additior at in the division of loans and currency, | each, two clerks at $900 each, and one fireman At $660. 
Yepartment, one clerk, at $900; one expert counter, at $720; two la On amendment numbered 168; Strikes out the appropriation of $25,000 pro 
40 each, and two paper counters and laborers, at $320 each. posed by the Senate for experts and temporary assistants in the office of the 
On umendments numbered 56 and 57: Strikes out the provision for one ad- | Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 
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On ame ndments numbered 169, 170, and 171: Sppecreian for one special 8992 a g ie Whit 
ney for the Bureau of Corporations $4,000, and for compensation of spe- bh — 8924, An act granting a pension to Georgia A. White- 
torn “ys, special employees, and temporary assistants in the Bureau of ead; , 
( tions, $46,000, instea d of $56,000, as proposed by the Senate. H. R. 9127. An act granting a pe nsion to Moses Schuman 
( nendm e nts numbere ye . 173, and 174: A ppropriates $15,300, as proposed H. R. 10741. An act granting a pension to Mary Tat 
ise, instead of $25,0K as proposed by the Senate, for per die m in lieu H. R. 8648. A a : ae oe. a Sens - 
b iste nee for special attorneys, special examiners, and temporary as- - fY. S045, “An act gr inting a pension to Shadrach D. Bardin; 
1 the Bureau of © orpors ati ns. H. R. 9739. An act granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worste1 
1 endments numbered 175 and 176: Strikes out the increase proposed H. R. 8185. An ac or j i I : 
KR. ». An act granting a pension to Herman Lem mal 
e Senate of one clerk at $1,000 and one clerk at $900 in the Bureau of Ci r- KO4 - ee S a ae ——s 
—y s " ae H. R. 5342, An act granting a pension to Jane E. Sut 
——— red 177, 178, 179, and 18 Aporoveiat es for one clerk H. R. 7063. An act granting a pension to Ellen F. Lyncl 
tea ot n ilst ur io a = . il 7 y - ° : > 
tie oe “ oo Me Se ‘nn i ir o : tl oo re ee Ser. ee H. R. 7368. An act granting a pension to Annie G. No d 
vu hereaiter Ul pal ien 4k DO all be O as tl 2U- H > {209 A an —s : ‘ ° se my YK 
. . ii. 4092, An act granting a pension to Abbie EK. W 
umendment numbered 181: Au izes the Bureau « yf Labor to pay in H. R. 4750. An act granting a pension to “. llliam J.J 3 
ice sub riptions for newspap zan “Oe als T > 624 Ay act ora neo nena sa lle D) > 7 
nendments numbered 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, : : R. 4 nae een oe a. semen & pension I ea ‘ep ‘ 
, 196, 197, 193, and 199: Provides for the following employees additional I. R. 10968. An act granting a pension to Marceline P. Hamil- 
» proposed in the bill as it passed the House, in the Census Office, | ton; 
vy: One graph »T, $2,000; four e cp rt chiefs of a rision, at $2,000; one | H. R. 5749 ‘ . $305 > ‘ ] 
| lief Vis , at $e, ; on - . 0449. J act granting a pension to Jat Ss Cr 
x, at $1,600: six clerks, at $1,400 each; twenty-three clerks at $1,200 each; H a gaat An a . gr eo Pp ae a B. ; _ 
t clerks, at $1,000 each; one ex ‘pert ma ‘p mounter, $1,000; one engineer, ri. tv. vdZl, An act sTanting a pension to Virginia Boyd 
( $1, Hel ive at skilled laborers, at tid ach; two fireme H. R. 8771. An act granting a pension to Walter F. H: ‘ 
le ] ret, at S180; incvenaen the compesention of four H. R. 7559. An act granting a pension to Caroline Hurlev: 
t nm from $1,800 to $2,000; strikes out eight clerks, at r D hen > a = as - I aaa to © aroun - es 
c ‘lerks, at $900each; one clerk, at $720; one skilled laborer, H.R. W712, An act granting a pOmeion SO Emma Crosiet 
‘ aborer it {0; one skilled laborer, at $780; and one skilled H. R. 7248. An act granting a pension to Robert H. Cook 
y ~ “Oo > ») ” . ; _ 
I Bix, | H. R. 8343. An act granting : nsion to Annie P. Erving, for- 
Onamendments numbered 20 and 201 Appr ypr iates $438.400, as propo ed | : viv Cilla 7 An 1 fTanting a pension to I I : Ki I 
by the Senate, for securing information for census reports, instead of $434,000, | MCT!) Ia GeToe; an l ; ; 
posed by the House, for special agents in the Census Office. | H.R. 7382. An act granting a pension to Ellen A. Har 
On amendments numbered 202, 203, 2U4, 205, — 206: Provides for the t trans- 
f th ‘ial agent 3, aS propose ad by the Se ‘nate, instead of twelve | SENATE RESOLUTIONS AND BILL REFERRE! 
al i oposed by the Housé », to the classified service of the Cen- | 
ilice ! fof reais roposed a Senate, the appropriation of } Under claus of Rule XXIV, the follow ing resolutions and bill 
AT oO regist! ton records. c ha fall “ 4 > > 7 ¢tolan from tha ? hy 1 
( ne imbered 207, 208, 208, and 210: Appropriates $2,500,as pro- = = following tit le were taken From the 0] le and 1 
DY. the © iate, instead of 30,000, proposed by the House, for pur- ferred to their appropriate committees as Ww 
of books, periodicals, and manuscripts for the Census Office Senate concurrent resolution No. 53: 
amendments numbered 211, 212, 213, 214, and 215: Provides for two d 
t $1,000 each in the Bureau of Statistics additional to the force pro-| _ Fk rate (the Ho fR tat t 
i for said Bure au in the} it passed the House. Secr ind heis! u 
amendment numbered 2 Appropriates $4,000, instead of $5,000as pro- | Gat » cause a sur 1 I 
l by the Senate and $2,000 as proposed by the House, for payment for | Pass, 3k Lut LON to ( i i 
‘ rt serv ices in the Bur< au of Statistics 1d t i nat ul k { said ‘ U I 
On amend —_ numbered 217: Appropriate 500, as proposed by the Sen- | demands of commerce 
ate, to enable the Bureau of Statistics to nt a and arrange the tariffs of the Ct tt Ri ; 
foreign « che ° to Th ommittee on Rivers and Harbors 
On amendme nts numbered 218 and 219: Provides for one clerk at $1.600, two Senate concurrent resolution No. 52 
ks at $1.400 each, two clerks at $1,200 each, and two clerks at $1,000 each, : 
itional to those proposed in the bill as it passed the House, for the Bureau Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representat ; , That the 
imn ration. Secre ary of Wa ar be, and he i I t L 
On amendment numbered 220: Strikes out the provision propos od | by the r to be made and estir s ‘ t ) 
a oa rizing the detail of two inspectors to the Bureau of Immigra- ‘tions to vation , : 1 
at Ws ashingt ym. th of sa er 
On amendments numbered 221, 222, 223, anc Makes verbal corrections : . rT. -1 
tl text of the paragraph ting to the Bureau of Standards. to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
( Iustoadl of $1600 6 bered ‘ADL ropria tes $74,000, as proposed by the Sen- | S. 2665. An act to pro vide for the allowance and pa’ I 
iste 5,000 opos ) se, for * y erv : 
ion nieenel tae the House, for apparatus, machinery, | the employees of the Government Printing Office of the sat 
, for ireau of Stands ‘ : 
Onamendments numbered 226 and 227: Appropriates $11,000, as proposed by leave of absence as is allowed to the clerks and « plo} 5 
the Senate, instead of $10,000, as proposed by the House, for fuel, light, etc., | Executive Departments of the Government—to the Committ 
r the Bureau of Standards, and makes $500 of the appropriation for grading Printing 
grounds immediately availa eee 
On amendment numbered 228: Appropriates $75,000, as proposed by the _ a . ae ahaa a ‘ ; 
louse, instead of $100,000, as sonnel ert the eneke for contingent expenses BRIDGE ACROSS THE WABASH RIVER, VIGO C¢ ‘TY, IND. 
» Departmer 1t of Commerce and L abor. ; - ‘ 7 : ° 
( mendments numbered 229, 230, and 281: Fixes the comr Mr. H¢ YILLIDAY . Mr. Spt aker, [ on Sener am nt for 
x of the court ot appeals, District of Co ambia, at $1, the present consideration of the bill | H. R. 13480 } 
I e Senate, instead of 0, as proposer yy the House, and appropriates | ¢+ha Gonthern Indiana Railway (* > + . trict ] 
> : 7 a : ; ‘ the Ure indians vallway Company t 7 rl a I 1] i 
our : ereneead tor ahve Oh nate, for file cases and fil i g facilities for said court. ant 0g ores A n a ' sees a ‘e “y ; : , . 
On amendments 232 and 233:' A ppropriates $9,500, as proposed by the Senate, bridg ‘aCTOSs the Wabash River in Vigo County, Ind 
lof $4,500, as proposed by the House, for books for libraries of circuit The bill was read. 
rts of appeals, and provides that. $1.500 of the amount appropriated shall The SPEAKER. Is th: re obj tion? 
be expended for the library of the eighth circuit. _ Mr. W . I cae ee ea ae ; . a4 5. 4081 
On amendments numbered 234, 235, and 286: Modifies section 3 of the bill so 4 VILLIAMS of Mis: ippl. Mr. Speaker, has thi veen 
read as follows: submitted to the committee: 
a9 3 Tt . TY Yr »] ke 2 5 T y rr s ° 
SE That the pg pap is herein made for the officers, clerks, and Wr. HOLLIDAY. The bill comes with the unani t 
I ns employed in t public service shall not be available for the compen- ¢ 4] Ss ‘ : : ; ; ae : , 
1 of any persons incapacitated, otherwise than temporarily, for per- | OF the committee, and is recommended by the Secretary 
forming such service.” War. 
‘No part of any money appropriated by this or any other act shall be Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Are the usual specifications 
able for paying expenses of horses and carriages or drivers therefor for i] -the S y tT nd wan Meer eee ; 
rsonad or official us se of ¢ any officer provided for by thi act or any other pre Scribe d by the 7 hey of W ar; 
‘ther than the President of the United States, the heads of Executive Mr. HOLLIDAY. The bill in its present shape was vit ly 
Departments, and the Secretary to the President: Provided, That this pro- | drawn in the Engineer's Office. It is a sibstitute for th nal 
m shall not apply to officials outside of the District of Columbia in the bil 4 in ite vr a ae Rea ake Ss aaa 
performance of their public duties. This paragraph shall not take effect ill, and in its present form is recommended by the & 
until July 1, 1904." as et War. 
e billas finally as zr ed upon appropriates $28,! 556,913.22, being $177,620 less Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have no object 
in as it passed the & 1ate, $268,258 more than as it passed the House, $1,154,- my 1 SARE G ; 1: 1 
26 less than the es timates submitted to Congress, and § 2,698.36 more than The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it w 
appropriations for the current fiscal year. read the third time, and passed. 
a a3. % aoe On motion of Mr. HOLLIDAY, a motion to reconsider t ] 
Managers on the part of the House vote was laid on the table 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. DUPLICATE PRINT OF THE POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BI 
— ‘ ‘ : y - v7 ' ; 
7 r. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous « 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- | that there be a duplicate print of the post-office app 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: bill and the report thereon, which I submitted this 1 
H. R. 4540. An act granting a pension to Amanda Skinner; The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indianaas 
H. R. 880. An act granting a pension to Caroline S. Winn; consent for a reprint of the post-office approj tion and the 
H. R. 9791. An act granting a pension to Abram Claypool; report thereon. 
H. R. 5580. An act granting a pension to Celia C. Owen; Mr. COWHERD. Also including the minor views 
H. R. 9061. An act granting a pension to Nettie A. Buell; The SPEAKER. Including the minor ity views. Is there obk- 


OQ0~ 
vOuoo0. 


5610. 


H. R. 
H. R. 


An act 
An act 


a pension to Maggie Fitzpatrick; 
a pension to Annie Dorfner; 


grant ing 
granting 
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jection? 
There was no objection. 
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COMPANY, NEW MEXICO. | the latter m ight get titles to their hi omes, in case the railroad compar j q 
| allowed to select lands in lieu thereof, as in this bill provided 

' Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | The cx omrmi ittee caused inquiry to be made of the D partment of the In: 

eee r ference to the matter, and received from the Secreta ryat 
sd ssi | a th inclosed to the committee “—_ ament of the Comm 
iLitA ippi. I would suggest to the gen- | sand Office, both of which are as follows: 

om } PAYNE} that we had ‘. ‘tter adjourn. niet OF THE INTERIOR, 
J f pa Saturday afternoon. Washington, February 16, 1 
RODEY. If the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WI11- Srp: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of t! 
i will excuse me, this will take but a few min ee. ultimo, submitting, for consideration and report, a ie of H. R. 5755 
OT TTT A ANC oo ns ee . ae ion riy] | ted “A bill for the relief of small-holding settlers within the limit f 

Mr. WibliLIAMS of J issippi. If we begin this, there wi | grant of land to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Com; pany in the Tery 

he ‘ to i | of New Mexico ‘“ 
1 : ‘ TT nt] n from In respon ’ thereto I inclose c py of a report from the Cor 
: < a i the General Land Office, dated the 10th instant, in w hich he urges 1 
j } It to objection Ls n to the passage of the bill, provided the words ** without « st to 
> | if the leman from Mississ re they occur in section 1, fine 2, page 2 of the bill, be stricken ¢ 
: rde [ « we should | mcur in the views of the Commissioner and have no objection 
a ee coe | » passage of the bill if amended as suggested. 
s¥. 4 aS: le £el man trom Very respectfully, 
» | msidered E. A. Hrrcucocg, S. 
WILLIAMS of Miss ppi. I will withhold the motion The CHAIRMAN O¥ THE COMMITTEE ON THE PuBLiic LANDs, 
ne request, and after that if the gentleman from New | House of Kepres 
s Mr. PayNnrE] does n it make the motion, I will. — 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ne w Mexico asks unani- DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the GENERAL LAND Opvice 
‘ 1) ws : Washington, D. C., February ! 

s : Keen) eo ato £ small-holding settlers e the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by referen 
! Waid See, sae shsene~ setae ™ I s-a , << r report, of House bill No. 5755, ** For the relief of sma 
i l the grant of land tot At unt nd P c hin the limits of the grant to the Atlantic and Pacific Rai! 
1 ¢ any in the J ry of New Mex was read, as y in the Territory of New Mexico.” 
. ing report is respectfully submitted: 
J settlers are domiciled on lands within the t 
: tt . f 1 Pa Rs : 1¢ n 7 i of Mexico to the United States by ul "eaty 
cain al _ ‘ bt -Hidalgo, concluded February 2, 1848 (9 Stat. L., 92 s} 
to d na 1 or deed. ‘ ntry of such claims was made by the seventeenth secti 
r tions of its or their ey 3, 1901 (26 Stat. L., 862), as amended by the act of Februa 
¢ vhwra he « : 470). 
( Se : 1 BBG 43 ; ‘ a | roofs offered by the claimants, so far as they have been « 
' which § n isand en r | § eir ance stors or p redecessors, from whom the clai 
D 1 { elves or in pt é it sir claims, had been in possession of the s: ‘ 
l than tv ears : iz pr rt } the treaty of Hidalgo, and attention is directed 
1  entit to select i 1 f. to rit 1 IX « : sai i treaty and the decision of the De partment in t 
of + vat nd of equala - ia | AD tal. v. Mulligan (27 L. D., 604). That case involved qi restic 
1 upon t ary of the Interio1 t claimant and asmall-holding claimant and w: 
+} | } tar Pe 
: eee 9 eae uced for the relief of small-holding claim 
} 7 ttler an ' : n are situated in the limits of the grant tot 
r at once, without cost t- | ) mpany (now known as the Santa Fe Pacifi 
r or her such ) 2 1866 (14 Stat. L., 292). 
1¢0 he pat i to any on S ional and irregular-shaped t 
u < ’ ns I ry to « m | aituated in bots odd and 
und j : iyatew a : ider the 
‘ . fg ‘ i 1 ning a h on of } a in the ca 
: ’ oresaid sh: } t t ntry by | ijroad Comr pany (not pul is} 
rt of the Unit tes. of the said act of 1891 the cl Lim o 
e5 much the f 3 sn 1 } inder whom |! claims, vV 
y ! »T r 1 oxi ting at the da in the 
c ¢ T al road ¢ ould r¢ 
) wchi liry, : ‘ i runt, thee ms thatthe 
< L mn the enactment of the bill. 
i ofore be en reque ted to reling h it 
I R Y I ] as f 1 WSs: | tr t 1ds in lieu thereof under the act of J 
“Ts St fae ly was that it was not deemed equital 
\ vithout < t me? 1 ( ding claimants, cutting out from 
{ tl t lands | and retain the ownership of 
t V ¥ “ef ed the 1 IR 1G t ar t ywpships, but th: at th 
, tlers w 1 the limits « t of ) vo the « ts uy terms fair and ec itable to 
ific Railroad Compazy in the Territory of New ted that a new law be passed that will permit the com) any t 
Ul le « y section in which one or more of the 
nsid { and now unanimously | and take ther lands in lieu t} reof. 
» with the recommendation the :m The bill under consideration appears to meet the existing c 
I ry f for t SI s 
> ot out the words “ without « 4 +3 ° neo y restri i? gel ¢ I 
port. t nitt I actfuliv st i ] n 
) i I i i tio v a ' it 
I 1is bill i l lin 18 
to bu ’ 1 sett T theref 
that for many 1 1 SO hat o re hy 
| r th ii 22 c ol irve 
in t] ( 1d by! d 
ay } 61] f rye vr ox dy) + > pe n 
l in Gove pre to t f ‘ i copy ¢ 1d the accompanying papers and also t 
l tes: t 1 Li f Py i B. 5. Ropey, referred for consideration in connection with tl 
‘ i t ‘ herewith urned 





t ving they did, that the land-grant title wes good and | } W. A. Ricws 























DV t 4 | ce 
: eae 3 The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
; " af the Unit | The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
tf} Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, reserving tl 
tof] 5 to object, I will say that it looks to me very much as if th 
eee = na, | intended to change the checkerboard system throughe 
te , | of this railroad company in the Territory of New Mexi 
w Ss. | that is the purpose, I shall object. I reserve the right to 
it ba a é ‘) 2 1¥. Iwill state to the gentleman that th un 
oad < ec- | mously reported from the Committee on the Publi ] 
i] - : . | existit ng Cor ndition of affairs in New Mexico made it necessary 
settlers who could, assoon as they ascertained that the land-g1 Pe a 
t V , proce cle d to ar get title to the land as homest 3 | pass uch a bill. 
ed upon land in the alternate sections within | In ‘two or three little places where the people had lived i 
> 7 n the oman i bel ‘ eee vai Oo ae oe os e | man y geners tions on the ke ind they hs ud bel lev ed that th ° = 
ab t title to their h mes. The railroad company, a living upon land grants, and therefore failed 





y ter r 
peated requests, finally agreed to give up these lands to the settl h 





- | 
at | the land. as homesteads in the ordinary way 








1904. 





ernment itself. 

by Congress, in 1891, they went into that court and sought 
ive — land grants confirmed. These grants had been seg- 
om the public domain for many years, but the court 


(,0 


’ 
tea 











l nd that there was some defect in the inception of their land- | not be necessary. and states that the Departinent ca ot 
t titles. and refused to approve the title, thus throwing the | in the regularcourse of its work without any direct appropriat 
back as pul lic domain of the United States. | Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman state th 
t transpired that in the meantime the Government, by the act | will not amount to over 4.000 acres in all 
ongress of 1866, had given alternate sections of these very | rig RODEY. Not exceeding that, in my opinion. as th 
ts to the Atiantic and Pacific Railroad Company: in fact. had | on] y app lies to conditions existing in two ort es ls 
en the title away from under them, although these people were | ments in and around Los Lentes and Cubero, in Valencia C 
ession. Then under the small-holding sections of the Court | N. Mex. 
rivate Land Claims act it was found that they could not prove | Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Relying ent 1] 
irclaims. It was provided in the land-conrt act that when | man’s statement, I will not object. 
overnment surveyors found settlers in possession of small The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
ts the same should be set aside to them and the Government | Chair hears none. 
uld give them patents for it: but it was found that those pro-| The amendment recommended by the commit was 
of the land-court act had died a death of limitation, so} The bill as amended was ordered to be e1 , 
these settlers were denied the relief which had been given to | reading: and beir ng engrossed, it was a ding ly the tl 
t many other people in other places in New Mexico who | time. and passe: 
eir titles fixed and arranged under the small-holding act. | On motion of Mr. Lacry, a motion to reconsider the 
oe the e — were found to have no title at all to the | which the bill was passed was laid on the tal 
lon whi the re living and on which they and their fore- ADJOURNMENT 
rs had been living for more than a hundred years. = Ce et ‘ 
vy body te oman iomein the land a aad d the grant | Mr. PAYNE. I move that the rouse do x 4jourt 
3 that the had title to them. <A portion of these settlers | ,. Che motion was SETLOS Ss Bae ae rdingly (at 3 o'¢l 
then permitted to get their homesteads wherever the same | oo minutes p.m.) the House adjourned, 
‘ situated on the alternate sections of land within the raiiroad a 
ts t ut still belonged to the United States, but as to those | EXECUTIVE COMMUNI ATIONS 
rs who were living upon sections belonging to the rail- / : ; 
company. they were absolutely without a to their — Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the fol r ut 
en toremedy this condition of affairs the Interior De partment | munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referr 
ed the railroad company to relinquish the se lands a ad to | follows: 
e +t er lands in lien. but the railroad refused unless with the A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court Claims, tr 
1 t tase a whole section wherever they released any portion mitting a copy of the findings filed by th muurt in t 
of a tion tothese settlers. Y. L. Pursley, administrat of estate of Rosa Pu i 
Now these lands given to these poor people are in tracts of not | The United States—to the Commit n War Cl s,and 
to exceed 160 acres. The railroad company, after repeated re- | to be printed. 
( sts. finally agreed to give upt hese landsto the settlers. so that A letter trom the assistant clerk of the ¢ 5. 1 
t tel lit get their title to their homes in case the railroad | mitting a copy of the conclusions of tact and win the Fre 
is allowed to select lands in lieu thereof. Inthis way | 5} a‘ion cases relating to the sloop Hu .M s t 
railroxud company would agree to give up a whole section in | m er—to the Comunittee on Claims, and ordered to b 
ne place and select another whole section in another place A letter from the Postmaster-(.en tra 
1 of it, but would not give up pieces of sections. That is the inquiry of the House as to the co ion. r 
est the railroad company would do. cars—to the Comn itte @ on the Post ( i i ( 
r. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has the railroad obtained patent | ordered to be printed 
8 partic ular area? \ letter from the secretary of tl eas 
RO DEY. Yes. The Department has decided. and I think fa nmunication from the >ecr i 
t irts al eo hale cided, that the railroad title is good. nb in esti of app 
OBLNSON of Indiana. Has it been paying the taxes | shi! rvice—to the ¢ ttee on A 
1 ? d to be printed 
tODEY. Yes. That is my understanding, and I feelsure \ letter from the Secretary of the 1 
] right about it. ( 1 COM iLLiC } om er ( ‘ 
ROBINSON of Indiana. How much land is involved mitting an ute of § 0 
t r for thirteenth light-hons t t ( 
RODEY. Not more tha~ two or three thousand acres, as | terstate and reign (‘omme! i oO 
] and. This act we are discussing can only apply to two \ ter from the Se tury ¢ eus 
e :mall settlements around Cubero and L entes, in f mmunic: n f ] retar 
1 County. au timate ol | riati ! 
ROBIN ON of Indiana. I see that the bill provides for | Lo ina Purchase Ixy m—to the ¢ l 
t vm of not exceeding $50,000 to pay expenses. tions. und ordered to be printed 
Mr. RODEY. That was a mistake of mine in ‘pineal 1g sucha \ letter from the Secretary of the Tre 
] 10113 in the bill, and the committee struck it out I do | dition to the cost of the pu 
k it will take more than $1.000 to $2.000 to pay the ex- | Comittee on Public Building 1 ¢ 
of the whole exchange. The bill was corr d in « - | printed. 
as you will see. — 
i Sere. ee vant provided in| REPORTS OF COM MITTEES ON BLIC BILLS 
RODEY. That was stricken out by the commit as you natreeeneel 
will see in the report. Under clause 2 of Rule XT] Is and 1 
ROBINSON of Indiana. How much land will be involved, | ing titles were severally re frou ( 
] much land will it take to secure the change for these settlers | the Clerk, and referred to 1 ( 
on this land, and how much will that destroy of the checker- | as follows: 
I 1s} ? Mr. MANN, from the C Lit 
RODEY. I am not sure that the railroad company can | Commerce, to which was r et 
1 ' » exchanges to fill up their checkerboard sections, as | 12533) to authorize the 
t hi sold so much of their lands, but it will not exceed 2,000 | panv to construct a a s S$ 
01 00 acres. I do not think that it will seriously affect the | sai with i lment i ’ 
checkerboard system: there is so little of this. The passage of | which said land rep : 
this bill is of great importance to these settlers: so much so that| Mr. BURKE from the Com 
it is a positive charity - let. it pass. You will notice that the | Commerce. to which w red t : 
bill provides that the lieu land must be of equal quality and that | making a appro] riations for the 1 
all exchanges must be made only on the request of the Secretary | at San Diego, Cal., and to a 
of the Interior. That surely safeguards it. noses, reported the same with a i 
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at they had a superior and better title to the lands than the | Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
When the Court of Private Land Claims was | involved? 





Mr. RODEY. Not more than two or three thousand dolla 
Iam told. The amount that was put in the bill by mein th 


place was a mistake. Tl 


e comiil 





How much money will there 
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91); which said bill and report were referred to the 
f the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
) of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Foreig 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11 


+h), xx7i+} 


orted the same with amendment, accompanied | 
rt (No. 1393) 


to the Committee 


of the Whole House 


COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
LESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 11370) to relieve the Italian- 
Swiss Agricultural Colony from the internal-revenue tax on cer- 
tain spirits destroyed by fire, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1889); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 5835) to provide an American register for the British ship 
Pyrenees, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1394); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 


on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF 


BILLS AND 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 20f Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the c 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 619) granting a pension to Mary E. Rice—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8269) granting a pension to Eliza A. Camp—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 3270) granting a pension to Charles W. Atkinson— 


ow 


Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the | 


Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12185) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Bru- 
sere, deceased, late of Orleans Parish, La.—Committee on War 
Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 18422) granting a pension to Jesse C. Thomas— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as | 


follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 13520) to amend section 3282 
of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET, from the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: A bill (H. R. 13521) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1905, and for other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13522) to author- 
ize the sale and disposition of surplus or unallotted lands of the 
Yakima Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 13523) to provide for an 
extension of time for completion of bridge over the Missouri 
River at Council Bluffs, Iowa, until January 1, 1905—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13524) to provide for | 


the admission of Indian Territory as a State, and to enable the 
people thereof to form a constitution and State government and 
to be admitted into the Union as the State of Jefferson, on an 
equal footing with the original States, and to make donations of 
public lands to said State—to the Committee on the Territories. 


By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 13525) te amendan act entitled | 


‘‘An act to further promote the efficiency of the Navy,’’ approved 
December 24, 1861, as amended by an act approved July 16, 1862— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Ry Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H, R. 13526) to establish | 


a Soldiers’ Home at or near Daphne, in Baldwin County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A resolution (H. Res. 242) referring certain 
claims 


terms of the Tucker Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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; which said bill and report were referred | 


nsideration of bills of the following titles; which were | 


Marcu 5, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions , 


. | the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


] ‘ . : S ’ | follows: 
organization of the consular service of the | f 


By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 13527) granting an increasa 
| of pension to William Odenheimer—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18528) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Evans and the trustees under the will of Robert E. Carr—to ¢))o 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 13529) for the relief of +) 
estate of Marcus Walker, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 13530) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Stephenson Creal—to the Committee on Ip 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13531) granting an increase of pension | 
Lyman L. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 13532) granting an increase of 
pension to John Shroat—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 13533) granting an increase 
of pension to James Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13534) granting a pension to Julia Strohm 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 13535) granting an increase 
| of pension to Alexander B. Mott—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13536) granting a pension to William H, 
Lung—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13537) granting an increase of pension to 
Reese P. Kendall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 135388) for the relief of the heirs 
of Joseph Chandet—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 13539) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to Isaac Dulhagen—to the Committee on M 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 13540) granting an increa: 
pension to S. C. H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 13541) granting an increa 
pension to Ephraim E, Lake—to the Committee on Invalid P 
; sions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13542) | 
the relief of L. B. Wyatt—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN; A bill (H. R. 13548) granting an increas 
of pension to H. Clay Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio1 

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 13544) granting pension to Li 
ard Andre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 13545) granting «1 
crease of pension to Craig Mardis—to the Committee on Iny: 
Pensions. 

By Mr.SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13546) granting an incr 
of pension to Joel J. Addison—to the Committee on Invalid |’ 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13547) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis J. Parr—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13548) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Bullock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13549) granting an increase of pension { 





) 








| James L. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13550) for the relief of certain surgeon 
the Philippine service—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 13551) granting an incr 


| of pension to Elizabeth F. Minor—to the Committee on Invalid 
| 


Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa} 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolution of Grand Army of the Republic 
Post No. 330, Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of a servi: 


| pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


3y Mr. AIKEN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 13420, for the 
relief of the estate of Samuel Chapman, deceased—to the ¢ 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petitions of L. H. Munkel and 23 othe 
| of Laporte, Iowa; William Tadler and 80 others, of Hazleion, 





to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the | 


| Stanley, and Prairie Center, Iowa; Woman’s Christian Temp 
ance Union and H. D. Pratt and 43 others, of Manchester, lowa; 
Rey. F, H. Thiel and 40 others, of Dubuque, Iowa, and L. F. 

| Foulk and others, of Waterloo, Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn- 

| Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: Resolution of Lodge No. 82, Brother- 

| hood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders’ of America, of Osa- 
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watomie, Kans., in favor of legislation relative to the merchant 
marine—two t be Committee on the Merchant M: ri ime and Fisheries. 
resolution a James Shields Post. No. 57, Grand Army of 

Wellington, Kans., in favor of @ service-pension 
ymmittee on Invalid Pensions. 


A sO, 


the inet ublic, 
to the C 


lin 


), petiiious of Independent Order of Good Templars of 

Kansas; citizens of Paola; six Christian organizations of Lecomp- 

W. Gracewer) and 15 others, of the Second Congres- 

l district: citizens of Shawne citizens of Richmond; G. H. 

C 1 am 0 otbers, of ansas City: citizens of Miners] Point, 

in Kansas, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver billi—to the Com- 
eon the ua ary. 

Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of the Farmors’ Institute at 


land. Nebr., in favor of the Brownl 
1¢ Committee on Avvriculture.. 
o, petition of Samuel Lichty and 24others.of Falls City, Nebr., 
vor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
oiary. 
By Mr. CALDWELL: Pe 
favor of bill H. R. 93 


ww good-roads bill— 


tition of E. C. Richards, of Hillsboro, 
2—to the Committee on Ways and 


CAPRON: Resolution of the American Association of 


Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels. for the construction of a 
t-honse on the Oute Diasiond Shoal—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
lso, resolution of Border Grange, No. 3. Patronsof Husbandry. 


Woonsocket, R. I., in favor of bill H. R. 
tee on Agriculture. 
o, resolution of it Hill Grange, 


8675—to the Commit- 


9” 


No 


dry, of East Greenwich, R. L.. in favor of the passage of bill 
H. R. 8678—to the Cseianih tee on Agriculture. 
iso, resolution of the Rhode Island State Board of Soldiers 


Relief, relative toappropriation in aid of State Soldiers’ Homes— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Also, petition of Woman's Club of Pawtucket, R. I.,in favor of 
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| cago, 


farmers’ 


Patrons of Hus- | 


| the 


3 bill for a forest reserve in the mountains of New Hampshire— | 


to the Committee on Agriculture, 

sy Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of the General Assembly of the 
Presbyterian Church, against issue of liquor-tax receipts—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. DANIELS: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11833, 
} t : 
granting a pension to Jennie Blackburn Johnstone—to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. EMERICH: Resolution of Chicago Board of Trade, in 
favor of bill H. R. 787i—to the Commiitee on the Jndiciary. 
Also, petition of the Chicago Post-Office (ivil War Veterans’ 
Association, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 
petition of [ron Molders’ Conference Board, of Chicago, 
relative to increasing capacity of the Naval Gun Factory—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Also, petition of J. R. Alcock, of Chicago, Tll., against passage 
bill requiring licensed engineers ou sinall pleasure craft—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


SO, 


Co 


| Commit 


Also, memorials of the Western Association of Shoe Dealers and | 
the Board of Trade of Chicago, favoring the Cooper-Quaries bill, 


amending the interst:te-commerce act—to the Committee on In- 


state and Foreign Comnnerce. 

\lso, memorials of Builders and Traders’ Exchange of Chicago, 
the Chicago Typothetie, and the Weller Manutaciuring Company, 

Chicago, protesting aguinst the anti-injunction and the eight- 
hour bill—to the Coinmittee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of B. Wheeler, of Chicago, favoring repeal 


) 


gration and Naturalization. 


Holloway & Bro. and Guthmann, Car- 
hicago; the Pingree Company, e manu- 


lso, memorials of H. G 


penter & Telling, of ¢ 


sii 


irers, of Detroit. Mich.; Edwards-Stanwood Shoe Company, 
Frank M. Fargo, Kullman, Satz & Co., Wilder & Co., Selz, 
Schwab & Co., and W. D. Allen Manufacturing Company, of (hi- 
igo. protesting against transfer of office for opening bids for 


Indian Affairs. 
?GERALD: Resolution of the drng-trade section 
! Trade and Transportation, in favor of 


bow? 


Committee on 
- Mr. FIT? 
» New Ye 


Tk rd of 


the re ed tion of the tax on alvohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. FL }OD: Paners to accompany bill H. R. 2105, for the 
relief of the estate of Peter Sheets, deceased—to the Committee 


on War Claims. 


By Mr. FRENCH: Resolntion of R. B. Hayes Post, No. 2, 
Gr: ind Army of the Republic. Department of Idaho. in fave or ofa 
service-pension bill—to the ‘ ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FULLER: Petition of F. Madlener and others, of Chi- 


section 3 of the immigration law—to the Committee on Lmmi- | 


purchase of Indian supplies from Chicago to St. Louis—to the 


| and 


A 








Ill., against passage of the He 
Conimittee on the ./ udiciary. 

Also, petition of Jacob P. 
Nl.. in favor of the Hepburn-i 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Colonel Alber 
of the Grand Army of the Rey lic, 
@ service-pension | ~ —to the Committee 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: 
Sta‘e of Ohio, in favor of 
Post and Post 
Also. pay 


of pension to Bartlett 


Sareeant : 


AULLIVer Dill to ti Lom eon 


Res } ww10NS OT ; } f+} 
} ; > 

f bill ri. Ie. { 

fice Roads, 


bill H 


wingus—to the Comm iiiee 


rto; pany 
sions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition 
Creston, lowa, in favor of the Hep 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petiti 
of Waco, Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn-LVolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HI’ 'T: Resolutions of 
in favor of till H. R. H5UN, ior 
tee on Ways and Means. 
resolutions of the Farmers’ Institute of 
an aj ation of HOU ’ 
institute work—to the ¢ I tee on Agricu 

HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition oi s 
dist By yal Church, of Long Branch, N. .J., in 
He pburn- De iver bill—to the Committee on the Judi ' 

By Mr. | KN APP: Resoluti ‘olumbia rei (zrand Army 
the Republic. Fulton. N. Y.. in fi 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of the drne-trade section of 
New York Board of Trade and Transport 
reduction of the tax on alcohol—to ti 
Means. 

By Mr. LLOYD: 
in f: vor of the 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: Ten peti 
nati, Ohio, avainst the 
the Committee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. LORIMER: Papers 
an increase of pension to 8. 
Invalid Pensi 

Also, petition of D. C. Thoms and 50 others. of Chicago, T11., 
against passage of the Hep 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition 
Prescott. Mich., in t 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutior the 
County, Mich., in favor of 
eat ens to the memory of Coimmodore d¢ ) Barry ‘ 

e on the Library 
r “MILLE R 
cil Grove: No. 1 
rol ite of Burlin ale 
silary for rural carriers 
Post-Roads 

Also. petitions of citize1 
16 others, of Burl 
plars, all Kansas. in favor of 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Pane 
W. Miller—to the Cominitt: 

By Mr. RANDEI 
60 ot ot 
sommittee 
RICHARDS 
for relief 


of A. E. Foote and 


m of +} e 


li 
the Tllinois 
Ontuxt 


Also, 
of propri S| 
By Mr. 


sck 


n or (4 
of of 


bill 
By 


vor 


1e Comm e on Ways an 


Petition 


brownlow goou-T 


‘on Conntv. Mo 
passage of 


to accomna 


C. H. Smith—to tne Committe 


nv Wonse hill 
i ¥ x ‘ 
ns. 


Wh-WVoiiver voli >The 4 LuLnItte 








of Rav 


r ot 


G. A. Pastor and others. of 


ivi the Hepburn-Doliiver bill—to the 


incient Order of oe ° 


By Mr 
Cou 
rural 
—to the Comunittee on the Post- 
is of Conncil Grove: of G 
neame. and [ndeper nt O eG 
of the Hepbur 
oaccomnanv claim of W 
nm War | 
xas tition Rev. S.J 

Tex.. in favor of the H marn-Dolliver 
on the Judi r 

IN of Alah i: Paners ft 

L. B. 


rs 

e i 
of Tr 
hers, Denison, 
to the ¢ 
Mr 


bill 


bill 
By 
N1s8e of 
Cla 
By Mr. RICHARI 
and 40 0 hers. of Peter re. Te it ) e 
Dolliver bill—to the ¢ 
Also, petition of Sarah 
Court of Claimis—to the Cor 
Also, M. Tin 
to the Court of Claims—to t} e¢ 
Also, petition of W. H. Tuck. praving 
bag oa agg AS alms—t 
By Mr. RUPPERT: 
New York Bo: rd of Trade and 
duction of the tax on alcohol—t 


Means. 


mis. 


mirrnitt nm ft " } 
Tritt e¢ on e. l 


pet ition of J 


Resolutior I e r-tra iT 
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. resolution of Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
tie Circle, Department of New York, in favor of a service- 

1 bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa: Petitions of C. B. Woodrow and 56 
Oakland, Iowa, and Henry DeLong and 
Council Bluffs, lowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House bill 
for the relief of Stephen Duncan—to the Committee on War 
Claims 

By Mr. , 
rural 


wary Of ru! 


rs, of 


NOOK: 


Petitions of I. L. 
ronte No. 2. Montpelier, Ohio, in favor of increasing the 
ids. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of residents of Clay 
nty, Tex.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: 
Club of Boston and vicinity, relative to a harbor of refuge at 
Point Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WANGE R: Petition of Elmer E. Garrett and 1 other, 
of Wyncote, Pa.,against enactment of an anti-injunction bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Elmer E. Garrett and 1 other, of Wyncote, Pa., 
against the enactment of an eight-hour iaw—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, petition of James Righter, of Norristown, Pa.,in favor of 
bill H. R. 62, for the erection of a monument to the memory of 
Commodore John Barry—to the Committee on the Library. 

J r Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: Resolution of the legislature 
oO 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

SENATE, 


March 7, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett HALE. 


MonpDay, 


The Secrets ary proceeded to read the Journal of Saturday’s pro- | 


ceedings, when, on request of Mr. McCumMBER, and by unanimous 

consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the Journal 
will stand approved. 
FINDID 


GS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
— cat from the assis stant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
nitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of O. H. Pe rry, administrator of George W. Perry, 
United States; whi ‘h, with the accompanying 
4 to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 


ion 


d y ased, v. The 
paper, was referrs 
be acintad. 

He also 1 


1 
i1erk ot 


} 1 bef re 


ourt ot 


the Senate a ce: 
Claims, transmitting a certified copy of 
the findings of fact filed Setinneniels in the cause of John Mantel v. 
The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
f d to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ant The ¢ 


Llerre 


He also 1: uid before the Senate a communication from the assist- | 


ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of 
the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of Albion W. 
Knight, Thomas E. Walker, Paul Romeri, George H. Noble, W. A. 
Hansell, Arnold Broyles, Robert C. Alston, William S. Elkin, jr., 
Benjamin Owens, Robert Sh: irpe, and Thomas H. Austin, rector, 
ward me and vestrymen of St. Philip’s Church, of Atlanta, Ga., 
The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
Saad to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk 
passed the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 


the limits of the grant of land to the Atlantic and Pa 
rozd Company, in the Territory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 12684) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty tipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes; and 

A bill ‘H. R. 13480) to authorize the Southern Indiana Railway 

ipany to construct a railroad bridge across the Wabash River, 
Ind. 


\ oe 
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White and S. A. Steyer of | 


il carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | 


Resolution of the Coal | 


sv 
* New Jersey, relative to the improvement of the Passaic River— | 


| ton; 
| elected Hon. 


pmmunics ition from the assist- 


| field, Mass., 
| for a reorganization of the consular service and also for the d 


| field, Mass., 
| between the United States and Great Britain; which was referred 


, announced that the House had | 


Falls, Mass.; 


; | tions of Montgomery 
» message also announced that the House insists upon its | 


MARCH 7, 


| amendment to the following bills, asks conferences with the Sen- 


ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. Grsson, Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SULLOW AY 


| managers at the respective conferences on the part of the House: 
58 others, of | 


A bill (8. 1548) g 
Jackson; and 


A bill (S. 3274) granting an increase of pension to Jane I. Long, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were ther: ‘upon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 880) granting a pension to Caroline 8. Winn: 

A bill (H. R. 489: 2) “granting a pension to Abbie E. Webster; 

A bill (H. R, 4540) granting a pension to Amanda Skinner; 

A bill (H. R. 4624) granting a pension to Isabella Phelps; 

A bill (H. R. 4750) granting a pension to William J. Jacks 

A bill (H. R. 5030) granting a pension to William H. Mount; 

A bill (H. R. 5342) granting a pension to Jane E. Sutfin; 

A bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Celia C. Owen; 

A bill (H. R. 5610) granting a pension to Annie Dorfner; 

A bill (H. R. 5749) granting a pension to James B. Coombs: 

A bill (H. R. 7063) granting a pension to Ellen F. Lynch; 

A bill (H. R. 7248) granting a pension to Robert H. Cooke: 

A bill (H. R. 7368) granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood; 

A bill (H. R. 7382) granting a pension Ellen A. Harmon: 

A bill (H. R. 7559) granting a pension to Caroline Hurley; 

A bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to Emma Crosier; 

A bill (H. R. 8185) granting a pension to Herman Lemmerman; 

A bill (H. R. 8343) granting a pension to Annie P. Erviug, { 
merly Cilla Zerbe; 

A bill (H. R. 8648) granting a pension to Shadrach D. Bardi 

A bill (H. R. 8771) granting a pension to Walter F. Horn 

A bill (P. B. ort granting a pension to Martha E. Nok Ni; 

A bill (44, R. 8924) granting a pension to Georgia A. White! 

A bill (H. R. 9061)" ‘granting a pension to Nettie A. Buell 

A bill (H. R. 9127) granting a pension to Moses Schum: in: 

A bill (H. R. 9683) granting a pension to Henry Austin; 

A bill (H. R. 9739) granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worst 

A bill (H. R. 9791) granting a pension to Abram Claypoo!: 

A bill (H. R. 9835) granting a pension to Maggie Fitzpatrick; 

A bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension to Virginia Boyd; 

A bill (H. R. 10741) granting a pension to Mary Tate: 

A bil a R. 10968) granting a pension to Marceline P. Hemi 
an¢ 


A bill (H. R. 11345) granting a pension to Joseph H. Hui 


CREDENTIALS. 
Mr. President, the legislature of O: 
CHarLrs Dick to succeed my late colleagi 
Hon. Marcus A. Hanna, as a member of this body. 1 pr 
his credentials both for the unexpired term that Senator 
was serving at the time of his death and for the full « 
tional term commencing March 4, 1905. I ask that both s: 
credentials may be received, read, and filed. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 


sranting an increase of pension to William W, 


Mr. FORAKER. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Woman’s Club « 
Chicopée Falls, Mass., praying for the establishment of a national 
forest reserve in the White Mountains; which was referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Spring 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing 


velopment of the American merchant marine; which was reft1 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Sprin 
praying for the ratification of a treaty of arbitratio! 


to the Committee on Foreign Relations. , 
He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Norw 0G 
Mass., praying for a reorganization of the consular service; whic 


| Was referre d to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
A bill (H. R. 5755) for the relief of small-holding settlers within | 


cific Rail- | 


He also presented a petition of the Cambridge Branch of the 
Massachusetts Indian Association and a petition of the Ma 
chusetts Indian Association, praying that lands in sever: ty ; be 
granted to the landless Indians of northern California; which 
were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Club of Chicopee 
of the East Baltimore Station Methodist Protestant 
Church, of Baltimore, Md.; of sundry citizens of Marcellus, _ smn ; 
and of the Pleasant Lawn, North Pa; xe, and Hepburn ee L 
and Page counties, Iowa, praying for t 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transpor batic on 
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f intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
Ju di Cc iar y- 

Mr. BURROWS pres nted a petition of J. C. Coy Circle, No. 3, 
artment of Michigan, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Re- 
ic, of Unionville, Mich., praying for the enactment of a serv- 

nsion i iw; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. PROCTOR presented petitions of the Vermont Anti-Saloon 
1 ue, of Burlington; of sundry citizens of Arlington; of the 
nan’s Christian Te smperance Union of the B aptist Church of 
Manchester, and of sundry citizens of Grafton, Rockingham, Wil- 
mington, and East Barnard, all in the State of Vermont, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
ion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of Buckhannon Post, No. 49 
Department of West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Buckhannon, W. Va., praying for the enactment of a service- 
sion law: which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 








vy < 


fey 4 
ba 


J 
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Mr. LONG (for Mr. Burton) presented a petition of Local | 
Lodge No. 221, Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders, of Pittsburg, 
Kans., and a petition of Local Lodge No. 82, Boiler Makers and 
[ron-ship Buik lers, of Osawatomie, Kans., praying for the enact- 
ment of legis lation to develop the American merchant marine; 


which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

ife also (for Mr. BurToN) presented petitions of Princeton Cir- 
cle, Department of Kansas, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Princeton; of Griffin Post, No. 266, Department of 
s, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ada, and of Leaven- 
worth Circle, No. 8, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Leavenworth, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the enact- 
ment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. BURTON) presented a petition of the congrega- 
tion of the Presbyterian Church of Chanute, Kans., anda petition 
of the Independent Order of Good Templars of Kansas, praying 

r the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Cumberland Presbyterian Church of Coleman, Tex., praying 

r the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CARMACK presented the petition of Amos Woodruff, 
president of the Overton Hotel Company, of Memphis, Tenn., 
praying that he be granted compensation for the use and occupa- 

n by the United States Army, during the late civil war, of a 
certain building at that place; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Claims. 
. Bz — ee a petition of sundry citizens of San Jose; 
( a ng that lands in severalty be granted to the landless 


Incians of no aa ‘rn California; 
on Indian Affairs. 

MILLARD presented a petition of the C 

Nebr 


which was referred to the Com- 





mime rcial Club, 
, praying for the passage of the so-called ‘* Brown- 


mana, 








‘ good-roads bill;’?’ which was referred to the Committee on 
riculture and Forestry. 
Hie also presented a petition of the Woman’s Home Missionary 


iety of the Methodist Church of Crab Orchard, Nebr., praying 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
pDSMOOT, aSenator from the State of Utah; whi eferred 
he Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


hb on : 
1h Was I 


lso presented a memorial of sundry citiz« n s of Blair, Nebr., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called ‘ parcels-post 
bill;’* which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 


Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Friends 
Chureh of Lincoln; the Methodist Episcopal Church of Waco; 
! ig t E piscopal Church of elero Md, and the Trinity 

it Episcopal Church, of Lincoln; of the Sorosis Club, of 
of the North Nebraska Conference; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Tecumseh; of the Social Circle 
of Tecumseh: of the Acme Club of Tecumseh: of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Ord; of sundry citizens of Albion, 
nd of the congregation of the Grace Baptist Church, of Omaha, 

lin the St.te of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legisla- 


+} 
i 


‘Ccubse h; 


n to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred t » the Committ e on the Judiciary. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS present . petition of Jefferson Grange, 


— 
No, 22 


ws Patrons of Husbandry . 
of the so-« alled 
rred to the ¢ 


ey fferson Cou 
‘* Brownlow 
‘ommittee 


nty. Ind.. praying 
£o 1 - roads bill: ies 
on Agriculture and For- 


the passa 


which was refe 


cea 


lie also presented a petition of the congregation of the King 
Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of Indianapolis, Ind., and 
4 petition of the congregation of the Fietcher Place “Methodist 
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| Episcopal Church, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 7 ville Manufacturers’ 
Association, of Evansville, Ind., pr r t ‘ tment of 
legislation to develop the American m na > whi ch was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also rasan a memorial of the Indian Rights As tion 
of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation providing for the sale of a portion of the Ros 1 In- 
dian Reservation; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs. 


| He also presented a petition of the Studebaker Brothers Manu- 

, | facturing Company, of South Bend, Ind., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the registration and protection 
of commercial marks, prints, and labels used in foreign or inter- 
state commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Pa ts. 


Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of John A. Logan 


No. 1, Department of Rhode Island, Grand Army of the Repub- 
| lic, of Providence, R. I., praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pension 

He also presented a petition of Kingston Grange, No. 10, Pa 5 
of Husbandry, of Kingston, R. 1., and a petition of Lime Rock 
Grange, No. 22, Patrons of Husbandry, of - me Rock, R. L., 

praying that increased appropriations be m ade r ti e support of 
agricultural experiment stations; which were referred to the 
| Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented petitions of the congregations of 
the Baptist, Presbyterian, Christ, Methodist Episcopal, and Con- 

| gregational churches, of Perry, lowa; of the Ministers’ Alliance 
of Sedalia, Mo.; of the congre gations of the First Baptist, M« tho- 
dist Protestant, St. Paul’s Evangelical Lutheran, and First Metho- 
dist Episcopal churches, and the Anti-Saloon League, all of Mor- 
gantown, W. Va.; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Lineville, lowa, and of the Iowa Association of South- 
ern California, of Pasadena, Cal., praying for the enactment of 


legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicat- 
ing liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju 
ciary. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the congregati 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Forest City, Pa., praying 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans] ‘ 
of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committe 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the General Ass« mbly of the 
Presbyterian Church of the United States, remonstratin { 
the issuance of liquor-tax receipts by the Governn 
referred to the Committee on Finance 





Mr. BAILEY presented petitions of sundry citizens of Green- 
ville, Thorp Spring, Reagan, Denison, Dallas, Kemp, Childress, 
Paris, and Plano, all in the State of Texas, praying fo1 Bees ena 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the C all > on 


the Judiciary. 
Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of Fred H. Bailey, of 
Hopkinton; of C. M. Greene, of Pitsfield, and of rural free-de- 


route No. 2, 
that 
rural 


all in the 
be made 


of Antrim, 
an ay 


T 
letter 


livery 
shire, praying 
salaries of the 


New 
ypropriatipn | 
earriers; which 





Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of th » Retail Grocers’ Associat 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called 
‘pure-food bill; *’ which was ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented a petition of the East Washington ¢ el 
Association, of the District of Columbia, praying that a1 ) 
priation be made for the construction and maintenance of t 


more public-convenience stations in the ci f Washin n; whi 
was referred to the Committee on the Distri ‘t of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTI 


KEAN, from the Committ 


ita (‘ay 


on Interst 





ee ( m to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1403) to amend ‘'An act to] 
mote the safety of employees and tri elers upon railroads by 
pelling common carriers engaged in ‘interstat » commerce to equip 
their cars with automatic couplers and conti s bra l 
their locomotives with driving-wheel bra] ind | 
poses,”’ approved March 2, 1893, as am 1 Api L, and 
March 2, 1903, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 
He also, from the same committ to whom 1 ferred the 
bill (S. 4421) for the preparation of a railroad map of the United 
States, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 


thereon. 
Mr. HOAR, from the C 
referred the bill (S. 


ommittee on the Judi 
to amend s 


’*.towhom was 


2356) ection 4921 of the Revised 
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relating to patents, asked to be discharged from its fur- | 


id-ration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
which was agreed to. 
m the same committee, to whom was referred the 
providing for the appointment 
-liguor traffic, a iarged from its further 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Edn- 
and Labor; which was agreed to. 
from the sarne committee, to whom was referred the 
092) relating to hi bil ity of common carriers by railroads 
» Diseri cto ja and Territories and common carriers 
, eng: commerce the States and 
n nations to their employees, asked to 
‘consideration, and that it be re- 
iuseratae Commerce; which was 


tr 


of 


di to be disc! 


y also, 
Ss 
Colu mm) 
in 
states and fore: 
ged from further « 
tue Committee on 


iwed between be- 


1ts 


. from the same committee. 
%) to exten 
utes to the 
T lawfully aj 
ried it with amer 

HOAR. I am 
referred the bull ( 
of the Revised Sta 


to whom v 
the provisions of section 5399 of the Re- 
preliminary examinations held before a com- 
jpomted by any court of the United State 
idinents. 
dire x<cted by the same committee, 
161) to extend the provisions of section 
utes to the preliminary examinations held 
a cotumissioner lawfully appointed by any court of the 
. to‘report it back with a recommendation thatit be 
fndetinitely pestponed. That bill has been annexed as an amend- 
ment to th just reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
indetinitely. 

Mr. SCOTT. from the 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
meuts. and submitted reports thereon: 

bill (S. 4480) granting an increase of pension to Jane E. 
Lier; 

\ bill (S. 2194) granting an increase of pension to Phoebe Buch; 


ISSLOn) 


The bill will be postponed 


F. 


anil 
\ bill (S. 4727) granting an increase of pension to W. M. Tanner. 
Mr. SCOTT. from the Committee on Pensions, 
re the bill (S. 2508) granting an increase of pension to Mor- 
ris H Jones. reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 
fe also. from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
suvimitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 2491) granting a pension to Larkin Maynard; 
A bill (H. R. 6848) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
burg; 
ll (H. 
H. 


erred 


R. 
R. 


11557) granting a pension to Alfred D. Burton; 


> ®. 
ill (H. 
nll (H. 


10576) granting a pension to Lulu E. McKee; 
. 2499) granting a pension to John Maynard; 
. 1268) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
ill (BH. R. 790) granting an increase of pension to Oliver A. 
Filman: 
bill (CH. 
Herold: 

bill (H. 
Fx OS, 

bill (H. 


R. 5648) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


R. 8482) granting an increase of pension to John C. 


R. 53! 
R. 


5) granting 
8180) granting 


a pension to Mattie Aten; 
an increase of pension to William 


ill (H. R. 


133) granting an increase of pension to James W. 

ill (H. R. 6087) granting an increase of pension to 

klin 

bill 

3. Carns 
A bill (A. R. 1519) granting a pension to Thomas P. Moore; 

A bill (AH. “5 ) granting a pension to Sarah J. Herman; and 

A vi (H. 7079) granting an increase of pension to John J. 


Anthony 


H. R. 4114) granting an increase of pension to Robert 


2371 


. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
reported them severally 
tted reports thereon: 

. $220) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


were 
withe at 


Newing bills. 


nd subm 
es : 
. R. 10267) granting a pension to Florence R. Russell; 
. R. 10580) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


‘- if 
A 


oma 

Long rberry; 
A bill (CH. ae 

M: © ° 

A bill (H. R. 2767) granting an increase of pension to John E. 

Neary; 


) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
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a coTmminission on 
| Carr; 


s, | Deeter; 


to whom 
| J. Fairbr 


Committee on Pensions, to whom were | 


to whom was | 


10935) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca | 


MARCH 7 ; 


A bill (H. R. 11141) granting an increase of pension to John B. 


Keller; 


A bill (H. R. 5091) granting 
Kennedy. alias Leonard; 
A bill (H. R. 2457) granting 


an increase of pension to William 


an increase of pension to James 


A bill (A. R. 1352) granting 
McClure; 
A bill (H. R. 10264) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 


an increase of pension to Sain 


| C. Amberg; 


A bill (H. R. 12036) granting an increase of pension to Jaco} 


Wetzel; 


A bill (H. R. 5682) granting an increase of pension to Char] 
Hunt; 
A bill (H. R. 8742) granting an increase of pension to Jas 


™ 


B. 


| Robinson: 
vas referred the | 
| C. Putnam; 


A bill (H. R. 6258) granting an increase of pension to The: 
A bill (H. R. 8010) granting an increase of pension to J 

A bill (H. R. 9398) granting a pension to John Lindsey; ; 
A bill (H. R. 6249) granting an increase of pension to i‘red 
Ss. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions. to w! 
were referred the following bills, reported them 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4635) granting an increase of pension to David M 
ner; 

A bill (S. 2645) 
Church; 

A bill (S. 2380) granting a pension to Jane Smith: and 

A bill (H. R. 691) granting an increase of pension to R 
C. Shurloc«x. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions. to y 
were referred the following bills. reported them severally \ 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3493) granting an increase of pension to Joh 
Campen; 

A bill (S. 2975) granting a pension to Claude C. Swafford: 

A hill (S. 8490) granting an increase of pension to Buck! 
Wood. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to w! 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally v 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3027) granting an increase of pension to Wi 
H. Vickers; 

A bill (H. R. 6501) granting 
Robinson. jr.: 

A bill (H. R. 2122) granting a pension to Orlo H. I 

A bill (H. R. 7239) granting a pension to Lydia M. Hill 

A bill (H. R. 194) granting a pension to Mary J. Bradley 

A bill (H. 2189) granting an increase of pension to I 
Spind!er: : 

A bill (H. R. 
Gosage: 


A bill (H. R. 


each with 


granting an increase of pension to La Roy B 


an increase of pension to Isai: 


K. 
1285) granting an increase of pension to 


11606) granting an increase of pension to C: 
153) granting a pension to Harriet Snyder 
2. 10171) granting an increase of pension to 


A bill (H. R. 
Murphy: 
A bill (H. R. 
Knowles: 
A bill (H. 
W. Kimble; 

A bill (H. R. 
Gruber 

A bill (H. R. 
W. McConkey; 
A bill (H.R. 
Griffith: 


A dill (B. BR. 
Street: 
(H. R. 


4, bill 
P: ker 

A bill (HB. B. 
R. Watlace; 

A bill H., R. 
T. Carney: 

A bill (H. R. 5873) 
Palmer; 

A bill (H. R. 5700) granting an increase of pension to Christ 
pher C. Richards; and 


A bill (H. R. 5824) granting an increase of pension to Casper 
J. Schoer. 


6611) granting an increase of pension 


F ‘i 
msion to J 


10847) granting an increase of pe 
O. 


R. 1176) granting an increase of pension to G 


967) granting an increase of pension to Ni 


805) granting an increase of pension to ( 


11066) granting an increase of pension to J: 
D. 
5693) granting an increase of pension to Jo 


8725) granting an increase of pension to Jo! 


8387) granting an increase of pension to Em 
8287) granting an increase of pension to A! 


granting an increase of pension to Sirbri 
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tr, McCUMBER (for Mr. Tattarrrro), from the Committee | were referred the following bills, reported them s I with 
isions, to Whom wer vated ‘ed eee amendments, and submitted reports ther 
each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: A ore (S. 2582) granting an h ase of pension to Harry M. 
il (S. 4528) granting an increase of pension t ti Amanda M. | Sherman: and ° 
\ bill | S., 3227) granting a pension to J sF.M 
ill (S. 4529) granting an increase of pension to Jesse N.| Mr. BURNHAM, from the Co mmittee on J] » whom 
and | were referred the following bills, 1 rted the | it 
bill (S. 4531) granting an increase of pension to Julia C. | amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
\ mate A bill (S. 3084) granting an increase of pension to Helen F. 
McCUMBER (for Mr. Burton), to whom was referred | Nichols: 
bill 3. 3952) granting an increase of pension to David Inches, | A bill (S. 4775) granting a pension to Juliette Nunez; 
‘ted it with amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | <A bill (S. 2361) granting an increase of pension to Clara E. 
also (for Mr. Burton), from the same committee, to whom | Daniels; 
‘erred the bill (S. 2248) granting an increase of pension to} A bill (H. R. 6880) granting an increase of pension to rles 


rick Sommers, reported it with amendments, and submitted | T. Preston; 
wort thereon. A bill (H. R. 8050) granting an increase of pension to John I, 
also (for Mr. BurTON), from the same committee, to whom | Lose; 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without | A bill (H. R. 5855) granting an increase of pension to Herbert 

amendment, and submitted reports thereon: | M. Blackwell, a sis s Levi W. Moar; 

A bill (H. R. 11175) granting an increase of pensionto Isaac S.| A bill (H. R. 74 38) granting an increase of pension to Corinne 
Drummond; and Tolman; 

A pill (H. R. 1528) granting an increase of pension to Charles A bill (H. R. 8044) granting an increase of pension to Seymour 
C Joralemon. | F, Burlingame; 

ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was|_ A bil li (Hi. R. 10919) granting an increase of pension t san I 

referred the bill (S. 3988) granting an increase of pension to John | Oliver: 
L. Hughes, reported it without amendment, and submitted are-| <A bill (H. R. 1170) granting an increase of pension to Lewis L. 
port thereon. Bean; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the | bill (H. R. 10399) granting an increase of pension to Francis 


following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and | Marshall; 
sul a d reports thereon: A bill (H. R. 1515) granting a pension to Lucy Warren; 





bill (S. 8352) granting an increase of pension to Mary M. A bill (H. R. 2110) granting a pension to Mary For ll: 
Na: : and A bill (H. R. 729) granting an increase of pension to Freeman 
\ bill (S. 3985) granting an increase of pension to Isabel F. | O. Hodge: and 
Easum. A bill (H. R. 742) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Ir. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | Darrah. 
referred the bill (S. 3956) granting an increase of pension to Pat- Mr. ALLEE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
rick Fleming, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a| ferred the bill (8S. 1353) for the relief of George T. Hamilton, 
‘eport thereon. reported it with an ame mn iment, and submitted a report thereon. 
ir. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pen: 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with , to whom was referred the bill (S. 46062) granting an increase of 
mendments, and submitted reports thereon: pension to Hiram Imus, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
\ bill (S. 2458) granting a pension to J. H. Oney; and initted a report thereon. 
bill (8S. 4708) granting an increase of pension to Samuel He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
Bailey. following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
ir. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | submitted reports thereon: 
referred the bill (S. 4808) granting an increase of pensionto Mary | A bill (S. 3327) granting an increase of pension toIsaacN. M Te; 
ik. Pillow, reported it with an amendment, and submitted are-| A biil (S. 4428) granting an increase of pension to Edwin W. 
port thereon. | Ford; 
Ife also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the A bill (H. R. 10531) granting an increase of p n to George 
| (H. R. 5476) granting an increase of pension to William | W. | : 
, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report A bill (H. R. 11428) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
re’ Fellows; 
Pp SATTE RSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom A bill (H. R. 11229) iting a pension to Francis M. Good: 
" reterroll the following bills, reported them each with an A bill (H. R. 8789) granting an increase of pension to George 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: K. Knowlton; 
bill (S. 1570) granting an increase of pension to Jasper Rob- A bill (H. R. 5952) granting an increase of pension to William 
1; and H. Kent; at id 
bill (S. 2030) granting an increase of pension to Elias L. A bi 7. (H. . 8611) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Fidler, W. De Motte. 
Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom Mr. BALL. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wet 
were referred the following bills, re po! ‘ted them severally without | ferred the following bi il] $s, reporte lthem each with an amendme1 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: and submitted reports thereon: 
\ bi'l (H. R. 10179) granting an increase of pension to William A bill (S. 4275) granting a pension to Nancy Noxon; 
H. Fell; A bill (8. 5561) granting an increase of pension to Ar | 
\ bill (H. R. 10822) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Draper; and 
Smith: A bill (H. R. 11169) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
A bill (H. R. 5527) granting a pension to Frances Reck; Griffith Porter. 
A bill (H. R. 6416) granting an increase of pension to Anna §. Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
] Nh: and fe TTrec dthe f following bills, re pe rted th m severally Wit! lt ame i- 
\ bill (B. R. 936) granting an increase of pension to William | ment, and submitted reports thereon: 
M n. A bill (S. 4759) granting a pension to John M. Manloy 
- SMOOT. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were} A bill (H. R. 2589) granti: g a pension to Susanna ¢ 
referred the following bilis, reported them severally without| A bill (H. R. 10209) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
ainendment, and submitte d reports thereon: De a ‘V3 
A bill — R. 10912) granting an increase of pension to Leonard ill (H. R. 10901) granting an increase of 
a Whitne an d ames 
A bill (FL. R. 7411) granting an increase of pension to Matthew A bill (H. R. 8025) granting an increase of 
Caldwell. Payton; 
BUI -NHAM. from the Committee on Pensions,to whom} A bill (H. R. 8078) granting an iner 'p i 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an | J. Mosier; 
amendment. and submitted reports thereon: | A bill (H. R. 3806) rranting an incr » of pel n G 
bill (S.4363) granting an increase of pension to Eli Veazie; | H. Sweet; 


and | <A bill (H. R. 6271) granting an increa *pensi 
A bill (S. 4514) granting an increase of pension to John P. | M. Wonderly; 

Whitehonse. A bill (H. R. 6024) granting an increase of nsion to Calistro 
lyr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom ! Castro; and 
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A lill (H. R. 6563) granting an increase of pension to John 
Barragar. 
Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
i the bill (H. R. 10792) granting an increase of pension to 
«kley, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
reon 


fr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 
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| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


referred the folowing bills, reported them severally without | 


ndiment, and su ts thers 


mitted rep 


1 (H. R. 2852) granting an increase 


Mh: 


a ‘ . . ° j ° . > t 
55) granting an increase of pension to John W. | appeal except in capital cases; that the amount of bail shal 


R. 6422) granting a pension to Ellender C. Miller. 
-BANKS. from tbe 
wh ferred the bill (S. 2266) to repeal so 
approved March 3, 1903, as authorized the erec- 
‘tlw of 


United States Na 


of new buildings for the accommodation 
al Hospital, Washington, D. C 
unds belonging to the United States Naval Museum of Hygi- 
1 te be discharzed 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was 
CUMBER 

was referre a the bil 
tain Indian polic 
t Ball 
relief of 


, an pe ri 


} + + ) 
(OD. de , 1OF Lille 


: relief of the families of cer- 
1eD Who Were 
cailup, on (rrat 


at .er 


d River, December 15, 1890, and for 
f Middle. who wus wounded in said en- 
ent 

nh 

. BCRRY. from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
red the tli >. +6 


April 15. 1802. aut 


rei )) to amend section 8 of an act approved 
orizing the construction of a bridge across the 
vari River at or near Parkville. Mo., reported it with amend- 
mitted a report thereon. 
OCTOR, 
rred the till (S. 4505) to amend an act 
incre the efficiency of the permanent military es- 
hment of the United States,’’ reported it with amendments 
aud submitted a report thereon. 
ir. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the amendment subinitted by Mr. 
DoLLIVER on t:e ith instant, 
the | 
lig on the eus 
syuder an 


ISS ne 


ts, and su 


ase 


, 


, to provide a playground tor the children of the 


Snuimuer schools, intended to be proposed to the 


} 


* 


Di 


tluus 


‘ d 
t of Colwubia appropriation bill, reported favorably there- 
ed that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
and printed; which was agreed to. 


sf} 


nd mo 


PUBLIC ROAD aT WINTHROP, MASS. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Lam directed by the Committee on Military 
Afiairs 
the conveyance to the town of Winthrop, Mass., for perpetnal use 

public road, of acertain tract of land, to report favorably 
ithout aimenaument. 
sent mimedizte consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
WV ho e, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary 
of War to convey to the town of Winthrop, in the county of Suf- 
fe State of Massachusetts, for perpetual use as a public road, a 
strip of land 25 feet wide, extending along the northerly side of 


the United States military reservation at Fort Banks, from the 


8 a 
as i 


for 1ts 


ly 
A, 


easterly side of Elm avenue to the easterly side of Winthrop street, | 
1e county of Suffolk, Mass.,and more par- 
- ; : E | two Members of the House of Representatives are appointe: 


town of Winthrop, in t) 
ticularly described as follows: ** Beginning at the point of inter- 
section of the northeasterly side of Winthrop street with the 
southeasterly side of the location of the Boston, Revere Beach and 
Lynn Railroad Company's right of way, and running thence 
nort! terly along the southeasterly side of said right of way for 
a distance of #00 feet, more or less, to the northeasterly side of 
Elm ave 
Elm avenue for a distance of 25 feet; thence southwesterly along 
@ line parallel to and 25 feet distant from the southeasterly line of 
the location of the Boston, Revere Beach and Lynn Railroad Com- 
pany’s right of way to the northeasterly side of Winthrop street: 
thence 
treet to the point of beginning,”’ the said land being conveyed to 
vn of Winthrop in exchange for the land and easements 
sed in Elm avenue. in the town of Winthrop, which was 
d to the United States in 1891 and 1892 as a site for the 
onstruction of fortifications. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BAIL IN CRIMINAL CASES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. CULEERSON. I am directed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H, R, 10186) authoriz- 


8 

the to 
comp 

conve 
€ 


Gf pension to Abraham | 


Marcu 7, 


ing bail in criminal cases upon appeal in the courts of Indian Ter 
ritory, to report favorably without amendinent. : 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is a very short bill and it has been a, 
proved by the other House and by the Senate (ommittee on +) 
Judiciary. lask unanimous consent for its present considerati: 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of { 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. Section 1 provides th: 
upon appeals in all criminal cases from inferior courts to 
United States district courts, and from the district courts to 
court of appeals, in the Indian Territory, the defendants shal] } 


| admitted to bail pending the final determination of the cases 1 


Committee on Public Buildings | 


tixed and the bond shall be approved by the court trying the 
or by one of the judges of the court of appeals: and that s 
bond shall be conditional for the appearance of the defend:ant 
all times when required in the proseention of the appeal, 
that he will surrender himself in execution of the tinal judg 


| therein. 


., on the | 


from its further consideration, and | 


. from the Committee on Pensions. to whom | 


killed during the engagement at | 


| consideration. 


| was. in section 1, line 4, 


from the Conimittee on Military Affairs, to | 
entitled 


Section 2 provides that the provisions of this act shall apy! 
all cases now pending upon appeal in the courts of the In 
Territory. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD CONVEYANCES, 

Mr. NELSON. [am directed by the Committee on the J 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4769) valida 
tain conveyances of the Northern Pacilic Railroad Company 


a ree 'the Northern Pacific Railway Company, to report it favor: 
d it with amendments, and suvmitted a report | : : : 


with an amendment. I ask unanimous consent for its pr 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole. proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the Jn?i 
after the words ** by the."’ to st 
‘*snecessor in interest of said company, the;’’ so as to ma. 
section read: 

That all conveyances heretofore made by the Northern Pacific R 
Company or by the Northern Pacific Railway Company of land 


| part of the right of way of the Northern Pacific hallroad, graut 


|; tie Ma 
proposing to appropriate 39.715 for | 
urchasing of two lots adjoining the Magruder School build- | 


to whom was referred the bil) (H. R. 1909) to authorize | 


It is a brief bill, and I ask unanimous con- | 


| committee. 


Government by any act of Congress, are bereby legalized, validat: 
nfirmed: Provided, That no such convevance shall have effect t 
said rightof way to a less width than 100 feet op each side of the « 
n track of the railroad as now established and maintained. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. and the am 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, r 
the third time, and passed. 


DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, by mistake two papers have | 
referred to the Select Committee on Disposition of Useless | 
in the Executive Departments, of which | am chairman. 
properly belong to the joint select committee provided to co 
the disposition of useless papers in the Departments. I ask t 
they may be referred to that committee when it is raised, if i 
not been raised. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee of whic! 
Senator is chairman will be discharged from the further « 
eration of the papers referred to by him, and they will be refe1 
to the joint select committee baving jurisdiction of that sul 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, you have to a;point 
Under the law, when a Department reports to ( 


| gress that they have papers no longer useful tor current wor 


nue; thence southeasterly along the northeasterly side of | 


» northwesterly along the northeasterly side of Winthrop | 


for historical reference, then the Chair appoints two Senators 


the Speaker of that body to consider and determine the questi 
and make their report. It has been done repeatedly hereto! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is now made a se! 
committee on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. COCK: ELL. But [ do not well see how yon can make it 
a select committee when it is compelled to be a committee of bot 
the Senate and the House of Representatives. and the consen 
both bodies must be given toit. I think when the committee w: 
appointed—with all due respect—that proper attention was 0 
given to the language of the law. which authorizes the ap) 
ment of two members of the Senate and two Members 0! 
House of Representatives, who shall examine and determine wat 
papers shall be destroyed. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President. will the Chair let the matter lie 01 
the table until the naval appropriation bill can be disposed of? — 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will only take a minute to dispose of t! 
matter; there is no controversy about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will appoint the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pertus] and the Senator from han- 
sas {Mr. LonG] members of the joint committee on the part of 
the Senate, as provided in the act of February 16, 1889, entitled 
“‘An act to authorize and provide for the disposition of useless 


1e 








—_ 
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Mr. PATTERSON. I move to add to the bill the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The SECRETARY. 

P ided, That 


) 7 } . 
1not ber 


The amendment will be stated. 
It is proposed to add tothe bill the following: 
if contracts for the armor of the vessels herein provided 
ide at a price which, in his judgment, is just and reasonable, 
cted to expend so much of said $12,000,000 as may be neces- 
‘y to erect a factory for the manufacture of armor plate, and to proceed 


n to manufacture the armor for said vessels. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I had a conversation with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] this morning, and it is due 
to him for me to say that since that conversation the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon] stated that it was his purpose to discuss 
the matter. I gave the Senator from Maine to un- 
derstand that, in my judgment, perhaps none of our folk on this 
side would discuss my amendment to the bill, but, whether I dis- 
cuss it or not, it is the intention of the Senator from Georgia to 


’ 
ado 


hereby dire 


hn 


1 4 
arinor-puare 


Mr. HALE. Of course that rests with the Senator. I do not 

< to interfere. 
Mr. BACON. I did not know the Senator was going to make 
that statement. I did not know until after I came into the 
Chamber that he proposed to offer an amendment tothe bill. I 
do not propose myself to offer an amendment, but there are some 
things in reference to armor plate about which I wish to ask the 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. At the proper time I shall make a point of order 
on the amendment, but I do not wish to cut off the Senator if he 
desires to discuss it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the purpose of the amend- 
ment is to place the Government, with reference to armor plate 
for war vessels, in the same position that it occupies with reference 
to the building of the hulls and machinery of the war vessels. 

As the matter stands now, the Government is wholly at the 
mercy of unlawful trade combinations, and the testimony from the 
Navy Department discloses that at least since 1898 the Govern- 
ment has been letting its contracts for armor plate for the differ- 
ent vessels to a combination that has fixed prices and determined 
the bidders. 

The Government is in no situation to resist a combination of 
the character I have mentioned. It has no armor-plate factory, 
and although armor plate for modern vessels costs about one-third 
of each of the vessels, it is utterly impossible, if these vessels are 
to be constructed, to escape a combination to extort an unjust 
price for armor from the Government. 

Turning to page 74 of the bill, commencing on line 13, we find 
this provision with reference to the construction of the vessels 
independently of the armament and the armor: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy may build any or all of the ves- 
sels herein authorized in such navy-yards as he may designate, and shall build 
any of the vessels herein authorized in such navy-yards as he may designate, 
should it reasonably appear that the persons, firms, or corporations, or the 
agents thereof, bidding for the construction of any of said vessels have en- 
tered into any combination, agreement, or understanding the effect, object, 
or purpose of which is to deprive the Government of fair, open, and unre- 

tricted competition in letting contracts for the construction of any of said 
vesseis. 

That such a provision places the Government in an advanta- 
geous position nobody will question. If the shipbuilders of the 
country should combine for the purpose of extorting an unfair 
price from the Government for the building of the hulls, the ma- 
chinery, and the like, then it becomes the duty of the Secretary 
of the Navy to resort to our own navy-yards, our own mechanics, 
our own machinery, for the purpose of building these vessels, 
quite independently of private shipbuilders. 

But there is no such provision with reference to armor plate. 
All that the bill provides, indeed all that it can provide, unless 
some provision is made for the construction of an armor factory, 
is— 

“That the Secretary of the Navy be authorized to procure by contract 
armor of the best quality for any or all vessels authorized at such price as in 
his judgment is just and reasonable. 

And that is the provision of this bill. 

But he is directed to procure this armor, and if there is no 


built then the price of the armor combination must be paid. 
The amendment I offer is simply to the effect that if the Secre- 
tary of the Navy shall be unable to contract for armor at prices 


_that are just and reasonable then he shall use so much of the ap- | 


propriation of $12,000,000 as may be necessary to construct an 
armor factory and proceed to manufacture therein the armor 
necessary for the ships of war. 


Bethlehem Steel Company and the Carnegie Steel Company since 
898 is testified to by the Departments. Admiral O’Neil, in a 


statement made to the House Naval Committee, gave us these | 


figures: 


The contract of 1898 with the Bethlehem Steel Company was | 
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| $424.92 with the other. 





| enough to design a battle ship. 
| guns for the Government makes the money, and if we had been gan makers 
| we could have had the guns,too. * * * In Great Britainand Germany anG 
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ton. The contract of 1899 with both the Carnegie and the Beth- 
lehem companies was for $400 per ton. The contract of 1900 with 
The contract of 1903 was $424.35 with one; it was 
And the contract of 1904 was for $441.09 
with the one, and $441.98 with the other. 

Indeed, Department officials recognized the fact that until last 
year the only two bidders for the construction of armor plate wero 
these two steel companies; also that they were in combination, 
They combined together unquestionably for the purpose of fore- 
ing from the Government such price as they were willing to exa 
for that which the Government had to have. 

In 1900 there was added to the naval appropriation bill in con- 
ference a provision in effect the same as this amendment, and 
according to the testimony of Admiral O’Neil it was very efficient 
in bringing down the price of armor in the contracts under it: 
and we have a right to infer if it were not for that provision in 
the appropriation bill of 1800 a much larger price would haye 
been then demanded and paid by the Government. 

Under the call for bids for the year 1904, the contracts being 
let in 1903, a new competitor entered the field called the ‘* Mid- 
vale Steel Company.’’ In the biddings of 1900 the Midvale Steel 
Company had appeared; it made a bid; but by some proces; it 
was induced to withdraw its bid, and the contract was, as before. 
let to the two old companies that had been furnishing this ch 
acter of material. But last year the Midvale Company bid to 
supply the entire 16,000 tons of armor that the Government 
needed at $398 per ton, While the Bethlehem and the Carn 
steel companies bid $453.07 per ton. 

The Midvale Company proposed to supply all the armor at it 
lower price, but the Department instituted an inquiry and reached 
a conclusion that that company would be unable to supply all t! 
armor that was needed as rapidly as it was needed. So instead 
of giving the Midvale Company the contract for 16,000 tons, it 
awarded it a contract for but 6,000 tons at $398 and awarded t! 
rest of the contract, which was for 10,000 tons, to the Bethlehem 
and Carnegie steel companies at the rate of $453.07 per ton. 

According to the testimony of Admiral O’Neil the Midvale 
company has commenced the getting out of the armor it con- 
tracted to supply under the contract of last year. That would 
indicate that there is a possibility of competition again. But who 
san doubt that just as soon as the Midvale company demonstrates 
its capacity and ability to supply armor plate in competition wit 
the Bethlehem and the Carnegie companies the Midvale ¢ 
pany will be taken into the combination, and soon, instead of two 
bidders fixing the price and distributing the contracts, we will 
have a union of three bidders fixing the price and determini: 
the amount of armor each shall supply? 

As I understand it, the Bethlehem and the Carnegie companies 
are members of the steel trust, and the putting in of bids and th 
fixing of a price is simply a scheme to deceive the public into be- 
lieving that there is in reality competition, when in fact there is 
no competition. 

It may doubtless be claimed that the price at which armor is 
being supplied is a reasonable and fair price, but if we take the 
testimony of those who are skilled in the manufacture of the ar- 
ticle we must conclude that it is not a fair price, that, taking ad- 
vantage of their ability to extort, these companies have resorted 
to extortion, and the United States, as a matter of course, suffers 
from the extortion. 

I have here the statement made by Mr. Charles H. Cramp that 
is taken from his testimony as found in the report of the Indus- 
trial Commission of 1901, volume 14, page 420. I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to his statement upon the subject of armor o 
this character. He says: 

The profit on armor making is something enormous. “The peop'e w! 


| the Bethlehem company was $430.20; with the Carnegie company 


it was $430.20. 


| make money on their ships are not the persons who design and construct 


them, nor the persons who take two or three generations to get informat 
* * * But the gun maker who makes t 


in France they build the ships complete, guns and all, and we are at a tre 
mendous disadvantage. Why,I would be willing to take a battle ship and 


7 | build the ship at cost if we got the profiton thearmor. * * * Thatis what 
Government shop to which he can go, if the vessels are to be | 


these big concerns in England do. 

A statement of that kind, it seems to mea, should cause Senators 
to pause before new contracts for armor amounting to somewhere 
in the neighborhood of $8,000,000 shall be let without any power 
in the Government to protect itself. 

There is no haste, Mr. President, in making contracts for tho 


| armor for these vessels, for according to the report of Admiral 
| O'Neil there are unfinished now more than forty of the war vesse!s 


Mr. President, that combinations have existed between the | that arealready provided for by previous acts of Congress. Accord- 


ing to the showing in the report of the committee that rep rted 
the present naval appropriation bill in the House of Representa- 
tives, we find that there are twelve battle ships yet uncompleted, 
eight armored cruisers yet uncompleted, eight protected cruisers, 
two gunboats, two training ships, one training brig, six torpedo 


$400 per ton. With the Carnegie Steel Company it was $400 per | boats, and two steel tugs—forty or forty-one vessels in all; and 





they are in wari yus stages of completion, ranging all the way from 
2 per cent of completion to 99.9 per cent. 
maj ri : these vessels are not yet hal f completed, so that | 


>of 
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The Secretary read as follows: 





The SECRETARY. A “a r the word ‘1 nable,” in line 21, of 

page 76, add the following: 

| Provided, That if contracts for the armor of tt 3] n led 
for can not be made at a price which, in his ; t _ 
he is he oe nd somuch of said $12, 3 

| BE a factory for the manufacture of arm i ) 

he armor for said ¥ i3. 

7 ALE. sj am by no means sure that is 

aaa t to a po int of order, I am frank to say. 

| Mr. ALLISON. I should like toask the Senator if 

he will yield to me just a moment, 

| Mr. PATTERSON. ( certainly 

| Mr. ALLISON. As I understand it, the a1 t the 
| Senator from Colorado provides that a portion of the $12 ). 000 
appropriated for armored vessels shall be used to build ¢ 1Or- 
plate factory. There is no app ‘opriation, | understand, in the 
bill for the vessels that are au dto be built. ihe appl L- 
| tions for armor and armor plat io tn the bill are fo Ils a ly 
contracted for and possibly for armor contracted for—I am t 


i g the contracts for the armor for the vessels provided 
this bill t} eee? pw of the Navy sh all feel called upon, 
j amendmet it shall be adopted, to construct an armor fac- 
{ re will be ample tim 16 to cons struct it. It is estimated 
will require some $4.000,000 to construct such a factory, 
rest of the appropriation, the appr priation being $12,- 
; in all, may be uss d by th e a eae for the purpose of 
manufacturing the armor in the factory ‘of the Government. 
(ir. PLATT of Connecticut. Ms. President — 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sena r from Colo- 
I a ‘ld to tl h enator from Connecticut? 
ATTERSON. Certainly. 
PLATT of Connecticut. Has the Senator any estimate as | 
t long it 1 meni ake to build an armor-plate factory and be 
ready to turn out armor plate? 
Mr. PATTERSON. I have not, but I know upon thes 
T 


HALE. I can say that we went over that years ago. 

Mr. LODGE. Itis avery old question. 

Mr. HALE. Itis an old question. It was then stated that it 
would take from three to five years to build an armor-plate f 
{ and properly equip it and make armor with the same facility 









and with the same completeness that armor is made now in two 
or three private plants. Ido not think that by hard pushing it 
( e done in less than three years. The Senator = yws how 
{ » in a truc ting all buildings runs out and takes longer 
tl » expected them to take. 

’ PATTE RS IN. Ofcourse itis sanold question. It has been 
debated in both branches of Congress for years a nd years, and the 
marvel of it is that the debate and the exposures connected w ith 
the debate have not res ulted in something practical for the benefit 
of the Government. 

ut I wish to suggest to the Senator from Maine that, accord- 


a 4 + 
4 LOSI 


ing to the unite 
bY him in his exce 


the floor the oth: 


imony and a ud 
oe nte resting and luminous speech upon 
4y, it requires at least five years to turn out 
leted battle ) ship and acompleted armored cruiser. If that 
is the case, three years of the five years may well be devoted 
the construction of an armor-plate factory to be owned and oper- 
1 by the Government. With forty- one vessels to be co 
I 1, with five y 


Mm 


= 











vided for in this bi ll, aaeae years pee be devote a to 

struction of an armor-plate factor y and yet the vessels be 
I for service at as early a a date as they can be if no inte erup- 
ti this kind should occur. 

ns to me, Mr. President, that the Government in a matter 
f rtant as this should not be left for all time, so far as any 
to have it otherwise has been seriously made, without pro- 
1 - itself with this absolute essential for the complet ion of its | 
armored vessels. The evil will grow from year to year as Con- 


g 1d the Departments and the peoy le of the country become 
familiarized with the high prices that the Department is com- 
pelled to pay by reason of its inability to contest successfully w 
] who have a monopoly of this article. 


thos The country will be- 
c more indifferent, the Departments will also, and the injus- 
t ill increase from year to year, and noone can foretell where 
t! ustice will end. 


fore I ask the Senator from Maine, why is the amendment 
that I offer unace _— e? Why should he suggest that at some 
hereafter he will make a point of order against the a 
tr It puts it to the conscience of the Secretary of the Navy 
y whether the price that is demanded is unjust and unrea- 
e, and if he is satisfied that it is, and not until then is he 
required to expend any of this appropriation for the purpose of 
putting the Government in a position to be independent of these 
unlawful trade combinations. 
‘Mr. President, 
ting a definite sum of money—in the neighborhood 
.00—and making it obligatory upon the Navy Department 
to construct this armor-plate factory. Idid not make the amend- 
ment in _ form because I felt it would be subject to a point of 
order. I do not believe that the amendment as I have offered 
bject to a point of order. 
Mr. ‘ALE. Iam not sure about that myself. 
ir. PATTERSON. I app’ veal tothe Senator from Maine to al- 
low this amendment to be a 
impede in any way the con tr uction of the vessels which the bill 
proy i les Ss for. 
Mr. } LALE. 









Tam not certain myself, in the way the Senator 


has drawn the amendment, whether it is subject toa point of | 
0 - ‘er. Will the Senator have it read now in the form he has just 
alludes d to? 


Mr. PATTER 


SON. The Secretary has the amendment. 
Th 


e PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 


ccording to the estimates made 


ith | 


nexed to his bill, be ca 1use it does not | 


sure. 








Mr. PATTERSON. No, Mr. President, I think the S ig 
| mistaken. This is the language: 
‘he Secretary of th » Navy is her ut 1 to t 
armor of the best quality for any or all vessels herein author 1 - 
Mr. ALLISON.  Undoubt ily. 
Mr. PATTERSON (reading): 
At such price as in his judgment is just and reasonable. 
Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. That is to say, he is to make 
a contract; but there is no appropriation which accompanies ; 
anth« rization to make a contract for these vess 
Mr PAT TERS ON, Oh, y S. It is the p ara pi lla ly 
— eding. 
Mr. HALE. Yes; 7 ling that. 
Mt . PATTERSON (reading 
A 1 armament: Toward the armament and ar: fd 
manuf: ir r a vessels authorized, $12,000.01 
Then follows the paragraph I hay read, ¥ wuthorizes 
him to use this $12,000,000 for the I > of 1 or 1 
} a a it prov ide d for in th e bill. 
LUISON. I of course; but, if the S r will 


to | 


the amendment that should be offered is one ap- | 
of | 


1 


| 
| 
| 


| 
} 
| 





allow me one word more— 





T i the armament and armor of d I 3 
autho 1, $12,000,000. 
+} 7 . 1 
s that the only appropriation f ror arm t in the 


bill? 

















Mr. HALE. Yes; that is the only appropria t me say 
to the S r, we have a lways followed that r li 3 
not only t Is heretof authorized, but : i the 
bill. when we rted a clause o t] - 
tary ¢ Tre asury ( I te f . ! . 
appr n be fore 7 arexpired. They I j l 

ork, but they make tl ntracts. 

M ALLISON, Very w ll. Now, I should 1 lad to 1 3 
ani , because I think it is rather an imy t qi 
I see the phra seology does not quite bear me n - 
standi I understood that there is in the bill no appro L 
that would be made presently applicable to the ve: 1 i 

| now; that these appropriations are applicable t t y 3 
already cont racted forand auth 10rized her fore. Iftha . 
there will be no residuum from this appropri to n 
armor plant. 

Mr. HALE. There may not ay to t 

| that while it is true that none 1,000 is ] y ) 
expended during the next ye: for 4 
but it is applicable under the phi l the ay j 

| if they could use it, and it ought to b pI ible, | 
want to have ti 2e power to go on and make contracts. But they 
will not spend any of the money and there will not be any over- 
plus, of course. 

Mr. ALLISON. ButasI understand tho situation 3 
the Navy, the vessels already authorized and cont L 
largely more than take up this appr priation. The 
authorized vessels re juiring arn or and armament toa 
beyond $12,000,000, without applying a dollar of it to vessels 
herein authorized. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, there is nothing « r in 
the bill or in the testimony bi fore the House com [I do 

not know whether or not testimony was given befor } 
committee—nor is the re anything that the Senator from M } 
| has said which warrants the suggestion made bythe S >from 
Iowa. I take it that if the Secretary of the N wert y 
of the money appropriated by t ill for the « 1 f 
| others than the battle ship, the armored cruisers, the minor 
vessels provided for, he would be Tt roceeding in vi f .. 

I do not suppose the $12,000,000 will ee taken out of the Treas- 





ury and set aside as a purse for that 1 but $12,- 


’ v9 


articular purpose 
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000,000 are provided by this bill, and no portion of the $12,000,000 
can lawfully be used for the construction of armor and armament 
for ships authorized under previous acts. The Secretary of the 
Navy, it seems to me, would be guilty of a very grave violation 
of law should he use money that would trench upon this $12,000,- 
000 for vessels not authorized in this bill. In my opinion the 
language of the bill prohibits any other conclusion. It is clear; 
it is fixed; it is definite. It would be utterly impossible for the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to use language that would more 
definit ly hold the $12,000,000 provided for in the paragraph I 
read to the vessels, and the particular vessels, that are 
1 rize din this bill. 
1TTUS. Mr. President—— 
ENT pro tempore. 
nator from Alabama? 
SRS Certainly. 

Mr. p FY r TUS. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine a ques- 
tion with reference to this matter. Was there not an appropria- 
tion of about $18,000,000 for armor plate with which to clothe the 

that had been heretofore ordered to be built? Has not a 
contract already been made by > Navy Department for the 
armor that was authorized heretofore? 

Mr. HALE. Thecontracts have all been made, even to and in- 
clnding the ships covered by the large programme of last year. 
There has not been any money yet expended, but contracts are 
ady made for that. This provision of the Senator from Colo- 
rado, if it were put upon the bill, would apply only to 
constructed this year, and it wvald not touch vessels provided for 
heretofore with respect to which contracts have been made. 
Ss nat or understands that we can notinterfere with those. 

PAT TE RS‘ IN. i have be en very car: 
w itl 1 th ‘m, and I do not seek to interfe re with them. 

\ir. HALE, The Senator does not undertake to do that 

Mr. PATTERSON. Not at all. The purpose of th . amend- 
ment is to secure for this Government an armor-plate fa: tory if 
the Secretary of the Navy can not make satisfactory contracts, 
fair and reasonable contracts, for the armor that is used in th 
completion of the particular vessels provided for in t 

Mr. HALE. Iso understand. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Thatis the purpose, and no other. 
matter of course, if the factory is built, it will be at the 
of the Government in all future years, and eve rv law th 
passed for the manuf 
manufacture by the Government itself, Probably ceri 
armor plate w ill be made precisely as provisions are now made for 
the c ion of vessels themselves, namely, if the Secretary 
of the Navy can not secure an equitable and satisfactory contract, 
then he will proces 
of the United States; and if it were the case of armor 
would proceed to manufact 
the United States 

Vir. President, in view o 

» Senator from Maine 


con) 
Vessels 


aire 


Asa 
command 
atm 


107 is for 


mstruct 


f what to me is a very plain admission 
. that this armor is not immediately 
ssary: that it will be several years before the vessels will be 
in a condition to attach the armor to them, and since an armor- 
plate factory can be constructed within at least three years if the 
(government should proceed with the effort vigorously, [am frank 
to say that I can not see why itis the Senator from Maine will 
ent to this amendment, that the Government may have 
nefit of it while it is negotiating for armor plate for the 

els which have been provide d for. 
am the licit ous al out an amendment of this kind be- 
am not one who be lie ves that additions to the Navy are 
going to cease. It is claimed, and I believe the figures bear out 
the Senator from ne, that when this programme is cree d 
the United States will be, so far as its naval power is concerned, 
the second nation in the world—not in general to nnage, but in 
eifective fighting tonnage. When this progr amme is concluded 
we will have passed Russia and Germany, and in tonnage gener- 
ally we will be next to France. But in effective fighting tonnage 
it is claimed, and the figures bear out the claim, that with this 


more § 


++ 


Mai 


Does the Senator from Colo- | 
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vessels | 


The 


‘ful not to interfere | 
| changed them. 


MarcH t 


France, and that an Administration would be held responsible tor ir 

allowing the United States to fall behind a nation that it had onc 

passed in the matter of the number and effective tonnage of its 
fighting ships. 

Therefore, Mr. President, the construction of naval vessels js 
going to continue, and the pace that will be set by Germany and 
France is the pace that the United States will take and maintain, 
and Congress might as well understand that that is the standard 
by which it will judge the duties and responsibilities of the United 
States. Therefore millions and millions of dollars’ worth of armor 
is to be constructed in the future. It is not merely with the eom- 
pletion of these ships that the necessity for armor willend. B ut 
ft is the construction of additional vessels year by year not on] y 
replace vessels that have gone out of service from age, but 
-onstruction of new vessels to maintain the status that the suc 
ful carrying out of the programme will secure. 

One of the principal reasons for our large Navy and the move 
than doubling of the Army within the past ten years is the ac qui- 
sition of the Philippines. “The time has come when to discuss the 
breach of faith and the bad policy that accompanied the ac 
sition of those islands has little or no effect upon the Doertis 
mind. As to the national immorality of the deed, as to the bad 
faith the acquisition of the islands developed in-dealing with the 
people of those islands, as to the benefits that would accrue to 
the United States if the islands should be given their independ- 
ence under some form of protectorate from the United States, I 
have never changed my views. But my views, in my opinion, 
are not now the views of the majority of the people of the 
country. 

In 1898 those were the views of the country; in 1900 I believe 
the country entertained those views. but the progress of time h 
So I believe we will all have passed away an 
our children will have passed away and our grandchildren will 
1ave reached the age of manhood and stand with their feet upon 
the verge of the grave, by reason of accumulating years, and yet 
the Philippine Islands will be a part of the possessions of this 


Ulle 


Co. 


| country. 


his measure. | 


| of the Philippine Islands. 
| any Senator which did not indicate that it was his desire 
ay be | 
uc ture of armor will be in view of its possible | would be given their independence and the United States wou 
| stand by their government in its early years. 


[ recollect, Mr. President, the discussion in the Senate in [8)8, 
not by reason of being present, but from reading, about the fu‘ 
Scarcely a word was then utter 
and | 
lief that at some time in the near future the Philippine Isla: 


But all that ha 


| changed. 


‘d to manufacture the vessels in the navy-yards | 
plate, he | 
ire the armor plate in the factory of | 
| of Independence, making its provisions applicable in the n 


| Senator from New York 





| reta 


rogramine completed the United States will stand next to Great | 


] 
Briti 


My 


judgment is that American sentiment will not permit the | 


United States at any time in the future to fall behind in its naval | 


rany nation that it has once passed. 
mpleted we are in fact second to Great Britain, I have no 
hesitation in saying that American sentiment will not only justify, 


~p we 


1s co 


If when this programme | 


but it will require, that the United States shall continue second | 


to Great Britain. 

This Government has never taken astep in its naval programme 
that was a retrograde movement. It has neveradvanced beyond 
the naval power of another government and permitted itself at 
any time thereafter to fall behind that government. I believe, as 

firmly as I believe that I am sti inding here, that having passed 
France it means that the United States will keep in advance of 


| lution. 


'esses change our mind. 


| 


I well remember the eloquent and telling speech of the Sen 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] and of the Senator from 0 
{Mr. ForRAKER]. 1 recollect in those early years reading 
speech of the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Dar" 
Every one of those speeches breathes the spirit of the Declaration 


a 


future to our then po sessions. But how that has changed! 

says that the CHaAUNCEY DEPEW who 
made the speech which was quoted by the Senator from Tenn 
see [Mr. CARMACK] is dead. The Senator from New Yor 
received new light, and he says that now he stands for the p 

nent retention of the Philippine Islands. The voice of the + 


| tor from Wisconsin is muftied when he presents this question 
| the public, so that it is scarcely heard. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). Does 


| the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 


PATTERSON. 
SPOONER. 


Mr. 

Mr. 
tion? 

Mr. 


Certainly. 
What does the Senator mean by that observa- 


PATTERSON. The idea I intended to convey—— 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what 1 want. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Is that he, like the rest of his colleagues, 
so far as I have heard them discuss the question, has about 
reached the conclusion that it is the duty of the United States 5 te 
in the islands for both commercial and humanitarian reasons, 
and that at least the day is far, far distant when the people of the 
Philippine Islands will enjoy any benefits from the principles of 
the | Declaration of Independence. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what the Senator meant? 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is what ‘‘ the Senator” meant, and I 
have-—— 

fr. BACON (to Mr. Patterson). He has changed his mind. 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; I will not say that the Senator trom 
Wisconsin has changed his mind. It is simply a process of evo- 
It has been gradual, but certain. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course we do not always know what proc- 
The mental operations are sometimes 
| pec uliar. But I am not conscious of having changed my mind or 
my position on the question of the perpetual reter ntion of the 
Philippine Archipelago in the slightest degree, nor have I ever 
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id, nor can the Senator find anything in the observations which 
| have from time to time submitted to the § 
nr redic ate reasonably even any such imputation—a change of mind 
upon my part. 

said in the beginning that I would not take the Philippine 
-hipelago for trade, and that I would not vote for the treaty if, 
9 my opinion, it involved the perpetual domination by the U nited 
States of the Philippine Archipelago. I have never failed to reit- 


' that statement in any speech which I have made. I have 
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r sated all efforts to project into the future improvident pledges | 


;to the Philippines. I have resisted any attempt—I resisted the 
efforts of the Senator from Colorado—to put a time limit upon 
pines. I have wanted the hands of the people of the United 

tates left free upon that subject, and the ultimate determination 


, discharge of obvious duty by the United States in the Philip- | 


to what should be done with the Philippines and when it should | 


done left to the people. Has the Senator ever hear 
different from that from me? 
I have expressed, and it 


d anything 


when the time came, as I thought it would come, and I think 
now it will come sooner than I used to think it might, that the 
} 


vame from my heart, the belief that | 


yple of the Philippine Archipelago are capable of “autonomous | 


vernment, and they ask the people of the United States for it, 
they would receive it. I have no doubt of the liberality and the 
stice with which the people of the United States will deal with 
‘Pe ople of the Philippine Archipelago. I have known, how- 
, that only by control, as the sovereign, would the United 
States do any good thing for the people of the Philippine Islands. 
I was not willing, as my friends seemed to be, that, having 
tarted the work of building up a people in the Philippine Is lands, 
er having acquired the cession of the archipelago, the Govern- 
nt of the United States should run like a coward incontinently 
nd fix a time two or three years hence, as the Senators on the 
other side thought wise to do, when that people should become 
independent and be abandoned by the people of the United States. 
[ have made many mistakes in my life, but I do not think now, 
and I never have thought, that I made any mistake in voting for 
the treaty, which could not have bee n ratified by the Republican 
mbership of the Senate alone, and which had the support of 
very prominent Democrats on the outside of Congress. I have 


t 
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| government, at least to the extent of maintaini ing x a government 
Senate upon which to | that is sufficient for them and to give them t! gree and quality 

| of order that is necessary to secure a law-observing community. 
| A brave people and a courteous people; an: a yet a brave people 
| and a courteous people are declared by the Secretary of War to be 
| utterly incapable of and unable to have the slightest franchise, 
| Then again, says Secretary Taft: 
| : ’ 
| Iam asked why I donot say we are going to gi m t 

ence. I say no, with great empha I wish to i 

less the pre sent government is a success all success of other governments is 
gone. 
| These gentlemen have simply kept pace with the growing pub- 


lic sentiment in the United States, one that I deplore. but whicl 


l 
the country must necessarily confront. There are logical and 
natural reasons for this change of attitade. The reasons are not 
of a noble kind, of an elevating kind. They are those that appeal 
to the commercial sense of the people of the United States and 
not to a high standard of morality. 

Mr. President, the people of the United States consist of about 


80.000,000 units. There are something less than 20,000,000 men. 
{ think it would be safe to say that nine out of ten of those 20, 
000,000 will acquire property, if they can do so legally, and not 
stop to investigate the moral questions that are connected with 
the transaction. 

We witness that in the stock-jobbing ope erat 
in the legal contests that are waged in the 
another city; 


the ex 


in one 


ions of 
ourts, 


we witness it in the transactious of 


uNntry; 
and 
and 


C1tY 


our friends 








| neighbors. If such is the disposition of nine-tenths of the units 
who make up the American nation, the American nation in deal 
ing with the acquisition of property will be apt to act in con” 
formity with the course pursued by the units. Therefore I look 
forward to the independence of the Philippines as not within the 
bounds of reasonable possibility. 
ment I ql 


‘It, and does not the Senator think, that we have made great | 


T¢ 
progress in the Philippines? 


Mr. PATTERSON. Whenever the Senator from Wisconsin 
concludes. 
Mr. SPOONER. I beg the Senator’s pardon for interjecting 


to his remarks a sane speech upon the Philippines. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Literally, perhaps, the Senator from Wis- 
consin is consistent. I do not desire to do the Senator from Wis- 
consin or any other Senator the slightest injustice, but my refer- 
ence to him was based more on the spirit of the speech h e made 
be for e the treaty was ratified and the spirit that is evinced in his 

sequent utterances upon that question. 

1 was impressed with the view, having read the first speech of 

the Senator from Wisconsin, that he was like many Democrats, 
— felt that the better way to solve the problem and to end the 
var was to approve the treaty and then make speedy and effective 
arr ole ments to grant to the people of the Philippine Islands the 
endence that I believe ane are entitled to receive and quali- 
d to maintain. That was the spirit of the speech of the Sena- 
in 1898; and if his words may be construed as favoring at some 
future time the independence of the Philippines, to me the spirit 
of his utterances now is that that time is so fer distant that neither 
he ba I will live to see a consummation of it. 

‘*, President, one of the most startling speeches to me on this 
othe t was made by the present Secretary of Wa ar Fonly Saturday 
night in New York at a banquet given by the Ohio Club in that 
city. I had always regarded Governor Taft as entertaining the 
view that at some reasonably early time the Philippine people 
should be given their independence. I bear tribute to his admin- 
istration in the Philippine Islands. As between the Philippine 
people and the American exploiters, he has stood for the Philip- 
pine people to such an extent that those who would despoil Fili- 
pinos of their land and franchises have designated Governor 
Taft, now Secretary of War, more of a F ‘ilipino th: an an American. 
But in his New York speech, from the Associated Press report 
what seem to be verbatim extracts, I find these statements: 

The question is asked: “Are the Philippines ec — of self-government? 
They are courteous; they are brave; but they are utterly incapable and un- 
able to have the slightest franchise. 

How far does that remove the people of the Philippine Islands 
from ultimate independence? They are utterly incapable, accord- 
ing to our present Secretary of War, late the governor of those 
islands, and unable to have the slightest franchise. 

I can not conceive of a people possessing the qualities accorded 


I forgot. 


i ide 


4 


+r 
LO! 





to the Filipinos by ex-Governor Taft who are not capable of self- | lands and the Filipino. 
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| ples the 


| under American control. 


There are other reasons for this change of 
I 


first refer to other evidences of it. The valpit of the c 


Mr. President, either favors the retention of the Philippines or 
is silent; the popular literature of the country either favors their 
retention or is silent; many of the leading periodical of the party 
that has stood most strenuously for the independence of the Phil - 
ippine Islands now favor their retention. 

But in addition to that there are commercial reasons. Nv ta 
session passes but that Congress enacts a gisl: ition whic rap 


*hilippine Islands closer and closer in permanent bonds 
with the Union. The bill that is championed by the Senator 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe], that extends the coastwis 
the United States to the trade between the United States and the 
Philippine Islands, is another grip of that kind. Americans are 
engaged in securing vast property interestsin thoseislands. Only 


Lromn 


laws of 





the other day we read of a serious proposition—and I have no 
doubt it will be presented to Congress ere long—to guarantee the 
interest upon $40,000,000 of bonds for the construction of rail- 
roads in the Philippine Islands. 

With Americans controlling the railroads which are to be built 


the sugar, the to 
he great timber 


bacco, the rice, the hemp, and « 


ther plantations 
concessions. the ¢ le Ve 


lopment of new agricultural 


industries, the ownership of manufacturing establishments, which 
will undoubtedly be found there in large numbers in the not dis- 
tant fu ture, it will be utterly impossible, no matter what tl] n- 
timent of the people of the country may be, to secure a verd 


favor of ‘the Riesctation of the bonds that bind the P 





Islands to us. Dollars never appeal in vain to dollars, and the 
commerce of the Philippines, the financial investment by Amer- 
icans in the Phili ppines, will prevent the result that so many 
good people in the United States have earnes ly desired. : 

We find the people of the country are appealed to from two 


standpoints—their comm ial sense and their humanities. The 
re ligious people of the country as a body, or at ae a very lar 
proportion of them, have been ile d to be hie ve that the future ws 
tare of the Philippine people depends upon their being retained 
They believe that the American gov- 
ernment of the Philippines is for the upbuilding, the enlig 
ment, and the civilization of the masses of the F ‘lip’ no peo} 
Upon the other hand, we find such glowing app als as that 


re 


} 

7 
la 
L 


made by the Senator from Minne sota | Mr. NE LSON | on Saturday 
in which the Philippines were pictured as the threshold of t] 
Orient and Manila as the point at which the interchange of the 
vast commodities of that vast section was totake place. You ap- 
peal upon the one hand to the cupidity and the commercial sense 
of the nonreligious people, and you use the language of cant and 
| hypocrisy to the religious people of the country. The result of it 
is that both classes combine for the purpose of holding the Phil- 
ippine Islands in subjection. 
This can result in no good to the Philippine people, Mr. Presi- 
dent. There can be no equality between the American in the is- 


| 


The Filipino is the negro of the Philippine 
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; the Ameri -an is the white man who lives with but is not 
bap white man—the American—is to be the mas- 
d the Filipino the slave. 
ead a Senate document, printed at the request of the senior 
v from Massachusetts {Mr. Hoar} but a few weeks ago, 
ribes the relation of the Filipino to the master- 
1g Ameri: an in connection with bis industrial en- 
rge number of Filipinos were induced to go to the 
road track, the road being in process of construction. 
rk. only to find that the Filipino was receiving 
‘the waves that were being paid to white labor. 
con ned in pestilence-breeding boles and 
with which they were supplied was wholly in 
left the point to which they had been bronght 
ther Filipinos who were being shipped in for the 
I »y h a ah: cle ned 
lipino is despised by the American in the Philippines. 
an Armerican, and he speaks of the Filipino with the 
ntmost coutempt. The end of it ail is that the Philippines are to 
of the United States that will be populated with com- 
paratively few Americans, owning the land and the timber and 
the plantations and the franchises. and living. as did the barons 
of old, with the masses of the Filipino peopleastheir peons. That 
is the result inly, Mr. President, as that time moves on, 
and that what has been determined upon by the dominating peo- 
ple of the United States ripens into a finality. 

Much as | regret the retention of the Philippines and deplore 
the outcome, as I have suggested, I have no donbt but that they 
will be retained. Therefore. in all estimates and in all provisions 
forthe Army and the Navy Congress will be dominated. first, by the 
fact that we are second now to Great Britain in effective fighting 
naval force, and that we will maintain that position at whatever 
bazard: second, the Philippine Islands will continue to be a colo- 
nial possession of the United States, and th ir defense and reten- 
tion must always be calculated upon when we are making pro- 
visions for our fighting forces. 

Mr. President, the United States would spend as many dollars 
to-day and sacrifice as many lives in the defense of the Philippines 
against foreign aggression as it would to defend a State in the 
| n, and it would be equally as liberal in money and lives to 
insurrection in the hilippine Isiands if any leader with 
sutticient power and infinence could be found to cause Filipinos to 
rise, With whatever mightand power, to secure their independence. 
The conditions are not as | would have them, and I have been led, 
as the result of very caim reflection and deliberation, to speak 
with open mind my views upon these two great questions. 

Coming back to the amendment which I have offered, I will say 

I can see no reason why it should not be accepted by the 
iirman of the committee, because it is ameans of future defense 
» Government against the aggressions and extortions of un- 

{ de combinations. 
)ENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PaTtt+ Rson}. 
1R. Mr. President, [ do not care to discuss the 
ent offered by my colleague |Mr. PaTrerson], nor do ] 
ro enter into any general discussion of the naval appropri- 
I have been on all occasions a friend of an American 
| have voted for it and advocated it from time to time. 
am still in favor of a measure commensurate with our 
ith and strength and necessities. I believe we have reached a 
where it would not be good policy or good administration, 
st, to provide for more ships until we have completed those 
provided for. [am not one of those who think we onght 
yverned in our expenditures by what some other nation 


A ile 


De a COLONY 


as cert: 


subdue 


reat Britain finds it necessary to maintain a navy of remark- 
eneth, it does not follow, in my judgment, that we onght 
that we are under obligations to do the same thing. 
Britain is differently situated from what we are. She is 
‘nt upon her shipping for the existence of ber people; she 
r afford to get Intoa condition where the imports of food 
ts into Great Britain can be shut off by any hostile fleet. 

s necessary that Great Britain should have a great navy. 
hink we were for many years without a proper Navy. I be- 
ww, when we have completed the ships on the stocks, those 
for, that we shall have at least a sufficient measure. 


ae 
1G 


eted 
lo not believe that we are justified in going on and increasing 

r Navy until we shall increase the taxes in such a way that 
thev wil me a great burden upon the people. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will please sus- 
pend for oment while the Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. <A bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade 
between ports in the United States and ports or places in the 
Philippine Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philippine 
Archipelago, and for other purposes, 


1 hee 


one 


SO Ne ne ee TR 
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Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be inform. 
ally laid aside, and that the consideration of the naval appropria- 
tion bill be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be infor, 
ally laid aside, and that the Senate continue the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I saw in a reputable newspayy 
either yesterday or this morning that the American people onv) 
to demand a navy second to nonavyin the world. The American 
people have been demanding of their legislative representatives a 
reputable and respectable navy.and I do not know but what that 
fever may attack the American people—the idea that we must 
have a navy as big as that of any other country. 

I do not know now but what the American people would agree. 
if they had an opportunity for passing upon the question, that the 
present Navy is not big enough. But, Mr. President, I know 
no way of taking the expression of the American people on this 
subject,and so 1 must rely upon myown judgment. I myself can 
not see anywhere signs of impending trouble which require such 
a great navy as it is apparently the policy to build. This bill, 
carrying an appropriation of almost $97.000.000, is nearly one- 
seventh of the amount of the expected revenues of this Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year for which this appropriation is made. [1 
is too large by a considerable sum, having reference to our ex- 
pected revenues. When the ships for which we have already con- 
tracted are completed, our expenditures yearly must be much 
larger than they now are. I understand it will take betw: 
eichty and one hundred million dollars to complete the contract 
already made, and it will take at least $120.000.000 ne.t year to 
maintain the American Navy and provide for the carrying out of 
contracts which will then be existing if this bill becomes a law. 

I listened with great interest to the remarks of the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs {Mr. Hate]. Iam sure nobody 
can question his interest in the American Navy. I believe that | 
sounded a proper warning to the American people when he stated 
that we had reached a point where we ought at least to halt and 
consider. 

Mr. President, Iam not going to vote for this great appr 
tion. and I presume I shall therefore be classed among those w 
are not in favor of the American Navy. Avyainst that imputa 
I will place the votes that I have cast in this body during | 
twenty-five years. Because I have been in favor of a respect: 
navy, a proper navy, it does not follow that I am to take the oj 
ion of any commodore or admiral or anybody in the Navy D 
ment as to what should be the size of the Novy. Weare legis] 
ing with reference to the Navy, and have been for years 
body as to the character of the ships and the nnmber of ship: 
information we have received from the Navy Department. 

Mr. President, I am one of those who believe that we are s 
here to legislate not upon their judgment, but upon our 
While I may not know how to bnild a ship, nor which is e 
the best type of ship to be built, I am as well qualified—or : 


” 
i 


have no business in this Chamber—as any man in the N 


partment to determine these questions, and I do not intend 
shail determine them for me. 

Mr. President, no one can tell what the development now ; 
on in the naval fighting world will demonstrate. So far as it 
zone, I think, it demonstrates, Mr. President. that great | 
ships are perhaps not so valuable as the world for many 
past has believed, and that another and entirely different ty} 
ship may be more dangerous to an enemy and more benefici 
the nation making the defense. 

{ have myself been very much interested in the development 
the submarine ships. I will admit that it is still an open qu 
tion whether or not they will bea success; but I believe it 
be very much wiser for the Government of the United Stat 
we would strike ont the provision for one of these battle sh 
which cost so many million dollars, and turn our attention to * 
development of the subinarine type of vessel, for which $850.0) 
is appropriated by the bill. If {had my way. if Icould cont 
it. | would provide that the Navy Department should purch 
certain number of these vessels and put them in use, and t 
after a few years what they are able to do with them and what 
they are not able to do with them. 

Mr. President, having said that much I am ready, so far as | 
am concerned, to vote on the bill. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President. there are two or three thin 
which I desire to have noted before we pass from the considera 
tion of this bill. 

I will not enter into any general discussion of the Philippine 
question, which has indirectly been brought into consideration 
by reason of its influence upon the appropriations for the naval 
establishment, but I very much hope that the anticipations of the 
junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PatrEerson] may not be re- 


| 
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1 . rus that the time will come when, for one reason or | cussed here, it is true, « nly p artially, but still with very , 
] as ited States will c "ase to exercise sovereignty in | interest, as to the attitud : whi ch the people of t] nt | 
Slippy ‘ine I: de 1ds. Lam impelled to that hope by two oe bear toward the Philippine Islands. I wish, ] 
rent reasons. I hope in the course of time the conscience, | the Reco RD in thi nection what I « rv valu 
| may so speak, of the American people will urge them toa | ablee xpression relative thereto which was r ly made by the 
. which I think is the proper course—the granting of self- | distinguis shed se ni r Senator from V« nt {[Mr. P [ 
rnment to the people of ‘the Philippine Islands. | will premise by saying that the utteran t] : 
think possibly a stror nger reason will be that the time may | I am about to real and also that which has fal ( f} 


he far distant when the American people will come to a real- 
ion of the fact that the retention of the Philippine Islands is 
a paying investment from the standpoint of dollars and cents, 


l I think that this debate and the disclosure of the enormous | 


money expenditure which we have made and must continue to 
on their account will have some influence in arousing pub- 
atte ntion to the question whether or not it is a paying invest- 
ment, the more particularly when experience shows, as it surely 
that no commerce which it is possible for us to have with 
those islands can ever amount to as much, or even nearly as much, 
1ey will cost us every year. 
| demonstrate that now, as easily as I think it can be done to 
the satisfaction of any unprejudiced and impartial person. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, just one word, if it will not 
interrupt the Senator. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Does theSenator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
ir, BACON. Yes. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I want to say, Mr. President, that I share 
in the hope of the Senator from Georgia that the conscience of 
he American people will be so aroused as that what I have sug- 
d shall not in fact occur, but I fear and believe to the con- 


“Mr BACON. 





The Senator will note that my hope is based upon 


But I can not stop to elaborate | 


the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], have 


; |, 
with renewed hope that we are not always to 


continue u la 








| policy which I conceive to be incon: ist nt with the tradi s and 
prince ‘iples of our Government, and which. I am ly cor 

| vinced, will not prove to our advantage from a commercial, } 

| litical, social, or military standpoint. 

The Washington Post of October 13, 1903, contained an e xtract 
| from a speech made by the Senator from Vermont at a reunion of 
the ‘Association of the Vermont Civil War Officers ”’ in the pre- 
ceding week which I am very glad to have the opportunity now 
to read, in order that it may go into the REcorD as a most im 
portant c ontribution to the thought of the country at this tim 
and, as I think, a very high tribute t a Senator who uttered if 
I would particularly ask that the reasons for the faith of the Sen- 
ator be marked, and I will particularly emphasize the fact that 
the reasons which he gives are equally as gratifying to me as 1 

| conclusions to which he comes. 
The speech, the extract from which is found in this es 
from the Washington Post, is as follows: 
The government of a people or a country by another people or country not 
contiguous is, at the best, experimental and temporary. Such a 
may lasta long time, but it can not be permanent. Wit h training an 


b oth the conscience and the interest of the people of the United | 


tates, and I strongly hope that the former may be ¢ 
ened by the latter. 

I was about to say, Mr. President, when the Senator asked leave 
to interrupt me, that I hope this debate will arouse to some extent 
- attention of the people of the United States and contribute to 

he conviction of the unprofitableness of the Philippines as an in- 
vestment, and I think the statement of the Senator from Maine 
|Mr. Har], the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
th reference to the influence which the retention of the Philip- 
pine Islands has upon the magnitude of naval expenditures, is a 
most important contribution to the information which it is neces- 
y that the people of the United States should have upon this 


tf 


| very much regret that the very interesting and instructive 
‘ech of the Senator from Maine has not yet appeared in the 


greatly quick- 


s11b1e< 


orD, and for this reason I am compelled to refer to it simply | 


rom memory of some important statements made by him. 

Mr. HALE. I willsay to the Senator that I felt very mortified 
myself when I came to look at the notes to find how long my 
speech was. It was a longer speech than I ever before made in 
the Senate, and much longer than I ever shall make hereafter. 
it wi as so covered by interruptions, which were pertinent and 
just, and so many tables had to be adjusted, that I never got any 
op ona as I have been man aging this bill—to look at it un- 
til vesterday. That is the reason it has not been published. 

Mr. BACON. 


Was an 


S 


exceedingly interesting speech and I should have be: 
vi 7 glad to have looked it ove r care fully in print; but as I have 
not had as yet that opportunity, I will state, if I remember cor- 
tly, that the Senator from Maine, in response to an inquiry 
+ by myself in a co lloquy which he kindly permitted while 
was on the floor, stated the f fact that it was the retention of 
he Philippine Islands—the fact that because we were in posses- 
ion of the Philippine Islands, and in consequence that there de 
volyed upon us the duty and necessity of defending them and of 
being prepared for their defense—that that fact alone created the 
necessity now for an increase in the Navy. In other words, that 
but for the necessities and duties imposed upon us by the pos: 
n of the Philip pines, our present Navy, as completed and un le 
construction, would be adequate for our needs, and that the vast 
expenditure whic h we must make in continuing to increase our 








a + 


for 


} dity 
ae must be charged up to the account of our possession of the 
Philip, vines. I say that is a mos st important contribution, 
Pre side nt, to the question whether the Phili ppines are or can be 
a paying investment on the part of the U aie d Sta and one 
about the correctness of which there can be, I presume, no pos- 
sible doubt. To that great annual expense, not only in building 
but maintaining a great navy, must be added an annual expense 
even as now reduced, of not less than $30,000,000 on account of 
the army we maintain in the Philippines, to say nothing of at 
least $500,000,000 we have already expended to maintain our 
ereignty over them. 
I do not propose to pursue the question which has been dis- 


Mr. 


f tes, 
I 


SOV- 


I am simply expressing my regret, because - 





velopment it is the God- given human nature of all pe sople to wish to govern 



























themselves and not owe allegisnce across a sea. W st I 
takes, for we are human; but I b ve we shall so c: ’ ; 
world will be better for our having y assumed these coloni i¢ 
re mow, Sncela be, ane I bel ‘lieve wil 1 be, our policy in the If I 
could make the future geography of the American Union I ttle 
| une ert: iin ne the northern boun ry—whether to mak the 
Arctic Oc« 1; preferably the latter d’s good time 
1753 it mus i: cones some time, and he wasa wise man. But l 
| Ww wld be fixed—east by the Atlantic, west by the Pacific, ¢ v tl 
Republic of Mexico and the Gulf. And within these b y t) 
future Government of our country remain, its executive, i 
| diciary, and the voting population that makes that Government. 
I alluded to the Philippine question more for the purpose of 


reading that extract than to express any views in connection 
therewith, and I shail not pursue it further. When two such 
leaders as the Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Wis- 
| consin express such views, I refuse to abandon the hope that the 


| their soverei: snty over their land, 


day is not far distant when we shall surrender to the Filipino 
and that both on their account 
and our own as well. 


Mr. President, I wish to say a word about the provision in t 


| bill for the purchase of armor plate. I will premise what I hay 
to say by reading the provision in the bill, which is the last one 





found in it: 














Armor and armament: Toward the a iment d 
manufacture for the vessels authorized, $12,000,000 
The Secretary of the Navy is hereby author 1 to } 
armor of the best quality for any or ail \ ‘ils her 
priee as in his judgment is just and reasonable. 
Mr. ALLISON. ‘‘ Herein authorized?”’ 
Mr. BACON. «< Here in authorized.”’ I will 1 
Mr. HALE. The appr ypri tion preced 
Mr. BACON. The. pproy ion of $12,000,000 for armor and 
—_— - Drecedi s. The words ‘‘herein authorized’’ d 
occur tl ; but it 1 the subsequent clause of t! 
same pa om ragrap! h the words *‘ herein auth 1 
relate exclusively to the contract to 1 
The Secre of the Navy is hereby aut! i 
armor of the best quality f y « ' h i 
price as in his judgment is just and 1 na 





Mr. President, I have no hope, in anything I may s t 
the action of the Senate upon this provisi but I] 
poses in view in calling the attention of t ut 
it is possible that the knowle sn pabedlecedige that th 
still some attention paid to th juestion, that th 
prot esting, may have s » influence upon se i 
tori se prices whi ‘hth vy shall fix and e ! 
T , bec: eane os nee, that is w] it mear f 
they plea » some bet ! 
to it tae < 3 l ' 
: vote of 
ther considerati es m t 
s cl earigar the attention of the Sen al y to 
the fact that after one of the most determined « 3 
has ever made with any of those who hay ntr: ul re 
with the ar rnment, extending over a period of eight vears, 
there has been on Lom part of Congress the most pert id 
| complete and unmitigated surrender of its contention 
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In 1895 and 1896 I * 1 the honor and the very great pleasure to 
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» Naval Committee, of which at that time the pres- | this provision was put into the bill which passed June 7, 1900 
vas 4 most honored member. Although then not | which, I say. was the culmination of the fight. ; . 
1¢ Was the ranking meinber next to the chairman, There is where we came to what we said should be the parting 
eron, of Pennsylvania. Atthat time the at- | of the ways. There is whére we took our stand and said we ara 
y and of Congress was aronsed to what was | not going to be dominated by this great monopolistic concern. 
» enormons extortion of the armor-plate mann- | and [ do not use the word monopolistic in any offensive or abusive 
with the Government, and thereupon the | sense. I mean simply to express a fact that they did have an »b- 
was instructed by the Senate to make investi- | solute, anqnestioned monopoly, and that they exacted their own 
> the armor-plate factories were dealing in | terms from us. In the act of June 7, 1900, there is this provisi: 
“xl spirit with the United States Govern- | That the Secretary of the Navy ts hereby authorized to procure by con. 
tract armor of the best quality for any or all vessels above referred to, pro- 
* was had before the committee, at all the | Sane can be made ata price which in his judgment is reason- 
Was present. I thin ; without a | That was nota radical condition; that was conservative— 
1 a nuinber of witnesses, naval officers, the | 


. \ . | but in case he is unable to make contracts for armor under the above 
vVuvy, and the then Secretary of the | gitions— 

anufactnrers themselves, the owners of | 

t luding Mr. Carnegie in person and | 


+ 


That is, at a price which is reasonable and equitable— 
he ts hereby wuthorized and directed to procure a site forand to erect ther 
ry, Whose name { now do not | a factory for the manufacture of armor, and the sum of $4,000,000 is hy 
en in that investigation is in print | appr »priated toward the erection of said factory. 
bly one-third, if not a half, the thick-| Now, Mr. President, I say that is the last stand we have ever 
opy of the annual report of Secretary | made, and that thereafter we have absolutely, without conditi 

ving documents|,in which the whole | submitted to the exaction of the armor-plate factories. 
ost thoroughly. | The fact to which I wish to call the particular attention of th; 
i Secretary of the Navy, who was Mr. | Senate is that, although less than at one time charged, we are n 
ituted an investigation in which he! paying the prices which were the cause of the great strugyie tha 
to be had through experts. including naval | the Senate made, and we are now paying the prices which were 
{in the manufacture of armor plate, and | the cause of the insertion in the appropriation act of 1900 of t 
usion, if my memory is not inaccurate, | provision. In other words, we thought those prices were 
>from Maine will, | am sure. correct me, | such that they were an imposition upon the Government, and t 
he armor-plate manufacturers the most | on account of them, in order that the Government might be fr 
ton was a proper estimate of the amount | from such imposition, we would make a provision for the con 
» United States Government for the | struction of a factory at the cost of $4.000.000. and with the 
_ 50 per cent profit upon the cost as | prices to-day we have not in the bill any provision under \ 
ined was allowed to these manuiacturers, and | the Secretary of the Navy would be justified in not contra 
is inclnded interest on the investment and a most , for armor at any price which they might seek to impose 
uice forannual depreciation of the plant. Thecom-j| There is nothing in the bill which would authorize the S 
to the conclusion that 3300 was a proper price, and | tary to refuse to contract for the armor even if the prices ex: 
i_ppropriation bill inserted such a provision. were not in his opinion ** reasonable and just."* There is: 
the data here before me, I am endeavoring to state | dition and no recourse to any precautions for the future’ p: 
emory to avoid the unnecessary consumption of time. | tion of the Government even in case the Secretary should t 
tate it correctly, and if Lam incorrect I know the Sen- | or Congress conclude that the prices exacted were unrea: 
e. who is entirely familiar with it, will correct me. | and extorti nate. At one former stage in the strugyzle we 
right. in the next appropriation bill Congress stood | provide a precantion for the protection of the Governm 
ndxution of the Naval Committee, in which it | case armor could not be obtained at a reasonable and jnst p 
sa liberal provision, and it stipulated that in the | and in since failing to do so it is an utter, unconditional. ; 
or that amount should not be exceeded. Ac- | surrender of the contest which the Senate and the House 
‘olection the armor-plate manufacturers refused | in a most determined manner for tive or six years. It was a‘ 


ts at that price, and in the next Congress. in | tion who should yield—whether the United States (Govern 
ps, the hnlis of which had been constructed, | should yield and submit to extortionate prices or whether | 
ndniy delayed, while there was no recession from | who made the armor plate in their factories should them 
aken by Congress as to what was a proper compensa- | yield and make it at reasonable prices. We proposed thi 
ior. Congress anthorized $400 per ton. Itconceded | force them to reasonable prices by ourselves constructing the 
npelled to do so, still contending, however, that | tory and making our own armor plate: and when we held up ‘ 
> amount. threat to them and they would not comply with our deman 
staken, in that debate, either that or the next | have absolutely abandoned the contest and without conditi 
*from Maine himself, while taking a most conserv- | have surrendered at discretion. 
ronghout the debate, which will be remembered Mr. ALLISON. Has the Senator any data which show 
hen here, said that these armor-plate manufac- | price now paid for armor? 
ntave of the Government. and thatas soon}! Mr. BACON. Yes. sir; I have it here. 
invitation of the Government, constructed | Mr. ALLISON. I would be glad to have the Senator stat 
Vvernment wasin their power. Tousethelan-| Mr. BACON. I sball be very glad to state it. 1 have 
Senator, **they had proceeded to put the knife | formation except that which is contained in the report of 
| Secretary of the Navy. I will state to the Senate before rea 
$100 was allowed that year asa concession rather than | this that the price which was stipulated by the Governn 
should rot upon the stays, because we were abso- | that which would be satisfactory to it in the year preceding 
‘y of these armor manufacturers There wasno | year when we put that provision in the appropriation act was 
in the country which could make the armor The act of March 3, 1899, stipulated $300 as a proper price. 2 
as shown in the testimony, and as conceded | they would not furnish it. Then when we came to make the 
“jor hat time, the amounts which they | propriation act of June 7, 1900, while we would not say that 
States Government had not should furnish it at $300 or we would erect a plant, we did 
ut had returned tothem every dollar the: that it must be at a reasonable rate or we would erect a pla 
truction of these plants. although all that w: The plain inference was that Congress regarded something 1 1 
at « 


i 


i 
i 


i 


ebate and stated to be so by Mr. H neighborhood of $300 as a reasonable price; certainly som 


stood upon the vantage ground which | between that and $400. Senators will remember that at the \ 
ipied, that their price must be paid or these ships should | next session of Congress we tried again to put in a similar pr 
nd rot upon the stays. sion. In 1901 we tried again to put a similar provision in 
President, [ am only stating this for the purpose of show- | naval appropriation act, and the contention of those who defended 
truggle we have been through, and [ aim coming to the | the makersof the armor was that this matter should be taken out 
oint where it will be seen how perfectly—and if I did not fear | from the control of Congress: that we should no longer discuss 
m might be taken offensively, I would say abjectly—Con- | this question; that we should no longer, in appropriating t 
srreudered in this contest and given up the fight. 
i us contests had been waged in this Chamber with 
itmest earnestness and determination, in 1400 Congress | ment to determine. and that has been the direction given 
came to the conclusion that if the armor-plate mannfac- | from that day to this. 
would not come to terms and if they would not be reason- Congress has ceased to talk about it, has ceased to make any 
he Government would erect a factory; and in that year | effort #>out it, and after having for years made the struggle, 


i 
21} 
l ort. they still 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 
























































+ gotten up to the point where we absolutely appro- | ernment at the rate fixed; but they said, ‘‘ We have 1 > 
: ; i | + . mr 7 
0,000 for the construction of a plant, we have since | as to how much we shall get her er. The ballistic t this 





, 1 ~ , . j — . - 
a lutely abandoned the effort to control this matter; | armor ae is subject to the whims of . “ho 
hill does not even say that the Secretary of the Navy | may reject it, and lreds of tl h be 
( ntraci i hall be ‘‘ reasonable and just,” | thrown ol ide becaus wisd l ” 








; him unlimited power to make contracts, when we know | The best answer to my friend from Georgia is tha t stg 
that at last it will be a question how much will these fac- | would not build anarmor-plate plant to manufacture late 


ict and extort from th : Government of the United States, | for the Government, and therefore until we iz ut 
whatever they say in that regard we have got tocomply | Mr.BACON. What does the Senator mean by say hey 
vould not do it? 

ident, I recollect that in that debate it was urged, and Mr. PERKINS. They declined to do it, } lid 1 Ter 
very truly, that if we put up this plant and weré in a po- | them the same inducements that i it did to mant ture steel rails 
vhere we could make armor it would bea paying invest- | and structural steel for bi vildi 12s, bridges 1 ot] \ h 
ve never made a pound of armor. | require iron and steé el. | in other words, a manufacturer said to 

YONER. Will the Senator allow me toask hima ques- | me, ‘‘I can make 10 per cent, aye, 20 per cent, 1 
| facturing str 1etural te teel for bridges than in m l turing 

Certainly. | armor plat e. 

The Senator stated a few moments ago that | I dis lik e to interrupt the Senator, and I only interject here in 


i 
w the price we were paying in 1900 when we in- | justice to our naval officers, because they believe this price is 
rovision in thelaw. Does the Senator remember | reasonal le and fair, and judging by what Great Britain pays for 
P the same test, what Germany ‘pays for the Krupp steel armor 
' I think it was $400 when we incorporated it, if plate, and what Russia paid, our Government is doing better to- 
not mistaken. day than either ao count ries in price 
POONER. What is it now? | Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the que ot nas to what is paid 
BACON. Four hundre d do lars ar = royalties (at least it | by other governments is not t T 
} 7 
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stated h ae bring orhood of $458, the | to the same influences t se t n the 
t price. I-will as} enat r from Maine if he can give | question comes up with i r 
, information? armor. So this thing i | l the 
HALE. It is $398 now. | other. I do not know whi: 
. PATTERSON. Oh, no. Ir. SPOONER rose 
r. BACON. It is not go state d in this book. [ ae ON. Ifthes sta : 
. PATTERSON. That was the contract for 6,000 tons with | Mr Ih ; 
Midvale Steel Company. At the same time that they let the fr. , 
q zt to the Midv Company they made a contract for 10.000 [r ha & ‘ h 
with the Bethlehem and Car Steel npany for $458 WV i for i . 
mn. . 
HALE. I was giving the lowest bid. | itor is at per t liberty to 
PATTERSON. That was the lowest bid. The Midvale Lim. W I e. I do not I 
y bid for all of it at $398 and it only got 6,000 tons, } } pri teel v1 I 
‘two companies got 10,000 tons at 3458. was made t steel t of 
ERKINS. If the Senator from Colorado will permit me, ‘ , as worth $17 r 
t that our present contract, exclusive of royalty, for the I n } I 
plate, is$420. Theroyaltyis $33.07, making $453. For the | they required ponderous ma ry a f ¢ 
ed it $400, the Government paying the royalty. The | ment, were n lv ? 
l mpany say they will pay the royalty themselves. Our | a tonwa Lich i 
en of S500 at i 
\TI SON. They will pay the royalty, at $398 a ton. Mr. SP 
PERKINS. That is what they propose doing. They will Mr. BA‘ 
ibtedly have a lawsuit over it, and it will result in a claim | mit me, I y 8 
made again the Governm for the royalty on th plate top < one | arig 
l { I idvale ( I ny t me t h ) 
tos to the Senator from Georgia, because I was a | hear tlie § 
that committee with him » five years si Mr. 5! I f 
\( J V ery % } , : 
PER (S. We gave the sul t a great deal of t rht | ar wat nd 
l 1 ant udy, and the question is to-day what is | t é ( } 
for this ari plate? England is r £107 t which wi 1 h | r 
1 ton to m cturer I Russia } » | the law wil Inded 1 i 
or ] yeal 000 tons of the | ipp n pia Mr. BACON I dor I l t r 
as that we have, with the same ballistic test, and she | than 1900, so I can not i do 
pa hn to tne § > works from Which we a now pur re mber that in the VI 1 
plate toll rpor a Simial oO ) 
tmy 1 1d, ¥ he is on his feet, to explain the great | of the f we I : 
ge the Government would be at in manufacturing this | lect the fact that that was1 rel 
plat It is only a certain proportion of each ingot of | position was taken that it oug L 
an be used in the manufacture of ar plate. The | of Congress; in other ’ 
y of this $4,000,000 factory would not supply two battle d no lon; tand here and t 
in six years from the time we let the contract. the price was right or wi at 
refore, considering how much less we are paying for our | to the discretion of the | rtment. I t t 
r plate than Great Britain or Russia or Germany, it | t n was that the que of t ! ; 
1ed to our authorities to be reasonable and just and fair, both | treated on a‘ business basis, 
nthe manufacturers and ur Government, and for that | in turning the matter over to th 
: reason . the ey did not exercise the power delegated to them in the | Officer, reserving only to C t 
act of 1900 to build a $4,000,000 work. It would have required | ating whatever money this « lt l 
lso $2,000,000 of stock to have carried it on successfully. u 
, ir. BACON. What the Senator has said is in further illus- t view prevail ind t was the ] i t 
I have made as to tho surrender of the | I say was the surrender. And from that day to tl] 5 


+ 


Senate on that subje t. cause my recollection is that the Sena- | never been a con in thea ution; m 
tor from California, who was then, as he states, a member of the | Congress has virtually put it away from it : 
committee, was one of the most active members of that commit- | not consider the question, involving 1 mil 

tee in the contention that the prices charged were unreasonable. whether the price was ri 

Mr. PERKINS. I think so, Mr. Pri sident, and I would think | Department. 

60 yet had I not investigated the oo thoroughly. I went to | Ido not see how under the phraseology of this bill the Secre- 
capitalists. I had a friend goto the Illinois Steel Company, who | tary of the Navy has any discretion whatever. He is not even 
had a plant ample and sufficient for doing this work. It was pro- | vested with the discretion to take it o us hy ye ler 
posed informally that they would take a contract from the Gov- | price ‘‘ reasonable and just.” Butit is said that he must getit at 


Lick 


tration of the statement 
be 


fos 


+ 
~ 
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prices reasonable and just. What is the effect if a price is named 

to him which he thinks is above that which is reasonable? Is he 

authorized in this bill to reject it? We have no alternative—— 
Mr. SPOONER. What would happen if he did reject it? 
Mr. BACON. 

stays. That isexactly the point Iam after. 


Y 


a pr 


I say that in making 
vision of that kind we have surrendered all possible control 
over the prices which shall be asked, and it is simply a question 
as to how much they will exact. If we had a provision here such 
as was in the act of 1900,.then, even if we went forward and paid 
the prices, there would be that restricting influence which would 
be in the hands of the Secretary to bring the se people to the proper 
ficure. And if it did not have that influence we would only con- 
tinue to submit to unr » prices during the time which 
would intervene until the Government could erect a plant toman- 
ufacture armor. 

I shi ill yote for the amendment offered by the 
Colorado if I have the 
she wld be the 
pound of armor plate. to be in a positi m to make it if proper prices 
are not granted by those who now have the exclusive power and 
opportunity. 

Now, I wish to ask the Senator from Maine one question, simply 
for information. I do not know how to regard it. I have he re a 
compilation of the annual naval appropriation laws from 1883 to 
i903. I find in each act a certain amount appropriated, and Iam 


saSONa ible 


Senator from 
ypportunity to do so, because I believe it 


the total a; ate amount named in these various acts is the 
amount hick h me been appropriated, or whether it is true that 
in some instances the appropriations were not used and were coy- 
ck into the Treasury, and for that reason the appropriation 
be again made. I am unable to tell, and I should like to 

iow for my own information which is the case. 

r. HALE. There may have been cases where comparatively 
small amounts have been turned in, but, generally speaking, the 
appropriations found in those different acts are the amounts 
which have been expended inafter years by the Department upon 
those The turning into the Treasury does not cut very 
much figure. 

Mr. BACON. That being the case, I wish to read in this con- 
nection the appropriations which we have made for armor. I 
will state that in the last appropriation bill I think it covered 
armor and armament, but in previous ones, certainly in most, 
if not all, the appropriations are for armor only, 

In 1897 the appropriation for armor was $2,407,500; 
$7,162,800; in 1899, $4,000,000; in 1900, $4,000,000; 


Ships. 


in 1898, 
in 1901, $4,- 


000,000; in 1902, $9,000,000; in 1903, $10,000,000. and the present bill | 


ries $12,000,000. Iwas uncertain whether those were each inde- 
nt appropriations or whether there were some appropria- 
ns not used, which had been covered in and ag 


HALE. 


Mr. 


ir. BACON. 
by the Senator from Colorado that I said the present pro- 


I beg the Senator’s pardon foramoment. Iam 
ion is for armor alone. 

r armor and armor plate. 

Mr. HALE. The large increase has come, as the Senator can 
‘readily see, 
years that we have been confronted with an exceedingly large 
programme each year. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. HALE. 
will be larger than this year, because the programme last year 
was exceedingly large, and the 
to carry it out will, as I said in the remarks I made in presenting 
this bill, be more the second year than the first. After that they 
begin to dwindle, and if we do not keep on with a very great pro- 
eramme they will gradually wind themselves up, so that there 
W iN not be these very large appropriations for continuing work. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. But that is why the figures the Senator read show 
so very large sly in the last two or three e years. 

. BACON. Undoubtedly. I appreciate the fact. 
. President, I desire to say one word, in reply to the Senator 
from California, as to whether or not these are reasonable prices. 


I certainly did not mean that. 


When I call attention to the fact that a ton of steel costing $17 is | 


by proc sses purely of manipulation—of course there are some 
face hardenings, ete., which might be classified otherwise, but 
w th that exception it is nothing in the wide world but shaping 
the iron—converted into a plate ‘the size of the desk at which the 
- rks sit. and the $17 of material is converted into the neighbor- 
hood of $500 in value, it seems to carry a great deal with it in the 
way of conclusion as to whether or not that is a reasonable price; 


but still such a presentation might be regarded as the statement | 


of one who knows nothing about it. 
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Of course the ships would rust and rot on the | 


policy of this Government, if it did not make a | 
| louder than words. 


| for the harveyized process. 
| ships for the Government. 





| and faithfully. 


| the vessel. 


| steel, by 
yain appropria- | 


The large increase, and of course the Senator | 


It is | 


from the fact that it is only within the last very few | gia, associated with capitalists, build works and furnish this G 


| ernment twenty or thirty thousand tons of armor plate per annu 





The appropriations next year for this kind of work | 


appropriation that will be needed | 
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But what I wish to call attention to, in answer to the Senator 
from California as to whether or not this is a proper price, is the 
testimony read here to-day from Mr. Cramp. Does anybody con- 
tend that Mr. Cramp does not know what he is talking abou 
Does anybody doubt that Mr. Cramp knows the value of tl 
process and whether it is true that the conversion of steel at ¢ 
a ton into $450 or $500 steel allows a reasonable profit? 

Does any ‘body doubt whether Mr. Cramp knowsit or not? And 


| yet what does Mr. Cramp say; and I will put what he says agains 
| all that may be done by other governments in payment for si) 
| lar armor? 


Mr. Cramp says that if you will let him have +) 
profit on the armor plate made by the manufacturers of ar: 


| out of the Government he will furnish the shipat cost and cha: 
| no profit. 


Who.is to answer that statement; and whois to dou) 
after that statement, that the price is exorbitant and ext 
tionate unless you can convict Mr. Cramp of insincerity when he 
makes it? 

Mr. PERKINS. As the question is propounded to me 
measure, I should like to answer it by saying that actions speak 
Mr. Cramp has the privilege of taking a 
contract to manufacture armor plate—no one has any exclusive 
right or copyright upon it—if he pays the royalty to Kr upp or 
Mr. Cramp has built a great mar 
We have paid that firm, throug! 
votes of my friend from Georgia and myself and others, a lar; 


\ 


| bonus for increasing the speed of ships which he has built for t 
unable to determine from the phraseology of these acts whether | 


Government under contract. He has performed the work w 
I have no criticism whatever to make. But 
when Mr. Cramp comes here and says. ‘‘I can do so and so { 
such a price,’’ why does he not doit? Hecanhave the profit up 


I want to ask my friend, as he dwells with such emphasis 1) 


| the large amount we appropriate for the armor plate of 
| ships, if he can tell me the number of tons that a battle ship 


of this harveyized armor? 
Mr. BACON. Icannot. I possibly might have done so why 
I was on the Naval Committee, but my attention is not now 


| such matters, and I do not recall. 


Mr. PERKINS. The armor on the Kentucky amounts to 2.83) 


| tons; on the Oregon, to 2,766 tons; on the first-class cruiser /' 


nessee, to 2,190 tons; on the second-class cruiser Marylaic, 
1,908 tons. If we build these vessels and are to make them avy: 
able, we must have the armor plate to protect them. It is t! 


| fore necessary that we should make this appropriation for th 
| millions of dollars. 


Iam not setting up my judgment against that of experts 
the question was asked by my friend why the $17 a ton ingot o! 
a little manipulation, by running it through the furm 
and the rolling mill, is sold for $400. He stated $500, but w: 
not paid to exceed four hundred or four hundred and twent) 
lars for Krupp and four hundred for the harveyized. I may 
that same ingot of steel, selling for $18 a ton, when manufactu 
into knife blades and razors would be worth $5,000 a ton. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. PERKINS. Manufactured into watch springs it would 
worth $20,000 a ton. 

But that does not apply to this case. 


The question here is w! 
will private capital do? 


Will my friend the Senator from G 


That is business, and that is what we have been trying to do. 
was true when he was on the committee. 

I have said what I have about this matterin justice tothe Na\ 
Department. It requires no defense. Compare the price we pi) 
with the price Great Britain is paying the great Armstrong Mia 
ufacturing Company. They pay £107 for the harveyized stev! 


| and £117 per ton for the Krupp steel. 


Mr. BACON. I hope when the Senator makes a point he wil! 
permit me to answer it, and then make another. I can n 
answer a dozen at one time. 

Mr. PERKINS. I thought the Senator was through. 
dressed his question to me. We have the same object in view. 
We want to do the best we can for our Government, for we are 
stockholders in this great Government. 

As I have stated before, we devoted days and weeks and months 
to investigating this question. With the mere building of 4 
$4,000,000 plant, you have just commenced your work. You 
have to have $2,000,000 worth of iron and steel on hand before 


He ad 


| you commence your work. 


We can manufacture some kind of materials, where we have our 

navy-yards and have our gun factories, as cheaply, perhaps, and 
more cheaply even than private concerns; but the manufacture 
of armor plate is a specialty in itself, and, as I stated before, only 
about 34 per cent of each ingot of ‘steel is used for the armor 
plate. Actual experience has ‘demonstrated that it will not stand 
the ballistic test if they use the whole ingot of steel. That is one 

















which brought the Navy Department to the determination | 


99 


wy 


he price of $400 per ton of 
} do and just and fair. 

BAC ‘ON. Of course, Mr. President, it is no answer t 
nent to say that because a ton of steel wo ahaa up into watch 
rs is worth a fabulous sum, therefore a ton of steel the size 

desk, when put into different shape, is worth some twenty- 
- thirty times what it was in the originalshape. That is the 
that without a change in the character of the material 
to hardening, simply ] 


40 pounds for this armor is 


putting it into a different 
making large plates of it, it is made by these manufacturers 
, its value from twenty-five to thirty times over. I say 
position ae because a ton of 1, when worl ed int 


] sveel, 


as face 


as 


es, is of fabulous value, can not be used as an argu- 
to sonialin the proposition that the iron, when put into 
it shape, is worth twenty-five to thirty times as much as 

s in the original shape. 
to Mr. Cramp’s proposition, the Senator seeks to get away 


t , vy 
Lit Uu 


le Mr. Cramp 
hes to do so. 


amount 3 Of 


pon the state ment that if it is so profital 
: way open to him to put up a plant if he wis 
argument, for this reason: It takes a la 
y, several mil! ion dollars, to build one of these plants, and 
Mr. Cramp could command that amount of money without 
rouble, he does not desire to put up a plant at that cost 
h would simply put him into ruinous competition with some- 
else who, by reason of the fact that they 


s 4 re 
is no rge ; 





poly for fifteen years, have already paid for their plant and 
i undersell anybody and drive anybody out of the business 


bankruptcy who attempted to compete with them, but 
long as they have no competition, can thus exact from 
vernment a profit of this immense amount, as stated by 
Cramp—so great that he, a shipbuilder, knowing all about 
’ building, and doubtless knowing just as much about armor 
», says that if he could make the profit on the armor plate 

is put upon the ship he woul 1 agree to make the ship for 
( rnment Ww ithout s cent of profit. 


SO 


1 
the 





Mr. President, I am not, as the Senator from California might 
m to imply, proposing to refuse to give this money for the 


10T plat 
ut what 


We are in a position where we are compelled to do 
Iam contending foris that we should get intoa 


I n where we will not be compelled to do it hereafter. 
m very much impressed, as I stated the other da y,¥ with the 
on of the Senator from Maine that we ought, as we have 
» to this immense expense oe 1e building of war vessels, to 


: to the construction of ships which, while th eir efficien 
f ing power shall not be impaired, shall be of less c« st. 
The Senator from Maine says that a ship of a c: reali class— 
rgotten the type he mentioned—can be constructed for 
\),000, which, while it may not be so luxurious in its appoint- 


cy an 


5, Will have all the fighti ing qualities of the ship which by 
bill is to cost $8,000,000. Ido hope the time is at hand, if we 
not do it in this bill, when in the future we will recognize 

the immense amount, the fabulou s amount, that is now being ex- 

1 upon our naval construction, and th: ut attention will 

en most closely to the suggestion of the Senator from Maine 
» far as we can without impairing the fighting qualities, 
we 1 ‘Il endeavor to decrease the cost of the ships. 
l e is one a which brings to my mind a greater reali: 
of the et + battle ship than anything else that has been 
s vd, We on know the magnificent building across the 
tol grounds, the Congressional Library, upon which this 





vernment SI ared not a dollar to construct the most magnificent 
ling kind in the whole world. It covers four a 
is a great palace worthy of the thrice aoe 
for wh ich it was designed. It is a triun ph es 
is a triumph in decoration; it is a triump yh in eve oa - 
which makes it the admiration not only of this country, 
f all foreigners who come here; and yet it is a fact that that 
icent building, the triumph of art, the subject of lavish 
stinted expenditure, this pride of the count on not cost 
nuch as one battle ship, which one ball may to the bot 
tom of the ocean. 
. nly so, but it did not cost as much as the battle ship con- 
ten pl ted by the Senator from Maine—the $5,000,000 battl hip— 
, f I correctly recollect the cost of the Libr: ary it was something 
ul te r 85.000.000. 
. CULLOM. Six million dollars. 
HALE. About six million. 
= BACON. Very well. I stand corrected as to that It cer- 
ly did not cost as much as the battle ship provided for in this 
by $2,000,000. 
We look at 


re 


7 
al 


ry 


send 


a shi 


ss 


~s 


Lin 
il) 


pad 


figures upon a@ paper and we see § 
$8,600,000 and a a d million dollars and we hardly have any 
re ailzation hat it means, but there is an object lesson for 
all men t Nnaies ‘ - and realize that that great Library, upon which 
th re was no stint of expenditure, did not cost within $2,000,000 
of what the one battle ship provided for in this bill will cost. 


ot 
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Mr. President, much asI regret and deprecate tl ? 3 
expenditure, I am going to vote for this bill. I intend to 1 r 
it because we are put in a position where we can 1 do « - 
wise. Ifit were an original proposition and our si 18 
Far East were different, I would seek to ha lown, 
so far as I might have any influence toa 1} But 
the ships which have already been prov l . 
cessities growing out of our possession of the Ph } 
constructed and the armor must be provided, } 
of any value that this debate can accomplis , 
d priation, but is in bringing | to ( 
an of the United States the 1 1 t] ) 
ali 10,000,000 for the pri z I 
pir and that in the inc1 1 size of our Navy ma 
tl vy and in the expense of Army and Navy red unt 
of t] Philippines w re to s} i from ’ l 
millions of dollars a year, and, further, in im u 
gress the great necessity of bringing fut upprop n 
the lowest practicable limit. 

| Sir, take the army bill of seventy-odd million d 3 
naval : ill « yf ninety-odd million dollars, making about 1 
and s nty million dollars for this year, and let ! 

cal ulate what is the amount of money which t I le of a 
single State pay as their part of that enormous bill f ? 
| and navyestablishment. If I am not mistaken in the calcul : 
he will be safe in doubling the population of his State, and w 8 

| has doubled it he will find about the number of dollars t] 3 
Stat is paying toward this army bill and th I ll. The State 
of Georgia and the State of Iowa each has about two and one f 
millions of inhabitants. Upon this navy billand thearm) r 

| the year which is to follow the people of Iowa will p: it 
$5,000,000, and upon these same two bills for this year the peo] 
of Georgia will also pay about $5,000,000. 

And a State which has 4,000,000 inhabitants will 1 lf pay- 
ing about $8,000,000 of this money. And so { ple of 
other States according to population. Federal taxa is paid 
on consumption of the px ople, and the amount gotten f 
people of each State is about in the proportion of | l. 
We get our money for the Government in a way that our people 
do not realize that they are paying it, but it is all nd 
or think for a moment that it does not come out of th rf 
the people just as certainly as if a man put his hand i1 t 
and took out the dollars. The money spent by the G 
does not drop from the skies. Itis not given to us. | t 
found by the roadside. It is the product of the ] I il 
of the people of this country, and we are just that much poorer 
when that money is paid. 

| If that be not true, why should there bea ‘ f 
economy in the public exp nditure? If the 7 the 
money spent by the Government, why should w 
money Wwe apptopriate here? The safeguard again 
travagance and waste is the realization t \ y 
furnish the money that the Government spend . 

Mr. Presid nt, I am sure tl is no one in this 1 ) 

re impressed with the necessity and the import 

hich I have endeavored to expr tl ] 

from Maine. "7 here is no pena \ ] ) 
( the confidenc of the Senate and « the « 
personal conservatism and good judgment, and I} t 
the futute there will be an earnest effort upon tl 
Senat r himself and of the honorabl 
presides to see to it that no such expenditure for 1 l 
tice shall bs had in the future as we have 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, to sa 
tw yin respect to this amendment ipted 
Colorado {Mr. PatTerson] during l 
that as I understood the purport 1 A 
which appropriates for armor and armament, it is1 
to apply to the appropriation bill now under consideration. A : 

wards, in commenting upon what I stated, | i that the § 
tary of the Navy would be guilty of a palpable viol: ( 
law if jhe used any portion of this money for ( p 

“ d n that of construction under this bill. 

I can have the attention of the Senator from Col I 

thin k I can show him that this provision fo1 mor! 

| ment does not only apply it apy 

| that are now under consi at if ! 

| less than a general ap] ) 1 nd 
armament. 

| In the first place, it would be folly to put ) 

pending bill if it was intended to pply « ) i 
by this bi ill. It has been stated her d I nd it 
is well known to us all, that, es] uly re i 
requires four or five years for their comp! n 

| the armored cruisers, they require two or three years f 
tion. a yet, under the construction put upon this 1 

by the Senator from Colorado, here is $12,00( 000 for armor and 
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armament, and only armor and armament for the ships provided 
for in this bill. There is only one battle ship provided for in this 


about $3,000,000. The armor and armament for the cruisers will 
cost less than $1,000,000 apiece. And yet the Senator from Colo- 
rado tells us that not one cent of this money can be used except 
for the ships authorized in this bill. 

[ want the Senator to understand that these bills are not con- 
structed upon that idea at all. They are constructed with refer- 
ence not only to the ships which are authorized in the bill, but as 
to ships which have been hitherto authorized and are in the course 
of construction. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. ALLISON. [I yield. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I want tosay to the Senator 
from Iowa that, if I recall the details of the cost of the different 
parts of battle ships and armored cruisers, the armor for the 
battle ships and armored cruisers costs about the same—there is 
very little difference—and that the cost of the armor for each is 
but a small amount under $2,000,000. The armor alone for the 
three vessels which are to be armored will cost in the neighbor- 
hood of $6,000,000. How much the armament will cost I do not 
know. Ihave not informed myself as to what is the cost of those 
great guns and other guns, but I would assume that they would 
cost about the same amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I understand that the expendi- | 
ture for the armor and armament of those great ships represents 
about 40 per cent of the total cost of construction. In his elabo- 
rate and most excellent discussion of this question, for which I | 
as one Senator want to thank the Senator from Maine | Mr. Har] 
for giving us all the information in detail with respect to the pres- 
ent condition of our Navy, the Senator stated that one of these 
16,000-ton battle ships would cost, in round numbers, about | 
$7,750,000. 

Then there is appropriated in this bill for the construction of 
hulls, outfits, and machinery of vessels, etc., $19.826,860. Is it 
possible that the construction and machinery of those ships an- 
thorized in this bill will cost, in round numbers, $19,000,000? And 
yet, if the construction which the Senator from Colorado | Mr. 
PATTERSON] puts upon those paragraphs taken together, or if 
even the construction put upon these paragraphs by the Senator | 








from Georgia | Mr. BACON] were proper, it means that we have ap- | 
propriated here, in round numbers, $31,000,000 for the building of 
one battle ship, two cruisers, and some torpedo boats. I do not 
for one want it to go out unchallenged that we have made these | 
extraordinary appropriations for those purposes in this bill. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the fact is that for the 
battle ships and the armored cruisers, for the hull and machinery, 
for everything except armor and armament, there is appropriated 
$4,400,000 each. The rest of the $8,000,000, which will amount to 
$3,600,000 for each, must be paid for the armor and armament. 

Mr. ALLISON. We shall see about that. I call attention to 
the first paragraph here of the appropriation: 

To carry out the purpose aforesaid 

Thatis, the construction of the ships which we have authorized— 
the sum of $850,000 is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 

That relates to the submarine torpedo boats, etc., which are pro- 
vided for here. Then comes this item: 

Construction and machinery: On account of the hulls, outfits, and machin- 
ery of vessels, and steam machinery of vessels heretofore authorized 

Which of course relates not to this bill but to other bills—there 
is appropriated— 


S19. 826,260 
> A), ° 


The next provision is on page 76, line 15. 


Armor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domestic 
manufacture for the vessels authorized, $12,000,000. 


My contention is—and I think it is susceptible of absolute dem- 


onstration—that this phraseology applies not only to the ships | 


here n authorized, but also to the ships. heretofore authorized. 
Otherwise the appropriation is largely beyond what is needed; 
and not only largely beyond what is needed, but it is an appro- 


priation for armor and armament four or five years—certainly at | 


least three years—before the appropriation can be used in any way. 
Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 


Mr. BACON. I call his attention to the provision in the law | 
of March 3, 1903, which I have before me, in which there is simi- | 


lar language, which I shall now read to the Senator. 


Mr. ALLISON. I have the act before me and was about to call 


attention to it. 

Mr. BACON. Under the head of ‘‘Construction and ma- 
chinery "’ there is this language: 

Construction and machinery: On account of the hulls and outfits of vessels 
and steam machinery of vessels heretofore authorized, $15,025,632. 





If I understand the Senator correctly, his proposition i that 
that appropriation is intended to cover the amount of expenditure 
bill. The armor and armament for that battle ship will cost | which will be anticipated for that particular year on the ships 
then under construction. Am I right in that? 


Mr. ALLISON. 


On all of the ships under construction. 
Mr. BACON. In other words, that that expenditure is not iy 


tended for the particular ships authorized in this bill, but it is for 


the expenditure which it is anticipated will be required in t] 


progress of construction of that year, the next sentence, under 
the head of ‘‘Armor and armament,”’’ using this language: 


Toward the armament and armor, of domestic manufacture, for the 
sels authorized, $10,000,000. 


The Senator understands that also to make provision for th, 


appropriation for the amount which the armor and armame: 


required for that year will cost? 
For the amount necessary for all naval pur- 
poses respecting armor and armament expended or to be expended 


Mr. ALLISON. 


during the year. 


Mr. BACON. Yes. 


Mr. ALLISON. 


That is exactly what this bill provides for. 
do not know why the phraseology was changed. 


I 


, 
U 


i 


Hitherto, until 


last year, the bill provided not only for the ships heretofore author- 


ized, but for the ships herein authorized. 
back—I have the statutes before me—the laws making the appr 
priations provided for expenditures under several laws [naming 


them}. 


Mr. BACON. That is true. 


ing the years]. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


Then, going furt! 


I have several of them here [nan 


Yes; and now for convenience in phraseology 
there is no doubt but that the language employed here is th« 
language; that is, for all ships authorized, armor and armament, 
so many million dollars are appropriated. 

In order that there may be no mistake about it, let us go ba 


, to the law of 1902, which I have here, wherein we authoriz 


were intended to cover the estimates of expenditure. The 


cism I make on the observation of the Senator from Colorado is t 


i 
4 


These appropriati 


| construction of several ships and the appropriation was 0: 
$4,000,000; another year it was $7,000,000. 


L- 


he insists that this money can not be used except for the purposes 
authorized in this bill. 

I object to the statement going to the country, as a matter 
fact. that there could be no armor and no armament purchased (ur 


| ing this fiscal year for ships already in the course of constru: 
| for if those ships in the course of construction have not h 
| sufficient amount appropriated to finish their armament, and 1 
they do not get it here, they do not get it at all. So I obje 
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado diverting tliis : 


propriation from its purpose and intent, which is to allow 


ships now under construction to be carried forward, and no 


stop their construction and use $4,090,000 of this $12,000,000 
the purpose of building an armor plant. If the Senator 


We did not then interfere with the construction of ships alr 
contracted for, but we provided that there should be appropria 


for the building of anarmor plant the sum of $4,090,000. 
vided for it in 1900. I remember very well—and I shall on! 


| cupy a moment to state my recollection of that transaction 
we had a debate here, both in 1900 and in 1899, which lasi 
many days, under the leadership of an active member of this }> 
| who is not now here—Senator Chandler. There was put uj] 
naval appropriation bill in 1899 a limitation that the Secret 


than $300 a ton. 


Mr. BACON. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. BACON. 


I have the act before me. 


Certainly. 


case limit the amount to be paid for armor to $300 a ton. 


| by contract armor of the best quality for any or all vessels above 1 


to, provided such contracts can be made at a price which in his judg: 
reasonable and equitable; but in case he is unable to make contr: 


We 


the Navy should not contract for armor plate ata price hi 
The provision was added to the approp:: 
for building an armor plant. 

I hope the Senator will permit me to correct ! 


| Colorado wants to accomplish his purpose—and I do not int 
| to argue that question now—of building a Government plant | 
| armor construction, let him do as we did in 1900 and alsoin | 


armor under the above conditions, he is hereby authorized and direc! 


| procure a site for and to erect thereon a factory for the manufacture 
armor, and the sum of $4,000,000 is hereby appropriated toward the erecUot 


of said factory. 


| fore. 


appropriations for the fiscal year 1900. I will read it. 


| Mr. PATTERSON. 


| him? 


It did not in t! 


act is found in Senate Document No. 100, which I have here, 
| page 332. The proviso is as follows: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to pro 


} 


¢ 


al 


I simply interrupted the Senator to show that in that year there 
was not a limitation of $300 per ton; but there was the year be- 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator and I have different years in view. 
I have before me the law of March 8, 1899, which contained the 


Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
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fr. BACON. I misunderstood the law to which the Senator 


referred. 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PATTERSON. lIinfer from what the Senator from Iowa 
has said that if my amendment was in different shape, if it was | 
<o framed as not to impinge wpon the $12,000,000 appropriate d, 


armor-plate factory by the Government of the United States. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President- 


Mr. PATTERSON. I was going to say. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will not infer from any- 
thing I have said that I propose in advance to say what particular 
amendment I shall vote for. I only stated to the Senator that I 
would not discuss that question, and I was endeavoring to speak 
historically on the subject of the statutes having reference to this 
subject. So it is not necessary for the Senator to spend much 
time on that matter. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 





I was going to say that it will gratify me 


if the Senator from Iowa will induce the Senator from Maine not 
to make a point of order against the amendment I offered, and I | 


will substitute the following: 


But in case he i is unable to make contracts for armor under the above con- 
tions, he is hereby authorized and directed to procurea site for and to erect 

reon a factory for the manufacture of armor, and the sum of $4,000,000 is 
sreby appropriated toward the erection of said factory. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will consent to take a vote on that 
amendment now, and the Senate will consent, I shall not make 
the point of order against it. I will risk it with the Senate. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator may change his amendment as he 

roposes, and I shall not make the point of order if we can have a 
vote upon it at once. 
Mr. PATTERSON. That would be rather unceremoniously 
posing of the Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. HALE. I will leave that to his discretion. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iwill exercise it by finishing my observations. 
[ Laughter. ] 

I only wanted to call attention to this particular subject, so that 
the Senator from Colorado, who is usually accurate, will not be 
misled. I want to say one other thing, as we are about to have 
a vote, which, I understand, is to take place whe n I have com- 
pleted my remarks. 

Mr. HALE. I hope so. 

Mr. ALLISON. The next year—and I only want to speak of 
h story as it existed at the time—we came back here and hada 
new struggle on the question of armor plate. 

While Mr. Herbert wi as Secretary of the Navy—and I have 
some recollection about the subject, because the naval appropria- 
tion bill was then in the hands of the Committee on Appropria- 


tions—Mr. Herbert stated that he was willing to pay $400 per ton 
for armor plate. It was after the de bates on that question that 
discretion was given the then Secretary of the Navy in 1900, who 


was Mr. Long. 

I want to say just a few words more on this subject. I have 
been confused somewhat, as other Senators have been confused 
perhaps, as to the present situation of the Navy. I listened most 
ittentively and most carefully to the Senator from , who 
gave us the information we all needed upon that subject: but be- 


fore hearing him I had made a request of the Secretary of the 


ee 
siaine 


Navy for information in regard to two matters which troubled 
mein the examination of these reports. The first was how many 


vessels had been completed since 1884, when the new Navy was 
begun, and how many were in course of completion, the cost of 
those completN1, and the cost of those still uncompleted, includ- 
ing armor and armament. I received from the Secretary of the 
Navy areply upon that subject. I shall not stop to read it; but 
I ask that it may be printed as part of my remarks. 






The PRESIDENT protempore. Inthe absence of objection, it 
L . 
will be so ordered. 
7 > . “ be 
The letter referred to is as follows 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, March 4, 1 
_Srr: Replying to your telegram of the 27th ultimo, requesting to be fur- 
nished the aggregate contract price of all completed vessels from 1883 t t, 
including armor and armament; also contract price of all vessels in process of 
construction, including armor and armament; also what vessels heretofore 
authorized have not yet been contracted for, and the authorized contract 


including 

withac »py of a 
ntsc ontaining the desired data. 
The only vessels authorized and not yet contracted for, except_those built 
or building by ro Government, are gunboat No. 16, authorized by act of 
May 4, 1898, with a limit of cost of $260,000, and submarine torpedo boats au- 
thorized by act of March 3, 1908, with a limit of cost of $500,000. 

Very respectfully, 


armor and armament, I have the honor to inclose 


— of same, 
statement prepared by the Bureau of Supplies and A 


] rT 
co 


W. H. Moopy, Secretary. 
Hon. W. B. ALLISON, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 


United States Senate, 


. would Pe favor the construction and ownership of an | 































































STATEMENT SHOWING 





AGGREGATE CONTRACT PRICE OF ALL COMPLETED 
j VESSELS FROM 1883 TO 1904, INCLUDING COST OF ARMOR AND ARMAMENT; 
| ALSO CONTRACT PRICE OF ALL VESSELS IN PROCESS OF CONSTRUCTION, 
| WITH ESTIMATED COST OF ARMOR AND ARMAMENT. 
| Completed vessels. 
Contract price for hull and m a thinery of vessels built vontract.. $75,326,002 
Amount authorized for vessels built by the G Ot 
86. 462.566 
Cost of armor and armament of completed vessels-................ 37, 98D, 027 
OGRE oscsanteenckcda - 124 93 
Uncompleted 
Contract price for hull and machinery of vessels in pr of 
struction by contract . OK 1016 
Amount authorized for vessels being built by the Govern: t > O00 
95, 376 
Estimated —_ of armor and armam f uncompleted vessels 
as furnished by the Bureau of Ordr 18, 709 
} 
NE, cain ata Cio cade iat ainda wenn cakes i 93, 324, 725 
| 124, 447,593 
2,318 
| H. T. B. HARRIS 
Paymaster-G eral United Stat Vavy 
SUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS, 
March 3 

ALLISON. Having made that examination, I saw per- 
fectly well that this appropriation must apply, in the very nature 
of things, to work now under construction ind not to work to be 
constructed hereafter. 

Mr. BACON. I want to say that I think the Senator is emi- 
nently correct in that position. 

ALLISON. Therefore, I made the point upon the Senaté 
from Colorado as respects his construction of these partic an 
statutes. 

[ want to apologize for taking the time of the Senator from 


Maine or of the Senate in discussing this ques I ] 
tention to do so, and I should not have done so had not 
tor from Colorado placed what I consider a very errons 
struction upon those statutes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment offered by the 


tic 
LlOn. 


d no in- 


} 
Lhe se 
x 





us Cc 


thy 


ull 


ison »amend- 


PATTERSON |. 


The question 
Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I am not willing to let the 
matter rest where it is with refere = e to what the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has just said, because I read the entire sev- 
enty-sixth page of the bill before making the criticisms I did, and 
it was by reason of the difference in the langu 1 in 


the first paragraph read by the S 
that I concluded that th 


nator from 


e $12. 





~.0U0.000 Were ap] he 

vessels provided for in this bill. There is a1 ter- 
ence in the language. The first paragraph says 

Construction and machinery: On account of the! it, a I 
ery of vessels, and steam machinery of vessels re 
$19,826,860. 

The next paragraph makes no reference to vessels ‘‘ heretofore 
nddindona? and, in my opinion, it would not be a forced n- 


struction, but a natural constr 


. : } ? 7 ++ . + 
ruction, to hold that it ref¢ 


the vessels provided for by the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It reads: 

Armor and armament: Towar irman tand 
ufacture for th vesseis author 


fore authorized, but— 


uth 


Not heret 


for the 


esse! 


HALI 


sa 


ized, $12,000,000 


It does not need to say “ heretofore authorized” 





sec aerabeucieniiea oe ties past, n hez a ed 
which would confine the appropriation to this bill, but it says 
‘authorized,”’ and therefore includes both. 

Mr. P ATTERSON. Mr. President. if you have got to supply 
words, it is more natural to supply the words “‘ her provid 
for’’ than it is to supply the wi is here re provi ed fo 
You must supply words to give it either the one or the other 
struction. 

Mr. SPOONER. The language evid \ eans ‘‘a 1 
by law.” 

Mr. PATTERSON. It does not say “‘ aut J 
says: 

Armor and armament: Toward thearmament ul 
ufacture for the vessels authorized, $12,000,000 

But I can well understand, Mr. President, how the Secre of 
the Navy would be justified in putting the construction upon i 


ym lowa |Mr. ALLISON], and I 
fere with the proper appr 


contended for by the Senat 
have no desire in the least 


r fr 


to inter 


ypria- 
kt bt i 
tions for the armor for vessels already under way. 
I will take advantage of the suggestion of the Senator from 
| Maine [Mr. Hae] to substitute the following language for the 


| language of the amendment which I sent to the desk and which 


ore 


rwe 


2 


read. After the provision of the bill which | 


‘of the Navy 


li+ 


is her os by authorized to procure by contract 
y for any all vessels herein author 
nt is just and we asonable. 
to insert on following: 
he 


{ual 


zed at such | 


ise 16 above con- 
site for and to erect 


» sui of $4,000,000 is 


; unable to make contracts for armor under tl 
—— dand directed to procure a 
cture of armor, and tl 


ow ard the erect m of said fac tory. 


t is clearly subject to a point of order, but, as 
will not makeit. I move to lay the amend- 


ppr 


t. 1 AL E. 


1a y 


arn 


INT pro tempore. Is this a modification of the 
‘tofore offered by the Senator from Colorado? 
SRSON. It is a substitute for it. 
DENT protempore. Thequestion is on the motion | 
ni ti or from Maine | Mr. Hate] to lay the amendment of 
ator from Colorado |Mr. PATTERSON] on the table. 


» mW 
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| any for some time; 


MARCH 


at $400 a ton, when we are receiving the very best quality of 


| armor now from one of the companies contracting to supply it at 
| $2 per ton less. 


Mr. HALE. There is where the Senator is wrong. If we live 


| long enough to come here next year, we shall find that the Mis i- 


vale C ompany’s bid was unadvised; that they have not a | 
that they can not make it; 
on the other companies. 
them, they 


lan ts 
and we are likely to be throw n bac 
Instead of our receiving any armor fron 
have not delivered any, and are not likely to deliv: 
and it will involve us in a lawsuit or a claim 
with t the contractor. The Secretary bas tried all that. I wis! 
the Senator, before he began, had read what the Secretary s: 
Secret ary Moody said: 

We are getting armor plate cheaper than any country. The plate is sa 
factory in quality, and the deliver ies have now commenced to besatisfact 
in point of time. The situation, it seems to me, is a satisfactory one 

That is the basis on which this bill goes. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, Mr. President, the contract was giver 


’ 
k 
n 
r 


l 


uid, 





h rh was agreed to. 
* PATTERSON. 1 offer an amendment to follow the words | 
and reasonable,’’ the last words of the bill. 
PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
RETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill 
llowing proviso: 
er," the Secretary of the Navy shall not pay more than 
Ir. HALE. 
,, PATTI 
ts in connect 
ject of the 
r ton, 
Lf ‘ 


I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
RSON. Mr. President, I desire to occupy a few 
ion with the amendment. 
amendment is to limit the cost of the armor 


1 
»OD 


Or I 


< 
Les O 


n th eee of Admiral O’Neil before the Naval 
f the House on the 7thof January of this year. The 
y ing questions were asked: 


+ 


yrnit 
hit 


is the siti 


ral O°N 


iation as to armor an d armament? 

NEIL. The situation is that the armor cont sare getting on 
ell. Armor is be ing produced with great rz idly. I suppose that 
ilehem Steel Company alone will get o ut four or five million dollars’ 
ofarmor in twelve months. It is making an immense amount. 
BUTLER. Are they fully up with their conds ract? 
iral O’NEtIu. Yes, sir. 

DAYTON. How about the Carnegie people? 
iiral O°NELL. It is also d loing very well. They have just 
ment of their armor plant, and it is very satisfactory. I 
ida new bidder recently—the Midvale Steel Company, of Philade 
rgesits first plate to-day. They only got thecontract two monthsag« 
» CHAIRMAN. How much of a contract was it? 
iral O'NEIL. About 6,000 tons. 
HAIRMAN. Part of a contract; or did they get it all? 
11 O NEIL. There were 16,000 tons advertised for, and the Mid: 
was given 6,000 tons, and 5,000 tons each were awarded to th: 
i Bethlehem companies. 
RixEY. How much was their bid? 
ral O’Nem. The Carne: and Bethlehem companies get tl 
that is, $453.07 per ton—which included a royalty of $33.07 :per ton. 

RrxEY. How much is the Midvale Company paid? 

ral O’NgIL. Three hundred and ninety-eight dollars a ton for the 

grade, 

Ris x“Y. For the 
nil al O'NEIL. 
ng ground. 

Bu TLER. They a ) not take 

\iral O’NEIL. That is, 

e Government as awh 
made by the Carnegie and Bi 
the case of the Midvale Com 


iargs 


( 
mire 


ny 


rie e old 


ya 


ame class of armor? 
Yes, sir; that is, they guarantee 


site « 
U f 


he same result 


into account the royalties? 
luding royalties. I am spe 


ex 


aking of wha 
le °y 


. We pay the royé alties in the 

sthlehe m companies, but do not pax Yoy alty 
pany, which makes a difference of $55.07 a ton to 
the Gov ‘rnment, as the Midvale bi 1 was $22 a ton less, aside from the que S- 


tion of alty. 

Now, th 1en, with reference to the question of royalty The Se 
ator from California [Mr. PERKINS] suggested that because the 
bid of the Midvale Steel Company did not include royalty at some 
time in the future the United States may be called — to pay 
the royalty on the armor manufactured by the Midvale he 
I take the following from the statement of Adi vient Oo’ Nes il 


It will bo seen from tho foregoing that no other company has yet 
nished any armor plate, but that 1n December last a contract was made \ 
the Midvale Steel Company for about 6,000 tons of armor, the price ft 
best quality being _ a ton, as against § 07, including royalty, for art 

*similar class to be supplied by the Be her n and Carne; ompanies. 
‘ase of the Midvale contracts the company itself assumes responsibil ty 

r any royalties that may accrue. 

Now, Mr. President, I submit that if the Midvale Company, a 
responsible company that has already commenced the mannfac- 
ture of armor under this contract of last year, will furnish the 
best of armor for $398 a ton, and will itself take care of the roy- 
alties, if any are to be paid, there is no reason why tke limit that 
is put upon the pric e of armor should not be $400a ton, or $2 more 

than the Midvale Company calls for. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no limitation in the bill? 

Mr. PATTERSON. There is no limitation whatever 


case of 


in 


SO 


any. 


+7 
j 
1 


Posy. 
th 
the 
or 


+ 


“sk 


in the bill. 


I submit, Mr. President, that in view of the fact that steel of | 


all kinds ‘nas lessened in price during the past year, since this 
contract was entered into, and labor is less, no injustice whatever 
is done to those who produce armor for our battle ships and our 
cruisers by limiting the amount that is to be paid for the armor 


| out the armor under the contract, 
| was satisfied with the progress that was being made. 


and in this connection I desire to reada short ex- 


to the Midvale Company but two weeks before the 7th day i: 
January; on the 7th day of January it was engaged in turni: 
and Admiral O’Neil said 


Mr. President, it is certainly reasonable to believe that thi 
| company bid a price that it felt it could supply the armor for, 
this body ought not to jump at the conclusion, in the face of 
everything that is stated by the Bureau of Ordnance, that ther 
shall be any inability upon the part of the Midvale Company t 
comply with its contract, in view of the fact that the company 
| bid upon the entire 16,000 tons of armor, and undeniably the com 
| pany knew what it was doing when it made that bid. 
As to the cost of armor, Mr. President, I wish to read to y 
| from a report as to what armor in reality cost when material 
every kind was higher than it is to-day. Quoting from a hi 
ing before a committee of the House that investigated the qu 
tion of the cost of armor, the results are summed up, and this 
a part of the summing up. 
Mr. GALLINGER. What is the date, I will ask the Senat 
Mr. PA ca tSON. Ido not find the date of the report. 
After the Secretary's re port was received, the committee engaged in « 
sider ing the que on whether it would not be a sufficiently liberal allowar 
t 0 ta ce the careful e estin at e of the Secretary's experts as to the cost of lab 
to allow fi r maints nance of the plant only three- fifths of 
m name ‘d by ‘retary, and to ¢ add only 33+ per cent for 


vhere the pliant has been in fact paid for and is ms rintained | 
nt. ment thus revised would be as follows: 


POE RROURRND WON RON: fis Sti ncacdecssekwennaiaauenbletonine. : 


ial: 
hl; 


the Se 


A stat 
4 i¢ yr - 
Aad tor rei 


} 
A 


Add for maintenance of plant 


Thirty-three and one-third per cent profit.................2....2--------.- 


Add for nicke 


Making the price for armor 

Making the total cost, under those more than liberal allowances 
for the manufacture of ship armor, $300 per ton. 

I snbmit, Mr. President, that if this body has regard for t) 
expenditures of the Government and its treatment by those wh 
hold the monopoly of an article it is essential for the Government 
to secure, it will fix a limit, a most liberal limit, but some li 
upon the price that is to be paid by the United States for th 
product that it needs. Four hundred dollars is more than th: 
price for which the armor is being made now. TheSenator from 
Maine, when asked but a little while ago how much the Govern- 
ment is paying for armor, made the statement. $398 per ton. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I move to lay the amendmen: 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I offer the following amendment. I have 
only one more amendment to offer, and I will then subside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill the 
fi oe renee 

ror 


yuren 


‘rson or 


on 


, That no money appropriated in this act for armor shall be used 
» armor not yet contracted for, from any corporation, association, 
pe rsons who constitute in whole or in part a trust or trade con- 
iracy to control the price of such armor, in violation of the laws of the 
lited States. 


Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I offer the following amendment 


The SECRETAR RY. Add at the end of the bill the following: 


Every contract under which any of the foregoing appropriations is to be 
expende d for the construction of any of the var rious ships or vessels provi led 
forin this act, not already contracted for, shall contain a provision to the 
effect that eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for each and every ! 
borer and mechanic engaged in the construction of the same or any of th e 
( parts thereof, and that no laborer or mechanic engaged on said constructicn 
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shall be required or permitted to work for any greater length of time than 
eight hours per calendar day pursuant to such contracts that may be so 
Provided, however, That in case of great national emergenc y or when 






ma 
W mminentor in time of war the Secretary of the Navy may modify this 
pro sion of the contract. 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let mesay justa word. I havenot called 


for the yeas and nays on these amendments, because I am con- 
vinced that unless they meet the approval of the Senator from 
Maine it would be taking up the time of the Senate, and I know 
anxious the Senator from Maine is to conclude the bill. I 
1 hoped that at least some of these amendments would meet 
approval of the Senator, but as they do not, and as his atti- 
would clearly be sustained by ve m jority, I have been 
content with presenting the amendments, that they may go -be- 
re the country in the ordinary form. 
tr. HALE. The Senator has been very fair. Imake the point 
rder that the amendment is general legislation. 
‘ PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of coaiae 
f there beno further amendments asin Committee of the Whole 
the bill will be reported to the Senate. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
Senate on the amendments in gross? 


1 xA7 
J \V 


+ ia 


ne 


The Chair hears no objec- 
peas 
The amendments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
REPORT OF PUBLIC LANDS COMMISSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
OM ing message from the President of the ee States; 
was read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be prin ted: 

the Senate and House of Re 


S submit herewith the pre liminary report of the Publi eee 
ip} inted by me October 22, 1903, to report upon the condition, operat ’ 
et of the present land li UWS, and torecommend suche hs ange Sasare ne 
ffect the largest practicable disposition of the public lands to actual set 
ers who will build permanent homes upon them, and to secure in perma- 


tl 
{ 


and the 


presentatives: 






Shall the vote be taken in the | 


| 4: 
al 


bill to | 


which | 


nence the fullest and most effective use of the resources of the public lands. 
The sult bje ct is one of such great importance and great intricacy that it is | 
impossible for the Commission to report in full thereon at thistime. Itis 
now ready, however, to suggest certain changes in the law as set forth in | 
the accompanying report. Icommend these suggestions to the favorable con- 
sideration of the Congress. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
WHITE HovwsgE, March 7, 1904. 
AFFAIRS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, on motion of Mr. PLatr of Connecticut, was, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


t herewith a letter fromthe Secretary of the Interior, wit 


itrar haccom- 
kwnying report of Charles J. Bonaparte and Clinton Rogers Woodruff, special 
, in i the matter of alleged abuses and irregularities in the public 


Indi: in Territory, and I call special attention to the condition 
» Indian Territory as there set forth. In accordance with the 
cn tion of Messrs. Bonaparte and Woo 

Commission ‘to the 








Five Civilized Tribes have been informed the at if they are 
to continue in the service they must at once cease all connection with busi- 
ness operations of any kind in the Territory where it is possible that their 
offi ial positions could be of any effect upon their private business, even 
though no sue h effect be in fact shown. 

Rm . hat further action, if any, is to be taken in regard to the Commission or 


iy of its me mbe rs by the Executive will be determined upon after full con- 








sultation with the Secretary of the Interior and careful consideration of all 
t fa ots in the case. It will be noticed that the Secretary of the Interior 
doe t believe that it would be possible, in accordance with the suggestions 
of Messrs. Bonaparte and Woodruff, to close up the work of the Commission 
this year and discontinue it accordingly. If it should be found to be possible, 
I would regard this as desirable, and invite the attention of the Congress to 
the matter. 

I also inclose a memorandum of work of the Commission to the Five Civi- 


lized Tribes 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Wuitr Howse, March 7, 1904. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 5755) for the relief of small-holding settlers 


within the limits of the grant of land to the Atlantic and Pacific 
Railroad Company in the Territory of New Mexico was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

The bill (H. R. 12684) making appropriations for the current 


druff, the members of the | 


and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for ful- | 


filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 13480) to authorize the Southern Indiana Rail- 
way Company to construct a railroad bridge across the Wabash | 
River in Vigo County, Ind., was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 





ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Iask that the army appropri: 
bill 10670, be now taken up for consideration. 


ition bill, ] 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. nator from Verm 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business 1 po- 
rarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed to the « leration 
of the army appropriation bill. Is there objection? 


There being no objection, the Senate 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 10670) ma )- 
propriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ling 
June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an lments. 

Mr. PROCTO! I ask that the formal reading be -dispensed 
with and that the bill be read for action on the commi 


ments. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore 


The Senator from Vermont 





asks that the formal r ading 0 f the e bill be dispensed with, that it 
be read for amendment, and that the committee amend1 shall 
firs 7 ee Is there ol I ‘Lhe Chair ] ‘Ss 
none, and that order is made. 

The Secretary proceed d to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was 
on page 1, after line 6, to insert: 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF STA 
To defray the contingent exper ( 
retion, $3,000. 

T he amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for ‘*( 
gencies of the Army,’’ on page 2, line 5, after the word 
to — e out the following proviso: 

Provic That no porti etl 3$sum shall be { ( f of Stat 1 
the offic . of the exec utive departme t fthe War! ent 


The amendment was agreed to. 











































The next amendment v as, unde ee ‘Under the ¢ f 
of Artillery,’’ on page 2, line 19, after a rd *‘ including ) 
strike out ‘‘ fuel. lights;’’ and in line 25, after tl l ** labor- 

| ers,’’ to strike out ** repairs of and for materia pair pub 
| buildings, boats used in connection with the so as to 
make the clause read: 

School of Submarine Defense, Fort Totten, N. Y.: For 
of school and depot, inclu 1emicals mer 
pay to soldiers necessa 1 p I i T 
artificers on work inad not strict I Y 
duties, such as carpen drafts1 ! 
photogrs apher : phoperat t 
masons, machinists rs, labor ( f i 
tures, machinery, and unforese n expenses, $10,00 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 19, after t word 
‘*bhooks,’’ where it occurs the first time, io strike out ** pr 
sional;’’ in the same line, after the wort a ference,’’ to stri 
out ** professional and techni ‘al; > and in line 20, after the word 
‘newspapers,”’ to insert ‘‘ for pro eciaoel use;’’ so as to 1 
the clause read: 

For contingent expenses of the military information « ( 

rps, including the purchase of law books, book 
and newspapers for professional u 1 of the 1 
United States embas nd leg: road, and i 
military informatior nat to be ex} r t 
of the Secretary of War, $10,000: J led, That s is, Re 
utes, shall not apply to sub wapuone tors *¢ i , ate 

nd periodicals to be paid for from this approx 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Off of tl 
Chief Signal Officer,’’ on page 5, line 18, after the word ‘‘ dolla 
to samen: 

and 7 
y t + L. Ss , 4 
necting by an all_A rs & % ) 
Columbia with the rm A l 
by the act of Congress ¢ SO 
So as to ma ke the clause read: 

Signal Service of the Army: For expenses of the Signal § 
Army, as follows: Purchase, equipme! I field 
graphs, signal equipments and stores, binocular g 
and othe r necessary 1 nstruments, in¢ luding necessary met 
ments for use on target ranges; war ballo . 4 L pI s 
of exchange service) and maintena ns € t I 
and maintenance at military posts; id rep 
graph lines and cables, including sal 1 employees 
zeneral repairs, and other expense the dut 
transmitting information for = Ly, iph or I : 
for completing the pul reh ase, installatior I 1 i I ‘ 
submarine — ry cable fror t Ala I im, A 
necting by an all-America » the he Depar 
Columbia with the military garrisons in uthea 4 ka i 
by the act of Congress ceaeeres March 2, 1903, $ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 6, to inset Pay 


Department.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Pay of offic 
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re the word “ 


>” soas t 


five.’’ to strike 
o read ‘‘ $5,000,000.” 
word 


mage 6, line 4, b 
SK 3 the 


” 


. 
5 ; 
of officers; ) as 


1k bhead ‘‘ Pay of enlisted 
’ WO! rd * ‘Of,7’’ to strike out ‘‘ For 

the clause read: 

ided, T! 


aa " te 
iS TO Maks 


at hereafter first- 
h and second-class 


nt was, on page 6, after line 12, to insert: 
y illic H. Arthur, Medical Department, United 
igh errors in descript 
t, United State 

nt was agreed to. 

ndment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Quartermaster’s 
I 7, line 7, before the word ‘‘ hundred,’’ to 
Two;’’ and in line 9, before the 
it ‘‘ sixty-one thousand two hundred ”’ 


x honecand:?? ans { =} 
two thousand; 80 aS tO Make 


f 8 Infantry, $75. 
ndme 


. 
* and insert ‘‘ 


*=h, $102,000 


ing of the 
to te 


bill. 
1] me where 


} ’ 
erTK 
age 7 
ot read the bill quite 
91] «ar , , 
all, and we wan 
nm to keep up with i 


. KEAN in the chair) 
orgia that he has follow 
en skipped so far in the bi 
tit had, but the Chief Clerk 
ference to the speed. Veh 
It has bes 
1ad the opp r 

possil bility o 


n brought 


amend 


1; 


8, after lin ike 


e ihn ) sti 


$540 each, $71,280. 


é 7.44), 
4 each, $112,608. 
29,328. 


icians, at $900 each, $32,400. 


amendment was agreed to. 
next : iment was, under the subhe ad ‘* Pay to clerks 
at headquarters of division and departments and 
of the Chief of Staff,’’ on page 9, line 11, 
> to insert ‘* at the office of the Chief 
‘the word to insert 
clause read: 


of Staff:”” 
“per annum;”’ 


‘dollars,’’ sO as to 


f clerk, at the office 
Iment was acreed to. 

amendment was, on page 9, line 
f Cc le rks at Si SUi v0 en h per 


e of the Chief of Staff, $2,000 per annum. 


amen 
next 


3, to inc 
annum from four to seven. 


number of 

The amendme nt was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 15, to increase the 
number ‘of clerks at $1,600 each per annum from ten to eleven, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 17, to increase the 
number of clerks at $1,400 each per annum from twenty-five to 

‘he amendment was agreed to. 
‘next amendment was, on page 9, line 19, to increase the 
number of clerks at $1,200 each per annum from sixty-five to sixty- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 21, to increase the 
number of clerks at $1,000 each per annum from eighty-six to 
ninety-four. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 23, to increase the 
number of general-service messengers, at $720 each per annum, 
from sixty-eight to seventy-one. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


ive list of an en- | 


| aiter c 





| general. 


| solidated de 


| ther, That 


generé al and te t 


| co ssion or 


after the word | 
and in line 


| amendment has been agreed to. The amendment 


MARCH 


The next amendment was, on page 10, line 2, to 
total appropriation for pay to clerks and messengers at 
quarts ars of divisi¢ m and departments and office of Chief of 
fr 1m $273,160 to $296,520. 
e reading of “the bill was continued to page 10, line 16. 
Pent YONER. The next amendment seems to work a 
le change in the existing la It is quite long. Isug; 
to the 5 Senator from Vermont thatit be passed over until we 
hay ve an n opportunity to examine it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Wi 
sin allow the amendment to be read? 
Mr. SPOONER. 1 have no objection to its being read. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Let it be read. I wish to move an an 
ment to it, and then it can be passed over. 
Mr. SPOONER. It can be re ad. 
The Secretary read the amendment of the Committee on } 
tary Affairs, which was, under the subhead ‘‘ For pay of offi 
of the Staff Corps, divisions, and departments,”’ on page 10 


The 
ae 
ider 


| line 16, to insert the following: 


That the officers of the A 
tant-General, and the offi 
stitute 
Secretary’ 


Adjutant-General’s Department, except th 
‘ers of the Record oat: Pension Office sh: 
one department of the Army, to be known asthe } 
s Department; and the Adjutant-General’s Office and the 
ension Office, heretofore constituting bureaus of the War Depar 
r stitute the Adjutant-General’s section and the I 
tion of a consolidated bureau to be known as the Milit ys 
: tice of the War Department. The officers so consolidated s 
yorne on one list in the order of rank held by them, and those of th 
ld perman a ppointmen its as offic sof the Adjuts er gra 3 D 
nt or of the Record and Per ( > sha ll be entitled to pro 
grade of brigadier-general, as now provided by law and in { th 
»f their standing on said list. 
Except as othe -rwise p rovi 
rovern the appoinm« oh, promot 
spartm nt her by created 
lated department shall be su 
T 3 perta in in 


can 
v 


led herein, the laws now in force shall 
on, any i detail of all officers of the 
Provided, That the officers of the s: 
hiec t to the supervision of the C — 
g to the command, disc ipline, oradminis i 
blishment: Provided further, That no ap; “re 
dec if assistant adjutant-ceneral with the rank of m 
he number of officers of that grade shall be reduced 
ereafter the number of officers of said grade in the 
ent shall be ten: Provided further, That of the officers « 
-einbefore pre 1d the senior in rank, who shall be chicf 
whose oflico is hereby c 
ave the rank of maj 
fter have the rank of bi 
vided, the remaining offices of 1 
partme -ntshall retain the titles tha t they now bear: Provi 
n the oftice of Adjutant-General shall become vacant 
so created on the active list of the Army shall not be filled, and 
r the several officer ignated by the title assistant ad 
icf of the Rec = and Pensior 1 Of 
ral. N hing in this ac 
commi sion or to increase t 
Vy, anc ds 1 laws or parts of laws in 
his act are he reby repealed. 


vide 
date a de P artment and the title of 
nilitary s tary, shall hereafter 
% ndse snior of sai aeeeikino 
Except as hereinafter pr« 


Ww he 


with 
Mr. PROCTOR. I move to strike out the last clause a 
«1 at the close of the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the: 
ment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. 


been pl inte 


Tt is proposs xd to re out, beginnin: 


| 8, on page | 12, the following words: 


, 

Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to deprive any of 
to increase the total number of officers of the A 
laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of this act a 


repealed. 


The 
Mr. 


amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
LODGE. It seems to me this amendment is most 


| legislation. 


Mr. PROCTOR. It is to go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has no dou 


| the matter, that it is general legislation. 
rease the | 


Mr. LODGE. Ofcourse,if Senators desire to debate tl 
ment, I will not make the point of order now, but will 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is res 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand the amendment is to go « 


| unacted upon? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unacted upon. 

Mr. LODGE. The point of order is reserved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is re: 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, and the amendment 
as amend 
be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to t! 
of line 12 on page 13. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Is an amendment in order at this tim 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thecommittee amendments are 
to be first considered. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The bill is simply being read at this time 
for action on committee amendments? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Foractionon committee amend 
ments. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Military Affairs was, under the subhead ‘“ Re- 








tire’? officers,’? on page 15, line 18, after the words ‘' cents,’’ to 


} ii e, aI d staf officers of the Army below the grade of brigadi 





ul, h creditable records, wienareed Gi ing the civil war, shall, when 
retired. be retired with the rank and retired pay of the next higher grad 

» Secretary of War may assign retired officers of the Army, with their 

nt, tes: ive duty in recr . for service in connection with the or 





d militia in the several States and Territories upon the request of the 
1 


wv thereof,as military attachés, upon courts-martial, courts of 


1d boards, and to staff duties not involving service with troops; and 
ers While so assigned shall receive the full pay and allowances of 
t ‘respective grades. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
rhe next amendment was, on page 16, line 10, after the word 
” ts."* to strike out the folowing proviso: 
te That no part of the money appropriated by this act shall be ex- 
lin payments toany retired officer of the Army 10 receives payment 


rvices as clerk or other civil employee in any of the departmentsof the 
( ernment 


"} 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was. ander the subhead “‘ Retired enlisted 
men.’ on page 16, line 18, after the word ** dollars,’’ to insert the 
following proviso: 





Provided, That hereafter in computing the length of service for retire- 
ment, credit shall be given soldiers for double the time of theiractual servic 
a, Cuba, the Philippine Islands, the Island of Guam, Alaska,and Pan 

ama: but double credit shall not be given for service hereafter rendered in 


Porto Rico or the Territory of Hawaii. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
‘he next amendment was, on page 17, line 11, before the word 
ifteen.”* to ate out ** section’ and insert ‘“‘ sections,’ and in 
the same line, after the word “ fifteen,’’ to insert ‘** and twenty- 
one:** so as to make the clause read: 


Phat the following sums be, and are bereby, appropr ated for payin ig the 
penses of the organized militia of any State, Territo or District of Co 





irticipating in Jot encampment, mane uvers, and fleld instr»ction 

wiar Armny and militia as provided by sections 15 and 21 of the act 

January 21, [ks entited “An act to promote the efiiciency of the militia, 
r oth “rh 


rposes.** 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 21, after the word 

‘dollars.”’ to insert the following provis O: 

P ided, That vot exceeding $10,000 of this sum may be used for ] ayme nt 
f damages cause y troops, elther militia or Regular Army, during maneu 
vers or from firing in practice, $5.000 of which to be immediately available 
for the settlement of pending « ‘aims 
Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bi] to make some explanation of this provision. 

} PROCTOR. At the maneuvers a West Point, Ky.. this 
fail, where a large body of militia met with the forces of the Regn- 
lar Army, there were various claims presented, amounting to 





—+ 





wut they amount only to a little over $2,000, I believe. There is 
another set of claims—— 

Mr. SPOONER, Allow me toask, claims of what sort, of what 
nature? 

. PROCTOR, For damages to fences and crops by soldiers 
who were off duty and out of sight of their officers, 

Mr. SPC MONER, That is, predatory operations? 

Mr. PROCT‘ IR. Yes; of that nature. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not incident at all to the actual maneuvers? 

Mr. PROCTOR, No, not necessarily; but quite common. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think it is good policy for 
the Government to pay for the tortious acts of soldiers when they 
are away from their commands? 

Mr. PROCTOR, I think it is questionable, and if paid at all 

should be kept at the very lowest sum. It is urgently asked 
for by the War Department, and the amount requested was cut 
down. 

There is another class of claims which have arisen from firing 
heavy guns in practice at coast-defense forts. It has done dam- 

ve to some houses, breaking glass, etc. I think the aggregate of 
those claims received and passed upon by the board of examina- 
tion is about $2,000. 

Mr. SPOONER, I think there should be some discrimination 
exercised as to the nature of the claims and the circumstances out 
of which they arise. I should di like very much to see incorpo- 
rated into the lawa precedent for the payment of damages cause sed 
by the tortious »cts of soldiers away from their commands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will yield, I will say that the 
matter was fully discussed with the army officers, and they scouted 
at the idea that they were to allow anything of the kind. They 
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eaconsiderable sum, They were cut down by a board, so | 


understand it perfectly. Nota member of the committee would | 


h: ive voted to pay for the result of any W rongful or tortious act 
of a soldier, and that is the understanding. In one of these cases 
& claim for a large amount was presented, and it was reduced toa 
few thousand dollars. I forget the exact amount. but it was a 
considerable amount. The committee would not have sanctioned 
anything that looked to paying for mere trespass or a wrongful 
act or an unauthorized act. 














Mr. SPOONER. I understood tl tir man of t] 
moon te ons that th SOI 
Mr. COCKRELL. They v ! 







































































Mr, SPOONER. And that they we 1 upon 1 
Mr. COCKRELL. And all wei : 
Mr. SP .ONER. Re ted? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 
Mr. PROCTOR. They were 1 11 bv a 1 rd. T 
amount to only a little over $2.0 
Mr. SPOONER. What is the nature of t) a 
claims for damages as the r Ito 
‘ir. McCOMAS. If the & lo 
one Tan > wi ‘h ’ rat “ ¢ ‘ 
I ¢ At ’ \ ) 
1 12-inch gun. Close t ti 
There was a } t deal of 3 
tr mine ] } } } 
or r I } ! 
gu raj dest1 I 
in p \ r thie ! } 
' ngt raphed to, t tz 
gun, but there i re it] 
of dollars t » th ny x } 


the one I am stevie »veta 


Mr. McCOMAS. This ks of ** firiz 
Mr. SCOTT. That is the nature of th | 1 


privat houses 
Mr. GALLINGER. It I t that $ . I ! 
them, if claims of that cla to 
Mr. SPOONER. Tt I \ t 
fact } it, he 1 I t l 4 
I a t 
of é i 2: 7 
I ort } 
Mr. McCOMAS. That is t I s} 
Mr. SCOTT. That { 
Mr. SPOONER. That is an t] , 
Mr. SCOTT. “° Firing in practice 
Mr. SPOONER. There are two s. Wel 11 
for damaves done by the militia } i W 
damages? 
Mr. QUARLES. If I may be per ted, I will 
colleague that the command \" ] 
P lifficuity in 1 r | f land 
s l tn I 
u hee given es 
‘ ld e paid 
‘onat 
ws } ) l i 
the re rie Ly ‘ , 
3 4 f wel 1 ca l 1 
ing frightened, and the like of that Of cou ‘ 
did not entertain any of tl propositions. But 
tain legitimate claims. For instance. a trooy lr 
cise goes across a field of hay and tram) it 
Mr. PROCTOR. Breaks down fences. 
Mr. QUARLES. And, under the « tof tl ] 
was in command of that encam1 hos 
titled to the payment of cl ; t 
ment of aa e 0 scutthea 
would fairly ver the a ] it 
and exclude necessarily thes i ( 
Mr. KEAN. Dolan it b |} ‘ 
made against the ame nt 
The PRESIDENT pro te1 re I 
Mr. KEAN. I make the point of « 
The PRESIDENT pro ter I | ( 
of order on the ground that it isa t 
Mr. KEAN. Itis nothing butt LVI 
The reading of the bill was r l. The nm { 
the Committee on M litary Affairs was, und 
cellaneous,"’ on page 18, line 17, after tl é 
the following proviso: 
Py 1, That appointmer for 
ject to hal c 
ar er 3 { } 
allowed by vtonu ma 
Mr. G ALLIN ER. Mr. President. I shonld like to 
acting chairman of the committee pre elv w t ja th 
of the amendment and whether or t it ha 


by the Department? I had something to do with getti1 




























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































ator V 


I th 
it that 


that 
r it 





yught we had legislated very 
y; law to be enlarged unless there 
valid ee I presume there is, if the Sen- 
rill explain i 
Ir. PROCTOR. It was thought to be a very small increase. 
The pay is $50 a month, and the increa 50 after three years 
rvice, which is r garded as a very moderate increase 
ie to which they were fully entitled. 


Oil fo 


4 


se is $2.! 


Ot se 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. They are worth that much more. 
Mr. QUARLES. By their experience. 
Mr. PROCTOR. They are worth that much more. It would 


be impossible for them to return from the Philippines, if they 
were obliged to take their leave every year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Military Affairs was, on page 19, after line 19, 
to insert: 

For 1 fundin gto Maj. E. W. Halford, pay master, United States Army, 
money d sbursed, through error and without fault on ‘his pa art, for tenvedl pay 
to an enlisted man on discharge, $165.44. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 20, line 23, after the word 

‘men,’’ to insert ‘* serving in the Philippine Islands, the island 
of Guam, Alaska, and Panama;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


F iditions 1 20 per cent increase on, vay of enlisted men serving in the 
Philippine Islands, the island of Guam, Alaska, and Panama, $533,412.51. 


Mr. PROCTOR. After the aaa" ‘Alaska’? I move to insert 
** China.”’ 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, line 4, after the word 
officers,’ to insert ‘‘ serving in the Philippine Islands, the island 
of Guam, Alaska, and Panama;”’ 
For additional 10 per cent increase on pay of commissioned officers serving 
in the Philippine Islands, the island of Guam, Alaska, and Panama, $167,426.30. 
Mr. PROCTOR. After the word ‘‘Alaska,’’ in line 5, I move 
to ins *China.’”’ We find there are some troops now serving 
in China. 
The amendment to the amendment was ag 
The amendment as amended was agreed i 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, line 11, before the word 
battalions,’’ to strike out ‘‘two’”’ and insert ‘‘ three;’’? and in 
line 11, after the word ‘‘ each,’’ to insert: 
to include the enlisted men of the present regiment who may be in the serv- 
ice June 30, 1904, and officers = } here in provided. The field officers shall be 
detailed from the officers of » Regular Army of the same gra le and shall 
receive the pay and emolume ats 0 f their grade. The present officers of the 






Yr ac 


ce 


reed to. 


sé 


ffic 


regiment below the grade of field officers who are mentally, morally, and 
physically qualified and have proved efficient in their res pective positions 
inay be reappointed by the President, by and with the pores and consent of 
the Senate, for a provisional term of four years. Offic: 30 reappointed 






min the regiment up t¢ mes x in ( ch iding the rank 
upon examination as to their fitness fi or § ich promotion. 
‘ies then existing or thereafter occurring in the grade of second 
lieutenant may be filled by the President, in his discretion, id with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. by the appointment of of Porto 
Rico-for the provisional term of four years, whose qualificat or commis- 
sions shall be established by such examination as the Presi may pre- 
vribe, who shall also be eligible for promotion in the regiment up to and 
including the rank of captain, uponan examination as to their fitness. Vacan- 
cies not filled as hereinbefore provided by the reappointment or promotion 
present ofi by the appointment or promotion of citizens of 
Pc rto isico ¢ shall be filled by detail from the line of the infantry of the Army 
of the sam¢ ude with the vacancy to be filled, and the places of the officers 
so detailed shall be filed by promotion or appointment as now provided by 
law 
Men hereafter enlisted in the regiment shall be citizens of Porto Rico ar 
shall be enlisted for a term of tw and except in the case of noncom- 
missic ned office ali not be ree in time of peace , The names of all 
enlisted men who have served ho morabl ull be k pt at the 
he ac uarters of the regiment, a a reserve, 
to tially considered in tim allowances of officers 
an i niisted men of the regime authorized for like 
‘ades in the Regular Army 
as to make the clause read: 
For Pe orto Rico Provisional Regime 
tali four c ompani 
regiment t whe ymay be in the 
Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the acting 
mittee a question as to the proposed am 
army no in Port » Rico? 
.P ROC TOR. We hay 
new organization act of February 
ment of three battalions. Only 
‘or the organization of 
"Me TELLER. I 
army in Porto Rico? 
r. SPOONER. As constabulary. 
r. KEAN. It is only a militia, like they have in Colorado. 
- PROCTOR. I think ther 7 
fegular Army in Porto Rico; not more than two, and I believe 
but one, at San Juan. A part of these are stationed at San Juan 
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e two battalions in Porto Rico. The 
2, 1901, provided for a full regi- 
two were organized, This pro- 
the third. 
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so as to make the clause read: | 


id 


eis only a single battery of the | 
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and a part of them in the center of the island, at Cayey, on ei : 

top of the mountain between San Juan and Ponce, and they yo 
various times to various places in the island. 

| Mr.TELLER. What I am trying to find out is what use, wha 

| need, we have for an army in Porto Rico. For what purpose is 

| this army established down there? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is like the National Guard. is 
it not? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It was thought advisable that we should hayo 
a command there, and these two battalions have rendered excel- 
lent service, and their improvement is wonderful. One battalion 
was here, as the Senator will remember, at the inauguration of 
President Mc Kinley. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not remember anything about it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. And it was the special feature of the day. I 
saw both battalions drill last spring, and I think they are as we! 
drilled as any command inthe Army. They have been noted for 
their good order and good behavior, and educationally it has been 
an excellent influence. We had before us Major Swift, who has 
had command of both of the battalions, and who is now an officer 
in the Adjutant-General’s office. He is avery able officer. We 
had other means of information. From personal inspection I can 
| speak very warmly of the command. Governor Hunt is ve ry 
strongly in favor of it, and he speaks in very strong terms in re 
gard to its effect upon the people of the island as a whole. 

Mr.TELLER. Mr. President, I have no doubt that these Porto 
| Rican soldiers are entitled to all the eulogy which can be passed 
upon them, but that is not the question about which I wanted to 
inquire. 

Mr. QUARLES. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me? 

Mr. TELLER. Inamoment. I want the Senator who under- 
| takes to answer my question to understand what it is. The act- 

ing chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs evidently did 
/ not understand what I asked, or if he did, he certainly did not 
| answer the question. 

I have not any doubt but what those people are well drilled and 
that they made a fine display when they came here to the in- 
— of President McKinley; all of which was done, I su; 
pose, at the expense of the United States, though I do not know W 
about that. Ido not know but what it would bea good thing, 
if we could do so, to put all of these new populations into the 
Army for training. I suppose if we could put the whole Philip- 
pine population into the Army perhaps it would make bett 
people of them in due time. But I want to know for what pur- 
— this is done? If itis for civilization and education, that is 

ne thing; if they are used to maintain the peace in Porto Rico, 
that is another thing. If they are to be kept there for fear that 
the island may be attacked by somebody, and it is a matter of de- 
fense there, then that is another thing. If they are there asa 
constabulary—as one Senator says to me, not to the Senate—that 
|is another thing. I did not myself understand that there was 
| any necessity for an armed force down there. If there is, I should 
| like to know it. 
| Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President— 
| Mr. TELLER. Ifthe Senator from Ohio, who seems to want 
| to explain, knows anything about the matter, Iam quite willing 
| to hear him. 
| Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not know much more 
| about . than the Senator from Colorado does. 


i 


Gaant 





Mr. TELLER. Ido not pretend to know anything about it. 

Mr. FOR: AKER. But I have been the chairman of the com- 
mittee that has had charge of legislation in regard to Porto Ric 
| ever since the island was annexed, as the Senator knows, and that 
has led me to study the conditions down there and to take an in- 
terest in everything that has been done with respect to Porto Rico. 
| Ihave favored the keeping up of the organization which was 

authorized at the beginning of our occupation of that island. 
have favored it, in the first place, because, as suggested by t! 
“enator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], I think a very good pu 
| pose is conserved by having an organization there composed 
| natives of the island. It gives them an opportunity to enlist: it 
| gives them an opportunity to serve the United States; it identifies 

them more and more, in a way they are very proud. of, with the 

United States. 
| I do not know what necessity there may be for maintain ing 4 
troops there—that is a military question—but it has been thought 
that some troops ought to be maintained in that island. Nobo ly 
is anticipating an attack from any foreign power, of course, 1 
imagine, and there is no thre itened danger from disturbances 
among the people in that island, but it is thought that this sub- 

serves a good purpose. 

Then, aside from that, at this time it does seem to be a proper 
thing to maintain that organization there. We have justacquired, 
although it does not seem to be quite completed, or we shall ac- 
quire, if we have not already done so, the transi* °cross the Isth- 
mus of Panama, and it may become necessary * me troops 
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ps over there to defend that Isthmus than to send our troops 
rom here down there. 
| do not know what the Administration or the War Depart- 
ment may think about it, but in the Committee on Military Af- 
fxirs that question was raised, and it seemed to be the general 
ion of the committee that it would be very convenient and 
very wise to have an organ zation of this character. The soldiers 
‘hat organization idiy acclimated and accustomed to 


there. It will be much better, I think, to send some Porto Rican | 
he 


are ail 


Tropics: and so wonld save us from sending our own troops 
f 1 the States of the United States down to the Isthmns, where, 
it is said, it is very nnhealthy, and where they might be stricken 
\ | disease to which the Porto Ricans would be immune. I 
1 


k it isthe part of wisdom to continue that organization, at 
least for the present. 


[ think, aside from the possible necessity of using these Porto 
Ricans on the Isthmus and using them anywhere in the Tropics, 
thus saving our own troops from going into an unhealthy cli- 


mute, that it would be well to keep this organization there be- 
cause of what I suggested at the beginningof my remarks, to 
give them an opportunity to identify themselves with the United 
States and feel that they are really a part of it. 

member when Bishop Blenk, of the Roman Catholic Church 
of Porto Rico, was here, he, hearing that there was some sugyes- 
tion to the effect that we were disbanding that organization, wrote 


I a letter very strongly urging that we do not do it. as the or- 
ganization had a splendid effect on the population of Porto Rico: 
that it gave them pride; that the young men who enlisted were 
disciplined and trained, and after their term of service they went 


ont into the community and were better 
more efficient citizens. 

he Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scott] has just handed 
me a communication from Governor Hunt, of Porto Rico, from 
which be asks me to read an extract. I do not know what it con- 
tuins, but [ shall read it. It is addressed to Hon. William H. 
Taft, Secretary of War, and isdated ** San Juan, Jannary 27, 1904." 


My Deak MR. SECRETARY: As you doubtless know, 
regiment of native Porto Ricans here in the island, 


and more capable and 


there is a provisional 
whic h was established 








several years since. The regim nt has done a great deal in the general l- 
“ational work which has been accomplished. It has taught the men habits 
of discipline, selfontrol, and self-respect. [ should be very sorry to see it 


disbanded, because of its usefulness in the way I have just spoken of. 

I have other communications here, but they are all to the 
reneral effect. and | shall not stop to read them. 

Mr. TELLER. TheSenator might put them in the Recorp. 

Mr. FORAKER. There are a million people living in the 
island, I will say in answer to the Senator from Maryland (Mr. 
M:Comas], who has inquired about the population. 

Mr. CLAY. I will ask the Senator. is it not true that these 
soldiers are not Ame ricans, but are Porto Ricans? 

Mr. F a \ KER. They are native Porto Ricans. 

en . Cl How sate tines officered? 

i PI oR These tri OPS wre tinder 
the cone are native Porto Ricans his measure provides 
that the President may appoint native Porte Ricans—— 

r.CLAY Making the number a seven oreight hundred? 

ir. FORAKER.* There are two battalions, and this com- 

pletes the regiment that is wateniend by adding one battalion. 
ir. TELLER. Has the Senator from Ohio finished? 

. FORAKER. I have suggested the main points in the 

matter as they have occurred to me, but I have not elaborated 

and [ do not suppose at this late hour the Senator desires 


ie to de 


same 


American officers, but 


» ao, 
r. TELLER. I think the junior Senator from Wisconsin 
. QuakLes}, who is a member of the committee, desired to 


sav something. 


ir. QUARLES. Mr. President, I do not know that I can add 
anvthing to the suggestions made by the distinguished chairman 
the Comittee on Pacitic Islands and Porto Rico | Mr. Fora- 


, but as a member of the subcommittee who conside wee this 
a] propriatic m bill, it may be te. ver for me to say that the show- 


ing made before us as to the beneficial effects upon the aaane of 


the islands by the maintenance of this force can hardly be exag- 
g ted. 
There occurs to me just one illustration that was given, among 


native Porto Ricans 
iment are kept. and 


For instance, the names of the 


many others. 
who have served two or four years in this reg 


It is like a r ll of honor The young men from the best families 
in Porto Rico consider it ay honor to be enrolled in this regiment. 
They go into it and are disciplined. Then the merchants and 
employers of clerks thronghout that island go to this roll of sol- 


diers of ale demldnatsh and en those people because of the 
discipline and the education they have had and the acquirement 
of English, which the officers say is rapid among these troops. 
So they readily obtain employment down there by reason of hav- 
ing served in this regiment. It isa great recommendation for 
them and is working great good shronghout the island. 


IpLoy 
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The Senator will notice that the committee has recommended 





that, instead of four year e enlistment be limited to two years 
so as to pass these educational facilities around as far as pos ible. 
But the commanding reason, I may say. Mr. President. with the 
connnittee » was this: Itis known that during the } g of the 
isthmiz n canal we shall require a f 4 ree racon 
stabulary force—to protect the proy y that will n y be 
exposed there during t! time. At pr t 1 \ ealithy 
on the [sthimus, as everybody knows. and we th t a matter 
well worthy the attention of ¢ gress that tl ople, well 
drilled—as well drilled, perhaps. as any battalion in the Regular 
Army—wonld be glad to go down fhere and serve: that it would 
save the lives of a great many members of the regular regiments 
who wouid die like flies if th Vv ent from this coid «limate ¢ wn 


there. if the Pi 
d let them 


resident would send down two battal 


1 
do that work 





regiment - 
EI 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it is somewhat of a relief to 
know that this army down there is not there for her offensive 
or defensive purposes, but I am somewhat surprised to ar it 
stated that it is for purely educational purposes. My education 
bas not led me to suppose that the way to reac h the people 1n the 


, 
line of ed it 


ig “ea was through military establishments, but I sup- 


pose that is because I was born too long ago and have not k pt 
“8 deg the poe vrress of events 

. President. it strikes me that if you want to spend money 
on educational ‘pure ses von had better spend it for schools than 
for armies. there is not any necessity for a force to keep t 
peace or to defend the island in case of attack, you had better 
disband this army and put that amount of money, which is a 
considerable sum. into the schools down there 

Mr. aera ae KR. These men attend school 1 larly. 

Mr. TE] LER The class of people I ain anxious to see edu- 
cated down there is not the adults, but the youn g pe ople who are 
coming up. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. 1 see the Senator from Ohio wishes to say 


come ‘thins g; and I yield to h 


FORAKER. I started to read some of these letters, a 








hays many 0 them here. One is from a prominent Porto Ricaz 
. TELLER. I hope the Senator will put it in the Recorp. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to read an extract from it. It ex- 
presses the feelin & thos : ive with respect to this n 

We want a fuil earto t. with officers who will live ; 
fight with it wherever e with it 

Our people are most« proud of this re nt, and 
imbued w American ideas, are an 0D)°¢ct lesson toa 
benefit which the island derives from this organization can not be a 
too highly. 

That is from Jose C. sar bos a, of Porto Rico, who, I think, ex- 
presses how the people of Porto Rico feel about it 

In answer to the Senator’s suggestion—if he wil] bear with 
a moment—about schools I will say the ul iblished 
very rapidly, and they are for the benetit of the children. We 
are trving to reach all the children, and the sc S in is he- 
ing extended all over the island. Schoolhouses are being | 
and there is really very w erful progress in that respect. 7 
SA lifferent ki l f ed ] iu? d he > l nis to r 
1 » emphasis on that word than [ had intended—but my i u 
about it was that it is educational in t ! hat the earl - 
( i they arn d habits: and when the ust-1 

back among the people improved 1 better ( as @ 
1an they were before. That is the testi é ‘ 

! they are, as the Senator, | thin ( \ 
proud to have such an organization on t 3 1 t 
effect of it is good. We never know when v ( f 
troops, and if we shonld have need of any we have t here, 
just as we Dave therm e« ew ne! i! e used wht ( 

Mr. SCOTT As a member of the su | 
to say a word. if the Senator from Colorado will y 

Mr. TELLER. I yield 

Mr. SCOTT. We had Ma‘or Swift before us.a very intell 
officer, who, in making his s nent. s t ¢ 
families on the islind were very proud of t i 
sons other relatives in this regiment r n we r 1 
the term of enlistment from fo to two - 

Major said these ng men woul i t ! 
as we would allow them to stay. Ast oe I 
{Mr. QUARLES] very truly said, the 
these young men as soon as they t t y 
them as clerks and to help th t 

In addition to that. Major Swift id it sel ein t g 
ment made them better American citizens. Of nurse we int 
to make gt ove American citizens m l he 
fact that the had served in this reg nt me od A r- 
icans. “fom the Senator from Colorado | M I wants 


and Iam sure that the very 
to increase this regimentand keep it 


to improve them in that direction, 
I 








2928 





in service. Governor Hunt and all the other officials in Porto 
Rico recommend it very highly. 

Mr. TELLER. Ihave no doubt Governor Hunt recommends 
it, and that all the officials and all the people who want the Gov- 
ernment to spend money down there will be glad to have it done; 
but what Iam interested to know is whether we are spending 
money to meet a necessity or whether it is simply for a whim? 

The junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES] suggests 
that we want this Porto Rican regiment on Panama business. 
Well, I think Porto Rico may be a little nearer the Panama region 
than some of our own shores, but it is not very much nearer. 

I observe by the letter which was read by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker] that they are anxious to have the soldiers 
who live down there to die there. They do not want soldiers from 
the United States to goto Panama to die. Ido notknow whether 
we would be treating those wards of ours just right if we should 
select them for the hazardous enterprises we do not care to have 
our own troops perform. 

Mr. QUARLES. Will the Senator pardon me just a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. QUARLES. We had before us, among others, the major 
of this regiment. Weasked him concerning the feeling of the 
soldiers down there regarding the trip to Panama or to the Phil- 
ippines if it were thought desirable to send them to either of those 
places, and he said they are good soldiers, thoroughly imbued 


vith the esprit du corps of the service, and that if we chose to | 


send them they would all be delighted to go; they would ail be 
rlad to do some service for this country, which they have learned 
O ] ve. 

Mr. TELLER. 


MWIHeESe 
iunes 


17 
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They are notimmune if you send them to Panama. My 
nowledge of Panama, which, as I have said two or three times 
re, is of long standing, teaches that you can not send from 

island of Porto Rico anybody to Panama who will be immune 
in that climate, nor can you send them from some of the neigh- 
boring States to the Isthmus either. The only people of whom I 
have ever heard who, without great danger to their lives, could 
goto Panama are the negroes of Jamaica. They have done pretty 
well there. If you are to build the Panama Canal, Jamaica will 
be the place to call on for labor; and if you want to have an im- 
mune army, you had better organize it from the negroes of Ja- 
maica than from the Porto Ricans. 


"7 
I 
] 
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Al ine 
t} 

i 
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Mr. President, I only wanted to know something of the purpose | 


of this amendment and to say that in my judgment it is an un- 
wise appropriation of money. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. What has become of this paragraph? 

Mr. SPOONER. Has the amendment been adopted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment has been 
agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] 
will pardon me a moment, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Vermont |Mr. Proctor], in charge of this bill, what is the effect 
of the language on page 22, beginning in line 9, as follows: 


If there is no objection, the 


I desire to be heard a moment on the amend- 


Vacancies not filled as hereinbefore provided by the reappointment or pro- 
motion of the present officers or by the appointment or promotion of citizens 
of Porto Rico shall be filled by detail from the line of the infantry of the Army 


ot th 


ame grade with the vacancy to be filled and the places of the officers 
o detailed shall be filled by promotion or appointment as now provided by 

I should like to ask the Senator whether that will not have the 
effect to detail an officer, for instance, to this regiment, and then 
have his place in the line filled by another officer, and thus deprive 
him of the promotion to which he is now entitled in the line? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It will not deprive him of any promotion. 
When he comes back to the line, another will take his place. It 
is just precisely the same system that is now adopted with refer- 
ence to details to the staff. As the Senator will recollect, the va- 
cancies in nearly all the staff departments are filled now by details 
from the line, and the place in the line is filled by promotion, by 
appointment at the foot of the list; but when another vacancy 
occurs, as the Senator can see, they go back. 

Mr.SPOONER. Then does a detail operate to reduce an officer? 

Mr. PROCTOR. No; it will not operate to reduce an officer or 
to increase his rank; it will not affect his rank in any way. 

Mr. SPOONER. A detail, then, does not create any vacancy. 
What is it you fill by promotion if there is not a vacancy? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It does create one and, Mr. President, it in- 
creases the officers of the Army just so much by a few minor of- 
ficers to supply the vacancies made. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, if that is the law respecting 
the line and the staff I should prefer not to be detailed to the 
staff and have some other officer take my place in the line, for it 
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might possibly be that within that four years, if I remained in 
the line, I would be promoted, and I would not be promoted if [| 
entered into this Porto Rico regiment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the detail of the staff to this 
regiment does not affect promotion a particle. The officer just 
preserves his rank and number, and is promoted when his turn 
comes precisely as if he had remained in the line. That is aj] 
provided for in the reorganization act, which provides for details 
and has been in operation for three years. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator if a man is detailed does 
he either lose his old place or get anewone? If he has not either 
lost his old place or got a new one, this place filled by promotion 
will be taken out. I should like to ask the Senator in regard to 
that. 

Mr. PROCTOR. He has not lost his old place. 
rank there just the same. 
position. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, if he has not lost his old place, and is tem- 
porarily employed in another position, how is his place filled hy 
the promotion of somebody else? Then there are two officers for 
one place. It isa mere question of expression; it is not a ques- 

| tion of substance of what the Senator desires todo. But sup) 
for instance, you say that a member of the Supreme Court is 
tailed to hold court in Boston, detailed to do this, that, or t! 
other thing. That is all right; it has been often done in for 
times in other courts. Very weil, then, he has not got a new ofii 
or lost his old one. Then you add that the place of that jud 
who has been detalled to hold court in Boston shall be filled 
promoting somebody from the circuit court to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. Of course it is a mere question of t! 
criticism of the phraseology, not the subject. But it is said that 
it is the mere detail of a man from one place toanother; not th 

| shall be filled by sending somebody else to that place to do d 
there, but it shall be filled by promoting somebody to the o! 
That is the criticism. 

| Mr. PROCTOR. The illustration of the court in Massachn- 
setts is a very good one. Suppose when they pass the law | 

| viding for a detail to hold some other court they increase thx 
number of judges by one, and so provide that one may be detailed 
for that place; when his detail has expired he goes back to his 
regular service, while the added one or some other member 

| the court fills the detail. 

Mr. HOAR. If thatis done you would have used the phi 
that you are filling the vacancy made by the other. If you h 
nine judges of the Supreme Court of the United States and wa: 
to make the number ten, you do not add the tenth by filling 1 
vacancy of one of the nine who holds the office all the time.’ 'T' 
explanation by the Senator is not consistent with the phraseo!: 
of the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to put a concrete case to the Senat 
Suppose it shall happen that A B, who is a first lieutenant, s) 
be detailed to this Porto Rican regiment. He has no volition 
about it. He receives an order from his superior officer that ! 
is detailed to the regiment. This law says when that is douc 
some one else shall be promoted to the place which he has left. 

Mr. SPOONER. Promoted or appointed.: 

Mr. ALLISON. Promoted or appointed. 

Mr. HOAR. And that is a vacancy to be filled. 

Mr, ALLISON. Undoubtedly. Now, this detail lasts for fi 
years. In the meantime there is a vacancy in the lieutenancy 
the particular company. Who gets that promotion? Is the d 
tailed man made a captain or is the first lieutenant who has no! 
been put in the place promoted to it? 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is no promotion by company or | 
regiment. Itis all by arm of the service. There is a lineal list 
and all the first lieutenants, second lieutenants, and all other 
| officers are on one lineal list, numbered 1, 2, 3,and so on to several 
hundred. 

Mr. ALLISON. SoI know. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Now, that man, wherever he is detailed, on 
whatever service, when there is a vacation above him, goes up 
one number. 

Mr. ALLISON. What becomes of the man who has been al- 
ready promoted? He goes up a number much later? 

Mr. QUARLES. When his name is reached. 

Mr. PROCTOR. When his name is reached. That just fi 
lows the principle which was adopted in the act of February ”, 
1901, and which has been in operation without any friction or 
question. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Then this is only to add so many additional 
| officers to the Regular Army? . 

Mr. PROCTOR. As may be detailed. 
Mr. ALLISON. As may be detailed? Of course that is a very 
| convenient thing to do, but you will of necessity have at some 
time more army officers than you will need under that detail. 


He holds his 
He is temporarily employed in anot! 
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Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator in charge of the bill to another provision in this amend- 
ment. There are now, I think, three battalions. 
Mr. QUARLES. Two at present. 
Mr. SPOONER. There are two battalions, and by this amend- 
ment three. 
Mr. QUARLES. Three by the amendment. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Three were authorized by the act of Febru- 
ry 2, 1901. 
Mr. ALLISON. I understand; three battalions of four com- 
nies each— 
To include the enlisted men of the present regiment who may be in the serv- 
ice June 30, 1904, and officersas herein provided. The field officers shall be 


detailed from the officers of the Regular Army of the same grade and shall 
receive the pay and emoluments of their grade. 


There is no objection to that that I know of. 

The present officers of the regiment below the grade of field officers who 
are mentally, morally, and physically qualified and have proved efficient in 
their respective positions may be reappointed by the President, by and with 

he advice and consent of the Senate, for a provisional term of four years. 
Why is that provision inserted in the bill? 

Mr. QUARLES. Their time expires next June, I may say to 
the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know; but we are extending the time pro- 
visionally for four years. 
their offices by reappointment when they shall have been found 
to be mentally, morally, and physically qualified and havea record 
of efficiency in the service in their respective positions? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Do I understand the Senator to wish to take 
all the officers into the Army approximately by legislation, with- 
out reference to their qualification? 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator puts that question to me, I do 
not. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I did not understand whether that is what 
the Senator wishes or not. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; that is not what I wish. 


The present officers of the regiment below the grade of field officers who 
are mentally, morally, and physically qualified and have proved efficient in 
their respective positions may be reappointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Now, where upon examination these officers are found to be 
morally, mentally, and physically qualified and to have made 
efficient records, why not continue them for this extended term 
f service without any reappointment and confirmation by the 


OL 
Those men who can not pass the examination may be 


_ 


+ 


Senate? 
displaced, and ought to be displaced, if they have not made a rec- 
ord for efficiency, if they are not mentally and morally and phys- 
ically fit. 

Mr. PROCTOR. As the law now stands they all go out, offi- 
cers and all, June 30. They stand on a par and under the same 
principle with volunteer regiments. They have never been sub- 
jected to the requirements which apply to officers of the Reg- 
ular Army. 


practically officers of the Regular Army. That they do not ask, 
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Why should they not be continued in | 





Continuing them indefinitely would make them | 


and all the authorities of the War Department are very much | 


opposed to it. I think that would be unwise. 
Mr. SPOONER. Of course, if continuing these officers, who 
are not officers in the Regular Army, for a term of four years 
would constitute them indefinitely officers of the Regular Army, 
Iam very greatly surprised. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not say that it would. 

Mr. SPOONER. It obviously would not. 

Mr. PROCTOR. But indefinitely it would putthem practically 
on a par with officers of the Regular Army. 





tinuance. Suppose an officer is sent to a regiment there, qualified, 
as in the language of the bill, mentally, morally, and physically 


continuing the term of service of the provisional regiment for 
four years, should not such a man be continued in his position? 

Mr. FORAKER. Would it meet the Senator’s view if the 
word ‘‘may’’ should be changed to “‘shall,”’ so as to read “‘ shall 
be appointed?”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave some doubt about the power to require 
the President to appoint; but it does seem to me that it might as 
well be provided that there should be an examination, and that 
officers found to be mentally, morally, and physically qualified, 
who have proved efficient in their respective positions, shall be 
continued in said positions, or during the provisional term of four 
years. 

Mr. FORAKER. They would have to be recommissioned, I 
suppose. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not necessarily, in a continuance of the term 
of the existing regiment in which the officers are serving and 
have served for some years. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not know how their commissions read 
about that. Whenthey read that they shall expire the Ist of July 
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next, of course an act of Congress may continue them and give 
them another commission; but I suppose it was the view of the 
subcommittee that framed this amendment—lI did not take any 
part in it—that inasmuch as they would have to be reappointed, 
there should be that kind of a provision authorizing the reappoint- 
ment, and they said the President ‘‘ may’’ appoint, instead of the 
President ‘‘ shall’’ appoint them, with a view of not having an 
appearance of compelling the President toappoint certain officers. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It isthe same provision that is used in regard 
to the Philippine Scouts. m 

Mr. SPOONER. That is nota parallel case. Iask that this 
ainendment be reconsidered and that it may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regards it as an 
open question. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that it be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘heamendment will be passed 








| over at the request of the Senator from Wisconsin. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Military Afiairs was, at the top of page 23, to 
insert: 

Pay of officers of the line, $76,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued to line 13, page 23. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move tostrike out from line 14 down toand 
including the word ‘‘ purposes,’’ in line 24, and to insert: 

All the money hereinbefore appropriated for pay of the Army and m 
laneous shall be disbursed and accounted for by officers of the Pay Dey 
ment as pay of the Army, and for that purpose shall constitute one 
Provided, That hereafter all payments to the militia under the provis 
section 15 of the act of Congress approved January 21, 1903, and all allowan 
for mileage shall be made solely from the sums herein appropriated for such 
purposes: And provided further, That all the accounts of individual paymas- 
ters shall be analyzed under the several heads of the appropriation and re- 
corded in detail by the Paymaster-General of the Army before said accounts 
are forwarded to the Treasury epartmeces for final audit, and a statement 
of the amounts so disbursed shall be furnished to the chairmen of the Mili- 
tary Committees of the Senate and Houseof Representatives on the reassem- 
bling of Congress at its next session. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the object of that amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me ask the Senator, as this seems to be a 
novel change, why are these several accounts required to be sent 
to a committee or to committees of Congress? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The amendment was sent here from the Pay 
Department, and I thonght it was harmless. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is reasonably so, but that detail would 
undoubtedly be a very large document to send up. It would em- 
brace a number of details of no value. 

Mr. PROCTOR. They are of no value. 
to strike off that part of the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the clause be read. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
last clause of the amendment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And a statement of the amounts so disbursed : 
chairmen of the Military Committees of the Senate and H« 









Iam perfectly willing 


I did not hear it. 


hall be furnished to the 


use of Repl 
Mr. ALLISON. It covers all the appropriations hereinbefore 
appropriated, including pay of Army and the entire amount 


| disbursed. 


| different accounts with different items of appropriation. 
fit, and has made a good record for efficiency, why, if you are | 


| cient amount to surely cover each one. 
| can not calculate accurately. 





Mr. GORMAN. Let the whole amendment be read again. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I canstate in a moment the purpose of this 
change. The wording as it came from the House was different 


| from what it had been heretofore and would require each indi- 
Mr. SPOONER. This does not provide for any indefinite con- 


vidual paymaster to keep an account with every item of appro. 
priation. It would require every paymaster to keep nineteen 
The 

wording of previous acts was changed byleaving out the words ‘“‘the 
Army and miscellaneous’’ and the words ‘‘ and accounted for.”’ 
It would also require them to carry very much more money, be- 


| cause they must have enough funds appropriated for each par- 


ticular purpose to answer any probable requirement for that pur- 
pose. So, instead of using it as one fund, they would be required 
to have nineteen different funds and a surplus, of course, of suffi 
Some of the funds they 
Of some of them the whole would 
not be used. If used as one fund, they can save carrying a la 
amount of money and save a very great amount of clerk hire. 
The Pay Department say that it would be utterly impossible to do 
the business of the department without a large increase of clerks, 
if the provision passes as it came to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I of course do not want to interfere with tha 
Senator in this plan, but some years ago all the pay of the Army, 
both of officers and enlisted men, was created into one fund in 
the accounting and in the disbursing; that is to say, the pay to 
the officers and men in the active list, etc., shall bedisbursed. AsI 
understand the amendment the Senator has sent to the desk, it 


reve 
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provides that all appropriations, including miseellaneous appro- 
priations, shall be treated as one fund. 

Mr.PROCTOR. That has already been the law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not always. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I mean of late years. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may have been of late years. I preferthat 
the amendment shall go over until to-morrow, if the Senator will 
allow that course to be taken. 

Mr. PROCTOR. 
over. 

Mr. ALLISON. And ifthe Senator will allow me now to move 
an executive session, I will be greatly obliged to him. 

Mr. PROCTOR. All right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make-that motion, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Iowa moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive ‘business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clo¢ék and 
30 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
March 8, 1904, at 12 o’clock m. 


-field. 


Certainly; I have no objection to its going | 








NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 7, 1904. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. La Vergne L. Gregg, Twenty-second Infantry, 
November 27, 1903, vice Gunn, Twentieth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

Second Lieut. Oliver I’. Snyder, Eighteenth Infantry, Novem- 
ber 28, 1903, -vice Tillman, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edward; L. Rains, Twenty-fourth ‘Infantry, De- 
cember 2, 1903, vice Lyles, Twentieth Infantry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Charles L. Woodhouse, Twenty-eighth Infantry, 
December 10, 1903, vice Holden, Tenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Bertram P. Johnson, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
December 17, 1903, -viee Bates, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Gustave A. Wieser, Fifteenth Infantry, Decem- 
ber 26, 1908, vice Cranston, Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles R. W. Morison, Fifth Infantry, January 
2, 1904, vice Toffey, Fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Walter L. Reed, Tenth Infantry, January 8, 1904, 
vice Winship, Sixteenth Infantry, appointed judge-advocate. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAvy. 


Commander William H. Everett to be a captain in the Navy | 


from the 17th day of February, 1904, vice Capt. Caspar Goodrich, 
promoted. This nomination is submitted to correct an error in 
the date of Commander Everett’s promotion as confirmed on Feb- 
ruary 23, 1904. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Louis Shane to ‘be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Lieut. Clarence:S. 
Williams, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward W. McIntyre to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Lient. Roger | 
Welles, jr., promoted. 

Ensign William §. Miller to bea lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904, having completed 
three years’ service in his present grade. 

Paymaster John C. Sullivan to be a pay inspector in the Navy 
from the 4th day of November, 1903, vice Pay Inspector Hiram E. 
Drury, promoted. 

Ensign Edgar B. Larimer to be a. lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904, having completed 
four years’ service in his present grade. 

First Lieut. John G. Muir, United States Marine Corps, to bea 
captain in the United States Marine Corps from the 27th day of 
December, 1908, vice Capt. Ben H. Fuller, promoted. 

JUDGE. 

Henry Thomas Reed, of Iowa, to be United States judge forthe 

northern district of Iowa, vice Oliver P. Shiras, resigned. 
POSTMASTERS. 
IDAHO. 

Mary A. Wall to be postmaster at Blackfoot, in the county of 
Bingham and ‘State of Idaho, in ‘place of Fred 8. Stevens. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

Austin B. Cochran to be postmaster at Atlanta, in ‘the county 
of Hamilton and State of ‘Indiana. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 





INDIAN TERRITORY. 


James E. Elliott to be postmaster at Duncan, in the Chickasaw 
Incumbent’s com- | 


Nation, Ind. 'T., in place of James E. Elliott. 
mission expires March 20, 1904. 


KANSAS. 

Joseph H. Smith to be postmaster at Downs, in the county of 
Osborne and State of Kansas, in place of Joseph H. Smith. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 6, 1904. 

MAINE. 

Eugene A. Fairfield to be postmaster at Kennebunk, in the 
county of York and State of Maine, in place of Eugene A. Fair- 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 20, 1804. 

MENNESOTA. 

George E. Carson to be postmaster at Bemidji, in the county of 
Beltrami and State of Minnesota, in place of Eva Kaiser. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires March 20, 1904. 

MONTANA. 

Charles D. Howell to be postmaster at Havre, in the county of 
Chouteanu and State of Montana, in place of Jesse C. Ricker. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 

NEBRASKA. 

William Royer to be postmaster at Seward, in the county of 
Seward and State of Nebraska, in place of William Royer. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires March 31, 1904. 

NEW YORK. 

James Fox to be postmaster at St. Johnsville, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of New York, in place of James Fox. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires March 20, 1904. 

Merrill Hesmer to. be postmaster at Potsdam, in the county of 
St. Lawrence and State of New York, in place of Merrill Hosmer. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 381, 1904. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Ellef K. Myhre to be postmaster at Valley City, in the county 
of Barnes and State of North Dakota, in place of Ellef K. Myhre. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 23, 1904. 

OHIO. 

Frederick T. Milesto be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Columbiana and State of Ohio, in place of Frederick T. Miles, 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 6, 1904. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Lawrence O. Harper to be postmaster at Honea Path, in the 
county of Anderson and State of South Carolina. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 

; SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Casper Kennedy to be postmaster at Sisseton, in the county of 
Roberts and State of South Dakota, in place of Casper Kennedy. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 

WASHINGTON. 

Henry A. Rathvon to be postmaster at Marysville, in the 
county of Snohomish and State of Washington. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1903. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 7, 1904. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Henry Thomas Reed to be United States judge for the north- 

ern district of Iowa. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Commander Walter S. Hughes to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904. 

Lieut. Walter O. Hulme to be lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 17th day of February, 1904. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Oscar D. Duncan to b2 a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the ist day of January, 1904. 

Ensicn Alexander F. H. Yates to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Second Asst. Engineer Byron A. Minor to be a first assistant 
engineer, with the rank of second lieutenant, in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service othe United States. 

Second Asst. Engineer Charles 8. Root to be a first assistant 
engineer, with the rank of second lieutenant, in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States. 

POSTMASTERS. 
IOWA. 

William A. Grummon to be postmaster -at Rockwell, in tho 
county of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa. 

A. M. Loomis to be postmaster at Wyoming, in the county of 
Jones and State of Iowa. 

NEBRASKA. 

Theodore A. Gierens to be postmaster at Arlington, in the county 

of Washington and State of Nebraska. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 

Samuel B. Montgomery to be postmaster at Tunnelton, in the 

county of Preston and State of West Virginia. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonpDay, March 7, 1904. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SELECT COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE USELESS PAPERS, POST-OFFICE 
DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the attention of the House to | 


a letter from the Postmaster-General reporting that the files of 
his Department are burdened with useless papers and asking for 
the appointment of a committee under the statute providing for 
their examination. The Chair will appoint as members of the 
joint select committee Messrs. BATES and BASSETT. 


CHANGE OF COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing communication, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, House of Representatives. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honor to tender you my resignation as a member 

f the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

Very respectfully, 
E. 8S. CANDLER, Jr. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, Mr. CANDLER will 
be excused from further service upon this committee. Is there 
objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none, and the Chair 


appoints Mr. PIncKNEY to the place made vacant by Mr. Canp- | 


LER’S resignation. 
JANE I. LONG. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- | 


ing Senate bill, amended by the House, returned with the amend- 
ment of the House disagreed to, and asking for a conference. 
The Clerk will report the same. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3274) granting an increase of pension to Jane I. Long. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist 
upon its amendment and agree to the conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire moves 
that the House do insist upon its amendment and agree to acon- 
ference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER appointed as conferees Mr. Gipson, Mr. Miers | 


of Indiana, and Mr. SULLOWAY. 
WILLIAM W. JACKSON. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House the fol- 
lowing Senate bill amended by the House, returned with the 


amendment of the House disagreed to and asking for a confer- | 


ence, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1543) granting an increase of pension to William W. Jackson. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist 
upon its amendment and agree to a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire moves 
that the House insist upon its amendment and agree to a confer- 
ence, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees Mr. Gipson, Mr. Mrers | 
of Indiana, and Mr. SULLOWAy. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill went to the Speaker's table under the 
rules on Saturday afternoon. I desire to call up the conference 
report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania submits 
the conference report on the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill, and asks unanimous consent that the statement 
may be read in lieu of the report. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the point of order 
on the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s point of order? 

Mr. MANN. The report states, in regard to amendment No. 
235, ‘‘ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate No. 235, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Insert after the word ‘personal,’ in line 10, 
page 151 of the bill, the words ‘ or official;’ and the Senate agree 
to the same.’’ Mr. Speaker, the amendment is to section 3 of 
the bill which passed the House. 

The SPEAKER. Hasthe gentleman the number of the amend- 
ment? 

Mr.MANN. Twohundred and thirty-five and 236. Theamend- 
ment as it passed the House provided that ‘‘ no part of any money 
appropriated by this act shall be available for paying expenses of 


; not b2 
| Of course, so far as the Committee of 


horses and carriages or drivers therefor for the personal use of 

any officer provided for.’’ The Senate added an amendment, 235, 

so as to read ‘‘ no part of any money appropriated by this or any 

other act.’’ Upon that ame: — nt the conferees proposed to 

concur with an amendme: iserted in another portion of the 

text, entirely separate from ‘the amendment, with no regard what- 
i ever to the subject-matter cf the amendment of the Senate, the 
| words ‘‘or official’? after the word ‘* personal.’ The House 
passed a bill saying that ‘‘no part of any money appropriated by 
this act shall be available for paying expenses of horses and car- 
riages or drivers the:efor for the personal use of any officer pro- 
| vided for.’’ That is the way the bill passed the House. The 
Senate passed the bill in the same shape; the conferees added, not 
to any amendment in the bill, but to a portion of the text of the 
bill which had been agreed upon by both Houses, that after the 
word *‘ personal’’ insert the words “‘ or official.’’ 

Now, Mr. Speaker. so far as the ruling has been made on this 
| subject, the identical question was before the Committee of the 
Whole House on the oleomargarine bill. The House passed the 
provision reading ‘‘any coloration or ingredient.’? The Senate 
struck out the words ‘‘ or ingredient’’ and made the bill read 
‘‘ any artificial coloration,’’ so that the amendment to the bill came 
before the word ‘‘ coloration.’’ In the Committee of the Whole 
when that bill was considered, the chairman ruled upon consid- 
eration that because the word ‘‘artificial’’ came before the word 
| **coloration’’ the House could not concur with an amendment 
adding a word after the word ‘‘ coloration.’”’ The chairman said, 
on page 4595 of the Recorp of April 23, 1902: 


But the Chair is still of opinion that the amendment, coming as it does 
the text of the bill after the word “coloration,” al 
beyond the Senate amendment, the effect is just the same as if it were ten 
words or ten lines, and the Chair therefore adheres to the ruling that the 
text of the bill which has been agreed to by both Houses is sacred and can 
amended in Committee of the Whole. 





i 
n 
hough it is only one word 


the Whole is concerned, 
the conferees can have no greater power than the House itself 
could have; so that if the Committee of the Whole can not adda 
word in the text of the bill apart from the amendment of the 
Senate, then the conferees have no power to add to the text of 
the bill. That matter in the committee at that time was con- 
| sidered exhaustively, or at considerable length. There was quite 
a controversy in the House, and there was a great effort being 
made in the committee to amend the Senate amendment. 

The subject-matter was precisely the one before the House, and 
the Chairman then ruled that although it was germane to the sub- 
| ject-matter, you could not add in the bill an amendment to the 

text which had been agreed to, in a different place, although only 
| one word away from the amendment of the Senate. 
| Now, here is a proposition to add as anamendment the words 
‘* or official,’? which have no relation whatever, so far as the sub- 
ject-matter is concerned, to the Senate amendment and not in 
connection with the amendment, words which could not possibly 
be used along with the Senate amendment and which do not re- 
| late to it. It seems to me that the conferees in that re spect have 
| exceeded their powers, and I make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not quite understand the ex- 
act point of objection. The Chair has the bill before him. 

Mr. MANN. The Chair will see that the Senate amendment 
in line 3, page 161, adds th e words *‘ or any other.’’ Senate amend- 
| ment inserts the words ‘or any other.”’ Now, the conferees pro- 
pose to insert in line 5, the s same page, after the word ‘“‘ pe rsoni al.’ 

| the words ‘‘or official,’? making a change of the text of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands the gentl eee is 
| point is that this matter agreed to was not in conference; tha it in 
| the } rinted bill, in amendment 235, in line 5, after the word ° r- 
aa >the words ‘‘or official’? were inserted by tl 1e confi rees 
according to their report, as a part of this report. 

The gentleman refers to the language that ‘‘no part of an 
money appropriated by this or any other act shall be available 
for paying expenses of horses and car riages or drive 
for the pe .rsonal use of any Officer,’’ and the gentlem 
that the conferees insert the words “‘ or official ”’ 
‘**personal,’’ so that it reads ‘‘ personal or officia 
tleman claims that the conferees did not have 

Mr. MANN. Tochange the text of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. To insert the words *‘ 

Mr. MANN. That is it. 

The SPEAKER. In other words, that there was no disag 
ment between the House and the Senate touching the use of hors 
and carriages for official purposes. The Chair 
gentleman from Indiana | oe HEMENWAY | 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, the subject-matter of thi 
provision of the bill was the use of Ci ri res by offi _ of 
Government. The House sought by this provision of » bill to 
eye the use of carriages by other than the Pre sident or the 
Secretary to the President 


and the heads of Departments. That 
‘was the provision as it passed the House. That was s what the 


rs theref 
an complain 
after the 
il use.’ 
juris dic n 
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Honse sought to do. When the bill went to the Senate, the Sen- 
ate amended by adding, at the end of line 3, the words “‘ or any 
other,’’ and again, in line 6, it amends by adding the words “ by 
this or any other act.’’ The amendments of the Senate, we in- 
sist, leave the whole item open for conference. The conferees 
seek to reconcile the difference between the two Houses by adding 
after the word ‘‘ personal’’ the words “or official.”” The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Many] cites a conference report where the 
conferees, I apprehend, sought to add a word to a section that was 
not open and which had not been amended by the Senate. 

Mr. MANN. [If the gentleman will permit me, Mr. Speaker, in 
the case which I cited the Senate added the word ‘‘ artificial” 
before the word “‘ coloration,” and the ruling was that, that being 
added in the Senate, we could not add after the word “ colora- 
tion ’’ the words ‘*‘ except colored butter.’? That was the ruling. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman changed the whole scope 
of his provision by adding that. 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. This simply makes it more definite. 

Mr. MANN. “Artificial coloration’? meant one thing. An 
amendment was proposed to make that read “artificial colora- 
tion, except colored butter,” and the ruling was that it could not 
be done, because it inserted an amendment in the text of the bill 
one word away from the amendment. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Let me suggest this to the gentleman: 
The House passed this bill with a provision intending to prevent 
the use of money appropriated in the bill for carriages for any- 
one except the President, his secretary, and the heads of the Ex- 
ecutive Departments. The Senate thought the House had not 
gone farenough. It added the words “ by thisor any other act.”’ 
The conferees, in order to reach an agreement, have simply am- 
plified the restriction proposed to be put upon the use of certain 
public property. The character, quality, and extent of the pub- 
lic property in question are not affected by the action of the con- 
ferees. 

The conferees on the part of the House insisted that if the re- 
striction, applying to money in one bill only, was to be applied to 
moneys appropriated in all other bills, as proposed by the Senate, 
then the restriction should be amplified as stipulated in this re- 
port, and the effect is simply to do what both Houses have all 
along proposed to do—that is, provide that no one shall have the 
use of a carriage excepting the President, his secretary, or the 
heads of Departments. Therefore, by the action of the Senate 
as modified by the action of the conferees in agreeing to an 
amendment, the legislation intended by the House and the Senate 
is in no wise changed, but, on the contrary,is made more definite, 
so that the intention of the House and the intention of the Sen- 
ate will be carried out in the enactment of this provision in the 
bill. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, he is making 
the same speech which I made to the Chair on the oleomargarine 
bill. I thought the ruling of the Chair to be wrong, but I take it 
that a ruling made by the Chair constitutes a precedent for the 
government of the House. I read from the Recorp: 

Mr. Scorr. I understand the Chair to hold that the text of the original 
bill, which has passed both Houses, is sacred and can not be touched in this 

ymmittee. | 
7 T he CHAIRMAN. That is the opinion and ruling of the Chair. 

New, what is sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I insist, notwithstanding the statement | 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann}, that the committee | 
of conference have not exceeded their jurisdiction or violated the 
rules and practice that obtain in conferences. | 

The proposition is just this: The House proposed a restriction 
on the use of such carriages and horses as are procured with 
money appropriated in one particular act; the Senate extended 
the proposed restriction to carriages and horses procured with 
noney appropriated in all acts; to which amendment the House 
disagreed and referred the controversy or disagreement between 
the two Houses to the conference committee for the purpose of 
reconciliation. Assuming, as the conference committee did, that 
the real controversy between the two Houses was the question 
of the use of carriages and horses belonging to the Government, 
and in order to bring the two Houses together on the question, 
they have recommended, first, that the House agree to the propo- 
sition of the Senate to extend the proposed restriction to all 
moneys appropriated by Congress, and, second, that the Senate 
agree that the use of such carriages and horses shall be restricted | 
both to personal and official purposes. 

Mr. MANN. Therecan be no doubt that the ruling on the 
oleomargarine bill covered identically this case. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
in charge of the conference report: that while the Chair, as now 
advised, could rule upon this point of order, yet it is matter of 
such importance that the Chair would be glad to have until a 
later hour to-day or possibly to-morrow morning to consider this 
question, 
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Mr. HEMENWAY. Iask unanimous consent that the matter 
go over until to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [A pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


LEASES FOR POST-OFFICE PREMISES. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to report to the House 
the privileged resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution (H. Res. 118) was read, as follows: 

Whereas Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General J. L. Bristow, in his report 
to the Postmaster-General dated October 24, 1903, and which report has been 
transmitted to a committee of this House, has charged that “long-time leases 
for post-office premises were canceled and the rent increased upon the rec- 
ommendation of influential Representatives;” and ; 

Whereas it is charged in the same report that ‘if a Member of Congress 
requested an increase in the clerk hire allowed a postmaster Beavers usually 
complied, regardless of the merits of the case; and 

Whereas certain cases of an aggravated character are cited on pages 13) 
134, and 135. of said report to sustain the above charges; and 

Whereas on page 145 of said report it ischarged that Members of Congress 
have violated section 3739 of the Revised statutes, and that “in the face of 
this statute Beavers has made contracts with Members of Congress for the 
rental of premises, either in their own names, the names of their agents, or 
some member of their families;’’ and 

Whereas these chargesand others contained in said report reflect upon t! 
integrity of the membership of this House, and upon individual Members 
this House whose names are not mentioned: Therefore, be it 

vesolved, That the Speaker of this House appoint a committee, consisting 
of five Members of this House, to investigate said charges, and in connection 
therewith any frauds or irregularities in the conduct of the Post-Office De- 
partment; that said committee have power to send for persons and papers, 
to enforce the production of the same, to examine witnesses under cath, to 
have the assistance of a stenographer, and to have power to sit during the 
sessions of the House, and to exercise all functions necessary to a complets 
investigation of said charges, frauds, and irregularities, and to report the 
result of said investigation as soon as practicable. 

In lines 3 and 4 strike out the words ‘‘and in connection therewith any 
frauds or irregularities in the conduct of the Post-Office Department.” 

In line 10 strike out “frauds, and irregularities.” 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The Clerk is mistaken in the reading. 
The words which the Clerk has just read as if stricken out by the 
committee were stricken out before the resolution was referred. 
That is not the recommendation of the committee. I ask that 
the Clerk read the language of the resolution, omitting the parts 
stricken out, which were stricken out upon the suggestion of the 
author of the resolution when it was originally submitted. 

Mr. HAY. Those words were stricken out not upon my sug- 
gestion, but upon a point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. At all events, those words arenot a part 
of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, this is a departure from the usual 
custom; but with the explanation made, the Clerk will report the 
resolution, omitting the words which have been erased. 

The resolution was again read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Speaker of this Hense appoint a committee, consisting 
of five Members of this House, to investigate said charges; that said commit- 
tee have power to send for persons and pa’ to enforce the production of 
the same, to examine witnesses under oath, to have the assistance of a st 
nographer, and to have power to sit ——- the sessions of the House, and to 
exercise all funtions necessary to a complete investigation of said charges, 
and to report the result of said investigation as soon as practicable. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, the committee has unani- 
mously directed me to report a recommendation that this resolu- 
tion lie upon the table. Before I make the formal motion, how- 
ever, that the resolution be so disposed of, I wish to submit to the 
House a proposition for} unanimous consent for general debate 0 
the resolution, which has been agreed upon, so far as the commit- 
tee membership of both parties could control this matter. Tho 
proposition is that notwithstanding the motion to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table the subject-matter may be debated generally for 
two hours, one hour to be controlled by myself and one hour by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon], and that at the end 
of those two hours—— 

Mr. MADDOX. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. — I should have preferred to submit my 
proposition before yielding; but I yield. 

Mr. MADDOX. Why can we not get copies of this report be- 
fore we begin this discussion? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will explain that. : 

Mr. MADDOX. Why should we begin the discussion upon this 
very short notice, when nobody here has ever seen the report’ 
We should like to see the report, so that we may know something 


| about it before we begin the discussion. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Answering the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Mappox] before I complete my first statement, I will say 
that we had no authority, in fact, to order this report printed. 
However, for the purpose of accommodating the membership of 
the House, I have stretched my authority somewhat by ordering 
it printed in advance, subject, of course, to the ratification of the 
House, in order that Members might have the document upon 
their desks. The Printing Bureau promised to have copies of the 
report sent directly to the Doorkeeper’s desk on this floor for the 
use of Members. If that promise is kept, the copies should be in 
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the possession of Members within a half hourat the furthest. I glad to know that the committee is giving a report containing 


did the best ITcould. I made that request on last Saturday, im- 
mediately after the committee authorized this report. 
it has taken some time to prepare the document. I think, how- 
ever, that the suggestion of the gentleman from Georgia will 
be complied with before the conclusion of the time I have indi- 


red 


Mr. UNDER RW" OD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


Naturally | 


| suppressing anything from the press. 


ir. OVERSTREET. Yes, sir. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. In view of the fact that this report osten- 
ly reflects on the membership.of this House, does not the gentle- 
in think it would be fair and proper toward Members to ask 
it the report be printed and then call the matter up to-morrow | 
‘the next day, when Members will have had a chance to read 
he report and know what is in it? 
Mr. OVERSTREET. will say to my friend from Alabama 
that *‘ ostensibly this. report reflects on Members” isa statement 
that the committee is in no wise responsible for, nor will the re- 


port sustain that statement. 
Mr.. UNDERWOOD. I understand that: but the Fourth As- 
istant Postmaster-General, as I understand, has reflected on the 

mbership of this House. 
Mr. OVERST EET. Quite to the contrary. The report of 
the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General in no way says that a 
Member of this House has violated any law, except in the case of 
leasing their individual property for post-office purposes. There 
cases, and the committee explains all of them 


li 





are but three of those « 
= 

-- UNDERWOOD. As I understand the matter, I have been 
the impression all the time that there was a report that 
rvered by the Hay resolution that did reflect on the mem- 


und r 


was ¢c 


‘ship of this House; and I understand that the Post-Office Com- 
mitt tee have called for the facts and propose to report these facts 
to the House. Now, £ do not meam to say he has reflected on the 


membership of this House, but I have understood all the time the 
report did. If it has not been found that there was such, and if 
thit has been investigated and considered, what is the use of dis- 
cussing it at all? Butif there is something there that might re- 
flect on the membership of this House I think it but just to the 
membership. of this House, and not only to the committee, be- 
cause they are informed, while the balance of usare-not. This is 
amatter that is personal to the membership of the House, and I 
do not think the gentleman would want to push the question un- 


til the membership of this House, each man, has had an opportu- 
nity to re vad that statement made by Mr. Bristow. 
Mr: OVERSTREET. Well, let me explain briefly, by unani- 


mous consent, of course, that the committee has felt so strongly 
that there is no reflection upon the integrity or conduct of the 
Members growing out of their various recommendations in the 
Department that it was fair to the membership and 


Post-Office 





the country to give the facts publicity, willing to give it out in a 
proper and lawful way rather than to appear to suppress some- 
thing which might be magnified and exaggerated from what the 
1 is 

Now, then, in view of the unanimous report of the committee, 
representing both of the parties upon the floor, that this resolu- 
tion onght to lie upon the table for the reason that the facts before 
the committee did not warrant any investigation of Members, 


it was thought that the Members could well afford for a short 


time to consider the question without going into the detail of read- 

ing the several hundred cases. which are given in this report. 
Speaking for myself, [ do not believe there is an instance in all 

of these cases which in any wise rafiests, upon the conduct of 


Members, other than a construction which some person might 


male as to th motive which prompted the constituency and the 
publie officers who discharged their legitimate duty; but in view 
of the over rwhelming sentiment, which has been to a large ex- 
tent engendered by the press, that we were keeping something 
frou: the epen light of day, the committee unanimously recom- 
mends. to. the House that the House show to the country an 
al ct of each one of these cases, which makes a complete ex- 
oneration, in my judgment, of the attitude of Members and will 


iri ¢ 


, where 
ted by the honest efforts of their constitu- 
recommendations for consideration by a great 


‘ench them in the respect and honor of the country 
y have been prom; 
to make 





tment. because 
Mr. U NDERWOt D. ‘If the gentleman will permit me. 
Mr. OVERSTREET (continuing). Because I think it due to 


uterests of 
stituencies. 
tion of 
number 


the country to carry out their duty to their con- 
I am not disposed at all to force this upon the atten- 
the pan at this time if they feel, or any considerable 
r feel, we should consider it at some other time. 

Mr. UNDE RW OOD. If the gentleman will allow me just a 

moment. Lam glad to hear what the gentleman says, that this 
difficulty which was stated by the press, as containing a reflection 
upon the membership of this House, has no warrant; and I am 


should know the facts of t 


| all the facts and testimony, and that they are giving it out fully. 
We are not, by allowing this matter to go over andi to-morrow, 
When that report comes 
here they can get it, “and take it, and send it out t but I do 


o-day; but 
think that it is due to the membership of this House that 


he re 

pert should be brought in and published that was supposed to 
reflect upon them. In fact, I saw an editorial or a statement in 
one of the morning papers of to-day saying that this report, 
involving over one-half of the membership of this House, was 
be brought in. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is not true 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course it is not. I recognize th 
from what the gentleman say Ll think this matter ough 
over until to-morrow and give every man on the floor of thi 
House an opportunity to read that report from the Postimaster- 
General before we are brought to a vote on the matter. We 


he matter on which we are voting 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan? 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, 
clerk, announced that the Senate 
bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 10136. An act authorizing bail incriminal cases upon ap 
peal in the courts of Indian Territory; and 

R. 1909. An act to authorize the conv: 


by Mr. Parkinson, its reading 
had sd with 


Naa 174 ann 
Dasst UL alienain 


»yance to the tov 





vn < 
Winthrop, Mass., for perpetual use as a public road, of acerta 
tract of land. 

The message also announced that the Senate had ps l joint 
resolution and bills of the following titles, in whic cone 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

R. 48. Joint resolution authorizing the President to extend 
an invitation. to the Twelfth International Congress of H 
and Demography to hold its thirteenth congress in th: 
Washington: 

S. 4387. An act to authorize the Chicago, St. Louis and New 
Orleans Railroad ¢ ‘ompany to construct a bridge across t} Ten 
nessee River near Gilbertsville, kK: 

S. 3596. An act to amend section 2327 of the Revised Statut 
of the United States, concerning mineral lands; 

S. 1974. An act amending the act of Congress approved Janu 
ary 26, 1895, entitled ‘*An act authorizing the Secretary t] 
Interior to correct errors where double allotments of land hav 
erroneously been made to an Indian, to correct errors in pa s 
and for other purposes:’’ and 

S. 3. An act to regulate electrical wiring in the District of 


Columbia. 


The message also announced that the President pro tempor 





had appointed Mr. Petrus and a LONG members of thi 0D 
committee on the part of the Senate. as provided for in tl ct of 
February 16, 1889, entitle ‘An: act to authori and provide ir 
the disposition of useless papers in the Ex: itive Depat ‘nts 
for the disposition of useless papers in the Pt ce and Navy 
Departments. 
LEASES FOR POST-OFFICE PREMISES, 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Lyield tothe gentleman m Michigan 


WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
Indiana to say that he 
that 


[ understood the gentleman l 
had investigated the matter and to sav 
there is no evidence reflecting 


upon any Mer 
House, 
Mr. OVERSTREET. That is my personal judgment. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN 


“SMITH. No f, * mana s<noOW the 

the minority concede as mucl 

Mr. OVERSTREET. wei rity, I will s: hol 
are some few instances which aré isceptib n l 
whether a Member has not exceeded his right as a Memb 1 ¢ 
ercising his influence, but not in violation of anv law. 

Mr. WM.ALDEN SMITH. Do they distinguish between th 
cases? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Iam per ly wil r ] 
minority members of the comm ( O ans 
cause [ have the utm: mifis ce in them 

Mr. WILLLAMS of Mi ssi I would li 9 
gestion to the gentleman, that u ask una 

Mr. OVERSTREET Excuse 1 st 1 On thi 
proposition, if you will let me state a as 
th question, | may meet your d e. I want tos rere . Mr 

Speaker, that I am disposed to eve that request of Men 
bers.is fair, and there is no dispos 1 uy m irt b 
without any objection from ay member of the Post-Office ¢ 
mittee, which was expecting this matter to 1 rought u lay, 
I will ask unanimous consent, when we |] rning fixed 
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the time for general debate, that then the matter may go over 
until Wednesday. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will suggest this, that you 
ask unanimous consent that upon Monday, immediately after the 
yeading—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. This is Monday. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I mean Wednesday—that im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal we shall then take up 
this matter, and that you couple with it your former request for 
general debate, etc. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Of course, Mr. Speaker, it isa privileged 
resolution, and could be called up at any time. But I do not, 
however, wish to interfere with the regular order which has 
heretofore been determined upon. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I sub- 
mit this proposition for unanimous consent, that the matter be 
taken up for consideration immediately after the reading of the 
Journal on Wednesday, and that two hours general debate be had 
upon the proposition, one hour of the time to be controlled by 
myself and one hour to be controlled by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Moon], and at the end of that time the vote be taken 
upon the motion to table. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And, Mr. Speaker, that in the mean- 
time the report be printed and distributed. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes; and that the report be printed as 
submitted to-day. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Indiana—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That there isa feeling about meamonga 
number of gentlemen, and I include myself, that two hours will 
not be sufficient. Is the gentleman from Indiana not willing to 
say four hours, two hours to a side? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will compromise with my friend and 
give as my reason that the post-office supply bill will be before the 
House, and I do not want to take up too much time to its disad- 
vantage. Suppose I would modify that and say three hours—an 
hour and a half on each side? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
yield? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. For a question. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, I think the gentleman is 
asking a great deal of this House, before anybody has had achance 
to read this proof, to say we shall only be permitted an hour toa 
side to consider this matter. I understand this report contains a 
thousand pages of printed matter. I shall not consent myself to 
limiting this debate to one hour to a side. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I said an hour and a half te a side. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why not give us two hours and a 
half on aside? 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Tennessee doubtless rec- 
ognizes the fact that no debate is in order upon this proposition, 
this being a report to lay on the table. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Certainly the gentleman ought to 
give more than an hour to a side. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Iam willing to give an hour and a half 
onaside. I think that the gentleman will have no difficulty in 
getting recognition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that on Wednesday next, after the reading of the 
Journal, this subject shall be taken up, and that an hour and a 
half of debate be had on each side, one-half of the time to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Indiana and one-half of the time 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon], when a vote shall 
be taken upon the motion that the resolution lie upon the table. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentle- 
man coupled with that the request that in the meantime the 
Bristow report shall be printed. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I expect to submit the report at once, 
and it will be printed as a matter of course. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I understood the ar- 
rangement to be that after general debate was closed and before 
the motion was made to lay upon the table this question could 
be presented to the House by way of an amendment to the resolu- 
tion for a general investigation of the Post-Office Department, 
subject to the objection by the gentleman from Indiana under 
a point of order as he saw proper to make it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is quite correct, Mr. Speaker. I 
omitted that, although I think that they would have the right to 
do that ‘without unanimous consent. The proposition is that at 
the close of the general debate and before a vote is taken upon the 
motion to lay on the table a substitute may be offered, I reserv- 
ing a right to interpose an objection that it is not germane. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. An amendment or a substitute? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Either. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 


Wiil the gentleman from Indiana 


[After a pause.] The 








Mr. OVERSTREET. Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit the report 
of the committee and ask that it be printed under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, chairman of 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, by direction of 
that committee, submits a report, with the resolution that has 
already been reported, and asks that it be printed. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker, but 
under this order they would go to the document room? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I believe so. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. How many copies will be printed? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not know. 

The SPEAKER. The usual number of copies. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not know what the usual number is. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Congress has been indicted by the press, 


| and I ask the gentleman from Indiana to couple with his motion 


a request that the report also be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I can not agree to that, Mr. Speaker. It 
is too cumbersome to be printed in the Recorp and would be a 
needless expense. I have no objection to double the usual num- 
ber of copies being printed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman also make the mo- 
tion that one-half go to the folding room and one-half to the docu 


| ment room? 


Mr. OVERSTREET. I understand that the usual number is 
1,682. Now, Iask that 4,000 copies be printed, one-half to go to 
the folding room and one-half to the document room. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now 


| resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 


the Union for the consideration of the post-office appropriation 
bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. BouTrE.t in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 


| the post-office appropriation bill, the title of which the Clerk wil! 


report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 13521) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, 


| that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, before entering upon an 


| explanation of the bill, I wish to state to the committee that I 


did not think it advisable to-day to undertake to fix the limitation 
of the discussion under general debate. But I sincerely trust that 
until that limitation shall be fixed by the House the time may be 
divided equally under the suggestion of myself and the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Moon], the minority leader of the commit- 


tee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the time may be controlled by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] on behalf of the minority, and by 
the chairman of the committee on behalf of the majority until 
further order by the House. Isthereobjection? [Aftera pause. | 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, the bill now before the 
committee authorizes the expenditure during the fiscal vear end- 
ing June 30, 1905, of $169,996,588.75, carrying $16,484,029 more 
than the bill for the current fiscal year, which appropriated $153,- 
511,549.75. The increased appropriation authorized by this meas- 
ure over the current law is 10.8 percent. Itreduces the estimates 
submitted by the Department by an amount equal to $3,269.181, 
authorizing of the estimates submitted an amount less by that 
sum. Nevertheless the bill carries $1,910,818.75 more than the 
estimates, and I desire to explain what otherwise would appear a 
mathematical inaccuracy. The regular estimates did not pro- 
vide for complete estimates in the rural-delivery service. 

While the report of the Department contained certain recom- 
mendations, the estimates submitted did not include complete 
estimates to cover the recommendations concerning the rural 
service, and the committee has authorized in this bill an appro- 
priation of $5,200,000 for rural services more than the Department 
estimates. Gentlemen will then see the apparent discrepancy in 
the figures. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will ask the gentleman, Mr. 
Chairman, if he intends to raise the salaries of the rural carriers? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much? 
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Mr. OVERSTREET. One hundred and twenty dollars. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman think that is 
enough? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do; as I think the gentleman will be- 
lieve when he takes into account all of the conditions. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in order to bring to the attention of the 
committee the conditions of the postal service and the appropria- 
tions for it, I wish to call attention to the receipts and expendi- 
tures, as compared with the appropriations for the past few years, 
as appears from the following statement: 


Analysis of appropriations—History of recent years. 






ACES COE MI in ie sects crwensnaeninniiocmneuiedpeaces $123, 782, 688.75 
Te, BHO amenuscndcanseetonsesssenkonenaniaineendl 124, 665, 731. 00 
cit: dins 5 cisns cabinet o adenmanenncnedenmaaladigialiening - 121,848,047.00 
I IN ian ke harertecninh caballo mrectoetidpliaiines cathdnmeacrnilndiadpeiedia 2,817, 684. 00 
Appropriations for 1903 .....- 138, 416, 598. 00 
Expenditures for 1908 -....... 138, 610; 309. 00 
Revenwe for 190B......ccccccc cece 134, 224, 443.00 
Re Shishi iti ct hte iailtich anliieind te nieniiltscenistanadiatanbnrmaieliinen didi 4, 385, 866. 00 
Aa DE BO vast titcisiinncnedetineneanantincnndiannls 158,511, 549. 00 
Expenditures for 1904 (estimated). .......-....--.--------- ene . 154,500,000.00 
i re I ned niauntilantemainbtivainiiin 147, 500, 000. 00 
en ge a eee 7,000, 000. 00 
Appropriations for 1905 (authorized) -_........-......-...-------- 169, 996, 588. 75 
EXPORGiteres (QUUTORMBID) q...w.n ccc cccsns coccncccesssccecense 170,000, 000. 00 
cr nn eareciuibnaceaaepienaieieinaee - 160,000,000.00 
Dee TE Cee CIS piidicin canes ccs cnenwscansenednctees 10, 000, 000. 00 


There is a constantly growing deficit in the postal service be- 
cause of two principal features, one of which is the ever increas- 
ing demand for promotions and increases of salaries, and the 
other the demand for increased facilities that are constantly being 
experimented with and which later ripen into a permanency and 
involve a higher expenditure for the benefit of the postal serv- 
ice, resulting in both cases in an increased outlay, while the re- 
ceipts do not increase in the same proportion. In a business 
transaction the rule usually obtains to first look to the amount 
which your business will receive before you determine exactly 
the expenditures. It has, however, in the postal service been 
quite the reverse. The demands for expenditures have been 
made without considering the receipts from the various channels 
provided for by law. 

For the purpose of more clearly fixing in the minds of the com- 
mittee the entire service and the relation of one branch to an- 
other, I propose to suggest a method which will enable all to 
carry more clearly in mind the expenditures of the various 
branches. The postal service is organized for equipment by the 
appointment of postmasters and their assistants: by the rent of 
buildings for post-office purposes; for the transportation of the 
mail by rail and water; by the star service, which supplements the 
water and rail transportation and connects the different commnu- 
nities; by the wagon service, which hauls the mail from depot to 
depot and from depots to offices, and by the mail messenger serv- 
ice, which supplements that portion where the post-offices are 
beyond the limit under the railroad contract for the delivery of 
the mail. That I classify as the group for the organization of 
the service. That organization must be equipped and put into 
operation whether a single letter is dispatched or not. 

It is true that in the case of the transportation of mail the quan- 
tity controls the amount of pay, but the contracts for the service 
must be entered into whether there is any mail distributed or not. 
In the second group I place the facilities or aids to the promotion of 
the service—the dispatch of the mail—so that it may be delivered 
more promptly to the points of destination. Those facilities are 
the street-railway service, which carries the mail by cars within 
the large cities; second, the pneumatic tubes, which assist in the 
rapid dispatch of first-class mail matter; and, third, the canceling 
machines, which aid in the stamp cancellation for the quicker dis- 
patch of the mail of the first class, That I call the second group, 
the first being the equipment or organization, and the second 
the facilities. 

The third group is that of the supplies of the service. Each one 
of the four Assistant Postmasters-General carries his own sup- 
plies. Those supplies must be provided for, in a limited number 
of cases at least, regardless of the receipts of the service. 

The fourth group is that of the employees, over 90,000 of whom 
are carried in this bill—the letter carriers numbering 22,000; the 
post-office clerks in first and second class offices numbering 24,000; 
the railway mail clerks numbering 12,500, and the rural carriers 
numbering 30,000. as provided for in this bill, and other employees 
of a miscellaneous character aggregating approximately 4,000. 
Those employees are provided for and their compensation fixed, 
whether a single letter is dispatched or not; and the same is true 
of the last group of the miscellaneous subjects, which cover a few 
items of a miscellaneous character. : 

In considering these various groups of appropriations carried 
in this bill, the question whether the receipts of the mail service 
are sufficient to meet the expenditures is a matter calling for 
some consideration at the hands of Congress with a view to the 
proper exercise of economy. The public demand for mail facili- 
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ties, the demand within the service for increased salaries, the 
demands for higher rates of contracts, are, like the poor, ‘‘ always 
with us.’’ But when the Government looks at the question of 
appropriations from the standpoint of economy as well as effi- 
ciency in the service it is compelled, as any individual in his in- 
dividual transactions would be forced to do, to consider both 
sides of the ledger. 

I submit at this point a statement I have prepared which shows 
the sources of revenue in the postal service, and also the appro- 
priations authorized by this bill, arranging these appropriations 
by the groups I have named. 

POSTAL REVENUE. 


Sales of postage stamps, stamped envelopes, newspaper wrappers, an 
0stal cards; second-class postage (pound rate) paid in money; receipts fro 
»0x rents; letter postage paid in money, principally balances due from fi 
eign countries; fines and penalties; receipts from unclaimed dead letters; 
miscellaneous receipts; money-order business. 
APPROPRIATIONS AUTHORIZED. 
Group 1.—Organization. 

Postmasters, $23,250,000. First class, 270; second class, 1,225; third class, 
8,650; fourth class, 69,000. Total, 74,145. 

First-class offices are all offices whose receipts are $40,000 and over. Sala 
ries range from $3,000 to $8,000 

Second-class offices are all offices whose receipts are $8,000 and up to $40,000 
Salaries range from $2,000 to ae 

Third-class offices are all offices whose receipts are $1,900 and up toand not 
exceeding $8,000. Salaries range from $1,000 to $1,900 

Fourth-class offices are those with receipts less than $1,900. Their pay is 
based upon cancellations of stamp revenue, all box rents, and disposition of 
waste paper, etc. On $50 cancellations per quarter they get 100 per cent, on 
the next $100 cancellations they get 60 per cent, the next $200 cancellations 50 

r cent, and all the balance 40 per cent, until the compensation reaches $250 
for four consecutive quarters, when the office becomes third class. The 
amounts do not include the money-order commissious—8 cents per order 
that not being taken into account in reckoning the compensation. 


se 


Assistant postmasters, $2,000,000. Assistant postmasters are paid on the 
basis of 50 per cent of the postmaster’s salary. Number, 1,654. Rent, light, 
and fuel, $2.550,000. Third-class offices get $400 rent and $80 fuel and light 


Transportation, $50,000,000. This includes—Railroad, $39,698,000; railroad 
post-office cars, $5,736,000; foreign mails, $2,650,U00; inland steam boat, $700,000; 
special facilities, $170,000. Star service, $8,000,000. Wagon service, $1,200,000. 
Wail-anessenger service, $1,200,000. Total, $88,000,000. 


Group 2.—Facilities. 


Street railway and suburban service.......-.....-2.2.--neeneeeeeeeeee $600,000 
Pneumatic-tube service............ 2.222.222... 200--- siccceicoudereie cal 500, 000 
Canceling machines --......--..----- iiciiog alice ain woapeictemaitliata stad .... 200,000 
a oi caennldk dans hte nem eee esdieesn.ciennscnsaiin tee ihc 4,500 

ak ahead cea cage ilalinalcnlaghacilalniat sce aiibcaiabelchiaamintcemaia 1, 304, 500 


Group 3.—Supplies. 

First Assistant Postmaster-General, including Supply Division, $707,500. 
Supply Division alone is $482,500. Principal items: Stationery, $65,000; wrap- 
ping twine, $145,000; wrapping paper, $5,000; blanks, etc., for the mail-order 
service, $125,000. Second Assistant, $405,000. This includes the mail-bag and 
mail-lock shop and the miscellaneous supplies. 

Third Assistant, $1,708,000. This is the supplies for the raising of revenue, 
covering the manufacture of postage stamps, stamped envelopes, newspaper 
wrappers, and postal cards, etc. 

Fourth Assistant, $450,000. Three hundred thousand dollars of this is for 
supplies for the free-delivery service and $150,000 for supplies for the rural- 
delivery service. Total, $3,275,000. 

Group 4.—Employees. 









Letter carriers, $20,500,000; number, about 22,000. Post-office clerks, first 
and second class offices, $20,000,000; number, about 24,000. Railway mail 
clerks, $13,000,000; number, about 12,400. Rural letter carriers, $20,000,000; nnm- 
ber, about 30,000. Other employees, $1,511,000; nuinber, about as follows: 





Three thousand special-delivery boys, $120,000; 216 inspectors 
$540,000; 258 mail Con and lock shop, $285,000; 64 clerks, rurt , 
mechanics, etc., $154,000; 155 superintendents rural free delivery and rural 
agents, per diem, $376,000; 39 distributing agents of the Third Assistant 
$36,000. otals, 3,722 employees, $1,511,000. 

Total number of empl. 92,200. 


Additional money used for employees, but number not known: 





Clerks in 10,000 “separating ™ offices.....................-..--..-. $1,100,000 
ORG BORE GOO CIOT ED oo vec eececsccneccwcccccesecesccccccs 150,000 
IRI SUUMOI OUND sie, crceticcccenecsecenncsenseusaccece 100, 000 
Sabeuute Taliway meat Cloris. ..........2...20222----.-2.2-55- 500 150. 000 
Temporary railway mail clerks ..............--. aia ae ale eee 50, 000 
aa sas csdldediapelcishainespuliiscaaemalecien 1, 450, 000 
Total for employees, $76,500,000. 


Group 5. 

Miscellaneous subjects, $1,000,000; including horse hire, allowances for car- 
riers in cities, car fare and bicycle allowance, payment of 
nity loss of registered matter, advertising for supplies 

RECAPITULATION. 


rewards, indem 


and unclaimed letters. 


Group 1—Organization 


dekh ia ahha Renieaigin ciemhouedd decbiciiaicsraenige laden okie 1. 04. 50K 
i a aided incline esunercich ss-chdentaes 3, 200, 000 
Group 4—Employees -.-..... ce ie 76, 500, 006 
Group 5—Miscellancous .....................-...- diliin i tendtincacahigedind l x 
8S SSE ER OP ee ae ee 170, 004, 5O( 


Mr. Chairman, I shall briefly call attention to someo 
important items of appropriation and bespeak from Men i 
their action on this bill the exercise of the same economy which 
they would hope to give to their individual affairs. 


The item of postmasters’ salaries alone carries twenty-three and 
a quarter million dollars. There are over 74,000 post-offices in the 
country. The salaries are fixed differently by the law, but the 
postmasters must be provided for, regardless of the receipts of 


their offices. The committee has exercised as much care as pos- 
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sible in view of the demands of the country for the facilities of 
the various offices, and has taken all possible precaution to limit 
_ appropriations to the actual needs of this particular branch of 
the service. 

Inthe item for assistant postmasters, as well as for rent of build- 
ings, we have shown the same effort to economize, limiting 
amounts as nearly as possible to what we thought should suffice 
upon a very careful calculation of the actual needs of the service. 

Theitem of transportation carries $50,000,000. This, Mr. Chair- 
man, is a fruitful subject of attack on the part of people who are 
of the opinion that great extravagancies obtain in the adminis- 
{ration of this service. 

The item for railroad transportation alone is approximately 
$40,000,000. The committee, however, while not pretending to 
be absolutely informed upon all the details and intricacies of that 
service, have founda safe harbor of refuge in the very exkaustive 
report upon the subject made within recent years by a commis- 
sion of the very highest integrity, and in view of the report of 
that commission we have felt disposed strongly to follow the rec- 
ommendations of the Department with reference to that great 
service upon which so largely depends the prompt and accurate 
dispatch of the mails. 

The star service carries over $8,000,000. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Before the gentleman leaves the 
subject of railroad transportation I wish to call his attention to 
the item of $142,000 for carrying the mails from Washington to 
Atlanta and New Orleans, and also to the item of $25,000 for 
transportation upon another line of railroad to Kansas City and 
Newton, Kans. The gentleman has said that he read the reports 
and heard the statements as to the question of railroad transpor- 
tation. Before we come to that point in the bill I wish he would 
state anything which, in his opinion, justifies the committee in 
reporting a subsidy for those two railroads, which are performing 
only the same class of service that various other railroads of the 
country are performing and getting no subsidy. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The committee recommends theitem re- 
ferred to by my colleague [Mr. Roprinson of Indiana], which is 
in the present law and has been in the law for a number of years. 

Mr. BARTLETT. At least fifteen years. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Iwas not sure as tothetime. There is, 
however, some question, I confess—some difference of opinion 
within the committee on that matter. But the committee felt, 
in view of all the circumstances—and I have no doubt their view 
will be fully justified when we reach the item in the bill—that 
they were warranted in recommending this appropriation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I amin sympathy with the gen- 
tleman’sidea of economy; but I can not understand the rule that 
justifies a subsidy—a plain subsidy—to railroads, in one case of 
$142,000 and in another case of $25,000. I do not see how the 
committee can justify that item of appropriation; and I ask the 
gentleman to explain why that unprecedented special privilege 
has been given to these railroads. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Iam familiar, to some extent, with the 
history of the debate upon that particular item. I think no Con- 
gress has ever authorized this expenditure within recent years 
without considerable debate upon the item. In view of that fact 
I feel safe in predicting that the item will not escape the notice of 
the committee when it is reached in the reading of the bill; and 
at that time it will be more proper to undertake an explanation 
than it would be at this time. The committee felt, however, as 
we shall state when the item is reached, that the facts did justify 
the recommendation of that expenditure. 

Mr. Chairman, I suggested that the appropriation carried in 
the bill for star service is approximately $8,000,000. In some lo- 
calities it has been expected—and this expectation has been shared 
in many instances by Members of this body—that as the rural- 
delivery service was extended the star service would naturally 
be decreased. But the conditions under which the star service 
has been maintained in very recent years necessarily calls for 
higher appropriations and larger expenditures. 

The time was when anybody, regardless of residence, could bid 
upon the contracts for star service. Under recent rulings, how- 
ever, of the Department no one is permitted to be contracted 
with for this service unless the contractor resides upon the line of 
the service. By reason of that limitation fewer bidders enter the 
field, and this results in higher prices under the contracts than 
have obtained before, when one individual might secure a con- 
tract for a great many lines of star service. 

Furthermore, in very recent years the Department, under the 
authority of Congress, has provided in the star contracts that 
patrons residing along the line of the service may receive their 
individual mail at the hands of the star-route contractor wherever 
they choose to maintain a box for that purpose, from which the 
contractor is obliged to collect such mail as they deposit. 

The demands, therefore, involving upon the contractor more fre- 
quent trips and higher service naturally and necessarily result 
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in increased bids and higher expenditure for this service. More 
than that, these contracts are restricted by limitation in the 
contract where the service must be on schedule time, and if the 
carrier, who is the contractor, violates that restriction he is subject 
toafine. The natural tendency, therefore, among bidders is to 
exact higher prices when offering their bids where they are open 
to fines for a violation of the regulations. 

The third provision which has resulted in a larger cost for this 
service is the more frequent trips provided for by the contracts. 
Heretofore the star service was a weekly service, later biweekly, 
and then a triweekly service. Now rarely is there an instanc 
but what it is a daily service. The more frequent service neces 
sarily involves higher expenditure. The division of the Govern 
ment for these contracts separates the entire country into four 
divisions. Letting the contracts every four years, for at least 
one of these divisions, has demonstrated the higher cost in equip- 
ment, the maintenance of the equipment at the hands of the corr- 
tractor, better service, better horses, better harness, better wag- 
ons, and better men. These four conditions which have arisen in 
the Department require higher outlay of expenditure in the star 
service. It is, therefore, Mr. Chairman, not quite correct, in- 
deed far removed from accuracy, to maintain that the extension 
of the rural free-delivery service has resulted in a less expendi- 
ture for star service. 

The same is true in the item of wagons and mail-messenger 
service. The rapid and constant tendency is for higher contra: 
turalservicein this line. Despite the honest and persistent effort 
of your committee to maintain the lowest possible point in ec: 
nomic administration, we have been obliged, in view of the i: 
vestigations which we have made and the facts there presented, 
to accede to higher appropriations in nearly all of these lines. 

In the third group of facilities the committee have made some 
reductions in the appropriation for pneumatic-tube service ani 
canceling-machine service. In the item for pneumatic tubes we 
have reduced the appropriation, notwithstanding the service i 


| made in line with contracts which are already in operation, tli 


committee feeling that it is unfair to fail to appropriate when i' 
knows the contract is already in existence under a former statute. 

The canceling-machine item is one where we thought the Con- 
gress could afford to makeareductionintheappropriation. Under 
existing law the Department was asked to submit to Congress 
a statement, based upon an investigation by the Post-Office De- 
partment, carrying an opinion concerning the value of the various 
canceling machines and the relative wisdom of rental or purchas: 
of those machines. This report had not reached the committee 
when the bill was completed for the consideration of the House. 
The committee felt, however, that in view of recent expenditures 
in that item of appropriation we could well afford to reduce it to 
the basis fixed by the rentals, and therefore recommend $200,00') 
for the ensuing fiscal year. Since the completion of the report 
the Department has submitted its recommendation, and I ain 
pleased to say that, while we anticipated the report by our recom 
mendation, the opinion of the Department is exactly in line with 
the recommendation of the committee. 

The third group covers the appropriation for supplies. These 
supplies are so divided that each of the several four Assistan‘ 
Postmasters-General has his individual supply account. I a1 
pleased to announce that the committee, on the recommendatio 
of the Department, upon the item for supplies, recommend a r 
duction from the present allowance under the current law. Th 
committee has been exceedingly careful in its inquiry from the 
various supply chiefs to ascertain the real need of the appropria- 
tion for the various items of supplies. In our bill we recommend 
a statute which authorizes the Postmaster-General to consolidate 
these four supply divisions, to put them under one supervisor—a 
purchasing agent—who shall be under the direct control and sub- 
ject to the direct order of the Postmaster-General. Your com- 
mittee is of the opinion that this will result in economy in expend- 
iture and in a better administration of the service. 

In the group covering employees comes the heavy appropria- 
tion of $76,500,000. This is the group referred to briefly a mo- 
ment ago as the manning of the organization of the service. 
You must equip the service with men for the dispatch of the du- 
ties of the offices, regardless of what the receipts may be; and if, 
perchance, during the year, forsome cause now unforeseen, those 
receipts should be greatly decreased it would be most difficult to 


| reduce the number of employees, notwithstanding the fact that 
| such authority would remain in the Department. 


We carry 
twenty and a half millions of dollars for the 22,000 letter carriers 
of the country. That in its inception was an experiment, insti- 
tuted originally with a view of expediting the delivery of the 
mailsin one of the cities of the Union. It has grown with steadi- 
ness,and it has already been urged that it be extended to com- 
munities of 5,000 inhabitants, 10,00) being now the limit. 

The committee is unable, in view of the increasing demand for 
the letter-carrier service and the maintenance of the present com- 
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pensation for that service, to reduce the item below the recom- 
inendation of twenty and one-quarter —e dollars. The item 
of post-office clerks in first and second class offices, carrying in 
round numbers 24.000 clerks, carries $20,000,000. This particular 
field has been most fruitful in the demand for promotions. It is 
embarrassing, as gentlemen would appreciate if once they were 
placed in a similar position, to be constantly criticising an ever- 
trending effort for higher salaries in the service; butin view of a 
business-like administration of the service, with an eye to proper 


| the Treasury. 


economy in line with proper administration, we are compelled to | 


challenge the correctness and the necessity of such heavy increases 
of salary, especially because of the demands upon the Treasury for 
the extension of necessary service in various lines for the good of 
the entire country. 

I will say, however, that in this item the committee makes 
some provision for promoting the post-office clerks, but it limits 
its recommendation to theclerks of the lower grades. There has 


never come a time, and I question if it willever come, when there | 
will be an absolute and correct adjustment of all salaries of Gov- 


ernment employees, notwithstanding there is a constant effort to 

so adjust the salary to the service that the employee may rec: 

a compensating wage for the service that he performs. The com- 

mittee, therefore, in line with these efforts for a fair and equitable 

adjustment of the salaries, recommends some money which may 
be utilized and will be utilized in the promotion of post-office 
lerks of the lower grades. 

I refer to the grades below $1,000. In some instances there are 
promotions above the thousand-dollar grade, but the great bulk 
of the promotions go to the grades below $1,000. There are to-day, 
or will be as we authorize in this bill, 12,500 railway postal clerks 
on duty in the country. The item for this class of employees is, 
in round numbers, $13,000,000. There has been the same effort 
for adjustment of salaries in that service as in the other depart- 
ments of the post-office service. 


ive | 


The committee undertakes in | 


this instance to provide for some reasonable promotions of clerks | 


in the grades of $800, $900, and $1,000, but it does not believe that 
there is a justification in the increases 
in the higher grades of that service. 

In the miscellaneous employees’ service, such as delivery boys 
and clerks under the heads of divisions, superintendents, etc. , there 
are approximately 3, 
in round numbers oneand one-half million dollars. The remain- 
ing classification of employees is the rural-delivery carrier. There 
are to-day approximately 22,000 rural carriers in the country. 
The Department estimates that within the year ending June 30, 
1905, there will be 30,000 rural carriers in the country; therefore 
we recommend for these carriers’ pay, $20,000,000. I will in a 
moment, in addressing myself directly to the rural service, com- 
ment upon the recommendation for increased salary for that class 
of employees. 

I merely wish to say, however, at this point, that the present 
fiscal year is the second year of the permanency of the rural serv- 
ice. it was experimental entirely prior to last year. That serv- 
ice, however, has come tostay. It is being very rapidly extended. 
The demand for the service in the rural districts where it has not 
yet been inaugurated does not fall far below the demand which 
has obtained for several yearslast past. It must be remembered, 
however, that in the effort of the committee to deal in all fair- 
ness with the proper demands of the service for a proper and 
equitable administration of the fund, it takes into account that 
can not give all communities at once the rural service, but 
that it will yet require several years. It is only a speculation as 
to how many before the service will have been completed. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Do you fix any figure upon that 
service? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Doyou fix any maximum amount 
to which this service will ultimately go in the next few years? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Oh, we undertake in no wise to deter- 
mine the extent or completion of this or any other service. We 
only seek to make such appropriations as we believe will meet the 
demands for the respective services within the fiscal year for 
which we are making appropriations. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is, the present demands? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Nevertheless there are a large number 
of communities yet unserved with rural delivery just as anxious 
for the service as those which to-day enjoy that service. The 
committee believes, therefore, that with a proper administration 
of the service it is more in line with a business administration to 
consider fairly the proper demands which will arise within the 
next fiscal year for the extension of the service before we seek to 
complete the service where it is already being enjoyed. 

I suggested a while ago 7 in round numbers there are 92,000 
of these postal employees. Members must remember that in the 
appropriation for the postal service no account is taken of the 
Department at Washington, which entails a heavy expense on 


ve 


| clerks, and the 
of the salaries of the clerks | 


700 employees, for whose pay the bill carries | 


20: x7 


Neither is any consideration given to either the 
expenditures for the construction nor for the maintenance of the 
great post-office buildings throughout the country which are 
owned by the Government. If we were to undertake to make an 
accurate balance sheet to show the expenditures of the Treasury 
due solely to the postal service, it would be necessary to place in 
the item of expenses not only the Department of postal service at 
Washington, with its many, many clerks and officers, but the 
draft upon the Treasury for the original construction of Federal 
buildings occupied for post-office purposes, as well as the main- 
tenance of such parts of these buildings as relate strictly to the 
postal service. 

But outside of the maintenance of post-office buildings owned 
by the Government, outside of the Department at W ashington, 
there are over 92,000 employees of the postal rvice cared fe by 
the bill now before this committee. When you undert ia ae a 
public legislator, to discharge your duty as you aré — yr with an 
eye to the economy of expenditure, you are compelled to listen 
to the Government's side of the case when you insist oe con- 
stant increases of salaries for these 92,000 employees. 

I do not question but that in many of the cases these demands 
are basedupon equity. Iconcede that a great rn should 
not exact of its employees a service that is greater than the wag 
which it provides him. But in fairness to the Treasury, in fair- 
ness to the deficit in the service which every Member must accept 
and which stares us in the face, it is not a good time now to in- 
sist upon increase of salaries for all of these employees, especially 
in view of past liberality. Ido not ascribe to them any unworthy 
motive in their demands. 

I do not deny that it is proper for any individual to desire highe 
compensation from his employer than he receives, but I feel i 
the duty of this committee to call the attention of the House aa 
of the country to the gre at demands upon the public Treasury 


Ul 


SOve 1ent 





for the increase of these salaries. The committee has undertake: 
in the cases to which I have directed attention—the_post-oflice 


railway mail clerks, and the rural-delivery car- 


riers—some provisions for their promotion and increase of their 
salaries; but unless Congress shall exercise a firm hand in pro- 
viding appropriations for promotion purposes solely, the deficit 
in the postal service must necessarily increase in the same pro- 
portion as we authorize the increase of these salaries. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I would like to ask the gentk 
man what the de ficit for the last year was compared with th: 
deficits of the previous two years? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. In my introductory remarks I called a 
tention to the fact that the deficit in the service for the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1902, was over $2,000,000 and under $3,00 
The deficit for the fiscal year ending June 20, 19 


$4,000,000, and the estimated deficit for the fiscal vear « 














30, eee eae and basing our exp e ap- 
propriation which Bar bill authorizes, the deficit for the fiscal 
year ending June 1905, will be in excess of $10,000, 

Mr. CHARLES 3B LANDIS. Was not the deficit s il years 
ago as great as $11,000,000? ‘ 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It was over $12,000,000 at one time. As 
a ge neral proposition it may be accepted that where a new 
facility is inaugurated for the benefit of the postal service—a 
expedition facility—there invariably occurs an increase in t 
penditure, and naturally an increase in the deficit. 

This second proposition may be accepted as true, tl t 
never occurs a time when | the revenue of the service aj 
the expenditures, so thi is an apparent balance n 
what the demand for incre: f lit les is increased. Th 
it has not occurred in many years that the re of the vi 
have ever equated the expenditures. No soone1 ti ipts 
approach the expenditures under the 8-cent | han 
the demand for a ‘lower postage was lit, an 
lowing the falling off of th pos l f va | { 
largest deficit then known to ti ‘vice occur! 
year being about $7,000,000. There is no quest 1 but tl 
lower rate of postage on first-class matter resulted ultin 
larger receipts of postage. 

There is no question but when the lett r se 
first inaugurated, it resulted in a heavy draft on the 1 
and the deficit was increased, but just as tr sin t 
postal rate, so in the adoption of the letter-carrie: 
sulted, by the rapid-delivery system, of a larger 
for the service and hence a larger rey ind 
was reduced. 

W hen the —_ car was inaugurated for the quick distribution 
of the mail whil nia tenn bates ( ni r Le point tina- 
tion, the expenditure was increased and ime a heavier dr 
upon the Treasury, and the deficit again i 

But, as in the case of free-d i ery servi 
effected a more expeditious delivery of mail, so the i 
ice resulted in a betterment of the service and a more rapid dis- 
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tribution and delivery of mail. It stimulated business, which re- 
snited in an increase in the purchase of stamps, and the revenue 
again increased, and we were approaching again a balance be- 
tween receipts and expenditures when the rural service came un- 
der consideration. The rapid development of that service, bene- 
ficial as it is to the country, has unquestionably resulted in such 
increased expenditure that it is largely—almost entirely—respon- 
sible for the present deficit and that which bids fair to occur in 
the next fiscal year. 

In view of the increasing deficit occasioned by the rural service, 


the committee feels that it is proper to consider most carefully | 


the wisdom of increasing the expenditures of that service beyond 
a point of equity and fairness to the employees of that service. 
[ am informed that the Secretary of the Treasury estimates a 
large deficit in the general revenues of the country—not a deficit 
in actual money on hand, but that the receipts compared with ex- 
penditures will result in a general deficit in the Treasury. I am 
informed that the estimate calls for approximately $23,000,000 of 
a deficit. If every item of this bill now under consideration shall 
be approved by this House and become a law, it will carry enough 
expenditures to cause almost, if not quite, one-half of the deficit 
of the entire revenues of the Government. I do not therefore 
‘riticise the rural service when I suggest the propriety of caution 
and conservatism in our appropriations for that service. 

I said a moment ago that on the Ist of March of this year there 
were in operation, approximately, 22,000 rural routes, and thatin 
the second year of its permanent organization. It is estimated 
by the Department and believed by the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads that 600 routes a month is about all that 
the Department can inaugurate during the next fifteen months. 
The petitions that are being filed for this service have not in the 
past few months exceeded 500 a month. There will be remaining 
on the ist day of April of petitions unexamined, approximately, 
5,000. With the force now in operation in the Bureau, those 
5,000 petitions can be examined, and if the examination warrants 
the service inaugurated, and all of the petitions to be filed during 
the next fiscal year at the rate of 500 a month can be taken care 
of, with the additional increase in rural agents and the appropri- 
ation recommended by the committee. This is a popular, but also 
expensive service. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
an interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes. 

Mr. COWHERD. I would like to ask the gentleman from In- 
diana whether he made any estimate of the probable number of 
rural carriers that would be in the service when it was extended 
over all of the territory that is properly situated for a service of 
that kind? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I did not make any such estimate. I 
hesitate to make even a guess at it. The difficulty is this, that 
in the first place it is hard to tell what portions of the country are 
to-day sufficiently populated to justify the increase of rural serv- 
ice, and in the second place it is even more difficult to approxi- 
mate how rapidly communities at present sparsely settled may 
develop into such density of population as to justify the inaugu- 
ration of the service. I can see no time, however far in the fu- 
ture my feeble sight may go, when there may not be an extension 
of the rural service, just as I can not foretell how many commu- 
nities of small population to-day are ripening into cities of the 
second and first classes, which will demand letter carriers and all 
of the other facilities which the postal service now extends to 
cities of those classes. 

Mr. COWHERD. The reason I asked the gentleman the ques- 
tion is that I remember that Postmaster-General Smith estimated 
there were only about 1,000,000 square miles of territory in the 
United States which was fit for a service of that character, and 
he estimated that about 41,000 carriers would fully complete the 
service. I ask the gentleman if it is not a fact that we have got- 
ten far enough along to know that that is a very great underesti- 
mate of the number needed? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Most certainly, and because better calcu- 
lators than I claim to be have so far erred in their estimates of 
the extent of this service, I hesitate to even make a guess of its 
final extent. I believe, however, that althongh we have gone but 
little more than halfway throngh the second year of the perma- 
nency of this service, we have seen enough to challenge our at- 
tention to the importance of exercising great conservatism respect- 
ing the appropriations for that service, before it shall have gone 
so far as to become unwieldy and greater than the National Treas- 
ury can provide for. Ss 7 

Naturally the extension of the service in one community stim- 
ulates an adjacent community. Naturally the extension of the 
county service intensifies the demand for such service in neigh- 
boring counties. If you make a mathematical calculation that 
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within a limit of 25 miles 100 families may reside who shall have 
the service, and that all counties where similar conditions exist 


| throughout the county to those existing upon half of its routes 


shall be provided with county service, then you have covered your 
map with rural-delivery service without taking into account 
where the money is to come from with which to pay for it. 
Considerable guesswork has been engaged in concerning the 
revenues of the rural service. I do not like to assume that the 
proper way to estimate the benefits of that service is in dollars 
and cents. I believe the greatest benefit comes through the pro 
motion of contentment and enjoyment in rural life. This system 
of rural delivery will, I trust, make possible the withdrawal from 
the congested settlements of largely populated cities a population 


| which will add to the improvement and enjoyment of country 


life. Nevertheless, we are obliged, in fairness to ourselves and 
the Treasury, to consider the dollar-and-cent side of this appro- 
priation. 

Mr. Chairman, in considering the revenue from the rural serv- 
ice we have no other way to judge of its extent than that which 
obtains in considering the revenue from any other of the branches 
of the postal service. Calculating, however, the receipts and ex- 
penditures of the rural service by routes as we do by post-offices, 
crediting to each route the amount of money received in cancella 
tion of stamps and other postal receipts, and charging each route 
with the legitimate expense which it entails, we are confronted 
with the amazing fact that the Government to-day is suffering 
a loss in excess of $400 on each rural route in operation. 

Now, there is a very proper suggestion to be made with refer 
ence to the accuracy of that statement. Unquestionably the 
rural service has stimulated mail for delivery to the residences on 
the rural routes, where the postal receipts are credited to th: 
offices where that mail is originally deposited. It is utterly im 
possible to determine how much of the receipts of the posta! 
service generally is attributable to the stimulus given to the mail 
service by reason of the quick and frequent delivery in the coun 
try districts. But that can be estimated in a reasonable way. 
Count, the number of pieces collected on each route and compare 
that with the number of pieces delivered on each route, and of 
course the deliveries greatly exceed the collection. 

The patrons of the rural districts receive more mail than they 
dispatch. But looking at this matter from the standpoint of the 
Government receipts and expenditures for postal service, we must 
group all the receipts from whatever sources received and put 
in one item all the expense on whatever part of the service it may 
fall, and subtract one from the other. In this instance the result 
shows clearly a general deficit exceeding $10,000,000, while a few 
years ago there was less than $2,000,000 deficit chargeable to the 
service. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. I see that in one provision of the bill the pay 
of rural carriers is raised to $720, and there is a provision per- 
mitting them to do certain classes of work. Now, in the district 
where I reside, and I presume in many others, the carriers do cer- 
tain work for the newspapers. From this source carriers in my 
district make on an average from $75 to $100 a year. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. If the gentleman will pardon me, I was 
approaching 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish the gentleman would be kind enongh 
to state (because [ can not ascertain it for myself) whether work 
of that kind is forbidden by this bill; and if so for what reason. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will explain that. I trust, fully. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will announce that the gentle 
man from Indiana has consumed one hour. 

Mr. MANN. I[askunanimousconsent that the gentleman may 
be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time is entirely at the disposition of 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I thank the committee, and I think I will 
conclude very soon. 

I desire to call attention to the fact that while it is quite impos- 
sible to determine exactly the revenues as compared with the ex- 
penditures, nevertheless the fact confronts us that, grouping the 
receipts and subtracting those receipts from all expenditures, the 
deficit in the receipts as against thé expenditures is rapidly in- 
creasing and next year will be $10,000,000 or more, while very 
recently the deficit was greatly less than that amount. 

The rural service unquestionably has up to this hour entailed a 
much greater expense than it has stimulated receipts. How far 
the service may in time reach the point where it will stimulate 
greater receipts, as in the instance of other facilities, like the 
letter carriers and Railway Mail Service, I do not know. But 
now it is in its infancy, and we are obliged to call attention to the 
condition of receipts and the expenditures entailed by the service. 
I mention that with a special relation to the demand for an in- 
crease in the salaries of the rural carriers. In the experimental 
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stage of the service the carriers were paid but $300 a year and re- 
quired substantially to furnish the same equipment they furnish 
to-day. 

For the specific reason that tke service was then experimental, 
as the Department could not tell how far it should be extended 
norat what rate of expenditure for the carriers, the rural carriers 
were specifically exempted from the restriction of letter carriers 
senerally who were denied the privilege of doing an express- 
nackage business. Congress believed at that time that because of 
the small pay given the carrier it was proper and fair to allow him 
to make money upon a side line which might compensate him 
where the Government service h 4 failed to doso. But we are 
now entering the permanent establishment and operation of the 
service. 

The time has come, in the judgment of the Post-Office Com- 
mittee, when the carrier in the rural community should be given 
his particular official status. We believe it is time now to de- 
fine the carrier in the country communities the same as in the 
cities. We believe he should not be made a part huckster for the 
country district, part agent for bookstores, part solicitor for 
newspapers, but that we should give him his particular status, 
as every other Government employee is given in the postal serv- 
ice, and classify him, if you please, as a rural carrier, along with 
his brothers who are known as ‘‘ city carriers.”’ 

We realize that in restricting him from these various privileges 


which he might have received heretofore from these side lines. 
We believe, also, that in the expenditure for his equipment and 
the maintenance of his horses and wagon that he is entitled to 
fair and proper consideration in view of his service and his official 


position, and that he should be given a compensation somewhere | 


commensurate with his duties. The committee, therefore, recom- 
mends an increase in the rural carrier’s salary to straight $60 a 
month—$720 a year. 
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order house from Chicago by express or by freight and he delivers 
them under instructions and contract with the mail-order house 
at 5 cents a copy. 

Now, in the first place, that is unfair to the publisher, who has 
the right to be protected against the Government favoring a man 
who has bought the books from him by licensing a Government 
employee to stand at the gateway of his patronage and solicit the 
sale of the same book in competition with another Government 
citizen who is paying postal rates under the law. In the second 
place, that practically results in a large loss of revenue to the 
Treasury. If the mail-order house failed to mail the books which 
had been solicited by the carrier, but sent them either by freight 
or express when otherwise they would go by mail, the Govern- 
ment loss is equal exactly to the aggregate amount of postage 
which the books delivered would have brought. Wehave reached 
the time when the Government must tell the employee that he 
has no authority of the Government to stand between two of our 
citizens and give one preference over the other. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. Ido not want to disturb the gentleman if he 
prefers not to be disturbed. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. You will not disturb me at all. 

Mr. PERKINS. I want to ask the gentleman this question, 


| whether he does not think that some distinction can be fairly 
we are, perhaps, taking from him some of the compensation | 


drawn between a carrier who acts as agent for some business 
house, the evils of which the gentleman has pointed out, and 


a carrier merely distributing along his route a daily paper or 


| a weekly paper that is published in the place from which he 


A year or two years ago, two years ago, I believe, Congress 


gave the carriers $100 increase on the year. Starting with $300, 
it gradually increased $100 a year at a time, reaching the point 
where it is now, $600 a year. The committee therefore recom- 
mend another step in the increase by $120, making the salary $720 
a year. It must be remembered that in Government business, 
neither the Government nor the Post-Office Department should 


be privileged to authorize an individual employee to be the gate | 


keeper or the doorkeeper of business houses along the line of the 


road of his service. City letter carriers at one time were per- | 


mitted to carry packages for hire for the patrons upon the line of 
their service. 

In connection with our recommendation for $120 straight in- 
crease of salary to rural carriers, we ask the House to fix the 
status of such carrier by denying him the privilege of being the 


starts? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will answer the gentleman’s question 
when I have given one additional illustration. My third illustra- 
tion will be a reply to the gentleman’s question. 

A carrier acts as agent for a butcher in a town outof which the 
route starts. He solicits orders from his patrons for meat, giving 
a distinct preference to the merchant who sells the meat in whose 
employ the carrier happens to be. The same thing is true of gro- 
cery and of other stores. The same thing is true of newspapers 
where one newspaper puts upon its list of agents a carrier upona 
rural route who solicits for that particular paper and prefers it 
with his patrons to all other papers which have the right of free 
competition within that particular territory. 

Answering the gentleman’s question now, there is nothing in 
the law to-day nor proposed in this bill which would interfere 
with the delivery of a newspaper to be printed and delivered at 
the post-office where the route emanates. It does not affect the 
delivery of newspapers at all through the mails under the law. 


| Under the present law a newspaper, published at a town out of 


solicitor or agent for any person, firm, or corporation. To illus- | 


trate, this instance came to our notice: A carrier on a certain 
route received a circular and price list from a great department 
store in Chicago, with instructions and authority to solicit for 
the sale of any article mentioned in the price list and catalogue, 
and when he obtained his orders to send them to the main house 
in Chicago. 


that house has for sale, they bundled them up in one package, | 


wrapped each order separately, labeled it with the name of the 
purchaser, and shipped the full package either by freight or by 


express to the carrier, who in turn delivered it by hand without | 


charge to the patron, and without the Government receiving a 
penny of postage upon it. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman | 


yield to me for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Do you seek to deny to the carrier 
the privilege of carrying packages to the farmer? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. No,sir; I will reply that we donot. We 
explicitly grant that privilege. I believe it is directly class legis- 
lation, but we grant it. Another instance I desire to illustrate is: 
A publishing house prints books for sale to wholesalers as well as 
retailers—advertises the book, for instance, for adollar and eight- 
een cents, to be delivered to the purchaser by mail. The cost of 
postage upon that one-dollar-and-eighteen-cent book is 22 cents. 
When the publisher mails it to the purchaser upon a rural route 
he prepays the postage and delivers the book by mail to the pur- 
chaser at an expense to him of a dollar and eighteen cents, pay- 
ing to Uncle Sam 22 cents for its carriage. 

The mail-order house in another city buys of that same publish- 
ing house books by the carload. It sends its catalogues of these 
books to the same carrier who carries to the patron who pur- 
cased the books of the retailer; that carrier solicits sales of books 
delivered at $1.18, and if, perchance, he secures twenty-five orders 
upon his route the twenty-five books are sent to him by the mail- 


which the carrier carries that paper, has a right to deliver it to 


the postmaster to be delivered to his patrons without specific ad- 
dresses being placed upon those newspapers, but a newspaner 


printed in a town other than the one where the carrier receives 
it at the office must have printed or written upon it the name of 
the addressee, the same as every other piece of mail must have 
written upon it the name of the addressee, otherwise it can not 


| be carried through the mails nor delivered by either the postmas- 
Upon receipt of these orders for these various articles which 


ter or the carrier. 

Therefore the committee can not—and I doubt if the House 
can—make a distinction between a newspaper and a mail-order 
house, either of which may to-day make an agent or solicitor out 
of the carrier. Jt can not make a distinction or discrimination 
between either of these and the grocer, the butcher, or the mer- 
chant. If you undertake to make an exception and permit letter 
carriers in the country districts to become soliciting agents for 
newspapers, breaking in on the free competition which the Govy- 
ernment undertakes to guarantee all of its citizens, why should 
you not discriminate in favor of the butcher and in favor of the 
mail-order house? 

Therefore the committee believes that you should discriminate 
against all, so that the Government agent, he who stands as the 
officer or the employee of the Department, who is gate keeper 
and doorkeeper of the route over which he goes, shall in no wise 
interfere with the open competition between citizens of all classes 
of business who seek to do business and obtain orders from pa- 
trons of their respective routes. 

But the committee at this point make a specific exception to 
the general rule. It provides that while carriers shall not solicit 
business for or receive orders from any person, firm, or corpora- 
tion, or carry merchandise for hire during the hours of their em- 
ployment, nevertheless they may carry merchandise for hire for 
and upon the request of patrons resident of their respective rontes 
whenever it does not interfere with the proper discharge of their 
official duty and under regulations to be provided by the Post- 
master-General. 

That exception is plainly made in the interest of the farming 
community. Itis made to permit the farmer patron to engage 
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the carrier, even for pay, to do an errand for him, to bring some- 
thing out from the town for him, to stop at the drug store for 
medicine, or take a request for a physician to come to visit the 
patron, or to take in a piece of machinery which needs repair and 
bring it out when it has been repaired, and to do a large num- 
ber of little errands which are of great importance to the farmer 
patron of the service, providing it does not interfere with the 
pre per discharge of the duty of the carrier in the delivery of his 
mail. 

The committee believes, therefore, that while that may beadis- 
crimination in favor of the country patrons, it is justified on the 
ground that the service is clearly for the benefit of the country pa- 
trons. Itisintended fortheiraccommodation. When we give the 
power for solicitation and agency to the different business con- 
cerns, we depart entirely from the original theory for which this 
service was established, and make of the Government employee a 
distinct gate keeper for the merchants who will be discriminated in 
favor of by the carrier, who may perchance be in their individual 
employment. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Will the gentleman allow me.a question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Certainly. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I would like to know whether the proviso on 
page 36 of the bill will allow the carrier to take from the express 
office of the town from which he carries the mail for the farmer 
upon his route, at the farmer’s request, express packages that 
must necessarily terminate the line of transit at the town? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I see the difficulty in view of the gentle- 
man’s question. It is nota new question. However, plainly, the 
spirit of that proviso, if not the letter, intends this request of 
the farmer to be for his accommodation in matters which are of 
individual moment to him at the time. 

I believe that under the strict construction of that proviso the 
answer to the gentleman’s question would be yes, that it would 
permit him to do that; but I have that confidence in the regula- 
tions of the Postmaster-General that I believe he certainly would 
restrict the accommodation by the carrier to the farmer’s per- 
sonal benefit. He wants to send in for some binder twine during 
harvest; he wants a piece of machinery to be delivered on the 
morrow; he wants to send for matters of particular and special 
benefit to his family; and these are the things that the proviso 
seeks to allow. 

But, under the regulations of the Postmaster-General, I should 
hope, and I should expect, that every effort of a mail-order house 
that would take advantage of the proviso by sending to the car- 
rier, by freight or express, a package whichshould come by mail— 
that the Postmaster-General’s regulation would be so clear that 
he would be denied that privilege, which would be a clear and 
palpable evasion of the postal laws. 

| believe, Mr. Chairman, that while there has been great in- 
sistence with reference to rural service, Members can easily take 
upon themselves the consideration of this situation. 


It is a new service; it is growing; it will not be completed for | 


many years. It is intended simply for the benefit of the rural 
districts and not for the benefit of the merchants in any character 
- of business. The carriershould be given that definition of status 
which would clearly remove him from the position where he 
could give the preference to one of the Government’s citizens 
against another in the open field of business. transactions. In 
fairness to the condition of the revenues of the entire Govern- 
ment, in fairness to the great increase of expenditure for this 
particular service, the committee believes that it is not warranted 
in recommending a higher rateof compensation at this time than 
$720a year. What may be done at a future time I will leave for 
the future to determine. 

Mr. FITZGERALD rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This is the second time in two years that 
the rural carriers’ compensation has been increased, as I under- 
atand it? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is correct. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman state what considera- 
tion his committee has given to the question of increasing the 
compensation of the city carriers? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The committee has not considered that 
in this bill. The committee intends giving a hearing to the let- 
ter carriers on the bill which provides for their increased compen- 
sation. I can not anticipate the action of the committee. The 
committee believes that there is far greater urgency with respect 
to the increase of salary for rural carriers than of city letter car- 
riers, and in view of that fact thinks it is justified in making the 
recommendation for the increase in pay of the rural carriers even 
before it has considered the request of the city letter carriers re- 
specting their increase. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman will pardon me, I hope, 
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for asking whether that opinion of the committee is based upon 
the fact that most of the Members represent rural districts? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Ido not know. I represent a city dis. 
trict myself. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Iask the gentleman if he can give any 
reason for the increase in the salaries of the rural carriers upon 
this bill and the requirement that compels the city carriers to 
have a special bill to take care of their increase, which we a]! 
know there is no chance of passing? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say this, that it is very question- 
able whether the condition of the revenues would justify the 
granting of any increase in the salary of city letter carriers. The 
letter carriers of the city do not furnish horses or wagons, So 
far as the item for horse hire is concerned, the city carriers are 
allowed extra compensation. The pay of city carriers is more 
nearly equal to their service than is the pay of the rural carriers, 
and we believe that in view of the fact that we have determined 
officially the permanency of the rural service it is proper that we 
should increase their salaries to a more equitable point on account 
of their expense and service. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like toask the gentleman this 
question, whether he is not aware of the fact that the rural car- 
riers, by means of their organizations, have already declared that 
in their opinion they should have $1,000 or more as compensation: 

Mr. OVERSTREET. What organizations? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The rural carriers through their different 
organizations, 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not know. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well,I have here acommunication from 
a rural letter carriers’ association, in which they say, ‘‘ The great 
majority of all rural people are agreed that their pay should be 
$1,000. or more per year.”’ 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That may be truein New York. It cer- 
tainly is not true concerning the national organization. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask the gentleman if, under the con- 
ditions in which the city carrier finally obtains a permanent ap- 
pointment after practically, I think, in my city, four years of 
substituting, when he can do nothing else and when the amount 
he earns is a very trifling sum, he thinks it puts him on an equal- 
ity even to start at $600 a year while the rural carrier commences 
his term with $720:a year, under this bill? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will answer that by calling the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to the fact that the city carrier who starts 
with $600 furnishes no horse and wagon, while the rural carrier 
is obliged to furnish two horses and in some instances three and 
four; and, further, the city carrier has the expectation of an in- 
crease in salary when he has served a given time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the conditions of living more than 
—. the difference in that increase. 

. OVERSTREET. It isa perplexing question and one quite 
pertinent to the suggestion that 1 made some moments ago, in 
view of the demand of the more than 90,000 post-office employees 
cared for in this bill for increases of salary. 

But we believe, and are willing to put it to the House for its rati- 
fication or rejection, that in view of the fact, first, that the rural 
service is now fixed officially as a permanent service, and, second, 
that the rural carrier is obliged to furnish equipment that no other 
carrier furnishes, and, third, that we are undertaking to give him 
an Official status and taking from him certain privileges which 
give him side lines for compensation, we are justified in giving 
especial preference to the item of promotion for that service be- 
fore we recommend or consider it for the other branches of the 
service. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana whether he thinks that by this bill he will in- 
crease the income of the rural free-delivery carriers? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Oh, unquestionably. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Because this increase gives the carrier 
$120 a year more. 

Mr. PERKINS. But you cutoff sources of income thatin many 
cases exceed $120. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That may be true in certain localities. 
I can best answer the gentleman by quoting from a letter that I 
have from a carrier, who says that in his two years’ service the 
total amount which he has received aside from his salary from 
the Governmentis 10 cents. Iaminformed that there are carriers 
whose service aside from the service to the Post-Office Depart- 
ment brings them incomes almost equal to the Government pay. 
It is just for the purpose of striking a line of demarcation between 
a private business and a public business that we recommend a 
change of the status of the carrier. 
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One of the Members from the gentleman’s State informed me 
yesterday that there was a vacancy in a rural carriership in his 
district, and one mail brought five applications to fill the vacancy. 
I myself recently had occasion to recommend the establishment 
of a route before we had recommended an increase of salary, and 
there were fifteen applications for the position. That would not 
occur, in all probability, where the carriers were not getting 
enough pay. There is no protest from either of these points by 
which I have illustrated on the ground that the pay of the car- 
rier in those communities is supplemented by side lines. I know 
it is not true in the instance in my own district, because that 
carrier gets nothing from side lines. 

Mr. PERKINS. The question which I asked the gentleman 
was whether he regarded the provision of the bill as an increase 
of salary, because in many districts in the State of New York to 

say that the carrier, on an average, makes from the newspapers 
whic h he distributes $100 a year is certainly an overstatement. 
The gentleman says that he wants tocut off these outside sources 
of income. If he does so, the result is that the carrier’s salary is 
no better than it was before. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That may be true in some cases. 

A MempBer. And in other cases it may not be. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It is not true as to the country generally; 
it can not be. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is true as to the State of New York. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I doubt whether it is true as to the entire 
State. 

Mr. PERKINS. Perhaps not as to the whole State. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Of course we can not fix here the basis of 
pay or the official status of 30,000 carriers by taking one or two 
instances any more than you could undertake to adopt as a basis of 
action the instance which I stated where the carrier made nothing 
beyond his salary. 

Mr. PERKINS. But the gentleman must know perfectly well 
that if these outside sources of income are cut off the Govern- 
ment will sooner or later be obliged to make up the difference by 
increasing the salary of the carrier. We may as well meet that 
matter now. because we are coming to it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Isay frankly to the gentleman that the 
proper policy, as I view it, is for the Government to pay its letter 
carriers, its post-office clerks, its railway mail clerks, its rural 
mail carriers, according to their service to the Government, and 
deny them the right to act as agents or solicitors for any individual 
or firm where this outside employment conflicts with the open 
competition of business transactions. 

I do not know whether $720 is the full amount which should 
be allowed in all fairness for this service. I do not claim that it 
is. But I want to say that in view of the infancy of the service, 
in view of the heavy expense of the service, in view of the reduc- 
tions of the revenue of the Government, we can not in fairness 
recommend a greater allowance at this time. But because the 
present status is not altogether satisfactory that does not justify 
us in giving the carrier a partial compensation by Federal law 
and to supplement that by compensation from outside business 
transactions when such business transactions enter into compe- 
tition with other citizens and act as a species of favoritism. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does not the same argument as to 
competition with outside business houses apply to the case of 
postmasters where they are allowed to deal in stationery or to 
carry on other lines of business in competition with their neigh- 
bors? Yet you do not impose any restriction in that case. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. In the case of a fourth-class office, be- 
cause of the smallness of the pay, we allow the postmaster to 
carry on the Government business in his own house or store. 

My own judgment is, just as I have expressed it before, that 
the Government can not afford to be maintaining by law favorit- 
ism among its citizens. When we gave to the fourth-class post- 
master the privilege of holding his office in his store, that might 
possibly inure to his benefit, but it does not allow him to become 
the agent and solicitor for any other stores or line of enterprise. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; but does not it—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET (continuing). Nor does it deter his pa- 
trons from going to other stores at all, but it simply is in a meas- 
ure for the benefit of his particular store. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. TOWNSEND]? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I understand the gentleman to say that in 
many of the routes, some of which were known to him, there 
were several applicants—fifteen in one case—who were willing to 
carry it at the old price. What I want to ask the gentleman is 
if the committee were moved to the adoption of the report by the 
fact that they could get men to carry mail for less ™oney than 
Carriers are now receiving? 





Mr. OVERSTREET. Not at all. 
stance, a mere factor. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Is it nota fact that there is not a salaried 
office in the United States that you could not get men who would 
hold or accept for one-half of the salary that is now paid? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is true, not excepting “Membe rs of 
Congress. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Not excepting Members of Congress. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. And for that reason that would not bea 
proper basis. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Then I want to ask the gentlemanif the 
committee believes that, after reducing the source of revenue 
that the carriers had heretofore, $720 is sufficient compensation 
for those men, having to provide horses and things which he has 
stated they have to provide? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The committee believes that the com- 
pensation authorized by the bill is perfectly proper and fair at 


That was merely a circum- 


this time in view of the condition of the revenues as wi ll as of 
the cutting off of these privileges. It is just as unfair for the 


Government to permit a carrier to become an seek where he 
gets a full salary as where he gets a meager salary. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Iam not finding any fault with the coz 
mittee on that. I do differ from the committee on the amount of 
compensation they have allowed. I want to ask the chairman 
this: Have any of the patrons on any of the routes throughout 
the United States ever petitioned that these salaries should be in- 
creased to at least $800 a year? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I have no doubt; why, certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Have you hada petition from any people 
in this country to reduce the salary, or statements that the present 
salary is too large? 

Mr. OV ERSTREET. I will relate two instances where we 
have. One where a person wrote me that he had lived on that 
route for twenty years; that he knew every man, woman, and 
child on it; he knew of his own knowledge the expense of livi ing 
and the maintenance of horse, etc., in that community, and that 
$600 was ample,and hesaid it would be unfair to the Government 
to increase the salary. 

Another wrote to this effect: That there were small landowners 
and renters along that line of route, with which he was familiar, 
who are making far less money in a year than the carrier was 
making, and that an increase to a Federal officeholder in that 
community to a greater salary than the salary that was now be- 
ing paid would bring more discontent than contentment to the 
people of that community. Now, Ido not pretend to say that 
either of these instances is a sufficient warrant. Let me say t 
the gentleman that this bill carries three and a half millions o 
dollars for increase of rural carriers’ salaries alk 

I do not pretend to say that $720 is all that they s s] 
I do say as a legislator it is my anty and yours, before we under- 
take to swamp the Treasury by appropr iations for a service yet 
in its infancy, that we should give account to the demands of 
those communities where there are individuals willing to do the 
service for less compensation. We have no more right to act en- 
tirely upon petitions which ask for greater eonnauanld m, fore 
greater increases, than we have to act entirely upon petitions 
which protest against any increase. 

I average it, and I say, in view of the condition of the service 
itself, in view of the demand for the extension of the service, in 
view of its infancy, and in view also of the ——-s m of the reve 
nues, I hesitate to recommend more than three and a half millions 
for increase of salary alone in a single service. The increased 
appropriation for the rural service alone carried in this bill isa 
fraction in excess of 64 per cent, and 97 per cent of the a 


) 
¢ 
a 
me. 


hould have 


( D appropr 
ation goes to carriers alone. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Now, the gentleman stated that he had 
these two cases. I will ask if he has not received thousands of 


ret que sts from the people of this country who receive thi: 
asking that their carriers’ salary shall be increased? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. No,sir. Now,I will tell the gentleman 
what I do understand and what I have heard in the abstract, t hat 
the officers of the Rural Carriers’ Association, with headquarters 
in Washington, have been in this city for weeks and have sent 
through the line of their organization, first to State presidents 


with instructions to send to county presidents with instruct 
to notify the carriers, circulars stimulating petit ion s to be sent to 
Congress. And I know that since the days of John Adams, the 
great champion of petitions, there has never been a re earnest 
effort made to sta mpede the House with p titi ns i in this 
particular case. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Just one more question, then I will not in- 


terrupt the gentleman. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. 


Have I answered the question? 
Not to my satisfaction. 
In what way? 
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Mr. TOWNSEND. 
committee. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not like to leave it unless I can 
answer it thoroughly. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. What I want to knowisif the gentleman’s 
committee has not received from the people of this country peti- 
tions asking that these salaries be increased? 

The gentleman has stated two cases in which he evidently places 
confidence, two cases that are opposed to it, and insinuates that 
the other cases of petitions which have been presented to him 
have been due to the manipulations of the Carriers’ Association, 
and I wish to say to the gentleman I have filed myself with his 
committee petitions with hundreds of names that have not been 
instigated by the Rural Carriers’ Association, but by men who see 
the work of these carriers every day and believe that they should 
receive more pay than they are receiving, and I asked the gentle- 
man the question simply to find out if the committee were not actu- 
ated by a desire to comply with the wishes of the people of the coun- 
try, from the people not only whoare serving, but the people who 
are served, that the compensation of $720 was not sufticient, and 
that even though the fund set aside is large and we are adding 
to it, it is so with many other brarches of the Government, and 
we think that the people who are getting the benefit of this rural 
service should be consulted in determining what pay is sufficient 
and what those carriers should receive. That is the reason that 
I asked the question. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Exactly so, and I answeredit. I would 
say that it is true that there has come to the committee, by refer- 
ence of Members and also directly, a large number of petitions, 
petitions which were drawn in black, either typewritten or printed 
upon newspaper presses, sent out for the purpose of having the 
patrons sign them. Those petitions have come to the committee 
in large numbers. The gentleman says that he knows that the 
petitions filed by him were not stimulated. I would be very glad 
if he could say whether he knows that the patrons signed those 
petitions by hunting up somebody who had a blank or whether 
they were presented to them. Now, understand me; it is a little 
unfair to put this committee or myself in a position of antagoniz- 
ing the demands of the people. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I do not wish to do that, Mr. Chairman; 
that is not my desire. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It is a little unfair to leave the inference 
that I am insinuating that the committee has been controlled by 
one or two instances and are prejudiced against the thousands of 
names appearing upon the petitions. It is fair, however, for this 
House to know that this bill, notwithstanding extraordinary ef- 
forts of economy, carries three and one-half million dollars for 
no other purpose on earth than to increase these salaries, and we 
do give an increase of 64 per cent for that service, 97 per cent of 
that appropriation being for carriers’ pay alone. 

If we answer to the people by providing for the extension of 
the service from $12,000,000 to over $20,000,000, I will take my 
chances with the people on ratifying my act of whether or not it 
is a discharge of a public duty—— 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to 
me for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield for a question, yes. 

Mr. STERLING. Does this bill prevent rural carriers from 
receiving packages of newspapers, daily and weekly newspapers, 
from the express office or the freight office and delivering them 
to the farmers? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The law to-day prevents that. 
nothing in the bill that prevents it. 
lowed to receive purely mailable matter by express and then carry 
it to a patron of his route to the disadvantage of the revenues of 
the Government. 

Mr. STERLING. But in many instances it would not affect 


And not, I think, to the satisfaction of the 


is the fact that in many instances county papers are—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. County papers are in no wise disturbed. 

Mr. STERLING (continuing). Sent to neighboring towns 
where they can not send them through the mail in time for the 
rural delivery to get them in the morning, but they go to the ex- 
press office and get them there and distribute them that same day, 
and if they were obliged to send or receive them through the 
mail the farmers could not get them until the next day. Now, 
that does not affect —— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Well, that is a very remote case and 
would indicate there are not mail facilities between the two towns. 

Mr. STERLING. I think it is not a remote case. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. At allevents, there is nothing in this bill 
that changes the present status. 

Mr. STERLING. You think this bill, in and of itself, would 
not prevent the rnral carrier from doing that? ; 

Mr.OVERSTREET. The bill does not touch on thatitem atall. 





There is | 
No carrier ought to be al- | 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the law prevent that? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. If it does not, it ought to, because a 
newspaper, like a letter, is a mailable article. Why should a 
merchant or a public house of any kind print a thousand letters 
and address them, or leave them unaddressed, and send them by 
freight to an office and then pay the Government’s rural carrier 
less money than the postage would amount to to deliver them by 
hand, and by doing so defraud the Government of the revenue 
to which it is entitled? There is law against that now. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will show the gentleman that 
that is only one side of the case. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Now, I would like to complete this state- 
ment. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to show the gentleman 
who has so well alluded to it that there are two sides to the ques- 


tion. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The trouble is that you are injecting an 
argument into this bill which the bill does not touch. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to show the gentleman 
from Illinois that this is a meritorious proposition. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Then take him off one side and converse 
with him. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to convert you. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will be glad to listen to the gentleman 
from Tennessee when we are not trespassing upon the time of the 
House. I shall be glad to talk upon astronomical questions and 
others just as foreign to this bill. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, these are not starry ma ters. 
I want the gentleman to come down tothe ground floor. [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. STERLING. I want to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
another question. Do°s the bill provide, or does it prevent the 
rural carrier from acting as the agent of newspapers? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Certainly it does; it prevents the carrier 
from soliciting for any person, firm, or corporation. 

Mr. STERLING. What harm might there be in making an 
express provision—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I don’t know whether my friend was 
here or not, but I gave about forty-five minutes to the elucidation 
of that subject and answered many questions. I should like very 
much to accommodate him, but I do dislike to have to go over the 
ground a second time. 

Mr. STERLING. Iam very sorry, but I would like to have an 
answer to the question. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Has the gentleman been present during 
the discussion? 

Mr. STERLING. Not all of the time. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Well, that is the gentleman’s misfortune. 

Mr. STERLING. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes; I will answer the question as a 
matter of courtesy. 

Mr. STERLING. I would like to ask this question: What 
harm would there be in making an express provision in the bill 
giving the rural carrier a right to act as an agent for a news- 
paper? All newspapers would have the same opportunity, and it 
would be a great accommodation, it seems to me, to the farmer, 
and they are the ones to be benefited by this. Why would it not 
be convenient and a good provision for the carrier to act as agent 
and take subscriptions for the papers, and let the farmers pay it 
to the rural carrier? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Many things have been asked and fought 
for in the name of liberty, and now many things are asked for in 
the name of the farmer, but back of it all are the newspapers seek- 
ing to utilize the Government employees for their private busi- 
ness. There is no more reason for excepting the newspapers than 
there is for excepting the butcher, no more reason for excepting 


| either one of them than there is for excepting a mail-order house, 
the revenues of the Government whether it be the lawor not. It | 


and for further illustration of that I refer the gentleman to my 


| remarks in the RecorpD to-morrow morning, which have clearly 


covered that subject. Whether they will convince the gentleman 
or not I can not say, but it is abject favoritism which the Gov- 
ernment should not enter into. [Applause. } 

Mr. STERLING. I beg to differ with the gentleman. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I can not help that. 

Mr. STERLING. Isn’t it true that the greatest advantage re- 
sulting to the farmers by the rural delivery is the fact that they 
get the daily newspaper? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. They will getit now. There isn’t asyl- 
lable in this bill that will impair it. 

Mr. STERLING. Butin many cases the farmer can not get it 
unless the rural carrier is allowed to take it from the express or 
freight office, because the mail does not reach many points in time 
for the rural carrier to get it in the morning. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Well, I suggest that the gentleman pre- 
pare his argument on the subject. Ihave endeavored to explain 
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it, and I repeat that there is no more justice in making a specific 
exception of the newspaper than there is to grant the same privi- 
lege to the mail-order house, which has to obtain its orders 
through the carrier and ship by freight to the carrier the sales, 
and they are delivered to the disadvantage of the revenues of the 
Government. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. As I understand, this bill does 
not prohibit the carrier from serving the patrons of the route 
with the newspaper. It prohibits his soliciting. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Absolutely. Here is the thing in a nut- 
shell: This practice has been in vogue forseveral years. The bill 
provides that it shall discontinue on the 1st day of next July. 
Newspapers have already extended their circulation. Patrons 
have subscribed for them through the carrier, who has made the 
solicitations for orders. There is nothing to do but to continue 
that circulation, unless the farmer discontinues his subscription. 
The papers will go by mail, and they ought to go by mail, and 
when going by mail they come to the hands of the carrier to be 
cn by , and the order for subscription should go by 
mall. 

Mr. SPALDING rose. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I want to give notice that 
after yielding to the gentleman from North Dakota I shall here- 
after decline to yield. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
what harm there is in a rural carrier delivering papers any more 
than there is in a railroad, which is also a mail carrier, every day 
carrying thousands and thousands of papers and delivering them 
outside of the mail bags? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Well, a very good and sufficient answer 
is that we are limiting the duties of an employee of the oe 
ment, and if a railroad does that it does it just like an individua 
boy on my street buys a lot of newspapers and delivers the ~ 
He is not a Federal employee. We draw the distinction that a 
Federal employee should not be licensed to make such distinction 
and favoritism between citizens. 

Mr. SPALDING. They are each contractors of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. But not for that purpose at all. 
moment more, Mr. Chairman, and I shall close. 

I call attention to the fact that we seek to consolidate, under 
authority carried by the bill, the supply departments of the sery- 
ice for the purpose both of economy in administration and econ- 
omy in the expenditure in the purchase of those articles. 

We hope also to make such segregation of these appropriations 
that a clear understanding of their original purpose shall be 
known to every Member of Congress, and in turn we propose a 
better system of audit in some instances, which will necessitate a 


Just a} 
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more careful inspection of these expenditures for the purpose of | 


insuring that economy which the Congress has a right to exact. 


We present this bill with all of its great appropriations, and ap- | 


peal to every Member to examine it and act upon it with the same 


spirit of economy and fairness which has guided the action of the | 


committee, believing that the Committee of the Whole will not 
be led astray by rumors of inadequate allowances, but will con- 
fine itself toa strict accounting of the appropriations and will 
accordingly ratify the items which we recommend in the bill. 
[Applause. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, before the gen- 
tleman takes his seat, I would like to ask a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I wanted to ask the gentleman 
about the rural free delivery. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Oh,I have gone over that for two hours. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 
which I wish to interrogate the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
tleman a question about this bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] 
is recognized. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Before beginning, I yield; yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Moon] allow me to interrupt him long enough to 
ask whether any arrangement has been made with reference to 
the section of the bill providing for special facilities on trunk 
lines, to the end that we may, when we reach that section of the 
bill, on page 19, have some special allotment of time in which at 
that time to discuss the bill? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. No arrangement has been made in 
committee. I presume none could be made except by the ap- 


gen- 


But not as to the point about | 
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proval of the House. I will state that I understand that neither 
the chairman of the committee, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
OVERSTREET], nor my self is averse to an arrangement of that 
sort. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Let me suggest that that can not be 
done in committee. It must be done in open House, and it is 
utterly useless to take up the consideration of the subject now. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It is not useless to have some 
arrangement about it, so that the House membership may know 
what to expect. Iam simply calling the matter to the attention 
of the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairwill state tothe gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Ropinson] that no arrangement has yet been made 
in the House respecting the length of time for general debate, 
and that debate is now proceeding by unanimous consent, 
charge of the chairman of the committee, 





in 
the gentleman from 


Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET], and the representative of the minor- 
ity, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mo vot ge Any arrange- 
ment with reference to extension of time under ’ five-minute 
rule will have to be made after the committee ris¢ . 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I so understood, but I thoucht 
the chairman of the committee and the minority representative 
of the committee could at this time notify the House that some 
such arrangement would probably be made. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I think it is probable, but we can 


not make it outside of the House 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. No; I understand that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address 


the committee for only afew moments, and then I shall yield to my 





colleague the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cownerp]. We 
have heard from the chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET], a very able pri sentation of the 
bill in its material paragraphs. I take ple asure in saying that 
the minority of the committee fully ag vith ‘the majority and 
that the report is practically unanimous wee m all of the provisions 
of this bill except as to three or four items, to which reference 
will be made later. 

Therefore, it does not become necessary. in view of the state- 
ments made by the.chairman of the committee. that I should dis- 
cuss the bill in detail, but only with reference to those matters 


upon which we differ 


The minority of the committee, while concurring im general in 
this bill, have felt constrained—in view of the evidence that was 
before them, and of the reports that have been made to the com- 


| mittee by the Department on the resolution from this House direct- 
ing the same—to show the propriety of some action being taken by 
the House to strengthen the Post-Office Department in its admin- 
| istration. And in the discussion of tl 1is question for a few mo- 
ments I wish to disclaim altogether any animus of a political char- 

| acter in reference to this matter. 

This is a great Department of the Government, and for many 
years it has been administered with ability, and for a greater part 
of the time with signal honesty and integrity. But we have 
reached the point in the postal administration where, in my 


| 





judgment, it now becomes the duty of this House as the imme- 


| diate representatives of the people to look closely into the condi- 
| tion of affairs in that Department. 


This Department, charged with the expenditure of one hundred 
and sixty to one hundred and seventy million dollars annually of 
the public money, ought not to be left without the means of } 


prop- 
erly discharging its duties to the country so far as this Cor ere 
has power to give them. The system of administration there is 
in many respects weak. Unquestionably the power lodged i 
statute in branches of that Department ought to be more thor- 


oughly consolidated than itis. Responsibility ought to be fixed 
more nearly and closely upon the heads of the four great subdivi- 
sions of the Department. There are not sufficient checks, it ap- 
pears to us, in the Department to protect the public interests. 
There is not that closeness and community of interests between 
the different divisions in the discharge of their duties that ther 
ought to be to protect thoroughly the Government and the people. 
Asa result of this weakness, asystem of administration has been 
encouraged and pursued very unbusinesslike in many essentials 
Inappropriate and hasty legislation may be responsible in some 
measure for this mongrel system that has become so intricate as 
toinvite fraud and wrongdoing. There are, perhaps, more offices 
there than there oughtto be. There certainly is too much agsump- 
tion of authority under the guise of rules and regulations. The 
solemn judgment of this House twice expressed on the right to 
exclude certain matter as second-class mail matter and to change 
the law on that subject has been ignored by the Department, and 
rules and regulations having the force and effect of law, so far as 
the action of the Department is concerned, have been invoked, 
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putting into effect that very bill the Congress refused to enact, | revenue and improvement of service. The Department is entirely relied 


commonly called the ‘* Loud bill’’ or the essential features thereof. 
The power of Congress was thus usurped. 

In considering the fact that recent developments in the Depart- 
ment clearly indicate that the slime which was fou: d in. the 
* division of salaries and allowances would reach over the whole 
Department, there ought to be an investigation by a committee 
of this House, empowered to make recommendations to Congress 
by which the whole postal system should be revised and strength- 
ened. The rights and duties of the Department should be more 
clearly defined and the means of information as to the needs of 
the Department and the legitimate expense of its conduct more 
readily obtainable. 

Youappropriate from year to year large sums of money forinland 
transportation of mails by railroads, yet there is not a gentleman 
within the sound of my voice who can tell me whatit ought tocost. 

There is not a Member on the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads who, in my judgment, can approximate the amount 
that it ought to cost within five or ten million dollars. There is 
nota manin the Department who can doso. Thirty-nine mil- 
lion eight hundred and sixty thousand dollars, in round numbers, 
is appropriated for this purpose in this bill. 

I ask the House whether it is in accord with good business pol- 
icy that a system should exist in a Department by which you can 
not approximate within millions of dollars that which a proper 
service ought to cost? We know what it does cost 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. 
has just said, will he allow me to ask him how the committee ar- 
rived at the amount of appropriation recommended in the bill? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Lamcomingtothat; I willanswer the 
gentleman now. We know, Mr. Chairman, just what it has cost 
by the system employed to carry the mail for one year by railroads, 
and the Department, with this information, makes its estimates 
for the next fiscal year, making liberal allowance for increase in 
mail. 


ner in which the estimates are arrived at is very unsatisfactory. 
We know that only once in four years in each of the grand sub- 
divisions of the United States the mail is weighed, and upon that 
weighing the ultimate figures are determined. We know there 
are a thousand doors to fraud open. 
and the records contain, in a measure, proof upon the question, 
that large quantities of mail during the weighing period are car- 
ried all over the country—are weighed time and again. 
know that a commission was appointed by Congress to look into 
this question. Unfortunately the report of that commission 


shows that they were not able to reach a satisfactory conclusion | 


and therefore they recommended to this House its further con- 
sideration. 

Tam not able to suggest to the House at this moment what a 
proper and adequate remedy for this condition is. I present this 
to the House simply as an illustration of one of the methods of 
doing business in that Department, which I regard as not alto- 
gether proper and businesslike—one of the means that open the 
way for the commission of crime and fraud. 

Aside from these suggestions as to inherent weakness in the 
postal system, and the necessity for its improvement in the inter- 
est of the public service and revenue, there is a more delicate and 
serious question demanding your attention. 

The record shows that many postal officials are charged by an 
officer of the Department with improper and criminal acts, and 
now stand indicted in the courts of justice. 

Before proceeding further I ask permission now to incorporate 
as a part of my remarks the views of the minority of this com- 
mittee on this bill, and also my own views bearing on the ques- 
tion now discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to print as a part of his remarks the views of the 
minority and also his own views. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The following are the papers referred to: 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

To disagree with other members of the committee in the conclusions 
reached on an important bill, carrying the necessary supplies fora great 
Department of the Government, may rot be a gracious thing, and is cer- 
tainly nota pleasant thing to do; but we feel it our duty to call to the atten- 
tion of the House the circumstances under which, as matters are at present 
governed in that Department, the supply bill must necessarily be framed. 
and likewise to call to the specific attention of the House the condition of 
affairs in the Post-Office Department. — art, 

Every reasonable and adequate facility that can be secured in the postal 
service for the benefit of the people under wise and economic administration 
of the Department should be granted. The administration of the Post-Office 
Department should be liberal, but not profligate. Congressshould not permit 
the Department to enter upon every new scheme which may be proposed by 
those designing to make profit from dealing with the Department. Nor, on 
the other hand, should it prevent the Department from experimenting with 
new inventions and improved appliances in postal matters, which may result, 
as has often been proven, of great benefit to the postal service. But such inno- 
vations should nct be entered upon without due regard to the result alike on 


| business to know why itis that public money should be paid out. 


| to cost. 
In view of what the gentleman | 


The committee has no other information and must take | 
the estimates made by those who expend the money. The man- | 


We have heard it charged, | 


We | 


| been discovered, 





upon for estimates. The committee hears proof from the persons interested 
in making the estimates, and often on their own showing, as in this particu- 
lar bill, it becomes necessary to reduces the estimates many thousands of 
dollars. There seems to be no means of information under the present sys- 
tem except that furnished by those who expend the appropriation. 

Inagreat Department like this, possessing as it does many different bureaus 
under different chiefs, we too frequently find a rivalry between the different 
bureaus as to which can most rapidly increase its importance and obtain the 
greatest appropriation. Fora committee to rely entirely upon estimates fur- 
nished by bureau chiefs thus vieing with each other it seems to us is unsafe 
and unbusinesslike, yet without further knowledge than information ob- 
tained exclusively from officials who make the expenditures Congress is com- 
pelled practically to abdicate its functions in favor of the Department and be- 
come merely clerks to record their decrees. 

The Department seems to be likewise impressed with the belief that the 
service can be maintained only by a continual increase of salaries, hidden un- 
der the nomenclature of promotion, and an increase of salarfin any branch 
of the service, whatever inequality may be existing there, seems to call im- 
mediately for estimates from all other branches for a corresponding raise, 
thus continually impoverishing funds and absorbing the revenues without 
commensurate returns. 

It is easy fora Member of the House to say that the Department knows 
best about these things and that we had better leave it to them. *, is our 

e can 
justify an appropriation on the ground of public good alone. Departmental 
officers are purely administrative officials and it is their duty to obey the will 
of the people as expressed by their Representatives in Congress. If we have 


| no discretion and provide no means of information for ourselves, but defer 
| to their will, the wrong is ours. 


Why should we permit conditions in the 
Department to exist which make it practically impossible to approximate hy 
many millions the amount that the annual administration of this service 
should cost? We know whatit does cost. Weshould know just whatit ought 


The House passed a resolution recently directing the Postmaster-General 
to furnish to this committee at their request the report in the matter of the 
investigation of the frauds in the several divisions of the Post-Office Depar 
ment. This report was necessary for the use of the committee in framing 
the pending appropriation bill. It discloses a startling corruption in the di 
visions investigated and a method of doing business naturally conducive to 
fraud. We reproduce the conclusion to this report: 


“* CONCLUSIONS. 


‘For the purposes of this report, the investigation ordered by you on 
March 7 has been completed. In the preparation of cases for trial where in 
dictments have been found information may be secured which will necessitate 
further investigation and possibly involve persons not now implicated. 

**More than forty inspectors have been employed upon this work, some of 
them continuously every day since the investigation began. The records of 
a thousand post-offices have been examined and the files of many divisions 
of the Department, covering a period of from six to ten years, scrutinized. 

“The system of organized corruption that has been disclosed began in 1893 
and continued until stopped by this investigation. The amount of money se- 
cured by the corrupt officials and their confederates is small as compared 
with the total loss to the Government. To illustrate: There is no evidence 


| that Louis received any compensation from Ault & Wiborg, yet during the 


first ren OO, his administration the expenditures for canceling ink increased 
over $10,000. 

“It does not appear that Kempner received money from the manifold com- 
pany, yet the cost of manifold supplies increased more than $40,000 a year. 

“Barrett received but $6,000 from Arnold. Yet that company defrauded 
the people out of over $3,000,000. 

‘** Machen probably did not receive more than $23,000 from the Groff fasteper 


| Yet the Government has paid approximately $139,000 for that device, which 


represents a net loss, since the Department continued, by the terms of tho 
contract for letter boxes, to pay for the original fasteners. 

‘** Beavers and his associates received less than $20,000 from the automatic 
ome. Yet the Department expended $74,275 for this wholly unnecessary 
machine. 

“The total amount that the perpetrators of these frauds themselves re- 
ceived can not be definitely learned, but it will aggregate between $300,00) 
and $400,000; while the loss to the Government, considering the unnecessary 
supplies that have been purchased and the inferior quality of those furnished 
by fraudulent contractors, can not be estimated with any degree of accuracy. 

‘‘As the gross abuses have been brought to light they have been promptly 
corrected by the proper departmental officers. Contracts, where fraud has 

ave been annulled. 

“Asa result of the investigation, four officers and employees of the De- 
partment have resigned and thirteen have been removed. Forty-four indict- 
ments have been found, involving thirty-one persons, ten of whom have been 
connected with the postal service. Attached to this report is a list of those 
who have been separated from the service by resignation and removal; also 
a complete list of the indictments and the persons involved. 

**T can not speak in too high praise of the industry and intelligence of the 
inspectors and their loyalty toe the interests of the service. The success of 
the investigation is largely due tothem. They have sought the truth with 
eagerness and skill. o accounts have been too intricate for them to un- 
ravel; no labor too burdensome to undertake. Under the immediate charge 
of Chief Inspector William E. Cochran they have worked in perfect accord. 
A list of the inspectors who have been employed on the investigation is at- 
tached to this report. | ai 0 

‘The results of the investigation demonstrate that all traveling agents of 
the Department, such as assistant superintendents of salaries and allowances, 
of the free-delivery service, the Railway Mail Service, and the registry sys- 
tem, and inspectors should be placed under one organization. 

“A number of changes should be made in the organization of the Depart- 
ment in order to provide a more perfect check on the operations of various 
divisions, and some restrictive legislation affecting the divisions of salaries 
and allowances, of rural free delivery, and possilsy others, may be necessary. 
What the service most needs, however, is honest, intelligent, and vigorous 
administration. The corruption disclosed is not due to lax laws, but to the 
dishonesty of those who have been charged with the responsibility of admin- 
istering them. 

“In closing, permit me to express my most sincere appreciation of the cor- 
dial support have received from you during the progress of the investiga- 
tion. The hearty cooperation of First Assistant Postmaster-General Wynne, 
whose Bureau has been so largely involved, and of Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral Robb has been of great value. 


* Respectfully submitted. J.L. BRIsTow, 


“Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General. 
‘The POSTMASTER-GENERAL.” 
This investigation was confined largely to one division of the Post-Office 
Department. It is impossible tosay whether or not the same corrupt methods 
obtain in the other divisions. The business intercourse between the divisions 
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of the Post-Office Department, all under one head, make it probable that the 
fraud and corruption confessedly attached to one of the divisions exist in 
some measure in other divisions of the same service. Whether this be true 
or not, some system of checks as between the divisions should be devised, so 
‘hat fraud could not so easily be accomplished. 

In view of the interesting report mentioned, and of the hearings, and of 
the detailed proof furnished by the Department to the committee of improper 
conduct of post-office officials, and of the charges against other divisions of 
the Department, and the imperfect methods of obtaining facts as to the con- 
duct of affairs in that office, it would seem to be the part of wisdom that the 
House should proceed to a full and complete investigation of the Post-Office 
Department in all of its branches, for the betterment of the service, the pre- 
vention of fraud, and the general protection of the public interest. 

Bad systems and public plunderers too often afflict the administration of 
public affairs. To their eradication no one should object. So faras frauds 
committed and disclosed are concerned, their investigation for the most part 
is now a matter for the courts of justice to consider. e are concerned alone 
in devising means to prevent the repetition of similar frauds and ascertain- 
ing the extent of the weakness of our ap system and providing an ade- 
quate remedy againstit. Impressed with the justice of these general views 
as applicable to existing conditions in the Post-Office Department, they are 
submitted for your consideration, with the recommendation that there bo a 
full and complete investigation of the affairs of the Post-Office Department 
under a committee of Congress. 

JOHN A. Moon. 
J. M. GRIGGS. 
W.S. COWHERD. 
D. E. FINLEY. 
THEO. F. KLUTTZ. 


VIEWS OF MR. MOON OF TENNESSEE. 


Mr. Moon of Tennessee submitted the following individual views: 

The section of the bill appropriating $142,000 for necessary and special fa- 
cilities on trunk lines from Washington to Atlanta and New Orleans, and 
$25,000 to Kansas City, Mo., and Newton, Kans., railroads, should be stricken 
out. The proviso in this section that it shall not be expended unless the 
Postmaster-General shall deem it necessary is practically a direction to him 
to expend it, whatever the conditions may be, for the Postmaster-General 
has not at any time, and does not now, recommend this appropriation, but 
says that it is a hindrance to the proper administration of the office, as no 
other railroad gets the additional pay, but that Congress putting it in the bill 
when not asked for, he regards it as mandatory to expend it, and does not 
treat the proviso as merely directory. 

It is bad business policy to give a bonus to one or two roads and not to 
others doing the same work in the same time in as good or better manner. 

These two are the only subsidized roads in the United States, this vicious 
policy having been abandoned as to all other roads. 

These roads receive compensation for carrying the mail under the statutes 
just as the other roads do, and this compensation is full and adequate as to 
all roads. The extra amount provided for them in this bill is purely a gift. 

These roads do not furnish any facilities that many other roads do not fur- 
nish. They have a special train which carries the mail and express and on a 
p2rt of the line passengers. Other roads do the same thing exactly. 

The proof shows that the roads connecting the Southern fast mail are for 
the most part owned by this same road, and that the connecting lines are so 
run that mail was delayed in November, December, and January last from 
fifty minutes to eight hours on an average of twenty-six days in each month 
at one main point of distribution where eightor nine railwayscarry the mail, 
distributing it over a great part of the territory alleged to be benefited by 
this service. It isof littleconsequence that the Southern (or subsidized main 
line) is on time if the connections owned by it or made with it are run late 
and the people do not get the mail. The fines imposed on the main line show 
that it runs slow very often. Still the extra pay will pores of very heavy 
fines and still leave the road a profit but no benefit to the public. 

I object to paying these roads this large amount of money to induce them 
to do that which by law and good morals under the statutory contract they 
are bound to do—that is, to carry the mail with reasonable expedition. This 
subsidy was in part paid at one time to the road from Washington to New 
York, but it is now paid from Washington to New Orleans only, the first- 
mentioned roads declining to longer accept it.asIaminformed. At any rate, 
there is no provision in the bill for the line between Washington and New 
York. The old reason given for this subsidy was that it was necessary to 
control and fix the schedule of a fast mail train from New York in business 
interests. This can not be done now, as the train starts from Washington 
and the Government does not control the New York connections. All of 
these claims are pure subterfuges to justify, if possible, the most unjustifi- 
able section, in my opinion, ever openly incorporated in any decent bill. 
From the best information I can obtain the Kansas City donation is only a 
contribution to the railroad people for the indirect benefit of the Kansas City 
newspapers. However this may be, itrests on thesame pernicious policy that 
supports the Southern subsidy. ; 

There is another provision in the bill which authorizes a contract with the 
Central Railroad of New York to erect a building over its tracks in New 
York for use in part by the United States postal authorities at an annual 
rental of $90,000, on a lease for aterm of fifty years. This provision to my 
mind is objectionable on account of the long term proposed and the increased 
cost incident thereto. Then the facts before the committee are so meager 
as not to furnish a sufficient basis, in my judgment, for intelligent action in 
this matter, it being a new proposition submitted since the subcommittee 
had practically passed upon this bill and not very fully investigated. 

Iam opposed to tying the hands of the Department for fifty years on this 
or any other proposition. 

Joun A. Moon. 


Mr. MOON of Tennessee. It has been reported to this House 
by the Postmaster-General that millions of dollars of the public 
money has been wasted. How, and where, and under what con- 
ditions? By the men in the Department charged with the re- 
sponsibility and the duty of caring for the proper expenditure of 
this money. It has beentaken from the public Treasury. It has 
been diverted to private interests. It is done in the Department 
itself. The Department has made its own investigation of this 
division. It has reported the frauds. It is not to be expected of 
any Department that it will clearly exculpate itself all along the 
line. We can not expect it of any party in power. Fraud, cor- 
ruption, and bribery are not the heritage of either the Democratic 
or the Republican party. 

I assume that there are as many men of honor and integrity in 
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one of these great parties as in the other. It is not a party ques- 
tion. At most the party in power can be charged with the fail- 
ure to devise proper means for the prevention of fraud, in the 
failure to select with care its officials, and with negligence in the 
discharge of public duty. 

There is no attempt in this report on the part of the minority 
to present to the country any other views than those which the 
facts justify, nor to demand or ask of this House any action that 
the honor and integrity of its membership and the welfare of the 
country do not demand. 

How are you affected, gentlemen of the House of Representa- 
tives? You find this Department in making this report has been 
forced in many instances to declare that the law has been vio- 
lated, that the rules of the Department have been violated. In 
many instances they have shown that crime has been committed, 
and, to their credit, the criminals have been indicted: but mark 
you, in covering the fraud of the Department itself the attempt 
is made to cast aspersions upon the House of Representatives. 
The names of 100 of you are linked with the crimes of that De- 
partment, not justly, I am prepared to say, in but few instances, 
if any. 

But nevertheless the Department, in working out the crime 
committed there, whether for the purpose of attaching a meas- 
ure of respectability to its criminal conduct or not, has called you 
in and asked the country to recognize you as participating in 
some degree in the crimes that afflicted that Department. This 
being true, crime having been committed, and public money 
having been wasted, the Department having admitted its own 
dereliction of duty, the Department making accusation against 
the representatives of the people on this floor and the committee 
having reported on that question, what will the country say to 
you, whether you be Democrats or Republicans, when the ques- 
tion is fairly presented by the minority of this committee, as it 
will be in this House, that this whole Department ought to be 
investigated for the purpose of perfecting the system, for reme- 
dying the weaknesses and the prevention of crime, if you op- 
pose it? 

Can you stand here because the parliamentary situation may 
be such that you can interpose a point of order to an amendment 
to investigate this Department—can you stand here and oppose a 
request for unanimous consent for the investigation of this De- 
partment? Can you afford to say to the country that the Depart- 
ment is investigating itself? Can you persuade the country that 
it is proper for any men charged with crime to sit as judge and 
jury and pass upon their own case? Do you think the Republican 
party is involved init? I think as a party that it is not involved 
incrime. I think as a party it has been derelict to the public 
interests, negligent in the selection of men in the administration 
of public office. I think that it has been derelict in not provid- 
ing a better system for the conduct of business there; but far be 
it from me to charge that it is the desire of the Republican party 
to protect these thieves and criminals in office. 

This country will never charge it on you. This country will 
never say that the Republican party has any desire to shield its 
criminals until it shall appear clearly that when the House itself 
by the Department is charged with complicity in these crimes 
the Republican party has used its power, being in a maierity, 
and interposed objections of a technical character to an honest 
investigation. It will never say that that party has stood in the 
way of the truth, of honor, of public virtue until that party on 
this floor shall declare by its conduct that it is opposed to an in- 


vestigation that will bring out the truth. [Applause.] 

You can not, gentlemen, if you value your personal honor, 
either oppose an objection under any view of parliamentary law 
orinany other way. It is a question of honesty among men. It 


is not a question of party. Letus goto aninvestigation. If this 
Department is not corrupt (although the evidence indicates that 
? 


it is already swallowed up in an abyss of crime), then let it be 
vindicated at the hands of the representatives of the people. If 
they be guilty, then, in the language of one of the great: Presi- 
dents of the Republic, ‘‘ Let no guilty man escape.’? You can 
not stand here, gentlemen, and advocate a position that indi- 
rectly reflects upon you under the present conditions. You gotoo 


far in partisan feeling if you do such a thing as that. 
Can you permit the country to say that you stand here as apol- 


ogists for these crimes? Can you permit the people to indulge 
the suspicion that you are prepared to protect, by parliamentary 
methods or in any other way, the thieves that have found a way 
into this great Department? I present this view of the case to 
you. Itis a delicate question for us all. Weowe it tothe people 
to see that the truth comes out, that justice is done, that the Re- 
public is protected. Noman can put party consideration above 


these high and patriotic duties. No man can shield himself be- 
hind an objection that is tenable only under parliamentary law. 
We have to face the issue. Come up to it like men. Do not 
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longer hesitate about it. You can not permit, if it be possible 
to avoid it, a single stain upon your personal honor and charac- 
ter, and God forbid that you ever permit the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the popular branch of the Government, to be dishon- 
ored by a failure to adduce the truth under conditions like these. 
I now vield to the gentleman from Missouri. [Applause.] 

Mr.SsMUEL W.SMITH. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I had finished, but I yield to him if 
the gentleman has an inquiry. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Under this special-facility clause, 
to which reference has been made, I would like to ask at whose 
suggestion this $167,000 was put in the bill—$142,000 from Wash- 
ington to Atlanta and New Orleans, and $25,000 from Kansas City, 
Mo.,to Newton, Kans. Was that done at the request of the Post- 
master-General? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. In reply to the gentleman, I will say 
this is not the suggestion of the Department. The Post-Office De- 
partment has never recommended a subsidy to be paid to the rail- 
roads running from the city of Washington to New Orleans. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Then why does the committee put 
it in? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. On thecontrary, the Department has 
always said that the allowance of this amount was a ‘hindrance to 
the good administration of the office, and that they never would 
have spent it—not estimating for it nor recommending it to the 
House—but the House of its own accord taking it up and passing 
it, they regarded the action of the House under such circumstances, 
not withstanding the language that it shall be expended only in the 
discretion of the Department, as a mandate to expend it, because 
the Department has not recommended and did not desire it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And the gentleman has voted 
against it every time. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. 
proposition. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. So have I; but why does the com- 
mittee still put it in? The Department does not recommend it. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. As to why the committee put the 
item: in I can not say. I presume the committee did it in the dis- 
charge of their duty to the country as they understand it. I 
voted against the proposition in the committee and will vote against 
it here, and at the proper time shall move this House to strike that 
item from the bill, because, in my judgment, the alleged South- 
ern subsidy is the most iniquitous and pernicious section ever at- 
tempted to be incorporated in any decent bill. [Applause. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

. The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I yield. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Howmany yearshas that subsidy been paid? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee, I believe it has been paid for about 
ten years. and I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio that it 
would have been better for the Government to have bought many 
of the little towns along the Southern Railroad which this is sup- 
posed to have benefited than to have paid the money thut has 
been paid out in this subsidy, so far as the principle involved is 
concerned, as | view it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did not the Democrats first put that in 
the post-office appropriation bill? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I am sure I do not know. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can tell the gentleman. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I should not be surprised if it was 

Democratic Administration, because 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee (continuing). Because the southern 
membership largely insisted upon it. I have always insisted, I 
will say to the gentleman, that a subsidy is an evil which we 
should oppose in the North or South. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Has nota Republican House voted 
for it time and again in the bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it not a fact that a number of us here 
constantly annually have voted for striking out that provision? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I know that a number of gentlemen 
did on both sides 

Mr. GROSVENOBR. Is itnot a fact that alarge majority of the 
gentleman's party on this floor have constantly voted to keep it in? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. No: not always. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; and at one time we struck it 
out. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. If the gentleman will allow me to 
answer the question, I will say that I think the majority on the 
Republican side of the House, united with the majority on the 
other side of the House, have generally maintained the provision. 
It was clearly error by both. 


I have always voted against that 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Democratic House. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I do not know who is the father of 
the child, but I know that the child ought to be killed for tho 
public good. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman kills it, it will be infanti- 
cide in his own family. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Democrats with my views don't 
produce that sort of a child nor encourage its existence. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman. I desire to submit some 
remarks along the line followed so ably by my colleague, the g: 
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. Moon]. In criticising the adminis- 
tration of the Post-Office Department I want it distinctly under- 
stood that I am offering no criticism against the committee that 
reports this bill to the House. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that it 
can be truthfully said that no committee under the Dome of this 
Capitol has worked more arduously and endeavored more earnest] 
to bring to this House a fair and just measure, and I desire at the 
outset to say for the chairman of that committee that he has |a- 
bored with infinite zeal for the good of the service and with rare 
tact and industry in the framing of this great bill. [Applauso. | 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill carries more money than any 
other supply bill that will be presented to this House this year. 
It is providing for a department and service that is nearer to t 
membership of this House than any other service rendered by | 
Government. The fact of the matter is that it isin the postal 
service only that nine-tenths of our population ever come in « 
tact with the General Government of the United States. Not 
one man in a thousand has ever seen a regiment of United State 
troops. Probably not one in ten thousand ever saw a battle ship. 
The courts of the United States, distributed though they may bec 
over all the States, yet, with their limited jurisdiction, serve a 
very small proportion of the people. It is the postal service only 
that enters into every home and touches in the circumferenc 
their daily lives every citizen. This service, Mr. Chairman, min- 
isters not only to the wants of the people, but has enrolled under 
its banner more men than serve the Government both on land and 
sea in the military and naval forces, 

I may say, and, I believe, truthfully, the postal service does more 
for the cause of education, in the dissemination of the millions 
tons of printed matter, than all the universities and all the schools 
combined. It does more to promote business than all the boars 
of trade of this broad land, and, in the quick and ready com- 
munication from town to town, and city to city, and State to 
State, it links together these States hy closer ties than were ever 
formed in written constitution or made good by force of arms. 
This is, in my opinion, the most important service, as it is tho 
service that is the closest to the people of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, we have a right, then, to demand that for this 
great business service, ministering to the wants of all the peop!e 
of the country, there should be at its head men ready to conduct 
it on business plans and maintain it ina business way in a 
cordance with the law and in accordance with honest busi- 
ness management. It behooves us to remember how rapid): 
the expenditures are growing in this Department. Why, it ha 
been but a little more than twenty years when your whole appro- 
priations were only about $40,000,000. This bill carries prac- 
tically one hundred and seventy millions, and though it be trie 
that the receipts are growing almost as rapidly as the disbursc- 
ments, yet with the great increase in the rural service and tle 
expense that necessarily follows it, we are finding vear after year 
in the postal Department a continually growing deficit. 

Therefore, I say, it all the more behooves us to demand through 
every branch of that service the most careful business manae- 
ment. Nocommittee of this House, gathered as they are from 
different wulks of life, is or can be composed of postal experts. 
It must rely in a large measure upon the recommendations and 
the information of the Post-Office Department, and in a large 
measure the bill brought in must be the estimates they submit. 
It is true that we cut down here and we cut a percentage off 
there, and do the best we can with this item and with that, bu 
in the main the bill as reported must rest very largely upon tho 
estimates of the Post-Office Department. 

I propose to attempt to show to this House this afternoon that 
the estimates of that Department are not to be relied upon in the 
making up of a post-office bill, and that therefore there is force 
in the argument of my colleague from Tennessee [Mr. Moon | 
that this House should institute an investigation of that Depart- 
ment; not as to one branch of it, not a partial investigation reach- 
ing only into one division, but a general investigation under 4 
committee appointed by the Speaker of this House in order to seo 
if we can not get into that Department better business methods 
and get out of it some of the maladministration that has afflicted 
it in the last few years. Mr. Chairman, let me call your atten- 
tion to one of the items in this bill, which is to be found upox 


It comes here branded as the child of g 
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page 26. The bill provides that there shall be appointed by the 
President, with the advice and consent of the Senate, a purchas- 
ing agent for the Department, and that through his office shall 
be purchased all supplies. 

Gentlemen, is there another great institution in the United 
States, be it railroad, municipal, State, or'what not, that has car- 
ried on its business, as this great Department has for many years, 
with no general head for purchasing supplies, but by means of 
an antiquated system of boards, and these boards consisting of 
subordinates that are expected to govern and control the action 
of their superiors in the purchase of supplies? No recommenda- 
tion of reform along this line came to this committee from the 
Department. That legislation appears in this bill upon the ini- 
tiative of this committee itself. I should say in justice to the 
Department that when we called their attention to it they told us 
that they had had it under consideration for some time and were 
then considering the necessity and advisability of it, but though 
we considered this bill for nearly two months in the committee, in 
the end we had to frame the measure, and the initiative is the 
committee’s and not the Department’s. 

If you would know something of the necessity for a purchasing 
agent, I would call your attention to a short résumé of the way 
supplies have been purchased in the past, as may be gathered 
from the report made by Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General 
Bristow. There has been some discussion on the floor of this 
House from time to time as to the appointment of Michael W. 
Louis as the chief of the supply division in the office of the First 
Assistant, and I took occasion once to say that it was not the viola- 
tion of the civil-service law that was the gravamen of the offense 
in that case, but that when First Assistant Postmaster-General 
Heath ordered Louis into the service through the back door, he 
a because he knew that shortly after great contracts were to 
be let. 

Louis wasa man capable and able. Hecould easily have passed 
a civil-service examination, and when that letter was written, 
on the 17th of April, ordering him appointed as cashier of the 
Kansas City post-office, and then immediately transferring him 
to Washington to take charge of the supply division, it was done 
in order that he might be in that position when the contracts were 
to be let on May 6 following. 

What was the result? Take the question of the purchase of 
canceling ink. A company at Baltimore—the Caton Manufac- 
turing Company, which had that contract—made a bid of 20 cents 
for the next year. Mr. Louis let the contract to the Ault & Wi- 
borg Company, of Cincinnati, for 24 cents, in order, as he says, 
that he might get a better quality of ink. But we find that the 
quality of ink furnished is such that barrel full after barrel 
full is burned in the furnace in the Post-Office Department build- 
ing, and when the engineer complained that they were ruining 
the boilers, we find that it was dumped into the Potomac. 

We also find letters from Mr. Louis on file, asking the company 
that furnished the ink if they would manufacture over again at 
Government expense 15,000 pounds of this superior ink which he 
had purchased at a higher price. We find, in addition to that, 
that whereas the year before, under the cheaper price, it took 
only 21,600 pounds of ink to run the whole Government service, 
under the management of Louis it took over 50,000 pounds of ink. 
That one little item cost the Government, according to Mr. Bris- 
tow’s report, $10,084 more than it cost the year previous for the 
same service. Thisis just an illustration of the way supplies were 
purchased under the antiquated system in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. What was done the next year? They appointed one of 


these boards of subordinates to pass upon the question as to how | 


Mr. Louis should buy the ink, and that board was not satisfied 
when it came to examine the subject, notwithstanding that they 
were subordinates in the Department. 

The result was that the board was discharged and another one 
appointed which would be satisfactory, and George W. Beavers, 


chairman of that board, reports that it is best to permit Mr. Louis | 


to purchase in the open market, and from March, 1898, until July, 
1902, Louis bought ink from the Ault-Wiborg Company at 30 


cents a pound, being 10 cents more than was paid for it during | 


Take 
Mr. Louis was permitted to buy twine. 


the time when they had anything like competitive bids. 
another illustration. 


When he went in there, they were buying twine at 6.65 cents in | 
It went up to 10.95 cents in 1900-1901, and then | 


the open market. 


a year after it went down to 7.45 cents. When twine was at the 


lowest, 6.65 cents, it was necessary for the Government to keep | 
When | 


on hand a surplus of only five or six thousand pounds. 


| 





twine had jumped to 10.95 cents, and after the contract had been | 


made at 7.45 cents for the next year under Mr. Louis's able man- 
agement, it is found that the Government accumuiated over 
100,000 pounds of surplus twine. 

Take another illustration of the purchase of supplies. James T. 
Metcalf was Superintendent of the Money-Order System. There 


was a bidding for the engraving and printing work to be used in ' 


that branch of the postal service. One man bid nearly $50,000 
less than the company that then had the contract. Mr. Metcalf 
used his utmost endeavors to persuade the lowest bidder to with- 
draw his bid, asserting he would never be able to do the work. 
Notwithstanding this we find that man to-day is performing the 
service, and is doing it satisfactorily upon the cheaper bid. 

It is also found that Mr. Metcalf had a son working for the com- 
pany that had made the higher bid, and it is discovered that Mr. 
Metcalf had so manipulated the bid for the sending out of print- 
ing supplies that that company received $22,692.95 more than they 
were entitled to under the specifications on which they had bid. 

We find that Mr. Metcalf had so arranged that, instead of hay- 
ing the company ship the supplies here and sending them out, as 
had formerly been done, the company should ship the money- 
order books themselves; and he allowed them for this work of 
shipping 44 cents for each book. And this son of Mr. Metcalf 
who was working for the company got 14 cents for every book 
shipped, so that this boy, who was drawing a salary of $65 a 
month, received from December, 1899, to May, 1903, in addition 
to his salary, $9,547 in commissions under the arrangement that 
his father had made with the company. Do you not think it is 
time there was some changein the method of purchasing supplies 
in the Post-Office Department? 

And I appeal to you, gentlemen, had we not a right to expect 
from the heads of those great departments in the postal service a 
recommendation to this committee that would change this method 
of proceeding, especially after an investigation had shown the 
conditions that existed under the system there pursued? 

Your committee hopes that in the creation of a separate supply 
bureau, with its chief selected by the President and confirmed by 
the Senate, there can be found a man of sufficient character and 
capacity to put this business beyond the taint of suspicion. 

There is an item in this bill which will be found on page 11, 
which reads: 

For separating mails at third and fourth class post-offices, $1,000,000, 

That item read last year identically the same, except that the 
amount was $1,300.000; and it was in the distribution of that 
appropriation, Mr. Bristow charged, that Mr. Beavers had used 
the money “largely as an official perquisite for the benefit of his 
personal and political friends.’’ 

Note, please, the appropriation reads not ‘for unusual busi- 
ness,’”’ but ‘‘ for separating mails.’’ The need for that appropria- 
tion arises in this way: The pay of the postmasters, as you know, 
in the third and fourth class offices is dependent upon the cancel- 
lation and the sale of stamps. Where a star route goes out from 
an office of this class, the postmaster must separate the mail for 
the offices on that route, while the postmasters at those star-route 
offices receive the commission on the cancellation of the stamps. 
To pay the postmaster, therefore, at the office from which the 
star route starts for this separating work this item has for many 
years been carried on the appropriation bill. There was a regu- 
lation of the Department fixing the amount of pay, dependent 
upon the average number of pieces of mail postmasters were 
compelled to separate. 

When, therefore. rural-delivery service was inaugurated and 
15,000 rural routes had been instituted and 2,000 star routes dis- 


| continued, we had a right to expect that a decrease would be 


shown in the estimates for this item. That decrease ought to 
have begun as the rural service began to extend in 1900 and 1901, 
but, on the contrary, this item grew almost as rapidly as the rural 
service. The reason for its increase is shown when we read in 
Mr. Bristow’s report how, absolutely without regard to the provi- 
sions of the law or the necessities of the service, the head of this 
Bureau distributed this money among his friends. Wewere told 
in the hearings that already 900 offices had been found where im- 
proper allowances had been made for the separating service, and 
this without a special investigation, but discovered in the ordinary 
course of business. 

Did not this body have the right to expect that when it was 
shown that such gross misuse had been made of this fund the es- 
timates of the Department would at least have called for 
reduction inthe item? On the contrary, the Department 
$1,700,000, based, it is true, upon a proposition to give clerks to 
all third-class offices; but when called upon for an estimate u 
the separating service alone, reports that it needs at least the 


some 
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amount of the last appropriation—$1.300,000. Can anyone jus- 
tify that estimate upon any ground of good business conduct in 
the Department or fair dealing with Congress? If, as has been 


shown, without investigation of the thousands of offices to whi 
allowances had been made, but just in the ordinary course of 
business, 900 have been discovered in which the allowances ex- 
ceeded that provided by law, with rural free-delivery routes be- 
ing established at the rate of 6,000 a year, and decreasing at least 
in some degree the necessity for separating service, how could 


h 


| any reasonable man demand a continuance of the already extrav- 


agant appropriation for that item of the service? 
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Why, sir, before Mr. Beavers went into that service we were 
appropriating $600,000 for the separating service; thatis all. It 
was under his able management, under his judicious distribution 
of money to his friends, his yielding to pressure here and there, 
that this grew to $1,300,000. And yet the present administration 
of this Department reports that, managing the money honestly, 
as they ought to manage it, and allowing no more than the regu- 
lations of the Department prescribe, they can not run this service 
for any less than Beavers ran it when he gave the money away 
with free and reckless hand to every man that chose to ask for 
it. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I appeal to you, gentlemen, whether that is not another illus- 
tration of the fact that this Department needs a competent busi- 
ness management, and that we are entitled to an investigation to 
see if such a reform can not be accomplished. 

Now. the very next item in this bill is known as the “ rent, 
light, and fuel item ’’*— 

; Por rent, light, and fuel for first, second, and third class post-offices, 
2,550,000 

This is one of the items that is mentioned and discussed in the 
report upon what is known as the ‘* Hay resolution.”’ 

[t was in regard to the disbursement of this appropriation that 
Mr. Bristow says in his report: 


The most charitable conclusion that can be drawn from Beavers’s action 
in canceling these leases is that by the lavish waste of 
sought to secure the guod will of men prominent in public life, 

Case after case is reported by Mr. Bristow where Beavers, even 
when there was a lease on a building running from three to five 
years, canceled the lease and raised the rent. 

When it was shown to the Department how this money had 
been so recklessly distributed in the past. had we not a right to 
expect that they would come in and ask forasmaller sum? What 
is the fact? The fact is that Beavers, distributing the money so 
recklessly, was using $2,550,000 per year, and the Department ad- 
ministering it now, as we have the right to believe, honestly and 
economically, come in and report that they can not get along 
with less than $2,759.000. 

Mr. Bristow callsattention to the fact that for the five years pre- 
ceding Beavers’s administration of that salary and allowance di- 
vision this item had grown $250,000. During the five years he 
wus in th re it grew at the rate of $250,000 a year, and when the 
Department comes, in the light of that investigation, to admimis- 
ter it honestly, as we have a right to believe, they demand the 


same increase that Beavers demanded to ad ninister it recklessly. | 


Now, gentlemen, I submit that these facts warrant the minor- 
ity of this committee in calling upon you, without regard to party, 
without regard to partisanship, to look into the administration of 
the affairs of that great service. 

Take the next item, on page 12, immediately following this, 
what is known as the ‘* necessary, miscellaneous, and incidental ”’ 
items connected with first and second class post-offices. That is 
the item under which the furniture is purchased. It is the item 
under which typewriters. copy presses, safes, Bundy time clocks, 
and other things are purchased. How has that item been admin- 
istered in the past? Let me call your attention again to Mr. 
Bristow’s report. 

You remember the story of the Brandt automatic cashier. 
had in the first and second class post-offices a little coin tray, a 
device that was used to make change, costing from $5 to $12. An 
invention was made of an automatic cashier, and during the year 
1898 a number of them were sent out to the post-offices through- 
out the country. 
reported in favor of it. 
Brandt, the president, on February 20, 1899: 


I am satisfied that we have the assurance and friendship of both parties— 
General Heath and Mr. Beavers—and that all that is necessary is to cultivate | 


that friendship, if not by kind words by dollars and cents, and I think the 
latter will be the most positive. 

Whatever may have been the method of the cultivation, it is 
a singular fact that immediately following this Postmaster Heath 
notified Miller it had been decided to pay for the machines already 
installed and purchase 250 for use in the first-class offices. There 
had been no demands made from the postmasters for it, mark 
you. Onthe contrary, you will find that many of the postmasters 
reported against them. A very slight change was made in the 
machine, and this machine, which sold everywhere at $125, is put 
on the Department at $150 to take the place of the $5 and $10 coin 
trays. 

What is the result? After the 250 were disposed of, largely by 
inducing the postmasters to ask for them, 527 
Two hundred and seventeen of these were shipped without any 
request from postmasters, and out of the 527 thus purchased 175 
are lying idle to-day. The aggregate amount paid by the Govern- 
ment for these machines, which is practically a total loss, was 
$74,275. 


Typewriters also are purchased out of that fund. Along about 


yablic money he | 





They | 


There was one postmaster, and only one, who | 
Miller, the agent of the company, wrote | 
pended? 


more are ordered. | 


| bought 100 of these machines at $150. 
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1897 a Mr. Gensler, at that time a stenographer to theSenate was 
given the agency of the Elliott & Hatch book typewriter fo, 
Maryland, Virginia, and the District of Columbia. Gensler seem 
to have been a man with a considerable political pull. He may 
aged to get twenty typewriters sent out to post-offices. They were 
to be used in preparing money-order statements, and he had thes 
machines sent to the postmasters with a request from the Depart 
ment to report upon them. There was only one postmaster ou 
of the twenty who reported favorably. He was W. Scott Tower 
postmaster at Station C, Washington City. 

Notwithstanding only one favorable report was made, Gens! 
managed to work off on the Post-Office Department 193 of th: 
worthless machines, and although postmasters had frequent 
written tothe Department that they did not want them, and as! 
permission to send them back, they were compelled to pay 
them out of the receipts of the office. One hundred and ninet: 
three of these machines cost $38,575, and on each machine so 


| Gensler received $75, and he gave $50 to W. Scott Towers, w! 


was the only postmaster that reported in favor of this machi: 
and Towers divided with Beavers. That also came out of t! 
item. 

Then there was the Bundy time recorder, that is, aclock wit! 
a recording device attached so constructed as to note the h: 
and minute a certain key is inserted. It was first used in | 
free-delivery service by the carriers to record when they wo 


| come in and go out of the office, in order to keep the number : 


hours they worked. It may have been a good device as far : 
that was concerned, but there was a great mistake in the es! 
mates of the Department. Machen’s estimate for the whole s 


| ice was $45,590; but in 1898 Mr. Heath decided that he had to 


have them for the clerks as well as the carriers, and so it was 
transferred to the salary and allowance division, of which Mr 
Beavers was the head, and we find that there has been expen: 


| for them, instead of $45,590, $247,000. 


We find also that keys, sometimes as many as fifty to a hundr 
keys, costing 50 cents apiece, are sent out to little offices tha' 
have only two or three carriers and one or two clerks. The 1 
sult of investigation of this shows that when these were institut 
in the service a man named Truesdell was agent for the compan) 


| that he paid Machen a thousand dollars for the introduction « 


them in the service; that he paid Beavers five to six hundred d. 
lars at various times, and he states himself that he found Beav: 
so obliging that it was through his influence that he induced Mr 
Perry Heath to transfer Beavers from New York and put him : 
the head of the salary and allowance division, and shortly ther 
after the purchase of these recorders was transferred to tha‘ 
division. 

This is the story of the expenditure of that appropriation. | 
submit again, gentlemen, when it has been proven to the Pos’ 
Office Department itself how for years the money that Congress 
was appropriating in that item was being wasted, did we n 
have the right to expect the Department to reduce its estimates 
Would not any business administration have done so, and ye' 
they demanded $250,000, exactly the same amount used by Beaver 
when it was treated, not as ‘‘a public trust, but a private snap. 

Next is the canceling machines. That is found on page 12, im 
mediately after the item that I have been referring to,and read: 

Por rental or purchase of canceling machines, and motor power theref: 


Let us look at the expenditure under the Post-Office Departmen 
of thatappropriation. We have been appropriating $250,000. W: 
appropriated $250,000 last year, and the year before $190,000, an| 
the year before that $190,000. How was the appropriation ex 


Let us see. In 1896 the Hampden canceling machine was of 
fered to the Government at $200. The Government refused to 
purchase any, but the men in charge of the company maile a di 
covery about that time. They found out that if you wanted to 
do business with the postal service you had to get in connecti: 


| with somebody who was in the service, so they reorganized th 


company, and they made Mr. George Tyner, a brother of the At 
torney-General for the Post-Office Department, president of t! 
company, and promptly thereafter we find in December, 18% 


| that First Assistant Postmaster-General Heath ordered 50 of tho 
| machines at $300 instead of $200, the price at which the Govern- 
| ment refused to take them two years before, and a few month 


later an order is given for 50 more at the same price: and i 


| April, 1903, out of the 100 bought 83 of them have been disearde 1 


and thrown ont as junk. 

That is the way part of that item was expended. Here is th 
Doremus machine. The Doremus is a hand-power machine. | 
was invented by W. B. Doremus, of Washington. Beavers first 
It was discovered that 
they were absolutely worthless. That was model No. 1. The 
company went to work and got out another model, called ‘* mode! 
On June 30, without testing its efficiency in any way, 
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Beavers contracted for 100 more at $225. Model No. 2 did not 
seem to be much better than model No. 1, so the company got out 
another model called ‘* No. 3,” and of No. 3another hundred was 


ort red at $ S225. 
Now, 1odel N o. 3 was found to be fairly satisfactory, so the 


Depart tenant continued the purchase of them, and in all has 
bought 671 of the Doremus machines at a cost of $143,476. But 
the inte eresting part of this story is how the Government came to 
invest in the Doremus machine and why the Department so con- 
tinnously purchased the machines after they were found ineffi- 
cient and kept on experimenting with them until the company 
was enabled to make one that would work. Truesdell, the same 
Tr uesdell as mentioned before, was at that time the business 
rent of the company and Mr. George Green was the president 
of f th e company. 
ruesdell said that before the order for the second hundred 
machines was given 200 shares of stock of the company, of the 
par. vi -alue of $20,000, was transferred to Perry S. Heath, First 
Assistant Postm aster-General of the United States, and in con- 
sideration of this tra unsfer of stock Heath promised to order not 
less ‘ion 300 machines, at $225 each. He says that he gave 50 
shares; that Doremus, who “owned one-fourth of the company, 
gave 50 shares to Greene, and that Greene was to make up the 
other 100. 

Mr. Heath denies that any stock was transferred to him. Mr. 
Doremus admits that he did transfer 50 shares, but he doesn’t 
know what it was for, except that it was for the interest of the 
company. 

Ida Crowell, the bookkeeper, testifies that Doremus told her 
he thought it was a mistake to give the stock to Heath and ob- 
jected to having to do it. The further satement is made by 
Truesdell that on each machine sold after the first 100 the com- 
pany was required to pay Beavers $25, which he claimed was to 
be divided with Heath. The bookkeeeper, Ida E. Crowell, says 
she drew the checks usually for $500 and procured the money 
in large bills. She would then telephone Beavers, and when he 
came she would retire from the room, and on coming back, when 
Beavers was gone, the money would be gone also, and she would 
charge that sum to “commission account.’ That is the way the 
item for the canceling machines has been expended. We submit 
that if they only needed $250,000 to run the canceling machines 
under that kind of a management, that they do notfrced so much 
if it was run honestly. 

So the committee has cut the Department’s estimate down to 
$200.000, but, mind you, the Department never proposed the cut 
in their estimate. They ask for the full $250,000. 

Now we come to the item mentioned on page 23; and that isthe 
most interesting item in this appropriation bill, when you come 
to look into the history of it. This is the item under which Mr. 
August W. Machen carried on, in a large part, his operations. I 
vant te say for him that had his integrity been equal to his ability 
I verily believe there are few men that have ever been in the postal 
service who could have doneso much good ashe. He had a power 
of organization such as few men possess and a power of handling 
men such as is given to few individuals. 

Machen, shortly after he came into the service, recommended 
that the carriers should use a little strap instead of a string in 
tying up the mail. That recommendation was adopted. He es- 
timated that $1,750 would cover the total annual expenditure for 
that purpose. It grew until the annual e ooo” was $14,000, 
and in all for these straps we have spent $172,887. That is nm it 
so very much of an increase when you come to con sider the other 
estimates of the Department. It was estimated a few years ago 
by a Postmaster-General of the United States that the total cost 
of the rural free delivery when it was instituted over all the ter- 
ritory that was entitled to the service would cost in gross less 








than $20,000,000 and net about fourteen millions. 
aun “WM. "ALDEN SMITH. What Postmaster-General was 
1at? 


Mr. COWHERD. Charles Emory Smith, in his report of 1900. 
We find we will next July have 24,500 carriers, and it has only 

extended over about one-third of the country, that was estimated 
as a proper part of the country for this service, and we know 
enough to know that instead of its costing thirteen or fourteen 
millions net it will likely cost nearer fifty “millions by the time it 
is fully organized. 

But let me go on with Machen. Machen bought the straps of 
a man py the name of Lamb, of New Haven, Conn. Lamb paid 
W. C. Long, a laborer in the supply department, $30,000 as com- 
mission on this sale of straps, and Long divided with Machen. 
Machen thought that these little straps were a good and profit- 
rs le inv estment and concluded to carry the strap business a little 

urther, 

So, notwithstanding that the contractors who furnished the 
carriers’ satchels were obligated under their contract to furnish 
the strap, they were notified that they needn't furnish the shoulder 





strap, and so in the first contract—the Boyle contract—Mach 


paid a lump sum of $8,199 to Lamb for the straps that Boyle 
ought to furnish in order that they might get the commis ion 
of $519. But then they discovered how they could go a little 
further. 

When the next contract was let they had the contractor agree 
to furnish the strap, but they had him understand that they would 
sell the strap to him; and so they bought the straps from Lamb 
and got the commission, and then sold them to the contrac‘ d 


had the contractor pay them for them, and in that way th 


ernment lost $22,150 and Machen and Long got their usual com- 
mission from Lamb and collected $5,662.63 from the contract 
Then they took another step for ward, and when the next contra 
was let the contractor, Crawford, agreed to p: vy Lo l 
of Machen, all the profit in the contract over 25 c« nts l. 
Lorenz divided with Machen, Crawford paid Macl ; 
straps which the Government had bonght from Lam! ib 
paid Long and Machen their usual commission. Mr . 





ports that the minimum amount of money stolen in this 
strap swindle was $35,669.71. 

We have had the story of the Groff fastener tried in conrt. 
That was purchased at Machen’s suggestion. The contracts for 
letter boxes all provided that the contractor had to furnish two 
iron straps that went around the post and went through holes in 
the back of the box and were fastened with a nut to hold them 
onto the post. But the Groff fastener was a patenteddevice. Mr. 
Machen concluded to institute it in the service. 

Mr. Bristow reports that the old me thod 1 was § satisfactory; that 
in many large cities the postmasters really objected to the ch 
but since 1895, notwithstand every contract the co mira ‘tor 
was required to furnish the accor ding to the old method 
Mr. Bristow reports that thes ff fasteners have cost 
ernment $1 28,621, and out of thn it sum M: xchen ¢ 
Lorenz received $51,460; and if yeu willa 
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ting them on the boxes, beca suse the Gover ninent took « wn : 
boxes and put them back at its own expense, you will fi t 
this device has cost the Government $ $200,000. That has to come 
out of this item 

For painting th ne letter boxes one man was given the contract 
atasum which cost the Government $100,000 during he five 
years he had it, and he turned over $20,000 to the post-office em- 
ployees as their portion of it and got double 2 = @ price for doing 
the work that it cost the Government both wre he got the con- 
tract and since. This shoulder-strap business ~~ id worked so well 
that they concluded to try it on the carriers’ cases. This vase is 
the little pocket-book arrangement that the carrier takes inside 
of his satchel. No contract was ever made for this at all. It 
was first introduced in the rural-delivery service by Machen, and 
he directed thata man named Maurice Runkle, of New York, 


furnish them. 


Mr. Runkle was a dealer in clothing in Long Island City. He 
furnished to the Department 21,000 pouches, for which he paid 
the manufacturer $5,831, and the Dep: tment paid him $18,906 
There is no proof to show that Runkle divided w vith Machen or 

anybody else in the se rvi¢ *e except his admission that he paid Ma- 
chi on $2,450 for some shares of mining stock that, in his own lan- 


ad ied. to 


eu 


“was dear at that 


guage, ‘“‘ was not worth a damn,” and he might have 
quote a high authority in this House, 
| Laughter. | 

Now, this pouch business worked so successfully in the rural- 
delivery service that Machen concluded to introduce it 


into he 


| city free-delivery service. So aman in Baltim re named Smith 
1ad it suggested to him that if he would makea bid he coul 7 get this 
contract. Smith said he could f car rhage 50 or 60 cents: but 
he could not get the contract at that price. te r rais a his bid to 
75 cents, and still he could not get the contr It was then 


suggested to him that if he would “make his b id § 90 cents he mig 
be able to get it. He promptly made his bid 90 cents, and imme- 
diately secured the contract. 

These were purchased from Smith in bunc 
the warrant was not paid to him. 


hes of 5,000 each, but 
The warrant was issued dow? 


here in the Post-Office Department, and delivered to two em- 
ployees of the Department, a warrant for $4,500 in each instance. 
These two employees would take the warrant over to Baltimore 


a go into Smith’s store, when Smith would go out and get it 
shed and bring the money back and would pay over to them 
€: > "000 out of the $4,500, and they would give $1,000 of that money 








to Machen and take $500 each themselves. So tt at, Mr. Bristow 
reports, in this way the Government paid $11,450 more for the 
pouches than they were worth and this amount was divided be- 
tween the contractor and the three employees in the free-delivery 
service. 

It will be noticed that th e letter boxes also come out of this 
item. We find inthe first history of the letter-box contract thata 
manname a May bury had the contract. A Doctor Scheble,a den- 


tist in Toledo, where Machen formerly resided, went to Maybury 
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and induced Maybury to give him (Scheble) 25 per cent of the 
profits of his contract—a remarkable arrangement for a business 
manto make. Scheble claimed that he had some kind of a patent 
box which might become a competitor hereafter, and, although 
Maybury had the contract running for a number of years, he 
agreed to pay this Doctor Scheble the 25 per cent he demanded. 

However, it was a very profitable arrangement for Maybury, 
because the year before the Government purchased only 2,740 of 
his boxes, at a cost of $8,189, while the year after the arrangement 
was made the Government purchased 16,400 of his boxes, at a cost 
of $52,526, and a net profit to him of over $20,000, one-quarter of 
which went to Scheble. The next contract was made in 1897 
with Maybury and Ellis. By this time Scheble’s share of the con- 
tract had grown to 50 percent. The Government under that con- 
tract purchased 49,309 of these boxes, at a cost of $149,656, netting 
a profit to the contractor of $53,046, one-half of which, or $26,500, 
was divided between Scheble and Machen. 

In 1901 the contract was let direct to Scheble, still a practicing 
dentist in the city of Toledo. Schebleemployed the Adrian Brick 
and Tile Company to manufacture the boxes. They began furnish- 
ing them on the Ist of December, 1901, and within ten months 
had turned out to the Department 27,718 of these boxes, at a cost 
of $90,257. Mark you, gentlemen, how rapidly, as soon as some 
man in the Department begins to draw a commission on the letter- 
box contract, the need for the boxes grew, jumping from 2,750 
per year to 27,718 for a period of eighteen months. Of course, 
there have been some remarkable growths in the postal service, 
but I suppose no one will contend that the legitimate growth has 
been that great. 

The package boxes also came out of thisitem which I have been 
discussing. A lawyer named McGrehan had the package-box 
contract, and Machen sent Dr. Lorenz to him with the suggestion 
that he had a goodidea. The Lorenz idea was that they be put on 
standard legs, and this contractor agreed to give Lorenz 75 centson 
each box sold thereafter for his idea, while Machen allowed him 
$1.25 additional on the box. Immediately we find that the Govern- 
ment begins to need a very large number of these boxes, because 
they purchased 8,361 of them inside of a year, at the cost of $163,- 
000, and 29 per cent of them are stored away because no place can 
be found to use them. Just what this graft cost the Government 
is not shown, but it is reasonable to presume it was fairly profit- 
able to everybody but the taxpayer. 

The Montague indicator comes out of the same item. This was 
a little device fastened on the box, showing the hours of collec- 
tions. It took the place of a little celluloid card that cost 10 cents, 
while the Montague indicator cost $5—far more than the box itself 
on which it was fastened was worth. 

After this company was organized with a capital stock of $100,- 
000 they received, they say, a suggestion that they ought to dis- 
tribute some of the stock where it would do the most good; so 
: hey gave away 3,000 shares of stock—1,000 to Machen, 2,000 to 

seavers. 

Machen had the control of the purchasing of those indicators. 
It is a little remarkable that Beavers, who had nothing to do with 
it, should have received twice as much stock as Machen. The 
explanation as given by the men who held the stock which was 
given away was that 1,000 shares of the stock given to Beavers 
was to go to the First Assistant Postmaster-General, Mr. Heath. 

Shortly after this judicious distribution of stock 7,100 of these 
devices were purchased, at a cost of $30,075, and in April. 1902, 
an order was given for 10,000 more. Had they equipped the en- 
tire service with this device, Mr. Bristow reports. it would have 
cost the Government $400,000, netting a profit to the company of 
$160,000, which would have made that stock worth a littie more 
than par for every dollar of stock issued. 

The story of those 2,000 shares of stock that were given to Bea- 
vers is an interesting one, as told in the Bristow report. Beavers 
held the 2,000 shares in the name of Richardson, president of the 
company, for some time. Finally, when they came to pay a divi- 
dend on it, the check for the dividend was sent to Beavers, who ac- 
knowledged it in a letter of February 20, saying that he would 
hold to it in the name of Richardson for the present. Those 
shares had not been transferred to Beavers, mark you. And he 
said, further, that he had not seen Mr. Heath: *‘ He is mighty 
hard to locate just now, being busy on national committee mat- 
ters.’”? Upon which he has been busy until the last few weeks. 

In August, 1902, Beavers writes to Richardson, inclosing the 
certificates for stock, as follows: 

Dear RICHARDSON: Our friend in Salt Lake wants inclosed stock drawn 


inthe name of Edwin D. Bacon. Kindly issue new certificates and have these | 


destroyed. Forward same to me by registered mail. 
Yours, truly, G. W. BEAVERS. 
On the face of this certificate, thus returned, is indorsed: 
Editor Salt Lake Tribune. 
On the back of it is indorsed Mr. Heath’s office and home ad- 
dress, in Salt Lake City. 
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The Edwin D. Bacon mentioned is an uncle, by marriage, of Mr, 
Heath. The certificate is finally returned to the company anony- 
mously, in a blank envelope, after the investigation began; and 
that blank envelope is destroyed; so that we do not know from 
what place it was returned. 

Of course no man can say that this testimony shows conclusively 
the complicity of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, because 
the testimony is largely the statements of Beavers, whois himself 
shown to be dishonest; that is, if the Bristow report is to be be- 
lieved at all. Therefore we can not rely entirely upon his state- 
ments. But I submit that in view of this shameful story of graft 
that has gone on so openly and flagrantly in that Department 
under his management, with so many clues leading toward him, 
it seems to me the most extreme measures might well have been 
adopted to find out whether there had been any unlawful act on 
the part of that gentleman. 

And I submit further that the report on the Tulloch charges, 
showing that numbers of people were employed on the direct order 
of Heath, with the distinct understanding that they were never to 
do a day’s work, is conclusive proof that that gentleman was der- 
elict in his duty to the public. In the cases of the postmasters, 
when they employed men unwarrantably they were sued and com- 
pelled to refund the money, and it seems to me the same course 
ought to have been followed by the Government in respect to the 
First Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Now, gentlemen, that is the story of the expenditure under this 
item in the free delivery and the same story—I have read them 
together largely—of the expenditure in the rural free delivery, 
where a similar item is carried in the bill. The Department 
reported to us an estimate asking $300,000 on the item of free- 
delivery incidental expenses. 

I want to say for Mr. Bristow, and in exoneration of him, that 
in making that estimate he stated to the committee that there 
was a deficiency in this item of $69,000 in the free-delivery sery- 
ice, as I remember, anda smaller amount in the like item in rural- 
delivery service; but the appropriation in the rural-delivery serv- 
ice had been $150,000. The Department estimated that they 
needed $200,000 for the next year. 

Your committee in reporting that last item to the House took 
occasion to cut it down to $150,000; and I ask you in the name of 
justice and of fairness, if all this story of ‘‘ graft’’ as reported by 
Mr. Bristow be true, if all these unwarranted expenditures and 
all this maladministration of these two items along back fora 
series of years be true, ought we not to expect the Department, 
operating under business management, in a business and honest 
way, to run the service for less money? 

Gentlemen, this is the shameless story of what is known as the 
‘* Bristow report’’ in connection with the items that it touches in 
this bill. I want you to remember this investigation covered but 
one of the four great divisions of the postal service, and touched 
only a part of another of the divisions of that service. As yet 
there has been no investigation of the Fourth Assistant Postmas- 
ter-General’s office, there has been no investigation whatever of 
the Second Assistant Postmaster’s department, and very little of 
the Third Assistant Postmaster-General’s ofiice. 

Now, lL appeal to you in the light of that story, of the shame- 
less story of fraud, maladministration, and misappropriation, in 
the light of the fact that that great Department, with all that in- 
formation before it, comes before your committee and in nearly 
every instance asks for the same or an increased sum in these 
items, I ask you are not the minority of this committee justified 
when they report to you that there ought to be an investigation 
of the postal service, not by a branch of that service, but a full, 
free, and impartial investigation made under the authority of 
this House, with authority to report not only the maladministra- 
tion and misappropriation of money that might be found, but 
with authority torecommend reforms that ought to be instituted? 

In my candid judgment an honest, efficient, and business admin- 
istration of this great postal service will manage the affairs and 
conduct the business without a deficit. 

In conclusion, let me say the blackest page of all this story is 
that which records the fact that the two men who called the at- 
tention of the Department to this shameful state of things have 
received as their only reward, one a dismissal from the service 
and the other a reduction in place and salary. Gentlemen, let 
us put this great service upon the high plane where it belongs. 
Let us drive out of it all those who would waste or steal the peo- 
ple’s money, and make this service what it ought to be, the most 
useful and beneficent of all the Government’s ministrations to 
the people’s varied wants. To properly dothat let us begin with 
a thorough and impartial investigation by a committee of Con- 
gress. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Perkins having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, several messages in writing 
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from the President of the United States were communicated to 
the House of Representatives, by Mr. BARNES, one of his secre- 
taries, who also informed the House of Representatives that the 
President had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On March 1, 1904: 

H. R. 11823. An act to authorize the Director of the Census to 
cooperate with the secretary of state of the State of Michigan and 
with officials of other States in taking the census of manufactures. 

On March 2, 1904: 

H. R. 8748. An act for the relief of Serenus Kilbourne. 

On March 8, 1904: 

H. R. 6345. An act for the relief of the State of Iowa. 

On March 4, 1904: 

H. R. 7620. An act defining the limit of navigation of the Osage 
River in the State of Missouri. 

H. R. 8485. An act to amend the act of Congress of March 11, 
1902, relating to homesteads; and 

H. R. 10145. An act to provide for appeals, writs of error, and 
other appellate proceedings from the circuit and district courts 
of Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texas. 

On March 5, 1904: 

H. R. 11021. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Weems; 

H. R. 

H. R. 

H. R 

H. R. 

H. R. 
Chase: 

H. R. 
Nagle; 

H. R. 8850. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Joyce; and 

H. R. 13290. An act making an appropriation for clearing the 
Potomac River of ice. 


2019. An act granting a pension to Mallie Gwynn; 

4045. An act granting a pension to Minnie Gusler; 

6352. An act granting a pension to Mary Huff; 

8227. An act granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk; 

865. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 


6069. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield now to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas | Mr. Murpock}. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, since I came down here I 
have been trying to understand the deficit in the Post-Office De- 
partment. This bill, Mr. Chairman, carries nearly $170,000,000, 
and of this amount the greater part is chargeable to systems added 
in the last sixty-five of the postal service’s one hundred and fifteen 
years’ existence. 

Several of these systems have been added quite incidentally in 


the past to the service, and from mere experiments have risen to | 
This is particularly true of free 


items of the first magnitude. 
city delivery and rural delivery, for which there will be expended 


in the next fiscal year an amount equaling the entire expenditures | 


for the whole postal service in 1884, 

There has come upon the service for seventy years past a pub- 
lic demand for extension of routes, expedition in mail, and reduc- 
tion in postage rates, which for the greater portion of time has 
been a demand in advance of the financial capacity of the service, 
and with the exception of afew years, since 1851 the expenditures 
of the postal service have exceeded the receipts, creating an annu- 
ally recurring deficit. Each extension of routes, measure of expe- 
dition, and reduction in postage has proved a revenue producer 
of sufficient power to balance receipts and expenditures, but with 
a very few exceptions the public demand has anticipated a sur- 
plus and added improvements in time to defeat that result. 

There are no published tables of exact deficits, but there is one 
from the Auditor’s office which shows in a comparative way the 
approximate deficits in the service since 1837. 

This recurring deficit of varying amount is generally known, 
frequently condemned, seldom defended, and in latter days has 


been pointed out in several quarters as a result of the “‘ socialistic | 


tendencies’’ of this Government. 

I desire to take up a study of the deficit, particularly as to its 
originating causes, which have remained on general lines the ex- 
citing causes to the present day. 

The deficit is the result of American tendencies, not socialistic 
tendencies. The American tendency is to extend the benefits of 
the postal system uniformly to all the people; and this might be 
done within the revenues always but for the chief contributing 
cause in all deficits—the American determination to add the ele- 
ment of all possible speed to postal business. 

There have been, in postal history, other contributing causes to 
the deficit—the encroachment of certain printed matter on the 
second-class privilege. the franking privilege, loose administra- 
tion. the inability of the Government to curtail expenditures ma- 
terially when hard times reduce revenues, and three reductions in 
postage rates; but the great source of the deficit is the facilitat- 
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ing of the mails, through extension partly, but chiefly through ex- 
pedition. 

The most comprehensive view of the postal deficit may be 
found, in my opinion, in its origin. It came through an expedi- 
tion of the mails; and through expedition, through railway mail, 
free delivery, and, lastly, rural delivery, it has remained. 

Between 1789 and 1828 the Department, slow-going and unpro- 
gressive, contributed $1,103,063 to the general revenues of the 
Government. In 1828 the Department began the expedition of 
the mails. Although attempts were made afterwards the De- 
partment never successfully escaped the new element then intro- 
duced, and the new and improved methods for the expedition of 
the mails, often innocently instituted as small experiments, have, 
while eventually producing revenues, kept in advance of the re- 
ceipts. 

William T. Barry, the father of the deficit, was a Member of 
Congress from Kentucky, 1810-11; a participant in the war of 
1812, United States Senator, a judge. lieutenant-governor, State 
secretary, and chief justice of Kentucky,and in 1828 was made 
Postmaster-General under Jackson, and invited as such to a seat 
in the Cabinet, the first Postmaster-General to enjoy that honor. 

John McLean, the preceding Postmaster-General, had in 1827 
in his annual report pointed to a surplus of $100,000 revenues 
over expenditures with pride, and had predicted that *‘a vigilant 
administration, for a few years to come, will place at the disposi- 
tion of the Government an annual surplus of more than $590,000.” 
And this surplus, he thought, should be applied to the establish- 
ment and repair of mail roads. But one year thereafter we find 
McLean not with a surplus, but with a deficiency of $25,000, cov- 
ered, however, by surplus outstanding sums due the Department 
of $370,033.37. This temporary deficiency was brought about 
through the circumstance that Congress declined to make any 
disposition of McLean’s former $100,000 surplus, designing that 
the surplus should be used for extending mail facilities through- 
out the country. 

Before McLean had satisfied all the importunate sections which 
desired new routes, McLean had added to the mail service an- 
nually 537,264 miles in stages, 261,704 miles on horseback; in ex- 
planation of which McLean said: 

It is believed to be good policy to keep the funds of the Department ac 
tively employed in extending its operations until the reasonable wants of 
every community shall be supplied. By withdrawing mail accommodations 
from all unproductive routes and substituting a horse for s “ansporta- 
tion on many others, a very large surplus of funds would annually accumu- 
late; but the public convenience would be greatly lessened and the means 
of information withheld from districts of country but sparsely inhabited. 

* * * To connect important places by frequent lines of intercourse, com- 
| bine speed with all the security possible, and extend the mail wherever it 
may be wanted constitute the objects which have influenced the policy of 
the Department. 

In 1829 came in the amiable and pathetic figure of William T. 
Barry. Afterwards Barry, in his address ‘‘ to the people of the 
| United States,”’ said that he found that his predecessor— 

Had entered into contracts to take effect from January 1, 1529, which in- 
volved the Department in an expense, forthe period of only six months from 
January 1, 1829, to July 1 of the same year, of $49,778.55, more than all its reve- 
nues for the same time. 

So Barry found himself speedily overwhelmed. The growth of 
the country, the importunity of sections for new routes, the ex- 
tension of the franking privilege by Congress to members from a 
privilege during sessions to a privilege the whole year round, the 
Department in those days paying postmasters 2 cents for the de- 
| livery of every free letter, the expedition in mail, and extension 
of routes during Barry’s administration jumped a total annual 
| transportation mileage of 13.700,000 in 1829 to 23,854,485 in 1833— 
| nearly doubled it. In 1834 Barry in his report showed a deficit, 

the first in the history of the Department. This was a balance 

of debt against the Department beyond the amount of its avail- 

able funds on January 1, 1834, of $315,599.98. Barry, to meet this 
lack of funds, had borrowed from time totime from banks, in 
loans and overchecks. 

The storm broke. Barry was investigated by both Houses of 
Congress. On the night of February 24, 1835, in the House an 
| angry debate followed the remark of Representative Beardsley 
that the Postmaster-General had been “liberal to a fault, I might 
say almost beyond a fault.’’ Explanations for his latent meaning 
were demanded by Barry’s friends. During this William Cost 

















Johnson, of Maryland, savagely attacked the whole Post-Office 
Department. A few days later Lieutenant Barry, son of the 
Postmaster-General, challenged Johnson to a duel, which, John- 
| son accepting with spirit for the same day, fell through, if con- 
| temporary reports are correct. 
| Both committees of Congress made lengthy reports upon Barry's 
administrations, showing upon the whole a loose management. 
In Congress a spirited debate occurred over the proposition of cir- 
culating generally these reports for the enlightenment of the 
public. A copy of the printed report exists in the Library of 
Congress with uncut leaves. 
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tarry had sinned chiefly on the side of expedition. Thenotable 
case of the time was the mail between Philadelphia and Pittsburg. 

Reeside and Slaymaker had a contract to transport the mail 
between Philadelphia and Pittsburg daily in four-horse post 
coaches; to run two lines a day, one to go through in a few hours 
more than two days, the other in three and a half days. The 
first was a ‘‘ fast mail.’”? This service began January 1, 1832. 
The fast coach carried the letter mail; the slow coach carried the 
newspapers. A few people in Pittsburg and west of Pittsburg 
received envelopes containing copies of newspapers, then small, 
on the fast mail. 

This aroused the regular subscribers. and they demanding 
their newspapers as early, the contractors, by the pressure of 
public opinion, were forced to give in, to carry the newspaper 
mail in the fast coach, and from this coach, three times a week, 
passengers were excluded, at a lossof $100aday. Thecontractors 
said the whole transaction was costing them $15,000 a year, and | 
pruposed that they would bear $5,000 of this sum themselves. 
Barry allowed them the $10,000. The investigating committee 
-called this, indignantly, ‘‘ a gift.’’ 

Some manipulation of contracts by Barry’s subordinates was 
unearthed by the investigation. After a contract, $4,500 a year 
for carrying the mail between Chicago and Green Bay, weekly, to 
Colonel Savery, had been granted, Colonel Savery assigned his 
contract to a Doctor Tempie, who had been a clerk in the De- 
partment. This outraged the Senate committee, which found 
confirmation of its suspicion in the fact that— 





Temple’s contract sum, $1,500, equals the net proceeds of the postages re- 
ceived in the whole Territory of Michigan. 

But Barry’s chief fault was in expediting the mails, and he 
notes with contempt that one of his Congressional accusers had 
been a prominent petitioner for an improved route. 

sarry got out of the Department by Jackson appointing him 
minister to Spain, and he died in Liverpool on his way to the new 
post. Before he went he wrote several defenses. One he closed 
as follows: 

My official acts belong tomy country, and whether their tendency has been 
the promotion of the public good I cheerfully submit to the decision of my 
fellow-citizens. I make no pretension to infallibility, but my errors, what- 
ever they may have been, have not resulted from design. Our national do- 
main is extended from the frozen regions of the North to the plains of per- 

tocky Mountains on the west. ls 

Clashing interest and sectional prejudices can be counteracted only by safe 


and speedy intercourse. Every improvement which tends to shorten the | 


time of epistolary correspondence and to expedite and facilitate the traveler 
in his transitions from one part of the country to another is like bringing 
.the distant parts together, and does more tocement our union than any other 
consideration of interest or safety. onst 
Whether I have been in any degree successful the public will judge. 

Barry was to have a vindication within a very few years. Under 
an act of Congress his successor reorganized the Department and 
began a rigorous and unpopular retrenchment. The first railroad 
had been built, and with the querulous complaint of the Depart- 
ment that it ought to control the time of the arrival and departure 
of trains, as it had the coaches, the thrust and parry over the 
rate for the transportation of mail began. 


At one time Congress offered the roads the carriage of mail at | 
The | 


a rate not exceeding 25 per cent of the cost by coach. 
Department, under the pressure of reform, did not materially 
grow, and in 1846, with the first reduction in postage rates, the 
revenue of the Department began to diminish, being less in 1846 
and 1847 than it was in 1845. It was during this period that the 
first suggestion for making newspapers pay postage by weight 
was made ‘to prevent editors from mailing their papers while | 
wet.”’ 

The whole system was so little responsive to popular demand | 
that the postal system, for the only time in its history, lost the 
full support of the people. Between the principal cities, con- 
nected by railroads, the pockets of travelers were crammed with 
letters and the principal hotels in Boston, New York, and other 
cities were reported to have become serious rivals of the local 
post-offices. The rivalry between the express company and the 
Government in the carrying of mails extended over many years. | 
By reason of the decrease in revenue the deficit reappeared in 1846, 
1847, and 1848. In this period of retrenchment Congress, in 1845, 
passed an act materially lessening the compensation of post- 
masters. 
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| patriotism. 





Within one year one-third of the postmasters in the country re- 
signed. And during this pericd one Postmaster-General, C. A. | 
Wickliffe, in 1842, while straining to bring economy about, put 
into the system a small improvement which now costs the postal | 
service $22,000,000 annually. This was a ‘dispatch post’’ for | 
the city of New York, with eight postmen—the germ which grew 
into a system in 1862 and has since developed into our city free 
delivery. 

In 1851 came another reduction in postage and the adhesive 
8-cent and 1-cent postage stamps became familiar. The then Post- | 
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master-General anticipated a deficit, but limited it toa few years, 
It did not, however, disappear until 1882, thirty-one years later, 

In 1862 the city-delivery system grew into the city free-delivery 
system. The extra cent the carrier had before collected for every 
letter delivered or collected was lopped off ‘* to save time,’’ a meas- 
ure of expedition, the cost of which the Government bore. 

In 1864 the money-order system, which had been first proposed 
nearly forty years before, was instituted. In 1882 the service 
produced a surplus. A reduction of the postage rate to 2 cents 
followed. The deficit reappeared. In the early nineties of the 
last century rural free delivery appeared; first, it seems, as a pro- 
posal to extend free delivery to small towns. The proposal ap- 
peared in the midst of a universal agitation for 1-cent postage, 
From a mere experiment, rural free delivery grew rapidly into 
the wonderful system we see to-day, and 1-cent postage is not now 
a current topic. 

Only once since 1828 has the postal service failed to respond to 
the genius of this great and progressive people—in the period just 
preceding 1850. During that period it evoked, by its lack of prog- 
ress, serious and hurtful rivalry and failed to assume the tele- 
graph which was then offered it, which it had once, in fact, and 
which it could have retained by paying for the patent. 

Otherwise the system has always responded to public demand, 
until it stands to-day the greatest single business in the worl, its 

j 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes 
to the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. VAN DUZER]. 

Mr. VAN DUZER. Mr. Chairman, the subject to which I pro- 
pose to address myself at this particular time I believe is of more 
or less interest to every Member of this House, whether he come 
from the Pine Tree Siate of Maine or from California. I wish to 
discuss one of the greatest industries known to mankind, the 
mining industry, and the protection which it asks and ought to 
receive under a proper economic, honest, and forceful administra- 
tion of the Post-Office Department. 

It is a notorious fact that in recent years there has been con- 
ducted under the shadow, and you might say protection, of the 
Post-Office Department, by the use and the abuse of the mails, 
some of the most gigantic swindles that have ever been perpe- 
trated upon the people of this country. This is a question to 


5 , ; | which I have given some seven months of careful investigation, 
tual foliage in the South, from the Atlantic Ocean on the east to the | “ & © 


particularly in the city of New York, the city of Philadelphia, in 
Boston, and in Pittsburg. 

The information which I have in my possession I desire to place 
before the House of Representatives and to appeal to the Mem- 


| bers of this House, I care not from what State they come, to give 
This end I have kept constantly in view. | 


thismatter consideration, because as far as the people of the East- 
ern States are concerned I venture the assertion that there is not 
a single Representative upon the floor of this House from this side 


| of the Mississippi who has not had atone time or another constitu- 


ents who have been swindled by the fraudulent use of the mails, 
and as far as the gentlemen are concerned who come from the 
West, from those great States of Washington, California, Nevada, 
Utah, Colorado, and the Territories, I say that it is a matter o! 
vital importance to them, because the great mining industry of 
this country has been brought into discredit by a lot of irresnonsi- 
ble. thieving promoters who inhabit that historic spot known as 
‘*Hell’s Half Acre’? in New York City, close by the intersecting 
points on Wall, Broad, Nassau, and William streets. I mean no 
offens2 when I speak in these terms, but particularly are the 


| Members of Congress from New York City interested in this 
| question. 


There have been periods in this country spoken of as the age of 
There have been periodsin this country spoken of as 
the age of commerce and the age of liberty; but I venture the as- 
sertion that at no time in the history of this country has there 
been a series of years from 1890 to 1900 which will so much de- 
serve from future historians the appellation of the age of graft as 
has been the past ten years, graft not only in the departments of.- 
the Government, but in every line of business throughout the 


| country. 


That to which I particularly desire to call the attention of the 


| House is a condition of affairs that relates to the mining industry. 


‘here is taken from eastern investors who are innocent men, 


| who have neither the time nor the opportunity nor the money to 


investigate mining propositions in the West, annually, millions 
upon millions of dollars. 1 spent four months in the city of New 


| York this summer, and have investigated every mining proposi- 


tion which has an office in that city, in Pittsburg, and in Boston. 


| I want to say to the gentlemen of this House, though they may 


not realize the condition of affairs, that there is more money 
annually taken from the people of this country by bald misrepre- 


| sentation regarding mining affairs than is extracted and filched 
| from the pockets of the people in any other known business in 
| America to-day. 


I shall call attention to some cases which came under my ob- 
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servation, and I propose at the proper time to offer an amendment 
to the postal bill which will have the effect of directing the atten- 
tion of the Postal Department to these gross frauds being perpe- 
trated on the American people. 

When we of the West come to the Eastern States and say any- 
thing about a mining proposition, the eastern man with money 
buttons up his coat, puts his hand in his pocket, and holds on to 
his pocketbook. He looks upon the western man who has a min- 
ing enterprise or a mining scheme as a sort of natural-born ras- 
cal; but I want to say that the men who are engaged in the 
legitimate mining industry in the West compare favorably in 
honesty, in integrity of purpose, and in their knowledge of their 
business with the most prominent citizens that are to be found 
in the East engaged in manufacturing business, in the steel busi- 
ness, or in any of the various lines of trade and occupation, and 
thet if the mining industry has received a black eye, if mining is 
looked upon as an industry fraught with rascality, it is because 
the people in the East are the people who shelter, shadow, protect, 
and conceive the villainy which has resulted in the extraction of 


| 


| 
| 


} 
| 
j 
| 
| 


worthless?”’ ‘‘ Well,’’ said he, ‘‘ I don’t know. 
So-and-so in New York City.’’ ‘‘ Do you know the reputation of 
that man?” ‘ Well, I admit that anything I may buy from that 
individual does not carry with it a guaranty of being a very valu- 
able proposition.”’ ‘ 
When [I returned to my home in Nevada I undertook to find that 
property on which this valuable mine was claimed to exist. I 


I bought it from 


| could not see the property with a telescope, it was so far from the 


center of the mining district; and a man would have to dig a 


| thousand feet into the sand to get a solid foundation for anything. 


| of the West condemn such methods. 


I want it distinctly understood that the legitimate mining men 
I want to state right here 
that I come not only from one of the greatest mining camps in 


} 4 ° 
| the world—Tonopah—but also from the greatest mining State in 


millions of dollars from the people of the East in investment in | 


illegitimate mining securities. 

I will venture the assertion that there is not a Member of the 
House on this floor who has not had constituents who have suf- 
fered. A man comes along who has no genteel occupation. 
has nothing to do. He has a few dollars, and he will go down to 
Wall street, which seems to be that particular spot in America 
where every man who wants to get up a grafting scheme locates. 
He will get as close to J. Pierpont Morgan’s office as possible, and 
then will advertise that he is in the same block with Mr. Morgan. 
He will get a little bit of a room, hire a prepossessing and good- 
looking stenographer, advertise in the daily papers that he has a 
mining proposition and that inside of three or four months divi- 
dends will be paid. 

The result is that all through the East—in Pennsylvania, in Ohio, 
in Maine, in Massachusetts—through the Southern States, through 
the Mississippi Valley States, widows and orphans, and men with 
si all bank accounts, who know under existing conditions it will 
never be possible for them to amass any fortune—such men as 
constitute the great bulk of the American people, who are always 
ready to accumulate a lot of money by expending a small sum 
with the hope of getting quick returns—have sent to these pro- 
moting offiees in New York City and Pittsburg and Boston and 
invested their hard-earned savings in mining propositions. The 
promoter of a mining preposition is a man who has a mine which 
he creates and runs by a printing press. All he has got to do is 
to get a few dollars, get up a book of stock, and then send out his 
literature. 

I will tell you how they do it in New York City. They do not 
care whether there is any mine on the so-called ‘‘ mining prop- 
erty.”’ They would just as willingly promote a cabbage patch as 
they would a mining proposition. They get a few acres of land— 
if possible, 10 or 12 miles from a great mine whose vein trends 
toward the property which they own, or they say it does. They 
promise the credulous public that a great mine is to be developed 
by sinking their shafts in a region of country somewhat adjacent 
to this rich and well-known mine. They advertise in the paper 
that they just want $10,000. They would like to have 100 am- 


He | 


bitious Americans who would like to become mine owners, who | 


would like to break loose from their chains of poverty and be- 
come great businessmen. They promise that an investment of 
$100 will in six months return four thousand, five thousand, six 
thousand dollars. Circulars containing such statements are what 
they send through the mails. They say that their stock is going 
to advance to an almost fabulous sum. 

This fall I went into an office in New York City where some 
man was trying to perpetrate that kind of a proposition upon the 
State of Nevada. I knew the location where his mine purported 
to be, where by the expenditure of a vast amount of money there 
never could be taken from it a dollar’s worth of ore. Yet that 
man spent $5,000 in advertising. He took in $30,000 or $40,000 
from people in Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, Delaware, New Jersey—from men who invested their 
money in good faith. By means of fraudutent circulars, which 
go through the mails; by the publication of fictitious and decep- 
tive letters, which go through the mails; by means of forged tele- 
grams, and all that sort of thing, this man was enabled to raise 
$80,000 or $40,000. 

I went into his office one day and I said, ‘‘ My friend, where is 
your property?’ ‘‘Oh,’’ said he, ‘*‘the property is away out in 
Nevada; it is close by a great mining camp.’”’ ‘* Well,”’ said I, 
‘you seem to have amighty good property; whereisit?’’ ‘* Well,”’ 
said he, ‘*it is a great mine.’’ ‘* Have you been there?’ ‘* No.”’ 
** Have there been any assays?’’. ‘** No.” 
veins of gold-bearing or silver-bearing ore?’’ ‘* No; but we are 
goingto.’’ ‘* My friend,”’ said I, ‘‘ don’t you know that the ground 
on which you are claiming to have a valuable mine is absolutely 


‘* Have you struck any | 


the Union—Nevada. Inthe name of Tonopah and in the name 
of Nevada, I enter a protest against dishonest mining, and make 
the statement right here that Nevada is comparatively free from 
mining swindles, and that we do not propose to allow irresponsible 
promoters to trade on our honor or our riches. [Applause. | 

Beaumont, Cripple Creek, Sumpter, Thunder Mountain, and 
Alaska, have furnished food for many a dishonest promoter. Of 
all modern mining camps Tonopah has been freest from this sort 
of wildcat speculation. The money has gone into the ground in 
legitimate investment in Tonopah. 

I am not here for the purpose of making a partisan speech—— 

Mr.LACEY. Ifthe gentleman will permit me to interrupt him, 
I heard it said out there in Nevada that the true definition of a 
gold mine was—a gold mine is a hole in the ground, the owner of 
which is a liar. Is that correct? [Great laughter. | 

Mr. VAN DUZER. I will come to that point in a moment. 
That is the usual eastern acceptation of the term ‘* gold mine.”’ 
But that reputation has accrued from the operations of easterr 
promoters, not from the operation of western mine owners. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. We don’t want you to come to the 
point; we want you to get to the hole. 

Mr. VAN DUZER. [ assure the gentleman that the hole will 
be silver plated and gold lined. [Applause. ] 

Owing to lack of uniformity in laws, it has been almost impos- 
sible to secure adequate protection against the operations of 
fraudulent mining companics and mining promoters. The Post- 
Office Department is the only proper channel through which re- 
lief can at present be secured. The entire proposition resolves 
itself down to the obtaining of money illegally by the fraudulent 
use of the mails. 

The mining industry, which is one of the cleanest industries in 
the world, has received a great deal of discredit in the East ow- 
ing to the manipulations of promoters in the East. There area 
large number of people in this country constantly seeking to make 
money quickly upon a smallinvestment. Mining offers this op- 
portunity. 

The result is that a large number of disreputable brokers and 
sharpers—confidence men who can not thrive upon honest 
ods, who know nothing of mining, who have never be: 
open up offices in eastern cities for the sole purpose of obtaining 
money with no intention of placing it, using it for legitimate 
western development. Their favorite roosting’ place is Wall 
street, New York, where a small office is rented, and, with a few 
dollars for advertising and printing, they send out misleading 
literature, containing bold misrepresentations, holding out prom- 
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ises of dividends in thenear future. People throughout the East 
who have only a few hundred dollars and who can not aiford the 


time or money to make a thorough invest 
money to the promoter. The 
schemes to evade the law. 


igation. send 
promoter has a number of 
He hires first a good lawy: 
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him out of jail. He turns in 40 per cent of his receipts as com- 
mission for acting as fiscal agent, 25 per cent goes to office expense 


| of mining fakirs, mining promoters, crook 


ne Dasance 


and furniture, 10 per cent goes to a reserve fund, and t 
is taken up as personal stock sales. 





The man who invests his money with this class of promoters 
never has a hope for its return. They spend afew dollars in get- 
ting a deed to sagebrush ground. In order to delude the 
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they pay dividends from sta The money from one man is 
taken to pay another a dividend, an absolutely criminal transac 
tion. Nowhere in the world iscongregated a greater aggre 
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dence men as are to be found within the shadow of Wall str 
New York, and in Chicago. 


With all due respect to my colleagues from West Virginia—and 
I do not mean to intimate that a West Virginian is an easy game, 
but I went into a certain mining office and represented myscli as 
from West Virginia, and being a farmer, and that I wanted to 
buy some mining stock. I wanted to know someth about a 


ing 
proposition from the State of Nevada. I said I did not know 
much about mining; and the broker commenced to cet excited, 
and he told me the most alluring tales about the sudden acquisi- 
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tion of wealth by mining that I ever heard in my life. He told 
me about the discovery of fabulous gold deposits there, and how 
men were making fortunes. 

[asked him questions. He knew nothing of Nevada, nothing 
concerning mining. He told enough lies to land him in the peni- 
tentiary if I had given him money on his representations. 

I maintained that I was a humble farmer from the great State 
of West Virginia. Of course, I was perfectly familiar with the 
ore area. I wasin New York for the purpose of ferreting out 
the illegitimate schemes, and I asked him how much was “this 
piece of property worth?’ pointing to a well-known property on 
the map. ‘* Why,” he says, ‘‘ you can not buy the stock in that. 
All the stock in that company has been taken up in the market 
at $80 a share, and about six months ago it was only 10 cents; 
but if you buy this claim I have here you will become immensely 
rich. This mine was discovered by a jackass,’’ said he. I re- 
sented suchaslander. Icommenced to reach down for the money 
in my pocket, and he began to reach for it, and I backed out and 
asked him some more questions. [Laughter.] 

‘* What do you mean by this jackass mine?”’ We all know 
what the jackassis. There isa very kind and quiet little animal, 
the burro, which is a little bigger than a jack rabbit and a 
little smaller than a mule, and we called him the hermit of the 
desert. He said: ‘‘ There is a man out there who went out pros- 
pecting down in that great alkali plain, and when night came on 
the jackass and the man laid down and went to sleep. The man 
had been thirsty and drank up all his whisky, and he got up and 
kicked the burro. The burro began to get up.’’ Then he got his 
mind somewhat confused between the sheep and the jackass, and 
he said the wool of the jackass was full of particles of gold. 
{Laughter.] He said that the jackass had been sleeping on a 
great gold mine, and they took $100,000,000 out of that gold mine. 
{Laughter.] Growing confidential, he said prominent Nevadans 
proposed to reproduce the jackass. 

Then he says to me that these people had appointed a commit- 
tee to send it to the St. Louis world’s fair exposition as an exam- 
ple of the production of gold in Nevada; that they had hired a 
sculptor to cast the jackass in gold, and they were going to take 
him to St. Louis for exposition. [Great laughter.] Gentlemen, 
I state to you the actual conversation that took place between that 
mine promoter in New York Cityand myself. [Great laughter. ] 


I want to say to you in that connection, by my own positive 
knowledge, they took in from over a hundred men $100 apiece. 


As I understand, he had two desert claims that were not worth 
paying assessment on, and they had taken from a hundred men 
and several widows $10,000, at $100 each, to bring out that com- 
pany. I am trying to drive out such men from such practices. 
Now, gentlemen, that is the condition of affairs that exists in ref- 
erence to the mining industry. 

A great industry, discredited by men who are dishonest, who 
mine only the public pockets; an industry, which supports the 
great Western empire, and this industry, which ought to support 
a department with a Cabinet officer, is thus discredited by the use 
of the United States mails. The Post-Office Department is un- 
wittingly the confederate of the mine promoter. 

My object in calling attention to this condition of affairs is that 
I may inform you with reference to the mining industry of the 
West and the imputation of dishonesty in the mining and the ras- 
cality in mining which does not come from western men. I want 
to say. that it is the flock of human buzzards who have taken their 
financial skill and training from the men who have organized the 
steel trust, from the men who have organized the shipbuilding 
trust. [Applause.] There is where they learned it; not from the 
miners in the West. 

Mining is the greatest industry the world has ever known. For 
ages men have sought the precious metals. And yet the golden 
dollars and the silver money is the cleanest and purest wealth in 
the world. Its creation makes no man poorer. It robs not the 
orphan nor cramps the widow. Its glistening glory is not dimmed 
by tears, nor sullied with blood, nor stained with dishonor. It is 
taken from the earth, not from the pockets of your associates. 
[Applause. ] 

More men are engaged in it than in any other industry. Itis 
the dominant industry in the West. It has built our cities, cov- 
ered our bays with the white-winged fleets of commerce, builded 
colleges, endowed charities. We who mine in the West do it 
honestly, and we register against the discredit brought on it by the 
promoter of the East a vigorous protest. In legitimate mining 
enterprises there is no surermeans of reward nor in any industry 
greater opportunity for the rapid accumulation of wealth. [Ap- 

ylause. 
- Iam dot here for the purpose of attacking all frauds on the 
Post-Office Department, but I am here for the purpose of calling 
the attention of Members of Congress and post-office officials to a 
fraud which is being perpetrated daily and weekly and monthly 
under the protection of the Government of the United States, 
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where men circulate through the mails matters, lists, advertise- 
ments, fake mushroom newspapers with accounts of gold mines 
out in the West. I have estimated that in the past five years 
something like $18,000,000 has been invested in mining proposi- 
tions presumably from the West that has gone into the pockets 
of promoters in the East. Now, let me tell you how the pro- 
moter works in New York City. He opens up his office, gets out 
advertisements—— 

Mr. HOGG. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VAN DUZER. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. HOGG. Iam interested in the mining question myself. 
Are you not fearful you may encounter some criticism from the 
Department in taking an undue activity in this sort of matter? 
[Laughter and a 

Mr. VAN DUZER. 0; Ido not anticipate nor do I fear it. 
I wish to say that for every thousand dollars that the mining pro- 
moter in the East takes in he takes 40 per cent of that to himself 
for acting as fiscal agent. He spends 10 per cent for advertising, 
20 per cent goes to office expenses. That leaves about 30 per cent. 
Twenty per cent of the money he takes to himself as salary. 

I want to say of the $18,000,000 that has been taken up in the 
East for mining not 10 per cent of it has ever gone in a legitimate 
investment in the West, and yet I want to say, gentlemen, that 
under an honest administration of mining, with a legitimate 
expenditure of a few hundred thousand dollars, great fortunes 
could have been made. I am speaking here not only for my con- 
stituents in the West and the Pacific coast, but I am speaking for 
people who have a desire to invest their money in the West, and 
I want to see every dollar of money that is raised in the East go 
into legitimate mining propositions. 

Now, I want to refer to just one other example in this connec- 
tion where I know of a man who was driven out of every kind of 
legitimate business, who walked from Fulton street, New York, 
with a Federal indictment hanging over his head, went down to 
Wall street and hired an office, raised a thousand dollars and 
paid one month’s rent, got half adozen stenographers, and raised 
some money and used $5,000 worth of advertisements. He goes 
down in New York City and hires two ten-dollar clerks. Hoe 
dared not open up that business under his own name. He dared 
not use his own name, because not only had he been indicted by a 
oe grand jury, but he had an indictment hanging over his 

ead. 

He opened up this business—and I have the statistics on that; I 
have hunted themup. That firm in New York City in three years 
has taken in $2,000,000. I know of seven mining propositions they 
have floated, and I know that the combined seven mining propo- 
sitionsare not worth $20,000. Yet, howdo they hold 27,000 clients 
with over seventy branch offices in the United States? I will tell 
youhow they doit. Theytake in forthree months a lot of money, 
and then declare a dividend from the money taken in. 

We all know that is criminal; that no business can exist in 
which 60 per cent of the money taken in is paid out for office ex- 
penses, and we know that under the State statutes and Federal 
laws it is illegal to pay a dividend from money taken from stock- 
holders, and yet of the $2,000,000 which they have received an 
of the vast amount of dividends which they have paid I know 
that not one dollar was legitimately taken from the ground. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VAN DUZER. With pleasure. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I willask the gentleman if he does 
not think it is better for these mining fakirs to mine the people of 
the East for suckers than for the honest miner to mine for gold 
and silver in fhe West? 

Mr. VAN DUZER. Well, under the present condition of mone- 
tary legislation in reference to silver, I think the man in the East 
has the advantage of the situation. [Laughter and applause. | 

I simply want to call the attention of the House to this condi- 
tion of affairs; and in the very few remaining minutes I have left 
to me I want to refer to another matter, with the indulgence of 
the House, if they will give me the courtesy and kindness to listen 
to what I have to say in defense of the State from which I come. 
There has been a great deal said about illegitimate and dishonest 
mining enterprises, but I want to state that while I have been 
condemning severely men who have been making statements which 
I know to be false, I hope that the statements which I make re- 
garding the mining conditions in the State of Nevada will be 
accepted in the spirit of accuracy with which I shall clothe my 
statements. 

It is to the interest of mining men in the West to remove the 
unjust accusations made against that industry.. We stand for a 
legitimate industry, and we propose that every dollar raised in 
the East go into the ground in legitimate industry. If you be- 
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lieve that there is no basis for our contention, I simply want to 
call your attention to a few facts about my own State as regards 
her mining greatness. ; 

The State of Nevada is the greatest mining State in the Union. 
[Applause.] In extent and richness of deposits she has no equal. 
In totality of production of the precious metals she has no peer. 
Every township is mineralized. From the snow-crested mountains 
of Elko County to the changing Colorado River is an unbroken 
series of mineralized ranges, containing a variety of minerals 
found nowhereelsein the world. Some mining States are famous 
for high-grade ores, some are famous for their large deposits, 
some are celebrated for variety of mineral products, and still 
others for their very deep mining. Nevada possesses all the ad- 
vantages and none of the disadvantages of mining. She has high- 
grade ores, large deposits of ore, infinite variety of minerals, and 
for precious metals holds the record for production, and has the 
deepest mining in the world. 

Nature with sparing generosity has usually hidden the precious 
metals either near the summits of inaccessible mountains or far 
inland on burning deserts. She has deposited her gold under the 
snows of Alaska, where it is hunted in the light of the aurora. 
[Applause.] She has hidden it in the unknown, unwatered des- 
erts of Australia, where privation, hardship, and death have often 
been the reward of the argonaut in search of wealth. The inac- 
cessible Andes of South America and the dangerous sands of Mex- 
ico are the repositories of lead, gold, and silver treasures. No- 
where in the world is the search for precious metals accompanied 
by as little danger asin Nevada. Close to the lines of transcon- 
tinental railroads, within reach of fuel, and with a comparatively 
ample water supply, mining in Nevada can be carried on amid the 
comforts of modern clvilized life. 

Nevada is the most richly mineralized zone in the world. The 
mineral zones of Montana are confined to her western boundaries; 
in Colorado, to the Rocky Mountain range; in Utah.to the cen- 
tral and western mountain ranges, while in Nevada her miner- 
alization is complete. Every township has been touched by the 
wand of mineral wealth. Every mountain range has her hidden 
treasure, every valley her placer deposit, and every stream her 
golden nuggets. [Applause.] Every county in Nevada has pro- 
duced precious metals in more or less abundance. Her total out- 

ut in forty years has exceeded that of any other State in the 
Jnion. Even California, which has the reputation of being the 
Golden State, yields the palm to Nevada. 

Nevada has produced more gold, silver, copper, and lead in the 
aggregate than California has in gold. Nevada has produced 
more than Alaska. Nevada has produced more mineral wealth 
than Australia—more than Colorado and Montana combined. 
And yet the fascinated interest of mankind has been largely cen- 
tered in the stories of Dawson, Nome, Cripple Creek, and Butte 
City. The present generation has almost forgotten the richly in- 
teresting days of the Comstock, so full of that which was dramatic 
and pathetic, when dazzling wealth to-day took on the rags of 
poverty to-morrow and when the scorned pauper of to-day was 
the courted millionaire of to-morrow, and along on the wings of 


discovery the golden crowned Tonopah and sensational Goldfields | 


are being smiled upon by the Goddess of Fortune as new Eldo- 
rados great and rich as the old Comstock. [Applause.] Tonopah 
is three years old, yet the name Tonopah is almost world-wide. 
Only last fall a miner 29 miles south of Tonopah discovered a new 
district, which has been called Goldfields, which promises to be 
another Cripple Creek, greater in extent and equal in richness. 

She has produced more than Montana, Utah, Idaho, Oregon, and 
Washington combined. Think of the vastness of the wealth and 
what these figures really mean. Various estimates have been 
made as to Nevada’s actual production of the money and com- 
mercial metals, but a maximum aggregate places it at about 
$1,544,000,000. And these figures I have actually compiled after 
a great deal of work, research, and expense. 

We often hear about desert mines not going down. This state- 
ment has often been unwittingly made about Nevada. The trou- 
ble is that with the exception of the Calumet and Hecla copper 
mines, the salt mines of Germany, and the gold mines of South 
Africa, Nevada has the deepest mining in the world, and it is the 
deepest mining for our money metals. Depth and permanency 
are characteristic of Nevada mining. 

Nevada has scores of camps where deep mining has successfully 
been conducted. The most notable example is the famous Com- 
stock, where a depth of 3,200 feet has been reached, and yet large 
ore bodies still exist, and now thatcapital, energy, and science have 
combined, mammoth machinery is pumping out the water and 
there is no estimate as to the possible depth of these ore bodies. 
The camps of Eureka and Austin each attained a depth of 1,800 
feet, while Pioche and Candelaria have a depth of 1,200. Dozens 
of camps have reached 1,000 feet indepth. Theledges are strong, 
carry high average values, are largely free milling. As com- 
pared with other camps, Butte has a depth of 2,600, Leadville 
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2,200, and Cripple Creek 2,000. 


with depths ranging over 1,000 feet than all the other States of 
the West. 


Another feature of peculiar significance is the fact that Nevada 


Nevada has more mining camps 


is distinctly a high-grade State. Alaska quartz mining is famous 
forlow-gradeores. Soisthe Black Hills. Many of our great pro- 
ducers are low-grade camps and properties. One carload of ore 
from Treasure Hill, Nevada, yielded $60,000. One carload of ore 
from Humboldt produced $200,000. One mine—the Consolidated 
Virginia—produced $79,000,000in dividends. The oresof Eureka, 
Tuscarora, and Candelaria, and Belmont, and Pioche were fabu- 
lously rich. Such is the case with Wedekind and the Tonopah 
mines 

The State is one of record camps. It is true Alaska has had 
her Nome and Dawson, Montana has had her Butte, the Dakotas 
their Deadwood, Colorado her Cripple Creek and Leadville, and 
Utah her Park City, but Nevada has had her Treasure Hill, her 
Pioche, her Austin, her Tuscarora, her Candelaria, her Eureka, 
her Comstock, and her Tonopah. All of them wonderful camps, 
all of them famous camps, and great producers. It has been es- 
timated that Virginia produced $644,800,000; Eureka, $200,000,000; 
Austin, $150,000,000; Pioche, $80,000,000; Candelaria, $€0,000,000; 
Tuscarora. $40,000,000; De Lamar and Hamilton, each, $20,000,000. 

It must be remembered that we are dealing in figures with po- 
tential meaning. The four men who rule the world are Carnegie 
with his $600,000,000, not actual but fictitious wealth; Rockefeller 
with $200,000,000; Morgan with $150,000,000; the Vanderbilts with 
$80,000,000, and yet four mining camps in Nevada have done 
more for civilization than these great money powers with their 
actual production of wealth greater than the fortunes of America’s 
millionaires. [Applause. ] 

And yet with this magnificent story of production and achieve- 
ment, the story of her mineral wealth is scarcely told. 

Nevada possesses unique mining conditions. There are few 
States concerning which so much that is unjust has been said 
and concerning whose resources so little, that is true, is known. 
Nevada has generally been supposed to be an exhausted mining 
State. Her mineral wealth is supposed to be in minted dollars. 
The impression erroneously exists that mining is inits decadence 
in the State. 

It is true that there was along period of depression. Nevada 
received her setback about the time silver began to decline. 
There was a great rush in Nevada from 1860 to 1880. There was 
twenty years of unparalleled prosperity. There were thousands 
of men employed at high wages. Within twenty years Austin, 
Eureka, Pioche, Tuscarora, Virginia City, and Candelaria turned 
out almost a billion dollars in gold and silver. The interest was 
intense in these camps. There was only one line of railroad in 
the State. There was little prospecting done outside of the camps. 
Men rushed in to make fortunes. 

It was simply the looting apparently of her minerals, and the 
vandals with their wealth rushed to other climes, spent their 
riches in building other cities, beautifying other valleys. Not 5 
per cent of the vast wealth taken from her borders was invested 
there. The entire world has been more or less profited by Ne- 
vada’s mineral output. 

Men in the mad rush did not stop to experiment in Neveda’s 


vaileys. They did not appreciate her climate; they did not study 


her agricultural resources nor the advanto ces of her stock ranges. 
They came in by night and spent their days in massing wealth 
and fled again in the night, and there is no living monument to- 
day to show appreciation or gratitude of the men who profited by 
Nevada’s wealth. Nomonuments raised,no institutions endowed, 


no buildings erected, no industrial enterprises set on foot. 
and continued applause. } 

In 1880 silver started to decline, and gradually the effect of de- 
monetization drove the price uf the white metal down t: 
figures. Many mine owners closed valuable properties to await 
the long-deferred hope of favorable legislation. Other properties 
had to close because they could not operate ata profit. A genera- 


ruinous 


| tion of silver miners and prospectors had been educated to one 


line of mining—silver mining. Along with the decline of silver 
came excitement in Colorado, Montana, and in Australia. 
ing men left Nevada. 


Min- 


Nevada’s mines never were exhausted. 


The millionaires who left Nevada to squander their millions in 
ease and luxury never had a good word for theState. They would 
never reinvest their money nor offer inducements for capital to 
come. Nevada was debauched and left with a name! reputa- 
tion. The result was necessarily a decline in population. which 
has excited the merriment of some statesmen and served as the 
jest of other statesmen whose geographical vision and intellectual 


strength has been circumscribed by their own narrow environ- 
ment. 

The impression went out that Nevada was an exhausted mining 
State. Capital would not invest, and we were too poor to do else 
than to perform assessment work and keep hold onto fortunes in 
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mines with a faith that was sublime and in many cases pathetic. 
The men in the prime of life who had faith in the State have lived 
there for a quarter of a century, watching a dwindling popula- 
tion, looking at crumbling and silent mines and rusty machinery. 
Nowhere in the history of America is there such a pathetic pic- 
ture of the ruin following a selfish and legislative cause as followed 
the demonetization of silver. [Applause.] 

And yet you laughed at Nevada’s degradation. She bore it in 
loyal silence. A similar ruin of an industry in Pennsylvania 
would have been followed by revolution and riot. 

Silver is not dead, and as a Representative from a State whose 
constituents are brave and courageous miners, I proudly hold its 
banner aloft, feeling that the future holds in store for the white 
mmetal legislative recognition and commerial greatness. 

Men lived in their cabins on their claims, worked at various 
trades to get money to hold their claims, and hundreds of brave 
and courageous Nevadans, examples of Anglo-Saxon determina- 
tion, have crossed the great divide, dying in the hope that their 
children might profit by their lifetime’s work. In no State was 
there ever a more devoted band of pioneers struggling for acause 
with a higher faith in the greatness of a State than the men who 
have for forty years waited for the regeneration of Nevada and 
her recognition by a generous East. [Loud applause. ] 

For twenty years life was a struggle with adversity. Yet this 
population of 40,000 lived in a great, large State, constantly mis- 
represented, constantly slandered; and yet they have been con- 
scious that on all sides were tremendous possibilities for indus- 
trial development and resources iy variety and extent nowhere 
else in the world equaled. [Applause.] 

The only transcontinental line of railroad we had used the State 
as a bridge and kept passenger and freight rates at an almost pro- 
hibitive figure. Everything that could conspire to crush the 
energy and destroy the hope of a brave people was directed at 
Nevada, and yet all this time in the lower levels of her once great 
mines there still existed vast bodies of ore, rich and magnificent. 
Virginia City is to-day an inexhaustible mineral fissure. 

Pioche, closed down by litigation, is capable of producing a 
hundred millions. Eureka, one of the world’s greatest lead and 
silver camps, has hidden under her hills as much more as she has 
produced; the same applies to Tuscarora and Candelaria. Yet 
capital and Eastern people do not understand this. [Applause]. 

Looked upon as a desert waste, Nevada is one of the most fer- 
tile spots in the world. Looked upon as a State where only a few 
hardy vegetables could mature, Nevada has a climate unsurpassed 
for sunshine and mildness, where all the fruits thrive, where all 
vegetables grow, where both cotton and tobacco mature, and 
where the orange, lemon, and olive flourish and ripen early. 

Her valleys are filled with a soil deep, rich, and loamy, where 
the roots of alfalfa go 12 feet down to quench their thirst. Her 
foothills are covered with succulent bunch grass, and her plains 
with white sage, where stock fatten free from the blizzard of the 
North and the droughts of the South. 

The effete Bostonian, the hustling New Yorker, and the chesty 
Chicagoan, rushing westward to California, have usually buried 
themselves in their berths in their sleeper or buried their faces 
in a novel when crossing Nevada, little realizing or apprehending 
the richness of the soil or the variety of her resources or the vast- 
ness of her mineral wealth. 

We have been slandered and called the “‘ rotten borough,”’ but 
I commend the political corruption of New York City and Phila- 
delphia and the disgrace of Delaware to busy reformers and sug- 
gest that they clean out their own stables and let Nevada work 
out her own salvation. [Loud applause.] 

We have been called a desert, but compared with the blasts of a 
New England winter and the enervating heat of an Eastern sum- 
mer, where the sun hides her face in winter behind clouds and is 
obscured by the fogs of spring only to blaze with fiercenessin the 
summer, we are a land of eternal sunshine, whose aridity is life- 
giving and whose constant days of sunshine, always pleasant and 
never disagreeable, makes us a land combining the equable tem- 
perature of California and the health-giving aridity of Egypt. 
[Applause. ] 

We have been accused of being paupers. We recommend the 
attention of statisticians to the sociological conditions in the East, 
where murder, suicide, rape, and lynching are a constant menace 
to society; where men both freeze and starve in your great cities; 
where the wages of girls are so low that they must barter virtue 
for sustenance; where crime and corruption are undermining 
your civilization, and we ask you to come to Nevada, where every 
man is an uncrowned king, of social equality; where crime is at 
a minimum [applause]; where poverty has no existence nor ter- 
rors; where woman's virtue is a priceless jewel and men’s honor 
the hadge of American citizenship [applause]; where murder, 
suicide, and poverty are almost unknown, and while, to defend 
our rights, we are quick on the trigger [loud laughter], yet to 
assist the needy and alleviate suffering we are prompt and always 
generous. [Loud applause. ]} 
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The regeneration of Nevada is at hand. Our reward hascome. 
Our faith sublime has been justified. I am proud to say that the 
town from which I come, Tonopah, will always be known in his- 
tory as marking the dawn of a new era in Nevada. 

Tonopah has demonstrated to the world that we are still an 
immense mineral reservoir of richness, inexhaustible with new 
discoveries constantly attracting the attention of the mining world, 

Where Tonopah is now situated was three years ago a desert, 
and yet in August, 1900, a man by the name of Jim Butler, one 
of those large-hearted western miners, started out to seek a new 
mining camp. He went down in the desert in the southern part 
of Nevada, which had been an almost impenetrable country on 
account of the scarcity of water,and ran across a reef sticking 
out of the ground. 

He took several pieces of rock, but didn’t have money enough 
to have them assayed, and he went to a place they call the South 
Klondike and gave a partner a piece of the rock to have assaye'l, 
and then went back to where he camefrom. It was three months 
before he got the assay, and when he gotit, it assayed sixteen hun- 
dred ounces to the ton in silver. 

They went back there and have opened up a mine that promises 
to be a rival of the famous Comstock mine. They have taken 
- of that within the space of three years an amount of min. 
era 

A Memeer. Whatis the stock selling for? [Langhter.] 

Mr. VAN DUZER. For$7a share, and will sell for $50 ashare 
yet on its dividend merit. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Have they opened up any office yet? [Langhter. | 

Mr. VAN DUZER. I want to say in answer to the gentlema» 
from New York that that mine, known as the ** Tonopah mine,’ 
was purchased by gentlemen from Philadelphia, and the gent!»- 
men from Philadelphia who purchased for the sum of $336.() 
the mine known as the ‘‘ Great Tonopah mine”’ have since made 
eighteen millions out of it; and there is to-day, according to the 
report of the best mining engineer in the world, $108,000,000 of 
gold and silver in sight in thatone mine. [Applause.] That is 
the way we promote mines in Nevada. We generously give the 
good things to the East. [Applause.] 

Mr. Schwab recently purchased a mine in Tonopah and its rich- 
ness will recoup his losses in the steel trust. [Applause and 
laughter. ] 

I wish to say to my colleagues in the House of Representatives, 
who have so long looked upon the State of Nevada as a barren 
desert, as the State which has been termed a “‘rotten borough,’ 
that the State of Nevada has done more for the advancement of 
civilization, has contributed more to the commercial activity of 
the world, has contributed as much to art and literature and to 
the sciences as has any State inthe Union. [Applause.] 

At this present juncture what I wish to say to you about the 
State has some application to the question of the admission of the 
Territories. You eastern gentlemen are jealous of the growing 
power of the West. It has been said that Arizona, New Mexico, 
Oklahoma, and Indian Territory should not be admitted to tho 
Union. As a reason they hold up the horrible example of tho 
State of Nevada. [Laughter.] 

I want to say to you that the State of Nevada was admitted to 
the Union against her protest. We are very glad that we camo 
in then, because I am afraid if we had not come in at that time i! 
would have been many years before the generosity of eastern 
statesmen would have admittedus. But I want to say that the 
vote of the State of Nevada was absolutely necessary for the policy 
of Abraham Lincoln. The constitution of the State of Nevad 
was telegraphed to the city of Washington in order that the Stai» 
might be admitted. 

The State was admitted and she came into the Union under 
most dramatic and, you might say, pathetic circumstances. 5! 
contributed first the number of votes requisite for the passage 
the thirteenth amendment; she contributed from her gold an‘ 
silver mines in metallic money enough metallic money to save the 
Union. Abraham Lincoln said, as he placed his hands on ih 
shoulders of Harry Worthington, the first Representative from 
Nevada, ‘‘Thank God, we have a source of supply for metallic 
money that will save the Union at this time.” Pisetnes.} 

Within a period of thirty years Nevada has produced $1,546,- 
000,000 in gold and silver. 

Now, gentlemen, I wish to say that the production of that vast 
amount of money thrown into the channels of commerce con- 
stantly has contributed more to the prosperity of this country 
than any other condition known in economics. You gentlemen 
from Maine and Massachusetts and New York, from the South, 
swell with pride when the history of your State is mentioned. 

Yon gentlemen who hail from Massachusetts can say: ‘‘Massa- 
chusetts was the cradle of liberty. Here the tea chests were 
thrown over in Boston Harbor. Here it was that the great prin- 
ciples of liberty, upon which this Government was founded, had 
their birth.”? The hills and valleys of Maine and Massachusetts, 
New York, Pennsylvania, and the South have their historic bat- 
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tlefields. Hardly any place in the East but that hasits traditions 
and memories of the Revolutionary war and the early struggles 
of this country. [Applause. ] 

We = denied that swelling pride in the West, and yet I want 
ay that although our pioneers were not men who were present 
at the birth of liberty, or who constructed our Constitution, or 
who signed the Declaration of Independence, yet we hada race of 
hardy pioneers born of that same Anglo-Saxon spirit of discovery 
that actuated Christopher Columbus in seeking the New World. 

| want to say to you that if our strenuous President, Theodore 


t Ss 


the Panama Canal so that Columbus could have sailed through 
t and discovered the Pacific coast before he discovered the rock- 
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bound coast of the Atlantic, you gentlemen from Maine, Massa- | 


] 


chusetts, and New York would to-day be clamoring to be ad- 
mitted as Territories. [Great laughter. ] 

Boston would have been a fishing village [langhter], New York 
a coaling station [laughter]; the capital of the United States would 
have been at Denver. and Washington been the home of malaria 
n mic robes and New Jersey mosquitoes. [Loud laughter and ap- 
ause. | 
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of you gentlemen in the House of Representatives can about 
your own States. [Laughter and applause. | 





I have simply risen here to-day for the purpose of defending 


the State of Nevada, from which I come. and to say to you that to- 


day we are enjoying an unparalleled degree of prosperity. [ Pro- 
longed applause and Seighte ron the Republican side } I appre 

ciate that the only way a Democrat can secure Republic an : ap- 
plause is to speak that magic word “prosperity.” [Renewed 
laughter and applause.} I ** stand pat’”’ ee the prosperity, how- 


still ringing in my ears. ane hter. } 
{i want to say to the Republican party upon the floor of thi 


House that the prosperity in the State of Nevada is due to the fact 
that God planted in the bosom of her mountains untold reserv: 
| of mineral wealth. [Applause on the Democratic side.} That i 


| is due to the fact that God planted in the valleys and 


And right upon this line I wish to say that if it had been the | 
western coast which was first discovered and first settled, to-day | 


the center of population, the center of civilization, the center of 
commercial activity would have been the other side of the Rocky 
Mountains. 

I wish to say further to the Members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. that I guarantee that there is not a single subject con- 
cerning which so little is known by so able and distinguished a 
body of Americans as is known by them about the State of Ne- 
vada, and particularly about the West. [Laughter and applause. } 
When I first came to Washington, seven or eight years ago, when 
I was asked where I came from and replied that I came from 
Nevada, those who asked the question would reply, ‘‘ Where is 
Nevada?’ And I had to getamap and point it out. [Laughter.] 

I met a number of Department clerks, college-bred young gen- 
tlemen, who came from the classic precincts of Boston and New 
York and from your Eastern States, and they would say: 
vada! Where is Nevada?”’’ (Laughter. ] 
on the east by Colorado, is it not? [Laughter.] One gentleman 
tried to place Nevada just beyond California on the Pacific coast. 
[ Laughter. | 

Why. a 12-year-old school child in the West knows more about 
the geography of his country from Maine to California than do 
the majority of adults in the East about the geography of their 
own States. [Applause and laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman be permitted to continue and conclude his re- 
marks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the control of the 
time is with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] and 
the gentleman from Tennessee {[Mr. Moon}. 

By Mempers. Goon! Take all the time you want! 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I will yield the gen- 
tleman five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for five min- 
utes. 

Mr. VAN DUZER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that the 
young men whom I met here took me to their rooms, and, as was 
suggested by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] respecting 
the gold mine, they said I was a liar when I said I knew where 
Nevada was. They went to the shelves of their library, a very 
extensive library, consisting of about three books, 
was mistaken. 

One of the books was an old, worn-out statistical atlas, gotten 
up by Rand & McNally, and I know of only one other book in the 
world which has more misinformation in it than that, and that is 
the book of political statistics compiled by adistinguished gentle- 
man from Ohio. [Laughter.] 
was a book of ‘‘ How to Do Society in Washington.”’ 


[Laughter 
and applause. } 


to prove that I | 


| been due to the simple fact that it became known within thi 


** Ne- | 
** Nevada is bounded | 
| Republican party, judging by its apparent ignorance: 
| was on the map, had nothing 


in her plains 
a fertility of soil unequaled by any country. except the fertile va! 
ley of the Nile. [Renewed applause.| That it is due to the fact 
that God planted in the mountains springs, and that He caused 


| ever [great laughter], yet with the sweet music of that applause 
Roosevelt, had been living in those days and had butted through | 


the rains and the snows to fall, which brings water to fructify 


the valleys of the State. 


I want to say further that as hard and severe as is the financial 


condition herein the Eastatthe present time, as difficult asit is 
get money into legitimate enterprises—because the men in the East 
would rather be bunkoed out of their money any day than to invest 
it in alegitimate proposition out West [laughter]—prosperity |} 


past 


three or four years that Nevada was going torival her great historic 


past in the production of minerals, and the result has been that 


every man in the United States who has money and capital and 


wants to make more is coming to the State of Nevadaand invest 
ing his money there, and I am very candid to say that 

Republic an party has had very little to do with the increase 
[Applause and laughter. } 


Jim Butler, who discovered Tonopah, has had more to do wit! 


the present prosperity in Nevada than Theodore Roosevelt 
{Loud laughter and applause. | Men are se« king a sin Ton 
sal and the wonderful camp Goldfields, and I am quite sure t 


to do with Nevada 


I think the 
} 


tha 
| influx of population into the State of Nevadaat the present time 


+} F one } 
>that Nevada 


t 


s prosperit: 

| The gold and silver of Tonopah is now beautifying rand giv ing | 
to Carson City—a once live town stricken down | by the aboli 

| of the Carson mint. The fact is that Reno, the rapidly growi 
metropolis of Nevada, enjoys prosperity becaus« her na 
resources. 

In truth, gentlemen, I do not believe that you can point t 
single act of Republican legislation which has tend L to brit 
prosperity to the Stateof Nevada. Your financiai legislation ha 

| not contributed to our prosperity. Republican trusts have raised 
the cost of living, and your colonial policy has taken money 1 
build up foreign countries, while your labor legislation has bee: 
adverse to the workingman. 

For twenty-five years Nevada suffered as no State in the Uni 
ever suffered, because, owing to financial legislation, the on 
noisy and prosperous mills became silent: because the shafts from 


| closed; because every miner in the 


| 


The other book which they had | 


Now, upon the authority of those two books those young men, | 


who represented the effete and enlightened East, tried to argue 
to me that I did not know anything about my own State, and, 
gentlemen, that is the condition of affairs which exists in the 
East regarding the West. 

I want to say to you gentlemen of the East that we of the West 
have an advantage over the men of the East, for I believe there is 
something about the broade ming influence of the West that gives 
us a broader intellectual horizon. 
place.) 

I do not say that with any disrespec ‘t to my colleagues from the 


[Prolonged laughter and ap- | 


East, but I wish to say simply that I will guarantee that any school | 


child in the State of Nevada can tell more about the State of New 
York, the State of Massachusetts, or the State of Maine than many 


| laughter and applause. | 


which hundreds of millions of dollars had been extracted were 


State was driven forth in con 


sequence of the shutting down of the mines, and because silver 


had declined in value, so that the miner 
other lands for a livelihood. 


had to oe 


> pot 
K Teri 


Yet all the time the mills of N 


England, favored by Republican legislation, kept runnin Your 
steel plants, favored by trusts, run to a full capacity. 

If the silver mines of Nevada had been in Penn-ylvyania and 
New York, my distinguished colleague {Mr. Paynr] would 1 
been a more ardent silver man than William J. Bryan Loud 


And Mr. DAaLZELL would have 
troducing free-coinage measures. [Laughter.] The ry 
Nevada’s brave struggle commands admiration. The men wl 
took hundreds of millions from us deserted the State 

and went to New York to build palaces, to San Franci 
mansions, to Paris to build villas. [Applause. The mor 

which Nevada produced has rejuvenated the broken-down nobilit 
of Europe. [Laughter and applause. | 


el 





Point toa State which has contributed more to the nation’ 
growth, fame, and greatness: than Nevada. [Applause.] N 
York has produced millionaires; Nevada has cr ri ) 
Pennsylvania has tnrued out steel ca 's to gird t but N 
vada has furnish*d <he money te bald the r \ 

The world has be.» ciwa Dy the electricity of e] t 
Nevada has produced the man to conceive it and mor t 
spin it about the globe. [Applause. ] 

The generation now passing away have contributed the ene1 
and faith, and the generation coming on will complete the work 
of our future building. 

We stand to-day upon th rge of a new era, looking forward 
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to the prosperity and happiness that are to come as a reward for 
our energy, the rewards which our natural resources are to give 
us. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I yield the gentleman five minutes 
additional. 

Mr. VAN DUZER. I say to you, gentlemen, that within five 
years the State of Nevada will have doubled her population; within 
ten years she will have trebled it. Through the beneficent influ- 
ences of the Newlands irrigation act, which is soon to be put in 
effect in that State, we shall have homes for our miners, homes 
for a great agricultural population. Asthat great empire builder, 
F. H. Newell, who has charge of the reclamation service, has said, 
within ten years, as the result of the beneficent influence of that 
act, we shall have a population of half a million in Nevada. I 
want to say-— 

Mr.CURTIS. A Republican Congress passed the irrigation act. 

Mr. VAN DUZER. That irrigation act was an act framed by 
a Democrat, inspired by Democratic policy, and it is a historic 
fact that the greatest opposition that the irrigation act ever en- 
countered on the floor of Congress came from distinguished and 
able Republicans of the East. [Democratic applause. ] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. All Democrats voted for it. 

Mr. CURTIS. Thatact was passed by a Republican House and 
a Republican Senate and signed by a Republican President. 

Mr. VAN DUZER. Yes; and I want to say a Nevada Con- 
gressman, Mr. N"wLANDs, educated you to do it, started theagi- 
tation, showed the advantages of it, or you would still be opposing 
it.as you opposed statehood. Iam willing to give credit to everyone 
who may have contributed toward the passage of that act; at the 
same time we know that the policy of irrigation was a Democratic 
policy. As far as Nevada’s interests are concerned,I am not 
bound by party limitations; and I say that Congress at all times 
has been gingerly in its treatment of the State of Nevada, and if 
we become great it will be by reason of our own energy and the 
magnificent resources of our great State. [Loud applause. ] 

As great asour mining resources are, the agricultural possibili- 
ties of Nevada are a revelation to the easterner. Millions of 
acres can be reclaimed. Large in area, with a soil of amazing 
fertility, with more days of sunshine than anywhere else in the 
world known to exist, where soft-tempered winds silken the tas- 
sels of cereals and a gentle sunshine unlocks the head of wheat, 
where fruits ripen in a constant sunshine, with alfalfa to fatten 
thousands of cattle, we offer to the home-seeker an ideal home 
State. 

Our mines demand your modern and costly machinery, and in 
return our great Comstock, our wonderful Tonopah, our rich 
Goldfields and growing Searchlight district will yield gold and 
silver for the world, White Pine yield copper for commerce, and 
the entire State contribute her quota of patriotism and citizen- 
ship, which, independent of partisanship, makes our nation the 
greatest on earth. [Loud and continued applause. ] 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BoUTELL, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the post-office appropria- 
tion bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 


PRICES OF BEEF CATTLE, 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the following resolution: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution No. 2038. 





Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and he is hereby, 
requested to investigate the causes of the low prices of beef cattle in the 
United States since July 1, 1903, and the unusually large margins between the 
prices of beef cattle and the selling prices of fresh beef, and whether the said 
conditions have resulted in whole or in part from any contract, combination, 
in the form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy.in restraint of commerce 
among the several States and Territories c°. wi.h foreign countries; also 
whether the said prices have been controllea in whole or in part by any cor- 
poration, joint stock company, or corpcevate combination engaged in com- 
merce among the several States or with foreign nations; and if so, toinvesti- 
gate the organization, capitalization, profits, conduct, and management of 
the business of such corporations, companies, and corporate combinations, 
and to furnish to this House, at ais earliest convenience, the results of the 
investigation herein requested. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
Line 3, page 2, strike out the words “furnish to this House, at his earliest 


convenience, the results of the investigation herein requested” and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘‘ make early report of his findings according to law.” 


The SPEAKER. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The question was taken; and the amendment recommended by 
the committee was agreed to. 


Is there objection? 








Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, there are two other amendments 
that have been suggested or approved by the chairman of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and which are 
satisfactory to me. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report them. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iwill indicate them. Before the word “ un- 
usual,’’ in line 4, insert the word ‘“‘ alleged;”’ in line 10, instead 
of the word ‘ controlled’? insert *‘manipulated.’’ The amend 
ments are in furtherance of the purposes of the resolution ani 
meet with my approval. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 4, page 1, before the word “unusual,” insert the word “alleged 
-— 3 line 10strike out the word “controlled” and insert the word “mani; 
u . 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MaArTIN, a motion to reconsider the 
per by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on th: 
table. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 4180. An act granting an increase of pension to Josey! 
G. Thomas; 

H. R. 6951. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
G. Corr; 

H. R. 7444. An act granting an increase of pension to Wash 
ington J. Dutcher; 

H. R. 11118. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Soules; 

H. R. 8769. An act granting an increase of pension to Clinton 
M. Casey; 

H. R. 4605. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Herlinger: 

H. R. 10991. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
C. McFarland; 

H. R. 11348. Anact granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
S. Priest; 


Silas 


i) 


H. R. 9610. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Halling; 

H. R. 1566. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellis T. 
Peirce; 


H. R. 6602. 
F. Hackett; 

H. R. 4314. 
Slade; 

H. R. 4391. 
Schwemler; 

H. R. 5879. 
Putnam; 

H. R. 5568. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Chapman; 

— 910. An act granting an increase of pension to Freeman 
York; 

H. R. 1287. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. 
Dopp; 

WR. 1485. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 


An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 


An act granting an increase of pension to Bennett 


Ferguson; 

H. R. 4179. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
C. Kuhn; 

H. R. 9908. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Harlan; 

H. R. 8811. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Dougherty; 

H. R. 8991. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


E. Mattison; 
H. R. 4642. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Wheeler; 
H. R. 941. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
D. Taylor; 
H. R. 9037. An act granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke; 
H. R. 8849. An act granting a pension to James 8. Landerdale; 
H. R. 6879. An act granting a pension to Reuben A. Finnell; 
. R. 1314. An act granting a pension to Denison L. Brown; 
10700. An act granting a pension to Ella D. Madden; 
. R. 4589. An act granting a pension to Henry H. Barrett; 
. R, 10192, An act granting a pension to Martha Mullins; 
H. R. 4679, An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
M. Pierce; 
H. R. 6038. An act granting anincrease of pension to Benjamin 
George; 
H. R. 6999. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Jones; 


H. R. 2995. An act granting a pension to Mary Korth; 


H 
H. R. 
H.R 
H 
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H. R. 5006. An act granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer; 
H. R. 11413. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
F. Morton; 
H. R. 10268. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Keller: 
H. R. 
G. Cronkite; 
H. R. 5849. 
R. Brown; 
H. R. 2192. 
O. Smith: 
H. R. 6335. 
Barnes; 
H. R. 6618. 
Coffin; 
H. R. 8284. 
G. Woods; 
H. R. 4719. 
F. Carter; 
H. R. 4702. 
Collins; 
H. R. 11194, An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
S. Nickerson; 
H. R. 8863. 
O’ Malley: 
H. R. 6455. 
W. Cochran; 
H. R. 2692. 
Finley; 
H. R. 10904. An act granting an increase of pension to Edson 
H. Crawford; 
H. R. 11076. An act granting an increase of pension to Elvira 
Miller; 
7 H. R. 9999. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
dgar; 
H. R. 4872. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Bradbury; 
+ H. R. 9758. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
oomis, 
H. R. 1316. Anact granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Day; 
H. R. 8231. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Gangwisch;: 
H. R. 5532. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Vassar; 
H. R. 8079. 
La Forest: 
H. R. 5750. 
Cassidy; 


E 
2573. 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 


An act granting an increase of pension to Elwood 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


H. R. 7486. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Smith: 

{. R. 9587. An act granting an increase of pension to Bartlett 
S. Haggard; 

{. RK. 8124. An act granting anincrease of pension to Elizabeth 
Hatfield; 

i. R. 8173. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Waters; 

H. R. 8718. An act granting an increase of pension to Caswell 
P. Ford; 

H. R. 5479. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


H. Anderson; 
H. R. 7680. 
C. Folsom; 
H. R. 7737. 
McGuire; 
H. R. 5155. 
Tompkins; 
H. R. 6814. 
W. Miller: 
H. R. 7418. 


An 
An 
An 


act granting an increase of pension to De Witt 
act granting an increase of pension to Howard 
act granting an increase of pension to John J. 
An 


act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 


Minkler; 

H. R. 9988. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Ellis; 

H. R. 9064. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Tidd; 


H. R. 9376. 
Renthler; 

H. R. 9060. 
Connors; 

H. R. 7805. 
N. Hall; 

H. R. 9278. 
Sackett; 

H. R. 9421. 
P. Marshall; 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. | 


| 





An act granting an increase of pension to Martin | 


An act granting an increase of pension to William | 


H. R. 7311. 
Large; 

H. R. 8998. 
Beach; 

H. R. 1623. 
Reed: 

H. R. 4910. 
L. D. Nugent; 

H. R. 4674. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel 
§ I 

An act granting an increase of pension to Henry L. 

An act granting an increase of per 


ision to John H. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Prudentia 


‘ 


he 


) 
ih t 


An act granting an increase of pension to J 


Thompson; 

H. R. 4449. An act granting an increase of pension to Willi 
Brown; 

H. R. 2001. An act granting an increase of pension to Nora J. 
Glahn; 

H. R. 7999. An act granting an increase of pension to Da 


W. Williamson; 
H. R. 8835. An 


act granting an increase of pension to Cl 
H. Jackson; 


H. R. 7814. An act granting an increase of pension to Jam 
Andrews; 

H. R. 6977. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Graves; 


H. R. 8733 
F. McGraw: 

H. R. 10850. An act granting an increase of pension to Adal 
L. Power; 


. Anact granting an increase of pensi 


I nto Benja 


H. R. 11052. An act granting an increase of pensi »M 
Eaton Livingston; 
H. R. 8992. An act granting an increase of p n to Wil 
C. Davis; 
H. R. 7719. An act granting an increase of pension to H 
B. Cozine: 
H. R. 10682. An act granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Arnold; 
H. R. 10706. An act granting an increase of pension to Al 
J. West: 
H. R. 9125. Anact granting an increase of pension to Willi 
King; 
H. R. 11556. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Tappen; 
H. R. 11319. An act granting an increase of pension to M ( 
Arnold; 
H. R. 1563. An act granting an increase of pension to Ory W 
riner; 
H. R. 10180. Anact granting an increase of pension to Will 
E. McDowell; 
H. R. 4151. An act granting an increase of pension to J v 
Foland; 
H. R. 5045. An act granting an increase of pension to Al 
Elmore; 
H. R. 3909. An act granting an increase of } 
Hayden; 
H. R. 8966. An act granting an increase of p ito J 
Fink: 
H. R. 7410. An act granting an increase of p to ] 
Hoge: 
H. R. 10378. An act granting an increase of pension to Sa 
Shell: 
H. R. 8970. An act granting an increase of pension to ¢ 
B. Hart; 
H. R. 719. An act granting an increase of pension to Joh 
Willey 
H. R. 4630. An act granting an increase of n to Thad 
S. Collins; 
| H.R. 807. An act granting an increase of pension to Willi 
Benefiel; 
H. R. 3402. An act granting an increase of pension to I 
Nagle, jr.: 
H. R. 11310. An act granting an increase of } 1 to John \ 
Swisher; 
H. R. 3936. An act granting an increase of pension to ] 
Frazier; 
H. R. 4192. An act granting an incr of pensi 
| erick A. Slocum; 
H. R. 11287. An act making appropriations for the dip] 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending J » 30. 19 
H. R. 3578. An act to anthorize the Mercant Bridge C 
pany to construct a bridge over the M: } River, Per 
sylvania, from a-point in the boroug North | Wa 
ington County, to a point in Rostraver township, Westmoreland 
County; 
H. R. 10648. An act granting an increase of | n to Ag 
| Shearer; 
H. R. 10694. An act granting an increase of nm to Ald 


‘son T,. Keen; 
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H. R. 10794. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Hurlbut; 

H. R. 9710. An act granting 
Frazier; 

H. R. 9778. An act granting 
ton W. Adkins; 

H. R. 9035. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Branen; 

H. R. 6708. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Remick; 

H. R. 8208. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Hemphill; 

H. R. 1317. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. McIntire; 

H. R. 789. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Lach- 
man; 

H. R 
Ratzel; 

H. R. 8984. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Rundberg; 

Hi. R. 877. An act granting a pension to Ann M. Driggars; 

H. R. 3910. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Hoffman; 

H. R. 9695. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank M. 
Spears; 

“H. R. 5761. An act to authorize the Charleroi and Monessen 

idge Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela 


an increase of pension to Henry 


an increase of pension to Loris- 


. 6816. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


. 1005. An act granting an increase of pension to Marab E. 


R. 5149. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
i. 4466. 
R. Burton; 
H. R. 4964. 
E. Mink; 
~ H.R, 9426. 
S. Campbell; 
H. R. 5868. 
Simmons: 
H. R. 4198. 
Lake; 
H. R. 7236. 
R. McCullough; 
H. R. 7992. An act 
F. Chamberlain; 
H. R. 8379. An act 
Wambaugh; 
H. R. 4326. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilfred 
C. McCardell; 
H. R. 7659. An act 
M. Elliott: 
H. R. 10194. An act granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Long: 
H. R. 7096. An act granting an increase of pension to Eva A. 
Burgess; 
H. R. 9024. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Laird; 
H. R. 2116. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
C. Ivory; 
5. R 10748. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate 
Ridgway; 
H. R. 2470. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
S. Packard; 
H. R. 5608. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. McCormick; 
H. R. 7088. An.act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
P. Jackson; 
Hi. R. 6817. An act granting a pension to Rosa Glass; 
H. R. 2769. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Armstrong; 
H. R. 2930. An act granting an increase of pension to Lafayette 
M. Greene; 
H. R. 6869. 
D. Elmer; 
H. R. 3370. 
Adams; 
H. R. 4119. 
Mercer; 
H. R. 2204. 
B. Stone; 
H. R. 10068. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
G. Saims; 
H. R. 10640. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 
E. Wood; 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 


granting an increase of pension to Ira B. 


granting an increase of pension to Emma 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to Willian 


An act granting an increase of pension to Addison 


An act granting an increase of pension to William | 


| 
} 


| 
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H. R. 859. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Barr; and 


ae R. 720. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank IL. 
ray. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

8. 3596. An act to amend section 2327 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, concerning mineral lands—to the Commit. 
tee on the Public Lands. 

S. 4387. An act to authorize the Chicago, St. Louis and New 
Orleans Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Ten- 
nessee River near Gilbertsville, Ky.—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

5S. R. 48. Joint resolution authorizing the President to extend 
an invitation to the Twelfth International Congress of Hygiene 
and Demography to hold its thirteenth congress in the city of 
Washington—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR THE BRITISH SHIP PYRENEES. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to file the views of the minority and to have the time extended 
until Thursday morning in the case of the bill (H. R. 5835) to 
give an American register for the British ship Pyrenees. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I did not understand what request the gen- 
tleman made. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It is simply a request for unanimous 
consent for leave to file the minority views and have the time ex- 
tended until Thursday morning next in the case of the bill (H. R. 
5335) giving an American register to the British ship Pyrenees. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman whether this is the bill 
on which a report was made by the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. ForDNEY |? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It was made by Mr. Witson of Illinois 
on Saturday. 

BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, we can not hear what is being 
said. 

Mr. MANN. It is not the one that was reported on by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNry]? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; that is the Beaumont. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 


granting an increase of pension to Isidore | consent that the minority may have until Thursday next to file 


its views on the bill touching the giving of an American register 
to the ship Pyrenees, Is there objection? [After apause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


KIOWA, CHICKASHA AND FORT SCOTT RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill S. 3204. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

Permitting the Kiowa, Chickasha and Fort Smith Railway Company to se!l 


and convey its railroad and other property in the Indian Territory to tho 


Eastern Oklahoma Railway Company, and the Eastern Oklahoma Railway 


Company to lease all its railroad and other property in the Indian Territory 
to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company, and thereafter t» 
sell its railroad and other property to said the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 
Railway Company. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like toask the gentleman whether there 
is the creation of any railroad trust or any consolidation of par- 
allel lines involved in this bill? 

Mr. GREGG. The committee’s report is brief, and I will take 
pleasure in reading it to the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYNE. You can answer my question. Is there any 
consolidation of parallel lines involved in this bill? [Laughter. | 

Mr. GREGG. No, sir; nothing of that kind, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GreaG, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


REPORT OF PUBLIC LANDS COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President; which was read, referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I submit herewith the preliminary report of the Public Lands Commission 
sppointed by me October 22,1908, to report upon the condition, operation, 
and effect of the present land laws, and to recommend such changes as are 
needed to effect the largest practicable disposition of the public lands to 
actual settlers who will build permanent homes upon them, and to secure in 
permanence the fullest and most effective use of the resources of the public 

nds. The subject is oneof such great importance and great intricacy that 
it is impossible for the Commission to report in full thereon at this time. It 








~ 
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. now ready, however, to suggest certain changes in the law as set forth in 
the accompanying report. I commend these suggestions to the favorable 
sideration of the Congress. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Waite House, March 7, 1904. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire whether 
there are any illustrations in that report, in which event I would 
ask that the order to print cover them. 

The SPEAKER. There do not appear to be any. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
fe kw the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior with ac- 
companying report of Charles J. Bonaparte and Clinton Rogers Woodruff, 
special Inspectors, in_ the matter of alleged abuses and irregularities in the 
public service of the Indian Territory, and I call special attention to the con- 
dition of affairs in the Indian Territory as there set forth. In accordance 
with the recommendations of Messrs. Bonaparte and Woodruff the mem- 
bers of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes have been informed that 
if they are to continue in the service they must at once cease all connection 
with business operations of any kind in the Territory where it is possible 
that their official positions could be of any effect upon their private business, 
even though no such effect be in fact shown. What further action, if any, is 
to be taken in regard to the Commission or atv of its members by the Exec- 
utive will be determined upon after full consu!tation with the Secretary of 
the Interior and careful consideration of all the ractsin the case. It will be 
noticed that the Secretary of the Interior does not believe that it would be 
possible, in accordance with the suggestions of Messrs. Bonaparte and Wood- 
ruff, to close up the work of the Commission this year and discontinue it ac- 
cordingly. If it should be found to be possible, I would regard this as desir- 
able, and invite the attention of the Congress to the matter. 

I vc aes a memorandum of work of the Commission to the Five Civil- 
ized Tribes. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Wuite House, March 7, 1904. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
42 =e p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow at 12 
o'clock m. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for purchase of site for fire- 
proof building for use of United States post-office in New York 
City—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for light vessel 
and fog signal near Peshtigo Reef, Green Bay, Lake Michigan, 
Wisconsin—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, reporting that the files 
of his Department are burdened by useless papers and asking for 
the appointment of a committee under the statute providing for 
their examination—to the Joint Select Committee on Disposition 
of Useless Papers in the Post-Office Department. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 


| 





the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, | 


as follows: 

Mr. OVERSTREET, from the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, to which was referred the House resolution 
(H. Res. 118) that the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
appoint a committee consisting of five Members to investigate 
the conduct of Members in relation to the Post-Office Department, 
reported the same with the recommendation that the resolution 
lie on the table, accompanied by a report (No. 1395); which said 
report was ordered to be printed. 


| sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 


j 


| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1404 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11999 


| granting an increase of pension to Philip Loney, reported 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11177) granting 
an increase of pension to George Manypenny, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1396); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13117) 
granting an increase of pension tu Lewis Sawyer, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1397); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13067) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas W. Prentiss, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1398); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12938) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel Reed, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1399); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12680) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harvey Polen, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1400); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12592) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Nash, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1401); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12402) granting 
a pension to Orson Burlingame, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1402); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12389) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon Paulus, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1403); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11838) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Mann, reported the same 
; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
granting 
an increase of pension to William Vincent, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1405); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10841) granting 


| an increase of pension to Elizabeth De Baugh, reported the same 


without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1406); which 


| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr.SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10478) granting 
an increase of pension to William T. Hayter, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1407); whichsaid 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr.SAMUEL W.SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
9682) 
the 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1408); which 


| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian Af- | 


fairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 335) to pro- | 


vide for the allotment of lands in severalty to the Stockbridge and 


trust funds, and for other purposes, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1420); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 
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Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9280) 
granting an increase of pension to John M. Hildreth, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1409); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee. to which was referred the 


| bill of the House (H. R. 8099) granting an increase of pension to 
Munsee tribe of Indians, to authorize the distribution of their | 


Stephen L. Richardson, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1410); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7431) granting an increase 
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of pension to Charles N. Burns, reported the same with amend- | 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1411): which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6933) granting | 
a pension to L, M. Ferrier, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1412); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6592) granting a 
pension to Sarah C. Wilson, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1413); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6530) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Williams, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1414); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5445) granting a 
pension to Susan R. Choat, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1415); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5247) granting a 
pension to Lora Milliken, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1416); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5105) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob P. Fishback, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1417); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 544) 
granting an increase of pension to Luther St. John, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1418); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4718) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Ballard, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1419); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2052) forthe relief of Ramon O. 
Williams and Joseph A. Springer, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1421); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10089) for the relief of R. D. Ashford, of 
Lockport, Niagara County, N. Y., reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1422); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
13221) for the relief of Edward Cahalan; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 13552) authorizing the 
purchase of a site for a building for the accommodation of the 
Supreme Court of the United States—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 13553) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing animals 
in Alaska, and for other purposes’’—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

3y Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 13554) to protect our national 
food supply by the extermination of dogfish or dogfish sharks 
of the Atlantic coast of the United States of America imcluded 
between Cape Hatteras and Eastport, Me.—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13555) for the improve- 
ment of Hillsboro Bay, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 13556) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to draw warrants on the Secretary of 
the Treasury for funds to improve the upper Sacramento River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. ; 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 13557) to appropriate 
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$5,000 to the Revolution Monument Association of Clarendon, 
N. Y.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 13558) to establish a life 
saving station at or near the harbor of Dunkirk, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13559) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Honesdale, Wayne County, Pa.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 13560) providing for closing t) 
rolls in the matter of the Mississippi Choctaws, and for other pu: 
poses—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

3y Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 13561) to establish the trnuo 
status of the Nebraska State Militia—to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 13562) te provide for the ad 
justment of certain sales of landsin the late reservation of the 
confederated Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians in the States of 
Kansas and Nebraska—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LILLEY: A resolution (H. Res. 243) calling for an in- 
vestigation of the causes of the high prices of white paper used for 
the printing of newspapers, and the great scarcity of the same— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
~ following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 13563) for the relief of W. M. 
Gibson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 13564) for the relief o 
James M. Scott—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13565) for the relief of James M. Scott—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 13566) granting a pension to 
Annie Valerie Stockton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 13567) granting an increase 
of pension to Anna A. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. COCHRAN: A bill (H. R. 13568) to correct the military 
record of James Stephenson, alias James Stevenson—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13569) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli B. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13570) granting an increase of pension to 
James 8S. Snow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13571) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet E. C. L. Bonham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13572) granting an increase of pension to 
Preston C. Little—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13573) granting an increase of pension to 
Owen N. Dibble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13574) granting a pension to Harriet Bon- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13575) granting a pension to Daniel W. 
David—to the Committee on Invalid | ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13576) granting a pension to William H. 
Nichols—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13577) granting a pension to Sarah E. Stock- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13578) granting a pension to W. A. Griffin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13579) granting a pension to John N. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13580) granting a pension to Henry C. La- 
rew—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13581) granting a pension to John W. Din- 
widdie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 13582) to remove the charge 
of desertion from record of Levi Burdine—to the Committee on 
pee te Mill Cif R. 13588) ting Abne b 

Also, a bi . R. 13588) granting a pension to r G. Rob- 
inson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13584) granting an imcrease of pension to 
John E. Fries—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13585) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances P. McMurtrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 13586) granting an increase 
of pension to Abraham Harris—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13587) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Weems—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 13588) granting am increase 
of pension to Joseph Rosa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 13589) granting an increase of 
pension to James D. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 13590) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah Ann Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13591) granting a pension to James Johnson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 15592) granting an increase 
of pension to Stephen M. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13593) granting an increase of pension to 
William Weddington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18594) granting an increase of pension to 
William Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18595) granting a pension to Lucreasy Cas- 
sady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13596) granting a pension to Henry Law- 
less—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18597) granting a pension to Daniel J. Shee- 
maker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13598) granting a pension to Selie Dunn—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also,a bill (H. R. 13599) granting a pension to James Caudill— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 13600) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Albert Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 13601) for the relief of An- 
thony Mixted—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 13602) granting an increase 
of pension to Fannie M. Bristol—to the Commitee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 13603) for the relief of Sylvester 
D. Foss—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: A bill (H. R. 13604) restoring a pension 
to Mary B. Wadsworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 13605) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth E. Conatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 18606) for the relief of Miles 
T. Oiler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13607) granting an increase of pension to | 


Jonathan Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13608) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse A. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid I’2nsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13609) granting an increase of pension to 
Evan E. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 13610) to place the name of 


Linville H. Wymore on the muster rolls of the Second Nebraska 
Territorial Troops—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 18611) for the relief of Mrs. Octave 
Simoneaux—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H.R. 13612) for the relief of John A. 
Fairfax—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 18613) to rescind the dis- 


missal of certain West Point cadets and grant them honorable | 


withdrawals—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 13614) for the relief 
of De Forest Keyes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 18615) granting an increase 


of pension to Albert J. Sprinkle—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 13616) for the relief of Gilbert 
E. L. Falls—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 13617) granting a pension 
to Charlotte A. Dubry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 13618) for the relief of Daniel 
M. Brezer—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13619) for the relief of Daniel M. Brezer—to 
the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13620) granting an increase of | 


pension to Silas W. Squires—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s1ons, 

Also, abill (H. R. 18621) granting a pension to Gilbert R. Stiles— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13622) granting a 

pension to Martha J. Humber—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13623) granting an increase of pension to 
Marion A. Carlisle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
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By the SPEAKER: Resolution of Typographical Union No. | 


230, of Danville. Ill., in favor of the anti-injunction bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Helpers’ Division, No. 54, Brotherhood of 
Boiler Makers and Iron-Ship Buiiders of America, of Danville, II1., 
in favor of bill H. R. 7056, for the development of the American 
merchant marine; in favor of bill S. 2259, relative to the extension 
of the coastwise laws of the United States to the Philippine trade, 
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and in favor of bill S. 2263, restricting the carriage of naval and 
war stores to American vessels—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protest of the Edgewood Distillery Company, against the 
passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolutions of the Lake Seamen’s 
Union of Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of bill H. R. 12230—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of E. J. Blood and others, of Chafee, N. Y., in 
favor of increased salary for rural mail carriers—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BADGER: Petition of C. A. Stevenson and others, of 
Ohio, in favor of bill H. R. 9302—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BELL of California: Petitions of 41 citizens and of 26 
citizens of Tolo County, Cal., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of the Duncan Republican 
Club, of Duncan, Ind. T., in favor of bill H. R. 7862—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the seventh national convention of the Ameri- 
can Blind People’s Higher Education and General Improvement 
Association, in favor of bill H. R. 10856—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of residents of Grenola, Kans., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. COCHRAN: Petition of citizens of St. Joseph, Mo., 
against passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Racine, 
Wis., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Wisconsin Retail Lumber Dealer 
ciation, relative to regulating the carriage of interstate freight— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of members of the congregation of Good Shep- 
herd Church, Racine, Wis., in favor of an amendment to the Con- 
stitution defining legal marriage—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the Illinois !'armers’ Institute, 
in favor of bill H. R. 9802—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: Resolution of Gold Hill 
Grange, Placer County, Cal., in favor of the Grange good-roads 
bill, introduced by Mr. CuRRIER—to the Commitiee on Agricul- 
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By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Resolution of the Spring- 
field (Mass.) Board of Trade, favoring arbitration treaties be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 12861, 
granting an increase of pension to Bartlet Mingus—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolution of Ed. M. Prutzman Post, 
No. 72, Grand Army of the Republic, of Three Rivers, Mich., in 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HARRISON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 10895, to 
authorize the President to appoint Col. Henry Lippincott, United 
States Army, retired, to the grade of brigadier-general, United 
States Army, on the retired list—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Resolution of the Evansville Mannufac- 
turers’ Association, urging development of our merchant marine— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Papers to accompany bill granting increase 
of pension to John 8. Beardsley—to the Committee on Invalid P 


N« 
ii 


| sions. 


Also, petition of the Christian Church of Waco, York County, 


| Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commitiee 


on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Concurrent resolution from the 
State of New Jersey, favoring an appropriation for improvement 
of the Passaic River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petitions of the Third Christian Reformed Church, of Pat- 
erson, N. J., consisting of 143 members; the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Stanhope, N. J.; the Lake View Presbyterian Church, 
of Paterson, 140 members; G. D. Eckmon and 19 others, of Clos- 
ter, N. J., and the Methodist Episcopal Churclr of Alpine, N. J., 


| 55 members, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
| mittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: Resolutions of seventeen Grand 


| Army of the Republic posts of Ohio, in favor of a service-pension 


bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Albert 


| Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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asse 


assembly of Ohio, in favor of 
'5—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
lso, papers to accompany bill granting a pe 
euthner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. Kit NK AID: Petition of B. C. Ennis and 81 others, of 

‘hadron, Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn-Doiliver bill—to the 
mittee on the Judicia ry. 

Mr. LA‘ RY: Res Inti ion of the Duncan Republican Club, of 
in, Ind. T., in favor of bill H. R. 7862—to the Committee 
lian Affairs. 
Mr. LINDSAY: Resolntion of Subordinate Lodge No. 264, 
mond Hill, Long Island, N. Y., Brotherhood of Boiler- 
srs and Iron Ship Builders of America, in favor of bill H. R. 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Eagle Pencil Company, of New York, in 
fayor of bill H. R, 9302—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American Blind People’s Higher Educa- 
tic . and General Improvement Association convention, in favor 
( ili H. R. 10856—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITT LEFIELD: Petition of the Independent Order of 
Good Templars, No. 816, of Buckfield, Me., for the passage of the 
Hepburn Dollive t bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: Two petitions of citizens of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, 2 sainst the ee a of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
_ mu ee on the Judiciary. 

Mc NARY: Pet ition of the Ruggles Street Baptist Church, 

ton, Mass.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
iittee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. MORGAN: Petition of citizens of Adams Coun ty, Ohio, 

Dn ¥ favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 

J udiciary. 
paper to accompany bill granting a pension to Evan E. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
0, resolution of W. 8. Hancock Post, No. 571, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Ohio, in favor of amendment to 
act of Congress of July 2, 1864, so as to exclude from Statuary 
Halli the statue of any person who bore arms against the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of W. S. Hancock Post, No. 571, of Thurman, 
Ohio, and John W.McFerren Post, No. 226, of West Union, Ohio, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Petition of L. E. Ferguson, of 
tt, Ind., relative to salary of rural free-delivery carriers—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of E. E. Morgan and J. C, Wallace, of the Allen 
County Medical Society, of Fort Wayne, Ind., in favor of the 
Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Paper to accompany bill for the 
a 3 De Forest Keyes—to the Committee on Claims. 

*,- STEENERSON: Resolution of Crookston C ‘onncil, No. 
88, U nit ted Commercial Travelers, in favor of Badger amendment 
to bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
13857, for an additional United States commissioner—to the Com- 
mittes on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petitions of Danish Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Dwight, T1.; citizens of Colfax, Ill.; citizens of 
Chenoa, Tll., and of the Second Presbyterian Church of Bloom- 
ington, Il., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judici: ary. 

Also, petition of the Christian Church of Eureka, Tll., for the 
passage of a bill to prevent nullification of State liquor laws—to | 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Bloomington, Il., favoring bill | 
H. R. 9302—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Resolution of the American 
Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, relative to a | 
lieht-honuse on or near the Outer Diamond Shoal, coast of North 
Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Lachman & Jacobi, and E. Eising & Co., of | 
New York, against passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the | 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of General Slocum Circle, No. 83, and Eliza- 
beth Spellman Circle, No. 8, Department of New York, Ladies of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, of New York, favoring the pas- 

sage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sion 

A sl resolutions of John E. Bendix Post, No. 402, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of New York, in favor of a service-pension law— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, resolutions of the Drug Trade Section of the New York 
Board of Trade and Transportation, favoring a reduction of the 
duty on alcohol used in arts and manufactures—to the Commit 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Fifth Annual Supervisors’ Highwa\ 
Convention for the State of New York, in favor of the Brown! 
good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of Elizabeth Eddy and others, ‘ 
creation of a forest reservation in the White Mountains—to ‘ 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Memorial of the Brotherhood of Boi! 
makers, Lodge No. 166, of Wyandotte, Mich., in favor of bill H. 
7056 and sundry Senate bills—to the Committee on the Merch: 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of G. K. Warren Circle, No. 14, Martinsyi!! 
Mich., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
valid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Stephen D. Luse and 43 others, of Blissfield, 
Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commitics 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Patrick Culhone and 108 others, of Adri 
Mich., in favor of increase of salaries for rural mail carriers 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of Mary Schlander, of Ann Arbor, Mich., in 
vor of bill H. R. 9318—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mi 
in favor of bill H. R. 6295—to the Committee on Interstate a 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 10 others, of Chelsea, Mi 
in favor of consolidation of the Bureau of Forestry with the | 
partment of Agriculture—to the Committee on See. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of ‘Chelsea, } 
in favor of an antitrust law—to the Committee on the Judici 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mich., 
in favor of a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Of) 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mit 
in favor of an amendment to the Constitution providing fo1 
election of United States Senators by direct vote of the a 
to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-Preside: 
Representatives in Congress. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mich 
for revising fees and salaries of Federal officers—to the Com: 
tee on Revision of the Laws. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mic! 
in favor of construction of ship canal—to the Committee on Riy 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mich 
in favor of bill H. R. 6273—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mich., 
favoring bill H. R. 10765—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mic! 
in favor of a bill establishing postal savings banks—to the Co1 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mic! 
in favor of legislation to extend the markets for farm product 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mic! 
in favor of increasing salary of rural mail carriers—to the C 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
TuEsDAY, March 8, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp Everett HAtr. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unauin 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap 
proved. 

RICHARD P. BLACKISTONE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, retran 
| mitting a certified copy of the findings of the court as amended 


|in the cause of Richard P. Blackistone v. The United States; 


which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of R tives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two ana on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 9480) making iations for the legislative. 
executive, and judicial capenaee of the Government for the fiscal 
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ear ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, further insists | A bill (H. R. 3909) granting an increase of pension to George 
ron its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, asks a | Hayden; 
rther conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of | A bill (H. R. 3910) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
) Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Binenam, Mr. | W. Hoffman; 
LueTT of Massachusetts. and Mr. LivinGston managersatthe;| A bill (H. R. 3936) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
n‘erence on the part of the House. Frazier; 
fhe message also announced that the Honse had passed the bill | A bill (H. R. 4119) granting an increase of pension to William 
3204) permitiing the Kiowa. Chickasha and Fort Smith Rati- | Mercer; 
iy Company to sell end convey its railroad and other properly | A bill (H. R. 4151) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
e Indian Territory to the Eastern Oklahoma Railway Com- | Foland 


1 wi 








ny, and the Eastern Oklahoma Railway Company to lease all | A bill (H. R. 4179) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
railroad and other property in the Indian Territory to the | C. Kuhn; 
chison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company, and thereafter A bill (H. R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
» sell its railroad and other property to said the Atchison, To- | G. Thomas; 
a and Santa Fe Railway Company. A bill (H. R. 4192) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
he message further announc: d that the Speaker of the House | A. Slocum; 
d appointed Mr. BatrEs and Mr. BassrrT members of the joint A bill (H. R. 4198) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Lake; 
mittee on the part of the House, as provided for in the act of A bill (H. R. 4314) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
bruary 16, 1589, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize and provide for | Slade; 
e disposition of useless papers in the Executive Departments,”’ A bill (H. R. 4326) granting an increase of pension to Wilfred 
r the disposition of useless papers in the Post-Office and Navy | C. McCardell: 
Departments. | <A bill (H. R. 4891) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. Schwemler; ; a 
A bill (H. R. 4449) granting an increase of pension to William 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had Brown; 
sigued the tollowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon A bill (H. R. 4466) granting an increase of pension to William 
sivned by the President pro tempore: R. Burton; 
, bill (H. R. 719) granting an increase of pension to John H. A bill (H. R. 4589) granting a pension to Henry H. Barrett: 
Willey; A bill (H. R. 4605) granting an increase of pension to William 


a bill (H. R. 720) granting an increase of pension to Frank L. | Herlinzer: 


Gray; A bill (H. R. 4630) granting an increase of pension to Thaddeus 
¥3 g a I 
A bill (H. R. 783) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas S. Collins: 


Reinhart: A bill (H. R. 4642) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bill (H. R. 789) granting an increase of pension to Eli Lachman; | L. Wheeler; 
A bill (H. R. 807) granting an increase of pension to William A bill (H. R. 4674) granting an increase of pension to John 

F. Benefiel; Thompson; ; 
A bill (H. 8.859) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Barr; A bill (H. R. 4679) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
A bill (H. R. 877) granting a pension to Ann M. Driggars: M. Pierce: 
A bill (H. R.910) grantin an increaseof pension toF'reeman York; A bill (H. R. 4702) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
A bill (H. R. 941) granting an increase of pension to William Collins: 

D. Taylor: A bill (H. R. 4719) granting an increase of pension to Joseph F. 
A bill (H. R. 1005) granting an increase of pension to Marab Carter: 

E. Powell: A bill (H. R. 4872) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
A bill (H. R. 1287) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. | W. Bradburv: 

Donp: A bill (H. R. 4910) granting an increase of pension to Prudentia 
A bill (H. 1314) granting a pension to Denison L. Brown; L. D. Nugent: 


A bill (H. 
W. Day; 

A bill (Hi. 
E. McIntire; 

A bill (H. 


1316) granting an increase of pension to George A bill (H. R. 4964) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Mink; 
1317) granting an increase of pension to Thomas A bill (A. R. 5006) granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer; 
A bill (H. R. 5045) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
1485) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 8S. Elmore: 


Ferguson: A bill (H. R. 5149) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
a bill (H. R. 1563) granting an increase of pension to Ory War- Erwin: 

riper: A bill (H. R. 5155) granting an increase of pension to John J. 
A bill (H. 1566) granting an increase of pension to Ellis T. Tompkins: 

Peirce; A bill (H. R. 5479) granting an increase of pension to William 


Reed; A bill (H.R.5532) granting an increase of pension to Levi Vassar; 
A bill (H. 2001) granting an increase of pension to Nora J. A bill (H. R. 5568) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Glahn; Chapman: 
A bill (H. 2116) granting an increase of pension to Richard A bill (H. R. 5603) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Ivory; C. McCormick; 
A bill (H. 2192) granting an increase of pension to William A bill (H. R. 5750) granting an increase of pension to William 
O. Smith; Cassidy; 
A bill (H. 2204) granting an increase of pension to Addison A bill (H. R. 5761) to authorize the Charleroi and Monessen 
B. Stone; Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela 
A bill (H. 2470) granting an increase of pension to Harriet River: 
S. Packard; A bill (H. R. 5849) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 


R. 

R. 

R. 

R. 

R. 

R. 

A bill (H. R. 1623) granting an increase of pension to John H. | H. Anderson: 
R. 

R. 

R. 

R. 

R. 

A bill (H. R. 2573) granting an increase of pension to William R. Brown: 


G. Cronkite: A bill (H. R. 5868) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bill (H. R. 2692) granting an increase of pension to Elwood Simmons; 

Finley; A bill (H. R. 5879) granting an increase of pension to Bennett 
A bill (H. R. 2769) granting an increase of pension to William Putnam; 

E. Armstrong; A bill (H. R. 5999) granting an increase of pension to Ann Jen 


A bill (H. R. 2930) granting an increase of pension to Lafayette nett Whitney; 


M. Greene: A bill (H. R. 6038) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


A bill (H. R. 2995) granting a pension to Mary Korth; George: 

A bill (H. R. 3370) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A bill (H. R. 6335) granting an increase of pension to James A 
Adams; Parnes; 

A bill (H. R. 3402) granting an increase of pension to Daniel A bill (H. R. 6455) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
Nagle, jr.: W. Cochran: 


A bill (H. R. 3578) to authorize the Mercantile Bridge Company A bill (H. R. 6602) granting an incr: 
to construct a bridge over the Monongahela Niiver, Pennsylvania, | F. Hackett; 
from a point in the borough of North Charleroi, Washington A bill (H. R. 6618) granting an int 
County, to a point in Rostraver Township, Westmoreland County; | Coffin; 

A bill (H. R. 3769) granting an increase of pension to Clinton A bill (H. R. 6703) granting an 
M. Casey; ‘ Remick; 


ase of pension to Penjamin 
rease of pension to Henry C, 


increase of pension to Levi 





) granting an increase of pension to Edward | 
granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


granting 


granting 


ension to Rosa Glass; 


Dp 
L 
1 increase of pension to Lorenzo 


a 
al 
granting 
granting 


a pension to Reuben A. Finnell; 
an increase of pension to Charles 
G. Corr; 
A bill (H. 
raves; 
A bill (H. 
Jones; 

A bill (H. 
Jackson; 

A bill (1. R. 
Burgess; 

A bill (H. R. 
R. McCullough; 
A bill (H. R. 

Large: 
A bill (H.R. 
A bill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Minkler; 


. 6977 


or 
ia 


) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


G 
. 6999) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. | 


: 7083 or 


5 


ranting an increase of pension to Albert P. 


7096) granting an increase of pension to Eva A. 
7236) 


) granting an increase of pension to William 


7311) granting an increase of pension to Rachel 


A 
ia 


A bill (H. R.7436) granting an increase of pension toJamesSmith; | 
A bill (H. R. 7444) granting an increase of pension to Washing- | 


ton J. Dutcher; 

A bill (H. R. 
Elliott: 

A bill (H. R. 
C. Folsom: 

A bill (H.R. 
Cozine: 

A bill (H. R. 
McGuire; 

A bill (H. R. 
N. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 
Andrews: 

A bill (H.R. 


Chamberlain; 


7659) granting an increase of pension to Emma M. 


7719) granting an increase of pension to Hiram B. 
7737) granting an increase of pension to Howard 
7805) granting an increase of pension to William 


7814) granting an increase of pension to James G. 


7992) granting an increase of pension to Isidore F. 
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| Sackett; 


10) granting anincrease of pension toEnosD. Hoge; | 


MARCH 8, 


A bill (H. R. 9064) granting 
Tidd; 
A bill (H. R. 9125) granting 


an increase of pension to Edwin 


an increase of pension to William 


|S. King; 


“9 
278 


A bill (H.R. 9 granting an increase of pension to James H, 


o”~ 


vi 


A bill (H. R. 9376) 
Ranthler; 

A bill (H. R. 9421) 
P. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 9426) granting an increase of pension to William 
S. Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 9587) granting an increase of pension to Bartlett 
S. Haggard; 

A bill (H. R. 9610) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Halling; 

A bill (H. R. 9695) granting an increase of pension to Frank M. 
Spears; 

A bill (H. R. 9710) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Frazier; 

A bill (H. R. 9753) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Loomis; 

A bill (H. R. 
W. Adkins; 

A bill (H. R. 9903) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Harlan; 

A bill (H. R. 9988) granting an increase of pension to Willia 
Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 9999) granting an increase of pension to William 


granting an increase of pension to Martin 


granting an increase of pension to Thoma 


778) granting an increase of pension to Loriston 


| Edgar: 
7680) granting an increase of pension to De Witt | 
Saims: 


A bill (H. R. 10068) granting an increase of pension to James G. 


A bill (H.R. 10180) granting an increase of pension to William 


| E. McDowell: 


A bill (H. R. 10192) granting a pension to Martha Mullins; 

A bill (H. R. 10194) granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Long; 

A bill (H. R. 10268) granting an increase of pension to Mar; 
ret E. Keller; 
| <A bill (H. R.10378) granting an increase of pension to Sarah JJ. 
| Shell; 





A bill (H. R. 
Williamson; 
A bill (H. 
La Forest: 
A bill 
Hatfield 
A bil 
Wat : 
A bill 
Hemphill; 
A bill (H. R. 8231) granting an increase of pension to John 
Gang wisch; 
A bill (H. 
Woods: 
A bill (H. 
Wambangh; 
A bill (1. 
P, Ford: 
A bill (H. 
F. McGraw; 
A bill (H. 
Dougherty; 
A bill (H. 
H. Jackson; 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
O’ Malley: 
A bill (H. 
M. Fink: 
A bill (H. 
B. Hart; 
A bill (A. 
tundberg: 
A bill (ff. 
E. Mattison; 
A bill (H. 
C. Davis; 
A bill (# 
Beach: 
A bill (1. R.9024) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Laird; 
A bill (H. R. 9035) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Branen;: 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 


Connors; 


7999) granting an increase of pension to David W. 
R. 8079) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
.R. 8124) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 


. R. 8173) granting an increase of pension to Anna 


7° 
i 


R. 8284) granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 


J 


> 
ve 


8379) granting an increase of pension to Ira B. 


> 
Ne 


I 


> 
\. 


R. 8811) granting an increase of pension to James 


R. 8835) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


> 
v. 


R. 


8349) granting 
8863) granting 


a pension to James 8S. Lauderdale; 
an increase of pension to Edward 


. 8966) granting an increase of pension to James 


. 8970) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


. 8984) granting an increase of pension to John L. 


ne 
Ais 


. 8991) granting an increase of pension to William 


. 8992) granting an increase of pension to William 


> 
ve 


J 


8998) granting 


L. 


9037) granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke; 
9060) granting an increase of pension to John 


. R. 8203) granting an increase of pension to James M. | 


R. 8733) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin | 


an increase of pension to Henry | 


| A bill (H. R. 10640) granting an increase of pension to Horac: 
| E. Wood; 
| A bill (H. R. 10648) granting an increase of pension to Agn 
Shearer; 

A bill (H. R. 10682) granting an increase of pension to Marion 


Arnold: 


: A bill (H. R, 10694) granting an increase of pension to Alderson 
tea H. R. 10700) granting a pension to Ella D. Madden: 

A bill (H. R. 10706) granting an increase of pension to Alfred J. 
wa bil (H. R. 10748) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
A OP CEL. R. 10794) granting an increase of pension to Moses 


| Huribut; 


A bill (H.R. 10850) granting an increase of pension to Adaline 


| L. Power: 
8718) granting an increase of pension to Caswell | 


A bill (H. R. 10904) granting an increase of pension to Edson HF. 
Crawford; 
A bill (H. R. 10991) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
C. McFarland; 
A bill (H. R. 11052) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Eaton Livingston; 
aon (H. R. 11076) granting an increase of pension to Elvira 
Miller: 
A bill (H. R. 11113 
Soules: 
A bill (H. R, 11194) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
S. Nickerson; 
| A bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905: 
A bill (H. R. 11310) granting an increase of pension to John 
| W. Swisher; 
A bill (H. R. 11319) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 


granting an increase of pension +o Silas 


| Arnold; 


A bill (H. R. 11348) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 


|S. Priest; 


A bill (H. R. 11413) granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
F. Morton; and 

A bill (H. R. 11556) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Tappen. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of J. M. Bond Circle. No. 
| 23, Department of Michigan, Ladies of the Grand Army of the 
' Republic, of Saugatuck, Mich., praying for the enactment of a 









service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry patrons of free-delivery 
route No. 2, of Greenville, Mich., praying that an appropriation 
be made to increase the salaries of rural letter carriers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Lafayette Lodge, No. 182, Broth- 
erhood of Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders, of Detroit, Mich., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to develop the American 
merchant marine; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Saline, Mich., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of sundry citizens 
of New York City, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
reculate the immigration of aliens into the United States; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the New York State Assembly 
of Mothers, of Albany, N. Y., and a petition of the Federation of 
Women's Clubs of New York City, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented the petition of C. J. Wash, of Ontario, N. Y., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent the nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Independent Order of Good 
Templars of Yeddo, N. Y., and a petition of the congregation of 
the First Presbyterian Church of Ontario, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, of New York City, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for a refund of internal-revenue duties 
paid on alcohol used in the manufacture of articles exported; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Consolidated Stock and Pe- 
troleum Exchange of New York City, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the use of interstate telegraph and tele- 
phone lines to promote gambling; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 232, Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Blacksmiths and Helpers, of Norwich, N. Y., 
praying that an » ppropriation be made to increase the capacity of 
the Naval Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Washington, Columbia, Lafay- 
ette. General Slocum, Spellman, Mechanicsville, Curran, James 
A. Garfield, and Phil Kearny circles, all of the Department of 
New York, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Troy; 
of Lewis O. Conklin Post, No. 627, Department of New York, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Port Jefferson, all in the State 
of New York, and of sundry citizens of Carlisle, Pa., praying for 
the enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. LODGE presented a petition of Joseph E. Simmons Post, | 


No. 111, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Pembroke, Mass... praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of 
Orange, N. J., praying that an appropriation be made to purchase 


a national forest reserve in the White Mountains of New Hamp- | 


shire; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
tions and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of Haddon Grange, No. 38, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Camden, N. J., praying for the passage of the 


so-called ‘* Brownlow good-roads bill:’’ which was referred to the | 


Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
He also presented a petition of Cement Workers’ Union No 10, 


American Federation of Labor, of Trenton, N. J., praying for the | 


passage of the so-called *‘ eight-hour bill;’’ which was referred to 
the Committes on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Hightstown, of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Crosswicks, and of the congregation of the 


Methodist Episcopal Church of Alpine. all in the State of New | 


Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislaticn to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Gloucester 
County, N. J., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
to require gill-fishing boats and launches to employ licensed en- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 

























































gimeers and pilots; which was referred to the Committee on 
Fisheries. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Scullville, 
N. J., and a petition of the congregation of the Third Baptist 
Church of Camden, N. J., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Pitts- 
field, Penacook, and Lakeport, all in the State of New Hampshire, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries 
of rural free-delivery mail carriers; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

Mr. MILLARD presented petitions of sundry citizens of Frank- 
lin, Dewey, and Norfolk, all in the State of Nebraska, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAPP presented petitions of sundry citizens of Preston, 
Orono, Appleton, and Minneapolis, and of Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Tracey, all in the State of Minnesota, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of Siuslaw Grange, No. 
54, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lorane, Oreg., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called ‘‘ Brownlow good-roads bill;’’ which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Grass Valley, 
Oreg., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation rela- 
tive to insurance companies; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of McKinley Circle, Department of 
Oregon, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Myrtle 
Point, Oreg.. praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 320) 
granting an increase of pension to Hiram W. White; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 2851) 
granting a pension to Sarah E. Thompson; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Pacific Coast Jobbers and 
Manufacturers’ Association, of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrat- 
ing against the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BERRY presented petitions of sundry citizens of Siloam 
and Cane Hill, in the State of Arkansas, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in- 
toxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petitionof E. A. Burditt and sun- 
dry other citizens of Shrewsbury, Vt., praying for the passage of 
the so-called ‘* Brownlow good-roads bill:’’ which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of John A. Logan Circle, 
Department of Wisconsin, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Omro, Wis., praying for the enactment of a service 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Platteville, Wis., praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon 














REED SMOOT, a 
| Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 
| He also presented petitions of the Wisconsin Federation of 
| Churches and Christian Workers; of Pottawatomie Lodge. No. 
| 327, Independent Order of Good Templars, of Washington Island, 
| and of sundry citizens of Lodi, Fall River, Beloit, and Windsor, 
| all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of legis 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi: 
| Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of sundry citi f 
Howa: d County, Mo., praying that an appropriation be made pro- 
| viding for the construction and maintenance of public highways; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and F y 
He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Savannah and 
Seligman, in the State of Missouri, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 


liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Garfield Circle, No. 
| 15, Department of Indiana, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Re- 
| public, of Richmond, Ind., praying for the enactment of a service- 
| pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
| He also presented a memorial of the Indiana Retail Merchants’ 
| Association, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
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‘‘parcels-post bill;’? which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented a memorial of the Citizens’ Alliance of South | 


Bend, Ind., remonstrating against the so-called “‘ anti-injunction 
bill;’’ which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry rural free-delivery letter 
carriers of Hamilton County, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to increase the salaries of rural letter carriers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Presbyterian Missionary So- 
ciety of Gas City, of the Woman’s Missionary Society of the 
Presbyterian Church of Union City, and of the Woman’s Mis- 
sionary Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Logansport, 
all in tae State of Indiana, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Anderson Carriage Manu- 
facturing Company, of Anderson, Ind., and a petition of the 
American Seeding Machine Company, of Springfield, Ohio, pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made to prevent a repetition of dam- 
ages by flood in the Kaw Valley, in the States of Kansas and Mis- 
souri; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Muncie, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries of 
rural free-delivery mail carriers; which were referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a memorial of the | 


Mitchell, Lewis & Staver Company, of Seattle, Wash., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation to amend an act pro- 
viding for certain requirements for vessels propelled by gas, fluid, 
naphtha, or electric motors; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce and 
Board of Trade of Tacoma, Wash., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called ‘‘ parcels-post bill;’’ which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce and 
the Board of Trade of Seattle, Wash., praying for the enactment 
of legislation dividing the judicial district of the State of Wash- 
ington into western and eastern districts; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- | unanimous consent that a speech made by the present Secretary 


ance Union of Columbia, Wash., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing that the Federal Government shall not 
grant liquor-tax receipts to persons residing in prohibition terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of James A. Garfield Circle, No. 15, 
Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Everett; of Gen- 
eral Lawton Circle, No. 14, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Ballard; of John A. Logan Circle, No. 16, Ladies of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, of Tacoma, and of Lieutenant 
Cushing Post, No. 56, Department of Washington, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Ballard, all in the State of Washington, pray- 
ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of the congregations of 
the Congregational and Methodist Episcopal churches of Lisbon; 
of the congregation of the Curtis Memorial Church, of Merri- 
mack; of the congregation of the First Baptist Church of Leba- 
non; of the congregation of the Congregational Church of Hollis; 
of the congregation of the Congregational Church of Grafton 
County; of the congregation of the Pleasant Street Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Salem; of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Plaistow; of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Franklin Falls; of the congregation of the Free 
Baptist Church of Farmington; of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Grafton County; of the congregation 
of the Baptist Church of Antrim; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Hillsboro; of the congregation of 
the Baptist Church of Gonic, and of sundry citizens of Concord 
and Peterboro, all in the State of New Hampshire, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of London Grove Grange, 
No. 63, and of Pomona Grange, No. 3, Patrons of Husbandry, 
and of the Grove Farmers’ Club, all of Chester County, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the so-called 
‘** Brownlow good-roads bill;’? which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Lackawanna County, of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Boiling Springs, and of the con- 
gregations of the First Presbyterian and Methodist Episcopal 
churches of Glen Hazel, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
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portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Northeast and 
Norristown, of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Point Marion, and of the East Pennsylvania Confer- 
ence of the Evangelical Association, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah: 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Rhode Island Hor- 
ticultural Society, praying that increased appropriations be made 
for the support of agricultural experiment stations; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of the Home Missionary So- 
ciety of the Brown Memorial Presbyterian Church, of Baltimore, 
Md., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 


| against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


He also presented a petition of the East Baltimore Station Meth- 
odist Protestant Church, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ELKINS presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 3730) for the relief of T. J. Coagar; which were referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Sagadahoe Lodge, No. 168, 
Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders, of Bath, Me.., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to develop the American 
merchant marine; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

THE DUTY OF AMERICANS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 

Mr. BACON. I hold inmy hand a speech delivered by the pres- 
ent Secretary of War before the Union Reading College, Manila, 
P.I., December 17, 1903, when he was the governor of the Philip- 
pine Islands. It is entitled ‘‘ The duty of Americans in the Phil- 
ippines.”? I have read it through, and it is a very instructive 
document, made at a time when the Secretary of War was charged 
with a responsibility there as governor. While there are some 
things in the address with which I do not entirely agree, I think 
it is a valuable payer for the use of the Senate, and I ask that it 
may be printed as a Senate document. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Georgia asks 


of War 

Mr. BACON. Made while he was in the Philippine Islands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Made while he was in the 
Philippine Islands, touching Philippine conditions, be printe1 as 
a document. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3790) for the relief of B. Jackman, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12446) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armainent 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and serv 
ice, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
an amendment proposing to appropriate $2,000 for the purchase 
by the Joint Committee on the Library of a marble bust of Gen- 
eral Lafayette, by David d’Angers, to replace the one destroyed 
by fire in 1851, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

REPORT OF DIVISION OF SOILS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
106) amending public resolution No. 8, Fifty-sixth Congress, sec- 
ond session, approved February 23, 1901, providing for the print- 
ing annually of the report on field operations of the Division of 
Soils, Department of Agriculture, to report it favorably witl- 
out amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amen. 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. NEWLANDS introduced a bill (S. 4846) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Taylor; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 4847) for the relief of Caro 
line Jones, widow and executrix of John L. T. Jones, late of 
Montgomery County, Md.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4848) to amend section 
552 of the Code of Laws for the District of Columbia, relating to in- 
corporations; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4849) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Peter Green; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4850) granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. 
Matlack (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4851) granting a pension to Jennie C. Cole; 

A bill (S. 4852) granting a pension to Bernard Closkey; 

A bill (S. 4853) granting a pension to Frank Gillespie; 

A bill (S. 4854) granting a pension to Louisa V. Bowers (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4855) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Shelley. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4856) to correct the mili- 
tary record of John Sailer; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 4858) granting an increase 
of pension to J. B. Harvey; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4859) to correct the military record 
of William Morrison; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4860) for the relief of Mrs. 





) e i , “ . | by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; whic} 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4857) for the relief of Annie White; | 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. PETTUS submitted an amendment authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to pay to Rittenhouse Moore, out of the unexpended 
balance of the appropriation made in the act of March 3,1901, for 
improving the Potomac River, the sum of $3,653.05, being the 
amount stated and claimed by him for overwidth dredging in the 
Potomac River below Washington, D. C., and recommended by 
the Secretary of War, intended to be proposed by him to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$25,009 to extend, enlarge, and improve the post-office and court- 
house building at Birmingham, Ala.,etc:, intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $10,000 for grading, regulating, and macadamizing Al- 
bemarle street east from Connecticut avenue extended to Broad 
Branch road, in the District of Columbia, intended to be proposed 
1was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 


| $7.500 for grading and improving Sherman avenue from Florida 


Louisa Mitchell Smith; which was read twice by its title, and | 


referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4861) to appoint an advisory 
board of public works for the city of Washington; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to introduce a bill to amend the act of 
August 13, 1894. I wish to accept the responsibility myself for 
the bill; but it has been prepared by an intelligent and compe- 
tent friend. 
not been otherwise employed, all the details of the bill, so that if 


avenue to Irving street, in the District of Columbia, intended to 
be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment granting to the Delaware 
Indians who have made or acquired improvements in the Chero- 
kee Nation the right to first select from said improved lands their 
allotments, and during the term of six months thereafter to sell 


| their surplus improvements to other citizens of the Cherokee 
| Nation, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appro- 
| priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 


it should turn out that in any respect the bill is deficient, I intro- | 


duce it with that explanation. 

I ask that the bill be referred, with the accompanying papers, 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 4862) to amend an act approved August 138, 1894, 
entitled ‘‘An act for the protection of persons furnishing materi- 
als and labor for the construction of public works,’’ was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4863) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles G. Jenkins; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4864) granting a pension to J. S. 
Waggener; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4865) granting an increase 
of pension to John F. Ludington; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4866) to correct the military record 
of Thomas M. Elliott; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4867) to amend section 14 of an 


act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the limit of cost of certain public | 


buildings,’ and so forth, passed March 3, 1903; which was read 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- | 


ings and Grounds. 
Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4868) to provide for deposit- 


national banks of said District which are United States deposi- 
taries; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4869) for the relief of the heirs of Caroline Thomp- 
son; 

A bill (S. 4870) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian 
Church of Danville, Ky.; 

A bill (S. 4871) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
Church at Somerset, Ky.; 

A bill (S. 4872) for the relief of the heirs of Henry P. Bottom, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 4878) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
Church of Somerset, Ky. 





| 


Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
He also submitted an amendment providing that each Indian 
allottee in the limits of the Quapaw Agency, Ind. T., to whom a 


1 4 4 | trust or other patent has been issued, may sell and convey all of 
Ihave not been able to examine, as I might if I had | 


his or her allotment, excepting 40 acres thereof, which shall be 
selected as a homestead, and providing for the sale of allotments 
of minor allottees, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 


| on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following amend- 
ments, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which were ordered to be printed, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

An amendment proposing to appropriate an additional sum 
$6,000 for an additional building or dwelling, cistern, oil house, 
and other improvements in connection with the New Dungeness 
light-house station, in the State of Washington; 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $5,000 

ow 


of 


: for additional 
employees’ quarters at the Robinson Point post light, in the State 
of Washington; and 

An amendment proposing to appropriate an additional sum of 


| $6,000 for the completion of the Battery Point post light, in the 


‘ , SD. At D : i | shone Agency, Wyo., from $1,500 to $1,800, intended 
ing the taxes collected in the District of Columbia with the 


State of Washington. 

Mr. QUARLES submitted an amendment authorizing the i 
ance of patents in fee severally to Lotsee Dietrich, Pokin Ros 
George Chandler, and Louis B. Farwell, members of the Kiowa, 
Comanche, and Apache tribes of Indians, for the lands hereto 
allotted to them, respectively, in the Territory of Oklahoma, in- 
tended to be proposed by him tothe Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment proposing to increa 
the appropriation for the salary of the Indian agent at the 

to be pro- 

posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment providing 


payment to Andrew Gleason and Patrick Maloney of the sm 


for the 


| $4,772.89, being the interest due upon a judgment rendered by 


| the Court of Claims in cause No. 16310. betwee 


| 





| 


nthe time when 
the transcript of judgment was presented to the Secretary of the 
Treasury for payment and the time said judgment was paid, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salaries of the three telephone operators, police department, 
District of Columbia, from $600 each to $720 each, intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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MARTHA C, KUHN, 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 4179) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Martha C, Kuhn; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEARING BEFORE COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 
On motion of Mr. Bacon, it was 
Ordered, That 10,000 copies of the hearing before the United States Senate 


Committee on Woman Suffrage held in the Marble Room of the United 


States Senate on the 16th day of February, 1904, be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 


STATUES OF CHARLES CARROLL AND JOHN HANSON. 
Mr. PLATT of New York submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
m the amendment of the Horse to Senate concurrent resolution No. 21, 
‘ifty-eichth Congress, first session, having met, after full and free confer- 

e have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
S follows: 
That the House recede from its amendments in lines 7 and 8. 
T. C. PLATT, 
L. E. McComas, 


A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


C. B. Lanpis, 
J. B. PERKINS, 
F. C. Tats, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 
BUILDING LINE ON THE MALL. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a bill for its second reading. 

The bill (S. 4845) regulating the erection of buildings on the 
Mall in the District of Columbia was read the second time by its 
title. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I desire to submit a few 
remarks un the bill introduced by me yesterday, for I regard it as 
a bill of great importance and one requiring speedy action. 

The bill provides that no building shall be constructed on the 
Mall within 400 feet of acentral line stretching from the Dome of 
the Capitol to the Washington Monument. It is the purpose of 
the bill to preserve the vista through the Mall from the Capitol 
tc the Monument, and preserve it from all obstructions. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Willthe Senator yield to me fora moment? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was notin yesterday when the Senator 
introduced the bill. Was it read? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It was read yesterday, and read the second 
time by title this morning. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is it a brief bill? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. lIask for the reading of the bill. Iam 
very much interested in this matter, and I should like to know 
what the bill is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That no building shall be erected on the Mall of Wash- 
ington, D. C., within 400 feet of a central line stretching from the center of 
the Dome of the Capitol to the center of the Washington Monument. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I thank the Senator for permitting the 
bill to be read. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The purpose of the bill is, as I stated, to 
preserve the vista from the Dome of the Capitol to the Washing- 


ton Monument as originally designed by L’Enfant under the plan | 


approved by Washington and Jefferson. 

Senators, of course, are aware that the plans of Washington 
were prepared by a French officer under the direction of Wash- 
ington and were approved by bim. That plan involved a Mall 
stretching from the Capitol to the Washington Monument, 1,600 
feet in width and lying between north B street and south B 
street. The plan of L’Enfant provided that on the outer edges of 
this reservation, on North B street and South B street, public 
buildings could be constructed, but it reserved a space in the 
center of the Mall 1,000 or 1,200 feet wide as a vista between the 
Dome of the Capitol and the Monument. 

In pursuing that plan the Mall was gradually developed from a 
pasture to its present condition. The public structures that were 
put up on the Mall were placed pursuant to the plan of L’Enfant 
on the south side of the Mall, stretching along B street. These 
buildings are the National Musenm, the Smithsonian Institution. 
and the Department of Agriculture. No buildings were placed 
upon the north side of the Mall, but there was one building con- 
structed stretching entirely through the Mall, the station of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad, with which we are all familiar. 

Some years ago the Senate of the United States employed a 
commission, consisting of Mr. Burnham and Mr. McKim, both 
distinguished architects; Mr. St. Gaudens, the leading sculptor of 
this country and one of the leading sculptors of the world, and 
Mr. Frederick Law Olmsted, a landscape engineer of eminence, 
all of whom had been identified with the forming of the plan for 
the World's Fair at Chicago, and to them was assigned the duty 


of preparing a plan for the park system of Washington. These 

gentlemen turned to the plans of L’Enfant and have scrupulously 

— oe plans in the development of the park system of 
ashington. 

So far as the Mall itself was concerned, they modified to some de- 
gree L’Enfant’s plan so far as the preservation of the vista from the 
Dome of the Capitol tothe Washington Monument was concerned, 
They narrowed that from 1,000 or 1,200 feet to 800 feet, and 
they provided that this vista should be over a mile in length and 
800 feet in width, consisting of a stretch of grass the entire 
length and 300 feet in width, and upon each side of this stretch 
of grass, extending from the Capitol to the Monument, there 
were to be formal rows of elm trees, four abreast. planted in 
line, and about 45 feet apart; so that upon each side of this green 
sward, this carpet of grass, were to be these magnificent rows of 
elm trees stretching from the Capitol tothe Monument. On each 
side of these elm trees were located park roads of inconsiderable 
width, stretching in a straight line from the Capitol toward the 
Monument, and on either side of the 800 feet thus laid out in 
grass, flanked on either side by rows of elms, were laid aside res- 
ervations 400 feet in width for public buildings which might pos- 
sibly in future be provided for by Congress. 

That plan has never yet been formally adopted, but it is simply 
a completion of the original plan designed by L’Enfant and 
approved by Washington. 

Now, the Congress of the United States, with a view to restor- 
ing the original plan, has directed the removal of the station ata 
cost approximating, I believe, about $3,000,000, to which the Gov- 
ernment and the District of Columbia largely contribute. Since 
that time Congress has ordered the erection of two public build- 
ings, one for the Department of Agriculture and the other for 
the National Museum. The appropriation made for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture building was one and one-half million dol- 
lars. The appropriation made for the National Museum building 
was three and one-half million dollars. Both these buildings 
were to be located upon the Mall, and the question is where shall 
they be located? 

Iam told that it is proposed to locate the building for the Agri 
cultural Department in such a way as to trench upon this space, 
this reservation of 800 feet, intended for the vista, a distance of 
about 100 feet. That building is to be placed, I believe, in front 
of the present building and encroaching upon this vista. If so, it 
will necessarily mean the contraction of the vista 100 feet upon the 
other side, which will mean that the vista will be contracted in 
its entirety from 800 feet in width to 600 feet. 

Then also it is entirely within the discretion of the authorities 
who control the Agricultural Department building as to where 
they will locate this building upon the Mall. There is danger 
that a similar discretion will be exercised with reference to other 
buildings, or, rather, lack of discretion, and we may have vary- 
ing lines; and unless a building line is established by Congress 
now, there is danger that this space, this vista of 800 feet in width 
and over a mile in length, will be encroached upon, as it has been 
in the past, by public structures, 

The purpose of this bill, then, isto call upon the District of Co- 
lumbia Committee to report a building line. It is certainly im 
portant that there should be some building line, and the ques 
tion is whether that building line shall be the original line of 
L’Enfant, which preserved a space of ten hundred or twelve 
hundred feet; or whether it shall be the modified line of the park 
commission, which will reserve the width of only 800 feet, the 
line recommended by the commission, of which I have spoken; 
or whether it will be a varying line, according to the discretion of 
those in charge of the two public buildings about to be con- 
structed. 

I wish to state in this connection that there is a popular mis- 
conception regarding this vista. It was called in the Times of 
last evening a grand boulevard stretching from the Capitol to the 
Monument. That isa misnomer. It is true that L’Enfant in his 
original plan provided for a grand boulevard stretching from the 
Capitol to the Monument in this reserved space of ten handred or 
twelve hundred feet, and he designed that there should be public 
buildings upon either side, and that from the Monument to the 
White House there should beasimilar boulevard. But that plan 
has been modified by this commission, and they have substituted 
for it simply a carpet of grass, 300 feet wide and a mile and 4 
half in length, flanked on either side by the stately rows of elms 
to which I have referred, thus maintaining a park-like aspect o! 
the Mall, giving it a somewhat formal appearance, resem)ling 
the appearance of the mall in Central Park, which is one of ‘he 
most marked features of that park, resembling also the grat d 
avenue to the park at Florence, and resembling also the parkw: y 
which, I believe, was laid out in Savannah, Ga.,in colonial tims. 

Some opposition has arisen against this project of a suppos«d 
boulevard, arising from the fact that there is a very popular de- 
mand throughout the entire city that the south side of Pennsyl- 
vania avenue should be rescued from its present deplorable 
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ndition. Public sentiment and the sentiment of Congress has 
en strongly crystallizing for years in favor of condemning or 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





—) 


oD 


in Central Park, New York, which is justly r 
eautiful features of that park. 


the most t 

















‘chasing the Mall triangle, so called; not a part of the Mall | a “ ee oid : 
elf, but that portion of the city lying to the south of Pennsyl- | 1 t being mai ‘ 
ania avenue and between the Treasury Department and the | ¢: ed where 
Capitol, about three blocks widé at the Treasury Department = ' 7 - 
nd coming down to a sharp angle at the Capitol, comprising | persons most interested in the area mainta l 
about twenty-five or twenty-six blocks. There is a feeling that | enjoyment from it. As the Garden of th er s 
.e public buildings of the future should be located upon this | oysne. faieie clase ceculeowsy eee Raerse WS the Ai ae 
-enue rather than upon the Mall, and that as long as the Avenue | crossit going to and from their work, so the Mall will afford variety and 
lf is a defective one the Government should not attempt to | refreshment to those going and coming between the “Island” and the other 
construct a boulevard through the Mall which will stretch in | °°°%0PS of the city. ‘ . . : 
to Soe general direction. ‘ . _.| Mr. Glenn Brown, in describing the park commission, says: 
ihe park commission have yielded to that view, and they have} 4) 7a. \dinci ee ee ee 
bstituted for the boulevard provided for by L’Enfant this vista, | i¢ aro wronped the ban Meee eo tieiive cateeace i adtaated un tock te de 


nsisting simply of grass and trees; but they carried out L’En- | 


fant’s plan by providing that there shall be no public buildings 
constructed upon it. 

Now, another objection which has been made against this plan 
is that it has been said it would cost a very large sum. No esti- 
mate whatever has been made of the cost of the park system of 
Washington, but I assume that those who are opposed to the 
project on the ground of its cost take into consideration the cost 
of possible public buildings and monuments which may be con- 

tructedin the future. I think all should agree that the park sys- 
tem should be preserved, that this general plan should be pre- 
served, and then we can determine afterwards as to how far we 
will go in the expenditures contemplated, which will cover prob- 
ably a period of one hundred years. 

The preservation of the park features themselves will cost very 
little. This vista stretching from the Capitol to the Monument 
requires very little grading, and nothing except the planting of 
grass and the planting of elm trees and the construction of two 


narrow macadamized roads on each side of the vista, stretching | 
in astraight line from the Capitol to the Washington Monument. 

I state these facts because of the popular misconception that i 
| recollect. 


exists regarding this proposed improvement, the misconception 
which causes a great many to believe that the purpose of the 
commission and the purpose of the Senate in presenting this plan 
is to build up a boulevard through the Mall that will be a rival 
to Pennsylvania avenue. They have no possible relation. The 
one will simply be supplementary to the other, and the improve- 
ment of the Mall will not interfere in any way with the contem- 
plated project of condemning the land to the south of Pennsylvania 
avenue and devoting it to future public or municipal buildings. 

I trust that the Committee on the District of Columbia will 
take this bill into immediate consideration and report some kind 
of a building line. The National Institute of Architects is ex- 
ceedingly interested in this matter. These plans have been pre- 
sented to the entire country in magazines and in lectures, and 





have received the approvalof the country generally; and it seems | 


to me that now is an opportune time to prevent the plans from 
being marred by the unfortunate and accidental placing of struc- 
tures about to be erected. 

I will ask leave to put in the Recorp certain extracts from the 
park commission’s report showing the nature of the Mall. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and leave is granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

The city of Washington, during the century since its foundation, has been 
}sveloped in the main according to the — made in 1791 by Maj. Peter 
Charles L’Enfant and approved by President Washington. That plan the 
commission has aimed to restore, develop, and supplement. 

The *‘ Congress House” and the ** President’s Palace,’ as he termed them, 
were the cardinal features of L’Enfant’s plan; and these edifices he con- 


nected “by a grand avenue, 400 feet in breadth and about a mile in length, | 


bordered by gardens, ending ina slope from the houses on each side.” At 
the point of intersection of two lines, one drawn through the center of the 
Capitol, the other drawn through the center of the White House, L’Enfant 
fixed the site of an equestrian statue of General Washington, one of the nu- 
merous statues voted by the Continental Congress, but never erected. 

» 7* ” + * * 


THE MALL. 

Having considered the Capitol grounds and the areas related thereto, we 
come now to that long stretch of territory designed to furnish the park-like 
means of communication between the legislative and the Executive Depart- 
ments. Itis interesting to note that although this space has been cut into 
pieces, some of which have been highly developed according to the landscape 
art of the day, as, for example, the grounds of the Smithsonian Institution 
and the Agricultural Department, and while other portions have been di- 
verted from their original purposes, as in the case of the sections given up 
to the Botanic Garden and the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad, still the 
L’ Enfant idea of treating the entire space as a unit has never been entirely 
lost sight of. 

a 


* 


* * * * x * 


The axis of the Capitol and Monument is clearly defined by an expanse of 
undulating green a mile and a half long and 300 feet broad, walled on either 
side by elms planted in formal procession four abreast. Bordering this 
green carpet, roads, park-like in character, stretch between Capitol and 
Monument, while beneath the elms one may walk or drive protected from 
the sun. . Examples of this treatment abound in England and on the Conti- 
nent of Europe, and also may be found in our own country in those towns, 
both North and South, which were laid out during the colonial era. More- 


over, these to plantations of elms traversed by paths are similar incharacter | cated. 


| B street and on South B street for such buildings 








inclose 
west of the 


y¢ h 
the original vistas and 
mental and pleasing structures. On the 
Square, without trees, with its three dignified statues of Grant, Sh 
Sheridan, and its north and south ends guarded by two Governmer ld 
ings, forms an imposing end for the Capitol grounds and a proper beginning 


stroy, but to enhance, 












for the Mall. From Union Square to the Monument stretches a greensward 
300 feet wide, about 1} miles in length, flanked on either side by four rows of 
American elms, with one cross vista about midway between the Monument 


and the Capitol. The formal treatment of elms broaden into a Greek cross 
of 1,200 feet in width at the Monument, giving ita setting and scale which 
appears to me could not be obtained by any other treatment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before the Senator from 
Nevada takes his seat, I should like to ask him one or two ques- 
tions for information. 

The Senator has given this matter much more thought than I 
have been able to do, notwithstanding I am chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia; but I have been over- 
whelmed with other work. 

The Senator speaks of the two contemplated buildings, that for 
the Department of Agriculture and that for the National Museum, 
trenching upon the avenue or vista the Senator desires to have 
established. I will ask him under whose direction the building 
of those structures is now placed? I ought to know, but I do not 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Ido not know under whose direction the 
construction of the National Museum is placed, but I believe the 
construction of the building for the Department of Agriculture 
is under the control of the Secretary of Agriculture. Ido not 
know, either, where the National Museum building is to be placed. 
Ido not know whether the proposed location for the Museum 
building trenches upon this space or not, but I am informed that 
the location of the building for the Department of Agriculture 
runs over the vista at least 100 feet. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada 
is correct with reference to the Department of Agriculture. That 
building is to be constructed under the direction of the Secretary 
of Agriculture. : 

Mr.GALLINGER. It has been suggested to me that the Presi- 
dent of the United States has some control over the location of 
the National Museum building. I do not know how that may 
be. Does the Senator know whether that is the case or not? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ido not know. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is another matter. Possibly, my 
attention having been diverted, I did not understand the Senator. 
The Senator spoke of this magnificent thoroughfare, vista, what- 
ever we may call it, and if I understood the Senator correctly, he 
says that in the original plan it was not intended that any build- 
ings should face that avenue. Was I correct in understanding 
the Senator to say that? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. No; as I understand it, in L’Enfan 
there was a narrow strip,a much narrower strip than is pr 
by the present commission, running through the Mall on 

,and then be- 
tween there was to be this grand boulevard, flanked by trees, etc 
for which the commission has substituted a carpet of 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator is in sympathy with 


green. 


| me fm his desire to have the public buildings located on the south 


| Court, the Congressional Library, and the office build 


side of the Avenue. Hedoes notcontend that the building for the 
Department of Agriculture or the building for the National Mu- 
seum should not face this contemplated vista? 


Mr. NEWLANDS. No, I do not; though my individual opin- 
ion is that it would have been much better if we had placed them 


on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue. 

My idea with reference to that is that the original plan should 
be carried out; that so far as this Capitol Hill is concerned, it 
should be reserved for the legislative department, the Supreme 
ngs tor 
Congressmen and Senators now in contemplation on either side of 
the Capitol Parz. Then,so far as Lafayett red, 
it seems to me that that is a proper location for the Ex 
Departments. The original design was that the Dey 
State, of Justice, of War, of the Navy. and of the Treasury should 
be immediately adjoining the White House, and they were so | 
hase Departments have grown beyond their present ac- 


e“quare 1s ou ned 
-utive 


artments of 


)- 
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commodations, and a new Department—that of Commerce—has 
recently been created. It seems to me entirely proper that as to 
the buildings necessary to accommodate this growth they should 
be located on either side of Lafayette Square and convenient to 
the White House. 

But that would not interfere at all with the ultimate building 
up of the souta side of Pennsylvania avenue by other public 
bu ldings which it will be necessary to construct, such as build- 
ings for the Geological Survey, which has become a very large 
department, the municipal building, the armory building that is 
contemplated, and the great public market which ought to be 
constructed by the District itself one of these days, instead of 
leaving the unsatisfactory condition that exists now upon the 
public reservation, and other structures of that kind. 

it seems to me that all the public buildings authorized in the 
near future should be either on the south side of Pennsylvania 
avenue or upon either side of Lafayette Square, and that no build- 
ings should be for the present constructed upon the Mall. These 
spaces in the Mall can be reserved until after Pennsylvania ave- 
nue is appropriately built up. and meanwhile the Mall can be 
used in its entirety as a park and laid out as the commission has 
planned it. The entire Mall triangle should, in my judgment, be 
purchased immediately. It will not do to purchase it block by 
b.ock as buildings are required, for that will be much more costly, 
and. besides, the proper architectural treatment of the south side 
of the Avenue requires treatment of the whole front in its entirety 
and the readjustment of th: streets in this triangle. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will simply add that I am in entire sym- 
pathy with the Senator in the purpose of this bill so far as the 
establishment of a building line is concerned. I think that ought 
to be done. I will say to the Senator that the committee will 
promptly take that matter up and hear all interested parties with 
the purpose of reaching a satisfactory conclusion. 

Now, as to the south side of the Avenue and the Mall, it is grat- 
ifying to us all that in the near future the unsightly structures 
belonging to the Pennsylvania Railroad will be removed from the 
Mall. As soon as the Union Station is built we will then get rid 
of that encroachment, which perhaps ought never to have been 
allowed. 

So far as the public market is concerned. located, as I think, in 
a very undesirable place, the rights that market company had, I 
think for thirty years, have expired, and if I remember correctly 
the provisions of the law are that the Government can purchase 
these buildings. without any reference to good will. at a proper 
valine. So it is to be hoped that not only will we get rid of the 
railroad depot and its train sheds, but likewise that market, and 
have it placed in a more desirable part of the city. 

So I think we have reason to hope, if we go along carefully and 
conservatively and judiciously, as we construct these new build- 
ings we will protect the Mall and at the same time greatly im- 
‘ie the south side of the Avenue, which it is a very desirable 
thing to do. 

I think the Senator has done a service to the District and the 
country in introducing the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the bill passes from consideration, I 
wish to express the h »pe that the committee will investigate this 
whole question with care. There is already upon the statute 
books provision for the erection of a new Museum building and 
for the erection of a building for the Department of Agri- 
culture. 

As Lunderstand the question, it is whether this vista or boule- 
vard. whatever you choose to term it, shall be 800 feet in width 
or 600 feet. Ithink that has been very carefully looked into by 
a good many people who know a great deal about this question, 
and they have finally determined, I think, upon 600 feet. As I 
understand the proposition of the Senator from Nevada, it is to | 
provide that there shall be 800 instead of 600 feet. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President- 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts per- | 
mit me just a moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I stated that the effect of the decision of | 
the Department of Agriculture would be to narrow this space to | 
600 feet. Perhaps it was inaccurate to say that. The difficulty 
now is that there is no line established by law, and the next De- 
partment provided for would put up a building 200 feet across the 
line, or put the building right in the middle. 

Mr. ALLISON. lI agree that it is necessary to have a provision 
of law on this subject, but it occurs to me, and I think it occurs 
to a good many other people, that 600 feet is quite a good width 
for a space between the buildings. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, | rose merely to ask the Senator 
from I wa, who alluded to the pending buildings for the Museum, 
etc., what has become of the plan for a great bridge, which we 
had before us a year or two ago? Is that still pending? 

Mr. ALLISON. The memorial bridge? 
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Mr. HOAR. Yes; at the end of this boulevard. Was the bill 


passed by the Senate? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It passed the Senate this year. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam very glad to know that it has been con- 
sidered. It is to cost only $5.000,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that in passing it through the 
Senate this year we opened it to all competition. so far as archi- 
tects are concerned, while the previous bills were not quite as 
liberal in that regard. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand also that the cost has been 
limited to $5,000,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It has. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a great safeguard. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, just one further observation. 

In saying that the committee would take this matter up for 
early and careful consideration, I did not mean at all’ to commit 
myself to the proposition embraced in this bill that this so-called 
‘vista ’’ shall be 800 feet wide. That would be a matter for the 
consideration of the committee and of Congress, of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been read 
twice, will be referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. I trust the Senator from Minnesota will allow 
me to move that the army bill may now be taken up. Iwill then 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Vermont. 

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate. as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10670) 
making appropriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30. 1905, and for other purposes. 

MINNESOTA RIVER BRIDGES. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

Tue PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield to the Senator from Minnesota | Mr. N&.Lson |? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do on condition that the bill for which the 
Senator asks consideration will lead to no discussion. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 8160, which is a local bill and will lead to 
no discussion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8160) to authorize 
the construction of bridges across a portion of the Minnesota 
River in the State of Minnesota. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLAIM OF JOHN S. MOSBY. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the matter gives rise to no discussion. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 952, a bill that has previously p ssed the 
Senate, referring the claim of John S. Mosby to the Cou t of 
Claims. At three different sessions the bill has een unanimously 
recommended by the Committee on Claims, and I imagine it will 
lead to no debate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 952) to refer the claim of 
John 8. Mosby against the United States for the value of certain 
tobacco to the Court of Claims. It provides that the claim of 
John S. Mosby for the value of 7.900 pounds, more or less. of to- 
bacco, mentioned in an official paper dated at Rocketts Landing, 
H. D. Cochran, major, 
depot quartermaster,’ and purporting to give a “list of captured 
tobacco marked in the name of Col. J. S. Mosby, transferred to 
Col. J. S. Loomis, Treasury agent, June 7, 1865.’" be referred to 
the Court of Claims with full jurisdiction to try and adjudicate 
the claim and render judgment against the United States in such 
sum as may be found just by the court, without the interposition 
in behalf of the Government of any bar arising from the existing 


BILL, 


The question is on the motion 


| statutes of limitations. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MINING CLAIMS, 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3298) to amend section 2326 of the Ke- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relative to mining claims. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that all suits 
brought pursuant to the provisions of section 2326 of the Revised 
Statutes in support of an adverse claim filed in any United States 
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office against an application for patent for a mining claim 
hall be de emed actions at law, to be tried as other actions at law 
tried in the courts having jurisdiction of the subject-matter 


suit. , 


| erection thereon of a public 1 
| of State, a Department 
| merce and Labor. 
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‘The bill wag reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | ‘acl aeaeiean ee Ss Se oe eta 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. | _,22° PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
tO} os Ss oe ghia a of the House of smmiatives still further insisting on its disa- 
IARBOR OF NEW HAVEN, CONN, | greement tothe amendments 0 f the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9480) 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I appeal to the | making appropriati ions for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] to allow a bill to be passed | expenses of the Government for r the fiscal year ending June 


relating toa modification of the improvement of the harbor of 
New Haven. It will take no time. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask unanimous consent for the 


present consideration of the bill (S. 1734) to provide for the modi- | 


fication of the project for the improvement of the harbor of New 
Haven, Conn. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, in line 10, 
after the word “‘ feet,’’ 
width as may be desirable and practicable;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War is authorized to make such 
ication of the project for the improvement of New Haven Harbor, New 

»C ats adopted in the river and harbor act of March 3, 1899, and ex 

in tended in the ¥ iver from Tomlinson Bridge to Ferry Street Bridge 20 feet 
leep and of such inereased width as may be desirable and practicable: Pro- 
vided, That the cost of completing the project as fixed by the said act of 
March 3, 1899, shall not be increased by reason of such modification. 

The smendment ¥ yas agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

TITLE TO LANDS IN INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. LONG. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration at 
this time of the bill (5S. 3205) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to acquire the title to lands within certain Indian reserva- 
tions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill has been heretofore 
read in full to the Senate, and when it was under consideration 
the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Netson] objected to it. 

Mr. LONG. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Netson] has 
withdrawn his objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the objection on the part of the Senator from Minnesota has been 
withdrawn. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it has. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to tl 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS RELATING TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Procror] yields for me to make a request. 
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1e pres- 
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[ ask unanimous consent that on Saturday of th cent week. 
after the routine morning business, the remai nder of ‘the day, wn- 
til 2 ‘o'clock, be given to the consideration of bills reported by the 


Committee on the District of ¢ ‘olumbia, not to interfere with 
consideration of appropriation bills. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent t hat on Saturday next, 
after the conclusion of the routine morning business, until 2 
o’clock, the Senate shall give consideration to District of Colum- 
bia bills, not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under Rule VIII? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? 
hy = none, and that order is made. 

r. PROCTOR. I now ask for the regular order, Mr. Presi- 
den = 
*- FAIRBANKS. What was the order made on the request 
of ‘th » Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request made by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire was that on Saturday next, immedi- 
ately after the conclusion of the routine morning business, until 
2 o’clock, consideration should be given to District of Columbia 
bills, under Rule VIII, not to interfere with appropriaticn bills. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Is it for that day? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is for just two hours. 

Mr FAIRBANKS. Very well. I do not, however, want a 
unanimous-consent agreement made that would prevent taking 
up the bill (S. 1508) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 


the 


The Chair 


to insert ‘‘deep and of such increased | 


| CuLLomM, Mr. WARKEN, and Mr. TELLER wi 


» further confe1 
» Houses ther 


‘Ther msist on! 


y £ 
& tors 


1905, and for other purposes, at nd askin 
vith the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the tw 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate 
amendments and agree to the conference asked 
The motion was agree d 


sy unanimous con 


fut 
Lor | 
to. 


| 
sent, the President pro t 


y) "A wT, + r+} 
mpore Was a 
Y 
I 


ized to appoint the « -onferees on the part of the Sena 
inted. 


ite: 

re apy 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representativ 

BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the H 





| the following bills: 


1nd harbor act of June 13, 1902, so as to make the channe 1 | 
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bill (S. 255) for the relief of the Farmers and M wnics 
National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa.; 

A bill (S. 334) for the re ie? of N. F. Palmer, ir., & Co 

A bill (S. 21) for the relief of Darwin S. Hall; 

A bill (Ss. 833) for the r relief of Joseph M. Simms 
United Path Revenue-Cutter Service (retired); and 

Al bill (S. 2696) authorizing and directing the Secretary of t! 
Treasury to pay John F. Weston the sum of $241.60, ete. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message also announced that the Spea [ee : House 1 
signed the following enrolled bills; sol th rere reupon 
signed b y_ th 1e President pro tempor 

Ab all . R. 1909) to authorize the conveyance to the town of 
Winthrop, sg for perpetual use as a public road, of a certain 
tract oo land: 

A bill (H. R. 10136) authorizing bail in criminal cases upon 
peal in the courts of Indian Territory; 

A bill (S. 2323) relating toceded ithe Fort Hall! : 
Reservation; and 

A bill (S. 3317). authorizing the Secretary of the Int 2 ) 
grant right of way for pipe lines through Ind und 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed th S 
eration of the bill (H. R. 10670) making appropriation 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1 

r ouher purposes. 

Mr. | SCOTT. Will she Senator from Vermont yield to me 
a ent: 

r. “'p ROCTOR. I have been obliged to refuse other Se1 
and I must insist on p1 ling with the army bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. Very wel 

Mr. PROCTOR. Anam ng, at the |} m 
page 23. I move that the juiring a report to be 
made to the committees of t of Congress, shall be 

tricken out. I refer to the requiring that a state- 





4 7 — } 4 } . +7" +) 
ment of tl he amount disburse lished to the chairme 


the Committees on Military Affairs of the Senate and House 
Representatives on the reassembling of Congress. I move t 
those words be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They were stricken out yes- 
terday. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I did not understand that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the am men 
over and has not been agreed to? 

a PROCTOR. a rstand that the nisn 

e PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on tl 


aul ‘offered by the § from Ver1 


be again stated to th 


lonatios 
e Senate 


+ ™m ra 
10nt as amended. 


Via . 
Mr. PROCTOR. I understand thatthe Senator from Iowa [Mr 


ALLISON], who asked to have that amendmen 
objection to the main amendment now. 


Mr. ALLIS‘ IN. Since yesterday I have looked into this 1 
ter, and I think it is an improvement upon the House pi 

The amendment was agre ed to. 

The reading of the bill was veleieied. The next amendment 

5 

the Committee on Military Affairs was, under the subhead *‘ Phil- 
ippine Scouts,’’ on page 23, line 24, after the word ‘* purposes,’’ to 
insert the following proviso: 

And provided further, That withi "T or he 
| it shall be lawful to pay the salaries rsa pa) 
as herein provided, to the extent vent thereof, 1 
rency, at the ratio of 2 ypine 1 I ist 





The : 
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The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Subsistence De- 
partment,’’ on page 26, line 21, to increase the total appropriation 
f or the purchase of subsistence supplies from $6,500,000 to 
$7,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued down to page 27, line 24. 

Mr. PROCTOR. At that point, after the word ‘* animals,” I 
had an amendment to propose, but I think the Senator from Wyo- 
ming desires to offer a similar amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 27, line 24, before the semicolon, and 
after the word ‘‘animals,’’ I should like to propose the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 27, line 24, after the word “‘ animals,”’ 
it is proposed to insert: 

And nothing in the act making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 1905 shall 
hereafter be held or construed soas to deprive officers of the Army, wherever 
on duty in the military service of the United States, of forage, bedding, 
shoeing, or shelter for their authorized number of horses, or of any means of 
transportation or maintenance therefor for which provision is made by the 
terms of this act. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
effect of that amendment is? 

Mr. WARREN. It has the effect of leaving matters as they 
are now. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What was the matter in the leg- 
islative, pee and judicial appropriation bill, to which ref- 
erence is made? 

Mr. WARREN. I will say that there was an addition made to 
the legislative, etc., appropriation bill by the other House which 
might be construed to prevent the allowance of any forage for the 
use of any horses of officers of the United States Army. This is to 
construe the law, or it is to provide legislation whereby the offi- 
cers of the Army may not be disturbed, as they might be dis- 
turbed by the provision in the other bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the amendment again be stated. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it is entirely proper. I 
simply wished to understand it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the amendment be again read. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishould like to hear the amendment read be- 
fore we vote on it. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say that the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill, which is referred to in the amend- 
ment as containing the clause which the amendment seeks to guard 
against. is in the other House, where the amendments made by 
the Senate have been disagreed to. If it comes back here for an- 
other consideration by a conference committee, it may be that 
possibly the end of the matter will be to strike out the whole clause. 
| think probably that ought to be done, but, at any rate, there is 
no law now that requires this amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then it could be dropped out? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; I think so. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Military Affairs was, under the subhead ‘‘ Quar- 
termaster’s Department,’’ on page 28, line 3, to increase the total 
appropriation for regular supplies of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment from $4,800,000 to $5,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 6, to insert: 

Barracks and quarters, Isthmus of Panama: For the proper shelter and 
protection of officers and enlisted men of the Army of the United States law- 
fully on duty on the Isthmus of Panama, including the acquisition of title 
when necessary, and including also shelter for the animals and supplies, and 


all other buildings necessary for post administration purposes, $100,000, to be 
immediately available. 


May a layman ask what the real 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 9, to increase the 
total appropriation for the transportation of the Army and its 
supplies from $14,500,000 to $15,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 4 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 9, to insert: 

For continuing the construction of a military wagon road from Valdez by 
the most practical route to Fort Egbert or Eagle, on the Yukon River, in the 
district of Alaska, $250,000; said wagon road to be surveyed, located, and con- 
structed under the direction of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I suggest that in line 11 
the word “ practical ” should be stricken out and the word “* prac- 
ticable”’ substituted. It is evidently a mistake in printing. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). With- 
out objection, that change will bemade. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 15, to insert: 


For locating and constructing a military trail, under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, by the shortest and most practicable route, between the 
Yukon River and Coldfoot, on the Koyukuk River, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 19, to insert: 


The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to cause to be constructed 
across the Spokane River in the county of Spokane, in the State of Washing- 
ton, at such point as may be most advantageous for the Government service 
at Fort Wright Military Reservation, a bridge, and may permit the use of 
such bridge by the city of Spokane for the maintenance of the water main 
and may make such arrangements as may be deemed best with the city of 
Spokane and the raay of Spokane for the maintenance of a good macad 
amized road to said bridge, and make such regulations and requirements as 
may be deemed fair and just for the use of said bridge by the people of Spo 
kane and by any corporation or een: To carry into effect the foregoing 
provision, the sum of $90,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated: Provided, That this appropriation shall not be available until 
the title shall be acquired and vested in the United States to sufficient land to 
accommodate the terminal abutments and necessary approaches for said 
bridge and until jurisdiction over the same shall be duly conferred upon the 
Government of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 17, after the word 
" — to strike out ‘‘ woolen’’ and insert ‘‘ woolens;’’ so as to 
read: 


Clothing, and camp and garrison ognienges For cloth, woolens, materials, 
and for the manufacture of clothing for the Army, for issue and for sale at 
cost price, according to the Army Regulations, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 10, after the word 
‘*Arkansas,’’ to strike out ‘‘except quarters for the officers;”’ in 
line 14, before the word ‘* thousand,”’’ to strike out ‘‘ four hundred 
and seventy-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ three hundred and eighty;”’ and in 
line 15, after the word “‘ dollars,’’ to insert: 


of which sum not to exceed $50,000 may be used to build a modern hospit: 
at Fort Riley, Kans.; $30,000 to build a modern hospital at Fort Totten, N. Y.: 
$30,000 to e =e the hospital at Fort Leavenworth, Kans.; $25,000 to enlarz: 
the hospital at Fort Snelling, Minn.; $25,000 to enlarge the hospital at For 
Sheridan, I11., and $30,000 for the erection of a modern hospital at Fort Clar! 
Tex. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Construction and repair of hospitals: For construction and repair of hos- 
pitals at military posts already established and occupied, including the extra- 
duty pay of enlisted men employed on the same, and including also all ex 

enditures for construction and repairs required at the Army and Navy 

ospital at Hot Springs, Ark., and for the construction and repair of general 
hospitals and expenses incident thereto, and for additions needed to meet the 
requirements of increased garrisons, $380,000; of which sum not to exceed 
$50,000 may be used to build a modern hospital at Fort Riley, Kans.; $30,000 to 
build a modern hospital at Fort Totten, N. Y.; $30,000 to are the hospital 
at Fort Leavenworth, Kans.; ,000 to enlarge the hospital at Fort Snelling, 
Minn.; $25,000 to enlarge the hospital at Fort Sheridan, I11., and $30,000 for the 
erection of a modern hospital at Fort Clark, Tex. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 7, to increase tho 
appropriation for shooting galleries and ranges from $35,000 to 
$39,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 7, to insert: 


That for the ae of equipping and maintaining a national rifle rango 
at Fort Riley, Kans., for the use of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, organ- 
ized militia of the States, Territories, and District of Columbia, and civilian 
rifle clubs, the sum_ of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated: Provided, That this sum shall be immediately available and be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Ordnance De- 
partment,’ on page 44, line 23, after the word ‘*‘ ammunition,’’ to 
insert ‘‘ to the materials therefor;’’ and on page 45, line 7, before 
the word “‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ eight hundred and twenty- 
five’’ and insert ‘‘ one million one hundred and fifty;’’ so as to 
read: 


Ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies: Manufacture or purchase >f me- 
tallic ammunition and the materials therefor for small arms for current 
needs and reserve supply, and ammunition for reloading cartridges, includ- 
ing the cost of targets and material for target practice, ammunition for 
burials at the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and its several 
Branches, including National Soldiers’ Home in Washington, D. ©., marks- 
men’s medals and insignia for all arms of the service, $1,150,266, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 24, to insert: 


For 3,000 medals of honor to be prpared, with suitable emblematic de- 
vices, upon the design of the medal of honor heretofore issued, or upon an 
improved —— together with appropriate rosottes or other insignia to be 
worn in lieu of the medal, and to direct that the same be presented, in the 
name of Congress, to such officers, noncommissioned officers, and privates as 
have most distinguished, or may hereafter most distinguish, themselves by 
their gallantry in action, $12,000: Provided, That the Secretary of War be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to use so many of the medals and ro- 
settes or other insignia provided for by this act as may be necessary to re- 
place the medals that have been issued under the joint resolution of Congress 
approved July 12, 1862, and section 6 of the act of Congress approved March 
3, ts63: And provided further, That whenever it shall appear from official 
records in the War Department that any officer or enlisted man of the Army 
so distingushed himself in action as to entitle him to the award of the Con- 
gressional medal of honor under the provisions of the sixth section of the 
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act of Congress approved March 3, 1868, entitled “An act making appropri- 
ations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 80, 1864, and for the year ending the 30th of June, 1863, and for other 
urposes,” the fact that the person who so distinguished himself has since 
become separated from the military service, or that the award of the medal 
to him was not specifically recommended or applied for while he was in the 
said service, shall not be held to prevent the award and presentation of the 
medal to such person under the provisions of the law hereinbefore cited. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator if there is 
any special case to which the latter clauses of the amendment 
are intended to apply? 

Mr. WARREN. The amendment is not intended to apply to 
any special case, but not long since, on the submission of a cer- 
tificate-of-merit matter to the Attorney-General, he gave it as his 
opinion that a certificate of merit or other distinction would have 
to be awarded while the man was still in the service. Under the 
law, or under the construction which had been previously placed 
upon the law, the practice has been that where it was proved that a 
medal had been earned and sufficient evidence submitted to the 
Secretary of War the President would issueit. But the opinion 
of the Attorney-General placed the board having the award of 
medals in charge in such a position that it thought best to sus- 
pend consideration of the question of granting any further medals 
sought for gallantry in the civil war, or any other war, after the 
person had become separated from the service. Of course that 
cut out all the civil-war volunteers and most of those who were 
in the Spanish war. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does this grant medals to men not connected 
with the service? 

Mr. WARREN. Not those who never have been in the Army; 
but the man need have been in the service but two days, provided 
he earned the medal whileinservice. Medalsonly can be granted 
for exceptional gallantry while in the service. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course; but what I mean is—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator from Wisconsin to the fact that it isimpossible for the 
reporter to hear him. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not think it important that he should 
hear this colloquy. 


Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator who has the floor 


what difference there is between this proposed law and the old act? | 
Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that there were two | 


acts. The first resolution provided that medals might be issued 
to noncommissioned officers and privates for acts of gallantry al- 
ready done, 

Mr. TELLER. Acts in action? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes; and more. The first resolution stated 
that medals might be issued to noncommissioned officers and pri- 
vates for exceptional gallantry in action or for other soldier-like 

ualities. 
7 Mr. TELLER. When was that act passed? 

Mr. WARREN. In 1862. Then in 1863 an act was passed 
which provided that they should be issued to officers (a provision 
which was not contained in the other), noncommissioned officers, 
and men, and confined it to rewards for exceptional gallantry in 
battle only, leaving off the words ‘‘ or other soldierlike qualities.’’ 


The Department soon after that—after some medals had been | 


issued to those who did not earn them in the regular way—made 
rules and proceeded under the second resolution awarding medals 
for action in battle only. It is deemed best, in amending at the 
present time, to state the construction herein plainly that it should 
be for exceptional gallantry in action only. That is the rule, 
however, which has been followed mainly for a number of years. 

Mr. TELLER. From a hasty examination of the proposed 
amendment it is somewhat difficult to see what its relation may 
be to the former statute. 

Mr. WARREN. I have before me the other statute, if the 
Senator would like to have it read. 

Mr. TELLER. No; I do not care about having it read. I 
should like to know whether the medals are confined to persons 
who distinguish themselves in battle, in action. 

Mr. WARREN. Absolutely. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no discretion in the Secretary of War 
to grant a medal to some man who has distinguished himself 
otherwise than in battle? 

Mr. WARREN. No. This provides exactly what the Senator 
—, The medals can be issued only for exceptional gallantry 
in battle. 

Mr. TELLER. I have seen a medal, or at least I have seen the 
statement that a medal was issued by the Secretary of War within 
a few years to a distinguished officer, somewhat distinguished 
now because of his rapid elevation to the position he occupies, and 
one he expects to occupy, and I understand that when it was is- 
sued the officer had never been in action in his life; that he had 
never been under fire at all. But the remarkable statement is 
that for about a week, in some Indian campaign, he was daily in 
danger of being fired on. I had an idea that almost all soldiers 


The Chair calls the attention of | 


in active warfare are in danger of being fired on. 
that it indicates any great moral or physical courage in a soldier 
that he continues to march with his associates when he is in dan- 


I do not know 


ger of being fired on. 
He could not retire. 

Mr. SPOONER. And if a medal was granted to one under 
such circumstances all would be entitled to it. 

Mr. TELLER. As has been suggested, if one man is entitled 
to a medal for that, all our soldiers are. 

I suppose the purpose of any medal is to give a recognition of 
some soldierlike conduct, something that is worthy the attention 
not only of the soldier, but of the country. And keeping that in 
view, of course it becomes a matter of great interest to the soldier 
to receive for some such action amedal. Iknowanumberof sol- 
diers who have received them. I know that if medals are to be 
issued under such conditions as thos. under which the one I have 
mentioned was issued, they will cease to be of any value what- 
ever to the soldiers who have them or who may hs 
them. 

For that reason I made the inquiry. If this is confined to hero- 
ism in battle I have no objection to the medal, and Ishall be glad 
to see a good many of them issued, because I think in any war we 
may have there will be occasion to issue them. 

Mr. WARREN obtained the floor. 

Mr. CARMACK, Will the Senator permit me for a moment? 

Mr. WARREN. I wish just here, if the Senator will permit 


Probably that was the safest place for him. 


atten 


reafter get 


d 
u 


| me to proceed, to state exactly what this amendment does provide 
for. 

Mr. NELSON. May I ask the Senator from Wyoming a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WARREN, Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I could not exactly hear all that was going on. 

Is the amendment limited to bravery in action, and so that no 

| medals will be issued to anybody except soldiers or officers who 
have distinguished themselves in battle? 

Mr. WARREN. I will read it to the Senator: 

That the same be presented, in the name of Congress, to such officers 
| commissioned officers, and privates as have most distinguis 

after most distinguish, themselves by their gallantry in action. 

I desire to say, answering the observations of the Senat 
Colorado, that I presume I know of the medal to which 
| referred. 
| Mr. TELLER. I presume so. 
| Mr. WARREN. I have seen the statements in the newspapers: 
but I am informed by those who ought to know that the officer in 
question did take charge of a company in an Indian battle or skir- 
mish, and therefore came under the rule. I do not vouch for 
that. Iam simply stating what is reputed to be true. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, any statement of 
that kind is not true, for there was no skirmish and no battle in 
that whole trip. Iam sufficiently advised on that whole 

Mr. WARREN. Very well: I will not pursue that matter fur- 
ther. But it is a fact that medals wereissued. I think they were 
issued to soldiers who bore the body of Lincoln after his death 
and to others for acts not in battle, and this simply takes a nar- 
rower View, or a narrower scope rather, than that which could 
be pursued by the Department under the act of 1862, and is con- 
| fined to those who most distinguish themselves by their gallantry 

in action. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from W 
ming if it does not take too narrow a view? 

Mr. WARREN. Ido not think so. 

Mr. SPOONER. 





s 


















> subject. 





I have read or heard of cases, if I have not 
known of them, where an enlisted man or a noncommissioned 
officer or a commissioned officer has won a medal of hon a 

| man ever won it, by a ride of two or three hundred 1 s in 
order to bring relief, to carry a report to headquarters of a 
beleaguered fort and one in desperate straits. I can imagine 

| instances, and it is notsimply imagination either, because his 

| is full of such cases, where men have performed, not in acti 

| but in connection with the discharge of soldierly duty, that w! 


to the common apprehension of fair-minded men, would dist 
| guish them and ought to distinguish them. 

It is not much encouragement to soldiers to render great sery- 
ice, conspicuous service, to limit this particular decoration or 
award of this sort to action in battle. 

Mr. WARREN. May I interrupt the Senator? 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 


Mr. WARREN. I think theSenator is entirely right that such 
a soldier should have preferment. In fact, under the laws, there 
are now waysof preferment. Thereare brevets for commissioned 


officers; certificates of merit, etc.,for men. But it has been con- 
sidered with regard to this particular decoration, the Congres- 
sional medal of honor, that it should be awarded for but 
thing—gallantry inaction. It is notthe intention to detract from 
| those who may in other ways win commendation, but it is a par- 


one 
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ticular decoration for a particular line of gallant action in actual 
battle. 


Mr. SPOONER. What other method does this legislation leave 
for the other class of cases? 

Mr. WARREN. This does not change the legislation at all for 
such cases. It simply recites the resolution of 1863 rather than 
the resolution of 1862. The resolution of 1862 is considered obso- 
lete and has not been proceeded upon for many years. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
to private soldiers or noncommissioned officers for heroic acts out- 
side the field of battle? 

Mr. WARREN. I do not think so, in this amendment. 
not think they could be linked together; that is all. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not see any reason why the two should 
not be linked together. It seems to me, if we are enacting legis- 
lation to enable the Government to decorate soldiers who by con- 
spicuous service, whether in action or otherwise, have entitled 
law to it. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, there is one side of this ques- 
tion which I wish to bring briefly to the attention of the Senate, 
and that is that some men who won medals and were recom- 
mended for medals seem to have been overlooked in their distri- 
bution. I knew a young man in my State who was recommended 
for a medal of honor because of gallant services on the field of 
battle. 
who had fallen. He was recommended for a medal, but the last 
I heard of it he had never received it. 
not going to ask for it or make any pressure to get it, and pre- 
ferred not to say anything about it; that if the War Department 
did not think he deserved it, to let it go. The last time I heard 


from him he had never received his medal, and it was awarded in | onthe books of the Treasury Department, which shall beavailable to replac: 


a case of very conspicuons gallantry. 
Mr. WARREN. That brings up theimportance of this amend- 
ment. 


papers that have been approved, and the Department would be 


glad to issue the medals to-day except for the intimation of the | cuch sales shall be available to replace like ordnance and ordnance stores. 


Attorney-General that they only can be legally issued where the 
soldier is still in the service. 
things, to clear that situation up and make the law apply so that 
they can get the medals. 

Mr. CARMACK. The soldier must be still in the service? 

Mr. WARREN. Under present construction of the law. 

Mr. CARMACK. 
he was still in the service. I am very sure it was; but he was 
discharged because of the disability received on the occasion of 
his gallant conduct. 

Mr. WARREN. 
situation that this amendment is offered. This clears up that 
class of cases and allows medals which have 
bestowed. 

Mr. CARMACK. 
the Senator. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 


Tam very glad to have that explanation from 
0 Dd 


of the Committee on Military Affairs was, on page 47, line 18, | 


after the word ‘‘ appropriated,’ to insert ‘‘ and made immediately 
available;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For the purpose of procuring field-artillery material for the organized | 


militia of the several States, Territories, and the District of Columbia, with- 
out cost to the said States, Territories, or the District of Columbia, but to re- 
main the property of the United States and to be accounted for in the manner 
now prescribed by law, the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, under 
such regulations as he may prescribe, on the requisitions of the governors of 
the several States and Territories or the commanding general of the militia 
of the District of Columbia, to issue said artillery material to the organized 
militia; andthe sum of $585,000 is hereby appropriated and made immediately 
available for the procurement and issue of the articles constituting thesame. 

Mr. TELLER. 
rial to be furnished. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is for artillery material. 
would go with the battery. 

Mr. TELLER. I should say that it does not contemplate fur- 
nishing any artillery, and what is the use of furnishing materia] 
unless the artillery is provided? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The artillery is furnished. 

Mr. WARREN. 
priation. " 
Mr. TELLER. And not under this provision? 

Mr. WARREN. No. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 21, before the word 
repairing,” to insert ‘ overhauling, cleaning; ”’ in line 22, after 
the word ‘‘and,’’ where it occurs the second time, to strike out 
‘‘for issue;’’ in line 23, after the word ‘‘arsenals,”’ to insert 
‘‘nosts:’’ in the same line, after the word ‘‘depots,” to strike out 
‘275.000. For’? andinsert *‘; for:’’ on page 48, line 1, before the 
word “infantry,” to strike out ‘$600,000. For” and insert 
‘*. for;’? and in line 4, before the word ‘“‘dollars,’”’ to strike out 


The artillery 
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Would it not be wise to provide for medals | 


I do | 


themselves to that reward, we ought to adapt the language of the | 





1 ; : | War is hereb 
There are a great many applications and a great many 


This amendment seeks, among other | 
, 


I think the recommendation was made while | 


Now. it is to dispose of that uncertainty and | 


een earned to be | 





It seems to me that this applies only to mate- | 


| the appropriation out of which the supplies were 


It will be furnished under the regular appro- | 
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“nine hundred thousand”’ and insert ‘‘ one million six hundred 
and twenty-five thousand; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For overhauling, cleaning, repairing,and preserving ordnance and ord 
nance stores in the hands of troops and at the arsenals, posts, and sepow: for 
purchase and manufacture of ordnance stores to fill requisitions of troops; 


for infantry, cavalry, and artillery equipments, including horse equipments 
for cavalry and artillery, $1,625,000. 


Mr. ALLISON, If I understand this particular paragraph, it 
is so amended as to make it a single appropriation. 

Mr. PROCTOR. A single appropriation. It is the consolida- 
tion, without any change of amount, of three clauses. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then,I think the semicolon ought to be 
stricken out in line 24, page 47. Otherwise the first two items 
will have no appropriation. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That is correct. Let the semicolon go out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In line 24, before the word 
‘*for,’’ the semicolon will be stricken out. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 4, to strike out: 


For overhauling, ee and preserving new ordnance and ordnanc 
stores on hand at the arsenals, posts, and depots, $50,0u0. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 6, to insert: 
All funds received as the value of military stores transferred by the seyv- 


| eral staff departments of the Army to the Insular Department of the Phil 
je was wounded by the Moros in defendin comrade | . : : ; ‘ 
E - ; y d gec rad | available during the fiscal year 1905 for the procurement of like military 
2 | stores to replace those so transferred. 

He said to me that he was 


ippines shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United States and remai: 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 21, to insert: 


Hereafter all moneys arising from disposition authorized by law and regu- 
lation of serviceable ordnance and ordnance stores shall constitute one fund 


ordnance and ordnance stores throughout the fiscal year in which the dispo 
sition was effected and throughout the following year. The Secretary o! 

authorized to sell to American designers such serviceable ord 
nance and ordnance stores as may be necessary in the development of designs 
which may be used in the military service: Provided, That such ordnance 
and ordnance stores can be spared for the purpose, and funds arising from 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 50, line 18, after the word 


| ‘‘Army,’’ to insert ‘‘ except as herein specially provided; ’’ so as to 
| make the clause read: 


Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to deprive any officer of his 
commission or to increase the total number of officers of the Army, except 


as herein specially provided, and all laws or ae of laws inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish the acting chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs would explain the necessity of the amendment 
on pages 49 and 50, relating to ordnance and ordnance stores, 
whereby all appropriations for this purpose become a single fund. 


| I can see very well why that should be necessary in some particu- 
| lar cases, as respects pay, etc., but it seems to me there ought to 


be some reason for this provision that is not apparent. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I will ask the Secretary to read the note on 
page 10 of the report, the fine print, beginning with the word 
** Note.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Norr.—The object of the proposed legislation is to simplify the methods 
of accounting for sales of serviceable ordnance property. Under present law 
and regulations, when a sale is made toa State for the use of its militia tho 
money reverts to the appropriation out of which the supplies sold were pro 
cured and remains available until exhausted to replace like supplies; when 
an issue is made toa State for the use of its militia the cost of the issue re- 
verts to the appropriation ‘“* Manufacture of arms at national armories,” am 
remains available for two years to replace like ordnance stores; whe. a sal 
is made to the Philippine government the money reverts to the appropriatio: 
out of which the supplies were procured, but the authority contained in t 
act authorizing sales to the Philippine government lapses with the presen 
fiscal year; when a sale is made to an officer of the Army the money rever' 
to the appropriation out of which the supplies were procured; when a tran: 
fer is made to a Department of the Government the money value reverts to 
rocured; when a decdt 
tion is made from the pay of a soldier on account of loss of ordnance property 
the money reverts to the appropriation ** Manufacture of arms.” 

It is readily seen that the methods of accounting for moneys arising from 
salesand trausfersare varied and ununiform. Moreover, in case of transfers 
to other departments the money is often lost to the department when © 
transfer is made near the close of a fiscal year, so that the money appropri- 
ated by Congress for the Ordnance Department may not be used for the ben- 
eftofthe Army. Theclerical labor involved in assigning the proper appro- 
priations to the various articles sold is very great, particularly in case of 
sales made at the larger arsenals and depots. The proposed legislation wou!d 
simplify the methods of accounting for moneys arising from various disp9-i- 
tions of ordnance property and enable the Ordnance Department in every 
case to replace the serviceable property so disposed of.— William Crozier, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance. 


Mr. ALLISON. That seems to be a very good provision. A 
better one would be to require all these sums to be covered into 


the Treasury as the ordnance stores are sold and not have the 
fund going back and forth. 


The Secretary will read as re- 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment on pages 10 
and 11 relating to the Adjutant-General’s Department was passed 
over. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Before going back to that amendment, on 
page 33, line 9, I move that the word “lawfully ’’ be stricken out. 
It is certainly useless. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

Mr. PROCTOR. At the bottom of page 23 and at the top of 


page 24 I ask that the proviso in regard to the payment of 25 per | 


cent in Philippine currency may be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to disagree to the committee 
amendment beginning in line 24, on page 23, inserting the follow- 
ing additional proviso: 

And provided further, That within the discretion of the Secretary of War 
it shall be lawful to pay the salaries of officers and the pay of enlisted men, 
as herein provided, to the extent of 25 per cent thereof, in Philippine cur- 
rency, at the ratio of 2 Philippine pesos for $1 in United States currency. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and 11 was passed over. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. There areother committee amendments to be 
considered that have been passed over. 

Mr. TELLER. I beg pardon; I thought we had gotten through 
with the committee amendments. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iask that the Porto Rico amendment, which 
was passed over, be now considered. 

Mr. TELLER. What page is that on? 

Mr. PROCTOR. On pages 21 and 22. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The questionis on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee on pages 21 and 22. It has been 
read. 

Mr. SPOONER. 


The amendment on pages 10 


I move to amend the proposed amendment by 


inserting after the word ‘‘ Senate,’’ in line 21, on page 21, the fol- | 


lowing words in parenthesis: ‘‘and such officer shall be entitled 
to preference in such appointments.”’ 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is no objection to that amendment to 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, line 21, after the word ‘‘ Senate,”’ 


insert the words in parentheses: ‘‘ and such officer shall be enti- | 


tled to preference in such appointments.”’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The questionis on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ishould like to hear the amendment read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 
read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, in line 11, after the word “ of,” 
strike out *‘ two’’ and insert ‘‘ three;’’ so as to read: 

For Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry, composed of three bat- 
talions and four companies each— 


And then add: 


To include the enlisted men of the present regiment who may be in the 
service June 30, 1904, and officers as herein provided. The field alicare shall 
be detailed from the officers of the Regular Army of the same gradeand shall 
receive the pay and emoluments of their grade. The present officers of the 
regiment below the grade of field officers who are mentally, morally, and 


physically qualified and have proved efficient in their respective positions | 


may be reappointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate (and such officer shall be entitled to preference in such appoint- 
ments), for a provisional term of four years. Officers so reappointed shall 
be eligible for promotion in the regiment up to and including the rank of 
captain, upon examination as to their fitness for such promotion. Vacancies 
then existing or thereafter occurring in the grade of second lieutenant may 
be filled by the President, in his discretion, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, by the appointment of citizens of Porto Rico for the pro- 
visional term of four years, whose qualifications for commissions shall be 
established by such examination as the President may prescribe, who shall 
also be eligible for promotion in the regiment up to an 
of captain, upon an examination 4s to their fitness. 


Vacancies not filled as hereinbefore provided, by the reappointment or | 


promotion of the present officers or by the appointment or promotion of 
citizens of Porto Rico, shall be filled by detail from the line of the infantry 


of the Army of the same grade with the vacancy to be filled, and the places | 


of the officers so detailed shall be filled by promotion or appointment as now 
provides by law. Men hereafter enlisted in the regiment shall be citizens of 
orto Rico and shall be enlisted for a term of two years; and except in the 
case of noncommissioned officers shall not be reenlisted in time of peace. 
The names of all enlisted men who have served honorably in the regiment 
shall be kept at the headquarters of the regiment, and these men shall be 
regarded as a reserve, to be specially considered in time of war. The pay 
and allowances of officers and enlisted men of the regiment shall be the same 
as authorized for like grades in the Regular Army. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade 
between ports of the United States and ports or places in the 
Philippine Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philippine 
Archipelago, and for other purposes, 


XXXVIII——187 


The amendment to the amend- | 


including the rank | 


The Chair lays before the | 


—— 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that that be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside in order 
that the Senate may proceed with the consideration of the army 
appropriation bill. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. Is there an amendment pending to this amend- 

| ment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This amendment is pending. 

Mr. ALLISON. And it is in order to move an amendment 
to it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move to strike ount—— 

Mr. CARMACK. I believe I have the floor. I will yield to the 
Senator, though. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg‘the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. CARMACK. I want to say just a few words. 

I have not heard any good reason given here yet for maintain- 
ing these troops in Porto Rico. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FORAKER] gave as one reason that it would help to identify the 
| people of Porto Rico with the United States. In my opinion, Mr. 
President, it would have no such effect. We cannot identify the 
people of Porto Rico with the United States by permitting a few 
of them to strut around before their neighbors in the uniform of 
the United States. You simply make a class separate and apart 
| from the rest of the people. 

The idea of identifying all the people of Porto Rico with the 
United States by permitting a few of them to walk around before 
the other people with the uniform on is absurd to me. There is 
only one way in which you can identify the people of Porto Rico 
with the people of the United States, and that is to give them 
equality of rights and privileges under the Constitution of the 
United States. You can not do it by organizing two or three 
| regiments of Porto Rican soldiers and dressing them up in the 
uniform of the United States. 

The Senator gave as another reason that we may get into trou- 
ble down in Panama and we will want some soldiers who will be 
acclimated andimmune. Mr. President, if we get into any trou- 
| ble down in Panama, you have got to have soldiers of the United 
States on the ground, whether they are immune or not. You are 
not going to protect the interests of the United States and you 
are not going to uphold the flag of the United States with sol- 
| diers from Porto Rico. You have got to have them from the 
| United States of America. You are not going to do it with any 
| Porto Rican soldiers. 

And another thing, they are not immune, so far as that is con- 

cerned. That was proven by De Lesseps in the attempt to con- 

| struct the Panama Canal. Laborers brought there from the West 

Indies died by the thousands, just like any others. They are no 

| more immune than the people of the United States when they 
have to encounter the fevers that prevail in that locality. 

I cansee no good reason in the world, from any point of view, for 
maintaining so many soldiers or organizing so many regiments of 
soldiers in Porto Rico and maintaining them there, whether at 
the expense of the United States or of the Porto Rican treasury. 

Mr.SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Itisnot aregiment. It is adding only one bat- 
talion. There is not a regiment there now. 

Mr. TELLER. There will be one when you get this battalion. 

Mr. SCOTT. When we add another battalion there will be one 
regiment. 

Mr. CARMACK. Well, there is no use of maintaining so many 
there. You have got more than enough now. 
| Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the amendment which I pro- 
pose is found on page 22, lines 13,14,and 15. I move to strike out 
all after the word ‘ filled,’’ in line 13, down to and including the 
word ‘*law,’’ in line 15. This is clearly new legislation, and I 
think I could make a point of order upon it as new legislation. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is clearly new legislation. It is subject to 
a point of order. Iconsent to its going out. The reason of its 
being put in was that the Army is short of officers, and it was 
only a small transgression. But itis subject to a point of order. 

Mr. TELLER. Can we have the amendment read? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Iowa offers 
an amendment to the amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 22, line 13, after the word * 
strike out the words: 

And the places of the officers so detailed shall be fill 
appointment, as now provided by law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the amendment as amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. There seems to be, according to the Senator 
from Vermont, a small violation of the law. I do not know how 
small or how large it may be. I only know that it will lead to 








filled,”’ 
1 by promotion or 
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confusion as respects officers detailed, and I do not want to run 
any risk in that regard. 

Mr. PROCTOR. lam sorry that the Senator has compelled me 
to say anything on that score. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will withdraw what I said. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It will lead to no possible confusion. 
a letter here from the Adjutant-General. 
read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter wlll be read. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not ask to keep this clause in, but I 
should like to have it understood that it is all easy of administra- 
tion 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, March 8, 1904. 


I have 
I should like to have it 


Hon. REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Acting Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
United States Senate. 
Sir: In reply to your ene whether the provision in the army bill in re- 
gard to the detail of officers from the line of the infantry of the Army for 
service in the line of the Porto Rican Regiment and the provision that the 
vacancies so caused by such detail shall be filled by promotion or appointment 
as now provided by law has any effect on the rank of the officer so detailed, 
I will say that it has none. It is precisely the same system that has been fol- 
lowed for three years past in the detail of officers of the line for service in 
the various staff corps. There is no point of doubt in regard to the method 
of administration. The vacancies so created are filled appointment or 
promotion to the foot of the list from the grade of which the detail is made, 
and the numbers of officers of that grade are increased by so much, but the 
rank of the officer detailed and his number and place in the line and his pro- 
motion are not affected in the least. 
Very respectfully, W. P. HALL, 

Acting Adjutant-General. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, in speaking of immunes, that 
question did not appear to be fully understood. The Porto Ricans 
would undoubtedly be immunes on the Isthmus; and also to a 
great extent any people living in a tropical country, but it would 
depend upon their avocation. 


The chief surgeon of the force that built the Panama Railroad | 


was there from the beginning to theend. His name was Rogers, 


built. He stated that the turning up 
was poisonous. They first took several thousand men from New 


York, and no one of them, he said, was able to do two weeks’ 


work. They got away from there as soon as they could; but a 
very large proportion of them died before they could get them 
back. They were poisoned by turning up the soil of Panama, 
which is very fatal. 

They then secured Chinamen, and the process was just as fatal 
tothem. The survivors did not wait to die from that poison, 
but they commenced committing suicide. They then tried the 
employment of the natives, who were very good hands for work; 
and the natives were taken sick in the same way. They had not 
cultivated the soil there, and they could not stand its being turned 
up. 

Then they got Jamaica negroes, who had been cultivating the 
soil thoroughly in that region for many generations, and they 
were immunes. I went across the Isthmus soon afterthe Panama 
Railroad was constructed and saw those Jamaica negroes. They 
were in fine health, and, as I have said, the turning up of the soil 
did not poison them. They were immune to the turning up of 
the soil in the Tropics, for they had been accustomed to it for 
renerations. 

. Natives of the Tropics can stand the climate at Panama a great 
deal better than can persons from a northern climate. 
tives live there and enjoy good health, but they can not dig up 
the surface of the soil. 

In the digging of the canal they will not meet with the same 
trouble that was encountered in building the railroad, because 
they will get below the surface and will get into different strata. 
I inquired of some physicians who have been there, and they said 
when they got below the surface of the earth it was not any more 
poisonons than any other earth. That is the dangerous thing. 

itis for that purpose they want immaunes. I have nodoubt that 
by adopting some modern system of sanitation, and only using 
immunes for the work on the surface of the soil, they will get 
has been supposed possible. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not know that I wish to 
put my personal knowledge of these matters against that of the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], but I will put the histor- 
ical fact against his statement that the West Indian people were 
by actual trial found not to be immune. 

Then I want to challenge another statement made by the Sen- 
ator—— 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator refer to West India people 
from Jamaica? 
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Mr. TELLER. FromSanto Domingo. The Porto Rican is not 
a particle more immune than the New York man or the Florida 
man. 

Mr. STEWART. I am speaking of tropical climates. 

Mr. TELLER. I can name men who came across the Isthmus 
before there was any attempt to break the ground for that rail- 
road who contracted the Chagres fever in crossing. That was a 
common occurrence. They came across on the railroad, and by 
the time they reached the mouth of the river they had the fever, 

Mr. STEWART. That is very true, but they did not all get it; 
they did not get it en masse. 

Mr. TELLER. They did not get it because they were such a 
short time in going across. 

Mr. STEWART. Some of them were there two or three 
months. 

Mr. TELLER. They got across just as quickly as they could. 

Mr. STEWART. They had to stay there a week or two, an‘ 
sometimes two or three months. There were sometimes four or 
five thousand there for several months. 

Mr. TELLER. Ihave known a man to cross in two days ani 
to get the Chagres fever before he left there. It is a fever which 
belongs to that section of the country and nowhere else in the 
world that we know anything about. No sanitation, in my judc- 
ment, will entirely eradicate it. It is largely due to the fact «! 
the long periods of calm at the mouth of the river. Very few 

ple seem to have given any attention to that cause of the fever. 
t is a place where the breezes do not blow and where ships lie 
idle sometimes for months, unable to make any movement or 


| speed whatever. 
The question is on agreeing | 


There is a marshy section along that coast which it is impos 


| sible to render healthful by sanitation, and I believe only the Ja 


maica negroes will be able to do this work. The Chinamen could 
not doit; the people of Honduras who went there could not do it. 
They were tried, as were people from Santo Domingo, and none 
of the white inhabitants could stand it. There is a record of 4) 
men being taken in there, and in two weeks practically they were 
alldead. Itis the most frightful climate on the face of the earth, 
and it would be a crime to take to the Isthmus any soldier from 


| this country or from the Philippines that we are not obliged to 
a classmate of mine, and I saw him entae after the road was | 
o 


the soil near the surface | 


take. As I said yesterday, you can get Jamaica negroes of a 
character that will keep order there if you want a constabulary. 

The Jamaican negroes as a rule are good workmen. They are 
large, able-bodied, powerful men, and not much inclined to dis 
turbance; but, so far as the labor of building this canal is con- 
cerned, we might as well understand now as ever that we can not 
depend upon American labor, but we must depend upon the char- 
acter of labor I have mentioned. It was thought that the China- 
man could do that work, as the Senator from Nevada has sai. 
but that was tried, and they died so rapidly that those who did 
not die with the fever preferred to commit suicide. That is the 
history of that trial. 

Mr. President, I want to offer an amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. I simply wish to state that the natives of 
Porto Rico and other tropical countries‘can stand the climate « 
Panama better than can men from the north. That, I think, 
well established. 

Mr. TELLER. They can stand it very little better. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to say a word before the Senator 
passes from that point. 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. FORAKER. I appreciate very much indeed what th 
Senator from Colorado {Mr. TEeLurr] has said. When I spo! 
in the way I did yesterday as to what occurred in the Committ 
on Military Affairs, I perhaps should have stated in that samo 
connection that we were not basing what we did or what we said 
upon any personal knowledge of the conditions there, or what 
would be the effect if what had been suggested might be done, 
but we were simply reasoning in a general way upon the proba- 
bility of, at some time or other, possibly having to send troop: 
there, and that troops who belonged in the Tropics, who werv 


| accustomed to that climate, would, as we thought naturally 


and I think the Senator will agree—in the absence of information, 


| be better qualified to go there and withstand whatever diseases 
along a great deal better with the construction of the canal than | 


they might be subjected to than troops from the United States. 

Iam very much obliged to the Senator for giving us the infor- 
mation he has. It is very valuable and very interesting. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think there is any likelihood of soldiers 
going from Porto Rico—I hope not, at least. I doubt very much 
whether there will be any large number of soldiers required 1 
all, but I think the Government had better organize a force on 
the ground, if such a condition arises as that they will be needed, 
which seems to be the policy of the Government, at least, in Porto 
Rico and in the Philippines. I do net know why they should not 
select the Panama people just as well as they would select the 
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Filipinos or the Porto Ricans. I think the Government will send 
very few soldiers there, unless it is obliged to do so. 


| 
| 


I want to submit an amendment on line 11, page 21, if it is in | 


order, and, if it is not, I will wait until the bill has been reported 
to the Senate. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is still another committee amendment 

vending. 
Mr. TELLER. I will wait, then, until the committee get 
through with their amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ing amendment is in order. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not quite sure that the amendment I wish 
to offer is an amendment to the amendment. I find in line 11, on 
page 21, before the word ‘‘ battalions,’ the word ‘‘ two”’ has ap- 
parently been stricken out and the word ‘‘three’’ inserted. Ido 
not know whether that has been agreed to or not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I want to move to reconsider the vote by 
which it was agreed to; or I will ask the Senator from Vermont 
to consent that the vote may be reconsidered. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator can amend it in the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to amend it now, but I want to 
say something about it, and I do not want to waste time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks that the vote by which the amendment on page 21, line 11, 
striking out ‘‘two”’ and inserting ‘‘ three’’ before the word ‘‘ bat- 
talions,’’ was agreed to be reconsidered. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TELLER. What I desire is that the Senate shall disagree 
to that amendment. It seems to me that in all the statements 
made yesterday there has not been any reason shown for an in- 
crease of that force, whether it be put upon the ground of en- 
dearing those people to the United States, because they have got 
their hands into the Treasury to a limited extent, or whether it 
be put upon the ground that you are proceeding upon an educa- 
tional line. Ido not see any reason for it. It seems that you 
have two battalions. I do not know how many men there are in 
two battalions, for I do not know how full the battalions may be. 
I presume the acting chairman of the committee may be able to 
tell me how many men there are in those two battalions. If he 
can tell me, I shall be glad to hear him. 

_ FORAKER. There ought to be four companies of 100 men 
each. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, About 750 men in the two battalions. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know that they are filled to the 
maximum; perhaps they are only filled to the minimum, which 
would be, I believe, 65 men to a company. 

Mr. TELLER. If theyare not all full, they can be filled under 
existing law. 

Mr. FORAKER. They can be, if necessary. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not believe that anybody can go before the 
American people and give any reasonable excuse for increasing 
this force. Every regiment that you put into the field will cost 
the Government of the United States a million dollars. I do not 
care whether they are Porto Ricans or Filipinos or whoever they 
may be, by the time you get through with it it willcost fully that 
amount, and,as a Senator suggests to me, verylikely more. Cer- 
tainly the old rule used to be that you must absolutely expect the 


An amendment to the pend- 


expenditure connected with a regiment will be at least a million | 


dollars. Of course it will cost more if the battalions are full. 

Mr. President, I dislike to interfere with the committee in a mat- 
ter of this kind, but it seems to me that it would be wise now to 
let the provision stand for two battalions and then apply this pro- 
vision to enlisted men,andsoforth. Idonot know that that would 
destroy the amendment; [donot think it would, although Iam not 
quite clear about it. I should like to know whether the acting 
chairman will consent to a disagreement to the amendment or 
whether he will insist upon it standing. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President,if the acting chairman of the 
tommittee does not object to my making answer to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER}, I will say, as I said yesterday, that 
I have been more active, perhaps, than any other Senator in re- 
gard to what concerns Porto Rico, because of my relations with 
the legislation for that island, and perhaps I have received more 
communications from there as to the situation, generally speak- 
ing, and as to what the people of Porto Rico desire. I hope that 
the Senator will not insist upon that amendment. 

I know that the people of Porto Rico are very anxious—from 
rommunications such as I have referred to I know it—to have a 
full regiment there; and it seems to me that while that is not a 
tital question, yet, at the same time, it is one of a good deal more 
Importance than the Senator rightly appreciates; at least, I have 
been led to believe that it will be a great deal of satisfaction to 
that people, and in that way it will be important as making them 
better satisfied with their condition and situation. 

Now, I want to call the Senator’s attention to the fact, as suz- 











gested to me by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], 
although I was going to refer to the same thing in a different 
way, that a full regiment in the island of Porto Rico is nota 
very large military provision. Theyare responsible for the pres- 
ervation of order there. No one knows when there may be a 
necessity for military intervention on account of some local or 
other troubles, just as we now and then have occasion to use 
military force here. 

But another point that I wish to call the Senator’s attention to 
is the fact that, except only for this regiment—which can be 
used outside of Porto Rico as well as in Porto Rico, if the Presi- 
dent shall so see fit—aside from that there is practically no ex- 
pense to the Government of the United States for the island of 
Porto Rico. 

The Porto Ricans support their own government and put us at 
no expense at all that I can think of now, except only that for the 
United States court and perhaps some similar expenses. Their 
government is supported out of their own revenues by their own 
system of taxation. All that we are put to an expense for con- 
nected with them that is of substantial amount will be this one 
regiment; and every man who has been a soldier in the Army 
knows the difference between having a full regiment and having 
apart of aregiment. With a full regiment you have the com- 
pleted organization; you have then the possibility of regimental 
drill, regimental evolutions, and a great many things that you 
can not have so long as you have only a fraction of such an 
organization. 

So, taking into consideration the fact that this is the only ex- 
pense, that it will add greatly to their satisfaction and their 
pleasure, and that it will be an organization which we can use 
elsewhere, if we have occasion, as well as there, I hope the Sena- 
tor will not object to allowing the regiment to be made a full 
regiment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I am going to withdraw my 
amendment, not because I think it ought not to be made, but be- 
cause my experience here has taught me that it is useless to make 
any effort to curtail the increase of the Army at this time, either 
on this continent or in our insular possessions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator withdraw 
his motion to reconsider? 

Mr. TELLER. I withdraw the whole thing and let the provi- 
sion stand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
considered as agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say a word or two. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to have the amendment read be- 
fore it is agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the amendment increas- 
ing the number of battalions of the Porto Rico Provisional In- 
fantry from two to three. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to say a word or two on that. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Virginia 
wants to discuss that matter I will adhere to my original motion 
and not withdraw it. 

It is not very material whether you have three battalions or two. 
That is only a question of expense; but, Mr. President, there is 
something in this question beyond that. I find in this bill a pro- 
vision for a force in Porto Rico, and on page 23 I find this lan- 
guage: 


The amendment will then be 


PHILIPPINE SCOUTS. 

Pay officers of the line: Fifty first lieutenants, $80,000. 

Fifty second lieutenants, $75,000. 

Noncommissioned officers and privates, fifty companies, $496,440, 

Or something over a half million dollars for the Philippine army. 
I do not know how many men there are in that army, but I have 
been told that in round numbers there are about 5,000. I willask 
the acting chairman of the committee if he can tell me how many 
natives are employed in the Philippine Scouts—I do not mean in 


| our Army? 


Mr. PROCTOR. Inthe Philippineconstabulary, Mr. President, 
there are fifty first lieutenants, fifty second lieutenants, and some- 
thing near 5,000 men—short of that number, but approaching it; 
between 4,500 and 5,000 men. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it can not be demonstrated by 
anybody here or anywhere else that there is any necessity what- 
ever for an army of this kind on the island of Porto Rico. | 
therefore infer that it is the policy now to create a provincial 
army of the natives of our various dependencies, or whatever we 
are going tocall them. For two years we have had two bat- 
talions in Porto Rico,and now we must have three battalions. 
At the next session we shall want five battalions or six battalions, 
and the same argument can be used then for 10,000 men on the 
island that has been used for the thousand or twelve hundred 
men for which this bill provides. 

One Senator will have it that it is to attach by army relations 
the people of Porto Rico to the United States; another will say 
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that it is a great educator. 
BaYS: 
s you doubtless know, there is a provisional regiment of native Porto 
ticans here in the island, which was established several years since. The 
reziment has done a great deal in the general educational work which has 
been accomplished. It has taught the men habits of discipline, self-control, 
and self-respect. I shouid be very sorry to see it disbanded, because of its 
usefulness in the way I have just spoken of. 

Is that the purpose of this Government? Is it the business of a 
government to put men into the army, te take them out of the 
useful pursuits of life, to take them in their youth, and put them 
in the army, and give as an excuse that it teaches them self-con- 
trol? I suppose you might as well say also that it teaches them 
to stand erect or it teaches them how to handle arms. All that 
may be useful; but it is an absolutely new suggestion that the 
people of the United States are to be taxed for that purpose. 

That is not all. It is not a question of taxation entirely. It is 
a question of whether it is to be the policy of this Government in 
the future not to depend upon the people of the United States 
th mselves to maintain order and law; but that there must be an 
efficient army, not because anybody can say there is a pressing 
necessity for it, but because something may happen in the future 
when they will be needed. 

Five thousand men in the Philippines in addition to the soldiers 
of the United States Army already there may be necessary. I do 
not know about that. I do not pretend that it is not. I do not 
know but that it is necessary; but why should it be necessary? 
How it can be necessary after the statement made on this floor 
avain and again during this session of Congress that peace pre- 
vails in all parts of the Philippine Islands, if it is not the policy of 
this Government to run the Government in the future by the force 
of an army, first in the dependencies, and later that it shall come 
to be the rnle here? 

Mr. President, I do not intend to go into any discussion to keep 
the enate from acting upon this proposition, as I know they will 
act favorably, because it is the policy of the Government, the 
policy of the Administration. It is the policy of the Government 
becanse the Administration has got control of the Government. 
[ myself distinguish between “ the Administration’’ and ‘the 
Government.’’ I regard the President and his associates in ex- 
ecutive power as the Administration; I regard Congress, the Ex- 
ecutive, and the judiciary as the Government. 

To-day the Government of the United States is being organized 
and conducted on the theory of force and upon the theory that 
the people, individually and collectively, are not fit to carry on 
this Government. You willsomeday be depending upon an army 
here, as you are depending upon it in the Philippine Islands and 
as you are depending upon it in Porto Rico, and the excuse will 
be, first, because it will teach young men how to stand straight, 
teach them how to walk erect, teach them how to keep a uniform 
step, and then it will give them a dignity, Mr. President, such as 
you are trying to put upon the people of Porto Rico—-a military 
dignity. 

{ have seen enough of such things since I have been in public 
life. I know the American Army is as good an army as the world 
has ever seen; yet I know that in army circles there is not any 
virtue practically except that which is exhibited in time of war. 

1 do not expect, Mr. President, that any Senator will give any 
better reasons why we should have a regiment down there than 
have been given, because there can be no other reasons. We 
have exhausted the wisdom of the Senators who have investigated 
this matter. They have told us everything that they thought 
would tend to mitigate and remove the objections we make to it. 
I submit that at no other time in the history of this Government 
has any such reason been considered sufficient for the maintenance 
of an army. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course, there has not been any time in the 
nistory of this country, until within the last few years, when this 
question could arise so far as Porto Rico is concerned. 

Mr. TELLER. No; of course not. 

Mr. SPOONER. And therefore the question is unique, sui 
generis, inasense. But, really, does the Senator from Colorado 
think that it needs much argument or discussion in detail to dem- 
onstrate the propriety and the necessity or the wisdom of main- 
taining this force of two battalionsin Porto Rico? I do not know 
whether or not the additional battalion is necessary. Porto Rico 
is 1.200 miles from the United States; it has a population of a 
million people; it is a population which has been no part of us or 
ourassociations. They areadifferentracefrom ours. Theisland 
is governed by us not after the full fashion of an organized Terri- 
tory. Does not the Senator think that as a Government we are 
responsible for the maintenance of order in Porto Rico; and does 
he really think that it is extravagant or unreasonable or unwise, 
or indicative of the descent of this Government from a govern- 
ment of the people to oneof military tyranny, that there shoul4e* 


I notice the governor of the island 
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organized a couple of battalions of Porto Ricans there, officered by 
American officers? ; 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator wants a direct answer, I will say 
yes, I do. I think—— ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Think what? 

— TELLER. I think it is unwise and un-American, and al! 
at. 

Mr. SPOONER. Porto Rico is not so much American as some 
other parts of the United States. It is new to us; it is not in- 
ar by our sort of people, but a pretty hot-blooded Spanis): 
people. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; but not more so than we are perhaps. 

Mr. SPOONER. Are we not responsible for order there? 

Mr. TELLER. I think we are. 

Mr. SPOONER. Should we not maintain some sort of forc 
there in Porto Rico? 

Mr. TELLER. I think we should; but I should like to say to 
the Senator that I have not believed that a Government like ours 
should depend upon a military force to maintain order until th: 
necessity for it was apparent. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does not that depend upon circumstances? 
Mr. TELLER. No, Mr. President, I will not say it depen 
upon circumstances, because I know the Senator will say there 

are circumstances that might happen. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator would not expect us to keep 
order in the Philippines among 7,000,000 people with policemen 

Mr. TELLER. But you have said that you had been doing it. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; we have not said that. 

Mr. TELLER. I have heard that said repeatedly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I said that we had cut that force down from 


70 000. 
Mr. TELLER. That was in time of war, when 70,000 were 


ere. 

Mr.SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. It was that force that changed conditions ther» 
from a time of war to a time of peace. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is there any recommendation on this subjc: 
from the Secretary of War, or does the provision come from t!) 
committee? Has any reason been assigned why we should in 
crease the military force? 

Mr. SPOONER. That is another proposition. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iunderstand it is, but has it been recommen: 
by the Secretary of War? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know whether this increase has be 
recommended by the Secretary of War or not. 

Mr. DANIEL. Where does itcome from? Is it the spontancou 
suggestion of the committee? 

Mr. TELLER. I guess it is. 

Mr. DANIEL. What is its source or origin? 

Mr. TELLER. I guess it is a spontaneous movement. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The late Secretary of War, Mr. Root. propos! 
to make the Porto Rican Regiment a part of the Regular Army. 
doing away with the Thirtieth Regiment of Infantry, or parts 
two or three regiments. It did not seem to the committee wis: 
to adopt that at this time and to make it a full and regular rey 


ment. 

Mr.TELLER. In answerto the Senator from Wisconsin, I wil! 
say that we are responsible for order on the island. Up to this 
time there has not been any trouble there at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; there has been some tronble. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
in order to answer the inquiry of the Senator from Virginia? He 
desired to know whether this originated with the committee. | 
am a member of the committee, but not a member of the sub- 
committee who framed the amendment: but I know, independ- 
ently of what may have occurred with the subcommittee which 
framed the amendment, that the idea did not originate with the 
committee. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Not at all. 

Mr. FORAKER,. At least, it did not unless the committee had 
information I did not share. We were appealed to by the gov- 
ernor of Porto Rico and others to make this a full regiment. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; by these letters. 

Mr. FORAKER,. They thought it would be more satisfactory 
to have a full regiment. Ifthe Senator from Virginia will give 
me his attention, I am sure he will agree with me in what | am 
just about to say. The feeling was that a full regiment there 
would not be too large a military force for that island, situate: 
as it is, distant from us, with a million people, and I think I can 
appeal to the Senator’s own experience when I say that it isa 
great deal more satisfactory to men connected with a military 
organization to have a full organization. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator please tell me what is the use 
of a of them? We have cleared away all the momentary 
troubles incident toa change of government. Nobody is going to 
“stack Porto Rico without making war on the United States. 
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Mr. FORAKER. It is a period of profound peace in Porto 
Rico, as it is a period of profound peace in the United States; 
but nobody would think of abolishing the Regular Army in the 
United States. 

Mr. DANIEL. Not atall, but this is not the Regular Army. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is notthe Regular Army, but it is the reg- 
nlar army for Porto Rico, so far as we have any. 

Mr. DANIEL. What have they to do, except to parade occa- 
sionally? 

Mr. FORAKER. Why not abolish the National Guard, as is 
suggested to me by the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. DANIEL. The National Guard are not paid regularly 
and enrolled in the service and officered, as these are. 

Mr. FORAKER. No, they are not paid regularly; but the 
Senator will agree that if we have any organization in Porto 
Rico, it should be such an organization as this—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not see it. 

Mr. FORAKER. And should be officered as this is, and should 
be regularly enrolled and subject to discipline. 

Mr. DANIEL. They are getting pay every day. 

Mr. FORAKER. Every day. It is a regiment, and it is for 
use in Porto Rico or elsewhere in the service of the United States, 
and ean be sent out of Porto Rico if there should be any need for 
sending it anywhere. 

Mr. DANIEL. If we need any more soldiers, it is all right. 

Mr. FORAKER,. I donot know whether we will ever need any 
more or not. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope we will not. 

Mr. FORAKER. But I think wecan afford a full regiment for 
a million people, who support themselves in every other respect. 

Mr. TELLER. Wecan afford anything we take a notion to do 
when it comes to the question of money. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. The question is whether we should abandon 
that fundamental principle of this country, that the army is not 
to keep peace in this country, but the people. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is not—— 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator will allow me to get through? 

Mr. FORAKER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. TELLER. That the Army is for war and not for peace. 
You have in the statutes a provision of law that you shall not use 
the Army of the United States as a posse comitatus, except where 
there is a positive provision of law to that effect. I recall very 
well when every man on this side of the Chamber voted for that 
law, and four men on the other side, and made it the law, and I 
was one of the fourmen. Iwasthenof the opinion, as I am now, 
Mr. President, that you must depend upon the people of the 
country for the maintenance of law, and if you can not depend 
upon the people of Porto Rico for that purpose, they being at 
least a civilized community, then we have made a mistake in hay- 
ing anything to do with them. 

Mr. President, there is not any reason for having a regiment in 
Porto Rico any more than there is for having one in the city of 
Washington—not a particle—or in any rural district in the State 


of New York or Vermont. The Senator says the Porto Ricans 
are hot-blooded. In the long period of Spanish domination the 


Porto Ricans were always faithful to the Spanish Crown, and | 
there is no instance in modern times at least of any trouble down | 


there. There are not any signs of it; and that is not what the 
army is there for. Itis there because it is to be the policy of this 
Government, under the present Administration and with the 
present ideas of the Executive and those who control it, that you 
are to have a great army to terrorize the people. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator wait a moment? Let the ex- 
ecutive officers of Porto Rico call upon the Porto Ricans, and 
build up a constabulary there, if you want, with sheriffs and 
deputy sheriffs and policemen, if necessary, and officers of that 
kind. Now I will hear what the Senator from Ohio wants to say. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator has two or three times in the 
course of his remarks charged, or he talks as though he meant to 
charge, that it is a part of the policy of the present Administra- 
tion (and he tells us that he distinguishes the ‘‘ Administration ”’ 
from the ‘*‘ Government,” and by “Administration ’”’ homeans the 
President and those associated with him in administering the 
affairs of our Government) to try to build up an army for some 
improper purpose. I wish to say to the Senator, if it will relieve 
his mind any in that respect, that the President had nothing what- 
ever to do, not even to the extent of having knowledge about it, 
with this amendment toincrease this force. I am sure he did not 
have any knowledge of it, unless he learned it through the news- 
papers or in some accidental way. Nobody conferred with him. 
He made no request about it. He has not been consulted about 
it. He gave no advice about it. I can see no harm in having a 
regimentin Porto Rico, when all the Porto Ricans without excep- 
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tion, so far as we have heard from them, are petitioning us to 
give them this very thing. 

They do not seem to have any fear of being tyrannized over or 
terrorized or of being oppressed or denied liberties. 

As to the Philippines, if the Senator will bear with me fora 
word—— 

Mr. TELLER. I would rather the Senator would permit me to 
complete my remarks, and then he can reply if he wishes to. I 
do not think this is quite a fair way to proceed. 

Mr. FORAKER. Justa word. 

Mr. TELLER. I thonght the Senator wanted to make an ex- 
planation. I see now he wants to make an argument. Let him 
wait until I get through. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to say only one word, and then I will 
be done with it. 

Mr. TELLER. Go ahead. 

Mr. FORAKER. Five thousand native troops in the Philip- 
pines, where there are 10,000,000 people, where the conditions are 
of the character we are all familiar with, do not seem to me to 
constitute a very dangerous military establishment to maintain 
there. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator says all the people of Porto Rico 
want this. He has read one letter from a Porto Rican. He may 
have more. He has read a letter from the governor, who is not a 
Porto Rican, but who was a Montana man, [think, when he went 
to the island. Ihave forgotten, but Ithimk that is the fact. The 
> I 
a Spaniard, who says they want a full regiment there; want 
them to live there and die there,and all that kind of nonsense. 
Nobody has taken the opinion of the Porto Ricans, and if all the 
Porto Ricans should send up hereand say, ‘‘ We wantaregiment,”’ 
is it incumbent wpon us to respond and say, ‘*‘ Well, if yon want 
it, you must have it?” Ido not know what their relation is to 
the General Government. Iknowif the people of some State 
said they wanted a regiment they would not get it merely be- 
cause they wanted it. Is that enough? 

We have an army forsome purposes and some use. We expect 
it will be used for some purpose if conditions arise that call for it 
If it is to be used as a constabulary, I say that is an un-American 





system. If it is not to be soused, there is not any use for it at 
all, and if it is to be used for a constabulary, that is worse than 
the excuse that it is there for an educational purpose or the other 
reasons that were given, which, if I may say it without being of- 
fensive, I should say were utterly absurd and ridiculous. Ih 
nobody will apply that to any statement which he made, bu 


does strike me that when we are told that we must have a 
regiment there because somebody wants it, whether all « 
people or a few—and that is the excuse, and the only excuse—that 
it is trifling with the legislation of this country. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. 

Mr. DANTEL. Mr. President, I shall vote for thg amendment 
offered by the Senator from Colorado, If there was any propos 
tion here to abolish that irreeular—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider was 
withdrawn by the Senator from Colorado, and the amendment 
was declared agreed to. Does the Senator wish 
question? 

Mr. DANIEL. It was declared to be agreed to by the Ser 
without the question having been formally put. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator desire it to 
be still open? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, I should like to have that done. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is still open. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, it looks to me as if some one 


1- 


it to be an open 


4u 4b 


o 


Rico to find a place to spend money; and notwithstanding the 
debate on this subject has been participated in by a nm : 


gentlemen, not one of them has suggested any use for this regi 
ment. A bishop has said it is of great educational value for 
the young menin it and that it gave pride. There doesnot appear 


to be the slightest use for these battalions in Porto Rico, ex 
to parade occasionally. The regiment dces not go onto any corps 
of the United States. The battalions are not sent here or t! 
as they may be needed. The little frictions which always o 


in a change of government passed away from Porto Rico. The 
Porto Ricans have acccepted the changes with remarkably good 
temper, and the island is getting along well. Ni ial of t 


Administration has recommended this. 

The Senator from Vermont says Mr. Root made some remark, 
I believe, about having a full and regular regiment in Porto Rico. 
It does not seem to have been of sufficient importance for the 
Administration to make any recommendation upon the subject 
The sole effect of having a new battalion of Porto Rican troops 
will be to have a few more young men in Porto Rico driiled for a 
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little while in a military organization by American officers. It 
looks to me rather like toying with a great subject for the Senate 
of the United States to invent a new battalion in Porto Rico, 
adding them to the military roll without any very serious plan 
about the matter. 

It encumbers this bill with new legislation upon a subject 
which has been offered in no other form. It gives, in a time of 
profound peace, a prominence to the military idea totally uncon- 
congenial to the subject-matter and foreign to the objects and 
purposes of this measure. 

Mr. CARMACK. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 
this bill, having reference to another part of the measure, if any 
provision has been made in the bill for increasing the Engineer 
Corps of the Army? 

Mr. PROCTOR. No provision has been made for increasing 
the Engineer Corps. 

Mr. CARMACK. . We are spending money to maintain a regi- 
ment of soldiers in Porto Rico, where it seems tome there is abso- 
lutely no necessity for it at all, when the excuse is given for the 
failure to expend money for the improvement of rivers and har- 
bors and to complete projected improvements in thiscountry that 
the Engineer Corps has been so greatly diminished 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ought to have added, perhaps, that a bill 
was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs yesterday 
morning making a considerable increase in the Engineer Corps, 
making a slight change in the rank, and adding three or four 
more officers than they asked for. 

Mr. CARMACK, Why is not that put on this bill? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Because it would be subject to a point of 
order. There were increases of other corps asked for. We did 
not think it was the proper duty of the committee, at least, to do 
it. If the Senate choose to make any increase in the Engineer 
Corps, the committee, I presume, would not object to such an 
increase. 

Mr. CARMACK. I would ask the Senator if this legislation is 
not subject to the point of order? 

Mr. PROCTOR. This Porto Rican legislation? 

Mr. CARMACK, Yes. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It isnot, Iam very sure. The full regiment 
of three battalions is authorized by law. This provision simply 
says how they shall be organized. It is not new legislation, be- 
cause the act of February 2, 1901, provides for a Porto Rican 
regiment, which means three battalions. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In answer to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Tennessee, I will state that I contemplate, as soon as the 
amendments offered by the committee are disposed of, to offer an 
amendment to the bill increasing the Engineer Corps. On yester- 
day I asked if such an amendment was in order and was informed 
that it was not until the committee amendments were disposed of, 
which I am awaiting now, in order to offer the amendment. 

Mr. CARMACK. I hope the Senator will offer it. We shall 
have no river and harbor bill at this session of Congress. and the 
reason why, it is said, is that we had about $40,000,000 of the last 
appropriation that was left, because they could not spend the 
money, and they could not spend the money because they did not 
have the engineers to do the work. Army engineers have been 
drawn away to the Philippines and other of our possessions, so 
that they are not able to attend to the business of the United 
States and to improve the avenues of internal commerce in the 
United States, and we must have an increased appropriation for 
army engineers in order to carry out this work. 

I wish to emphasize what the Senator from Colorado said. 
There is absolutely no necessity in the world for any soldiers in 
Porto Rico. The Senator from Wisconsin said the Portc Ricans 
are a hot-blooded people. They have never demonstrated that 
fact. They were peaceable under Spain and they have been peace- 
able under the United States. They were not in the insurrection 
against Spain. They gavenotrouble to Spain. They were peace- 
able and law-abiding under the Spanish Government, and they 
changed from the Spanish Government to that of the United States, 
not with enthusiasm, but with apparent indifference. They seem 
willing to take anything that comes along in the way of a gov- 
ernment. I do not think there is very much patriotism in it, but 
thereis not very much danger in it, and we do not need any regi- 
ment there. 

I think it is unfortunate, Mr. President, that the Senator should 
have suggested in the very same breath in which it was argued 
that we ought to keep a number of soldiers there as a matter of 
education and a matter of pride to the Porto Ricans—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say that. 

Mr. CARMACK. No; the Senator from Wisconsin did not 
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suggest that, but he made his suggestion in the very same breath 
that it was made. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. It was my breath and nobody else’s. 

Mr. CARMACK, Iam trying to draw a distinction between 
two breaths. 

The Senator from Ohio said that we ought to keep this regiment 
there as a means of identifying the people of Porto Rico with the 
people of the United States. The Senator from Wisconsin argues 
that we must maintain them there in order to keep the people of 
Porto Rico suppressed, because they are a hot-blooded people. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understood the Senator from Ohio to men- 
tion that as an incidental advantage. 

Mr. CARMACK, It is the only thing he mentioned. 

Mr. SPOONER. I had covered the other part. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iwill get upa joint debate between the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Ohio. 

We are keeping soldiers in the Philippines for the very plain 
and frank reason of holding the people in subjection. They are 
not kept there for ordinary police work. They are kept there be- 
cause the people of the Philippines hate the United States and 
the Government of the United States and the people of the United 
States, and we are compelled to keep soldiers there to hold them 
in subjection. If the soldiers were taken away, they would rise 
in insurrection and have a rebellion. We knowit. There is no 
such reason for keeping soldiers in Porto Rico. They do not care 
a cent whether they are under the dominion of the United States 
of America or under the dominion of Spain. A great many of 
them do not know now, perhaps, that they are not under the do- 
minion of Spain, and if they do know it they do not care. It isa 
matter of indifference to them. 

The Senator says that the late Secretary Root recommended 
this. Iam not surprised that that distinguished lawyer should 
recommend it, a gentleman who on his way to honorable retire- 
ment was accompanied by regiments of soldiers, with flags flying 
and horns blowing and drums beating—a great military display. 
They saw him go into his honored retirement, and another like 
demonstration was made to welcome the incoming Secretary o! 
War. Weare getting into the military business and the business 
of military display; and that is all this sort of thing means. We 
are trying to make this a military government, just like we have 
a military Administration and a military President. The whole 
Government must be permeated with militarism and military 
ideas, and I understand there is now under consideration a pro- 
gramme providing that whenevera diplomat arrives here—it was 
gotten up too late for Bunau-Varilla—he is to be received with a 
great military display. Iam sorry that we did not have it ready 
for Bunau-Varilla, as I should like to have commanded the regi- 


ment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the amendment to the amendment? 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment as amended? 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is that the main amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The main amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. I raise the point of order that it was not moved 
by direction of a standing committee, and that it was noi, for at 
least one day before it was considered, referred to the Committes 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. SPOONER. What was the amendment just declared 
adopted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Porto Rican amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. That has just been declared adopted? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Striking out ‘‘two’’ and in 
serting ‘‘ three.”’ 

Mr. DANIEL. That carried. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was carried. 

Mr. SPOONER. That was carried. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the statement of the 
Senator from Vermont that there is a law which provides for 
— battalions in Porto Rico, the Chair overrules the point of 
order, 

Mr. PROCTOR. It provides for a regiment. It is the act of 
February 2, 1901. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think the battalion organization belongs to 
the Regular Army of the United States and the National Guard, 
and this is neither. Therefore I do not think it can be construed 
that existing law requires three battalions in this irregular Porto 
Rican regiment. I have not read the law on that subject to see. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The three-battalion organization has been 
adopted by law for Government troops and for all volunteer 
troops, and all the States so far are conforming to it. , 

Mr. DANIEL. That may be; but this is a matter sui generis. 
It standsall by itself. It is an arrangement for a temporary mili- 
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tary organization in the island of Porto Rico. 
ber what act it was that provided—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the Senator will allow me, I will read a 
sentence from the act. I read the beginning of section 37 of the 
act of February 2, 1901: 

That the President i is authorized to organize and maintain one provisional 
regiment of not exceeding three battalions of infantry. 

Mr. DANIEL. This shows that three battalions of infantry 
were authorized for this regiment. It also shows that the Presi- 
dent and, as we would infer, the War Department have never 
thought it desirable to have three battalions there or they would 
have organized them. And the Senate in this proposition is try- 

ing to force an increase in the military establishment in Porto 
Rico, when the present Administration has declined under the 
authority given in that act to put it there, showing that it is en- 
tirely useless and not within the purview or contemplation of the 
President of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ate agree to the amendment? 

Mr. MONEY. Before the vote is taken, I should like to ask a 
question. I simply desire to inquire of the acting chairman of 
the committee what he construes the word ‘‘ provisional’? to 
mean in the act which authorizes a regiment of three battalions? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The regiment was organized on the basis of 
volunteer regiments. The word is to distinguish it from regu- 
lars. That is the whole force of it. 

Mr. MONEY. Is that all the difference the Senator can see? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The officers are not made permanent. They 
are not officers of the Regular Army, except those detailed from 
the Regular Army 

Mr. MONEY. Tome the word “ provisional’ in such a con- 
nection as this means a temporary arrangement, a temporary 
regiment, and the occasion has gone by when it may be con- 
sidered in force under thatact. Itseems that nobody took care to 
provide for this arrangement at the time it was created. That 
time has gone by, and now it is proposed to have this regiment 
increased by one battalion. I do not know whether it is pro- 
visional, according to the law, or whether it is to be permanent. 
If itis provisional, there is no use for it at this time. If it is to 
last only a year or two, there is no particular point in its being 
maintained at its full strength. If it isto be permanent, then 
the amendment is subject to a point of order. 

Certainly it is too late to talk about a provisional regiment un- 
der a law of that sort. The occasion has gone by. It was then 
the apprehension, I presume, that there would be some sort of 
disturbance in the transfer of the sovereignty from one govern- 
ment to another, a change of flags; that a people who had been 
so long loyal to the yellow and red standard would find it difficult 
to adapt themselves readily to the changed circumstances of a 
new authority, and therefore it was provided in the law that we 
should have a provisional regiment. The executive department 
did not think it was necessary; the legislative department does 
not seem to have considered it at all; and now, after the time has 
gone by when it could have been considered, it is proposed to in- 
crease the regiment to its full strength. If it is permanent, then 
the amendment will be subject to a point of order; and if it is not 

rmanent, then it is absolutely useless after all these years. 

nless somebody will show that there is some necessity of some 
sort for organizing a new regiment, at great expense, we had 
better not do it. 

Ido not think, Mr. President, that the regiment would be of 
any use there, and I do not think it would be of any particular 
harm. It would be just an expense. Itisa great thing in all 
Spanish communities to have a brass band to play on the plazain 
the evening and let the people come there and enjoy the music. 
That is about all the use they have for it.- It would be the band. 
I do not suppose the people will care much about it except the 
display on civic occasions, when there will be a brass band and a 
flaunting of banners and the parade of soldiers. It is very grati- 
fying to a populace anywhere to see the march of soldiers, flags 
flying, and drums beating. That is about all they will want with 
it there, and it seems to me that it is about as useless an expendi- 
ture of public money as we can think of. 

I hope the amendment will not pass. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I am obliged to the Senator 
from Vermont for loaning me a copy of the statute under which 
this regiment was authorized. It provides: 

That the President is authorized to organize and maintain ore provisional 
regiment of not exceeding three battalions of infantry, for service in Porto 
Rico, the enlisted stren, thereof to be composed of natives of that island 
as far as practicable. The regiment shall be organized as to —_ as au- 
thorized for infantry regiments of the Regular Army. The rations,and 


clothing allowances to be authorized for the enlisted men s aii be fixed by 


— Secretary of War, and shall not exceed those authorized for the Re gular 
my. 


I do not remem- 
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It also provides that the regiment shall be continued in service 
until further directed by Congress, so that as it is a provisional 








regiment it is one that requires legislation by Congress to abol- 
ish it. 

A comparison of this statute with what was done—that is to 
say, the organization of a regiment of two battalions—shows that 
the President of the United States has regarded it as avery trivial 
matter, for while he was not only authorized but instructed by 
the statute that the regiment shall be organized as to numbers as 
authorized for infantry regiments of the Regular Army, he de- 
clined, and elected to so organize this regiment. It had b eeN SO 
unimportant, so inconspicuous, and so trivial a matter that even 
its organization has not been perfected according to its contem- 
plation. 

If it is in order to do so, Mr. President, I would offer as an 
amendment for the paragraph of the bill covered by the amend- 
ment of the committee and the appropriation, from line 10, on 
page 21, to line 2, on page 23, these words: 

That from and after the Ist day of July, 1904, the Porto Rico Provision: 


al 
Regiment of Infantry authorized by section 37 of the act entitled “‘An act to 


increase the efficiency of the perm anent military establishment of the United 
States,” approved February 2, 1901, shall be abolished. 


Thé PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21. beginning with line 10, strike out 
the bill down to and including line 2, on page 23, and substitute 
the following: 

That from and after the Ist day of July, 1904, the Porto Rico 
Regiment of Infantry authorized by section 37 of the act entitled ° 
increase theefficiency of the permanent military establishmen 
States,” approved February 2, 1901, shall be abolished. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I trust it is not necessary to say that that 
amendment ought not to be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agr 
the amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Virginia brings up this question in the proper form 
and compels a vote of the Senate upon the proposition as to 
whether we shall now enter permanently upon the policy in the 
insular possessions of the United States, to be followed by a simi- 
lar policy in the Territories, and perhaps by a similar policy in 
the States, of organizing a certain population into either a tem- 
porary or permanent addition to the Army of the United Stat 
differentiating it entirely from that Army. In other w 
whether we shall in these places, where the United States have 
exclusive jurisdiction, establish a new form of military organi: a- 
tion, to be officered by officers of the Regular Army of the Un d 


Prov ial 
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tof the United 
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States, but made up of the native population of the res] ective 
localities, in this case the native population of Porto Rico. 
We have heard very much said, Mr. President, in the discussion 


of questions for the last several years upon the progress of a sent ti- 
ment in this country amongst the people to a considerable ext: 
and in Congress to a much greater extent that is styl d nperial- 
ism.”’ I have never been afraid of that except through the indul- 
gence of Congress in a disposition that has been manifested foi 
many years to legislate here upon principles of absolutism—not 
imperialism, necessarily, but absolutism—that is to say, to take 
the control of all local affairs, as far as possible, out of the h: 
of the constituency, who otherwise might be or are a voting po} 
ulation and who through that agency are conducting civil 8 )Vern- 
ment in their own right and acc cording to their own choi 

I have voted uniformly for the expansion of the territory of the 
United States, whenever it has been presented in a legitimate 
form, in the Hawaiian Island sand the Philippine Is I inds. Iwas 
not here to vote upon the Alaskan treaty, but wou!d have voted 
for it if I had been here. I am willing to extend it further 
in a legitimate way, in conformity with the prin ipl our 
Government, of our Constitution more Pp articul: srl} as to in- 
clude a further expansion to cover the island of Cuba, . whi ‘+h from 

natural causes, from geographical situation, has, in the opinion 
of the wisest of our fathers, been dedicated to union with tl 
United States. 

In all these votes, Mr. President, I have been aware of the fact 
that an opportunity was afforded for the exercise of th e@ power 
of government in the absolute form to which I object. But 
have not supposed that the American Senate or the Americ 
Congress or Government, because it has bad an opportunity to 
abuse the powers of the Constitution, would necessarily do so. I 
have supposed that we could expand the area of this country 
without necessarily invading the principles of our own Govern- 
ment; that we could extend, through the agencies of our Govern- 
ment and our Constitution and laws, the blessings of American 
liberty to many people who ought to enjoy them, whether they 
desire them or whether they do not. 

But we have got to a point now, Mr. President, where a seri- 
ous departure is about to be made, and it is made in the military 
establishment of the United States, which of all others is the most 
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dangerous to the liberties of this country. That fact has been 
recognized from the foundations of the Government. It was 
recognized, when the principles which controlled the organiza- 
tion of the militia were incorporated in the Constitution of the 
United States, that the military control of this country, after all, 
must be left under the power of the civil administration and the 
civil laws. 

‘Ve have now got to a point where we are following the ex- 
ample of Great Britain in India in establishing an army of Sepoys. 
Great Britain found it necessary when she expanded and extended 
her commercial strength and power, together with her govern- 
mental] authority, over India to organize there an army of natives 
to be governed by British officers. They are called Sepoys, and 
they are for the purpose of controlling not merely the affairs of 
the British Government within the various territory of India 
within the reach of her imperial power, but also for the purpose 
of supplying deficiencies whenever they might occur in her army 
forces in respect of wars that were entirely foreign to the country 
where those people live. 

In thelast war with China, the ‘‘ Boxer war,’’ as we called-it, we 
noticed that regiments of Sepoys were sent into China by the 
British Government, she then having a use for all of her regular 
troops, perhaps, in her controversies and contests in South Africa. 
That was objected to by the military authorities of the world as 
being rather an invasion of a precedent, at which they took um- 
brage. The objection was based upon the idea that the Indian 
Sepoy is an inferior kind of man, a bloodthirsty creature, per- 
fectly under the control of his commanding officers, and so a 
dangerous instrument to use in a foreign invasion and in the ex- 
ercise of military power of any sort in a foreign country. 
been put up to Great Britain on various occasions that it would 


be entirely disreputable in a war between her and any civil power | 


that she should use the Sepoys. 

We are organizing now an army of Sepoys, commencing with 
a small beginning in Porto Rico. We began this under circum- 
stances that were at the time apparently and really, I think, 
legitimate. But those circumstances have passed entirely out of 
view. What were they? They were that the Porto Ricans, a 
million strong in population, had been always under the control 
of a captain-general of Spain, and that captain-general held them 
in obedience to the authority of Spain, not by the ties of civic 
power or the influence of civic virtues, but entirely through the 
military power. 

In the passage of that people from the condition in which we 
found them after we annexed Porto Rico from Spain under the 
treaty of Paris, it was necessary apparently and I believe it was 
actually necessary, that we should continue the use of military 
authority over the Porto Ricans, and instead of doing so by im- 
porting into Porto Rico our Regular Army we took volunteers 
and made a voluntary organization, making it, however, provi- 
sional, making it of three battalions as a limit, which the Presi- 
dent has only filled up so far with two battalions, and providing 
that it should be temporary. It was intended to pass out, and 
when that organization would disappear it would leave the true 
American principle in force in Porto Rico. Whatis that? The 
superiority of the civil power over the military. And those peo- 
ple would be in a position to recognize it. 

They are in a position now to recognize it, because there is little 
lawbreaking in Porto Rico and certainly none of a general turbu- 
lent or insurrectionary character. Those people seem tm have no 
idea of a general insurrection against the United States or against 
any authority whatever. Their drift and bent is toward a com- 
pliance with the laws that are over them, whether enacted by 
their local legislature or enacted by the Congress of the United 
States. They areadvancing in the cause of peace and civic virtue, 
and in correspondence with that idea, which is set forth so dis- 


tinctly in the act read by the Senator from Vermont, the act of | 


1902, we ought to observe and pursue that policy of withdrawing 
troops from Porto Rico instead of organizing an army there, 
though it may consist of but a single regiment at present, which 
is to become a permanent establishment. ~ 

Now, Mr. President, I have no way in my own knowledge of 
military affairs of describing the relations between this regiment 
in Porto Rico and one of the regular regiments of the United 
States Army. It looks to me like an appendage to the Army of 
the United States proper, which has had no place heretofore in 
our military system. Itis not of the nature of national guards 
or of the Regular Army. It is an entire matter—that is, sui 
generis—as said by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. In 


that sense it is an interposition of a new idea, a new thought, and | 
It is a de- | 


it is a dangerous one if it is voted by this Congress. . 
parture from the principles of the American Government. It is 
evident that it is not needed for any present or expected purpose 
of controlling the people of the island of Porto Rico. That is 
evident. 

It is said that some of the prominent families of Porto Rico 
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take some pride in having their sons enter this army and pass 
through a sort of graduating course in the army—like the chil- 
dren of all Frenchmen have to pass through under the provisions 
of law that exist there, and to some extent in Germany—and that 
it gives them a sort of distinction amongst the people. Now, if 
that is to be one of the effects of it, itis deleteriousif not disastrous. 
It will not do for us to put insignia upon individuals mustered 
into the service of the United States which, after they have passed 
out of the service. give them social position and influence in the 
country. That is neither the republican nor the democratic 
idea, nor is it the proper idea of civil rule, which enforce upon all 
of us, when we respect those views, proper political equality, a 
man to be left with the influence of his character and whatever 
else he possesses to commend him to his people, instead of some 
mark of advantage or some mark of segregation put upon him 
through the influence or through the favoritism of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

We do not want to build up a class of that sort of people in 
Porto Rico. We want to teach them other doctrines. After a 
while they will get to respect no person whatever except those 
who have belonged to the army. The military spirit of govern- 
ment will assert itself there against civic rule. That is a spirit 
we are encouraging now without any necessity whatever. 

Some gentleman referred to the fact that it would be necessary 
perhaps, or at least convenient, to have these people carried into 
a regiment, fifteen hundred strong, I suppose it will be, for the 
purpose of using them in the isthmian zone, where we are about 
to construct a canal. 

Mr. President, after the remarks of the honorable junior Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLEs], that if our soldiers were sent 
there they would die like flies, 1 am moved to some feeling of 
compassion toward those people in Porto Rico, that we shall not, 
under the bait and temptation of an enlistment in the Army, 
They are not im- 
munes, so far as we know; they are just as liable to the disasters 
of that climate as anyone else. 

Now, if you want a regiment, and you will need more than a 
regiment to take care of affairs in the canal zone in the Isthmus, 
and if you want immunes, organize your regiment; do it under 
this bill or on any other measure thatis proper, and get the enlist- 
ments from the men who are immune, who live there, and do not 
float them in from Porto Rico. You can trust a man who lives 
in Panama just as well,if he is a Spaniard or the descendant of a 
Spaniard, as you can trust the descendant of the same blood in 
Porto Rico. In one place the Spaniard is as reliable as he is in 
the other. 

My own judgment is that whenever we organize for that special 
service or with a view to special service any particular corps of 
men we had better have a pretty strong guard of Americans sta- 
tioned around them to prevent them from doing what they did at 
the time of the establishment of the Republic of Panama—for a 
few dollars of bounty desert their colors and go off to the other 
side. I would not really, for the safety of that Isthmus, have any 
set of men enlisted either in Panama or Porto Rico. It will take 
the best men we have got to take care of affairs down there, and 
a good many of them. We have got to be providing so that they 
shall be prepared to gothere. Orders were issued for the Third 
Regiment of United States troops to go down to Panama. and 
after a few days’ consideration they were recalled, what for nobody 
knows. Their places must be supplied by somebody. Somebody 
must go there to take care of our affairs. Wecan not leave them 
without military guard for one single moment, either against the 
local population or against Colombia. We have got to have the 
guard and have them there continuously and at once. 

Now, why the Third Regiment was not sent there I do not know, 
unless it was that they might fall victim to this plague, which the 
Senator from Wisconsin described so graphically when he said if 
our soldiers went there they might die like flies. 

If we have got to facethat, Mr. President, let us do it like men, 
and let us do it at once. When we assume responsibility in view 
of the American people and of such vast importance as that, do 
not let us shrink from it. Do not let us dodge around and try to 
organize a Porto Rican regiment to go down there and take the 
place of our own soldiers. Let us move up to the front and take 
charge of the subject like men ought to do, and build that canal, 
and while we are building it protect it with our Army. 

I arose only for the purpose of entering my protest, while I 
favor the amendment of the Senator from Virginia, against this 
new departure in American military policy which establishes in 
any of our insular possessions an army of a peculiar character 
based upon enlistments of the people there. ~ 

Let us have all parts of this country subject to the same mili- 
tary control, or if any of the Territories need a special military 
police guard, or whatever you may choose to call it, let it be organ- 
ized, sustained, supported, and commanded as is required to be 
done in respect to the militia under the Constitution of the Unite? 
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States. We have got a militia; we have got laws to organize the 
militia as a State guard; we have got a Regular Army, and that 
is provision enough to cover the whole case. Now, to establish 
an army of Sepoys, beginning in Porto Rico, and after a while 
extending to the other islands and then after a while to the Ter- 
ritories and after a while to the negroes of the South, I object to. 
I know where it is going to land us; and I arose, Mr. President, 
although I am not in condition to speak, to enter my protest 
against any such legislation. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I rise simply to set the com- 
mittee right. I judge from the discussion which has taken place 
here that we have been challenged as to our motives; that we are 
no longer patriotic citizens seeking to legislate for the general 
benefit, but that we have all of a sudden been inspired with a 
very dangerous military tendency, and that we are here advocat- 
ing some pernicious measure from some peculiar hidden motive 
to accomplish some unjust and unlawful purpose. 

Mr. President, I think I may say that if we had considered only 
the keeping of the peace in Porto Rico the committee would not 
have advised an additional battalion there. The reason they 
asked the Senate to enlarge this regiment from two to three 
battalions was this: We knew, as the learned Senator from Ala- 


bama [Mr. MorGAN] well said, that when we begin operation on | 
That isa | 


the Isthmus of Panama we must have soldiers there. 
concession which he makes and which every intelligent man 
understands. He says he would not leave the Isthmus for a day 
without trained soldiers there. So say the committee. 

The committee are in accord with the distinguished Senator 
from Alabama. We went a step farther, however, and said that 
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if we are going to send soldiers down there to do what amounts | 


to constabulary duty, we had better in the first place have some 
soldiers who understand the language of that country. Does my 
distinguished friend from Alabama see any advantage in that, 
the people of the Isthmus being Spanish? 

Mr. MORGAN. If my friend will allow me, I will say that I 
see a great disadvantage in it, because if they do not understand 
the language there will not be any conspiracy between our sol- 
diers and the people. 

Mr. QUARLES. Well, lam not tinged with that all-pervad- 


| tion? 
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Another thing, Mr. President. A great deal has been said about 
who are and who are not immune. The committee did not expect 
that this battalion of Porto Ricans could be sent to Panama with 
shovels and picks to excavate that soil and escape the fever that 
is said to be created from the upturning of that soil. These 
troops are to be sent down there for an entirely different purpose. 
They will be encamped on the highest ground. We have pro- 
vided for barracks wherein they will be sheltered. 

The committee thought—and I submit to the Senate whether 
it be not perfectly correet—that a tropical people, a people inured 
to the heat of the climate and the sun, could maintain themselves 
in that latitude better than the Third Regiment, which has been 
encamped this winter in a zero climate. Is not that a sensible 


| proposition? 


Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkrys inthe chair). Does 
the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I ask the question not by way of argument, but 
for information. I understand the suggestion of the learned and 
honorable Senator is that the real purpose is to provide troops 
that can be sent to the Isthmus of Panama? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. This provision in the present bill is one amenda- 
tory of the act of 1901, as I understand? 

Mr. QUARLES. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. In which act authority is given to the President 
to organize this regiment? 

Mr. QUARLES. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Now, the point that I desire to call to the atten- 


| tion of the Senator is—it may have been mentioned by others 
| while I have been temporarily absent from the Chamber—that 


ing jaundice of suspicion that leads me to doubt, in the first place, | 


without any evidence whatever, the justice of any class of people; 


and when my friend intimates that there is anything in the his- | 


tory of this Porto Rican regiment to sustain such a suspicion as 
he has thrown out here, I simply say I have never heard of such 
evidence and never before heard any such suggestion. 

Mr. MORGAN rose. 

Mr. QUARLES. 
me @ moment, the record of that provisional regiment in Porto 
Rico is all that could be asked of any troops in the uniform of the 
United States. They are well drilled; they are manly; they are 
strong; they are proud; and, so far as I know, their record is sec- 
ond to none. Now, if the Senator has any ground to intimate a 
suspicion against that force, it is the first time I have heard it in- 
timated from any source. 

Mr. MORGAN. They are not suspicions or intimations at all, 
but facts well known to the Senate that attended the construc- 
tion and birth of the Republic of Panama. when one regiment, 
or a large part of a regiment, of Spaniards deserted their fellows 
for pay and went over to the insurrection, and another was 
bought off and sent home on a ship. 

Mr. QUARLES. How can my distinguished friend reconcile 
that statement with the suggestion he made here a few minutes 
ago, that we should go down there and take the very fellows 
whom he now describes and make a constabulary force out of 
them? That was the suggestion of the Senator made a moment 
since. 

Mr. MORGAN. I said if you were going to rely upon the na- 
tive population for your constabulary force, you had better go 
there and get those people and put white men in command of 
them. That is what I said. 

Mr. QUARLES. 
against those natives be accurate, his suggestion is certainly of 
very little value. I have this to say: From all the information 


that this committee can gather, this Government has not under | 


its flag to-day any organization more patriotic, any organization 
better drilled, any organization better qualified to go to Panama 
and discharge that duty than this Porto Rican regiment. 

There is another point. Isay that there is an advantage in hay- 
ing men there who understand the language of the country. That 
would seem to be self-evident. If you send down there the Third 
Regiment, they can not understand a word that anybody would 
say there; it would be all Greek to them; the whole thing would 
be a closed book. They are not familiar with the traditions or 
the habits of those people. Is there not a manifest advantage in 


the original act authorized the organization of this regiment spe- 
cifically for service in Porto Rico. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ifthe Senator from Wisconsin will allow me, 
I will say that act was repealed a year ago. 

Mr. QUARLES. Yes; that has been all fixed by legislation. 

Mr. BACON. That has been amended. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That has been amended so that these troops 
are subject to service anywhere. 

Mr. BACON. I only wanted that information. 

Mr. QUARLES. What I wanted to say chiefly was that this 
committee is not asking for this increase, unless their policy be 
considered proper, that the two battalions. now well drilled, 


| should be taken and made some use of by the President. 
On the other hand, if the Senator will pardon 


Mr.DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me toask hima question? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. As the law now stands these battalions could 
be sent to Panama if the President desired to send them there? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly; and, as I tock occasion to say to 
the Senate the other day when the matter was up, we had the 
major of this regiment before the committee, and he stated that 
that regiment would be glad to go down there, that their feeling 
was that they wanted in some way to show their satisfaction and 
their pride in their country. and that if the country called upon 
them to go there they would go with the most cordial feelings of 
gratitude. 

if it be not thought proper to send them down there. the com- 
mittee does not recommend this increase. It was simply thatthe 
President should have these two well-drilled battalions to send 
down there and that this other battalion that we provide for 
should remain in Porto Rico to take its place. That is all. 

When anybody stands here and says in the Senate that people 


from the Tropics are not better qualified to go down there and 


| endure the heat of the sun than people from this northern lati- 


If the indictment which the Senator prefers | 


tude, I say it is nonsense. 
We are not talking about the kind of immunity of which the 


| Senator from Colorado | Mr. TELLER] has spoken, for we do not 


propose to subject these men to any such test. If we send them 
down there, it is simply to establish a constabulary force, not to 


| dig up the soil and get the fever which originates from that 


| 
| 


| 
| 


source. 

Mr. President, this much I thought I would say, and while I 
am on my feet I merely want to add one other word. My dis- 
tinguished friend from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], with his in- 
imitable sarcasm, speaks of one of these Porto Ricans strutting 
in auniform. That may seem very funny in the abstract, but, 
Mr. President. if we are going to civilize those people down there, 
the first thing we have got todo is to build up pride and self- 
respect in the individual. When aman stands up. feeling that 
he has some mission to perform in the world, as the distinguished 
Senator said, when he struts in his uniform, he is on the way to 
a higher grade of manhood, because you have established in nim 


having a corps of troops sent down there who know all those | that pride and that self-respect that lie at the foundation of 


things? It seemed so to the committee. 


character. 


~ 
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Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. Do I understand the Senator to say that the 
first step to be taken in the development of manhood is to teach 
aman to strut? [Laughter.] 

Mr. QUARLES. I tried to obviate that expression, which my 
distinguished friend used with such skill. I did not say ‘‘ strut.’’ 
I used the Senator’s expression. I say that when you have im- 
planted in the minds of those people a sense of pride and self- 
respect, you have laid the foundation for character and usefulness. 

Mr. President, the theory of the committee simply was that 
these two battalions were not too much to actin the place of a 
national guard. We are responsible, as has been:said here, for 
the order ofthat island. It is quite an extensive island. There 
are a ruillion people there. You can not get a million people of 
any kind under the sun who, left alone down there in thatisland, 
would not get up some kind of a disturbance. I grant that these 
people so far have indicated a most gentle temperament. I do 
not think they are a quarrelsome people; but human nature is the 
same the world over. If we should leave a million people on that 
island, situated as they are with reference to us and with regard 
to the responsibility that we owe to them to preserve peace with- 
out having some kind of a force there, we certainly would put 
ourselves in a position to be very much criticised. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, if wesend them 
down to the Isthmus to guard the canal zone, they will not have 
very much to do with preserving the peace in Porto Rico, will 
they? 

Mr. QUARLES. Perhaps I did not make myself understood 
and the fault may be mine, but I certainly tried to make the 
Senate understand that the theory of the committee was that 
when the two battalions were sent down—the two seasoned, 
trained battalions—to Panama, if the President should choose to 
send them there, we would still have this additional battalion 
left to keep the peace in the absence of any militia. With no 
regular troops there at all, except perhaps a single battery of field 
artillery, we would leave that additional battalion there to keep 
the peace while the other two battalions were away. 

This much, Mr. President, I think it fair to say to explain the 
attitude of the committee as against the criticisms which have 
been made here. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I ask whanimous consent to 
withdraw the amendment I offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent to withdraw his proposed amendment. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and the amendment is 
withdrawn. The question before the Senate is on agreeing to the 
committee amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. . 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is an amendment on page 10 which 
was passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the committee inserting the clause beginning in line 17 
on page 10. 

Mr. KEAN. What is the amendment, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. 
poses to insert 

Mr. PROCTOR. 
President. 

Mr. KEAN. Is 


On page 10, after line 16, the committee pro- 


The amendmert has been once read, Mr. 


there a point of order pending against that 
amevdment, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No point of order has been 
made. 

Mr. KEAN. Then, I make the point of order on the amend- 
ment that it is general legislation. 


Mr. PROCTOR. 
for a moment? 

Mr. KEAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not wish to make a speech on the amend- 
ment, but I may be allowed, perhaps, to tell a little story. 

In the first Administration of President Cleveland a committee 
was appointed, of which the present senior Senator from Missouri 
{Mr. CocKRELL] waschairman, to investigate the business meth- 
ods of the various Executive Departments. In that investigation 
he gave particular attention to the system in the War Department 
in answering questions from the Pension Bureau as to the status 
of soldiers. 

As all Senators know, there are two points to be established in 
reference to an application for a pension. One is the hospital rec- 
ord of the soldier—his medical record—and the other his service 
record. The hospital records of the Army were kept on books, 


Will the Senator withhold his point of order 
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ledger size usually, but not quite ledger thickness, being 1 or 2 
inchesthick. They were kept underall sorts of conditions; some, 
but a small minority of them, in regular hospitals, where they 
could be carefully kept; but the great majority of them in the 
field, in barns, in groves, and in places out of the line of fire. 
They were kept in pencil. There were great inaccuracies in the 
names so hastily put down. 

At the time of this investigation there was no way to settle the 
medical record of a soldier except to look through those books. 
It depended upon the man himself to state what hospital he was 
in, and then for the officers to examine the books of that hospital. 
In very many cases the man could not tell the name of the hos- 
pital. A severely wounded or very sick man could not remem- 
ber—I know of several such instances—the hospital he had been 
in. If it was a widow’s application, she would have very little 
knowledge of that fact. 

The report says there were 19,000—and my recollection is that 
there were 22,000—of those books. On the recommendation of 
the Senator from Missouri, the War Department called an officer 
here—Captain Ainsworth he was then—to take charge of this 
work, to bring order out of confusion, and to put those hospital 
records into such condition that the proper information could be 
obtained from them. 

Captain Ainsworth adopted the card-index system. That was 
in 1887 or 1888 perhaps. 

Mr. KEAN. TheSenator does not mean to say that he invented 
that system? 

Mr. PROCTOR. He adopted it. I did not say he invented it. 
I think, however, he was the first to adopt it and apply it to Goy- 
ernment purposes in the city of Washington. It met with very 
great opposition I am able to say from personal knowledge. 

The Senator from Missouri urged the incoming Secretary of 
War in Harrison’s Administration to apply the same principle to 
the service record. There were 400,000 muster rolls, as I remem- 
ber. They were made once in two months, six in a year, and if a 
soldier had served four years his name should appear on twenty- 
four muster rolls. 

The muster rolls were on large sheets folded several times; and 
in order to get.a soldier’s complete record it would be necessary 
to examine all those rolls. They had been unfolded and folded 
so many times and had become so worn by that process that it 
was impossible in the months of Apriland May, in 1889, of whic! 
Iam speaking, to have the windows open in the roomsin the War 
Department used by the clerks who were examining these rolls, for 
the pieces that were worn out would blow away, and so the 
windows had to be kept closed. <A large force of pasters was en- 
gaged to try to mend these rolls. 

The Senator from Missouri presented his ideas with his usual 
good sense and vigor. The Secretary of War adopted them, con- 
solidated fourteen divisions, and established the Record and 
Pension Division. 

At that time, in answering an application from the Pension 
Bureau, the War Department was over 40,000 cases behind, or 
three months intime. The Secretary urged with what mild force 
he could that it was customary in business houses to answer let- 
ters at least within three months. A good share of his corr 
spondence at that time consisted of letters from Members of Con 
gress, inclosing a blank circular from the Pension Bureau, whic! 
was sent by that Burean to applicants and to Congressmen whv 


| applied for information as to the status of any claim. The cir- 


cular read something like this: ‘‘ Your application has been re- 


' ceived and is awaiting evidence from the War Department.”’ 


The Secretary was besieged with letters. reading: ‘‘ We had this 
notice two or three months ago; why do we not have an answer? ”’ 

This consolidation was made and Captain Ainsworth was pu' 
in charge. Inside of three months, Mr. President—I think the 
order in question was issued in the month of September—but, at 
any rate, inside of three months, in 1889 the work of Captain 
Ainsworth’s office was all brought up to date, so that to every 
application received before 3 o’clock in the afternoon the answer 
went out that night, unless it. was a rare case involving some ex- 
ceptional condition. Answers to letters received after 3 o’cloc 
went out early the next day. A line of special messengers was 
established between the War Department.and the Pension Bureau, 
running every hour, in order to make prompt delivery. 

Even after the work was brought up to date those circulars were 
sent out, and quite a number of them were received at the War 
Department. several cases, when the request for the status of 
a claim came to the Pension Office, that Bureau sent out these cir- 
culars to the person making the inquiry sometimes a day or two 
before request was made.of the War Department for the informa- 
tion. Several such requests were collected in the War Depart- 
ment, when the Pension Commissioner was called in and asked if 
that circular had not outlived its usefulness. He admitted that 
it had,and no more of them were sent. Since that time there has 
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been no complaint, and the work has been kept right up to date. 
Mr. President, that is far the best piece of administrative work 
that I have had an opportunity to know of in Washington. 

I have heard the suggestion made that Captain Ainsworth was 
receiving very rapid advancement by legislation. It occurred to 
me to look at the Army Register in connection with the matter. 
From that I find that General Ainsworth came into the Army in 
1874 and was made a captain in 1879. So he has had thirty years’ 
service. At that time, 1879, Lieutenant-General Young, who has 
just retired, was a captain, and was not made a major until four 
years ago. General Chaffee, now Lieutenant-General, was a cap- 
tain at that time, and was not made a major until nine years 
afterwards. Major-General MacArthur, the senior major-gen- 
eral, was a captain in 1879, of the same rank as General Ains- 
worth, and was not made a major until ten years later. General 

3ates, second in rank in the list of major-generals, was also a cap- 
tain in 1879, and was not made a major until several years later. 

Major-General Wood was not in the Army until seven years 
later than that. General Randail was a captain at that time and 
for twelve years after. General Kobbé was alsoacaptain. Gen. 
Franklin Bell was a second lieutenant. General Baldwin was 
made a captain in that year. General Wint was also a captain, 
and Gen. Jesse M. Lee was made a captain in that year, 1879. 
General Carter was made a first lieutenantin that year. General 
Bliss was also a lieutenant until some years after that. General 
Sanger was only acaptain. General Moore and General Carr were 
captains, and General Barry was a second lieutenant. General 
Corbin was only a captain at that time. 

I thought it not out of place to show that the promotion of Gen- 
eral Ainsworth had not been especially rapid, he having been 
thirty years in the service. Owing to his isolated position he has 
not been in the line of direct promotion, and therefore it is not 
strange that his advancement should come in the way it has. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I want to occupy just a few 
minutes in regard to this proposed amendment. Itisright. It 
is for the best interests of the public service, and it is for the best 
interests of our Government. It is a consolidation of the Office of 
the Adjutant-General and of the Record and Pension Division 
into one office. 

Why should this be done? Senators are aware of the fact that 
not long since a General Staff was established in the Army and 
that that General Staff has taken away from the Adjutant- 
General’s Office all the important business of that office, and | 
to-day its duties are simply those of correspondence. 

I read now from the Secretary of War, as quoted here: 

But the establishment of the General Staff has relieved the Adjutant- 
General's Department of substantially all of its advisory and discretionary 
functions, and the Adjutant-General’s Office, as a bureau of the War De- 
partment, has become almost entirely a bureau of records and correspond- 
ence. The head of that bureau is virtually a corresponding secretary for 
the Secretary of War and the Chief of Staff, his principal duties being to 
conduct and record their correspondence, the transmission or publication of 
orders being a part of such correspondence, and to furnish information for 
their use from the records in his custody. Upon the Chief of Staff and his 
assistants, under the President and the Secretary of War, has devolved the 
duty of executing the general military policy of the nation, and of consider- 
ing all military questions of importance, including those relating to the con- 
centration and movements of troops, assignment of commands, and other 
important matters concerning which the Presidentand Secretary of War re- 
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quire technical and professional information or advice. 

Now, what is the Record and Pension Office? That Office has 
control of all the muster rolls of the volunteer forces of the United 
States, including all the Revolutionary rolls that can be found and 
those of the war of 1812, the Indian wars, the Mexican war, the 
war of the rebellion, or the civil war. 

Within the last year all the muster rolls of the Regular Army | 
have been transferred to the Record and Pension Office, and so 
to-day it has charge of all the records and proceedings, and it is 
engaged in precisely the same kind of business that the Adjutant- 
General’s Office is. Why should they be kept separate? There is 
no benefit to anybody by keeping them separate. It is against 
the best interests of good executive administration that they 
should be kept separate. 

At the head of the Adjutant-General’s Office is a soldier, a gen- 
tleman of high character and standing. He has been inthe Army | 
all his life. He now has the rank of colonel. This consolidation 
will give him the rank of brigadier-general. At the head of the 
Record and Pension Office is General Ainsworth, with the rank of 
brigadier-general, This consolidation will give him the rank of 
major-general. 

Now, what is the effect of this? Does it give them any com- | 
mand or any right to interfere with the strategic movements of 
the Army or of its organization? Not atall. Do they skip any- 
body? Not an officer of the Army is kept back one particle by 
this legislation. No one is prejudiced by it. Does it give them 
command? There is a mistake which is very frequently made; 
and I want to explain the difference between office and rank. 

We have in the Army officers. We havea Lieutenant-General, 
we have major-generals, and we have brigadier-generals, and they | 


| general, May 8, 1818. 


| December 8, 1836, he succeeded General Call in command of t 
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are commissioned as Lieutenant-General, as major-generals, andas 
brigadier-generals. We have had in the staff department officers 
of differentrank; for instance, the Adjutant-General with the rank 
of brigadier-general. 

Now, this gives Colonel Hall the rank of brigadier-general. It 
gives General Ainsworth the rank of major-general. The differ- 
ence between military office and military rank is that it is a cus- 
tom to speak of the heads of the various staff departments of the 
Army as general officers, but such a custom is erroneous. The 
real general officers are those who are commissioned to be such, 
and their number, which is fixed by law, consists of one Lieuten- 
ant-General, six major-generals, and fifteen brigadier-generals. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
General 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will explain all that. 

Mr. DANIEL. With the rank of major-general—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will explain all that in a minute. 
cover the whole ground, I think. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is he not now the head of the Department of 
the East, at New York? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iwill come to that if Senators will permit 
me. Iam not going to evade anything in the world. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that the gentleman who is to be 
a brigadier-general is in the Regular Army? 

Mr. COCKRELL. He has been there all his life. 

Mr. TELLER. And he is a West Pointer? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. With a fine record, too. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Heis one of my friends and constituents. 
He belongs to a distinguished family in Missouri. He isa son of 


Certainly. 
Is not General Corbin, who has been Adjutant- 





I will 


Judge Hall, who was on the circuit court bench for a long time, 


and was at one time a Member of Congress, and an uncle of his 
was governor of Missouri during the civil war. 

Mr. TELLER. What I meant to say was that if there was any 
necessity to use that officer to command somebody, he has the 
qualifications to do it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Their duty is chiefly of an administrative nature, and their mili- 
tary rank, no matter what it may be, gives them no right what- 
ever to exercise the command which it is the peculiar function of 
general officers to exercise. It is true that it is within the power 
of the President to assign the head of a staff department to the 
command of troopsin accordance with his military rank, but only 
four instances of such assignment are known in the whole history 
of the Army of the United States. 

Here are the four instances: 

Alexander Hamilton served as lieutenant-colonel and principal 
aid-de-camp to General Washington during the war of the Revo- 
lution. He was appointed Inspector-General of the Army, with 
798, and after the death ot 
General Washington, December 14, 1799, he commanded the Army 


| until June, 1800, still holding the office of Inspector-General. 


Zebulon Montgomery Pike entered the Army as second lieuten- 
ant of infantry, and was colonel of.the Fifteenth Infantry in 1812. 
He was appointed Adjutant-General, with the rank of brigadier- 


| general, March 12, 1813, and was killed in the attack on York, 


~ 


Upper Canada, April 27, 1813, while in command of a brigade. 
He had been authorized by the President to command a brigade. 
He never performed the duties of Adjutant-General. 

Thomas 8. Jessup was a line officer from May, 1808, to March, 
1818, when he was a lieutenant-colonel of infantry. He was ap- 
pointed Quartermaster-General, with the rank of brigadier- 
On May 20, 1836, he was, by direction of 
the President, assigned, according to his brevet rank of major- 
general, to command United States troops and militia to suppress 
the hostilities of the Creek Indians in Georgia and Alabama. On 


ul 


army in Florida, serving in that capacity to May. 1888. He held 
| the office of Quartermaster-General during all this time. 
Henry C. Corbin served in the civil war from second lieutenant 


to colonel of volunteers. He was appointed to the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s Department from captain of infantry June 16, 1880; ap- 
pointed Adjutant-General, with the rank of brigadier-general, 
February 25, 1898, and with rank of major-general June 6, 1900. 

He was, by direction of the President, assigned to the command 
of the Department of the East October 2, 1903, and to command 
the Atlantic Division December 22, 1903. 

In the whole history of the Army, from its organization in 1789 
to the present time, there have been found no other instances of 


| the heads of administrative staff departments being assigned by 


the President to the command of troops. 
this case. 
I wish to say one more word. 


There is no danger in 


General Ainsworth has done a 
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which has never been equaled by any executive officer of 


is Government from 1789 to date; and I challenge any compari- 
n with his record. 


he was commanding in Texas, or in Arizona, down on the west- 


ern border, where he had been, and put in charge of the Record 
and Pe 


nsion Office in the War Department. That office at that 
ad control of all the hospital records—over 20,000 books, 
ig, little, and indifferent—kept in the field and the hospital. 
There were unanswered in that office over 10,000 calls from the 
Pension Office for hospital records. Some of them were six 
months old; some of them were older, to my certain knowledge, 
for I was trying to get the work up to the current business, and 
had a list of all the calls made upon the Record and Pension 
Office of the Surgeon-General’s Office furnished me by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. It wasa disgrace to any administration. 

Ainsworth took charge in December, 1886. By the middle of 
March he had answered almost 10,000 calls with the same clerks 
who had been there and who were not allowed by law to do any 
ther kind of business, and was answering within three days all 
calls made. He was working with the same men. On the 8d of 
March, 1887, a select committee of the Senate was appointed to 
investigate the methods of business and to ascertain the causes of 
the delay in the transaction of business. Iwas made chairman 
of it, with the Senator from [llinois, the Senator from Connecticut, 
the Senator from Tennessee, Mr. Harris, and Senator Jones. We 
were the five members of the committee. Wemade the investi- 
gation, and that is how I became familiar with it. 

I went to the War Department. I spent days going over the 

uster rolls. There they were—some of them copied; some of 

yvered over with tracing paper. The heavy artillery rolls 
re as large as the tops of four of these desks, with hundreds of 
names on them. Every time the Pension Office called for the 
history of any one of those men all of the rolls of the whole com- 
pany had to be taken down and unfolded and the record taken 
and the rolls folded up and put back again. That was the proc- 
ess, until they were being absolutely worn out and destroyed so 
that you could not decipher them—four hundred and twenty-odd 
thousand of them. I appealedin every way I conld to the officers 
there in charge to devise some means by which we could obtain 
access to the contents of the rolls without having to open them 
out—all of them—every time we wanted to have the record of a 
man. 

I found in the Record and Pension Office of the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral’s Office, on my investigation of their methods there, that card 
indexes were being made, I examined them very carefully. I 
asked General Ainsworth—Captain Ainsworth then: Can not that 
system which you have adopted in the Record and Pension 
Office be made applicable to the muster rolls of the Army? He 
studied awhile and said hethought it might be done. I then 
ced him if he would take the rolls of an entire company, if I 
would get them from the Adjutant-General’s Office, and tran- 
scribe their contents onto cards, so that we could know and see 
exactly what would be the result. He didit. Itis in the report 
of the select committee. It is there shown just exactly what it 
would be. 


< ‘ 
time 
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I then went to the War Department to get that system adopted | 
I then recommended | 


I found very great objection to it. 


) the Secretary of War that he appoint a select committee of his 
own officers to investigate and see whether it was not the best 
system. He appointed a committee of three. They made an in- 
vestigation and reported in favor of the card-index system. 

It was referred to the Secretary. 
adopt it at once and carry itout; but, onthe contrary, he referred 


just as strong as he could make—against it. Thereit was. He 
refused to carry out a system which, to my mind, was as plain as 
A BC, and since has been demonstrated to be so. 

I do not know whether they remember it or not, but I was very 
much discouraged after I had spent two years in trying to reform 
some of the methods so as to get the business up to current date. 
I went to the distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] 
and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who with me were a 
subcommittee on the deficiency bill, and asked them to allow me to 
put a little legislation cu the deficiency bill to compel the War 
Department to carry oat thissystem. Theyagreedtoit. It went 
through. The change of Administration came just as that bill 
became a law, and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] be- 
came Secretary of War. J saw him, as a matter of course. 

My select committee had gone out of existence. 
expired. I did recommend the system, and I said to him, ‘‘I do 
not know who may be able to carry out that system, but if 
you will and can take Captain Ainsworth and will put him in 


charge of it, I will be personally responsible for its success and | 


guarantee it.”” In due time he made the order. I did not know 
what he could do. But he consolidated eight or ten divisions, in- 
cluding the Record and Pension division of the Surgeon-General’s 
Offce. 


In 1886 he was taken from the Army, where | 


I had hoped that he would | 


Its term had | 
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Ainsworth had about 300 men under him. About four hundred 
odd were transferred with the musterrolls of the Army. That was 
done. In June, when an invoice of what was transferred from 
the Adjutant-General’s Office was taken, there were 40,000 cases 
undisposed of. On the 30th day of September following the June 
when Captain Ainsworth took charge there was not an item of 
unfinished business in the Adjutant-General’s Office, or that part 
of it which was transferred to General Ainsworth. All the ac- 
cumulations were disposed of and all the current work was being 
disposed of. 

Not only that, but during that time the law of June 27, 1890, 
was passed, when the Pension Office was deluged with applica- 
tions for pensions and military records had to be obtained. The 
Pension Office sent to Ainsworth 10,000 calls for every day in one 
week—60,000 calls for military records in one week. All of them 
that were received before 12 o’clock were acted on that day; all 
the rest were acted on the next day. That is the record, and it 
shows for itself, 

Now, what has been the result? He has discharged from that 
office clerks whose salaries amounted to $532,000 a year. They 
have been discharged as unnecessary longer to be kept in the 
service, their services dispensed with for all time to come, an 
actual discharge, for they are no longer needed. 

Now, he took the muster rolls of the Regular Army. In Sep- 
tember they were on the work begun twenty months before. In 
other words, they were twenty months behind. With the same 
clerks that they turned over to him then every one of those cases 
was disposed of by the 10th of December. 

I say it isa system of business which he understands better than 
all of his clerks put together and which he has the power of mak- 
ing them observe and carry out, and he has done a work for which 
the salary of a major-general would be insignificant. If he had 
done the work for any great corporation that has been done for 
the Government, it would not hesitate to pay him $50,000 a year. 
Now, these are matters of record. He is nothing to me person- 
ally. Heisa Vermont Yankee, I suppose. He has been in tho 
Army all his life. I do not suppose he has ever cast a vote in all 
his life. He went in the Army at a very early day and was kept 
out on the border. 

These are the men who are to be the beneficiaries of a little in- 
crease in their salaries by reason of this consolidation. Iam not, 
as a rule, in favor of increasing salaries, but when I find men who 
have done what these gentlemen have done, I do not begrudge 
them the increase. As a matter of course, General Ainsworth is 
not a man who would seek to go in command of the forces of the 
Army. He has been with the army on the frontier. He is not 
secking that. That is not his ambition. He has done a work 
such‘as no other administrative officer has done. He has taken 
an interest in it. He has stayed there until 6 or 7 o'clock at 
night. He divided up his force, and he gets a mail in at 8 or 4 
o’clock in the evening. He has clerks who do not come to work 
until after 12 o’clock, and he stays with them and makes them 
—_ out their time in that way. He keepseverything in perfect 
order. 

He has a record showing exactly the amount of work done by 
every clerk in the office ever since he went there to take charge. 
He can give you just the amount of work every one has done, and 
they all work. There is no idling there. They have to certify 
to exactly what they have done and make their own returus. 
They simply work and do good work. I hope that the amendment 
will be adopted. ; 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxtins in the chair). The 


| senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. KEan] makes a point of 
it to the then Adjutant-General, who made a very strong report— | 


order against this amendment reported by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Aifairs. The present incumbent of the chair is here by 
courtesy, and therefore he will avail himself of Rule XX and sub- 
mit the question to the Senate for its decision. 

Mr. KEAN. I will withdraw the point of order if the Chair is 
going to do that. I am glad to know how major-generals are 
made—by shuffling cards, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey 
withdraws the point of order. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. On page 13, line 4, after the word “‘ dol- 
lars,”’ I offer the amendment I send to the desk. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

_ The Secrerary. On page 13, line 4, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

That section 22 of the act approved February 2, 1901, entitled ‘An act to 
increase the efficiency of the permanent military establishment of the United 
States,” be, and the same is hereby, amended so that it shall read as follows: 

“Suc. 22. That the Corps of Engineersshall consist of one Chief of Engineers 
with the rank of brigadier-general, of 12 colonels, 18 lieutenant-colonels, 3% 
majors, 40 captains, 40 first lieutenants, and 88 second lieutenants. The en- 
listed force provided in section 11 of this act.and the officers serving with the 
organized battalions thereof shall constitute a part of the line of the Army: 
Provided, That the Chief of Engineers shall be appointed as now provided by 
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law, and hereafter vacancies in the Corps of Engineers in all other grades 
above that of second lieutenant shall be filled by promotion, according to 
seniority, from the Corps of Engineers. Any vacancies occurring at any 
time in the grade of second lieutenaot shall be left for future promotions 
from the corps of cadets at the United States Military Academy.” 


Mr. PROCTOR. The Committee on Military Affairs yesterday 
reported a bill for the increase of the Engineer Corps. The reor- 
ganization act of February 2 increased all the corps somewhat, 
and Secretary Root aimed to incorporate in the provisions for 
the different corps, so far as he was able, something near a fair 
proportion between the officers of the higher and lower grades. 
The staff corps always had the advantage of the line in this re- 
spect. They have a larger proportion of officers of high rank. 

Without making a radical change, he adopted the system, as 
near as he could bring it about, of a proportion between the 
colonels and the lieutenant-colonels of one to one and a half, and 
between the lieutenant-colonels and the majors of one and a half 
to three. That is. if there are two colonels he would have three 
lieutenant-colonels and six majors. 

Now, in reporting this bill yesterday morning the committee, 


and a fair one and a liberal one, and yet we gave in that report 
the Corps of Engineers some advantage. That report—I speak 
from memory. but I believe I am correct—provided for 1 brigadier- 
general, 10 colonels, 16 lieutenant-colonels. 32 majors, 43 captains, 
43 first lieutenants, and 483 second lieutenants. We thought ‘he 
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number of lieutenants of each grade should be the same as the | 


number of captains, as it is generally, as it is in the line and in 
other staff corps. 

Now, if the Senator will accept the provisions of that report, I 
will refrain from any opposition or point of order. Itis very true 
that the Engineer Corps should be increased. Theincrease which 
we proposed gives four or five more officers than the amendment 
of the Senator. but the cfficers are of the lower grades. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 


league [Mr. BatLey]. who is unavoidably absent from the Senate 
to-day. The amendment which has been proposed by the com- 
mittee increases the number of engineer officers to a considerable 
extent: but, as indicated by the Senator in charge of the bill. the 
increase is largely in the lower grades, particularly first lieuten- 
ants and second lieutenants. 

My information is that the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee is not as satisfactory as the bill proposed by my colleague, 
for the simple reason that the second and first lieutenants in the 
Engineer Corps are usually officers just from West Point, thor- 
oughly equipped theoretically for the discharge of their duties, 
but lacking in the practical knowledge that is necessary to carry 
on these great works. 


mittee, declines to accept the amendment proposed by my col- 
league and will insist upon that proposed by the committee, I, of 
course, will accept the amendment. 
explanation and to suggest that the bill proposed by my col- 
league is the best under the circumstances, because what is neces- 
sary now is an increase in the number of engineer officers capa- 
ble, by learning, and experience also, to carry on the great works 
we have in hand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Texas to withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I accept the amendment to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. ALLISON. We had better have the amendment of the 
committee read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that there 
is no amendment at the desk from the committee other than that 
which has been adopted. 


But I wanted to make the | 
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TheSgcretary. Before the word ‘‘ majors ”’ strike out ‘‘ thirty- 
six ’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-two.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary. Before the word “ captains” 
‘** forty’ and insert ‘‘ forty-three.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SecRETARY. Before the words “ first lieutenants’’ strike 
out ‘* forty ’’ and insert ** forty-three.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SecrEetTaRY. Before the words “‘ second lieutenants’ strike 
out ‘‘ thirty-eight ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-three.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amended. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have the attention of the act- 
ing chairman of the committee fora moment. I have an amend- 
ment which I desire to offer. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Has this amendment been agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands, that 





strike out 


The amendment is agreed to as 


: Pr ay | it was agreed to as read. 
as nearly as possible, conformed to that rule, which is a wise one | ” art ra 


Mr. TELLER. Iunderstood that it was agreed to. 
I should like to offer an amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
amendment met the approval of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs as modified by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I have received a letter from the Secretary 


If in order, 


| of War this afternoon, since we have been in session, in regard 


Mr. President, the amendment which I | 
have offered is the bill introduced on the 23d ultimo by my col- | 


to some matters pending between the military and civil govern- 
ments in the Philippine Islands. Of course I have not had an op- 
portunity to examine it, but I had a talk with him this morning 
in which he proposed it, and I have no question but that it is a 
just and proper thing to do. 

I said to him that it occurred to me it should be considered by 
the Committee on the Philippines, but I have shown it to the 
chairman of that committee, and he thinks it should properly go 
on this bill. I therefore offer as an amendment the matter in 
parentheses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Isimply rose to ask what became of the 
amendment. I understood that the Senator from Colorado rose 
to ask some question about the amendment I proposed. 

Mr. LODGE. It was agreed to 

Mr. TELLER. No; I rose to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 


' amendment as modified by the Senator from Texas was agreed to 


| by the Senate. 


5 . | by the Senator from Vermont. 
If the Senator from Vermont, however, speaking for the com- | —: t 


The Secretary will read the amendment offered 
The Secretary is in doubt as to 
what point in the bill the amendment shall be inserted. 
Mr. LODGE. At the end of the bill. 
The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to add at the end of the bill the 
following: 


The Secretary of War is authorized, if in his judgment _the conclusion be 
an equitable one, to declare the existing open accounts between the 
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| government of the Philippine Islands and the Government of the United 


Mr. PROCTOR. The amendment is to strike out “‘twelve”’ | 
before ‘‘ colonels *’ and insert “* ten;’’ before “‘ lieutenant-colonels”’ | 


to strike out *‘ eighteen ’’ and insert ‘‘ sixteen;’’ before ‘*‘ majors”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ thirty-six ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-two.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. As an accommodation to the Senator,I 
send up the amendment in print. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas sends to 
the desk a modified form of the amendment, which the Secretary 
will read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is a printed amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendments. 

The SecrRETARY. Where the word ‘twelve ’’ occurs before the 
word ‘‘colonels”’ strike out ‘‘ twelve’’ and insert “‘ ten.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SEcRETARY. Where the word “eighteen” occurs before 
the word “ lieutenant-colonels” strike out ‘‘ eighteen”’’ and in- 
sert ‘* sixteen.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


| 


States to be settled and satisfied, and todirect the transfer of the title of th 
following launches—the Lexington, Leader, Frankfort, San Anton Gu 
Howard, Ogden, Sultana, Troy, Philadelphia, Johnny, Q. M. D., Julia, Suerte 
and Pittsburg to the Philippine government, and to direct that the samy 
dropped from the returns of the Quartermaster’s Department. The ord 
of the Secretary of War in this behalf, with respect to the accounts of t 
ordnance, the subsistence, the Quartermaster’s, and the Signal C 
be taken asa balancing and final adjustment and settlement of suchaccou 

To facilitate such adjustment and to avoid a deficit in the ordnance and 
subsistence departments for the current fiscal year, thers hereby appr 
priated out of funds in the Treasury of the United States 1 therwise ¢ 
propriated: For the ordnance department, purchase of arms, ammunit 
and equipment, $50,000: for the subsistence department, purchase « 
$144,689.44; which funds shall be available to replace like ordr 
“‘and subsistence supplies for not exceeding two years.” 

Mr. CARMACK. I should like to hear some explanation or 
statement about the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. I will state that the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs in charge of the bill handed me the letter 
from the Secretary of War. together with the amendment which 
hasjust been read. That amendment belongs clearly on the appr 
priation bill. I think it is very necessary and very proper in or- 
der to settle the outstanding accounts between the civil and the 
military government. The military government turned over cer- 
tain launches, which are mentioned there, to the civil rm- 
ment, but they are still borne on the Quartermaster’s accounts. 
The civil government has taken them and carried them and kept 
them in repair ever since that time. 

In the subsistence department there is a charge against the 
civil government, and the civil government makes a charge 
against the War Department for expenses involved in taking care 
of certain prisoners. The civil government has also expended 
money for the redemption of arms. This is done simply to enable 
them to balance the two accounts between the former military 
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ance stores 
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rent and the civil government now existing. 
t ought to be passed. 
unts: that is all. 

Mr. CARMACK. I would rather that the amendment should 
be printed and go over. 

Mr. LODGE. I take it the acting chairman of the committee 
does not wish to have the bill held up for the amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course,I am not going to press it. 
simply submitted. It is not my amendment. 
do with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that 
the Senator from Vermont withdraws the amendment? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ido not, unless the Senator from Tennessee 
insists upon its going over. I havea letter here from the Secre- 
tary of War going into a fuller explanation of it. I can have it 
read, if the Senator wishes, or I will withdraw the amendment, 
if the Senator desires. 

Mr. CARMACK. I shall have to insist upon the amendment 
going over. I have no desire to delay action on the bill, but I 
should like to have an opportunity to read the amendment and 
understand it better than 1 do now. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. CARMACK. I should like to hear the letter read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont 
withdraws the amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the letter from the Secretary of 
War relative to the amendment be printed as a document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be printed asa 
document. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
the acting chairman to an amendment. I have offered a similar 
amendment, and we have adopted it once ortwice. The commit- 
tee have put in an amendment on page 15 which I do not think quite 
fiils the bill, and I wish to amend that amendment. I am hesi- 
tating between two opinions as to a part of it. There has been a 
large number of brigadier-generals made recently, and the Senate 
committee amendment on page 15, line 18, provides that— 

Field, line, and staff officers of the Army below the grade of brigadier- 
general, with creditable records, who served during the civil war, shall, 
when retired, be retired with the rank and retired pay of the next higher 
grade; and the Secretary of War may assign, etc. 

That is the point. A large number of officers have suggested 
that it is not fair to provide that the rank shall be below the grade 
of brigadier-general, and so cut out a brigadier-general. Icansee 
where in some cases that would be exceedingly unfair. Iask the 
Senator in charge of the bill if he thinks it would jeopardize the 
amendment if I should insist upon changing it, and instead of 
saying ‘‘ below the grade of brigadier-general’’ say ‘‘ below the 
grade of major-general?”’ 

Mr. PROCTOR. I am sure it would jeopardize the amend- 
ment. We had an amendment a little broader than this on one 
appropriation bill, and we were told in conference that it was ut- 
terly useless to consider it, and we dropped it out. The Senator 
will see that above the rank of colonel it is entirely in the discre- 
tion of the President to make a brigadier-general, who may be a 
colonel before he retires. 

Mr. TELLER. I know he can. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think the adoption of such an amendment 
to the amendment would be very unwise indeed. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not going to offer it. I wanted the opin- 
ion of the Senator on the subject. Iam going to offer something 
else. 

We have retired a large number who have been in the Army and 
have been promoted to a brigadier-generalship and then retired. 
There has been a great number of soldiers who were colonels re- 
tired. To-day a retired colonel called on me and told me that he 
had been forty-two years in the regular service of the United 
States, and he had been retired as a colonel by reason of his age. 
He seemed to think that he ought to have been promoted toa 
brigadiership, and judging from the service he told me of, it 
seemed to me that he ought to have been so retired. 

I wish to make the provision the committee have inserted here 
retroactive. I want it so that those who have already gone on 
the retired list may have this bounty, for that is what it is. I 
should like to have it read as follows: 

Piel, line, and staff officers of the Army below the grade of major- 
general— 

Leaving out brigadier-general— 
with creditable records, who served during the civil war, shall, when re- 
tired, be retired with the rank and retired pay of the next higher grade. 

I do not know how many that would include, but I should say 
not a very great number, 

Mr. PENROSE. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
whether there will be any objection to inserting in line 10. after 
the words *‘ civil war,’’ the words “‘in the Army or Navy?” 


It seems to 
me that It is really necessary to settle up 
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I have nothing to 
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Mr. SCOTT. The Navy already has the benefit of the provision, 

Mr. TELLER. A Senator near me says the Navy has it, 

Mr. QUARLES. The Navy has it now. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will say to the Senator from Pennsylvania that 
this is the exact language that is used in the law which provides 
for the retiring of navy officers. 

Mr. PENROSE. I did not understand it, having just entered 
the Chamber. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It has applied to the Navy for many years, 
and on the naval appropriation bill which has just passed the 
Senate it was made to apply to the Marine Corps. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to withhold my amendment for a 
moment. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. ALGER], who has had 
more experience in these matters than I, who served not only as 
a general in the Army, but as Secretary of War, has a measure 
that he thinks will cover the case. I only want to say, having 
this rule in the Navy, why should we not have this rule in the 
Army? 

Mr. SCOTT. And we have it in the Marine Corps. 

Mr. TELLER. And we have it in the Marine Corps, says the 
Senator from West Virginia. I will withdraw my amendment 
for the moment; and if the Senator from Michigan offers his and 
it is accepted, that will be all that will be necessary, I under- 
stand that it is what he has proposed as a bill. 

I will wait while the conference is going on about it. I have 
no pride by any means in getting it inas my amendment. [A 
pause.] The Senator from Michigan tells me it is suggested that 
his bill might injure the appropriation bill. I know that if it is 
postponed to be passed as a separate bill, that will be the end of it. 
These people have not got any great amount of political backing, 
and they will not get it in the shape of a bill. If we do not get it 
onthe appropriation bill, it will not go through at all. Now Iam 
going to offer my amendment. I move to strike out and insert 
after the word ‘‘ war,’’ in line 20 on page 15, ‘‘ who have hereto- 
fore been or may hereafter be retired.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tho Senator from Colorado 
offers an amendment which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 15, line 20, after the word ‘‘ war,” 
insert ‘‘who have heretofore been or may hereafter be retired.” 

Mr. TELLER. That is it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, we have once on an appropria- 
tion bill had the provision substantially as this would be with that 
amendment. It was impossible to get it accepted. I think the 
effect of the Senator’s amendment would be to kill this whole 
provision. If it is allowed to stand as it is, I think it will be a 
stepping-stone toward getting full justice for the officers who 
have been retired. I am just as earnestly in favor of it as the 
Senator. I have drawn and introduced two or three bills. We 
passed here in the Senate one separate bill. We also put the pro- 
vision on an appropriation bill, but it failed to be agreed to in the 
other body. 

My feeling for the veterans of the civil war who retired with 
insufficient rank is certainly just as strong as the Senator’s can 
be. That is all that need be said of it. I would do anything that 
would secure them equal recognition, and I shall always act in 
that way. But I am sure it would be very unwise to put it in 
this place. It would be harmful to the purpose the Senator has 
at heart. 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I yield to the Senator from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is not thata very singular theory upon which 
the Senate is to legislate, that it will not put on a provision ‘hat 
is just? If the Senator thinks it belongs in the bill and is neces- 
sary to make the bill right, why should it be withheld in contem- 
plation of a disagreement to it in some other place? If there 
should be a disagreement to it, I do not see how it would jeopard- 
ize the provision, because undoubtedly the whole bill will be 
thrown into conference, or nearly all of it. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator from Vermont had better 
take the chances and try it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. From experience I am very sure it would be 
harmful. I think the provision as we have it might pass, and 
that it would be a help in getting further action. There is a bill 
before the committee that will no doubt be reported favorably, 
which covers the whole provision, and I do not see why it can not 
be passed during the present week or on almost any day. 

Mr. TELLER. The provision I want to have inserted is in the 
interest of the men who have served this Government in the most 


| arduous war of the age. 


The provision the Senator insists upon as so important that he 
thinks the provision ought not to be changed for fear he may 
jeopardize it will possibly take in a few, but only a very few of 
the* “lass, It will take in some of the more modern soldiers, 
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some who did not go through the civil war, and some who have ‘oni favored its adoption. I think it is a harmful amendment. 
rendered comparatively little service to the Government of the | Secretary Root was two years ago inclined to favor it, but he sub- 


United States and the world compared with what these men ren- 
dered, who have now, after a long service, gone out of the service 


| 
| 


sequently changed his mind. I should like to have the Secre- 
tary read from Secretary Root’s last annual report what I have 


on a compensation that in these days of high prices does not give | marked. 


them a decent living. 

I have heard it said here that we are big enough to doanything 
we ought todo. Lagreetothat. Iagree, Mr. President, that if 
for any whim or for any reason we want a regiment down in 
Porto Rico, either for glory or for gain, we can have it there if we 
want it. 

I do not believe, Mr. President, that the American people will 
be gratified when they find that such an exhibition is made here, 
particularly when it comes to a question of promoting and paying 
a man who has given his life to the public service in the Army of 
the United States, who has performed all the duties of a soldier 
in an acceptable manner, and because age has overtaken him be- 
fore he got to be a brigadier-general, which he would have attained 
if he had not been retired on account of his age, he must remain 
a colonel or a captain or whatever may be his rank, and be jumped, 
as is suggested to me, by those without military experience or 
military training 

I do not know whether this amendment will jeopardize the bill 
or not, and I do not care. I know very well that the bill will not 
fail; and if this provision, which does justice to men now on the 
retired list, can not be put on it, I do not care whether the pro- 
vision for future retirements is retained or not. You can put 
that in some other day. I want it distinctly understood that it 
is a question whether men who have done their duty and have 
gone out of the service by reason of the statute as to age shall not 
have the same benefit granted to them which you grant soldiers 
and marines, and which you propose to grant to men who are 
now not on the retired list, but who shall hereafter retire. I ask 
that there may be a vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 15, line 20. after the word “‘ war,”’ it 
is proposed to insert ‘‘ who have heretofore been or may hereafter 
be retired;’’ so that, if so amended, it will read: 

Field, line, and staff officers of the Army below the grade of brigadier- 
eneral, with creditable records, who served during the civil war, who have 
eretofore been or may hereafter be retired, shall, when retired, be retired 

with the rank and retired pay of the next higher grade. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I am not going to put myself 
on record as opposing any measure for the benefit of these sol- 
diers; but I have doubted in their interest the policy of putting 
the amendment on the bill, and I still doubt it, but 1am not go- 
ing to oppose it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 


ment proposed by the Senator from Colorado to the amendment | 


of the committee. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there needs to be anotheramend- | 


ment, because some few of these officers have had the advantage 
of that grade. I have an amendment here, which reads as follows: 


But no officer shall be entitled to the benefits of this provision who re- 
ceived any advancement of grade at the time of retirement or with a view 
to retirement. 


Mr. PROCTOR. That is right. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that that would cover many 
cases, but it does cover some. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 16, at the end of the amendment, 
after the word ‘“‘ grade,”’ it is proposed to insert: 

But no officer shall be entitled to the benefits of this provision who re- 
ceived any advancement of grade at the time of retirement or with a view 
to retirement. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to offer an amendment, which I send 
to the desk, to be inserted after line 10 on page 13. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Wyoming will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. On page 13, after line 10, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Details to fill vacancies in the Ordnance Department, as contemplated by 
the act of February 2, 1901, may be made from the Army at large from the 
grade in which the vacancy exists, or from the grade below; and officers 
shall have the rank and pay of the grade to which detailed while serving 
thereim: Provided, That no officer shall be so detailed except upon .he rec- 


ommendation of a boa::! of ordnance officers: And provided further, That 
officers so detailed to vacancies in grades below that of lieutenant-colonel 


shali not, after a service of four years in the Ordnance Department, be again | 


eligible for such detail until after they shall have served for at least one 
year out of that Department. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, this matter, though it did not 
come before the committee for consideration this year, has been 
before the committee in previous years, and the committee have 


| 


The amendment proposed by | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Some criticism has been made upon the detail system as applied to the 
Ordnance Department upon the ground that it has failed to secure the requ 
site number of lieutenants for the ordnance service. I do not agree with that 
criticism. It is true that while the statute allows twenty-four first lieuten- 
unts to the Ordnance Department, we have but seven; but the reason for this 
is the deficiency of experienced officers in the Artillery Corps from which in 
the main the material for the Ordnance Corps must be obtained 

a Chief of Artillery, in his report of November 12, 1908, says upon this 
subject: 

“It will appear that only about 34 per cent of the total number of artillery 
officers present for duty have had over five years’ experience in the artillery 
The gravity of this situation will be readily appreciated when it is recalled 
that at the present time the duties and responsibilities of an artillery officer 
are greater than ever before. It is neither good administration, nor fair to 
the officer concerned, to put an. inexperienced one in a position of command 
where ignorance may result in the lossof human life or in the destruction of 
thousands of dollars of Government property.” 

When it is remembered that the 13 colonels, the 15 lieutenant-colonels, 
the 44 majors, and 202 captains of the Artillery Corps constitute more than 
34 per cent of the corps, it will readily be seen that there are but few lieu- 
tenants who are included among the experienced officers referred to by the 
Chief of Artillery and few who are available for transfer to the Ordnance 
Corps. There would have been no difficulty at any time within the past two 
years in completely filling the list of lieutenants in the Ordnance Corps by 
details from the artillery if a sufficient number could have been spared from 
the small number of artillery lieutenants fitted for the ordnance service. 
The details have not been made because artillery officers should not go into 
the ordnance without a considerable amount of previous artillery service, 
and because that service, under the existing conditions of the new artillery 
equipment, is a matter of primary consequence. This isa temporary cond 
tion and can readily be dealt with in the near future without any change of 
the law. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, it is true that in the past, as 
the Senator from Vermont {Mr. Proctor] has indicated, Secre- 
tary Root opposed the change, and stated very clearly that his 
| reason for opposing it was to give the General Staff lawa trial 
before proceeding to amend it. It has been given a trial, and it 
has been demonstrated that it is deficient in this one respect. 

It has been under consideration by the General Staff, and this 
| proposed amendment recommended to the Lieutenant-Genera! 
The Lieutenant-General has recommended it to the Secretary 
| 
| 
| 
| 


The Secretary will read as re- 





War, and the Secretary of War has to-day recommended it to 
Congress. The Secretary of War has been absent, and hence the 
delay. 

In justice to the acting chairman of the committee, I should 
say that I have not had an opportunity to fully discuss this matter 
with him to-day, because of his being busily and constantly oc- 
cupied in charge of the bill. 

The matter went before the subcommittee on fortifications be- 
cause it was too late for consideration by the committee in charge 
of this bill, but the committee on fortifications believed that it 
ought to goin with these other matters pertvining to the staff 
which have just been adopted as a part of this bill now under 
consideration. 

In the meantime a bill had been presented to the Committee on 
| Military Affairs relating to the enlargement of the Corps of Ex 

gineers, which, of course, was legislation, pure and simple. Tl 
committee was polled yesterday morning and the bill was r 
| ported and went to the Calendar. So far as I am concerned. my 
assent to it was on the ground and assurance that it should | 
treated as a separate measure and not be attached to this bill. 

That measure having now gone into this bill leav 
ment where it can not be added to that one as a separ 
So that now in justice it should be adopted asa p: he 
ing measure. I have here a copy of the letter of the Secretary 

War in respect to it. 
| Mr. President, the amendment provides for no m 
has been found on trial that that corps can not be filled in t 
usual way. Unless you offer relief in this way, it is a sin 
| matter of whether you will detail men to gothere without pa 
an examination or not have a full corps. 

They are now sbort twenty-one members of the corps, tw: 
staff duty and nineteen vacancies, becanse the junior officers 
| not care to take the necessary course of study to sulmit to 
| amination and pass unless some inducement i 
must either lower the standard or we must mak: 
provis.on, if we will have an efficient Ordnance Co: 

I send to the desk the letter of the Secretary 
ask may be made of record. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
have it read? 

Mr. WARREN. [ask to have it read 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be very glad to have that letter read, 
| but before it is read I wish to say a word respecting the amend- 


sthis amen: 


11S amen 
iTt O 
re offi 


PT 


Ss 


L more li 


War. wl 


O1 


Does the Senator desire 


to 


ment. 
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It is true, as stated by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. War- 
REN], that this amendment was submitted to the subcommittee 
on fortifications, and reasons, which I think were very good, were 
presented for its adoption, although I did not examine the details 
of the amendment with very great care. But it was intimated to 
the committee and to me personally that the amendment relat- 
ing to the Engineer Corps, which is now a part of this bill, would 
be offered as an amendment to the bill, and it was stated that if 
that was offered as an amendment this provision relating to the 
Ordnance Corps, being very pressing, ought also to go upon the 
bill. 

I stated to the officer who presented the matter that it was ut- 
terly impossible for the amendment in regard to the Engineer 
Corps to be put upon this bill; that it was palpably and clearly 
general legislation; that a point of order would surely be made 
against it, and that, if such a point were made, the amendment 
would be ruled out. Ialso stated to the officer that it would be 
out of order on the fortifications appropriation bill and could not 
be placed upon that bill. So Ithink I must have misled the officer, 
who had the view I have stated respecting this particular amend- 
ment; and I certainly must have been misled about it, for there 
seems to be much doubt as to whether the amendment respecting 
the Engineer Corps is a proper amendment on this bill, and 
whether the question of receiving it should not have been sub- 
mitted to the Senate. I believe another amendment was sub- 
mitted to the Senate which was equally out of order. 

Now, I hope the Senator from Vermont who is in charge of 
this bill, having consented to place upon it a considerable amount 
of legislation which is not in order under any circumstances, will 
not now cut off this amendment relating to the Ordnance Corps, 
which is a reasonable and proper amendment. If its language is 
not just what it ought to be, I trust the Senator will give us the 
benefit of his experience and modify it, so that the Ordnance Corps 
may have in some measure, at least, what it is entitled to. 

There are nineteen vacancies, I am told, in the Ordnance Corps 
now, and under existing law the examinations are so rigid that it 
is impossible to get men from the particular corps who are eligi- 
ble to be transferred to the Ordnance Corps. It is a highlyscien- 
tific corps, and it is one that in the future will be of immense 
service to our country if its officers will pursue the studies which 
are necessary in the Army. 

I think that the document which the Senator from Vermont 
had read, instead of being an argument against this amendment 
discloses the fact that the whole Army ought to be admitted to 
competition as respects details and assignments to the Ordnance 
Corps, so that young men who, by any misfortune, may not have 
got into the Artillery Corps, which I believe is now the only 
corps from which officers may be drawn for the Ordnance Corps, 
that these young men, whose intellects are alert and who have a 
disposition to study the intricacies and complications of ordnance, 
may have the opportunity of a detail; and then, if they show a 
capacity for this work, that they may have an opportunity for 
promotion in this corps. 

I should not have spoken upon this subject were it not for the 
fact that I misled entirely those who are in favor of this measure 
by stating to them that I supposed it was impossible to put it 
upon this appropriation bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, in regard to the last sentence 
of the Senator from Iowa, there is no promotion in the Ordnance 
Corps to the men who are provided for by this amendment. It 
is a mere detail. They are not promoted to the Ordnance Corps 
at all; they take their promotion in the line of the Army, and the 
Ordnance Corps is open to details from the whole Army. 

In regard to the letter of Secretary Root, I will say that, after 
several years of experience, three or four years ago he changed 
his mind in regard to this matter, and the closing sentence of 
what was read from him is that he thinks no further legislation 
is necessary. 

There is one very vicious clause in this amendment, and I wish 
especially to call the attention of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] to it. There have been several cases where details 
were made and the officers were to receive pay of a higher grade. 
That was the old rule of the Ordnance Department before the re- 
organization of the Army. It was a rule to which there was great 
objection. We have in the case of the Porto Rican Provisional 
Regiment, provision for which was made to-day, provided espe- 
cially that the officers so detailed shall receive the pay of their 
grade only. Now, field officers are receiving the pay of a higher 
grade. Thatis all wrong. All the staff officers will be trying to 
get a similar provision. The provision is this—I will begin with 
the first part of the amendment: 


Details to fill vacancies in the Ordnance Department, as contemplated by 
the act of February 2, 1901, may be made from the Army at large from the 
grades in which the vacancy exists or from the grade below, and officers 
shall have the rank and pay of the grade to which detailed while serving 
therein. 


That is all right so far. Then they say—and this is the milk in 
the cocoanut—that the second lieutenants who are detailed to 
that corps shall get the pay of first lieutenants. That is a very 
vicious provision. If that can be stricken out, I will not raise the 
point of order on the amendment, although I think the whole of 
it is unwise and that it is a very improper provision. 

Mr. WARREN. I trust the Senator will not raise the point of 
order. I hardly think he can persist in doing so after the legisla- 
tion of the afternoon, and especially so as he knows that the un- 
derstanding was that the Ordnance Corps could be taken care of 
along with the Engineer Corps, provision for which has now gone 
into the bill as an amendment. 

What the Senator from Vermont proposes to strike out is the 
very essence of the amendment. After three years’ trial of the 
staff it has been found impossible to fill the detail under the terms 
of the present law. 

Second lieutenants do not wish to take the course of study to 
enable them to take this examination to go into this corps and to 
do this hard and trying work without some compensation therefor. 

It has been sufficiently tried. It has been found wanting; and 
there is no other way to handle this matter except to make pro- 
vision of this kind or to detail men for that service who can not 
pass the examination. 

Will you lower the standard or will you keep up the standard 
and pay the small difference between a second lieutenant’s salary 
and that of a first lieutenant or between a first lieutenant’s salary 
and that of a captain? 

So far as the late Secretary of War is concerned, I have heard 
nothing very formidable in what was read from his report. I 
have talked with the Secretary about this subject, and I am not 
going in too far when I say I believe that we should have had ex- 
actly the same kind of-a report from him at this time as we now 
have from the present Secretary of War, Mr. Taft. 

He desired very properly that the staff law in all its provisions 
should be lived up to long enough to demonstrate fully whether 
it needed amendment or not. It has been demonstrated seem- 
ingly to the satisfaction of our acting chairman, the Senator from 
Vermont, that it is wrong or insufficient, so far as the Engineer 
Corps is concerned, and he has consented to an amendment which 
provides for that corps. 

Now, I ask that the same consent may be given, or that a vote 
of the body may be taken upon the amendment in regard to the 
Ordnance Corps. Perhaps it would be well to have read, and I 
will ask to have read, the letter from the present Secretary of War. 

The nee T pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 

uested. 

’ The Secretary read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, March 8, 1904. 
Hon. REDFIELD PROCTOR, 

Committee on Military Affairs, United States Senate. 


Str: I have the honor to invite your attention to the following in regard 
to the Ordnance Department of the Army. 

Under the provisions of existing law vacancies in that department aro 
now filled by the detail of line officers of the same grade (except that vacan- 
cies among the first lieutenants may be filled from the grade of second lieu- 
tenant) who serve in the Ordnance Department for four years, and if below 
the grade of lieutenant-colonel are not again eligible for such detail until 
they shall have served for at least two yearsin the line. The law provides 
that the details shall be made under such system of examination as the 
President may from time to time prescribe. 

Since the pe of the act of February 2, 1901, prescribing essentially the 

resent method of filling vacancies in the Ordnance Department, there have 
n in that department twenty-five vacancies in the grade of first lieuten- 
ant; for these places six officers have been detailed, after examination, from 
the line, and of these one has since been taken from the department by his 
promotion toa captaincy. There are now nineteen vacancies in addition to 
two officers detailed to the General Staff. Under the laws in force prior to 
the ge of the act above mantioned second lieutenants of the line were 
eligible for transfer to the Ordnance Department upon the occurrence of a 
vacancy, and by such transfer they secured a permanent a and 
an advance to the grade of first lieutenant. ith these inducements there 
was no difficulty in securing candidates capable of passing the examination, 
the numbers being in ordinary times sufficient to produce competition, 
though in times of prospect of rapid promotion in the line and of small op- 
portunity for preparation for examination the rate of application was so 
slow as to cause vacancies in the Ordnance Department tostand for consider- 
able intervals. : 

The change of the provisions of the act of February 2, 1901, so as to permit 
the detail of second lieutenants to the grade of first lieutenant was made in 
recognition of the necessity for offering inducements not existing in the con- 
ditions allowing detail only from the same grade; but as the advancement 
from service in the Ordnance Department will cease after an officer passes 
the grade of second lieutenant, the measure of relief is but a partial one and 
has had only partial effect, but three officers having been secured under it. 


In order to supply officers for the urgent needs of the Ordnance Depart- 
ment it a rs to be necessary either to lower the standard for admission 
to that partment or to increase the inducements to officers to prepare 


themselves for the examination for detail and to undergo the exacting serv- 
ice of the Department. It is not believed to be necessary or desirable to 
lower the standard; the character of the examination has not been changed 
from that obtaining under the former laws, and there are believed to be 
plenty of officers in the service capable of ng it. . 
The inducements can be increased, it is believed sufficiently, by permit- 
ting the detail of all officers to be made either from the grade in which the 
vacancy exists or from the grade below, and by reducing the compulsory in- 
terval between details from two years to one; and this change would involve 
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no increase of expense, as the number of officers in each of the grades, both 
and out of the Ordnance Department, would not thereby be increased. 
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e reduction of the interval between details would provide for less inter- | 


ruption of service in the Ordnance Department, of which the duties are spe- 
inl and technical, but would still require officers serving in grades below 
it of lieutenant-colonel to spend 20 per cent of their time out of the Ord- 
e Department, which is believed to be sufficient to preserve the advan- 
ices of the detail system. 
I theref yre recommend that the following legislation be enacted, which 
wi aie pt 
» appropr iation bill: 
a “ det: uils to fill vacancies in the Ordnance Department, as contem- 
t act of February 2, 1901, may be made from the Army at large, 
m thegrade in which the vacancy exists or from the grade below, and offi- 
hall have the rank and pay of the grade to which detailed while serving 
n: Provided, That no officer shall be so detailed except upon the recom- 
ation of a board of ordnance officers and after at least one examination, 
shall be open to competition: And provided further, That officers so 
d to vacancies in grades below that of lieutenant-colonel shall not, 
rvice of four years in the Ordnance Department, be again eligible for 
letail until after they shall have served for at least one yearout of that 
urtment.”’ 
Ww. 


Very res 
Se 


d by the 









pectfully, ‘iH. TAFT, 


ary of War. 
fr. PROCTOR. In regard to what the Senator from Wyo- 
ming says about a misunderstanding as to the staff measures I 
wish to say that I never heard until to-day that there was any 
posal tomake an amendment in regard to the Ordnance Corps. 
eral Crozier was before us and never alluded toit. We had 
a hearing and he was before us and we gave him everything he 
ked for. The Chief of Engineers was before us and stated just 
what he wanted in regard to that corps, and I was instructed by 
the committee to have a further conference with him. 
fore was prepared to agree to the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Texas when he accepted the amendment I proposed, 
making it conform to the action of the committee. 
Now, to be consistent, Ican do nothing other than to insist 


(ye! 


hat 


~ 


nade to correspond with all the previous action of the commit- 
that is, to strike out the words I have referred to, giving the 
creased pay. 
There is another provision in it which I think is very unwise. 
It puts the whole matter under the control of the Ordnance De- 
partment. It takes it away from the Secretary, where the re- 
sponsibility ought to rest. It restores the old provision which was 
in force before the reorganization. The power used to be with 
the Ordnance Department. It was claimed that it was a close 
corporation, and that the sons of favorite officers could always 
pass the examination. This measure restores that old vicious 
proposition in the proviso that no officer shall be so detailed ex- 
cept upon the recommendation of a board of ordnance officers. It 
takes it out of the Secretary’s hands entirely, which is an unwise 
measure surely. 

Mr.SCOTT. [raise the point of order that this is newlegislation. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from West Virginia with- 
hold the point for a moment? 

Mr. SCOTT. 
Senator from Wyoming, but we have been four weeks on this bill 
in subcommittee, and lam very sure few of us on the subcommittee 
would recognize itnow. These measures are coming up that never 
were before the subcommittee and never have been c onside red, and 
I certainly think it is not the proper time or the proper place 

Mr. WARREN. That is what I wish to explain. 

Mr. SCOTT. To load down this bill with amendments without 
ms .ving given them due consideration. The army officers were all 

given an opportunity to appear before us, as the chairman very 
crus says 
that regiment, and we say they shall not have the pay of one grade 
higher. We take it from them. Now, if this amendment is 
adopted we put in the very thing that we have taken out in the 
Porto Rican case. I shall insist, as soon as the Senator from 


. 





Wyoming says what he may care to say, upon the Chair ruling | 


on my point of order. 

Mr. WARREN. What I have to sayis with regard to the 
point raised by the honorable acting chairman of the Military 
Committee and the honorable Senator from West Virginia. I dare 
say, in fact I fully understand, that the reason why it was not 
before the Military Committee was, as I said before, that it did 
not early enough reach a point where it could be present ed. backed 
with the proper credentials; that is, with the approval of the staff, 
the Lieutenant-General, and the Secretary of War. 
of the Secretary of War was subsequent to the reporting of this 
bill by the regular committee. Ido not think that that alone 
ought to be alleged as a reason why it should not be considered 
upon its merits. 

Mr. President, I do not think I need to go into any argument 
to show the fairness or the unfairness of permitting this amend- 
ment to be voted on by the Senate. . Lf itis wrong, the Senate will 
say so; if it is right, it will say so. We have proceeded along 
lines with this bill of submitting to the will of the Senate. 
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ybably be most conveniently done at the present stage by attaching | 


I there- | 


I shall raise the point of order unless this amendment can be | 


I should be very glad indeed toaccommodate the 


We take the Porto Rican officers, whoare detailed for | 


The return | 


| sideration of executi 
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There have been notices of points of order, but none have been 
really made. If offered, they have been withdrawn. One 
withdrawn at a time when the senso ofticer felt it his d 
to submit it to the Senate for decision und rule 
may be some difference of opinion as to the range 


was 
ity 


Now. there 
hat # » 


r tl 
LiLL© 


oO 


h: : 
id that rules 


siding officer may take. I have always underst 
were for general government. 

I have often heard the adage that ‘‘ the exception proves the 
rule,’’ although I do not think I know exactly what that adage 
means. But I do know that almost every rule must 
tervals be suspended for the public pone. I do know that if 


had not been considered proper it would not be one of th: ind- 


ing rules of the Senate. Therefore, I think it is a rule that m 
be resorted to perhaps oftener than is our custon 1 in the Senate. 
We have had amendment upon amendment to this bill, h 
now have become part of the bill by adoption, that certain ly were 
wider open to points of order than the pending amendment. |] 
hope the point of order will not be made, but if made, that it will 


be submitted to the Senate to decide. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The questi a 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Wyomin; 

Mr. PROCTOR. I understood the Senator from W Virginia 
to make the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
point of order. 


mis on 


TheSenator did no 


~ 





Mr. PROCTOR. He gave notice that he would do so. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam perfectly willing to allow it to go toa vote. 
I do not feel disposed to choke off the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The uestion is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senato frot n Wy ig. | Puttin 
the question.] The Chair will again | aed ‘the qu tion, and 
ask all Senators to vote. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the amendment read agairz 
as I was not here when it was offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will again read 


the amendment. 
The Secretary again read the amendment. 
Mr. HOAR. I merely wish to make an inquiry of the mover of 
the amendment. Iam not very well informed about this matte 
Are there precedents in our existing leg I 









rislation for pu a 
cretion, which is in the President in such a matt ri wer 
of a board of officers as to individuals to be selected for certain 
military service? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think it is very unusual. It wa ld 
provision which was wiped out by the reorganization act, and I 


re i 


think it would be very wrong to rest t 
from Vermont will not 


Mr. GORMA N. I trust the Senator 
keep us he me later this evening. Evidently we can not finish the 
bill to-night. An important provision is before the Sena I 
think the Senator would better let the bill goo ver unti l to-morrow 


Mr. PROCTOR. Ishould be y 
nothing but this provision. 
point of order. 


very glad to close it up if there is 


To settle this quickly, I raise the 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. WARREN. Irose, Mr. President, to say I would be glad 


to accept an amendment covering the 
able friend the Senator from Massachusetts, but 
in hopes the Senator from Vermont will not raise 
amended as he suggests. If the point of order is 
be glad to have the Pr resident pro tempore, if he 
mit it to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


point rais 


d by my honor- 
I am very mucl 
the point on it, 
so raised I[ shall 
will do so, sub- 
If the point is 


raised 


the 








Chair will be obliged to sustain it. Does the Chair understand 
the Senator to raise the point of order? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair su ns tl nt 
of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree with the Senator from Maryla _ 

Mr. PROCTOR. Is there anything further? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think Leaps imendment ought to be modified, 
so as to meet the views of the acting chairman of the com: 
and I have no doubt it can be Q me | v 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that th which I d 
and withdrew in regard to a settlen he mi ! 
civil rovernments in = Philippin 

The ee empore. nted - 
qu’ the Senator from Vermont. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


business. 
d to; and the Senat 
ve business. After 


tion of executiv 
The motion was agre 
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ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 53 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, 
March 9, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate March 8, 1904. 
POSTMASTERS. 
OHTO. 


John A. Anderson to be postimaster at St. Marys, in the county 
of Auglaize and State of Ohio, in place of John L. Sullivan, re- 
moved 

William A. Campbell to be postmaster at Lima, in the county | 
of Allen and State of Ohio, in place of George Hall. Incumbents | 
commission expired January 24, 1903. 

Eliner A. Palmer to be postmaster at Napoleon, in the county 
of Henry and State of Ohio, in place of Tilghman C. Clewell. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1902. 


CONFIRMATIONS., 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 8, 1904. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

George Elfers, of New York, to be a second assistant engineer 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, with the rank 
of third lieutenant. 

POSTMASTERS. 
LOUISIANA. 

Benjamin F, Ford to be postmaster at Natchitoches, in the par- 

ish of Natchitoches and State of Louisiana. 
MONTANA. 

Lawrence Hauck to be postmaster at Philipsburg, in the county 

of Granite and State of Montana. 
OHTO, 

John A. Anderson to be postmaster at St. Marys, Ohio. 

William A. Campbell to be postmaster at Lima, Ohio. 

Frederick T. Miles to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Columbiana and State of Ohio. 

Elmer A. Palmer to be postmaster at Napoleon, Ohio. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Cyrus E. Hipple to be postmaster at Conshohocken, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

Sylvester C. Stout to be postmaster at Glenside, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, March 8, 1904. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupeEn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. On yesterday, upon the conference report on 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] made the point of order that the 
conferees had exceeded their jurisdiction in substance as follows: 
That Senate amendment numbered 235 inserted these words: ** or 
any other;’’ andagain to the amendment numbered 236 the Senate 
inserted these words: ‘*‘ by this or any ovher act.’? The House 
provision which the Senate amended is as follows: 

No part of any money appropriated by thisact shall be available for paying 
expenses of horses and carriages or drivers therefor for the personal use of 
auy othcer provided for herein other than the President of the United States, 
the heads of Executive Departments, and the Secretary to the President. 

The conference report takes the matter in difference to which 
the Chair has referred, accepts the Senate amendments, and in- 
serts ‘‘ or official;’’ so as to make it read ‘‘ for the personal or 
official use of any officer provided for by this or any other act 
other than the President of the United States, etc.’? It is ob- 
jected that the insertion of the words “ or official’’ is aliunde to 
the matter that was in difference between the two Houses, and 
prevents, if enacted, the use of appropriations in this or any other 
appropriation bill for paying the expenses of horses and carriages, 
or drivers therefor, for the personal or official use of any officer, 
etc. 
insertion of the words “ or official’’ inserts that within the con- 


> 


ference report that was not proposed by the House or by the | 


Senate. 

It is true that if the whole paragraph in the bill as it passed the 
House had been stricken out and a substitute therefor proposed 
by the Senate, or if the Senate had stricken out the paragraph 





It is evident from the reading of the amendments that the | 
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there were but two words inserted, the provision, if enacted in: 





without proposing a substitute, and the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate, then the conferees might have had 
jurisdiction touching the whole matter and might have agreed 
upon any provision that would have been germane. But that is 
not this case. This provisionin the conference report inserts lev- 
islation that never was before the House or before the Senate, and 
it was quite competent for the conferees, if they could do this, to 
have stricken out the whole paragraph and inserted anything that 
was germane. They could have stricken out these words, ‘* other 
than the President of the United States, the heads of Executives 
Departments, and the secretary to the President,’”’ and while 


law, would be far-reaching and would run along the line of the 
whole public service. 

As to the wisdom of such a provision, the Chair is not called 
upon to intimate any opinion. Itis for the House and the Senate 
to determine upon the wisdom of it, and as the House and the 


| Senate never have considered that proposition the Chair is 


opinion that the conferees exceeded their power, and therefor 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House furth 
insist upon its disagreement to the amendments and ask for 
further conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
that the House further insist upon its disagreement to all the 
Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the Hous: 
Mr. BincHaM, Mr. GILLert of Massachusetts, and Mr. LIvINGsTon. 


A CORRECTION, 


Mr.GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent to make 
a correction in the RECORD, with a statement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, some four or five days ago I took 
occasion to make some remarks criticising the record of the R: 
publican party, and, among other things, to animadvert somewhat 
on the conduct of General Davis in the Philippine Islands, charg- 
ing him, in substance, with having sold rice and provisions at 
enormous profit to the hungry natives. I am in receipt of a letter 
from Gen. J. Franklin Bell showing that I was in error in my 
statement, and I desire the letter to be read and inserted as a part 
of iy remarks in the REcorRD. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I could not hear what the gentle- 
man from Kentucky said. What does he desire read? 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent has been accorded to the 


gentleman to make a statement, and this is a part of that state- 
ment. The Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


GENERAL SERVICE AND STAFF COLLEGE, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT, 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans., March 6, 190h. 

My DEAR MR. GILBERT: A friend of mine in Washington has just sent me 
a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD containing a speech you recently 
made in Congress. For the good will and esteem exhibited therein for my- 
self lam duly grateful; but your remarks—more complimeniary to me than 
facts can justify—contain some errors which, uncorrected, might do injury 
to myself as well as to others who deserve no reproach. 

Feeling perfectly satisfied that you would not wittingly do injustice toany- 
one, I take the liberty of writing you this letter. 

The errors I refer to are found in the second and third paragraphs on page 
2712 of the CONGRESSIONAL REcORD. I need not cite them, as they will be 
readily recognized by the following citation of facts: 

Inever had command of the land forcesin the field in the Philippines. 
Asa subordinate to Generals Merritt, Otis, MacArthur, Chaffee, and Davis, 
I had command of portions of said forces from time to time. The generals 
above named had command in turn and in the order named of the land forces 
of the Philippines. Other subordinate officers, like myself, had command of 


| portions of said forces in the field. 





I didsuch share of fighting as fell to my lot, but tosay that I did“ the main 
fighting” would be giving me extravagant credit, far greater than Iaeserve, 
and be doing grave injustice to my comrades. 

General Davis never had charge of the commissary, and never sold any 
rice or provisions to anyone, much less to starving natives, at enormous 

rofits. 

. There was an officer of the Commissary Department by the name of Davis 
who had charge of the depot commissary in Manila, but he never sold any 
rice or other provisions to natives. It is possible that your information has 
gotten the identy of these two officers confused, but, as just stated, neither of 
them ever sold rice or other provisions to natives. (I might here remark 
parenthetically that no rice or other provisions were ever sold to any ‘“‘star'v- 
ing” natives at “enormous” _— by anyone, to my knowledge.) 

As General Davis has just been appointed a member of the Panama Canal 
Commission by the President, and as your erroneous remarks might possibly 
be some time cited or repeated to his disadvantage, I shall make a somewhat 
fuller statement of the facts than I otherwise might in order to justify a re- 
quest that you correct your erroneous statement as to General Davis. 

Furnishing rice and other provisions for sale to natives of my brigade 
during the period they could not get such supplies themselves, owing to their 
pate having been closed as a war measure, was not only an act of humanity, 
put a military necessity and undertaken as such (i. e.,as a war measure); 
but dictates of humanity prevented my suddenly abandoning the giving of 
this succor to the people upon the declaration of peace, because the necessity 


| for assistance was then not less than it had been formerly. 


When peace was proclaimed on July 4, 1902, this war measure no longer 
had any basis of law, as military necessity can not exist in peace, and can, 
therefore, justify no procedure in time of peace. This fact was first pointed 
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out to me by General Davis, who suggested a remedy, namely, to close up the 
business as a military undertaking and turn its supervision over to the civil 
authorities, which was done. 

You can therefore see that instead of having charge of this business and 
conducting it he objected to having it done under his supervision by the 
military authorities in times of peace, and caused me to have it turned over 
to the civil authorities, where in time of peace he considered it properly 
belonged. 

though I never at any time actually sold rice or other provisions to na- 
tives or handled any proceeds in person, Iam the general officer who had 
immediate supervision of those who were engaged in such sale to natives in 
the territory of the Third Brigade from January 1 to December 1, 1902. I 
originated the plan, which received the approval of the commanding general 
in the Philippines and of the Secretary of War, and I issued the orders under 
which it was carried out. Therefore any discredit which attaches to the de- 
tails or methods enjoined by these orders belongs to me, and to me alone. 

These orders have been published by me and also in Senate documents, 
and full and complete reports have been made to the War Department. 
Other than the question raised by General Davis, no one in the Philippine 
Islands and none of my military superiors excepting General Miles have ever 
raised any question as to the propriety of my action or conduct. On the 

rary.it met with the hearty approvalof all of my immediate super iors and of 
» Secretary of War, who announced that I would have been derelict in my 
duty had I done otherwise. Iam willing that my acts should stand and be 
judged upon this official record. 

It seems hardly necessary for me to suggest, my dear Mr. GILBERT, that a 
person who has been as fortunate as myself ought not to be willing to receive 
credit at the expense of others, especially not at the expense of comradesand 
friends 








con- 





under many obligations. I know of no one less deserving of such c¢ 
than he. Soscrupulous and exacting has he always been in adhering closely 
to the letter of the law in the administration of public trusts and affairsthat 
some persons who know him intimately feel that he leans in the direction of 
being overparticular and critical. He is one of the last men on earth who 
deserves to be thus unjustly accused. I don’t want to profit at anyone's 
expense, and, least of all, at his. 

From the fact that my home is the same as yours any comrade might nat- 
urally assume that you had obtained your erroneous information from me 

I would therefore earnestly request that, in whatever way seems most 
appropriate, you do me the favor of correcting your erroneous statement 
concerning General Davis in such manner that the correction may also ap- 
pear in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Very truly and sincerely, yours, J. F. BELL, 
Brigadier-General, United States Army. 


nNanre 
nsur 








Hon. GEORGE G. GILBERT, 

Member of Congress, Was' ington, D.C. 

Mr. GILBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I merely desire to add that 
Iam glad of the opportunity to make the correction with as much 
publicity as the erroneous statement was made. [Applause.] 

BILLS ON THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration 
of bills on the Private Calendar, in pursuance of the special order 
entered on last Friday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the 
consideration of the Private Calendar. 


The motion was agreed to; accordingly the House resolved it- | 


self into Committee of the Whole House, with Mr. CRUMPACKER 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House for the consideration of bills on the Private Calen- 
dar under the special order, and the Clerk will report the first 
bill. 

JOSEPH M. SIMMS. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (5S. 33) for the relief of Joseph M. Simms, captain, United States Rev- 
enue-Cutter Service, retired. 

Be it enacted, etc., That Capt. Joseph M. Simms, United States Revenue- 


Cutter Service (retired), having been promoted “for meritorious acts of pub- | 
lic service and wounds received in the United States service, as appears upon | 


the public records of the volunteer service of the Army and Navy and of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service,” shall hereafter receive the full retired pay of his 
said rank. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
Massachusetts [Mr. LAWRENCE]. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill providing that 
Capt. Joseph M. Simms, United States Revenue-Cutter Service, re- 
tired, having been promoted for meritorious acts of public service 
and wounds received in the United States service, as appears upon 
the public records of the volunteer service of the Army and Navy 
and of the Revenue-Cutter Service, shall hereafter receive the full 
retired pay of his rank. 


gentleman from 


At the second session of the Fifty-seventh Congress in 1902 a | 


bill was passed promoting Joseph M. Simms to the rank of captain 


of the Revenue-Cutter Service, butit did not grant him the salary | 


under the law which he would receive as captain on such retired 
list. It was felt that thereby an act of injustice was done. At 
the next session of Congress a bill was introduced, was consid- 
ered in the Senate, reported unanimously by the committee, and 
passed by the Senate. A report, in speaking of the matter, says: 

There seems to be a lack of justice in the action in this case. Mr. Simms 
served through the war of the rebellion in the Navy, and was wounded 
many times. He served for nearly thirty years thereafter in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, and was finally placed upon waiting orders because of the 
disability he received when in the service of the United States. No good 
reason is apparent why the officer should not receive the compensation of 
the grade to which Congress, in its wisdom, has seen fit to elevate him. It 
therefore reports the bill with a favorable recommendation, 
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General Davis has long been a friend and comrade to whom I feel | 
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Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentie- 
|} man how the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
| got jurisdiction of this matter? 
| Mr.LAWRENCE. Because Captain Simms wasin the Re 
| Cutter Service, and all matters relating to that Service g 
| Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
| Mr. CLARK. Isn't thisin the nature of a pension? 
Mr. LAWRENCE. No; the bill promoted Lieutenant Sin 
to captain, and that promotion was based on gallant service 
the war of the rebellion and faithful services afterwards. Tomy 
mind, giving him the pay of a captain is not at all in the nature 
of a pension. Now, Mr. Chairman, just a word about J I 





yvenue- 


Oo to the 


~ 


Simms. He enlisted in 1861 in the volunteer service and served 
as a corporal in the District of Columbia Volunteers in d QB 
of Washington three months and received an honorable discharge 


e 
SH.) 


at the expiration of his term. 
t 


In August, 1863, he was appointed 
acting master’s mate in the Unit 


<1 States Navy. 





His service in the civil war was characterized by coolness, 
bravery, and efficiency. James Parker, late lien snt-com- 
mander, United States Navy. under date of August 6, 1869, wr 
to Lieutenant Simuis, as follows: 

It affords me pleasure to state that during the p 
mate on board the U.S. frigate VM (of whi \ 
re ly + ‘ . . ] 
officer) your conductas ai SS 
be desired in either You s and 
of your duties and perf it Ld al Y 
displayed in the \ a i | t sner 
in the naval assault upon Ss ur ] 
suffering from the severe dint ‘ 
ration ef all who observed or v of « It S 
mend you for promotion, and at th of t I 
branch of the service was largely redu to recomn l l 1 
in the service. You have my warmest wishes for r future welfare, and 
particularly for your success in your coming examina l 

Immediately after the close of the war Captain Simms entered 
the Revenue-Cutter Service, in which he has served for nearly 
thirty-six years. In 1872 he was promoted to second ls lant 
and in November, 1879, to first lieutenant, haying to pass i 
physical and professional examination. In March, 1893. L - 


ant Simms was examined for promotion to the grade of captain, 

but failed to pass a satisfactory physical examination, and the 

report says that the failure to pass that physi 
due to his wounds and arduous service. 

Captain Simms, but for the wounds received in the civil war and 

his condition resulting therefrom, would have been a captain in 

| the Revenue-Cutter Service for the past several years, and would 


A 


; . ae 
ai €eXammination 
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have received the pay of that rank. He was qualified in every 
way except physically, and, as I said, his failure to pass the phys- 
ical examination was due to wounds received in war. A bill giv 


ing him the salary of a captain upon the retired list has been pass« 
twice by the Senate. It was reported in the last Congress in tl 
House. It failed to pass simply because of the pressure of busi- 
ness at the close of the session and because of the filibuster which 
| blocked business here during the last two or three weeks of the 
session. The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce ] 
again considered the matter, and the report is unanimous. In 
fact, I will say that all persons who have examined the matter, so 
far as I know, are agreed that this is simply an act of j 
| a@ very deserving and gallant officer, and that the pending bil 
| should be passed by Congress. I therefore ask that the bil 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think I ought to make a 
statement in respect to this bill,as I madethe report. Ger 


as 





men of the House will remember very distinctly that I opp l 
with as much vigor as I could the passage of the bill to create a 
retired list in the Revenue-Cutter Service, giving retired pay. 
| That bill, however, became a law. and under t! rms of an act 
which had been enacted for the benefit of Captain Simms because 


he was laid up by reason of wounds received in the war he re- 


| ceived no benefit from that act. A discrimination is m again 
| him, and his is a peculiar case. The services which he ret 


| and the wounds which he received during the civil war m: 
| case rather peculiar. For that reason the committee which has 
jurisdiction of the subject decided to recommend the 
| this bill, which in fact increases his pay $300 a year. 
| Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
| man a question. 
| The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 
Mr. CLARK. Is not this bill in the nat 
i 


Mr. MANN. Itis notin the nature of a pens in one sense, 


t 
andinanother senseitis. This bill places Captain Simms upon the 
same terms that Congress, by law, has already placed the other, 
or most of the other, Revenue-Cutter officers. The gentleman from 


Missouri | Mr. CLARK] and myself, with a minority of the House, 
stood as firmly as we could against the passage of that law, but it 
was passed. Now, this simply gives to Captain Simms the same 
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Mr. CLARK. Iam not objecting to this man getting this re- 
ward or whatever it is, but it seems to me that this bill ought to 
have been referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ] The gentleman is mistaken as to the jurisdiction 
of the bill. The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
has jurisdiction of all billsrelating to the Revenue-Cutter Service, 
and had jurisdiction in the same way of the bill creating a re- | 
tired list in the Revenue-Cutter Service, and all of these bills are | 
referred to that committee, because, I may say to the gentleman, | 
this isnota pension. Captain Simmsnow draws retired pay. He | 
is now on what is known as the *‘ permanent waiting orders list’ 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Mr. CLARK. Without interrupting the gentleman, I should 

read clause 7 of Rule XI: 
To commerce, Life-Saving Service, and light-houses, other than appropria- 
ns for Life-Saving Service and light-houses, to the Committee on Interstate 
d sign Commerce. 
Now, I should like the gentleman to explain under what part of 
that paragraph a bill like this can be referred to that committee. 

Mr. MANN. The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce always has referred to it, and such has been the case ever 
since the committee was created, bills relating to commerce be- | 
tween the States or with foreign nations and bills which have 
relation to aiding navigation. Now, the Revenne-Cutter Service 
has always been considered as a service in aid of navigation and 
commerce; and there being no rule requiring such bills to be re- 
ferred to any other committee, they have always been referred to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. All bills to 

yrovide for new revenue cutters are so referred. 

Mr. PAYNE. While I do not care to make any point on this | 
bill, I wish to say that I do not think the gentleman from Illinois | 
{Mr. Mann] is right in reference to the rule. This bill is prac- | 

ically a bill for the relief of a private party; itis in the nature 
\f @ private bill; it does not relate to the general subject of inter- 
state and foreign commerce. Now, it used to be the practice to | 
refer to the Committee on Ways and Means certain bills for pay- | 
ment to private parties of claims connected with the revenue of 
the Government, but the later practice has been, during the last | 
five or six years, for the Committee on Ways and Means to refuse | 
to accept jurisdiction of any such bill and to ask its reference to 
the Committee on Claims. I think this is a bill which should | 
properly have gone to the Committee on Claims; but I am not in- 
sisting on that point. 

Mr. MANN. This is a bill which could not possibly be consid- | 
ered by the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why not? It is for the reliefof a private party. | 

Mr. MANN. It is true it is entitled ‘‘A bill for the relief of | 
Joseph M. Simms,”’ but it is not a claim against the Government. | 
This gentleman is now on the permanent waiting-orders list of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Mr. PAYNE. The bill seems to be in the nature of a private | 
claim for back pay. 

Mr. MANN. Not at all; it provides for no back pay; it simply 
provides that this man shall be given the same position on the 
permanent waiting-orders list that he would have had if he had 
been included in the general bill passed by Congress. 

Mr. PAYNE. The bill gives him two-thirds of the retired pay, | 
whatever it is, from the time he was put upon the retired list, 
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| which there can be no reasonable opposition. 
tleman will facilitate the work of this committee by not objecting 
_ to the request that I make. 


| tion if the committee has adopted such a rule. 


| perfectly willing that the other bills shall be disposed of first. 


MARCH 8, 


benefit of the law that Congress gives to other officers who are | dealing with bonds and checks and bills of a formal character be 


placed at the head of the Calendar. 

The report was agreed upon by the Committee on Claims, but 
the gentleman who is interested in the bill—I suppose without be- 
ing advised of the action of the committee—filed this report. In 
view of those facts I ask that in all fairness this bill be passed 
over without prejudice until the first sixteen bills reported by the 
committee are considered. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina rose. 

Mr. GRAFF. I wish to say to the gentleman from North Car- 


| 


| olina that I anticipate no great delay in the passage of the next 


sixteen bills, as they are all bills of a formal character, against 
I think the gen- 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
rule that the committee has adopted. 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes; that is a fact. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 


As I understand, this is a 


Well, I shall raise no objec- 
This is a bill 
which passed a previous Congress, and will take only a short 
time. I hope it will be reached to-day. 

Mr. GRAFF. I will say to the gentleman we will take up the 
bill at the conclusion of these other bills. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. With that assurance I am 


I 
hope that it will be reached to-day, because it is a bill that has 


| passed a previous Congress, and not a matter of great importance 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois restate 
his request? 

Mr. GRAFF. Iask unanimous consent that the bill just read 
be passed without prejudice until the first sixteen bills reported 
by the Committee on Claims shall have been acted upon. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say 


| that I will be compelled to be absent from the House a part of the 
| day. 


Iam not insisting that the bill be considered now, but I 
would like very much to take it up and dispose of it, as it will 
only take a short time. 

Mr. GRAFF. I think the gentleman will find that the bill will 
be reached. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. All right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Dlinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill just read be passed without prejudice 


| until the next sixteen bills reported by the Committee on Claims 


shall have been considered. 
The Chair hears none. 
SVEN J. JOHNSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] 


| 2009) for the relief of the estate of Sven J. Johnson. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby. 


| authorized and directed to issue duplicates to the legal representative o 


Sven J. Johnson, also known as John Johnson, in lieu of United States 4 per 
cent registered bonds, funded loan of 1907, numbered 45869, 45370, 45372, 
45373, for $100 each, inscribed in the name of Jehn Johnson, and alleged to 
have been stolen after having been assigned in blank: Provided, That the said 
legal representative shall first file in the Treasury a bond in the penal sum of 
double the amount of the principal of said bonds and the interest that would 
accrue thereon to the date of their maturity, with good and sufficient sure- 
ties, residents of the United States, to be approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, conditioned to indemnify and save harmless the United States 
from any loss on account of the said stolen bonds. 





does it not? 

Mr. MANN... I do not so understand it at all. 
of the bill is: 

Shall hereafter receive the full retired pay of his rank. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not catch that language when the bill was 
read. 

Mr. DALZELL. Is this a unanimous report? 

Mr. MANN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam not disposed to make any point on the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to be reported favorably to the House? 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 


The language 


PAY IN CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—KOONCE V. GRADY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4407) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to defray the expenses of contestant in 
the contest entitled ‘‘ Koonce against Grady.” 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Frank D. Koonce, of the Third Congres- 
sional district of the State of North Carolina, the sum of $1,000, as amount of 


expenses incurred by him as contestant for a seat in the Fifty-third Con- | 


gress in the contest entitled *‘ Koonce against Grady.” 


Mr. GRAFF. The Committee on Claims adopted a resolution 


providing that all bills directed by them to be reperted should be 
placed in the hands of the clerk of the committee, and that bills 


| mendation. 


The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside | 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Gipson having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 

| passed without amendment joint resolution and bill of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

H. J. Res. 106. Joint resolution amending public resolution 
No. 8, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, approved February 23, 
| 1901, providing for the printing annually of the report on field op- 
erations of the Division of Soils, Department of Agriculture; and 

H. R. 8160. An act to authorize the construction of bridges 
across a portion of the Minnesota River in the State of Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
| report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
| the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to concurrent resolution No. 21, to print and bind the pro- 
ceedings in Congress upon the acceptance of the statues of Charles 
| Carroll of Carrollton and John Hanson, etc. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 4769. An act validating certain conveyances of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company and the Northern Pacific Railway 
'‘ Company, 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed with assistant t vf t s at New York, in favor of Crane & 
amendments bill of the following title in which the coneurrence re Wp ; B eS ave pape ae 
of the House of Representatives was requested: Treasury nt said Ct & al is ] ! , 

H. R. 12220. An act making appropriations for the naval service | through t States 1 ; 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes. on Beviaed eee af ti elena ae , 

The message also announced that the Senate had further in- b irsing officers and agents to issue d 
sisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 9480) making appro- cks drs awn for $2,500 or less: Theref 

priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial exper nses of ae ee eee oe nw io pane — 
tH e Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for origin .} rta k, under such regulations iz l ‘ 
other purposes, disag rreed to by the House of Representati §, had | hav feb rihed by secidonaal f th rreasury for t 
agreed to the further conference asked by the House on the dis- pli me meter te ee ee 





U nite | Stat 
Mr. GRAFF. _ Chairman, I move that the preamble be 

stricken out, and that as amended the bill be laid aside with a 

aie , favorable recommendation. 
é ; eee The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves that 
The committee resumed its session. the preamble be str 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. The motion was agreed to. 

10058) for the relief of Kirby Thomas. The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with avor- 
The bill was read, as follows: able r eh 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, au- 


es. 


agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. and had appointed Mr. 
CuLLoM, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. TELLER as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 


icken out. 


Immendation. 





thorized and directed to allow on the accounts of Kirby Thomas, postmaster ELIZABETH 8S. CUSHING, 
at Superior, Wis., a credit of $13.897.36, for postal funds derived from box The next business on the Private ¢ v the bi H. R. 
rents and postage stamps, or their equivalent in money, stolen from said | gg9~) for the relief of the heirs of Eli: ape 
post-office by burglars on the night a a 20, 1903. 3, Th bill solvinns 1 p 5 fe a ee 
‘ 7 7 ‘ : . ihe Dill Was read, a LiOWS: 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the genileman from| 7 Pinca tg eee 1) 

“9 ° ° e enacted, etc., 1at the ret ” I rv, 
Wisconsin. who will make a bri of statement about the bill. authorized and directed to i nry ; 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, on the night of October 20, | of the estate of Elizabeth Cu States 4 


1903, the post-office at Superior, Wis., was robbed, and $13,897.36 | tered bonds, funded loan of 1907, No. 10720, for 350; Nos. 48610, 4861] “1 


























: 1 , an $100 each; No. 24270, for Sit 1 ar 
in postage stamps and money was stolen from the post-office. | alleged to have been lost or d ae i 
Under the law the Postmaster-General is required to investigate | said duplicates the said MeHenr said 
all claims of postmasters for loss, and if there is no fault on the | cut esa _ SoCnoang rea 
part of the postmaster the Postmaster-General is authorized by Sree a ! 7 condi to i fe andl save - 
law to allow up to the sum of $10,000. The amount involved in | the United States from any claim beca lost or destroyed 1} 
this case being in excess of $10,000, the Postmaster-General was The ame recommended by the committee was read. as 
required to submit this claim to Congress. The report is very | follows: 
lengthy and includes a long and carefully prepared report on thi In Hine § insert the initial “8.” in claimant's name. 
part of the post-office inspectors; but after a very thordugh in- The amendment was agreed to 
vestigation on their part and by the Postmaster-General the rec- The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
ommendation is made that the postmaster be reimbursed. able recommendation. 
Mr. PAYNE. The Postmaster-General did allow to $10,000? MARY KI 
Mr. JENKINS. I will say to the gentleman from New York a ia a OT a Be ae 
that the Postmaster-General declined to act at all until after th: ee ee Se en ee See WL (th, te. 
~— 10511) for the relief of the estate of Mary Ki 
action of ¢ ongress. wie Stl aeke send en teliow q 
Mr. PAYNE. But he did recommend? aa a haespycbacaggee + qe agemtati soni 
Mr. JENKINS. He recommends that favorable action be had | authorized and instructed to? : 
on this bill. tate of Mary K« fary ( 
Mr. GRAFF. As I understand it, if the sum involved exceeds Ponds, issued unm nyo glee Aa 
$10,000 the Postmaster-General does not grant any relief? stake takaiieh areata Gaui aaa tes 
Mr. JENKINS. That is a correct statement. aving been lost or destroyed and ! : 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- Payee: 2 i, That the said administrator sk 
mendation. elk Siied iain dikes aetamaaee alin Remmeadenriediienmn dade 
JACOB SWIGERT. ited States, to be approved by the Se 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. ome adie mer hon > re ; 
7535) for the relief of Jacob Swigert. late deputy collector, sey- The amendments recommended by the committee wer A 
enth Kentucky district. follows: ; 
The bill was read, as follows: Sas Med after the word “ta,” stril a ala as all 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, | and insert » words “issue to.” 
directed to pay, out of any mone ey inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, In line 5, after the word “Cottroll,” i t the w : 
the sum of $200 to Jacob Swigert, late deputy collector, seve1 ith d rict f | of.” 
Kentucky, the said sum of money being payment in full tosaid Jacob Swigert Strike out in line 12 the words “with interest acerued.” 
on account of loss of twenty ten-dollar documentary stamps during the In line 13 strike out the wor du i to tl l f ’ 
month of January, 1899. On page 2, in li » after t word * stl + ¢ 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- © the sa ind insert the words “that would t t 


. same ll be om due or payab 

mendation. une a ota ; 7 
ARTEMUS E. GIBSON The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a vor- 


on wt hnei 20 ~vata Cala ar wad hil > 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | apie recommendation. 


7718) for the relief of the estate of Artemus E. Gibson. 








ha hi ; CYRUS D. HOTTENSTEIN 
The bill was read, as follows: ; rae yo hese 
usiness on the suat < maar * 1 > 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby The next busi €S5 On UW J ear Valendal when rh. te 
authorized and directed to issue to the estate of Artemus E. Gibson, deceased, | 8505) for the relief of the heirs of Cyrus D. H 
duplicates in lieu of United States 4 per cent registered bonds of the he hil se read asc follows: : 
funded loan of 1907, Nos. 110479 and 110480 for $100 each and 898 for $1.0 Th ; na doggie ear mlb yg gt = 
nscribed in name of said Artemus E. Gibsonand alleged to have been lost or ee a een te te ee eae, ; 
destroyed: Provided, That the legal representative of the estate of said Arte- ®Uthorized anc directed to pay to the het Vyrus J. tt I 
mus E. Gibson shall first file in the Treasury a bond in a-sum equal to the PS De ees econ Seen oe . pod. 
amount of the principal of said bonds and the interest that would a d ae » United races bon : ~ 
t m until the same shall become due or payable, with good and sutt SECTS Sy a aS ee ee 
sureties, to be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, condition to | 0eu Po eee ian, ONG AVE 
indemnify and save harmiess the United States from any claim because of said bonds the heirs | an Cyrus D. Hi 
said lost or destroyed bonds. re att - ; — we : 
ny . : : : 2 indemnity In Goudie the ta \ rt 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | security. sul » the approval of s Ss 
mendation. States against loss or dar in nsequc! tt d 
THOMAS J. HOBBS. The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
‘ : ‘ . ] 73° 
‘The next business on the Private ( alendar was the bill (H. R. | follows: 
$256) directing the issue of a check in lieu of a lost check drawn In the title substitute the word “est 


in line 7 er ‘ 


by Thomas J. Hobbs, disbursing clerk, in favor of Crane & Co., the word “bv sart the wor ion 79 

of Dalton, Mass. and on page 2 uit ter- 
The bill was read, as follows: er: om A GERGELY 2, EXE, SRS HS CEIRes the > 
Whereas it appears that Thomas J. Hobbs, disbursing clerk, Treasury De- | Sema ia ti 

partment, did, on the 8th day of July, 1903, issue a check, No. 40008, upon the ' he amendments were agreed to. 





i 98 


The 1 
able 


ill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
recommendation. 


FARMERS AND MECHANICS’ NATIONAL BANK, PHILADELPHIA. 


The next business on the Private Cale ndar was the bill (S. 255) 
for the relief of the Farmers and Mechanics’ National Bank, Phil- 
adelphia, Pa. 

The bill was read, 

Be it « 
authori 


as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and directed to issue to the 
Bank, Philadelphia, Pa 
of the act of March 14, 1900, s 
assists treasurer of the Unit 
pay to the order of the 


nacted, etc.," and heis hereby, 


20d Farmers and Mechanics’ National 
es of 1900, No. 16454, for $10,000, issued by the 
<d States, Philadelphia, Pa., on July 18, 1908, 

Farmers and Mechanics’ National Bank, Phila- 
delphia, Pa., and alleged to have been lost: Provided, That the said F armers 
and Mechanics’ National Bank shall first file in the Treasury a bond in the penal 
sul the amount of the principal of said certificate, with good and 
ies to be pproved by the Secretary of the 
save harmiess the United States from any claim be- 
cause of the ite herein - seen described. 


The bill was aaa to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


int 


abie 


nble 
Bil mt iret 
‘ m to indemnify and 


lost certific 


JOHANN A. KILLIAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10688) for the relief of Johann A. Killian, 

The-bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 2 Becretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized a ind di rec ted to issue to Johann A. Killian duplicate interest cou- 
pons, duc , 1899, for $35 each, in the place and stead of the ceupons be- 
fong ng ach’ of th ree ertain bonds designated F genk ip of Columbia 
water stoc 3,” iss d under date of October 1, 1871, and numbered, re- 
sper J and 188, which said coupons have been lost or destroyed, 
u 1p n f an indemnifyi ing bond, to be approved by the Secretary of 
the as prescribed by section 3703, United States Revised Statutes, 
aud the regulations of the Department. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
4, strike out the word “issue” 
rike out the word “ duplicate 
mount of three.’ 
rike out words commencing “in the” 
oupons” in line 7. 


16 amendments were agreed to. 


and insert “ pay.” 


* and insert in place thereof the 


down to and including the 


bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


» recommendation. 

Ww. 
next business on ~~ Private ( 
for the relief of W. 
Kentucky district. 

The bill was read 


S. FELAND. 
‘alendar was the bill (H. R. 


. Feland, late deputy collector second 


The 


or 
291) 


follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here- 
by. directed to pay to W. 8S. Feland, late deputy collector of the 

tr f Kentucky, the sum of $1: 24.66 out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherw ‘ appropriated, being the amount due him for excessive e xpenses 
necessarily incurred in the discharge of his duties during the period from 


July 1, 1488, to March 16, 1899. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask about that 
bill. This bill seems to be a bill for excessive expenses. 
Mr. GRAFF. Hereis a letter from the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue giving the facts inthe case. The letter is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OF COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, December 12, 


as 


second dis- 


OFFICE 
1902. 

SIR: 
office of the 19th in stant, 
matter of the claim of 


that it appears from further investigation in the 
late Deputy Collector W. 8. Feland, second district of 
Kentucky, for excessive expenses necessarily incurred luring the period 
from July 1, 1898, to March 16, 1899, that there is still a balance of $124.66 due 
him for the above-mentioned period in addition to the $56.89 allowed as per 
Auditor's statement No. 40426, referred to in letter of the 10th instant. 

This amount would have been paid but from an oversight. A claim was 
not presented tothe Department until after the expiration of one year from 
the ¢ los e of the fiscal year in which the expenses we re incurred, consequently 
favoral action by the Treasury De partment was debarred } by the one-year 
i provided in section 3148, Revised Statutes of the United States 


Mr. PAYNE. 
sioner of Internal Revenue? 
Mr. GRAFF. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PAYNE. Then I have no objection. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported tothe House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARY C. GILMORE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6921) for the relief of the estate of Mary C. Gilmore. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That me Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized, empowered, and directed to issue a duplic vate of a registered bond 
of the United States, 4 per cent issued under the acts of July 14, 1870. and 
January 20, 1871, No. 62357, for $1, "000, and inscribed in the name of Mary P. 
Gilmore, now deces ased,to Walter S Glidden and William T. Hall, jr., admin- 
istrat bonis non of the estate of said Mary P. Gilmore, said duplicate to 
be of like amount, to bear like interest, and to be marked in like manner as 
said original bond, upon their filing a bond, with sufficient sureties, in such 
sum as may be determined necessary by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
to be app roved by him, conditioned to save harmless and indemnify the 
United states against all legal claims and demands which may be made under 
said original bond or reissue. 

Src. 2. That this act shall take effect when approved. 


rs de 
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| 
| 


.a duplicate in lieu of United States gold certificate | 


Treasury, with con- | 


MARCH 8, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 12 strike out all of the line after the word “ Gilmore,” all of line 1 
and in line 14 as far as the word “upon,” leaving the word *‘ upon,” and stri! 
ing out the word *their,”’ in the same line, inserting immediately before the e 
word “with” these words: ‘‘ the said administrators in the Treasury.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HEPPENSTALL FORGE AND KNIFE COMPANY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10925) directing the issue of a check in lieu of a lost check drawn 
in favor of the Pittsburg Shear, Knife and Machine Company, 
now the Heppenstall Forge and Knife Company, of Pittsburg. Pa. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Whereas it appears that D. M. Taylor, major of ordnance, United States 
Army, did, on the 6th day of November, 1902, issue a check, No. 38017, up 
the assistant treasurer of the United States at Chicago, in favor of the Pit 

burg Shear, Knife and Machine Conny for the sum of $3,048.59, being in 


final payment for machinery a 1ed by said company to the Uni 
States at Rock Island Arsenal, which check was duly received by said co: 


| pany, and after having been indorsed by it to the Tradesmen’s Natio: 


I have the honor to advise you, in further reply to letter from this | 


This letter, I understand, is from the Commis- | 


Bank, of Pittsburg, for ‘dep sit in said bank, was lost, stolen, or destroyed ji 
the course of transmission to said bank through the United States mails; a: 


| the corpor ate name and title of said Pittsburg Shear, Knife and Machine 


ympany has since been changed to Heppenstall Forge ‘and Knife Company 
a 

Whereas the provisions of the act of February 16, 1885, amending sect 
3646, Revised Statutes of the United States, authorizing United States « 
bursing officers and agents to issue duplicates of lost checks, apply onl) 
checks drawn for $2,500 or less: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That said D. M. Taylor, major of ordnance, Unit: 
States Army, be, and he is hereby, instructed to issue a duplicate of sa 
original check, under such re gulations in regard to its issue and payment 
have been prescribec Oy the Secretary of the Treasur y for the issue of « 
plicate checks under the provisions of section 3546, Revised Statutes of t! 
United States. 

Mr. GRAFF. I notice, Mr. Chairman, the body of the bill re- 
fers to the number of the check in the preamble. I think that 
would be better to amend the bill so that the check could |} 
identified in the body of the biil and would not need the prean 
ble to make the legislation intelligible. I therefore move to 
amend the bill by striking out, in line 5, the word *‘ said’ and ir 
serting after the word ‘‘ check ’’ the following: ‘* No. 38017, upon 

assistant treasurer of the United States at Chicago in favor 
of the Pittsburg Shear, Knife and Machine Company, for tle 
sum of $3,048.50.”’ 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 5 strike out the word “said;” and after the word “ check” insert 
“No. 38017, upon the assistant treasurer of the United States at Chicago i: 
favor of the Pittsburg Shear, Knife and Machine Company, for the sum o! 
50.’” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAFF. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
preamble. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

BANK OF NORTH WILKESBORO, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7190) for the relief of the bank of North Wilkesboro. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $100 is hereby appropriated, out of : uniy 
money in the Tre asury not otherwise appropriated, for the relief of the Ban! 
of North Wilkesboro, at North Wilkesboro, State of North Carolina, f: or re 
iste re od letter cont: ining $100, addressed to Treasurer of the United § 
Redemption Division, Washington, D. C., which was burned in railroad wt 
near Charlottesville, Va., about March 22, 1902. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out the words ‘‘one hundred” and insert “ ninety.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


COLUMBIA BREWING COMPANY, SHENANDOAH, PA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3393) for the relief of the Columbia Brewing Company, of Shen- 
andoah, Pa. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to adjust and settle the claim of the Columbia Brew- 
ing Company, of Shenandoah, Pa., for the sum of $416.25, being the amount 
ee by that company and covered into the Treasury of the United States 

or beer stamps ordered by the said company but never received by it, by 
payment of said sum of $416.25, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated or by issuing to the said company duplicate beer stamps 
to said amount in accordance with the order given by said company, as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may determine in his discretion. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the word “appropriated,” in line 12. 
The committee amendment was agreed to, 


$3,048 





1904. 





The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JAMES T. KILBRETH ET AL. 

The next business on os Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11928) for the relief of James T. Kilbreth, George R. Bidwell, 
and Nevada N. Stranahan, as collectors of customs for the district 
and port of New York. 

The Clerk read _ bill, as follows: 








Be it enacted, etc., That the following named, to wit, James T. Kilbreth. 
George R. Bidwell, anc i Nevada N. Str: ant than, holding successively the office 
of collector of customs for the district and port of New York during the 
period hereinafter stated, and their estates are hereby relieved of and dis- 
charged from all liability to the United States by reason of the losses to the 
Government aggregating $8,421.34 occurring through the defalcations and 
embezziements at various times from July 1, 1895, to February 6, 1903, of 
Byram W. Winters, a clerk then in the customs se rvice, in charge of the 
United States customs bureau at the post-office building in the city of New 














York aI d of the collection of duties on packages rece sived through the fe reign 
mails. such losses having occurred without Guten or negligence of the said 
collectors ‘of customs; and further, _— in aid of the purpose hereof the 
proper accounting officers be, an d they are hereby, authorized and directed 
to cre bt the eel ee © $8,821.44 i catia weeeamnent of | the accounts of the sa i 
Nevada N. Strandhan, collector of customs for said di *t and port, the 

officer having charged himse lf in said accounts with t sntire amount 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, that completes the passage of the 
first sixteen bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 
that was laid aside without 


to be seman to the House 


The Clerk will now report the bill 
prejudice. 

FRANK D. 
as follows: 
ring the Secrets 


KOONCE, 
The ¢ 


Jerk read 
H. R. 4407) 


authori iry of the Tr fray 













‘easury to de the ex 
penses of contestants in the contest entitled ** Koonce against Grady.” 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay to Frank D. Koonce, of the Third Congres 
siona! district of the State of } arolina, thé sum of $1,000. as amou f 
expenses incurred by him asc ant for a sext in the Fifty-third Cc Ss 
in the contest entitled ‘** Koonce against Gra ay. ; 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, 
but it sounds like an old friend. 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 


Mr. Chairman, I fully ex- 
plained the bill at the last Congress to the gentleman from New 
York |Mr. Payne}. 


This man was a contestant in the Fifty- 
third Congress. He made a motion before the Committee on 
Elections to extend the time for the taking of testimony. an 
time to time the committee delayed action and the ¢ 


[ had forgotten about this bill. 


OnLTeSS CX- 


pired without any action upon his motion, and no expenses of con- 
test were allowed him. Thecontestee received hisexpenses. Thy 
bill was originaliy for nineteen hundred and some odd dollars. 
The committee cut that amount down, however, to $1,000. 


Mr. PAY NE. How much did the contestee get? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I think the contestee re- 
ceived the full amount of $2.000. That is my recollection, I will 
say to the gentleman from New York. Now, if it is fair that one 
side should receive the expenses, it is fair that the other side s} 

Mr. PAYNE. Is the leman able to say that the conte 
received as much as this bill calls for, $1,000? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. My understanding is the 
contestee was paid $2,000. The committee thought that this claim 
of contestant, however, should be cut to $1,000, L think, 
they regarded the counsel fees as somewhat excessive. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did they actually take the testimony? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. There was some documen- 
tary testimony taken. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much does this bill provide for? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Onethousand dollars. The 
bill in the last Congress was $1,900, but the committee cutit down 
to $1,000. Let me read a brief statement from the report for the 
benefit of the gentleman. 


It appears that this application was made to the Fifty-third Congress, but 
was not acted upon. It further appears that the reason the contestant did 
not have his claim for his expenses of the cont allowed during that Con- 


1omld 
stee 


gent 


because, 


‘st 





gress was that action upon his application for an extension of time to take 
additional testimony was de singed until the expiration of the Fifty-third C 
gress. The contestant, being unable to procure an extension of time to take 
further evidence in his case during the Fifty-third Congress, to which he 
claimed to have been elected, did not further prosecute his contest, nor did 
he put in a claim for his c en t expenses during that Congré ss. It appe 


that the contestee, Mr. Grady, reta 
in defending his title to his sont. , 

The bill introduced in the Fifty-ei 
amount to which we believe Mr. Koonce is entitled. 
fore, the passage of the bill. 

Now, a bill for a similar amount, $1,000, I will say to the gen- 
tleman from New York, passed the last Congress, but failed in 
the Senate. 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKETT. This contest, as I read the report here hastily, 
was brought in December of the year of the election, 1892. Hear- 
ings were begun to take evidence. 


1ined his seatand was allowed his e :xpense s 


ghth Congress is for $1,000, and thisis the 
We recommend, there- 
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Testimony was taken in Jan- | 


20! 9) 


7 —_ — — a 





uary and February, and then the house of the contestant is al- 
leged to have burned, and the statement is made here that becauss 
his house burned and there were destroyed some copies of soi 
documentary evidence—which were probably copies of the proc] 
mation for an election, or something of that sort, probably not 
very much of it—he was deterred from completing his election 
case. Now, what is the re elk so far as the Committee on Elec- 
tions is concerned, with reference to this matter? Is t e any 
record of it? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I think there is. 

Mr. BURKETT. Where is it? Has the gentleman seen it 
Has he read it, so as to know what it shows’ 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. There was some t mony 
taken, I know. I think I have seenit. I kno here w 
testimony taken, and the Clerk gave notice of the opening of that 
testimony. That is my recollection. 

Mr. BURKETT. This report shows that whatever testimony 
he took was sent in here, and the Clerk opened wha sti- 
mony there wa:. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Yes; S 

Mr. BURKETT. But for anything that this ws the cor 
testant abandoned his cast 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. No; | not abandon it 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me ask this les : What is 
amount of this, and what proportion of this is for attorney’s fees 
and what proportion expenses? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Let me reply to the gentle- 
man’s first question. He did not abandon his test. Th 
dence that was burned 

Mr. BURKETT. Well, he never got ready f ul. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. The evidence that was 
burned was not only certain documentary e nce,as 11 el 
stand, but also the 1 f witn iad other di } 
had coliected to carry on the contest. His house burned 
made a motion before the comn ee to « t 
taking of further testi nv. r colnm I l i i 
that 1 mm, and the Congress expired betore t was ta 
That is all there of it 

Mr. BURKETI su ibout two vears in which to 
some action by Congress he fi ire that | ver p 1 
his case with any diligence, so far a ss S v 
trying to get at is whether or n 
he did prosecute his case with any d é 

Mi HOMAS of North Cat na Les I i 
port 

You mmittee find that int I ' i 
bY ’ t ° 4 

xX} < 

in the Fifty-aixth ¢ reese 
du by M 1OMA I t I 

ida I | { 

) persor re t ‘ 

icted uy defi 

¢ it 1mMposs ie T I Ke a I 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I wi ’ 
Nebraska {/Mr. Burkett] that Mr. Koo f 
mittee a lot of itemized statements e¢ S y 
moneys that he had paid out. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. There is filed ; 
committee a complete 1t¢ 1zeu st mel S { 
appeared in person before the ( 
duced to pay this Claim in th s } 
seventh, and Fifty-eighth Co Ss = 
this time, exercised due. diligen 

Mr. BUR KI 'T. I will ask the gentleman {f li 
GRAFF] the total amount of the items o 
pay for the taking of evidence? 

Mr. GRAFF. I can not now tell the gentleman what t ©) 
are, because I am not in possession « I 

Mr. BURKETT. Is this to pay for the evidence that was ta 
which was burned, or some other evidence? 

Mr. GRAFF. This is to pay for the total amom f his cla 
as shown by his receipts and bills. The amom is 
over $1,900, but the committee exercised its judgme 
amount that should be paid for attorney's fees and r . 
and reduced the amount to $1,000, notw 
showed, according to his t timony, that he p 1 i 
that amount. 

Mr. BURKETT. What Iam trying to g ut is y much of 
the evidence had he taken? What do the: ts show He 
makes a state ment that his evidence was |} Dp 

Mr. GRAFI e Yes. 
| Mr. BURKETT. And the committee certainly would not rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill without knowing whether he 
actually did have a fire, and whether he had actually taken evi- 
dence, what proportion it was,and whether or not it was evidence 


that he could not duplicate. 
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The question before the committee was not as 
amount of evidence that this man had taken excepting as 
it hear upon the question of what his actual expenses were. 
BURKETT. The question for this Committee of the Whole 

Has this contestant exercised proper diligence, or does he 
this claim on the fact that he was deprived of proper oppor- 
y for prosecuting his case to a termination? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, the Congress before which his contest 
was had, and which presumably was familiar with the circum- 
stances of the contest, evidently did not consider his claim of very 
much merit, or he would certainly have been allowed the same 
allowance for attorney’s fees that was given to other contestants. 

Mr. GRAFF. 

ained a number of the same Members that were in the Congress 
ich the coutest arose, passed upon this claim. 
RKETT. If that Congress did what this Congress has 
adopted the report of the previous Congress, perhaps the 
er did not receive very much consideration. 
iw, it seems to me we ought to know whether this man sim- 
filed a contest which he never prosecuted, and then came in 


+ 


and did take evidence; also that his house burned down. The 
question whether he ultimately succeeded in his contest has noth- 
ing at all to do with his right to reimbursement of attorney’s fees. 

Mr. BURKETT. No; that does not make any difference. 

Mr. GRAFF. 
differen 
SO lar as 
The question is whether he did incur these expenses. 
fact was that he abandoned his case before the contest was com- 
pleted and a decision reached, that would not debar him from re- 
imbursement for attorney’s fees which he reasonably incurred up 
to the time that the contest was abandoned. 
no such abandonment is proved. 

Mr. BURKETT. If there was a mere filing of the papers in 
the contest 
be entitled to reimbursement. 

Mr. GRAFF. Oh, no; but it might be developed in the course 


of a contest that the contestant could not successfully go on and | til the matter has been settled before that committee. so that 


prosecute his case, but still he might go ahead up to a certain 
point and employ counsel. 

Mr. BURKETT. What is the report as to the action of the 
House in the matter? I donot have it here. At the time that 
these fees were allowed to other contestants, what was the action 


he House with reference to this man’s fees? 


7 
Mr. TH North Carolina. In the other cases the con- 
stants filed their accounts for expenses, and reimbursement 
iry civil bill. But in this case the contest- 
ion of time for the taking of testimony, and 
lelay he obtained no allowance from that 
tly course left to him to secure reimburse- 


£4h%4 
A tu f 
++") 


i , ro to tl 
a reasonable sum for ti 

Mr. BURKETT. 
at. lt appears, then, that he comes here to get something that 
the law does not give him. Now, the law makes provision as to 
the allowance of expenses in election contests. 

3ut this man is entirely outside of the pale of the law when he 
comes here asking us to give him something in the nature of an 
equitable allowance. Under these circumstances the question is. 
What is he equitably entitled to? Did he prosecute the case in a 
fair and legitimate way, or did he abandon it? What are the 
showings with reference to these matters of facts? It seems to 
me that on these points Congress ought to know something. 
W hen he comes here asking us to make an allowance on the ground 
of equity, we ought to know whether he has properly performed 
his part. 


e expenses of his contest. 


Chis report simply duplicates the report made in the last Con- | 


{ donot know but that the report of the last Congress was 
also a duplication of a previous report. Is there now or has there 
ever been any evidence that he ever did make this contest in good 
faith or that his house ever was burned—that he ever did pay out 
a cent of expenses for taking testimony? In fact, did he ever con- 
duct a bona fide contest? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. The merits of this case have 
been shown by affidavits on file; and this claim does not come 
here as a matter of equity, but asa matter of legal right. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let me suggest to the gentleman that if this 
man had not abandoned his contest the Elections Committee, in 
dune course of law, would have certified to the Appropriations 


gress. 


Committee a reasonable allowance for expenses, and that com- | 


iniitee would have reported the item to the House. 


Mr. GRAFF. The evidence is that he employed an attorney | 


In that view of the matter it does not make any | 
» whether the House decided in his favor or against him | a statement that some evidence was filed. 
the question of his right to reimbursement is concerned. | 
Even if the | 
| say positively what it was that was filed. 
| mentary evidence. 


But in point of fact, | 


| here the clerk would not have acted. 
and then an abandonment of the contest, he would not | 


10 Committee on Claims and ask to be allowed | 


| from Fort Brown to Fort Stambaugh to carry dispatches. 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Let me say to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that this man, while his contest was 
pending, was waiting for the Elections Committee to pass upon 
his motion for an extension of time in which to take testimony, 
The Congress expired before that matter was determined. 

As the gentleman well knows, acontestant sometimes overlooks 


| the fact that a provision for reimbursement for contest expenses 
| must be inserted in the sundry civil bill. 


In this case the con- 
testant was all the time awaiting to have his application for ex- 
tension of time passed upon by the Elections Committee. There 
was no abandonment of the contest. I will say further that in 
every Congress since, except the Fifty-fouth, he has had intro- 


| duced a bill for reimbursement. 
The succeeding Congress, which must have con- | 


Mr. BURKETT. Why was not this contestant entitled to have 
his expense account considered and, if just, inserted in the sundry 


| civil bill at the same time the expenses of the contestee were al- 


lowed? 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. He was. 
Mr. BURKETT. What was he waiting for? 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. He was waiting to have his 


| motion passed upon for an extension of the time to take evi- 
or reimbursement of attorney’s fees, or did he take any evidence? | 


» really out any money for expenses of prosecuting the con- | 


dence. 

Mr. BURKETT. Why did not the contestee wait, too? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Simply because the contes- 
tee knew that the commiteee had practically decided the matter 
in his favor, and he was here in person—the sitting Member— 
familiar with the course of proceeding in these cases, and he had 


| his item inserted in the bill. 


Mr. BURKETT. Now. what is the nature of the evidence, I 
will ask the gentleman, that has been filed? I see in the report 
How much of that is 
there; does the gentleman know? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I do not know. I can not 
There was some docu- 
The clerk gave notice of the opening of tes- 
timony. 

Mr. BURKETT. There may not have been any here. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. If there had not been any 


Mr. JOHNSON. If the gentleman from North Carolina will 


| permit me, I will state to him that the Committee on Elections 


never passes upon the contestant’s or the contestee’s accounts un- 


inasmuch as this case was pending until the last day of Congress 


| the Committee on Elections never had an opportunity to pass 
| upon the accounts or recommended payment, so that it could go 
| onthe sundry civil bill, and therefore it had to go before the Com- 
| mittee on Claims. 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. That is an accurate state- 
ment of the reason why it goes to the Committee on Claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

DAVID TWEED. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


oe : : / | 2198) for the relief of David Tweed. 
That is exactly the point I am trying to get 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to David Tweed, of Miners Delight, Fremont 
County, State of Wyoming, the sim of $5,000, as compensation for injuries 
eccived while guiding a soldier of the United States Army, who was carry- 
r important dispatches, on or about the 4th day of January, 1875, from Fort 
Brown (now Fort Washakie), Wyo., to Fort Stambaugh, Wyo. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

_ In tine 6, strike out “ five thousand” and insert “three thousand five hun- 
area. 

Mr. GRAFF. I yield to the gentleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, in the winter of 1876, after 
the Custer massacre and the Indian wars on the frontier that fol- 
lowed that massacre. the Sioux gathered in large numbers in 
central and northern Wyoming. For the protection of the miners 
and settlers in that region two posts had been established—Fort 
W ashakie (then Fort Brown) and Fort Stambaugh. Fort Brown 
was on the plains and Fort Stambaugh on the summit of the 
Rocky Mountains, at an altitude of about 10,00) feet. In January 
of that year, during a severe storm, a cavalryman was ordered 
When 
he reached the foot of the mountains he found it impossible to 
make his way from there to Fort Stambaugh, owing to the char- 
acter of the trail and the very fierce storm raging. 

He stopped at a settler’s house and persuaded David Tweed, 
then a boy 14 years of age, to guide him to Fort Stambaugh. 
The mercury was about 57 degrees below zero. A terrible storm 

yas raging. The boy had hesitated about going, but the soldier 
insisted that the dispatches were of such importance that it would 
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be necessary for him to go through to the fort, and to attempt to 
go without a guide meant almost certain death. So this gallant 
youngster finally agreed to guide him to Fort Stambaugh. Before 
their arrival there the storm increased, they lost their way, and 
became badly frozen, but finally reached the fort with the dis- 
patches. The boy’s feet were so badly frozen it became necessary 
to amputate them, and he paid $500 ora little more for the opera- 
tion to the surgeon at the fort. Since that time, for twe nty-seven 
years. he has lived in that region, getting on as best he could, 
crippled as he is. 

Mr. GRAFF. Is the claimant a man of means? 

Mr. MONDELL. The claimant has but little means, He wa 
a small farm at the foot of the mountain. It is very difficult fo 
him he support himself, and he has been at all times since this 
injury in straitened circumstances. The bill has been reported 
a rior of times, and has not passed because, having been re- 
ported late in the session, it has never been reached on the Calen- 
dar. Ireserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. BURKETT. What is the amount in this bill? 
Mr. MONDELL. Three thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. B v RKETT. It is reduced from $5,000. 

Mr. MONDELL. It has been reduced from $5,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the amendment rec- 
ommended by the committee be agreed to? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


4 


‘ 


ALEXANDER S, ROSENTHAL, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9457) for the relief of Alexander S. Rose aths il. 
The bill was read, as follows: 








Be it enact tc., That the Secretary of the Trea be, and heis hereby, 
authori caaaae direct oa to pag out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to Alexander S. Rose hal, late consul of the United Stat 
at Leghorn, Italy. the sum of $819 1, to reimbut him f expended 
by him in procuring the disinfection of artic] n . PD d from 
the P rt of Leghorn, Italy, to the United States during the pre alence of 
c ra, in the year 1803. 


. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman,I move that the bill be laid aside 

Ww ith a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was laid aside witha 
favorable recommendation. 

DARWIN 8S. HALL. 

The next — ss on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9981) for the relief of Darwin S. Hall. 

The bill was rea id, as follows: 








Be it enacted, ete id he is here} »ved from 
the obli; fur the differen aimed tol : 
from ] ypewa Commission in Minn 





sota, and special disbu 


Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Chairman, I move that Senate bill 721 
be substituted for this bill, as the two are identical and cover the 
same subject. The Senate bill has been passed in the Senate and 
it is on this Calendar. It has been reported favorably by the 
Committee on Claims of this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves that 
the bill S. 721 be substituted for the bill H. R. 9981, the two 
being identically the same. If there be no objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask for some 
explanation of this bill. 

Mr. GRAFF. Lyield to the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. 
Linp, or can the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. VouLstTEap, 
make an explanation of the measure? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. IthinkIcan. Mr. Chairman, thisis merely 
for the settlement of an account. Mr. Hall was commissioner in 
charge of the allotment of certain Indian land. While acting as 
such he found it necessary to make a trip from Minnesota to 
Washington. This trip was made solely in the performance of 
his duties as an officer, and the time spent was charged by him in 
his bill. When he came to settle his account this item was al- 
lowed, but some time afterwards he was notified that the item for 
the time spent while here should not be allowed, and that as such 
this $111 should be charged to him. The matter has been ex- 
plained to the en of the Interior, and the Secretary has 
recommended that this bill be passed. It does not really call for 
the appropriation of any money or the payment of any sum out 
of the Treasury, It sim ply adjusts or allows this account. It 
seems to me it is perfectly just. Every dollar that is charged for 
was earned. All the time that he did spend and did charge for 
was time spent in the service of the Government in carrying out 
his duties as an ofiicer. It seems to hoes under the circumstances 
that it is a proper charge and should be allows od, and I ask that 
the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 


ss er, I 
rent from October 10, 1897, to July 31, 1900. 
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The motion was agreed to: and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection. House bill 99 1 be 
laid aside with the recommendation that it do ] n t} 

JAMES L. ANDERSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar wv the | i 
oa authorizing and directing the Secreta1 f the T1 v to 
pay - roe s L. Anderson the sum of $798.28. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the T I Vs 
autl ee ted to pay, out of the Tr i S, 
from any money not otherwise appropriated, to J 
of $798.28, being con seinen n for los 1Apri L200 } 
he ize 1 DI a vi Cc om, u rd 
lay« » Jagna Bo , Philipp Isl s captain, y-four : 
United States Volunteers. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear some- 
thing about this bill. It seems to be to pay an officer something 
for having lost his baggage in transporting it m one point to 
another. Is it the rule for the Government to held res] ble 
unless the Government carelessly or negligently 1 it? 


Mr. GRAFF. This bill seeks to reimburse this officer for the 
































loss on the ground that the personal belongings which are reim- 
bursed for are found by the Department, on investigation made 
under the order of that Department, to be1 ssary for - 
formance of his official duty at that point—not for tl 
reimbursing for baggage which would be unn sary 1 - 
tion with the performance of his duty and press th s an 
officer. There thas been relief made in Cor in t 

many times before, and,in exp ition of the « 
the Department to have an inventory m rf pl nd 
ascertain what property is necessarily in i prop : 
ment of the officer for the p1 is 

Mr. BARTLETT. The property belonged to th t? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes; it was a part of h “eSSAry ¢ 1 n 
the pe rformance of his duty a that point. i 3 TI - 
usual about the relief granted in this case. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Wasit furniture, arms, c o ( 
was ve 

Mr. GRAFF. There isalong itemized st ? 

Pena i what it consisted of, some four ) 
ren down to a pair of s 
’. Then it was cl 
othing and personal p y! n- 
ty. 
; low were they lost and in w iy I 
ecome responsible in law, « 
ibaa aiedet aon how was ( t 

msible for it? The mere fact that \ would 
make the United § incur any | 

Mr. GRAI Oh, no; the ¢ 1 to 

e the allowance. There is no: s with 
question. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The Gover t isi 1 the 
baggage of its army of s l ? 

Mr. GRAFF. Not at all: b to 

h in the pe 1 I 

ders of the Governme1 H led t 
lar point under orders of the Governm 
for him to have this property there in pu the 
the Governm ‘ 

Mr. BARTLETT. How did he lose ther vv t 
stroyed, in what way, so as to make the G I ( t 
in good conscience? 

Mr. MADDOX. I would like to know what the p1 . 
sisted of to amount to $798? 

Mr. GRAFF. I understand the Govern l 
sible if it had been in time of war, but the f 
time of war renders i » where there is W 
ae gr 

BARTLETT. I have not yet been it 1} 
saaetiens 

Mr. GRAFF. I will yi ld to the gentleman f 

OVERSTREET. It was lost by the a 

wh: i a Was passing f1 mone } nt in tl ) 
another, under orders of the War Departm 
out any fault on the part of the officer, and |} 
sisted, as is shown by the schedule or iny 
right to have possession of. Of urse sol ‘ y 
personal, and some of it was equip s r, 
he was entitled. Nevertheless, he wv i 
under orders, and not yet I 
discharge of it s ] 
effects were being rted hes S 

Mr. BARTLET. Was it a Govern 

Mr. OVE ‘RSTRI XET. Idonotreca is that 


it was. 





sU02 


Mr. GRAFF. Iwill read an affidavit of Conrad C. Brown, of 

the Forty-fourth Infantry, relating the circumstances: 

Ciry or JAGNA, Island of Bohol, P. I., 
} red before 

uny C 

duly sworn a 


88: 
nal y appet 
mn (! 


in 


me, the undersigned authority, Private Con- 

Forty-fourth Infantry, United States Volunt 

‘cording to law, deposes and says: On April 17, 1900, 

i with my company at Baclayon, Bohol. That day Captain 

mmanding the company, ordered Q. M. Sergt. Albert Tirey to 

+ Fred Kelly, Delma C. Bryan, and myself on board the sailing 

stra Se iel Remedio as a guard and proceed to Jagna, Bohol 

vas loaded with the pany property, ordnance, one months’ 

for the detachment, and the men’s and officers’ personal effects We 

it 4.30 p.m. April 17, 1900, and sailed about 4 leagues the 

morning of April 18 we stopped for water about a half 

t of the pueblo of Loay. We set sailagain about 5 p. m. and sailed 
rong wind unt.] 11.80 p. m., when the wind entice! 


ars 


ore ¢ 


rn ig 
the next m 
"ib of 1e O 


ning, April 19, and had sailed only a short 
j ( f the sails broke. We put in to shore for re- 
xed, and started again about 5 p. m. against a contrary 

ch at 2 o’clock a. m 
blowing very hard and the waves getting higher 
| judge, the wind was from the south and the boat was sailing 
At 3 o'clock the wind was blowing much harder than ever, and 
were higher than the boat, which was pitching badly, and the 
parently decided to change their course torun before the wind, but at 
» the anchor was dropped or fell overboard, and they became very 
cited and, I think, frightened. Thinking there was going to be 
I decided toawaken Sergeant Tirey, but had hardly done so when 
l was torn loose, and the boat at once turned over. Aftera fierce strug- 
managed to scramble upon the bottom of the boat. After it got 
he native crew tried to make araft out of the outrigger, which 
e from one side of the boat, but the waves were so rough they 
‘ceed 
mained on the wreck until 10 a. m., when we were rescued by natives 
land of Pamilacan, which was 3 or 4 miles distant. We stayed 
h and then started for Tagbilaran, Bohol, in a native boat 
Tirey had hired. We landed on Panglao Island, opposite the 
if Bohol, about sundown, and walked into Tagbilaran, reporti 


ng 
anaing cer 
deponent saith not, 
ConrAD C. Brown, 
Private, Company C, Forty-fourth Infantry, U. 8S. Volunteers. 
rn and subscribed to before me this 15th day of October, 1900, at Jagna, 
r. be 
RICHARD H. SUTHERLAND, 
ond Lieutenant, Forty-fourth Infantry, U. S. Volunteers, 
Summary Court Officer. 


Se 


A true copy. 
FREDERICK S. YOUNG, 

Kirst Lieutenant, Forty-fourth Infantry, U.S. Volunteers, Adjutant. 
. OVERSTREET. Iwas mistaken, Mr. Chairman, when I 
1 he impression that he was not at that time an officer. That 
refreshes my recollection. He was in his line of duty, was still 
an officer, and was changing from one point to another. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Ican see readily the justice of a claim where 
an officer would be charged up with supplies for equipment for 
which he would have to answer to the Government when they 
were lost throngh no fault of his, or destroyed accidentally by 
fire or by the elements; that he ought not to be required to pay 
the Gove and not be reimbursed for them; but this looks 
to be a stretch of the rule of equity and good conscience, to make 
the Government liable for the officer’s uniform and private prop- 
erty which were being transported, and lost by no fault of the 
Government, 

Mr. OVizRSTREET. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. 
there has not been allowed very many times for the loss of prop- 


Mr 
‘ 


ae : 


rome 


y died out, and | 


At that time I could ses that the |} 
At that time,as 
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Mr. BARTLETT. Bad precedents make mighty bad law. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, if I understand that, it is an 
argument against the bill rather than forit. It says that if such 
legislation as this is contemplated, then we ought to have a gen- 
eral law. AsI glance over this list it strikes me as a pretty large 
list for a soldier to have over there in the Philippines. However, 
I do not question the amount, but here is the question that pre- 
sents itself, and I think the Quartermaster-General is right: We 
provide by law, as I understand it now, that where a man loses 
his supplies and equipments, such as these, in war, he is recom- 
pensed for them. Am I right in respect to that? 

Mr. GRAFF. No. 

Mr. BURKETT. I understood the gentleman to so state a mo- 
ment ago. 

Mr. GRAFF. No: it is in times of peace. 

Mr. BURKETT. Then I have got it backward. 

Mr. GRAFF. The gentleman has it reversed. He is right 
with the exception of that correction. 

Mr. BURKETT. Then in times of war they are not recom- 
pensed. I will simply ask the gentleman what the law is on the 
proposition? 

Mr. GRAFF. I understand it to be the law that if this had 
been in time of peace he would have been recompensed under ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. If it had been in time of peace, then the 
law would have warranted the Quartermaster-General in making 
the payment. 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. But being in time of war that law is sus- 

vended. 
: Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Therefore it requires Congressional ac- 
tion. 

Mr. BURKETT. Then it is just the other way around from 


| my statement. 


| there? 


I would like to ask the gentleman if | 


erty in the South growing out of the civil war, damages where | 


the sch 
cover quite as many personal pieces of property as this item? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I don’t know; but that is entirely upon a 
different theory. The occasion to which the gentleman alludes 
is where they were loyal citizens of the United States. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. But this man was an officer of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
to the loss of provisions and supplies furnished to the Federal 
Army by loyal citizens during the war. I have no disposition to 
resist the proper payment to this officer for property that he held 
as an officer of the Government, such as commissary supplies, of 


lule of items or the inventory of the property would | 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. It seems tome thata thing of this kind is 
more liable to occur in time of war than in time of peace. This 
can not be the only case where a man has lost his equipment in 
war. Why should this case be singled out anda special act passed 
for him? If you do not do as the quartermaster recommends, 
make it a general law. Iam not so certain that it would not be 
a good law which would provide that if a man goes into war and 
loses all his equipments he should be recompensed, inasmuch as 
he is ordered to places of danger. Why passa special bill for this 
case when it will not cover the case of anybody else? 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, the answer to that would be, be- 
cause this is the case before us. We have no authority to report 
a general law on the subject. 

Mr. BURKETT. But so long as Congress does not pass a gen- 
eral law to take care of all 6f them, why should we come in and 
pick out this special case and take care of a man here and a man 
There were some others on that boat, were there not? 
Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. And some others lost their property? 
Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 
Mr. BURKETT. Are there bills for their relief also? 


Mr. GRAFF. Ithink not. Atleast they are not pending. I 


| understand he was the ranking officer, whose equipments were 


I understand that; but this has no analogy | 


which he had charge and for which a deduction would be made | 
from his salary, because he had to account to the Government 


for them. 
I think it is fair in a loss like that, as, for instance, if a post- 
master should have his till robbed by a burglar and then be com- 


pelled to pay the Government, the Government could afford to 


reimburse him; but as for having this officer paid by the Govern- 


ment for the loss of his private property because of an unavoid- | 


able accident, the cause of which was the elements, and for which 


the Government is not responsible, it looks to me like stretching | 


the rule too far. ; : 
Mr. GRAFF. The Quartermaster-General says that if— 
legislation for the relief of such claimants is contemplated, it is the opinion 


of this office that a general law similar to the above should be enacted rather 
than a special act in each case, 


| 
| 
| 
| 


on the boats. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The equipments were chargeable to him? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. Does this bill contemplate that he will pay 
the others for what they had? 

Mr. GRAFF. The supplies were chargeable to him. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is what I meant. 

Mr. BURKETT. This bill is not to pay him for any general 
supplies? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. The bill is only to pay him for his own pri- 
vate property. 

Here, on page 13 of the report, I find a list of certain property, 
stated to have belonged to Second Lieut. Fred. L. Gengler pri- 

yvately. Has a bill been filed for him? 

Mr. GRAFF. I think not. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, Ido not know why we should pass a 
- for the relief of one officer and not for another having equal 
claim, 

Mr. MADDOX. There are thousands of others with just as 
good claims as this man. 

Mr. BURKETT. Ido not doubt it. 

Mr. GRAFF. I want to correct my answer to the gentleman. 
That list on page 13 is not a list of the personal effects of Second 
Lieut. Fred. L. Gengler; but is a statement of articles purchased 
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by Captain Anderson—commissary stores—which are covered by | 
this bill. That list is entitled 


List of commissary stores bought of Second Lieut. Fred L. Gengler, Forty- 
fourth Infantry, United States Volunteers, and acting commissary of sab- 
sistence, First Battalion, by Capt. James L. Anderson, Forty-fourth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, from March 21 to April 15, 1900, inclusive. | 





This list of purchases was made out for the guidance of the 
War Department. 

Mr. BURKETT. Is that included in the amount on the bill? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURKETT. What is the amount on the bill? 

Several MEMBERS. Seven hundred and ninety-eight dollars. 

Mr. BURKETT. Well, it seems to me here is a bill which for 
some reason or other, either for the sake of the precedent or other- 
wise, is picked out for action of the House, when, so far as we can 
understand, it does not differ from thousands of other cases. If 
we are to pass this one bill, it simply means that we are going to 
open up a flood gate for such claims. I am not certain but that | 
a general law on this subject would be proper. I am not certain | 
but that an officer who in time of war, while acting on orders, 
loses his property should be recompensed. I am certain that if 
he should be recompensed in time of peace that he should be in | 
time of war; but I do not believe it is proper for Congress to take 
up and pass special bills to pay certain claims of this kind while 
leaving hundreds of thousands of others unpaid. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, all the bills submitted to 
this House by the Committee on Claims are based upon reasons 
such as the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BURKETT] has just 
given as reasons for not passing this bill; in other words, they are 
in the form of individual claims, which do not come within the 
general law authorizing the payment by officers of the Govern- 
ment. Take, for instance, the case of a lost check, a check paya- 
ble by the Government. There is a law authorizing the payment 
of such checks where they do not exceed $2,500. But there are 
occasionally cases where checks exceed that amount and where 
the parties must come to Congress for relief. It might be said 
that that law on the subject of reimbursement of lost checks 
ought to be changed. I am not controverting any such conten- 
tion. It might possibly be better that the law should be changed, 
but nevertheless the law in its present form is on the statute 
bor ks. 

There are claims pending before the Committee on War Claims 
of this House for various amounts to reimburse losses incurred 
during the civil war by southern people who were loyal to the | 
Government. It might be claimed that there should bea general | 
law authorizing payments in such cases. I am not controverting 
any such contention. Nevertheless under the existing law such 
parties must come here with their individual claims and ask re- 
lief at the hands of Congress. 


The claimant in the present case was an officer of the Govern- 


ment, a commissary officer, having in his possession supplies for 
which he had personally paid—not paid for by the Government, 
because in that case he of course would not be entitled to recom- | 
pense. Butin addition to these articles which were charged up 
to him and which he paid for there was certain private property 
in his possession and which he had aright to. Forsuch payments 
under existing law authority would rest in the Government to 
make payment upon proper showing; but during war that par- 
ticular law is suspended, and therefore he is compelled to come to 
Congress for personal relief. 

He was not only an officer of the Government, but he was under 
orders from his superior officer to make this particular change of 
location. He made it in the best way he could in that country | 
by means of a boat, which, like my friend from Georgia, I am 
unable either to pronounce by name or to define. But, neverthe- 
less, he adopted the best method that was possible at the time and 
under the conditions then existing. That boat, by reason of the 
elements, was capsized and his property was lost. Under the law 
he has no other course to pursue for relief than the method he has 
adopted. He makes his statement and inventories by item of 
property which he has lost. There has been no contest, either at 
the Department or in the committee, of the claims, either as to 
the facts concerning the items of his property or as to their value. | 

The whole difficulty at the Department has been that the con- 
dition of war at the time of the loss suspended the only law which 
wouldenable them to make payment. They, I understand, admit 
all the facts, and the only recourse is to ask Congress for this re- 
lief, and that relief consists in the payment of the amount of | 
money which merely equals, and no more, the particular items of 
property which he at the time had the right and was entitled to | 
possess. Now, my friend from Nebraska says he is inclined to 
think that a general law would be wise to cover this condition. | 
The difficulty is, the general law does not exist, and this man must 
come by a special act to get relief. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I see that they say it was in time of war 
that this loss was sustained. 
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| because of the loss of other people's 
i 
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Mr. OVERSTREET. It was the Philippine war. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Well? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. And so construed by the Department; 
and the statute was suspended. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman has looked over this bill? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I can not recollect it; I do not remember 
it. This gentleman lives in my district. He is a gentleman of 
good reputation. There is no question about the facts. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have no question about the facts. 
only question is whether the Government ought to pay for the 
of personal effects of an officer in time of war. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The point is just this. If the statute 
which authorizes the payment by the Department in time of peace 
were in force there would be no question as tothe payment by the 
Department; but the statnte being suspended by an act of hos- 
tilities, which the Department assumes to be a state of w 
forces the man to come to Congress for relief, 

Mr. BARTLETT. I stated to the gentleman that I did not 
any injustice. On the contrary. I see great propriety and justice 
in paying this officer for the commissary supp! calls 
it 


The 


loss 


ar 


’ 


spa 


1 1 
les, and as he 





Mr. OVERSTREET. All the supplies he paid for: whatever 
he had been required to pay for out of his salary that had been 
given to him for the purpose of using for this detachment. 


Mr. BURKETT. Does the gentleman think that an officer in 
the time of war should be running around. or that every officer 
ought to be carrying about $800 worth of 


ersonal proper 


tv. con- 
taining a lot of slippers and patent-leather shoes and things of 


that 

kind? 
Mr. BARTLETT. Have you examined this list, containing 
such articles as one bottle of shampoo: one bottle of bay rum, 
imported; bottle of witch hazel; bottle of Rubifoam, and a great 


many canes of various kinds? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The gentleman will understand tha 
these supplies will be found in the possession of other commissat 
officers; and he purchased only upon requisition. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 1 understand that. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. For it is a fact—and I understand it to 
be so recognized by the Department—that these supplies were 
propt rly in his possession, and had been at tually pal for by him 
out of his salary. except for his pureiy person il effects there 
there ought to be no question about allowing 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield to the gent! 

Mr. MADDOX. Have you read the affidavit 
O’Brien? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Ido not r 


mem ver. 


weeks since I looked over the eviden 


Mr. MADDOX. I think you ought to read it. and I think th: 
House ought to hear it read. and a number of other affidavits 
because it appears that the lockers of all the privates went over- 
board at the same time. Now, is there any claim for them here? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I donot know. The gentleman will ap- 
preciate this, that if there is any man entitled to just as much 
relief he has not asked it. The fact that he has not asked it in 
this bill would not be a proper argument against the bill. 

Mr. MADDOX. My idea is that under the law he is not en- 


titled to it; and if entitled to it under t 

privates who lost their property too are entitled to the same relief 
Mr. OVERSTREET. lam notquestioning that. But Ca n 

Anderson should not be prevented from recovering the an 


: ae 
he law, then certainly these 


property. 


Mr. MADDOX. I understand that. When you have tl 
davit read in connection with Captain Ander s loss, it shows 
the inconsistency, and illustrates the fact that a man w in 
have the power and political influence to introduce a bill to recover 
for his private property can get it, while almost the whole of the 
| other troops lost everything they had, too, and nobody is speak- 
ing for them, and they do not recover. 
Mr.OVERSTREET. The gentleman will understand that Ca 
tain Anderson, being a resident of my city, called my attention to 
| the fact, and I introduced the bill. It did not take any politi 


influence to do that. I hardly think the gentleman will assume 


| that all bills introduced in Congress are for a political purpos¢ 


Mr. MADDOX. I did not mean to say that. What I do sayis 
that he had influence to call your attention to it, and that you in- 
troduced the bill. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I was sufficiently approachable that 
could get me to see the justice of the clain l introd a bill. 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, whois going to take care of the privates 
generally? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. If they lis 
deavor to protect their interests. 

Mr. MADDOX. Oh, but they may live in yours and mine. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Certainly. 

Mr. MADDOX. They live throughout all over the country. 





ed in my district I would en- 
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STREET 


OVER 
Mr. MADDOX. Now, 
Mr. OVERSTREET 
Mr. MADDOX. Oh, no. 
OVERSTREET. Heh: is the right to ask for the recom- 
of his individual loss; otherwise he would have no status, 
before the Department or b: fore Congress. 

Mr. MADDOX. There is another thing about this. It says 
that the ** letter from the War Department reporting not adversely 
on the claim.” That is a little singular language in this report, 
‘‘reporting not adversely.’? Well. what did he report? 

Mr. OVERSTREE T. It is given in the letter, is it not? 

Mr. MADDOX. I think not. 

Mir. OVERSTREET. I think 
master-General that was read by 

Mr. MADDOX (read 

Letter from the War Department reporting not adversely to the claim. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Oh, the situation is just this, briefly, like 
any other private claim-—— 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, let me read this affidavit for the infor- 
mation of the gentlemen around here. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. How long is it? 
your reading it. 

Mr. MADDOX (reading)— 

Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, Sergt. Thomas 
E OBrien, Company C, Forty-fourth Infantry, United States Volunteers, 
whi ing duly sworn according to law, deposes and says: “On April 16, 
] 900, I wi oo ened wae my company, under Capt. James L. Anderson, at 

o change st 


Perhaps. 
that is not according to law 
Oh, it is directly according to law. 


Mr. 


pense 


‘ re 
eithel 


that is a letter of the Quarter- 
the chairman of the committee. 


ing)— 


I have no objection to 


I ition to Jagna, Bohol; 
and, carrying four days’ 
iya l other stores would be sent by bi 
ke charge of the loading. The boat came that night, and the next morn- 
egan to load, rafting the stores out to the boat, 

use. On board the boat I found a stock of commissary goods which 
Albert Tirey informed me was one month's rations for the de- 
which had been issued to himand loaded on the boat at Tagb ilaran, 
April 1 16, 1900. I — 1 the tents, extra ordnance, quart ress 
ra rations, 


n Reis rs 


on’s personal effects in about the or de r named, 


stop work at 10 o’clock on account of the high wind and rough 


Now, another affidavit over here 
company the boat, but marched with the private soldiers, and 
over here we have the affidavit of another soldier who tells how 
the boat was capsized and everything lost,so you see that carried 


with it the entire company’s property, and there is nobody claim- | 


ing pay except Captain Anderson, while every private soldier lost 

everything he had. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. 

ing the 


same 


Well, Mr. Chairman, I am not question- 
p ee of loss of property by other individnals at this 
, but nevertheless it means that Captain Anderson 
was a souaaaiad ofticer, making purchases of supplies under di- 
rection of his superiors. He was in a distant clime, where it was 
entirely proper that he should purchase supplies for a considerable 
period of time. These supplies were in his possession, both under 
authority of law and under authority of his superiors. He had 
paid for them, he was transporting them under orders, and in 
order to facilitate the transportation properly dispatched part of 
the property by water while he and his men made an overland 
trip. A gale capsized the boat and the property was lost. 

Now, I do not know the possibility of the loss of property belong- 
ing to other individuals. There may be a great many individ- 
uals in the country entitled to separate claims, but if gentlemen 
vote down this bill, refusing to make this payment, that will not 
help the other men, as this man is before the House, properly so, 
asking for compensation of loss of property he bought for the 
Government and paid for himself. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Right there may I 
tention to one thing? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I know you state that, and I was under 
that impression myself. Of this $798 there is an item which I 
suppose was embraced in the amount, ‘‘ memorandums, notes, 
letters, and valuable papers, $200.°? Of the $798 carried by this 
bill now, $200 is for ‘* memorandums, notes, letters, and valuable 
papers?”’ “De es the gentleman think—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. 
item is carried in the appropriation in the bill, because, if you 
will observe, the items in the schedule exceed in amount the 
allowance which the bill carries. That is my understanding. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The bill carries $798.28, and this item is 

Mr. OVERSTREET. ‘But there is another schedule over there. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Eighty-eight dollars and ninety-five cents. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The chairman of the committee is ina 
better position to tell the gentleman what, if any, items are 
omitted than I am. 

r. BARTLETT. 
this report shows that $88.95 is added to this in order to make 
$798.28, 


aC ‘ide! 


call the gentleman’s at- 


We had been informed by Captain Anderson that we | 
that the company would march over- | 
rations, and that the company and personal prop- | 
vat, and that morning he orderedme | «- a . 

$597.78; adding to that the total of $88.95-——— 
as we had no small | 


re sr” 8 
‘ld desk, and a box of blank supplies, the men’s | 


It is not my understanding that that 


The gentleman is mistaken in that, because | 
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MARCH 8, 


Mr. OVERSTR EET. Then I did not know it. 

Mr. BARTLETT.. So that the $200, according to the report of 
| the committee, sation together both sec hedules of lost property 
and $200 for loss of valuable papers, forms a part of the $798.28, 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I only know this, that whatever the 
property was its value has not been qnestioned by the Depart- 
ment, and the entire account would have been paid but for the 
fact that this law authorizing such payments was suspended at 
that time, and, like any other personal claim, is obliged to come 
to Congress. 

Mr. BURKETT. The gentleman would not insist, would he, 

| that we should pay $200 for memorandum and valuable papers? 

| Mr. OVERSTREET. I would be glad to ask the chairman of 
the committee to answer the gentleman from Georgia concerning 
this item, and ask him to state if every item in the inventory was 

| allowed in the appropriation. The gentleman from Georgia calls 

| attention to the item of ‘‘ memorandum, notes. letters, and valu- 
able papers, $200.’? I have stated to him that I did not know what 

| the committee did about that. I do know that the man ought to 
have payment for his loss. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That may be true, but it does not seem to 
me that he should be entitled to $200 for memorandum and notes 

| and letters. 

Mr. GRAFF. The total amount of the bill is $798.28. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. But the gentleman from Georgia wants 
to know whether or not included in that is the item of $200 for 
notes, letters. memorandum, and valuable papers. 

Mr. GRAFF. I do not think it is, because subtracting the 
$200 from the total of the list found in the report under the “head 
of Capt. James L. Anderson’s personal property would leave 


Mr. BURKETT. But you have 
797.78. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. The gentleman is right. 


Mr. GRAFF. I think the amount of the bill ought to be re- 
duced by taking out the $200. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. I think so, too. 


added that in to make up the 
$7 


I ask unanimous con- 


| sent, Mr. Chairman, to deduct $200 from what the appropriation 
is that this soldier did not ac- | 


calls for. I move to amend, Mr. Chairman, by striking out the 
word ‘* seven.’ in line 6 of the bill, and inserting the word ‘“* five.”’ 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the word “seven 
** five;’’ so that it will read: ‘‘ $597.78.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN F. WESTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2696) 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
John F. Weston the sum of $241.60, etc. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of the Tr scour of the U nited States, from 
any money not otherwise appropriated, 1,to John F’. Weston the sum of $241.60, 
being compensation for loss, in 1877, of his professional books and clothing 
while changing station, under orders, from the cantonment on Tongue River, 
Mont., to Helena, Mont., as captain and commissary of subsistence United 
States Army. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
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and insert the word 


S. PALMER, JR., & CO. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 334) 
for the relief of N. S. Palmer, jr., & Co. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heisherepy, 
directed to pay to N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co., the sum of $63,620.59, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in full of their claim for 
damages and losses incurred in the construction of the armored cruiser 
a vine, that being the amount recommended to be paid by the Secretary of 
the Navy. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, this is a large claim, and I 
think we ought to have an explanation of it. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I will say that last session of 
Congress we reported the bill and passed it through the House, 
which provided that the claim should be referred to the Secretary 
of the Navy for adjudication, and subsequent to the passage of that 

| bill the Secretary of the Navy reported the actual amount of dam- 
| ages and recommended the passage of the act. Now I yiéid to 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BEALL]. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Does the gentleman from New York 
desire further explanation? 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like an explanation. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the statement of the 
chairman of the committee is correct. At the last session of the 
| Congress the House passed a bill directing that the Secretary of 
‘the Navy audit this claim and report to Congress the amount that 
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was justly due. The bill went to the Senate. In the meanwhile 
the committee on the Senate side had requested certain informa- 
tion from the Navy Department. and this information was sup- 
plied, and so, instead of passing the bill as it came from the House 
asking for auditing the claim, the Senate passed a bill making the 
direct appropriation. The bill came back to the House, was re- 
ferred to the committee just about the close of the season, and 
consequently no further action was had in the House upon the 
bill. 

This firm of Palmer & Co. in 1889 contracted with the United 
States Government to furnish the machinery and appurtenances 
for the battle ship Maine. Under that contract they were given 
two years and six months for the completion of this machinery, 
which would have carried them to October, 1891, and it was fur- 
ther stipulated that the erection should be completed within one 
year after that time, or by October 3, 1892. 

The Government itself was having constructed the hull of this 
boat. 
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At the time this company was required to have the machin- | 


ery completed, the Government had not completed its part of the | 


contract, and while this company had the machinery and every- 
thing required by their contract ready for installation, it was im- 
possible for them to complete their contract because of the delay 
ipon the part of the Government. 

Instead of the boat being completed by October 3, 1892, as a 


matter of fact, because of this continued delay on the part of the | 


Government, due in part to its inability to procure the necessary 
armor for the boat, it was not completed until 1895, and during 
these three years this company was subjected to a very consider- 
able expense by reason of thisdelay. This matter was referred, at 
the request of the Senate, to the Secretary of the Navy for infor- 
mation. The Secretary of the Navy referred the matter to one 
of the bureaus of the Navy Department, the Bureau of Engineer- 
ing, [believe it was, andthat Bureau madeareport. That Bureau 
recommended the payment of the amount that is specified in this 
bill. In fact, it recommended the payment of an additional 
amount giving whatever sum might have been paid for insurance, 
but no such item is embraced within this bill. The Secretary of 
the Navy says this: 


The bureaus, in a joint report, find that the claimants are justly entitled 
to compensation, and after carefully auditing the claim they find $63,620.59 
to be “‘a fair award.” Having incorporated this report of the two bureaus 
in his letter, the Secretary of the Navy “concurs in the views of the bureaus, 
and approves the statement made by them of the amount to which said com- 
pany is entitled.” 

In other words, this claim has been submitted to the Navy De- 
partment and has received the approval of the Secretary of the 
Navy, that approval being based upon the report made by certain 
bureaus of that Department for the amount that is incorporated 
in the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
made that report, may I ask? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. W. H. Moody, Secretary of the 
Navy. This claim was originally presented first to the Depart- 
ment for something like $96,000, I think, but under this auditing 


of the Navy Department the amount of $63,620.59 was arrived at | 


as a just and fair and conservative estimate of what this company 
was reasonably entitled to by reason of the delay of the Govern- 
ment to perform its part of the contract with the company. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman from 
Texas that I think perhaps his elaboration of the case is satisfac- 
tory to the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINs]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, if I may be allowed, I would 
like to say that the principal item in this bill is for the sum of 
$43,750 out of a total of $63,620.59, under what is called ‘‘ item 5:”’ 

5. The performance of a large and special contract of this nature causes 


any contractor a large increase in general expense by the maintenance of an 
extra office force of clerks and draftsmen, experts, foremen, and superin- 


What Secretary of the Navy | 








tendents of labor, and the claimants are justly entitled to recover for such | 


part of this force as was necessary to maintain during the delay caused by 
the Government. 

Now, as I understand it, this machinery was actually made and 
delivered on board of this vessel, tied up at the dock, waiting for 
a long time—several years—for armor plate: I think it was two 
years and one month. The machinery was there on the dock. 
One item of loss claimed is the interest on deferred payments, 
which I think is a very proper item. 

Then there is the item of insurance; but there is no definite in- 
formation before the Secretary of the Navy as to whether the 


property was insured or not, and that, therefore, is not included. | 
[ think if they actually paid it out it would have been a proper | 


item, but why it is necessary for the Government to pay 10 per 


cent of the contract price for the delay caused while this ma- | 


chinery was on board the vessel at the dock in order to make up 
for the extra superintendents and foremen and draftsmen and 
experts, etc., which this firm had in its office, doing their busi- 
ness, [am not able to see. Let us examine the method of arriv- 
ing at thatsum. I donot think the Burean is justified in arriving 
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at any such conclusion. I think that ought to be tried in court. 
I read from the report: 


Item 5—Extra general expense.—It may be assume 
that the general expenses of the character 





described above \ ich wou 





been incurred by the contractors under their contract if performed in the 
original contract time of three and one-half years would have properly 
amounted to 10 per cent of the contract price, viz, $73,500, and t! hese ex- 
penses would be increased in proportion to the extension of the time over 
which the contract actually extended by delays on the partof the Govern- 
ment. This extension liberally construed might be considered to reach the 
date on which the contractors were informed of the preliminary a ince 
of the vessel after official trial, which was November |, 18%: therefore the 


extension was from October 3, 1892, to that date, or two yearsand one month. 


- 1 
On this basis the expense would be $73,500 x 3h 


Total, $63,620.59. 

To which should be added any cost for insurance incurred from October 3, 
1892, to November 1, 1894, except that for the trial trip. 

Now, I confess that while a boy I used to be a good deal of a 
mathematician, but that equation stumps me. They conclude 
that they are entitled to $43,750, about two-thirds of the total 
sum—$63,620.59—to which would be added any cost for insurance 
incurred from October, 1892, to October, 1894. It seems to me 
that this is the most proper case in the world to go to the Court 
of Claims, and that the Navy Department and these bureaus did 
not have all the facts before them from which they could make 
an accurate statement of what onght to be done. I can not get 
it through my comprehension why they should multiply 73,! 
by the fraction of 27; divided by 34, which equals $43,750, and 
there you are, and that therefore they should have an approp1 


= $43,750. 


13.500 


‘ 


ation of that $43,750 plus the interest and plus the time for the 
care of the machinery when it was on board of the vessel tied up 
at the dock—a proper allowance—and plus the insurance, if this 
firm thought best to bring in evidence of insurance. 

If they were getting this fractional business—this compound- 
fraction equation business—into the matter, which works out 
$43,500, I could see how they could forego the little item of in- 
surance for three years and a half: but what process these gen- 
tlemen use in arriving at this conclusion and what facts they have 
to justify it I am unable to find in the report. 

Mr. BURLESON. Is it not a fact that a similar claim was 
allowed in the case of the Texas? 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam not alluding particularly to the exact na- 
ture of the claim for damages in thiscase. These parties when 
they took their checks took the precaution to have their receipt 
in such a form that they should not be precluded from coming to 
Congress for further compensation. They gave the Government 
notice. I might not object to the proposed allowance in this 
case if the facts were all before us; but we have not here the facts 
by means of which we can arrive at the amount properly to be 
allowed. 

This seems to me an extremely good case to go to the Court of 
Claims, and I see no reason why it should not. The Secretary of 
the Navy in his report says that it is a good case to go to the Court 
of Claims. He says: 

Undoubtedly the best method of settling the amounts 
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due the contractors 
on those several grounds would be to refer the case to the Court Cla 
where they can be thoroughly and carefully determined, as ree rended 
by the Department in its letter of December 8, 1896: but as such a z time 
has elapsed already since the contractors were justly entitled to - 
tion, the bureaus are of the opinion that a definite recommendation should 
be made to enable the Department and Congress to act without the delay 
and expense to both parties to the case, which would be further incurred by 


reference to the court. 


Notwithstanding that, or rather on the strength of that, these 
gentlemen of the Bureau bring to us here this compound-frac- 
tional equation. Why they do it, or how they do it, or how they 
figure it out, I am not able to understand. I wish some gentle- 
man would explain how they arrive at their conclusion that tho 
amount paid as damages should be just $48,500. 

Mr. BURLESON. They do it by adopting the same basis of 
calculation as was adopted in the case of the Texas. 

Mr. PAYNE. Supposing that to be so, will the gentleman in- 
form this House how it is that this machinery, having been 1 
moved from the shops of these gentlemen and placed on board 
4 ‘ 


the { 














Tnited States vessel or on the dock and waiti 


ig there I 


5 
extension of time—why they shonld receive any damages f - 
penses in running their shop, which, presumably. was t 
the time upon other business, because these men did not need a big 
shop in which to do a machinery business amounting to $73,000 for 
the Government? Why should they be allowed anything on tb 

| account? And why is this the proper amount to be allowed? I 
am not satisfied as to that. Let the case go to the Court of 
Claims. If these gentlemen can establish their claim there, I will 

| cheerfully vote to pay it; but I agree with the Bureau that this 
is a very proper case to go to that court, and notwithstanding the 


delay which has occurred I say it ought to go there. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this 
report from the Secretary of the Navy demonstrates that he 
arrives at this amount by specific calculation. Now,I do not 


know that it would specially aid the gentleman from New York 
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if the Secretary of the Navy had gone into details and run out 
all the additions and subtractions and multiplications and divi- 
sions—all the items that he took into consideration in arriving at 
this amount. He is the head of a great Department of our Gov- 
ernment having charge of matters of this kind. He is supposed 
to have full knowledge relating to them. He was a Member of 
this House for many years, serving on the Committee on Appro- 
priations. He is in every way qualified to pass judgment on. this 


kind of a case; and he presents to this Congress a statement that | 
this is a fair and reasonable award to this company for the dam- | 


ages suffered. 
7 ait 
pV 


pos 
"I 


Now, how can any Member of this House be in a 
ion to pass upon this question more reasonably, from a better 
ition, in a better way, than the Secretary of the Navy? 


Court of Claims.”’ 

termining the amount due would in all probability depend upon 
the estimate of the Navy Department. That is the best evidence 
that they would be able to secure—the best basis upon which they 
render a judgment—the estimate of men who are specialiy 
skilled in such matters. 

And, after all, when the Court of Claims had passed upon the 
question, having consumed two or three years in doing so, thereby 
keeping these people out of what they are justly entitled to for 
that length of time, the case would come back here in just the 
game shape exactly in which we have it now, with an award 
based upon the estimate of the Secretary of the Navy. 

The Secretary of the Navy indorses the statement that ‘“ be- 
cause of the length of time and other considerations” the better 
way would be for Congress simply to act upon the proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman kindly inform me why these 
gentlemen, having completed this machinery and put it on board 
the vessel, tied at the dock at the time, made delivery as far as 
they could, having removed it from their shops, and having re- 
ceived damages from the deferred payments and damages in the 
nature of superintendence of the machinery while it was in the 
vessel while it was in the dock, all of which would be proper, 
why should they go further and receive any sum for maintaining 
their shop where this machinery was originally built and where, 
presumably (and there is no evidence here to the contrary), it 
was necessary to maintain their shop to build the machinery for 
other customers than the Government of the United States? 
Why should they receive any damages, and especially $43,000? 
W hat is there in the report to show it? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Now, the gentleman from New York is 
incorrect when he says this amount is allowed simply for the care 
and supervision of their shops. I do not think there is anything 
in the report to show that $43,000 is allowed for care of the shops. 

Mr. PAYNE. Read item 5. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. It represents ‘‘ general expenses,’’ and 
under the peculiar facts of this case you can not estimate in a defi- 
nite, certain kind of way this expense; you must approximate it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will not the gentleman read item 5, on page 3? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. What part of it? 

Mr. PAYNE. Towardthebottom. The figure 5in parentheses. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas (reading)— 

(5) The performance of a large and special contract of th*> nature causes 
any contractor a large increase in general expense by the ma,.tenance of an 
extra oflice force of clerks and draftsmen, experts, foremen, and superintend- 
ents of labor, and the claimants are justly entitled to recover for such part of 
this force as it was necessary to maintain during the period of delay caused 
by the Government. 

There is no pretense that this item of $43,000 refers to expenses 
for the whole of this clerical and other force. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why not? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Only that part of it caused by this 
delay. 

Mr. PAYNE. It does not appear what the total expenses there 
were or what was charged to this contract or to show whether 
they were for the maintenance of this force and during the period 
of the delay. The machinery was delivered. 
had it, and it had been on board the Government vessel for two 
years anda month. Now, then,as to the necessity of keeping up 


could 


this extra force during that two years, if it appeared it had been | 
kept up in this case, I am satisfied they must have had it for other 


business, and for the Government voluntarily to come in here and 
pay them an indefinite or a definite amount on an indefinite cal- 
culation for the maintenance of this force—and it did not even 
appear that it cost them anything extra to maintain such force— 
it certainly does appear there was no necessity to maintain the 
force after the machinery had been delivered on board the Gov- 
ernment vessel for which they should charge $43,000. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Is the gentleman willing to assume that 
the Secretary of the Navy will recommend $43,000 for this pur- 
pose without there being some evidence before him showing that 
this was a reasonable estimate of the expenditure? The Secretary 
of the Navy had certainly the necessary data before him from 
which to determine what would be reasonable, 
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Mr. PAYNE. ‘The gentleman”? is willing to say of the Secre- 
taryof the Navy that thereisno man having a higher regard for him 
as a personal friend or as aman than has ‘*the gentleman from New 
York.’’ But when the Secretary of the Navy is acting upon a re- 
port originating in his Bureau of Construction in the Navy De- 
partment he may have indorsed this in that way, and his attention 
might not have been called to this. If it had, I do not think he 
would have indorsed such a recommendation. 

Mr. BURLESON. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, the 
Secretary of the Navy, considering the very objection urged by 


| the gentleman from New York, uses this language: 


But as such a long time has elapsed already since the contractors were 


2 t | justly entitled to compensation, the bureaus are of the opinion that a definite 
The gentleman from New York says, ‘‘Send the case to the d 


Suppose it were sent there; the court in de- | 


recommendation should be made to enable the Department and Congress to 
act without the delay and expense to both parties to the case which would 
be further incurred by reference to the court. 


Mr. PAYNE. That is not the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. BURLESON. The Secretary of the Navy sets. that forth 
in his report, and approves it. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; it is the Bureau that recommends what the 
gentleman says. 

; Mr. BURLESON. The Secretary of the Navy sets it forth in 
1is report. 

Mr. PAYNE. He afterwardsapproves that. The Burean pro- 
poses this, and the Secretary approves this as the basis proposed. 
and the Secretary sends this gentleman with his claim for damages 
to Congress. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman permit me, is it nota 
fact that this case is on all fours with the battle ship Tewas? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to the gentleman there are so many 
of these cases, and not being interested in any particular one 

Mr. BURLESON. Iam not interested, either. 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). I can not remember now the case 
of the Texas. I only take these cases as they come up, one at a 
time, and very likely the case of the Texas may have been the 
same and on all fours, and may not have attracted the attention of 
the **‘ gentleman from New York,”’’ as this case seems to have at- 
tracted it, and this possibly may not have attracted the attention 
of the Secretary of the Navy when he came to examine it. No 
gentleman here seems to be able to furnish the committee the ba- 
sis upon which this large claim of $43,000 was allowed, two-thirds 
of this entire claim, and therefore I suggest these gentlemen may 
possibly recover it all if we send this case to the Court of Claims. 

Why. we have established a court to adjust all these matters, 
and let these gentlemen come in with the insurance, if they have 
any, and perhaps there will be a bigger claim against the United 
States, and it may be just, and let it be passed upon by the Court 
of Claims. Then wecan easily appropriate the money; we will 
have to doit, and it will go in the appropriation bill, and they will 
not be delayed a great while in getting this interest, and if they be 
entitled to $43,000, as appears here from this statement, they may 
be able to show it to the Court of Claims. Let them go there. 
Why not? What objection can there be to it? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the 
report of the Secretary of the Navy shows that they are justly en- 
titled to it now without waiting an indefinite length of time which 
will be required to go through the Court of Claims. Now,so far 
as I am concerned, [ have no interest in it directly or indirectly. 
It does not relate to anyone in my section of the country. As I 
understand it to-day, this company is located in the city of New 
York, but if from the United States is justly due them the sum of 
$63,000, as the Secretary of the Navy says it is due them, it ought 
to be paid, and it ought to be paid now. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the House for just one 
minute about this. This position isexceedingly simple. I donot 
know anything about the position in the Texas and I do not care. 
There is not aman in this House who does not know that there 
can be no claim bill however bad for which somebody can not 
find some precedent. The question is whether this bill is right. 
Now, the report is signed by the Secretary of the Navy, for whom 
we all have the greatest respect: but there is not a man in tlie 
house who does not know that these reports are prepared by th: 
the head of some bureau, who certainly is not the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States, and to him we have no right to 
transfer our responsibilities. The gentleman from Texas says 
there is evidence of this claim. The trouble is on the face of this 
report. On the face of this report it is stated that there is not 
one whit of legal evidence. If this claim goes to the Court of 
Claims it is not, as my friend from Texas suggests, to be passed 
upon by estimates of bureau chiefs, but by evidence of the claim- 
ants as to what expenses they were put to by the delay of the 
Government. 

Now, the report shows what? Do they give any evidence? Not 
one word. Section 5 says ‘‘ it may be assumed,’’ not it is proven, 
but ‘it may be assumed for the purposes of this case that the 
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as mv friend from New York [Mr. Paynsg] has said, that is cer- 
tainly a most violent assumption. Why the expenses of the main 
office should be increased 10 per cent because some goods which 
they had delivered had not yet been paid for no lawyer can say. 
They might be entitled to interest if they were not paid promptly, 
but when they come to the assumption that the expenses of the 
business were increased 10 per cent there is no one word of legal 
evidence upon which it rests. 
man, that when the report itself says they assume an item of 
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general expenses would have been increased 10 percent.”” Now, Mr. PAYNE. 


Chair. 


Now, it seems to me, Mr. Chair- | 


$43,000 and ask you to pay it because some chief of bureau sees fit | 


to make that assumption without evidence, we ought to send it, 
as the gentleman from New York suggests, to the Court of Claims. 
where this claim can be proved as every claim should be proved, 
not by assumption, but by legal evidence. Thatis what we ought 
to have before we vote to pay out the Government’s money. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, would it be in order to offer a 
resolution sending this claim to the Court of Claims? I ask this 
becau yt 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. 
I made a moment ago 

Mr. PAYNE. Your motion does not cut off an amendment, my 
friend. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis of opinion the resolution would 
not be in order. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then I move to amend the 
all after the enacting clause and inserting: 





Mr. Chairman, I insist upon the motion 


r out 


bill by striking 


That the claim of N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co. be referred to the Court of 
Claims in pursuance of the provision of an act entitled “An act t — ide for 
the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,’ approved 










? 


sourt shall proceed with the same in accordance 
1act and report to the House of Representativ: 





March 3. i; and the 
with the provision ( 
in accordance therewith. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, Imake the point of order 
that this amendment is the same as the substitute and that the 
gentleman can not do indirectly what he can not do directly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
lowing: 

“That the bill (S. 334) entitled ‘A bill for the relief of 
Co.,’ together — all the ace 
referred to the rt of C F 
titled ‘An act to provid 


SS 


sors 


F. Palmer, ir.. & 
mpanying papers, be, and xe same is hereby, 
1ims, In pursuance of the provisions of an at 6 08 
ir the bringing z of suits against the Government of 
the United States,’ aopwoved March 3, 1887; and the said court shall proceed 
with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to 
the House of Representatives in accordance therewith.” 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Now, Mr. Chairman, I renew the point 
of order that that is substantially the substitute offered by the 
gentleman from New York a moment ago and that he can not do 
indirectly what he can not do directly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York desire 
to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. PAYNE. No, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to be heard on 
the point of order. Iam offering an amendment in good faith 
and trying to get the case to the Court of Claims. I observe that 
in the last Congress a bill was introduced and passed through the 
House. | think, referring it to the Court of Claims. It went to 
the Senate, and they struck out all after the enacting clause and 
made a direct appropriation. This bill proposes to make a direct 
appropriation, and I ask that it be sent to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. The bill passed by the House, Mr. Chair- 
man, did not refer this case to the Court of Claims, but it simply 
referred it to the Department for auditing, and by the time it 
reached the Senate the report from the Department had reached 
there, and consequently they passed the bill making a direct ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. GRAFF. The House bill provided that the claim should 
be referred to the Secretary of the Navy, for him to audit and re- 
port his conclusions to Congress. That report has been made 
without such legislation, and it seems, therefore, unnecessary to 
pass any such bill. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I insist on the point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this amendment is the same as the substitute, and is 
not germane to the matter contained in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from New York provides for sending the whole matter to 
the Court of Claims for adjudication. ‘The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that the point of order against the amendment is well taken. 
The Chair bases his judgment upon a decision made by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Payne] [laughter] in the second 
session of the Fifty-fifth Congress, where a bill was pending re- 
ferring a claim to the Court of Claims and an amendment was 
offered ong coon, t for the payment of the claim outright, and the 
gentleman from New York. as Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole, held that the amendment was not germane and sustained 
the point of order. Upon that precedent the Chair sustains the 
point of order. 
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Mr. Chairman, I concur with the ruling of the 
[Laughter.} Now I move an amendment which will be 
in order, and that is to strike out the words ** sixty-three thousand 
six hundred and twenty dollars and fifty-nine cents”’ and insert 
in lieu thereof ‘* $20,000."" I reduce the amount by $43,620.59. I 
thought I would not quib! le about a few cents in the matter. 
The amount added for that unwarranted expense is $43,750, and I 
have simply taken out $43,720. 


The CH: AIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in line 5 the words “sixty-three thousand six hundred and 
twenty ” and insert the words *“ twenty thousand.” 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman. Ido not know tl at ’ care to 
say anything in sup] ort of this bill, but, being a me r of 
committee, Ll do feel that in justice to the committee ‘TL ous ) 
be heard for a moment. What reason can there be assigned 
why this item of $43,000 should be stricken out of this bill? The 
gentleman from New York Mr. PAyYni i d am I 
stricken out without any evidence at all to sustain his motion. 
There isn’t as much evidence here as the Secretary of the Navy 
had before him for the purpose of dete: srmining the an at 
should be allowed for this item. Without any evidence what- 
ever the gentleman moves to strike out this amount 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to ask the gentleman from Kansas 
what evidence there is that it should be in? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. The report of the Secretary of 
Navy. 

Mr. MILLER. I want to suggest that every Member of the 
House has the highest confidence in the Secretary of tl Navy, 
and when I meet a problem of mathematics that I am not able to 
master, I am willing to refer it to some one in whom I have con- 
fidence and who is able to solve it. This went tothe S ry of 
the Navy for his determination, and he referred it to the bureaus 
of his Department, that are full of men competent to pass upon 


every question in reference to the construction of nav: al vessels. 
The y all know the amount of cost ne easary in order that vessels 
may be constructed in accordance with the contracts with the 
Government, and the Secretary of the one receives a report 
from the chiefs of the bureaus, and he not only concurs with the 
men who have passed upon this question, but in addition he says 
that in this case, in effect, that a great act of injustice will 
done if this case is sent to the Court of Claims. Why ? Because 
for years these people have beet 0 kept out of the money justl 
them and wholly on account of the fault of the Gover 
the officers of the Government in the Navy Department admi 

that in their report. Here is anotherc of the Texas, on 
all fours with the case before us. The Navy Department reported 
to the House exactly as they report in this case, with the same 
information before them, with the same arithmetical calculation 
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as to the amount that ought to be allowed by reason of the in- 
creased force necessary to keep in the shop these men for the final 


carrying out of their contract with the Government. 

It will not do to say that these people were not put to any un- 
necessary expense. Let us see whether they were or not. I call 
attention to the fact that this boat was not completed. It 
that by October 3, 1892, at the time it should have been completed 
as required by the contract, they had completed and erected on 
board of the vessel the main engines, boilers, and auxiliaries, but 
they did not have the hydraulic mach in place which w 
necessary to turn the turrets upon that vessel. They had to keep 
that in their navy-yard. They had to have guarded 
tected. They had to keep the entire force in the office necessary 


is true 
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to complete = contract. There is no evidence here to show 
that they were building other vessels at that time, none w vel 
and are we to guess that the 1y were building other vessels in orde1 


that we may keep these people from getting 7 ay for the vessel 
that had been constructed? 
Mr. PERKINS. Is it not a pretty fair guess that they were 
building other vessels, when they were in that nes 
Mr. MILLER. The gentleman asks me to guess. I] 


was a pretty good guess for the Seer tary of th Navy to that 
the evidence before him showed tha it these people 
$43.750, the loss that they sustained through the 


Government of the United States. 
Mr. PERKINS. As a lawyer the gentleman d not tl 
that damages are fixed by gui 


ssing, do 





Mr. MILLER. Asa lawyer I do not think that dam s are 
fixed by guessing. but by evidence. What was the evidence that 
fixed the loss sustained by the contractors for the Texas i that 
was adopted by the Members of this House, and I exy by 
gentleman from New York {| Mr. PERKINS], as well as the gentle- 


man from Kansas? I say that we ought to treat these people the 
same as we treated them. Why send this case to the Court of 
Claims and pay the people that sustained the loss by reason of 
the construction of the Texas? Five or six years have passed 
away and this money is justly due these people. Why send it to 
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the Court of Claims and let it be in that court fora period of | 


years and compel them to pay out large sums of money for attor- 
ney fees? 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the gentleman forgotten that the Chair 
ruled out that amendment? 

Mr. MILLER. That amendment seems to have been ruled out, 
but I am now speaking on the question of passing on this bill 
now and reporting it to the House with a favorable recom- 
inendation. I simply say that when the recommendation made | 
by the Secretary of the Navy is clearly and conclusively sup- 
ported by all that is said in this case in reference to the construc- | 
tion of this vessel and the loss sustained by these people we 
ought to report the claim to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I understand 
that the Chair has ruled out the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne] providing that this bill should be 
sent to the Court of Claims. These people certainly have a right | 
somewhere; and if they haveno opportunity of going to the Court 
of Claims, then Congress ought to settle that right. We have 
some responsibilities to perform in this House, and this is not 
the agreeable ones. Day after day we listen to complaints 
made that Congress declines to act and mete out justice as be- 
tween the Government and people interested—such justice as they 
might get in courts of justice. There is money owing to these | 
peo] We determined that fact in the Committee on Claims. 
We did the best we could do for both the Government and the 
claimants and sent the bill to the highest authority. That was | 
the Secretary of the Navy. He made a report, which we have | 
here. 

We all remember the Secretary when he was a Member of this | 
House, and it is a pleasure to remember him as he was here, al- | 
ways observing the greatest care to see that square, even justice 
was done in every case; and while perhaps there may be other 
men employed in high official positions for whose opinions we 
have not the same respect as we have for the opinion of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, because we do not know them as we know 
him, the mere fact that we know that he is a prudent, careful 
man induced us to approve his report when it reached us. There 
should be some tribunal somewhere, at some time in the near 
future, to which these people may appeal; and if this bill, by sub- 
sequent legislation, is sent to the Court of Claims, the court must | 
take the only evidence that we had, and that is the evidence that | 
is shown in this repoft—the evidence furnished by the Navy De- | 
partment. I submit to the committee that, inasmuch as under | 
the ruling of the Chair the case can not be sent to the Court of 
Claims, we ought to accept the evidence submitted and recom- 
mend this bill favorably. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move toamend by striking out | 
the last word. It is not a pleasant thing to stand here in the | 
Honse of Representatives and oppose claims brought here by in- 
dividual Members representing their constituents. They have a 
right to bring them in, and they havea right to be heard. We 
ought to accord to these claimants full hearings and ample satis- 
faction against the United States for all that may be due them. | 
There is no question about that. But, Mr. Chairman, there is | 
another side of the story. We represent not only the claimants, | 
but we represent the people of the United States, who have no | 
other hearing in this House than that which is given to their rep- 
resentatives here assembled. They have aright to have the Treas- 
ury of the United States protected. 

Weare engaged ina great work. Weare buildinga great navy. 
It is a navy that will cost hundreds of millions of dollars, even if 
the original contracts made by the Navy Department under the 
authority of Congress are carried, and no extra expense is paid | 
for delay. But it is inevitable that there should be delay in the 
construction of every vessel that we build. Either the man who 
furnishes the machinery is behind time, or the man who builds 
the hull is behind time, or the man who furnishes the armor plate 
is behind time. True, we put intothe contracts a stipulation that 
any one of these contractors, if he gets behind, shall reimburse 
the United States for the damages incurred on account of his fail- 
ure to carry out his contract. 

But everybody knows that this damage claim is never enforced 
against those contractors; and it is never enforced because Con- 
does not require that it shall be. But, on the other hand, | 
if one of these men is behind time it delays the delivery of other 
york for these vessels, as in this case. The delay here was on | 
the part of those whose contract was to furnish the armor plate. 
The hull was built; the machinery was ready. The machinery 
was delivered on board the vessel, so far as it could be done, and 
when it could not be delivered on board the vessel it was deliv- | 
ered on the dock, as I understand, within the time prescribed by 
the contract. But the contract provided for atest; and the Gov- 
ernment could not get a test until the armor plate had been placed 
on the vessel and the vessel made ready to go tosea. So the Gov- 
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| at fault. 
| Government for all this delay. 


| of thing; we shall have to pay them in the future. 
| should guard carefully these contracts—should guard carefully 


| people to the Court of Claims. 


| $60 per month. 


| as custodian fora period of forty-two months. 


| compensation. 


Marcu 8, 


ernment was not at fault. The contractor for the armor plate was 


He has never been required to pay anything to the 


We have paid some pretty large billsin the past for this very sort 
Hence Congress 


against these attempts to bring upon the Treasury of the United 
States claims for damages—should sift all such claims carefully, 
and before paying them should be absolutely convinced that they 


| are just. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman explain 


| how this committee could have done better than it has done? 


Mr. PAYNE. I think the committee ought to send all these 


Let the Government and the 
claimant appear there and present their evidence, and let the 


| Court of Claims decide. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
presented there than we have here? 

Mr. PAYNE. What is the evidence here? This Bureau says 
that it believes 10 per cent would be a fair estimate for these ex- 
traordinary experts, etc., that were required on account of this 
machinery. The bureau therefore concludes that 10 per cent for 
three and a half years would be right, and then, by some inexpli- 
cable process of reasoning, they say that if the time be extended 
the percentage must be increased in proportion to the time of 
such extension. Hence they bring here this proposition in math- 
ematics—this compound fraction in equations. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if 10 per cent would be $7,350 for one 
year, then for two years it would be $14,700, and for the extra 
month it would be one-twelfth of $7,350—about $600. We can 
understand that sort of figuring. That reaches down to our in- 
tellects. And these gentlemen of high scientific attainments 


What other evidence could be 


| ought to be able to figure out the matter so that common men— 


| common mathematicians like you and I—might understand how 
| they reach their results. 


{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. BURLESON. I move to close all debate on the section 


| and all pending amendments. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Payne, it 
was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now upon laying the bill 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

The question having been put, 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I guess we had better have a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 88, noes 8. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


JOHN H. M’LAUGHLIN, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


| 199) for the relief of John H. McLaughlin. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby 
is, directed to pay to John H. McLaughlin, of Fort Randall, S. Dak., for serv- 


| ices as custodian of the abandoned Fort Randall Military Reservation, in 


Seuth Dakota, the sum of $1,000, for forty-four 
ginning October 28, 1893, and ending July 19, 1897. _ 
Sec. 2. That the sum of $1,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 


and two-thirds months, be- 


| the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry out the provisions of this 
} act. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the words “one thousand” and insert in lieu thereof 


| the words “five hundred.” 


Also, in line 11, section 2, strike out the words “one thousand” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “ five hundred.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, Ithink we had better have these 
bills explained as we go along. 

Mr. GRAFF. I yield to the gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, as the bill itself says, it is to pay 
one John H. McLaughlin for a period of about four years as cus- 
todian of the buildings on the old abandoned Fort Randall Mili- 


| tary Reservation, 8. Dak. 


Mr. McLaughlin wasappointed custodian by the War Department 
during the time that that Department had jurisdiction and con- 
rol of the reservation. He was paid for his service at the rate of 
After about a year the reservation was transferred 
to the Interior Department,and Mr. McLaughlin continued to act 
That he took good 
care of the property is admitted; that he protected the buildings 


_ there from being destroyed by fire or being removed by those who 


were desirous of stealing them is a fact, and he never has had any 
The bill originally provided to pay him $60 a 
month, the same as he had received from the War Department. 
The committee in the Fifty-sixth Congress reported it, reducing the 
amount from $2,600 to $1,000, and the last Congress adopted that 
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report, and this Congress has cut it to $500. The claimant is 79 | 


ars of age, and [sincerely hope that this pittance will be granted 
to him at this time. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
before he takes his seat. 
Mr. BURKE. Certainly. 
ir. JOHNSON. I seea letter here in the report of the cor 
ittee from the Secretary of the Interior, in which he reco1 
s that the bill be not passed, and it is stated in this corré 
lence that this man was notified shortly after the fort was 
usferred from the War Department to the Interior Department 
1 


n 
n- 


he was not the custodian. The Secretary says t hat he seems 
have resided on the reservation because he t his rent tr 


tice a number of letters here in which the I Department tells 
m over and over again that he is not the custodian of the prop- 
y. Now, what service did he render to the Government that 
overnment should pay him $2,500? 
Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentleman’s 
inquiry I will say that he did serve from October, 1893, to March, 
1804, supposing that he was the custodian, that he had no notifi- 
cation whatever that he was not until March, 1894, and then ¢ 
r was written to him in which it was stated that nocustodian 
| been appointed. Now, that he did continue to act as custo- 
dian will appear by the correspondence with the Department, and 
that he was recognized as custodian, and there never was any ar- 
rangement made with him whatever by which he was to remain 
there and simply have the use of the buildings for his services, 
as the Secretary suggests. It is a conclusion without anything 
whatever to support it. And I would call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to that part of a letter of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, toward the latter part of it, in which he says: 


The fact that Mr. McL augh lin remained on the reservation and that he 
assumed charge of such reservation and the property thereon was known to 


3 Office, and such fac t was recognized | by Office letter May 22, 1896, tosaid Mr. 
M ‘La ughlin, inw tah tse isadvised that c e rtain privat e parti ies who claimed 
the furniture, organ, and bell in the chapel were * authorized to assume pos- 
session of the same.” 

Now, I will state for the benefit of the gentleman that these 
buildings —. have been destroyed and the Government would 

never have received one cent for them if it had not been for the 
diligence and faithfulness of this old man. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I see that the entire property was disposed of 
by the Government for $5,011, and yet this claimant wanted 
$2.600 for taking care of it. 

Mr. BURKE. Yes,sir. That was atthe rate that he had been 
paid. Now,the committee have seen fit to cut that claim to $500, 
and I certainly hope the gentleman is not going to say that this 
old man is not entitled to some compensation for his faithful 

‘rvice. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why did not they adopt the plan of the bureau 
of the Nav Vv Dey vartment, and add to it in adverse ratio, instead 
of cutting it down? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I want to say to the gentleman from South 
Dakota that 1 sympathize with those who have claims against the 
Government. I know how hard and stumvy a road they have to 
travel; but it did look to me from the letter of the Secretary of 
the Interior that this claim was a little weak in its foundation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
1e bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 

EDWARD J. FARRELL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10516) for the relief of Edward J. Farrell. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. LIND. fs that bill in order under the special order of t) 
day, a bill reported from the Committee on Public Lands? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairisof opinion it is. Itisaprivate 
claim, not a war claim. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., Tl at the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
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it 

™ 
il 
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ized and directed to execute, ack wledge, leliver, in the nam ft 
Inited States of America, to Edward J. F: a f mand 
lease quitclaiming and releasing to said Edward J. Farrell, his heirs : i 
assigns. all the richt, title, and interest of the United States America in 
nd to the following-descr 1 land, und water, in th f N Yo 
and State of New York, namely: Beginning ata point { 
of the Croton Aque iuct appr ypriation, where t same is In sected by the 
easterly side of lands taken by the United States Govern yy ihe i 
provement of the H larle n River, and ranning thence northerly along said 
easterly side of said lands taken by the United S s Go I t for 
improvementof the Harlem River 07.87 feet to tl ands of the estate of W 





B. Ogden: thence westerly along the lands formerly of the estate of 





Tinited States Governmentin 189); thence southerly a'ong said last-mentioned 


line 108.43 feet to the lands formerly of the Croton Aque “du t appropriation; 


thence easterly along said lands 9.59 fest to the point or place of beg.nning. 


189 





liam B. Ogden 15.45 feet t th ‘pier and bulkhead line established by the 


3009 





The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 
After the word “ beginning,” in line 13, on page 2. : 
following: 
Provided, That the said Edward J. Farrell shal 
tory to the Secretary of War, that he is tl yner « 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, this bill w 
gentleman from New York [ Mr. GoULDEN 





to-day, and therefore, having made the ré 
briefly. It involves the one twenty-eight-ti 
acre of land under water in the Hudson Riv 
+} * |e ir . “Tr 1 +} ++ + + +) 
other land was acquired without cost to the ‘ 


to make certain improvements by the Uni 
quen tly the method of improvement 
— this parti ular little tract of land, and ¢ 
the Chief of Engineers of the War Departme: 


was Cha 





This tw nty-eight-thousandth of an acz 
the nder d t PF no va { 
Ss € to Tt Ww t 1ontt 
not build a dock or wharf ou the chant ne withou 
area Asa matter of equity, therefore, Ww 


stored to | 


1 1 


. *4 =" s11 1 11 } ‘ , 
po h > committee think the Dili she uld pe ale 


quire him to show that he is the owner of thea 
if that is shown that a quitclaim should be ma 
is all involved in it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let me ask the gentleman, 


States get anything for this? 


Mr. LACEY. The United States did not giv 
and will not get anything for it. It is a little tr 


terferes with the owner of the abutting shore. 
important to the United States at one time, as it 


provements would cover it, but a change of plar 


so as to eliminate this little piece of land. 

Mr. PAYNE. Do I understand my friend t 
had anything given to! him in the shape of real « 
cluded afterwards 


he i 


11d not Want ali of 1t an 


A 
d : 
: 
: 
i t 
, 
i soa i 
: 7 
ri J 
nh 
i 1 
} 
7 7 
a . e- 
; . 2 l 
ie to hil iG 
does the U1 1 
e anythi or it 
act now - 
It was tl rht 
was thou lm- 
: 
1 has been made 








did who was able to ote for it that he would give it to them for 


1: ‘ 
not ning? 


LACEY. No; but if a man gave me si 


and it turned out that I did not need or use all of 


it for use I would give it back. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is it to the same party? 

Mr. LACEY. To the same party. or rather t 
the same party; it goes with the shore. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid asi 


able recommendation. 
KATE R. SHARRETTS AND EDWARD A. SHARRI 

OF GEORGE E. W. SHARRETTS 

The next business on the Private Calen 











mething he had 


the bill (H. R. 
6984) for the relief of Kate R. Sharrettsand Edward A. Sharretts, 
administrators of George E. W. Sharreits. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re é cted. etc... That the Secretary of the Tre s} “eby, 
authoriz and di sg ro 
+ G WS . 
h id § n t ara ‘ l - 
‘ ! and lieu of a V . Ww 
inventor an r,asa Ss by i ( ( f sd 
February 2, 188 

Tha : = wee ae Oa 

The ame! ent S read, aS t S 

In lit i strik t ifteen sand 1 ir lieu ) 
thousand 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, there do n mi ft I 
reasons advanced why this claim should be all 1 \ 
compound fraction in this: 

Mr. GRAFF. No: thereis no fraction. This il ! 
Pp nding before Congress al before the C ( ! 
nun r of years, and tl fi: that ¢& 

ul i that Ww iile he Was nl l Li ¢ 1 (+ OVE I l 
hours when he was not in tl mploy the ¢ ! t 
l 1 V elm oO! tab! s for th I 
ries at various rates per annum q | . - 
sequently im ved by him. and we n't 

1 al sed by the Go mel \ 

HOAR at o me rep ! t : ) 
1 of me S10 ) . ¢ he ? 
ws that Shar ts hit f employed } l 
paid out of |} wn p t se several ] l l 
assistant for the purpose of assisting him in <« 

The Court of Claims found as a matter fa 
was done out of hours and therefore could 1 
part of his official duties to the Government | ; 
been utiliz da rig) along ince tThney W y en pb 4 
are used in eve y. Jepartment of the Government, and this man 


i 
‘has been out of his mone y—the product of his 


nina , - 
mind and work— 
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through all these years, and the Committee on Claims, feeling that 
the right of recovery was clear, as established in the Court of 
Claims, thinking that it was not a species of work that required 
great genius, 
Government, and that he ought to have compensation commen- 
surat 
complete it, therefore recommended the cutting the claim down 
from $15,000 to $3,000. 
Mr. JOHNSON. What did the Court of Claims find? 
Mr. GRAFF. 
ome time ago 
BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
. GRAFF. 


was — 
Mr. 
Mr 


I think it was $1,800. 

And based that finding upon the fact of the 
5 

at the rate of compensation that he was receiving from the Goy- 

ernment in the performance of his duty as an officer. In other 


actnal amount of time employed by him in getting up this table | 


words, they measured the compensation in the performance of this | 
work done out of office hours at the same rate that he was re- | 
ceiving in salary as a clerk in that Department of the Govern- 


ment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Court of Claims found as a matter of 
fact that the tables were worth $20,000, but as a matter of law 
the Government did not do anything about it. 

Mr. GRAFF. My remembrance is—I have not the report of 
the Court of Claims with me—but, as I remember, they reported 


in favor of a compensation in the sum of either a thousand or | 


twelve hundred dollars. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Does not the man who got up the tables say 
himself that he got them up to expedite and lighten his own 
labors when he was an officer of the Treasury? 

Mr. GRAFF. I suppose that may have been his purpose in get- 
ting up the tables—that it was for the purpose of lightening his 
own labors—but that would not lessen the value of the work to 
the Government. Heperformed this work outofhours. That has 
been clearly established, and there is no question of the liability 
of the Government for services performed out of hours when it 
is accepted by the Government. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 


manuscript? 
Mr. GRAFF. I do not know that he did. 
Mr. JOHNSON. The man says so himself, 
Mr. GRAFF. 
ject very thoroughly. We have had at least three or four thorough 
hearings upon the subject since I have been a member of the com- 
mittee. 
Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. GRAFF. 
Mr. PAYNE. 


Has the gentleman ever seen the book? 
I have. 
How extensive a book is it? 

Mr. GRAFF. It is on the same order as an interest book. 

Mr. PAYNE. It contains salaries all the way from one day up 
to sixteen days at different rates? 

Mr. GRAFF. It isquite an extensive book. It iscomposed of 
a number of pages, tables, and estimates for various times at vari- 
ous salaries. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly from $600 up to $2,000, a table vary- 
ing from one to two hundred dollars between the tables, and that, 
would make a dozen pages, one salary to a page; and then it runs 
from one day up to sixteen days, which is the period for which the 
men are paid. 

Mr. GRAFF. Ido not think I could make it plain to the gen- 
tleman from New York, because the gentleman from New York 


admitted a little while ago that he did not know anything about | 


compound fractions. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken about that. I 
said I didn’t know anything about the method of proving facts by 
compound fractions which were assumed. ButIcould get upsuch 
a table as this is; I am competent for that perfectly, and I don’t 
see why anybody else could not. 
expense of $500 worth of time, could not take all the salaries paid 
by the Government and get up tab’ s for them. 

Mr. GRAFF. It isin use now by the Government- 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; and if the Secretary of the Treasury.when 
he got the manuscript, paid $500 for it, I can not see why we 
should now pay this man an additional $3,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I would like to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Llinois to the statement at the bottom of page 3 of 
the report: 


The Secretary of the Treasury ordered the work printed, made it the au- 
thority for all future payments of salaries, and awarded but $500 for its use. 
After its publication I was surprised and disappointed to learn that the Sec- 
retary had misunderstood the termsof the agreement and refused to allow 
me to dispose of the work to other Departments. 


It seems that he was going to sell it to the other Departments. 
The fact is that when the Secretary ordered the tables printed, he 
paid him $500 for the manuscript. 
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but sti at it was a work th: "as valuable ; . : 
ut still that it was a work that was valuable to the | cured for the purpose of making the few alterations required. 


with its importance and with the work which it took to | 
| the book—— 


The Court of Claims found $1,000 or $1,200; it 


Did not the Secretary of the Treasury, who | 
had the tables printed in book form, pay this man $500 for the | 


I know that the committee went into this sub- | 


I do not see why anybody, at an | 


him, 


MARCH 8, 


Mr. GRAFF. That is a reasonable conclusion on his part. 

The sum paid was insignificant, and that the tables were of value is shown 
by the fact that the services of an official commanding a high salary, amount 
ing, during the performance of his duty, to much more than $500, were s 
When, in 
addition to this, it is known that I paid to Mr. R. H. Andrews $250 for 
clerical assistance and for the relinquishment on his part of all interest in 


Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. GRAFF. 
chanical labor. 
Mr. PAYNE. 


Did Andrews help get up the book? 
I suppose he helped perform some of the me- 


He afterwards transferred his interest in the 


| book? 


Mr. GRAFF. No; Sharretts paid him $250 for the service 
which he rendered to him. 

Mr. PAYNE. And took his interest in the book? 

Mr. GRAFF. Well, yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman just read it. 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes; 1 did not understand the gentleman's ques- 
tion. 

Mr. PAYNE. Isthere anything to show whether Andrews was 
a partner in this concern? 

Mr. GRAFF. No; and Ido not suppose it makes any difference, 
either. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was trying to get at the value of the services. 
Tf Andrews was willing to sell his half for $250 afterwards, then 
$500 would seem to be the value of the work. 

Mr. GRAFF. But he did not suppose that every Department 
of this Government was going to have the right to use these 
tables when he simply gave the Secretary of the Treasury the 
manuscript to use in one Department. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not know why he should not have supposed 
it; he had no copyright or anything of that kind. 

Mr. GRAFF. The Government all the time has recognized 
that it was his labor that produced the work. 

Mr. PAYNE. He did this work in order to lighten his own 
work in the Department. 

Mr. GRAFF. I don’t know whether he did or not. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has he credited the Government anything for 
lightening his labor in the Department? 

Mr. GRAFF. It did not lighten his labors. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Whatis the man’s condition now? 

Mr. GRAF. The man is dead. I did not know the gentle- 
man. I know some of hissons. I know one of them who lives 
in Maryland. and I know something about the history of the case. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the enacting 
clause of this bill. I think that that would be the best thing to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York to strike out the enacting clause. 

The question was taken, and the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on agreeing to the 
amendments recommended by the committee. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is, Shall the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation? 

The question was taken, and the bill was ordered to be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 


LELIA G. CAYCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11178) for the relief of Miss Lelia G. Casey. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to pay to Miss Lelia G. Casey the sum of $17 . out 


of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same being 
the amount of duty collected by mistake from the said Lelia G. Casey at tlu 
port of San Francisco, March 28, 1903. 


The committee amendments were read, as follows: 

In the title change the word “ Casey * to ‘* Cayce.” 

In lines 4 and 8 strike out the word “ Casey” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Cayce.” 

In line 7 change the word “duty” to “ penalty.” 

In line 9 change the word ‘“* March”’ to ** May.” 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like the gentleman from 
Illinois {Mr. GraFr] to give us some information about this bill. 

Mr. GRAFF. I think I can satisfy the gentleman by reading 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, which will enlighten 
That letter is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 9, 190' 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by reference, of bill 
H. R. 11178, for the relief of Miss Lelia G. Casey. 

The records of the Department show that Miss Lelia G. Cayce arrived at 
the port of San Francisco from abroad on May 23, 1903; that she had with her 
certain articles which were not declared and which were seized for violation 
of sections 2802 and 3082 of the Revised Statutes. The Department became 
satisfied, after a careful examination of the matter, that Miss Cayce did not 
intend to defraud the revenue, and directed the collector on October 5, 13, 
to release the property without further payment, and at the same time in- 
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formed him that as the penalty, or treble the value provided in section 2802, 
ante. had been paid and covered into the Treasury it could not be refunded. 
The Department, therefore, perceives no objection to a favorable considera- 
tion of the measure presented in her behalf. 


Permit me toinvite your attention to three errors in the bill, namely: | 


“Casey”? should be * Cayce.” the word “duty” should be “penalty,” and 
the date should be “ May 23d,” instead of ‘“ March 23d.” 
Respectfully, L. M. SHaw, Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. PAYNE. This bill simply refunds her the extra duty. 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think that is a very proper measure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend- 
ments. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is, Shall the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation? 

The question was taken, and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 


HEIRS OF JOHN A. DOLAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2010) for the relief of the heirs of John A. Dolan. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


‘Be ilfenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to the heirs or legal representatives of John A. 
Dolan, late corporal, Company C, Thirty-seventh Regiment United States 
Volunteer Infantry, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $269.76, the amount which would have been due said Dolan 
for pay, commutation of rations, and clothing in the above service from the 
date of his capture by the Philippine insurgents to the date of his death in 
their hands. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have some ex- | 


planation of this bill. 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from | 


Illinois [Mr. BouTELL]. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to take 
any of the time of this committee which might be devoted to the 
favorable consideration of other bills on this Calendar. This bill 
isatype of aclass of measures that consume much of the time 
of this House which ought to be devoted to legislation of another 
kind. This is due to the present condition of the general law. 
Such a claim as this ought to be adjusted and paid by the proper 


Executive Department of the Government. The beneficiaries in | 
this bill are the heirs of John A. Dolan. John A. Dolan was a | 


brave and faithful soldier in the United States Army from my 
district. In 1900 he was with his regiment in the Philippines. 
His time of enlistment expired in January of that year. He re- 
enlisted for service in the Philippine insurrection. 

On the 29th of January, 1900, while with his regiment, he was 
engaged in a skirmish, and at the close of the skirmish Corpl. 
John A. Dolan was reported missing. He was carried as missing 
on the ranks of his company for some time and finally recorded 
as dead. The amount due the soldier was paid to his father, his 
legal representative, up tothe 29th of January, 1900. Subsequent 
investigations that were made by the War Department discovered 
the fact that this soldier did not die on the 29th of January, 1900, 
but was carried into captivity, and languished and died from dis- 
ease while in captivity in October, 1900. These facts were dis- 
covered nearly a year thereafter. His body was identified and 
returned for burial in his native land. The father thereupon 
communicated with the Treasury Department, requesting that 
the amount of compensation and commutation due to the boy 
from January 29 to the date of his death be paid to him. The 
matter came before the Comptroller of the Treasury. He decided 
that, it having once been determined that the boy died on the 
29th of January, 1900, he could not reverse this ruling. even to 
conform with the facts ascertained and reported by the War De- 
partment. On account of this technicality the legal heirs of this 
deceased soldier had to come before Congress for the collection of 
this little claim of $269, as audited by the Acting Paymaster- 
General, the payment of which is recommended by the War De- 
partment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

The question was taken, and the bill was ordered to be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

G. H. DEAREN,. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11337) for the relief of G. H. Dearen. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to G. H. Dearen, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $247.50, in payment of 
meals, lodgings, and horse feed furnished to C. A. Kaye while a storekeeper- 

uger in the Internal-Revenue Service of the United States in the fifth in- 

rnal-revenue district of Kentucky. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have some ex- 
planation of this bill, 
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Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman,I think I can give 


| the information that the gentleman desires. 


Mr. GRAFF. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 
Mr.SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this bill provides for 
the payment of $247.50 to G. H. Dearen, of Taylor County, Ky., 
on an account made with him by a man named Kaye, who was en- 
gaged in the Internal-Revenue Service in the fifth district of Ken- 
tucky. Itis for board and lodging for himself and board for his 
horse, furnished to C. A. Kaye, a storekeeper-gauger, while he 
stayed with Dearen. Kaye made out and certified the claim to 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for reimbursement, and at 
| the same time made out a number of other claims. He collected 
about $3,600 from the Treasury of the United States upon claims, 
| some of which he justly owed, and when he received the money he 
failed to pay it over to the several parties to whom it was due. 
| The Government found out about his defalcation and was about 
to prosecute him when, by reason of a compromise, he and his 
| friends paid the whole sum to the Treasurer of the United States 
instead of paying this claimant and other claimants. The col- 
| lector of internal revenue for the fifth Kentucky district recom- 
mended that $3,600 or thereabouts be accepted as a compromise 
| and that the whole of this sum be paid to the Treasury of the 
| United States, less the $247.50,which he recommended to be paid 
to this man G. H. Dearen. But through some oversight on the 
part of the Federal officials the whole sum was paid into the 
Treasury. There is a full statement from the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue explaining the facts just as I have stated them. 
I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
The motion was agreed to. 


JULIUS A. KAISER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10891) for the relief of 
Julius A. Kaiser. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is her 


eby, 
authorized and required to pay to Julius A. Kaiser the sum of $3,758.45 ng 
the amount disallowed by the accounting officers for difference betw« 

active-duty pay of a second assistant engineer and retired pay of a first assist 


ant engineer from October 13, 1868, to July 8, 1873, while on the active list of 
officers of the Navy. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania." Mr. Chairman—— 

[Cries of ‘* Vote!’ ‘* Vote! ’’] 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Well. Mr. Chairman, if gen- 
tlemen want to vote, 1 move that the bill be laid aside witha 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PAYNE. This bill is certainly venerable by reason of its 
age. I notice that the claim, or supposed claim. accrued some 
years ago. Now, I should like to hear a statement from the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania or to hear the report read; I am not 
particular which. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I shall be glad to answer any 
questions put by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let the report be read 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, in 1868 Juliu 
Kaiser held the rank of second assistant engineer in the United 
States Navy, and as such was stationed somewhere in the East, 
in the neighborhood of China or Japan. Accordi o th 
of the Navy Department he was at that time entitled to p . 
tion to the grade of first assistant engineer. But contrary to the 
rules and customs of the Department he was kept in the East 
more than five years without the Department giving him the 
chance to take his examination for promotion. In 1873 he wa 


‘ 





ordered home. On the return voyage, rm, while 
was in the performance of his duty n tl . 
gines of the ship and was badly crippk a 
in the United States he presented a sorry, dilapidated appear 
When he was ordered before the doctors to be examined for 
motion they immediately said, and properly said, ** You ear 
be promoted, because you have a practically helpless 

For years Kaiser made an attempt to obtain from Congress t] 


redress which he considered was his right. There was 
in the Department to give him the promotion which | ld 
have had in 1868, and therefore the whole subject was referred to 
Congress. 

Without undertaking to designate each of the Cor 
which a bill for his relief was passed throngh one H 


other, I will say that gentlemen interested in this subject wv 


looking at the report, find that in several Congresses a l was 
passed at one end of the Capitol or the other for the relief of this 
crippled man, the object being to place him on t retired list, 
where he would have goneif he had been exam land promoted, 
as he was entitled, before this accident happened. Thus the claim 
of this worthy man with a splendid record was recognized by one 
House or the other at different times. It was not until last year 


| that the bill for his relief passed both Houses and was signed by 
| the President. 
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ffort to secure recognition in this House for the | Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I simply desire to reserve time 
| to discuss this bill on behalf of the minority. 


y unanimous consent. Mr. BatLeyof Texas, 

! LEY, objected, though he afterwards said to me 

1 not know the facts of the case and suggested that I 
er effort to be rex cogniz red. 

vir. maioet rwas promote 1} DY act of Congress to the » grade 

ineer, it was a overes d that the bill, which 

yan admiral of the Navy, provided for his re- 

conse jut 


That was the bill passed last year? 
,  Pennsylva Ha. Yes, 
t was five years before he returned home? 
“TLER of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir 


SIT. 


cumstances the accounting officers properly said: | 


10t receive pay from two sources; he can not be 


shas been paid for five years on the active list; | 
ng todo | 
lis pay as a first assistant engineer on the re- | 


im on the retired list, a 


Per)? h 
om n 


nd we have nothi 


a which we have overpaid him as an active offi- 
; what Congress did not intend should be 


mently this bill 
appears to be a w 
was paid him. It is now being deducted from his pay by the De- 
partment officials, becanst athe *y have no authority to do otherwise. 
This subject was referred to the Auditor of the Navy Depart- 
ment. and a letter was written to General BInGHAM, who was in- 
terested in this claim because of his knowledge of Mr. Kaiser, 
heing General BINGHAM’S cons 
l all the way through, the Auditor of the Navy Department 


was introduced to make right what really 


rong. 


uested by 
ted int 
you 


Mr. BIncHAM, I beg to inclose a draft of a 
» law, avoid all embarrassment in the matter. 
are herewith returned. 

[Cries of ‘* Vote!’’] 

ft move that the bill be laid aside 
tion. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


‘lause which 
The papers 


if enac 


referred by 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR THE STEAMER BEAUMONT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4570) to provide an American register for the steamer Beaumont. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby author- 
ized and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Mira, owned by a citizen 
e United States, to be registered as a vessel of the eee States, under 

me of Reaumont, whenever it shall be shown to the Commissioner of 

ion that the salvageand the repairs made in a United States shipyard 

unted to three times the price paid for the wreck to her foreign 
c<clusive of s: sien ze, 

The amendment recommended by the committee 
follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ 
‘ollowing in lieu thereof: * 

ther with 
wreck (exe 


Navigation,” 
that the 
have 


in lines 7 and 
repairs made in the 


8, and insert the 
the salvage, 
lusive of salvage) to her foreign owners.” 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the 
gentleman from Michigan to allow this bill to go over until the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] is present. He has 
been called away from the city and can not possibly be here to- 
day. ae the gentleman knows, the minority of the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries has submitted quite an elab- 
orate report of fourteen pages on this subject, covering the gen- 
eral proposition. The wenthe man from Maine drafted the report, 
and those of us who are here 
tetails of it, and for that reason I would ask the gentleman to 
allow the bill to go over until Mr. LITTLEFIELD can be here. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I wish to say, 
from Minnesota, that I personally notified the gentlem: in from 
Maine that I was going to take this bill up to-day or at the first 
opportunity. He was here last evening at a very late hour— 
when the House adjourned—and knew that it was coming up to- 
day. The gentleman from Minnesota is here, and if this bill goes 

er it can only be considered on claims day, which will carry it 

runtil next month. Iam very anxious to get this bill through 

.e House if possible, if I can get a favorable vote here, so that 
on by the Senate; and I decline, in fact, to have 


t can be acted 
the matter go over until another day. If the gentleman from 


Minnesota wishes to control the time for the opposition, and rep- | 


resent the minority in the argument upon the bill I am quite 
willing 

i do not care to make many remarks, except to state to the 
House what the bill is for,and then I will yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota or any other person who wishes to oppose the 
measure. 


ntly a was placed on the retired 


| wrecked. 
Kaiser earned his money and the money | 


| sell for at public auction. 
ituent; and without reading the | greatest feats of salvaging ever performed in rescuing a boat, 


| blasting out channels in solid rock some 400 feet to float her, and 


vitha favorable recommenda- | 


| the present owner of that ship, a neighbor, to come to his relief 
| and help him financially. Mr. Gilchrist went to Halifax, went to 
| the underwriters, and insisted that they settle with this man Reid. 





| ever, that there is yet to be spent some 


| repairs ¢ is boat. 
was read, as | T@Pairs on this boat 


United States, to- | 
amounted to three times the price paid for the 


Mr. FORDNEY. I wish to state, Mr. Chairman, that this bill 
was introduced at the last session of Congress, passed this House 


| by an almost unanimous vote, went to the Senate, and received a 
| favorable report from the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, 


but too late in the session to receive consideration in the Senate 
it being the last week of the session. Therefore the bill failed, 

The bill has been before the House ever since the beginning of 
the December session and was put on the Calendar here two weeks 
ago. It provides for granting an American register to a foreign- 
built steamship. Let me say for the benefit of gentlemen present 
that according to the law if that boat had been wrecked within 
American waters there would have been no need of special legis- 
lation. The law provides that vessels wrecked within American 
territory and repaired in American shipyards.so that when the 
boat is ready for service again three-fourths of her cost has been 
repairs in American shipyards on the rescued boat from her 
wrecked condition, are entitled to register under the law. 

It so happened that this boat was wrecked just outside of Amer- 
ican waters, in the waters of Nova Scotia. She was a brand-new 
steel steamer, only afloat for about ten months before she was 
She was abandoned to the underwriters and pronounced 
a hopeless wreck by the Nova Scotia and Canadian wreckers; but 


| an American wrecker, from the State of Michigan, went to inspect 


the boat, and after a time he contracted with the underwriters to 
rescue the boat. He was to deliver her safe in the port of Halifax 
for the consideration of $50,000, or one-half that the wreck would 
The boat was rescued by one of the 


she was delivered safe in port at Halifax. Then Mr. Reed, the 


| wrecker, discovered there was a flaw in his contract which did 
| not compel the owners of the wreck to sell her promptly and pay 


him. 


They were not ready nor willing tosell her promptly. Mr. Reid 
was a poor man, and therefore needed the money. He sent for 


They declined to settle until they got good and ready. However, 


| they were forced by Mr. Gilchrist, the present owner, to settle 


with Mr. Reid. Mr. Gilchrist purchased the boat from the un- 
derwriters for the sum of $50,000, assuming the charge of the 


| wrecker, $51,000; paid Mr. Reid the $51,000 paid him for deliver- 
| ing the boat to Philadelphia at Cramp & Sons’ shipyard. 


There 
she has been repaired, so that to-day the account stands on Mr. 
Gilchrist’s book. including the $50,000 paid to the underwriters 
for the wreck, the sam of $203,000. Mr. Gilchrist states. how- 
$84,000 to complete the 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the 


| gentleman how much did this boat cost originally? 


Mr. FORDNEY. I really do not know. I will say that I had 
a letter from a gentleman the other day from San Francisco—a 


| steamboat man—telling me he could buy a duplicate boat in Eng- 
,land for $130,000. 


She was built in England. When she was 
abandoned by her owners, let me say for the benefit of gentlemen 
present, she lost her English registry; especially when she was 
transferred to an American citizen she lost her English registry. 
She is to-day a vessel without a flag. In order to get that boat 
back under the English flag the present owner, an American 
citizen, must transfer her to an English citizen, and to retain the 


| ownership by some string in an underhand way must be held in 
are not conversant with the full | 


the way of a trustee or mortgage; but mind you, gentlemen, if 


she is transferred toan English citizen and again given the Enclish 
| flag. the sailors and licensed officers—every body aboard that ship— 
in answer to the gentleman | 


must be employed under the English flag. No 
can be employed. 

If you give this boat American registry to-day licensed officers 
must be American citizens; consequently every man on board 
that ship must receive American wages and therefore must be an 
American citizen, because no licensed officer, it is a well-settled 
fact, will sail with foreigners unless the foreigner gets the same 
pay that is paid to American sailors under the American flag; 
therefore it will be absolutely necessary that all employees on 
board of the ship, if you give her the American registry, will be 
American citizens. Otherwise you shut out any American citi- 
zen from employment on board of that ship, notwithstanding the 


American c itizen 


_ fact that the ownership of it is in an American citizen. 


The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LitTLEFtkLp],I may say, who 
has led the opposition to this boat,sets up the claim that it is a 
menace to the American shipbuilding interests of this country 
and the shipowners of this country. I wantto say this, that in the 


| opposition that came before the Committee on Merchant Marine 





1904. | 








and Fisheries there came one George S. Dearborn, president of the 
American-Hawaiian Steamship Company, likewise representa- 
tives of Arthur Sewall & Co., of Bath, Me. I have here affidavits 
and certified copies of records that Arthur Sewall & Co. and 
George S. Dearborn in 1889 purchased a steel bark in the Bay of 
San Francisco, repaired her in an American shipyard in San 
Francisco, and asked and obtained an American registry for that 
boaton the 4th of February, 1890. They paid $55,000 for the wreck. 
I have the affidavit of the gentlemar who superintended the 
repairs of that boat that the repairs cost but $37,000. Arthur 
Sewall & Co. and Mr. Dearborn are here protesting against an 
American registry for this ship, when they have one to-day in 
their company for which they obtained an American registry, 
and the bill went through this House without any report on 
it. If there had been a report showing that there had been 
only $37,000 spent in repairs, whereby the wreck cost $55,000, 
could you get it through this House to-day, gentlemen? If so, 
what merit is there in this bill when this gentleman paid $50,000 
for the wreck, and has spent $153,000in rescuing herand repairing 
her in American shipyards, and has yet to spend from thirty-five 
to sixty thousand dollars to complete her repairs, owing to the 
kind of repairs yet to be completed. Iwill add here the majority 
report on this bill. 
Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 
The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4570) to provide an American register for the British 
amship Mira, beg leave to report as follows: 
The evidence filed with the committee shows that the present name of this 
sselis Mira, this being her British name. The pending bill provides, in 
granting authority for this steamer’s registry as a vessel of the United States, 
that her name be changed to Beaumont. . ‘ 
A similar bill was fayorably reported from this committee at the last ses- 
m and was passed by the House and favorably reported to the Senate, but 
was not reached on the Calendar, owing to the lateness of the session. 
The Mira was wrecked while on a voyage from Boston bound to Lewis 
urg, Cape Breton Island, Canada, in February, 1902. Shestruck on the rocks 
and afterwards went high and dry on Chebogue Point, Nova Scotia, where 
she remained until August of the same year, six months, when she was re- 
d bya most remarkable feat of salving by American salvors, who blasted 
olid rock, built canals, and finally dragged the vessel into deep water 
‘anadian wrecking companies had pronounced the salving of her im 





away 
The ¢ 
possib! 
rhisship wasasteamship of English buildand had only been afloat about ten 
months, and was rated Al and belonged to an English company. The owner 
is a citizen of the United States and a resident of ¢ ‘ago, Il. He purchased 

r from her foreign owners for the sum of $50,169.87, and also assumed the 
L » charges, which amounted to $51,000. The wreck was towed to a 
United States shipyard, where repairs have been made, and these repairs, 
together with the expense of getting the vessel to the shipyard, etc., repre 
an expense to the United States owner of over $100,000. This is exclusive 
of the salvage charges. The repairsare still incomplete and will require a 
further expenditure of more than $34,000 additional before the vessel is fin- 
ished. When the vessel is ready for sea the repair items will exceed the nec- 
essary three-fourths of the vessel’s total cost required by the general law 
4136, R. S.) governing cases where the wreck occurs in United States 
iters, which leaves the case outside of the provisions of that law only in 
respect of the place of wreck. 

Salvage expenditures, which include temporary repairs, such as patching 
the bottom of a vessel to enable her to be moved to a United States shipyard 
where the work of restoration can be begun, have always been recognized 
by the Treasury Department asa repair item, on the authority of decisions 
of the Attorney-General dating back to 1°53—one year after section 4136 was 
enacted—when Attorney-General Crittenden, in the course of an opinion on 
this point, said: 

‘**All the costs and charges from the first expenditure to recover a vessel 
from her wrecked fixed situation to the last expenditure to put her in proper 
trim for use, in restoring her to usefulness in earning freight as she was be- 
fore she was wrecked, seem to belong properly to the account of repairs made 
upon the vessel.”’ 

The different Secretaries of the Treasury, the Solicitor of the Treasury, 
and the Commissioner of Navigation have adopted and supplemented the 
Attorney-General’s opinions above referred to (see Treasury decisions Au- 
gusta, March 13, 1885; Wells City, February 23, 1888; Abraham, August 25, 
1896), and the uniform practice of the Department in including this item of 
salvage among repairs has given it the weight of settled law. 

Congress has followed the law on this subject ounerecpected by the Treas- 
ury Department, and this committee has recognized salvage as an item of 
repairs in the following cases which became laws: Steamer Enterprise, 
House Report No. 2734, Fifty-sixth Congress, ion; barkentine 
J. C. Pfluger, House Report No. 2619. Fifty-sixth Congress, second session; 
steamer Ozama, House Report No. 669, Forty-ninth Congress, first session; 
steamer San Benito, House Report No. 1055, Fifty-first Congress, first session 

The provision in the bill that the proofs of repairs and salvage in this case 
be submitted to the Commissioner of Navigation is made for the reason that 
the extensive repairs on this vessel nowin progress may not be completed 
for several months, and the bill is therefore framed so as to permit the ap- 
plicant to submit his repair vouchers to the Commissioner of Navigation 
after Congress has adjourned. This committee has made similar provisions 
in previous cases. 

The committee held several public hearings on this and similar cases 
Shipbuilding companies were represented for and against the passage of 
special acts authorizing the granting of registers in this class of cases, so that 
the shipbuilders are by nomeansa unit on this question. Inseveral instances 
companies which, in the last Congress, favored the granting of a particular 
register are this year enrolled among the opposition. Your committee are 
therefore led to believe that the position of the shipbuilders on this question 
is influenced largely by their pecuniary interest in a particular case. As a 
general rule, shipyards having on hand the repairing of one of these wrecks 
favor that particular case. The repair yards are practically a unitin in- 
dorsing the passage of bills of this description. 

Some of the coastwise interests oppose these cases, but it appeared that 
their only substantial ground of opposition was a marked disinclination to 
have any competition in their coastwise business. 

These remonstrants had, or pretended to have, a most erroneous idea as to 
the number of vessels that have been admitted under authority of special 
acts of Congress, and displayed a misapprehension of the whole subject of 
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Congressional action in this connection. Section 4136, Revised Statutes. was 
enacted in 1852, and provides that whenever a foreign vessel which has been 
wrecked in United States waters is purchased by a citizen of the United 
States and repaired by such citizen in a shipyard of the United States to an 
extent that of her total cost three-fourths thereof is represented in repairs, 
she shall be admitted to United States registry 














































































































Never since the enactment of this act (sec. 4126, R. S is Congress refused 

follow the spirit of this law in a meritorious case. Hence where it has 
been shown that one of our citizens has purchased a wrecked v« land1 
paired her as provided in the above act, and that the only bar to the registry 
of the vessel was that the wreck took place outside of instead of in he 
3-mile limit, Congress has passed a special act waiving this technical rn , 
ment as to the place of wreck, knowing that our shipbuilding and sal n 
terests have received the same benefit as though the wreck had o I 
nearer our shores. In this connection the following extract f1 
Attorney-General’s opinion of September 29, 1891, written by H V 
H. Taft (then Solicitor-General and now Secretary of War) defir I 
tention of section 4156, is in point: 

“The plain intention of section 4136 was to give to wrecke essels 
were practically rebuilt in the United States tl ‘ i tl 
would haveif wholly built within the United States. Its ult 
to aid American shipbuilding, and it was evidently consider rress 
that the rebuilding of three-ftou ‘ a vessel was t ged vell 
as the building of a vessel entir« 

Some of the opponents of these bills would make it apnea ] é 
of this class admitted by special acts constitute a large per 
merchant marine. In the past five years Congress has rem« 
tional bar in the following cases only: 

. Gross ize. 

Steamer Enterprise. ................... ate Rca alee i 2 > 
I ‘9 
Steam whaler Bowhead ............-...- eee 3] 
Barkentine J.-C. Pfluger-..-..... lnsdnlis debits i 1, 062 
Barge Davidson. ae a tue eee Rie aos 0 
Se aa htechunadanco henson cosets aX } 

In ad ion to these an act was passed providing for registry for the bark 
Homer ? Bound, but she was excluded from the istwise trad tl 
this c as no bearing on the present discussion 

Can it! mestly claimed that this 5,556 tons admitted in five years (only 
3,535 tons 1ich represented steam vessels) was any menace t r merchant 
fleet 

The cases now discussed must not be confused with vessels admitted at 
the request of the War and Navy Departments for the Government's 2 
transports, etc., nor with the vessels adn l by ison of « atior 
of Hawaii and Porto Rico 

In the pasttwenty years Congcress has passed venty-s ) al 
acts removing the jurisdicti e t 
ailing vessels, | ges, ete.,a his would rag 
four cases & sé In the na t \ a 
ing the early part of this peric« tl ost or ha 
succumbed to the ordinary wes ves ns 

Twenty years is the average | f H s ad 
mitted by ‘ial acts more tl wi ’ >} 
out of exi ne Of the d eve ! tl nt 
years, an examination of the list of merce 3 ws 
one-third of the number so admitted are 1 bo ~ will b 
seen, therefore, how erroneous is the claim that th 
sional vessels in special cases of merit has worked : ship \ ’ 
shipping interests. 

The Commissioner of Navigation has no objection to pa 
bill. 

As this case shows that all of the requirements of the general law 115% 
Rev. Stat.) will have been cx lied with before this \ el can obtain he 
United States register, with the exception that she wa l ir erican 

Nova Scotian) waters instead of in United States 

lieve that this technical bar should be f i ft 

established by the c« mittee extending | ¥ Yo mit 
tee accordingly report cH. R. 457 i ollow di s 
language of the bill, t tter es T 

Strike out all after l li 7 and & linsert t 
followir lieu ttl lein tl] is Ss. rether 
with the salvage } amounted to th imes ) paid for tl I 
exclusive of salvage) to her foreign owners 

A refusal by Congress t« + + \r » ny + ty » +} at ¥ ’ 
owned by an American cit g. Ther dow! 
ship of a boat sailir Ex ~ ! Lhe for 
the owner of the steamship | sf I 
to some English citizen bef t) ! 
under the English flag, a1 r emp i 
this American capital mus ) reas if 
American registry, by law, : i ii m 
and means American wages for her entire crew 

The opponents of this bil most i offer 
which has been shown by t that some them no 
vessels which they applied for and got American registry 

The ship Kenilworth, now owned by Arthur Sewall & C I 
was purchased by that firm, or son embers of the firm. a ~ 
f foreign build. The price paid for e wreck by Mr. Sewall in ; 
$55,000 at the port of San Franci as shown by the affida by Mr. I. E 
Thayer, dated February 1, 1904, whicl that he (Thayer) wa I 
at the timeof the purchase at public auction and then and t 
an agreement with the purchaser to superi nd t 
and that such repairs amounted to, ro num 7 ) 
or owners applied for and got American 1 st ! r 
firm of Arthur Sewall & Co. now ov s ) S i g 
mittee of Senate on Senate bill No. : lanua 4 ty 

A certified copy of the records of i ns off it N 
on November 20, 1890, George S. Dearbor ow pre 
Hawaiian Steamship Company) ow tive zhths int 

rth. His company is also among list of prot 
American registry to the steamship Myra. Are \ 
fair reason? 

With the amendment, as above mentioned, your com: I x 
the bill and recommend its passa 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, it is with great 
regret that I feel compelled to oppose the bill so ably advocated 


by my friend from Michigan [Mr. ForpDNEyY]. : 
together at times in the past, and I very much dislike 
with him now. I have not investigated the particular facts of 
the various cases, I was not on the ‘ommittee which heard 


stood 
to differ 


subd 
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the testimony on these bills, and I was not present when the final 
vote was taken on them, so that I do not pretend to be conversant 
with all the facts and details of this bill. But I was opposed dur- 
ing the last Congress and am opposed now to the genera! principle 
of admitting these foreign vessels to an Americanregistry. Since 


1817 it has been the policy of this Government through all Ad- | 


’ ministrations, Republican and Democratic, to confine the coast- 
wise trade of this country to American vessels builtin this coun- 
try by our own people, owned by American capital, built and 
sailed under the American flag. 

Now, this is a departure from that rule, and there never was a 
time in the history of our country since that law was passed when 
it was more unsafe and impolitic to do that than now. 
present time our shipbuilding interest is in a condition of sorry 
decadence. For nearly two years there has not been one single 
order for new foreign tonnage placed with American shipyards. 
The only business that there is in American shipyards to-day is 
the building of coastwise vessels, and there are not very many of 
them. Thousands of shipwrights are out of employment because 
the vessels are not being built, and this bill proposes to take the 
bread out of the mouths of these men by putting a vessel built 
in foreign lands to take the place of one built in this country. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH rose. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Ina few moments I will yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan. 
it is injuring the shipbuilding interests of this country, 


Now, I believe that one of the best possible methods of our | 
national defense, one that contributes as much to our national | 
welfare and our commercial and maritime welfare, is the mainte- | 


nance of the shipyards of this country. Away back in 1793 the 
patron god of the Democracy, Thomas Jefferson, while Secretary 


of State, made an elaborate report in which he took the position | 


that it was necessary for the national defense that we build up 
our national merchant marine, and that we maintain shipyards 


in this country capable of turning out vessels under the American | 
flag and artisans capable of doing the work in building these | 


vessels, 


I believe that Jefferson stated a truth that should be heeded 
now. 


building of the shipyards and the upbuilding of the merchant 
marine of this country. 

I have been a member of the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine for two Congresses, with some of the gentlemen on that side 
of the Chamber. 


against the last ship-subsidy bill that passed the Senate. I vot-d 


against it because | believed it did not tend to build up the mer- | 


chant marine of the country, because it would not be efficient in 
sustaining the shipyards of the country commensurate with its 
cost. Ido not believe, as a rule, in the principle of subsidies. I 
believe it should only be a last resort, and yet I find that some 
gentlemen who stood with me then and voted against the subsidy 
are ready to vote for this bill, which puts more than $100,000 into 
the pockets of the owner of this vessel, 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH rose. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If you want to do anything for 
the coastwise trade to increase our merchant marine, why not 
put a premium on the enterprise of such men as Mr. Gilchrist, 
who in the last three years has built and floated 100 vessels at 
his own expense? [Applause. | 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I am very glad to encourage 
that kind of a patriotic American citizen, and it is for the reason 
that I believe in encouraging that class of citizens that I opposed 
the passage of this bill. I believe this vessel should be built in 
American yards, by American workmen, and should fiy the Amer- 
ican fiag. I will tell you why. ‘ 

This vessel, according to the report, has cost practically $200.000. 
The letter from Cramp, who is rebuilding this ship, saysit will cost 
$75.000 in his yards. It cost $100,000 previously to buy the ship. 
salve it, and put it into the Cramps’ yard. It will cost about 
$30,000 or $40,000 more to refit it. Suppose it does, that it is re- 
built at a cost of $215,000. You have a vessel of 3,700 tons that 
would cost $400,000 if built by American workmen. 
reason I am opposed to taking the bread, to the extent of more 
than $100,000, out of the mouths of the American workmen by 
the passage of bills like these. 

Mr. MCMORRAN. Where does the gentleman get the author- 
ity for his statement that it would cost $400,000 to build such a 
ship as this? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
fore the committee. 

Mr. MCMORRAN., 


I take it from the testimony be- 


It is well known that vessels of that size 


and capacity are being built every year in the interior yards at a | 


cost of from two hundred and twenty-five to two hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars. 
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As I said, I oppose it because | 


I believe that it should be one of the things that this House | 
should do, to enact some legislation that would tend to the up- 


r..: . | 
While a member of the committee I voted 


For that | 
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| 
| Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Iam taking the testimony that 
was given before the committee. As I said before, I was not 
| there when the testimony was taken. 
ne WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Cramp said he never exam- 
| ined it. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. On page 73 of the hearings I 
find the testimony of Mr. Samuel M. Knox, secretary and treas- 
| urer of the New York Shipbuilding Company, one of the largest 

yards in the United States, at Camden, in the State of New Jer- 
| sey. He states that a vessel of that kind would cost $400,000. 
| In another place in the hearings—I have not the page—it was 
stated that a vessel like this could be duplicated on the Lakes for 
| $280,000. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is immaterial for the purposes 
| of this argument whether it costs $280,000 or $400,000. It does 
not make any difference the amount it costs less than the original 
cost of a similar new vessel in American yards. We legislate 
something into the pockets of this man by passing this bill. We 
| legislate something out of the mouths of American workmen 
| when we pass this bill. I am not in favor of any kind of a bill 
| that legislates something into the pockets of anybody directly. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsinand Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield 
| to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I do. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Iunderstand the gentleman from 
Minnesota to just say that if we pass this bill we legislate some- 
thing out of the pockets of American workmen. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes; I so said. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That presupposes, does it not, 
that a $400,000 ship would have been built? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. It presupposes this—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Just a moment, and then the 
| gentleman can answer both questions together. As I understand 
| the proposition of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNrEy | 


| 


| it is this, that this man Gilchrist has given about $150,000, and 
possibly $200.000, to American workmen already. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes; and a ship like this would 
| give three times as much to American workmen. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There is not anything to show 
| that another ship would have been built in the place of this ship 
and that the American workingman would have built it. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. This time is mine, Mr. Chair- 
man, and the gentleman, if he has a speech to make, must make 
it in his own time. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Willthe gentleman permit a ques- 
tion right there? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. First let me answer that. Not 
too many at once. As to that, Mr. Chairman, for nearly a hun- 
dred years it has been the law of this country that the coastwise 
trade of this country should be confined to American vessels. 
Now, if we wish to change the law and admit foreign vessels to 
do coastwise business, let us do it and give everybody a chance. 
As long as the law stands as it does, any foreign-built vessel that 
comes in here displaces an equal amount of American tonnage 
capable of doing the same work. That can not be controverted 
by anybody. It is true that there are thousands of tons of Amer- 
ican tonnage to-day laid up in the harbors of New York, Brook- 
lyn, and San Francisco. 

It is probably true that thousands of tons of American tonnage, 
costing $100 a ton, are laid up because they can not compete with 
the cheaper-built foreign tonnage, just like this applicant for your 
bounty. Iam opposed to foreign-built ships. We can not com- 
pete with the cheaper-built foreign ships such as this is with ves- 
sels built entirely in this country. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Now, will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. This ship in February, 1902, was 
an English ship, wrecked in the open sea off the coast of Nova 
Scotia. She was raised by an American who now owns her. He 
can not get a registry under the British law and yon will not give 
him one under the American law. What wilihe do with his ship’ 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. As I said, Mr. Chairman, I 
greatly regret the condition of affairs. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Would you have him sink it in 
the sea? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I greatly regret this condition. 
No one regrets it more than I, and if this were the only one, if it 
did not constitute a precedent, I might not object, but I find that 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries has reported 
out five different bills identical with this, aggregating 13,571 tons, 
which will cost in purchasing and repairing about $550,000. To 
build those same vessels in American yards would cost a million 
and a quarter of dollars. 

Now, I am opposed to giving those five foreign-built vessels 
| American registers, and thus giving $700,000 of profits to the men 
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who happen to buy and speculate in those ships, and taking prac- | 


tically an equal amount away from American labor and capital. 


If we are to go into that sort of business, I am ready to vote in | 


favor of a free-ship law. 
Mr. THAYER. As I understand, the gentleman is opposed 
more directly to this bill because it infringes upon the principle 


upon which we have been going since 1852, of keeping the coast- | 


wise trade for ourselves. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 1817, not 1852. 

Mr. THAYER. I understood since 1852. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. No, sir; 1817. 

Mr.THAYER. Has it not been the policy since that time, and 
I think I am correct as to it being 1852, to admit to registration 
these vessels when wrecked in American waters, when the repairs 


amount to a given proportion of the value of the vessel—lI be- | 
lieve three-quarters of the value—to be admitted to register here? | 


Now, if this vessel had gone down a few miles nearer the Ameri- 


“an shore, would we not, following the gentleman’s statement of | 


the principle which he says has prevailed since 1817, would we 
not have been obliged to admit her to registration? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I am very glad to give the gen- 
tleman the information he seeks. 








In 1817 an act was passed providing that all the coastwise trade | 


of the United States should be confined to American vessels. In 


1852, as the gentleman states, there was an act passed providing | 


that foreign-built vessels wrecked inAmerican waters, when rebuilt 
here, the repairs equaling three-fourths of the total cost of the 
vessel, should be entitled to American registry. Now, I approve 
that kind of legislation because it isa general law. It gives every- 
body an equal chance. Every man knows that he has exactly the 
same rights as every other man. But now I want to inform the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER] that this bill does 
not come within that act in two particulars. 

First, it was not wrecked in American waters; second, three- 


fourths of the total cost was not paidin American shipyards upon | 


the vessel. 

Mr. THAYER. According to the gentleman’s own estimate 
far more than the original value was paid, if you take the esti- 
mate of the men who did the repairs. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. No; the gentleman is entirely 
mistaken. The very language of the bill shows that this vessel 
could not come within the scope of the law, because it provides 


that the repairs, together with the salvage, shall amount to three- | 


fourths of the original value. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
want to misstate the facts. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly not. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The Commissioner of Navigation 
says that this vessel does come within the provisions of the stat- 
ute, except for the fact that it was wrecked outside the 3-mile 
limit. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
mistaken. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Iam quoting from the report. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I did not happen to be present 
when the testimony was taken; but I am yet able toread, and the 
testimony as printed shows clearly that the value of this vessel 
was, as the gentleman from Michigan |[Mr. ForpNEyY] stated, 
$230,000 or $240,000. So that there has been paid in the way of 
repairs less than $100,000 for work done in American shipyards— 
only about one-half instead of three-fourths of the required pro- 

0TtION. 

; Mr. DUNWELL. AsI understand, the gentleman has stated 
that all these five vessels together have cost but $570,000, and that 
that fact alone places in the pockets of the men who purchased 
them three-quarters of a million. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. About that. 

Mr. DUNWELL. I should like to ask the gentleman whether 
he does not believe that these vessels, taking into account the 
salvage and the repairs, are equal in value to new ships? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. DUNWELL. Then how is it possible for the difference 
between the cost of new ships and of these ships to go into the 
pockets of the men who purchase them? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I contend that these ships can 
do the work of ships which would cost a million and a quarter of 
dollars, because there is a smaller investment in these ships, a 
smaller interest account, and they can do the work cheaper. For 
that reason I maintain that as long as these 13,000 tons cf foreign 


I know the gentleman does not 


I think the gentleman is entirely 


vessels fly the American flag in our coastwise trade 13,000 tons of | 


new vessels will not be built, and for that reason I object to the 
bill. 

Mr. DBUNWELL. Could they have been built if these ships 
had not been purchased? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Idonot know. Iwillstate this, 
however, that if these vessels are admitted, then there are now 


and will be 13,000 tons of American-built vessels lying idle at the 
docks rotting, because they can not compete with the cheaper, 
foreign-built ships, and as long as these are idle no new ships 
will be projected or built, employing our labor or our capital. I 
do maintain that, and the gentleman can not controvert it. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 

Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman stated that the bill included 
salvage. Will you not also state what Attorney-General Critten- 
den, in his opinion, states—that every dollar spent in rescuing a 
ship that was in a wrecked condition until placed upon the water 
for service is rightfully rescue and repair? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Ido not know, and I do not care 
about that; but if the gentleman thinks it necessary to amend 
the bill to include salvage in the total expense. so that it might 
appear to come within the statutory general rule, he certainly did 
not rely entirely on that opinion or any except to get his ship ad- 
mitted. 

But that is not the point atall. My opposition is to special leg- 
islation changing the law as it has stood for nearly a century on 
the statute books, during all Administrations— Republican and 
Democratic Administrations. I am opposed to giving these men 
by special act more than half amillion of dollars. I do not know 
how much. The testimony shows. I have not read it carefully; 
but it is to the owners of these 13,009 tons foreign-built vessels 
more than half a million of dollars. I am opposed to that. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Would not the gentleman be bet- 
ter pleased to see this vessel on the rocks of Nova Scotia? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I would rather see some vessel 
constructed in American shipyards and see that amount spent 
among American workmen. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
in an American shipyard. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. In building ships of the same 
tonnage, which would cost three times as much, would give em- 
ployment to three times as many men, provide three times as 
many wages, encourage our capital, and provide for the national 
defense, and that is the Republican way of doing business. J am 
opposed to this kind of private subsidy to anybody. [Cries of 
‘**Vote!’’] I yield tothe gentleman from Washington [Mr. Hem- 
PHREY ]. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
care to take but a few minutes. The matter has been well cov- 
ered by the gentleman who has just spoken: but I wish to cal 
attention to one or two points brought out by questions asked. 
The question has been asked, I think, by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin and some other gentlemen, whether or not, if this ves- 


Certainly. 


Every dollar of repairs was spent 


sel was not admitted, an American vessel woulk 
that would take its place. I wish to answer that by calling par- 
ticular attention to the evidence brought ont in the testimony in 
regard to this very vessel. It was brought up by the ge 
who has this bill in charge. It developed in the testimony that 
some gentleman from the Pacific coast had an idea that if this 
vessel had an American register that he would buy it, but th 
not being true, that he then had a vessel constructed in an A 
can yard by American labor instead, practical] 
a vessel, costing $350.000. 

Mr. FORDNEY. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt 
him, I willsay that there is nothing in the record, I assure t} 


be constructed 


tha « » I . \f 
the same Kind oO! 


“<< 


tleman, to show that that remark wasmade. I had not made tl 
remark tohim. I did not state that he built a ship atan American 
shipyard simply because he could not buy this. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That I did not intend to 
say. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Norit does not appear that he is paying $350,- 
000 for a ship building. Ithinkthere is nothing on record or was 
presented that shows what he is paying and what size ship he was 
building. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. All I have to say to that 
that I have the evidence presented before the committee. 

Mr. FORDNEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will 
that it is not in the evidence. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The evidence was thata 
vessel of this kind would cost $350.000 or $400,00 

Mr. FORDNEY. That comes from the men who are opposing 
the bill. The gentleman who is building that boat that 1 fer 
to wrote me a few days ago, and I have his letter at my office, in 
which he said that he could get a boat built in England of 6,000 


tons at $130,000. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Suppose that is true; then 
anew boat would only cost about one-fourth more. There would 
still be one-fourth lost to American shipbuilding yards and to 
| American labor. 
Mr. FORDNEY. 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
| another question? 
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
Mr. FORDNEY. 


Certainly. 
Let me say that Mr. Gilchrist, the owner of 


this vessel, has in the last three years built twenty-four new steel 
ships, of an aggregate of 156,000 tons. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Thatis true; but when Mr. 
Gilchrist 
chances, and he knew that he could not get an American register | 
for the vessel except by special bill. 

Mr. WM, ALDEN SMITH. Was he not showing pretty good 
American pluck in Going it? [Applause.] 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Iwill tell you what he was 
doing. He was speculating upon what could be done in the way 
of a special bill. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I willtell you what he was doing. 
He was giving encouragement to genius. He was helping a 
man who thought he could blast away the rock upon which that 
ship was thrown by the storm, and then encouraged him with his | 
money in undertaking the task. [Renewed applause. ] 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. But when the gentleman | 
was doing that he was taking the opportunity of making money | 

the expense of the legitimate shipbuilding interests of this 
country. That was the opportunity that he took, and he was 
simply speculating. He knew well when he wanted to buy that 
ship that he had no right under the law to an American register. 


He was simply taking his chances. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Is not evidence on file and presented to that 
committee that Mr. Gilchrist went over to help his neighbor, who 
was financially embarrassed, and that he had no intention of buy- 
ing the boat, simply bought in this boat to relieve his neighbor, 
and wanted to dispose of it, and offered to sell it, and the best bid 
he could get for it or received is $150,000, notwithstanding that 
he has $203,000 invested? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That was his testimony, 
but another man said he called his attention to it as a good in- 
vestment. Now, it is not necessary to take up any time in argu- 
ing as to what was the testimony—— 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does the gentleman criticise Mr. 
Gilchrist for his enterprise? [Cries of ‘* Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I have only 
a few more remarks to make. I just want to call the attention of 
this House to a little incident that occurred here a short time ago 
when I asked that the Pacific coast shipbuilding industry have 
the advantage of 4 per cent, and it was opposed here upon the 
floor upon the theory that it was granting a special privilege to a 
certain class upon the Pacific coast to give that advantage of 4 
per cent. Now, I am looking forward with pleasurable anticipa- 
tion to see how these same gentlemen are going to give an ad- 
vantage to these particular men of 50 per centin each oneof these 
cases. Itshows that you are giving special privileges not open to 
a general class, but giving special privileges to these men who 
speculate in these wrecks an advantage of 50 per cent; in other 
words, you are going to put into competition in the coastwise trade 
of this country tonnage amounting to $1,200,000 which only cost 


$500,000. That is what you are going todo, [Cries of ‘* Vote!”’ 
** Vote!’’ 

Mr. METCALF. TIdesire to ask the gentleman a question. You 
make the statement here that in each one of these five cases the 


owners of these ships are getting an advantage of 50 per cent? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Taking them as a whole: 
that may not be true of each individual case. 

Mr. METCALF. Inthe caseof the ship Pyrenees, which is now 
jn the harbor of San Francisco Bay, she has cost 95 per cent of 
her original cost. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I made that statement tak- 
ing the five together—that is, taking them all together there isan 
advantage of 50 per cent. [Cries of ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman,I move thatall debate on this 
bill be closed and a favorable recommendation made. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, is that motion in order? I am 
in sympathy with closing the debate, but you can not close gen- 
eral debate that way in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Well, say close the debate in ten minutes. 


[Cries of ‘* Close now!’’] 
Mr. PAYNE. Iam making the point of order against the mo- 


tion. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move that de- 
bate be closed upon this bill and amendment. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill and 
amendment be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then I withdraw my motion. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 





EUGENE PATENAUDE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4573) for the relief of Eugene Patenaude. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, 


went to get this boat he knew that he was taking his | authorized and directed to pay to Eugene Patenaude, of Colchester, Chitten- 


den County, Vt., the sum of $1,000, in full for injuries sustained by him by 
reason of his being shot and severely wounded on the 3d day of November, 
1901, at said Colchester, by a stray bullet fired by an unknown member of 
Eleventh Regiment United States Cavalry while at target practice. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 5, after the word ‘of,’ strike cut the words “one thousand” and 
insert “ five hundred.” 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, this case involves 
the following facts: The cavalry fort of Ethan Allen, which is 
located near Burlington, has a target-practice ground near the 
Winooski River. At that point they have mannikins set up, and 
members of the cavalry troop ride around and practice target fire. 
At the time referred to in this report Mr. Patenaude was engaged 
as a farm laborer on a farm on the opposite side of the Winooski 
River. During the target practice, which was conducted by the 
officer in charge, one of the members of the troop, whose name is 
not known, took poor aim and fired his revolver across the river. 
The bullet struck Mr. Patenaude and gave him a very severe 
wound. If Iremember rightly the bullet passed through his lung. 
He was immediately removed by the United States authorities to 
the hospital at the fort and was cared for for some six weeks. 

Before that time he was able to earn his living as a farm la- 
borer. He has been able to do very little since, and he is now 
practically disabled, and this bill provides for the payment to him 
of the small sum of $500. He will have to be supported very 
largely during the remainder of his life by charity, as he has no 
means and has had no means for years except the money he could 
earn by manual labor. I move, therefore, that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bills to the House. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman from 
Illinois to withdraw that motion for the present. There isa very 
small bill on the Calendar that is intended to refund out of the 
Treasury money that it was conceded was improperly taken from 
one of our citizens. It isa small amount, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury concedes that the money was improperly exacted by 
the authorities without warrant of law, and the money is now in 
the Treasury and ought to be repaid. Iask the gentleman, in 
view of these circumstances, to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman.in view of the late hour I do not 
see how I can withdraw the motion. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I desire to be heard, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not debatable. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is too late. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. CRuMPACKER, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House, reported that that committee had had under 
consideration various bills on the Private Calendar, and had di- 
rected him to report the bill (H. R. 9981) for the relief of Darwin 
S. Hall with the recommendation that it lie on the table; that it 
had directed him to report sundry other bills, some with and some 
Without amendment, with the recommendation that the amend- 
ments be agreed to, and that the bills do pass. 


DARWIN 8S. HALL. 


The bill (H. R. 9981) for the relief of Darwin S. Hall, reported 
by the Committee of the Whole, was considered, and the recom- 
mendation of the committee that it lie on the table was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS WITH AMENDMENTS. 


The following House bills with amendments, reported by the 
Committee of the Whole House, were severally considered, the 
amendments agreed to, the bills ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; were accordingly engrossed and read a third time, 
and passed: 

H. R. 3256. A bill directing the issue of a check in lieu of a lost 
check drawn by Thomas J. Hobbs, disbursing clerk, in favor of 
Crane & Co., of Dalton, Mass.; 

H. R. 6937. A bill for the relief of the heirs of Elizabeth Cush- 
ing (title amended); 

H. R. 10511. A bill for the relief of the estate of Mary Keating; 

H. R. 8505. A bill for the relief of the heirs of Cyrus D. Hot- 
tenstein, deceased (title amended); 

H. R. 10688. A bill for the relief of Johann A. Killian; 
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H. R. 6921. A bill for the relief of the estate of Mary P. Gil- | and nays are ordered. 


more; 

H. R. 10925. A bill directing the issue of a check in lieu of a 
lost check drawn in favor of the Pittsburg Shear, Knife and Ma- 
chine Company, now the Heppenstall Forge and Knife Company, 
of Pittsburg, Pa.; 

H. R. 7190. A bill for the relief of the Bank of North Wilkes- 
boro; 

H. R. 3393. A bill for the relief of the Columbia Brewing Com- 
pany, of Shenandoah, Pa.; 

H. R. 2193. A bill for the relief of David Tweed; 

i. R. 4637. A bill authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay James L. Anderson the sum of $798.28 
(title amended); 

H. R. 199. A bill for the relief of John H. McLaughlin; 

H. R. 10516. A bill for the relief of Edward J. Farrell; 

H. R. 6984. A bill for the relief of Kate R. Sharretts and Ed- 
ward A, Sharretts, administrators of George E. W. Sharretts: 

H. R. 11178. A bill for the relief of Miss Lelia G. Casey (title 
amended); and 

H. R. 4573. A bill for the relief of Eugene Patenande. 

The following House bills without amendment, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House, were severally considered, 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, were read the third 
time, and passed: 

H. R. 2009. A bill for the relief of estate of Sven J. Johnson; 

H. R. 10058, A bill for the reliaf of Kirby Thomas; 

H. R. 7535, A bill for the relief of Jacob Swigert, late deputy 
collector seventh Kentucky district; 

H. R. 7718. A bill for the relief of the estate of Artemus E. 
Gibson; 

H. R. 2591. A bill for the relief of W. S. Feland, late deputy 
collector sec aoa Kentucky district; 

H. R. 11928. A bill for the relief of James T. Kilbreth, George 
R. Bidwell, and Nevada N. Stranahan, as collectors of customs 
for the district and port of New York; 

H. R. 4407. A bill authorizing the Secretary of the T 
defray the expenses of contestant in the contest entitled ‘ 
igainst Grady;’ 

H. R. 9457. A bill for the relief of Alexander S 

H. R. 2010. 


Treasury to 
‘ Koone e 


S. Rosenthal; 
A bill for the relief of the heirs of John A. Dolan: 

H. R. 11337. A bill for the relief of G. H. Dearen; and 

H. R. 10891. A bill for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser. 

The following Senate bills, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House without amendment, were severally considered, 
were ordered to be read a third time, were read the third time, 
and passed: 

S.833. Anact for the relief of Joseph M. Simms, captain, United 
States Revenue-Cutter Service (re tire <1) 
An act for the relief of the 
Bank, Philadelphia, Pa.: 

S. 721. An act for the relief of Darwin S. Hall; 

S. 2696. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay John F. Weston the sum of $241.60, etc.; and 

334. An act for the relief of N. F. Palmer. jr., & Co. 

During the consideration of the foregoing bills, when the bill 
(H. R. 4570) to provide an American register for the steame1 
Beaumont was reached, the following took place: 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas 
and nays on the final passage of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, the bill will be with- 
drawn for the present. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota, with a view to disposing of the other bills, if there is 
objection to having the bill laid aside until the other bills are dis- 
posed of? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker 

At the conclusion of the passage of the bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the last bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The bill (H. R. 4570) to provide an American regi 
mont. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the previous question be ordered on the final passage of the bill 
and amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that the previous question be ordered on the bill 
and amendments to its final passage. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.}| The Chair hears none. 

The amendments were considered, and agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
was read the third time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I suggest that we let this go 
over until to-morrow morning until after the reading of the Jour- 
nal, the previous question having been ordered. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the gentleman 


Westies and Mechanics’ 


>. <0. 


National 


ster for the steamer Beau 


from Minnesota will make the point of no quorum if the yeas | 
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But if we can have the right of way to- 
morrow. I have no objection to letting it go over. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
and nays on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I ask unanimous 
consent that the REcoRD may show that a motion has been made 
to reconsider the votes by which the various bills | 
passed and that that motion do lie upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without obje ‘tion, it is so ordered. { After a 
pause.] The Chair hears no objection. The gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Stevens} demands the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and the yeas and nays were refused, 
only five gentlemen rising. 


for th 


‘yeas 


1 


lave veen 


The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of tl 
bill. 

The question was taken: and the » bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. ForpNEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table 

PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. GIBSON submitted the following reports and statements 

from committees of conference, to be printed in the Recorp un- 


der the rule. 
The reports and statements are as follows: 
WILLIAM W 


TAC 


KSON,. 














The committ e of confe , hed ; n 
the amendment the Hou he bill reass 
of pension to William W kson,”* ha nfe 
ence haveagreed torecommend and dot 1 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendn f t 
House and agree to the sam« 

Henry R. GrBson 
ROBERT W. MIERS, 
C, A. SULLOWAY., 
Ma t part of the # 
P. J. McCuMBER, 
N. B. ScotTr 
VW ' ye evn fthe S 
St z I l n V I 
i it S$) per m 1, but wa men I 
ult of t) » is t} { Se 

I ( nendment, and you sre 1 ’ i 

that the bi i pass at $24 per mont h, 3 it was am led by the Hou 
i vkRY R. Gips« 
ROBERT W.™ 
\. SULLOV y 
Manag the j t j 
JANE I. LON 

The committee of conference on the disag1 ng \ Ho 3 
on the amendment of the House tothe bill (S tig g 
pension to Jane I. Long, having met, after fu nd fr nf ha 

rreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses a 
»ws: That the House recede. 
ENRY R. ( So 
‘ r WwW {1 
A. SULLOWAY 
Vu fi 
I. MCCUMBEI 
N ~ ry 
Stat S 3°74 i I, 
| b 3 = 
to S40 I res t 
ul d t ir « "et 
mtoonth. the sa : . 
h, th i pi ‘ 
tT R ‘ ' 
RoBERT W \ 
4 4. HULLOY 
ENROLLED BILLS SI D. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enroll B 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same 

H. R. LYO9. Ln acti to auth Ze Ney atl ) ) 1 < 
Winthrop, Mass.. for perpet use as a public road ‘ 
tract of land; and 

H. R. 10136. An act authorizing bail in criminal cases upon aq 
peal in the courts of Indian Territory. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 2323. An act relating to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian 
Reservation; and 

3317. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 


grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED 
2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
ken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 


Under clause 
titles were 


appropri: ite committees as indicated belov 

S. 4769. An act validating certain conveyances of the No1 mn 
Pacific Railroad Company and the Northern Pacific Railway 
Company—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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S. 556. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Stall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 883. An act granting a pension to Ephraim L. Herriott—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 8919. An act granting a pension to Florence E. Foster—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3825. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna H. Ly- 
man—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3810. An act granting an increase of pension to Virginia B. 
Mullan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3651. An act granting an increase of pension to Mildred S. 
Ogden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3149. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Bowring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 623. An act for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of Henry 
Opeman Bassett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. An act granting a pension to Caroline Hurley; 

H. R. 8771. An act granting a pension to Walter F. Horner: 

H. R. 7712. An act granting a pension to Emma Crosier; 

H. R. 7248. An act granting a pension to Robert H. Cooke; 

H. R. 880. An act granting a pension to Caroline S. Winn; 

H. R. 9835. An act granting a pension to Maggie Fitzpatrick; 

H. R. 4540. An act granting a pension to Amanda Skinner; 

H. R. 9061. An act granting a pension to Nettie A. Buell; 

H. R. 9127. An act granting a pension to Moses Schuman; 

H. R. 10741. An act granting a pension to Mary Tate; 

H. R. 9791. An act granting a pension to Abram Claypool; 

H. R. 5580. An act granting a pension to Celia C. Owen; 

H. R. 7382. An act granting a pension to Ellen A. Harmon; 

H. R. 5610. An act granting a pension to Annie Dorfner; 

H. R. 8924. An act granting a pension to Georgia A, White- 
head: 

H. R. 8648. 

H. R. 7063. 

H. R. 5342. 

H. R. 8185. 

H. R. 9739. 

H. R. 9683. 

H. R. 5030. 

H. R. 11345. 

H. R. 8922. 

H. R. 7368. 
. 4750. 


nme 


. dood. 


An 

An 

An 

An 

An act granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worster; 

An act granting a pension to Henry Austin; 

An act granting a pension to William H. Mount; 
An act granting a pension to Joseph H. Huie; 

An act granting a pension to Martha E. Nolen; 

An act granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood; 

An act granting a pension to William J. Jackson; 

An act granting a pension to Abbie E. Webster; 

. An act granting a pension to Isabella Phelps; 

. 5749. An act granting a pension to James B. Combs; 

. 10968. An act granting a pension to Marceline P. Hamil- 


act granting a pension to Shadrach D. Bardin; 
act granting a pension to Ellen F. Lynch; 
act granting a pension to Jane E. Sutfin; 


. 9921. An act granting a pension to Virginia Boyd; and 
H. R. 8348. An act granting a pension to Annie P, Erving, for- 
merly Cilla Zerbe. 


SALE AND LEASING OF INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of House joint resolution 118, authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to use $5,000 of the amount appro- 
priated by the act approved February 18, 1904 (Public No. 22), 
for clerical work and labor connected with the sale and leasing of 
Creek lands and the leasing of Cherokee lands in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to use the sum of $5,000 of the amount appropriated “for the pur- 
pose of placing allottees in unrestricted possession of their allotments, 
$15,000,” oy the act entitled ‘‘An act making wy me gay to supply ur- 
gent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
iM, and for prior years, and for other purposes,” approved February 18, 
1904 (Public No. 22), in the payment for clerical work and labor connected 
with the sale and leasing of Creek lands and the leasing of Cherokee lands in 
the Indian Territory. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, the passage of this resolution is re- 
quested by the honorable Secretary of the Interior, and the fol- 
lowing letter from him gives full information in regard to the 
matter: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 24, 190h. 

Sir: The act of Congress approved February 18, 1904 (Public No. 22) en- 
titled ‘An act making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for prior years, 
and for other purposes,” contains (p, 23) the following item: ‘Five Civilized 
Tribes: For the purpose of placing allottees in unrestricted possession of their 
allotments, $15,000." I ‘ : 

Deficiency estimates contained in Document No. 260, House of Representa- 


act granting a pension to Herman Lemmerman;; | 








| Decem 


tives, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session (p. 29), has the following item: 


| ‘* Removal of intruders, Five Civilized Tribes: For the purpose of removing 


intruders and placing allotteesin unrestricted possession of their allotments, 
under the act of May 27, 1902 (32 Stat., 259, sec. fr $15,000.” 
The footnote calls attention to letter marked ‘No. 2 in Appendix C.” 
Said a C isa letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated 
r 4, 1908, transmitting the sages deficiency estimate for the Indian 
service, together with a letter of the United States Indian inspector for 
Indian Territory, dated October 9, 19038, wherein he recommends an appro- 
priation of $10,000 *‘deemed necessary to carry on the work of removing in- 


} truders, placing Indian citizens in possession of their allotments, the leasing 


and sale of Creek lands, and the leasing of Cherokee lands.” 

At the end of the inspector’s letter is a note recommending an appropria- 
tion of $15,000, instead of $10,000 first reported, which two items make said 
item of $15,000, for which an appropriation was made by said act of February 
18, 1904. In making up said estimate it is not stated that any portion thereof 
is to be used in the payment of expenses for the sale and leasing of Creek 
lands and the leasing of Cherokee lands under existing regulations. 

On December 31, 1903, I had the honor to call the attention of the chairman 


| of your committee to said omission and to request that the item be amended 


so as to read: 

‘For the purpose of removing intruders, placing allottees in unrestricted 

ssession of their allotments, for the leasing and sale of Creek lands and 

easing of Cherokee lands, Indian Territory.” 

Attention was also called to a like omission in House Document No. 112 (p. 
217), Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, making an appropriation for cleri- 
cal work and labor connected with the sale and leasing of Creek and the 
leasing of Cherokee lands. 

A copy of said letter of December 31, 1903, is inclosed herewith. 

In order to carry out the provisions of law and the regulations of the De- 
partment, which have been proved by experience to be for the best interests 
of the Indians, it will be absolutely necessary that funds be appropriated to 
— the Department to make the sales and leases as expeditiously as 
possible. 


I have the honor, therefore, to transmit herewith draft of a joint resolu- 
tion which reads as follows: 


“* Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to use so much of 
the amount appropriated by the act approved February 18, 1904 (Public 
No. 22),as may be necessary for clerical work and labor connected with 
the sale and leasing of Creek lands and the leasing of Cherokee lands in 
Indian Territory. 


** Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized to use so much as may be necessary of the amount appropriated 
‘for the purpose of placing allottees in unrestricted possession of their allot- 
ments, $15,000, by the act entitled ‘An act making appropriations to supply 
urgent deficiencies in the op for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1904, and for prior years, and for other purposes,’ approved February 18, 1904 
(Public No. 22), in the payment for clerical work and labor connected with 
the sale and leasing of Creek lands and the leasing of Cherokee lands in the 
Indian Territory.” 

If said resolution be enacted it will accomplish the purpose desired, and I 
earnestly recommend its immediate passage in order that the sale and leas- 
ing of Creek lands and the leasing of Cherokee lands may not be suspended 
for wanes of ability to use the funds already appropriated in the item above 
referred to. 

Respectfully, E. A. Hitcncock, Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 

House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


| tion of the House joint resolution which the Clerk has just re- 
| ported? 


[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The question 
is on the engrossment and third reading of the House joint reso- 
lution. 

The question was taken; and the resolution ordered to be en- 


| grossed and read a third time, was accordingly read the third 
| time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. Curtis, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
By unanimous consent, reference of House Document 572 was 


| changed from the Committee on Appropriations to the Committee 
| on Claims. 








LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
MARTIN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


ADJOURNMENT. . 


Then, on motion of Mr. PayNe (at 5 o’clock and 4 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
10424) to provide for the construction of a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the Missouri River at or near Council Bluffs, Iowa, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1528); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2382) providing for 
the resurvey of certain townships in Routt and Rio Blanco 


1904. 





counties, in the State of Colorado, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1529); which said bill and 


report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the | 


state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 569) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jesse B. Nurse, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1423); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2971) granting a 
pension to Amelia Walsh, reported the same without amendment, 


accompanied by a report (No. 1424); which said bill and report | 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2960) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob Horning, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1425); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr.SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2952) granting an 
increase of pension to William J. P. Buck, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1426); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2946) 
granting an increase of pension to Joshua Day, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1427); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2938) granting an 
increase of pension to James L. Ackley, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1428); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1437); 
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which said bill 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2320) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel H. Legrow, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1438); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2058) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob A. Roof, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1439); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2029) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter P. Dobozy, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1440); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1899) granting an 
increase of pension to Thompson Warren, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1441); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1764) granting an 
increase of pension to John Shehan, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1442); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1667) grant- 
ing a pension to Stalnaker Marteney, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1443); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1436) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas P. Wentworth, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1444); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1423) granting an in- 


| crease of pension to Samuel F. Murry, reported the same without 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


bill of the Senate (S. 2937) granting an increase of pension to Julius 
Bodenstab, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1429); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 

vas referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2894) granting a pension 
to Clara G. Garretson, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1430); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2872) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Schemerhorn, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1431); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2871) granting an 
increase of pension to Justin M. Cooper, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1432); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2857) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Onne H. Ropka, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1433); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2690) granting an increase of pension to 
James Garry, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1434); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2661) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Klingler, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1435); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH,.from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2655) 
granting an increase of pension to Isaac Zellers, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1436); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2348) granting an increase 
of pension to Hamilton 8. Gillespie, reported the same without 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1445); 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 


which said bill 


| Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1394) 


granting an increase of pension to Lewis M. Webster. reported 


| the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1446); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1388) granting an 
increase of pension to Orson H. Sawtelle, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1447); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 827) granting an 
increase of pension to Elias 8. Gibson. reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1448); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 783) 
granting an increase of pension to William McGee, reported the 


same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1449 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 
Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 454) ‘granting an 
crease of pension to Rinaldo M. Griswold, reported the 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1450); which 


yr) 
in- 


Salne 


| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
bill of the Senate (S. 450) granting an increase of pensio 
H. Sutherland, reported the same without amendment, accor 
panied by a report (No. 1451); which said bill and report were 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 447) granting an increase of pension to David 
H. George, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1452); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr.SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 558) granting 
crease of pension to Phebe A. Ford, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1453 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Lechleidner, reported the same 


the 
ito George 
a 


re 
re 


all j 
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without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1454); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 


to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 305) granting an 
increase of pension to John R. Evans, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1455); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also. from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 140) granting an increase of pension to Dan- 


iel B. Bailey, reported the same without amendment, accompanied | 
by a report (No. 1456); which said bill and report were referred | 


to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4849) granting an increase 
ion to Laura Ann Seaton, reported the same without amend- 
accompanied by a report (No. 1457); which said bill and 
re referred to the Private Calendar. 
ILLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
‘as referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4371) granting a pen- 
1 to Alison Clifton, reported the same without amendment, 
ied by a report (No. 1458); which said bill and report 
rred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
ill of the Senate (S. 4454) granting an increase of pension to 
John Seiler, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
y a report (No. 1459); which said bill and report were referred 
the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| of the Senate (S. 4455) granting an increase of pension to 
el J. Busby, reported the same without amendment, accom- 


} 


] 
el 


a 


nH pantie 


‘a pefe 


| by a report (No. 1460); which said bill and report were | 


ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4317) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah L. Augur, reported the same without 
ainendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1461); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4254) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William H. Collingwood, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1462); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4237) granting a pen- 
sion to Hannah Small Wiggin, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1463); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3979) granting an 
increase of pension to Sterling L. Parker, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1464); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of 


George W. Howard, reported the same without amendment, ac- 


referr 
He 


d to the Private Calendar. 


ther S. Baker, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1466); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


hill 


the Senate (S. 3978) granting an increase of pension to | 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1471); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY., from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3827) granting an 
increase of pension to Norman B. Davenport. reported the same 


| without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1472); which 





said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3774) 
granting an increase of pension to John C, Felton, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1473); 


| which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 


dar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3771) granting an 
increase of pension to Virginia C. Spencer, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1474); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3727) granting an 
increase of pension to Eli Headley, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1475); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3544) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Phillips, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1476); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3535) granting an 
increase of pension to John Walton, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1477); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3523) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. Butz, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1478); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3519) granting a 
pension to Ruby A. Sirdivant, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1479); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3500) granting an 
increase of pension to Orrin L. Mann, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1480); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3499) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 


| uel E. Lookingbill, reported the same without amendment. ac- 


companied by areport (No. 1481); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3491) granting anin- 
companied by a report (No. 1465); which said bill and report were | 


crease of pension to Andrew J. Howe, reported the same without 


| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1482); which said bill 
also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


bill of the Senate (S. 3977) granting an increase of pension to Lu- | 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3457) granting an 
increase of pension to Marcellus M. Parker, reported the same 


| without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1483); which 


of the Senate (S. 3946) granting an increase of pension to | 


Jesse Bright, reported the same without amendment, accompanied | 


by a report (No. 1467); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. | 
Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to which 


of pension to Sylvania 8. Cheney, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1468); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calender. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3394) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph B. Crawford, reported the same 


| without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1484); which 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3896) granting an in- | 


crease of pension to Richard F. Nugent, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1469); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3936) granting an increase | 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3377) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John M. Tyree, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1485); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3201) granting an 
increase of pension to James I. Shafer, reported the same with- 


| out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1486); which said 


was referred the bill of the Senat> (S. 3878) granting an increase | 


of pension to George Coffee, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1470); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3833) granting an 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4329) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Nesmith, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1487); which said bill and 


_ report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also. from the same committee, to which was referred the 


increase of pension to George T. Edwards, reported the same with- ! bill of the House (H. R. 11939) granting an increase of pension to 





1904. 





C. C. Fisher, reported the seme with amendment, accompanied | to which was ref 


by a report (No. 1488); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12202) granting 
an increase of pension to John Baughman, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1489); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11711) granting 
an increase of pension to Jerome J. Hinds, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1490); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11692) granting 
a pension to Mary J. Neely, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a re port | No. 14! 11); which said bill and report 

were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, ‘teas the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11562) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucretia Davis, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1492); which said bill 
~— report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the C 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10997) granting 
a pension to Mary McGill, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1493); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10988) granting 
an increase of pension to August Graf, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1494); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also. from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10932) granting a pension to Eliza Wool- 
ard, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 1495); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10839) 
granting an increase of pension to John Conrad Dirschner, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1496); which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10651) granting a pension to Katherine 
M. Laurence, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1497); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10626) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Conant, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1498); which said bill and report were referred tothe 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10045) grant- 
ing an increase of pension George Sluyter, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1499); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9929) 
granting an increase of pension to Frederick K. Bryan, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1500); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private C: ar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of tl 16 House (H. R. 9905) grat tin r 
an increase of pension to Peter Sullivan. reported the same \ 
amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 1501); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9812) to increase 
the pension of Henry N. McLane, reported the same with an 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1502): 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9697) eranting 
an increase of pension to Reuben Nightingale, reported the sam 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1508); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 

was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9504) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Augustus Johns, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1504); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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erred the bill of the H H R. 6425) granting 
a pension to 7 aniel Walker, reported the same with amendment, 
act companied | 7a report (N . 1505); which said bill and r rt 
were re ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the “Cor mittee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Honus i, R. 568 r 1s 
an increase of pension to Philip H. Why 1 the sam 
with amendment, accompanied by a 1 rt (No. 1506); which 

| said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal r 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the C ittee o lid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the H i. & ting 
a pension to Julia M. Oakley, reported the sam 
accompanied by a report (No. 1507): which I 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, t 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R 
increase of pension to George Bixler, reported the L 
amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 15 which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calen 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on h i Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4892) granting a 
pension to Elias Veatch, reported the same with amendn 


| companied by a report (No. 1509); which said bill 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. from th e C mmittee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Hou a5 
granting a pension to Carrie "Kad e: 
amendment, acc ompan ied by a report 
and = were referred to the Pri 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of ‘the House (H. R. 4120) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry R. Guss, reported the same ga amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1511); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Comm 
which was referred the bill of the I 


reported the same with 
No. 1510): which said bill 
vate Calendar. 


ittee on Invi slid 1 Pensions. to 


louse (H., J] 13) granting 
an increase of pension to Elam Allen, report 1 the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1512); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 











il ‘ 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 725) granting an 
increase of pension to Alexander M. Ballou, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1513); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions which 
was referred the bill of the Hou H. R. 7474) granting an increase 
of pension to Fannie C. Morey, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report No. 514); which said bill and 
report were referred to the | rivate ¢ ‘alendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committe n Invalid P to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H . GOT 
an increase of pension to Jane Wheeler, reported t 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1: whi 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Per s, to 
which was referred the bill of the Hous H. R. 6! 
in increase of pension to Roxana S. Ker. rep d thes W 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 15 whi | 
and rep rt were 1 1 to 7 Private Cal 

Mr. BRADI 1 t Committee on | iP 
which was ref ill of the } S R. 6940 
an increase of pension to 8 O. W p, I 
same with amendment, accompanied by 
which said bill and report w 1 to 


dar. 


Mr. HOLL AS from the Committe 
} 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R 
an increase of pension to G. N. Crawford, repor 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No 8); Ww 
and report were re ferred to th e Pri e Cal lar 
Mr. SAMU EL Ww. SMITH, m the .on Tr : *. 
sions, to which was re red ] i 
granting an increase of pe n ». Miller G 
same with amendment, a 1 t \ 
which said bill and rep ) ( 
Mr. BRADLEY n | 
which was referred l 
nerease of per n ( VV ( y 
i nd I ! n 11 NO ‘ ] 
and report were ref i r ate ( 
MT GI SON. fr the Com 1 p 
wl i I i ] 
pension to ¢ re D. Boyd. orted : : 
accompanied by a report Nc a ; which said bill a port 
were referred to the Priy ate Ca lar 
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Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
whicl h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18283) granting 
an ip re ase of pension to William York, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1522); which said bill 
and r sia were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13263) granting a pen- 


sion to Caroline E. Pratt, reported the same with amendment, ac- | 


companied by a report (No. 1523); 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY 
which was referred the 


which said bill and report were 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1524); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12544) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Hayford, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1525); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 885) granting a | 
a pension to Sarah A. Gillham, reported the same with amend- | 
which said bill and | 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1526); 
report were referre . to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Claims, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10558) referring 
the claim of Hannah S. Crane and others to the Court of Claims, 
report ¢ 
(No. 1527): which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr 
and 

+t 2 


F isheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
to prov ide an American re gister for the steamer Brooklyn, 
soncsien the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1530): which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 

vate Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8083) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Clark— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Comuinittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13546) granting an increase of pension to Joel J. 
Addison—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 13624) 
authorizing a public building at Fayetteville, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 13625) to establish a fish-hatching and fish sta- 
tion in the State of North Carolina—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

3y Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 13626) to amend an act ap- 
proved August 13, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act for the protection of 
persons furnishing materials and labor for the construction of 
public works ’’—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 13627) for le ‘galizing the diver- 
sion and appropriation of water from the Colorado River for irri- 


gation purposes—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. | 


By Mr. we ACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 13628) to amend section 
2 of an act approved June 15, 1880, relating to public lands—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

3y Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 13629) to provide for the pur- 


chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at | 


Lead. in the State of South Dakota—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RHEA: A bill (H. R. 13630) for the erection of a public 
building at Bowling Green, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13631) to provide for the entry 
of agricultural lands within forest reserves—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13632) to provide for the disposal of timber 
on public lands chiefly valuable for timber, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
bill of the House (H. R. 13230) granting 
a pension to Amos T. Richardson, reported the same with amend- | 


to | 
1 the same without amendment, accompanied by a report | 


WACHTER, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13633) to regulate the disposal of public 
lands released and excluded from public forest reservations, and 

| for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13634) to provide 
for a United States reform school, near Camden, Wilcox County, 
Ala., and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 13635) to authorize 
the construction of a custom-house at Nogales, Ariz.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A resolution (H. Res. 244) authorizing and 
directing the Committee on At,propriations to provide in the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill for the payment of certain sums 
of money to P. L. Coultry for services rendered—to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 


ee 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 13636) granting a pension to 
George 8. Noland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13637) for the relief of 
| Fred Blank, of Waxahachie, Tex.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 13638) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 13639) to extend the term of 
patent No. 359590—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 13640) granting an increase 
of pension to Eugene Hepp—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13641) granting an increase of pension to 
| Jerome P. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 13642) to confirm to the 
heirs of Lucretia Williams the title to one square league of land in 

| the State of Louisiana—to the Committee on Private Land 

Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 13643) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Welsh—to the Committee on In- 

valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 13644) granting an increase 

| of pension to Henry Boynton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions 

By “Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13645) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Brawner—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 13646) to correct the 
military record of Simon W. Larkin—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

| By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 13647) for the relief of 

Brig. Gen. Thomas M. Anderson, United States Army, retired— 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 13648) granting a pension 
to Charlotte S. Dunning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 13649) granting a pension to 
Jane D. Goss—to the Committes on Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. HOMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13650) 
granting an increase of pension to William J. Caldwell.—to the 
Committee on-Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 13651) granting a pension to 
Amelia Strain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 13652) for the relief of the heirs 
of Alfred R. Buffin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 13653) for the relief of C. L. 
Lynch, of the Cherokee Nation, Indian Territory—to the Cum- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 13654) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas H. Soward—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 13655) granting an increase 
of pension to Hannah Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 13656) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary W. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 13657) granting an increase of 
pension to Francis F. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

3y Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 13658) granting an increase of 

pension to Henry Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 13659) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob Keplinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S1LODS. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13660) to au- 
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thorize the President of the United States to appoint John Gib- | struct a dam across the Missouri River—to the Committee on 


bon captain and quartermaster in the Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18661) granting a pension to Edith F. Mor- 
rison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 13662) for the relief of A. T. 
Hayden—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13663) for the relief of the estate of William 
Kelley —to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13664) for the relief of F. L. Hall—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13665) for the relief of Thomas Drake—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13666) for the relief of Nancy Gates—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also a bill (H. R. 13667) granting an increase of pension to 
Curtis A. Brashear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13668) granting an increase of pension to 
A. R. Shacklett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 13669) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Wyse—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 13670) for the relief of John 
W. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of citizens of New York, N. Y., 
gainst passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr: ADAMSON: Memorial of Eben Watkins, of the Atlanta 
Federation of Trades, relative to increasing the capacity of the 
Naval Gun Factory—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the La Grange Board of Trade, relative to 
improving the channel through outer bar of Brunswick, Ga.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of pastor and board of stewards of the First 
Methodist Church South, of Lagrange, Ga., in favor of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Georgia Industrial Association, relative 
to the Gompers-Mitchell anti-injunction bill and sundry other 
bills—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 13517, for the 
relief of James H. Ambler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Elmer Jones and 24 others, of 
Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Philadelphia Board of Trade, relative to 
American merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of citizens of Philadelphia, against passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BYRD: Memorial of the Mississippi Choctaws, praying 
for an extension of time within which their right to remove to 
the Choctaw country may be permitted—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of H. L. Whitfield, F. M. Henry, 
and others, of Jackson, Miss., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLARK (by request): Petition of residents of Hermann, 
Mo., against passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Point Marion, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Resolution of Watertown 
(Wis. ) Council, No. 247, Order of United Commercial Travelers, 
in favor of bill H. R. 4489—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Wisconsin State Board of Agriculture, in 
favor of bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolution of Leavenworth Circle, No. 8, 
Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Rev. F. C. Hill and others, of Brown County, 
Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of A. J. Bartlett and 12 other voters, 
Harry C. Scott and 38 other voters, 8. N. McLane and 29 other 
voters, and F. M. A. Lawson and 32 other voters, all of Elkins, 
W. Va., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DIXON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11972, to au- 


thorize the Ox Bow Power Company, of South Dakota, to con- ' 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 11990, for the payment to 
Henry B. Davis of balance due him for surveying public 
to the Committee on the Public Li 

3y Mr. DOVENER: Fifteen | nting 491. voters 
of West Virginia, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to tl 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rabert W. Koon and 104 others, of West Vir 
ginia, in favor of bill H. R. 13368, to pension army teamsters—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to correct military recor 
Levi Burdine—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting an increase of 
to John E. Fries—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting a pension to Abner G. 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pi 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the Illinois Farmers’ Institute, 
in favor of an appropriation for farmers’ i tute work—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 


i 


lands 





etitions represe 


Ty TSC )7 
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nsions. 
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By Mr. GRANGER: Petitions of the Edwards Prohibition Al- 
liance, the Rhode Island Temperance League, and Herbert E 
Sherman and 6 others, of Providence, R. I., in favor of the Hep 


burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Rhode Island Poultry Association: 
West Kingston Grange, No. 10; Cumberland Grange, No. 2, and 
Portsmouth Grange, No. 29, Patrons of Husbandry, in favor of 
bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Rocky Hill Grange, No. 27; Nonquit Grange, 
No. 31; Davisville Grange, No. 8; Washington County Pomona 
Grange, No. 2; Hope Valley Grange, No. 7; Kickemint Grange, 
No. 24, and Roger Williams Grange. No. 19, Patrons of Hus 
bandry, and Newport (R. I.) Horticultural Society, in favor of 
bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agrict 

Also, resolution of Border Grange, Patrons of 
3, in favor of bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee o1 

Also, resolution of John A. Logan Circle, No. 1, Ladies of 
Grand Army of the Republic, Providence, R. I., in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Olneyville Business Men’s Association, in 
favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 


ltnr 
uture 

Ly 1 1 RY 
husbandry, No. 


1 Agriculture. 


Also, resolution of Lime Rock (R. I.) Grange, No. 22. and 
Aquidneck Grange, No. 30, Patrons of Husbandry, and the Rho: 
Island Horticultural Society, in favor of bill H. R. 867 t] 


Committee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. HAMLIN: Paper to accompany bill 
D. Goss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of B. S. Leavenworth and 20 others, of 
County, Mo., in favor of good-roads bill 
Agriculture. 

3y Mr. HEDGE: Petition of E. H. Albright and 46 others, « 
Danville, lowa,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to t] 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: Pet 
46 others, of Parker, Ind..in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
te the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Papers to accompany claim of Benjamin F., 
Moore—to the Committee on War Clain 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Mary Bailey—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Franc 
Committee on War Claims 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Cath: 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Resolution of Wilson Post, No. 17, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Mai 


to pension Ja 


How 


to the Committee 


tion of W. R. Ower 


is M. Pearce—to the 


a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Iny I S 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Garfield Circle, No. 22. L: f 
the Grand Army of the Republic, of Emporia, Kans., in 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Im d Pe 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bil 
ing a pension to Martha J. Humberd—to the Committee on L 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increas 
to Marion A. Carlile—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


ms of Philadelphia, 


By Mr. MORRELL: Two petitions of citiz | 
l—to the Committee 


against passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bil 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of George T. Meeker and 73 
others, of Hollister, Cal.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany bill granting increase 
of pension to Mary W. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 
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By Mr. PAYNE: 
Gx heva, N. e 
riers—to the Se gn on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., against 

of the a :pburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 


petition of the National League of Commission Merchants 
of the United States, in favor of a bill defining the power of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Comn 
By Mr. ROBI 
scheretz and others, of F 
Fort Wayne, Ind., re 
lisky to 


1erce. 
NSON of Indiana: Petition of Joseph Bogen- 
ort Wayne Union, No. 44, 1.8. L. L., of 
lative toa reduction of internal-revenue tax- 
‘0 cents a gallon—to the Committee on Ways 


ation on Wi 


Petitions of Thomas E. Peden 
A. Ward and 40 others, 


pburn-Dolliver bill—to the 


and 28 others. 
of Bethel, N. C., in 
Committee on the 


. SMITH of Texz 
of C , Tex. 
mitter e on the Iudici lary. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of John W. Hoskinson and others, of 
rural route No.1, Montpelier, Ohio, favoring an increase of salary 
for rural carriers and also the parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of the selectmen of the town of 
Southington, Conn., favoring the passage of a good-roads bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Elm City Lodge, No. 61, Brotherhood of 
Boiler Makers and [ron ship Builders, of New Haven. Conn., 
i 
I 
e 


as r 


: Petition of J. J. Martin and 35 others, 


or the establishment of a commission to upbuild the merchant 


n 
ries. 

Also, resolutions of citizens of Middletown, Conn., protesting 
against the passage of bill (H. R. 7033) relative to further regula- 
tions of power boats—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STERLING: 
fll.. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the Trades and Labor Assem- 
bly and Building Trades Council, of Aurora, I1l., to reestablish a 
separate and nonpartisan Department of Labor—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 


‘ 1 1) 
Cooksyv 11ie, 


ATE, 
WEDNESDAY, March 9, 1904. 


he Chaplain, Rev. Epnwarp Everett HALz. 

iry proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
n, on request of Mr. FaArRBANKS, and by unanimous 
} ther reading was dispensed with. 

ESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the Journal 
lapproved. The Chair hears none. 


SEN 


Prayer by t 
The Se reté 


> 
he PR 
( 


stan 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 

The PRESIDENT pro — 
munication from the assistant c 
mitting the conclusions of 


aid before the Senate a com- 
erk of the Court of Claims. trans- 
fact and of law, in lieu of former 
lings withdrawn, filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court 
relating to the vessel schooner Hope, Ephraim Hutchins or Abel 
Nutt, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 

to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 
f fact and of law and the opinion of the court filed under the act 
uary 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
rs by the court relating to the vessel ship Tom, John Bailey, 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 

mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


the 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1487) creating an additional land office in the State of 
North Ds oe and 

A bill ( 
Orleans Raile ad Company to construct a bridge across the Ten- 
nessee River near Gilbertsville, Ky. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
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Petition of patrons of rural free delivery of 
, in favor of increasing salary of rural mail car- | 


in favor of f the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- | 


irine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- | 


Petition of the Presbyterian Church of | 


4387) to authorize the Chicago, St. Louis and New | 


MARCH 9, 


lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 


| A bill (H. R. 

| A bill (7. RB. 
son; 

| <A dill (H. R. 

| A bill (H. R. 

| 


199) for the relief of John H. McLaughlin: 
2009) for the relief of the estate of Sven J. John- 


2010) for the relief of the heirs of John A. Dolan; 
2193) for the relief of Dav id Tweed; 

A bill 1 R. 2591) for the relief of W.5S. Feland, late deputy 

collector, sec: md Ke sntucky district; 

A bill ps R. 3256) directing the issue of a check in lieu of a 

lost check aan! »y Thomas J. Hobbs, disbursing clerk, in favor 
of Crane & Co., of Dalton, Mass.; 

A bill (H. R. 3393) for the relief of the Columbian Brewing 
| Company, of Shenandoah, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 4407) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
| defray the expenses of contestant in the contest entitled ‘* Koonce 
against Grady;”’ 

A bill (H. R. 4570) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Beawimont; 

A bill (H. R. 4573) for the relief of Engene Patenaude; 

A bill (H. R. 4637) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
| the Treasury to pay to James L. Anderson the sum of $598.28; 

A bill (H. R. 6921) for the relief of the estate of Mary P. Gil- 
| more; 

A bill (H. R. 6937) for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth S. 

Cushing; 

A bill (H. R. 6984) for the relief of Kate R. Sharretts and Ed- 

ward A. Sharretts, administrators of George BE. W. Sharreits: 

A bill (H. R. 7190) for the relief of the Bank of North Wilkes- 

boro; 

A bill (H. R. 7535) for the relief of Jacob Swigert, late deputy 
| collector, seventh Kentucky district; 

A bill (H. R. 7718) for the relief of the estate of Artemus E. 
Gibson; 

A bill (H. R. 8505) for the relief of the estate of Cyrus D. Hot- 
tenstein, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 9457) for the relief of Alexander S. Rosenthal; 

A bill (H. R. 10058) for the relief of Kirby Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 10511) for the relief of the estate of Mary Keat- 
ing; 


. 10516) for the relief of Edward J. Farrell; 
A bill (H. 


. 10688) for the relief of Johann A. Killian; 
A bill (H. R. 10891) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser: 
A bill (H. R. 10925) directing the issue of a check in lien of a 
lost check drawn in favor of the Pittsburg Shear, Knife and Ma- 
| chine Company, now the Heppenstall Forge and Knife Company, 
| of Pittsburg, Pa.; 
A bill (H. R. 11178) for the relief of Miss Lelia G. Cayce; 
A bill (H. R. 11337) for the relief of G. H. Dearen; 
A bill (H. R. 11928) for the relief of James T. Kilbreth, George 
R. Bidwell, and Nevada N. Stranahan, as collectors of customs 
for the district and port of New York; and 
A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 118) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to use $5,000 of the amount appropriated by the act 
approved February 18, 1904 (Public No. 22), for clerical work and 
labor connected with the sale and leasing of Creek lands and the 
leasing of Cherokee lands in the Indian Territory. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cedar- 
ville, Colfax, Houston, Foosland, Sullivan, and Loami; of tho 
congregation of the United Brethren Church of Bureau C eer 
and of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Edg: all 
in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of lewiclati n 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Jrdiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the congregation of 
the First Congregational Church of Nashua, N. H., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committea 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of George C. Hale, of Boscawen, 
N. H., and a petition of sundry citizens of Concord, N. H.. pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to increase the salary of rural 
free-delivery mail carriers; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Local Post No. 625, Depart- 
ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Home- 
stead, Pa., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

| Healso presented a petition of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, of Philadelplia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be 
made for the completion of the easterly shore arm breakwater at 
| Point Judith, R. 1; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Commerce, 
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